arXiv:2212.04367v1 [math.DG] 28 Sep 2022

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, go) of
dimension n > 3, the Yamabe problem is to find a metric conformal to gy such that
the scalar curvature R, 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) 99 — Ry~ ry)alt),
where
ot — Jur By @V
' fM dVy(r)

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, B0]. See also [3| 1T} 14l 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 ([LI)). In particular, they proved the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1 in [10]). Assume g(t) is a solution of the Yamabe flow
@) that converges in C**(M, gso) to goo ast — oo for some o € (0,1). Then
there is a § > 0 depending only on g such that:

(i) If goo is an integrable critical point, then the convergence occurs at an exponential
rate, that is

lg(t) = goollcz.a (a1 gy < Ce™°F
for some constant C > 0 depending on g(0).
(i) In general, the rate of convergence cannot be worse than polynomial, that is

19(t) = gocllc2a(rgoy < C(L+)7°
for some constant C' > 0 depending on g(0).
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Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2 in [I0]). Assume that goo is a nonintegrable critical
point of the Yamabe energy with order of integrability p > 3. If goo satisfies the
Adams-Simon positive condition AS,, then there exists metric g(0) conformal to
Joo Such that the solution g(t) of the Yamabe flow L) starting from g(0) exists
for all time and converges in C*®(M, goo) t0 goo as t — co. The convergence occurs
“slowly” in the sense that

_ _1 1
CTHL+1)7772 < lg(t) = goolloza(m gy < CL+1) 772
for some constant C > 0.

We refer the readers to [10, Definition 8] and [I0, Definition 10] respectively
for the precise definitions of integrable critical points and Adams-Simon positive
condition AS,,.

To explain our results requires some terminology. A smooth metric measure space
is a four-tuple (M™, g,e~?dV,, m) of a Riemannian manifold (M™,g), a smooth
measure e~ ?dV, determined by a function ¢ € C°°(M) and the Riemannian volume
element of g, and a dimensional parameter m € [0, co|. In the case m = 0, we require
¢=0.

The weighted scalar curvature of a smooth metric measure space (M, g, e~?dV,, m)
is defined as
(1.2) R = Ry + 20,6 — m—“|v o2,
where R, is the scalar curvature of g, Ay and V, 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 (M", g, e_¢qu, m)

and (M™, g,e_‘z’dVg,m) are conformally equivalent if there is a smooth function
o € C*(M) such that

In the case m = 0, conformal equivalence is defined in the classical sense.
If we denote 2% by w, (L3) is equivalent to

2(m+n)

1.4 M™,§,e=%dV;, m) = (M™, wisn=2 g, wmnia-2e~*dV,, m),
g g

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

measure spaces.
If (M, g,e=?dV,,m) and (M, go,e~?°dV,,,m) are conformal in the sense of (L3,
then their weighted scalar curvatures are related by (see (2.2) in [29] for example)

(1.5)

where

4(n+m ) mtn42
=g Aew T Riw = Rfwmns,

A¢0 =A— V(bo
is the weighted Laplacian of (M, go,e~%°dV,,,m), i.e.
Apoth = Aggth — (Vgo 0, Vgotp) for any ¢ € C°(M).
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The fact that we will constantly use throughout this paper is that the weighted
Laplacian Ay, is formally self-adjoint with respect to the measure e=?°dV,, (c.f.
[B]).

Given a compact smooth metric measure space (M, gg, e ~%° dVy,,m), the weighted
Yamabe problem is to find another smooth metric measure space (M, g, e~?dV,, m)
conformal to (M, go,e~#°dV,,, m) such that its weighted scalar curvature R is
constant. The weighted Yamabe problem in this article is different from that in-
troduced by Case in [§]. See also [7, [0l 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=*®dV,, m) given by

a m m

_(; = (7”¢ —R¢ )9,
(1.6)

J¢ m, o

FE R A

where 73" is the mean value of R ie.
me—¢
(1.7) = S Bi'e " dV, R¢f¢ Yo
J v e ?dVy

In [29], Yan proved that the weighted Yamabe flow (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 [[LT] and mentioned above, we study

in this paper the rate of convergence of the weighted Yamabe flow ().
The following theorems are the main results in this paper:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that (g(t), #(t)) is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow
that is converging in C*® (M, goo) 10 (goo, Poo) ast — 0o for some a € (0,1). Then,
there is § > 0 depending only on (geo, doo) Such that

(i) If (goo, Poo) 1S am integrable critical point, then the convergence occurs at an
exponential rate

[(g(t); (1)) = (goos Poo)llc2a (M,g00) < Ce™,

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

1(9(2), $(2)) = (950, o) | e (r,go0) < C(L+1) 77,
for some constant C' > 0 depending on (g(0), ¢(0)), where

1(g(£), #(£) = (goos Poo )l 2.0 (a1,900) = 19(E)=Gooll o2 (11,g0) T D) = Pooll 02 (11,91
Theorem 1.5. Assume that (goo, @oo) i a non-integrable critical point of the energy
functional E with order of integrability p > 3. If (900, Poo) Satisfies the Adam-Simon
positivity condition AS,, then there exists a metric-measure structure (g(0), $(0))
conformal to (oo, Poo) such that the weighted Yamabe flow (g(t), d(t)) starting from
(9(0), #(0)) exists for all time and converges in C*° (M, goo) t0 (Joo, Poo) At — 00.
The convergence occurs “slowly” in the sense that

C(L+1)772 < |l(g(t), (1)) — (950r Po)llc2(argo) < C(1+1) 772
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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 AS), can be found there. In Section 3] we use the Lojasiewicz-
Simon inequality to prove Theorem [[LTl 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

2. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARIES
Definition 2.1. On a smooth metric measure space (M™, g, e_¢dVg, m), which is
conformal to (M™, go,e~?dV,,,m) in the sense of Definition [3

2(m+n)

(Mnagaei(ﬁd‘/gvm) = (M wner 2go,wntm=2¢e ¢0d‘/goam>a

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

n+m 1
i} me w) e~ %V,
M( n+m—2 go
(21) E(go,qﬁo)(w) ntm—2
2(n+m) n+m
(fM wnrm—2e— ¢7odvgo)

where L7} is the weighted conformal Laplacian on (M™, go, e~ %0dV,,,m)

n+m-—2
4n+m—1)
Remark 2.2. The normalized total weighted scalar curvature: Under the setting
of Definition 2] by the transformation law of the weighted scalar curvature in
(L), the normalized energy FE(g4, 4,)(w) is exactly the normalized total weighted
scalar curvature of (M™, g,e~?dV,, m); i.e.

m

_A¢0 +

[y Bpedv,
E(90,¢0)(w) = E(g,¢)(1> = M ntm—2 °
(Vol (M7 e—#dV,)) o5

Along the flow (L6), the volume / e ol )dV o(t) 1s preserved. Indeed, it follows
M
from (6) and (7)) that

d _ n—|—m m
(2:2) T (/M YOV > = — Rl dVe) = 0.

Since the flow (L8] preserves the conformal structure, we can write the solution as

2(m+n)

(2:3) (M, g(t), eV, m) = (M, u(t) 7777 gog, u(t) min-2 e~ dV,, m).
We remark that this implies that

2m

mtn—z U
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Therefore, we assume that the volume of (M, goo, e~ ?>dV,__,m) satisfying
(2.5) / e %=dV, =1,
v 4
then it follows from (Z2]) that
(2.6) /M e ?WdV, ) =1 for all t > 0.

In view of (23] and ([24]), the weighted Yamabe flow (L6 reduces to the following
evolution equation for the conformal factor:

0 n+m-—2

(27) Oty = "2 ) — Ry utt).
Together this with (Z6]), we find

d ., d n+m—2 m m _
28)  Fretn = E®) = ———— /M( f — ) eV <0

along the flow.
Consider the following unit volume conformal class associated t0 (goo, Poo):

[(goos o)1 = {(w"“tz Joos Poo —

2m
m-—+n—2

2ntm)
wrim=—2¢"PdV, =1,.
M

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 [(geo, $oo)]1 at the point
w in the directions vy, ..., vy by

DFE(w)[v1, ..., vg].
As we will see below, the functional v + D* E(w)[vy, ..., v5_1,v] is in the image of

L?*(M,e=%=dV,_ ) under the natural embedding onto C*%(M, g~,)’. Therefore, we
will also write

lnw):0<weC** (M),

DFE(w)[vy, ..., vp_1]
for this element of L?(M,e~%?<dV, ). When k = 1, we will drop the (second)

brackets, and thus consider DE(w) € L*(M,e=%=dV,_.).
We may write the differential of E restricted to [(goo, Poo)]1 as

(2.9)

SDE)(t] = 5 4 B(w+ tv) y
fM( At D (Y, w,Vy v) + R}_wv)e #=dV,_
(oo 5y omay, ) T
2(n£§w) / w2 e dV,

f wn+m 26 ¢oodV

n—|—m ) nt+m-+2 .
/ < pp— ————— A w+ R w—rglwnme 2>ve P dV, .

nt+m+2
/ —r¢ w2 ye == dV,
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where
2(m+n)

(M, g, 67¢qu,m) = (M, TR Goo, WrFn=2~ =V, m).

Goo)

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

We now fix (geo, $oo) such that ([Z3]) holds and (geo, P ) has constant weighted
scalar curvature. We denote by CWWSC; the set of unit volume constant weighted
scalar curvature metric-measure structures in [(goo, oo)]1- If we define the lin-
earized weighted Yamabe operator at (goo, Poo)s Loo, by means of the formula

4 1
- Ve ?=dV, :=—D?E(goo, Poo
n+m_2/1\/[w‘c ve Vgoo 2 (g a¢ )[v,w]
~1 9 DB+ tw)w)
ot Y

t=0

for v € C?(M). A direct computation (see the Appendix) shows that
Locv = (n+m—1)As v+ R v.

We define Ag := ker Lo, C L?(M,e=%=dV,_).

It follows from a classical theorem of spectral theory that Ay is finite dimen-
sional, since it is the eigenspace of the weighted Laplacian Ay __ for the eigenvalue
oo
n+m-—1

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 F in a power series: fix a metric-measure structure
(goos Poo) then the functional E is an analytic functional on {u € C%%(M,gs) :
u > 0} in the sense that for each wy € C?*(M, goo) with wg > 0, there is an € > 0
and bounded multilinear operators

E® . C%%(M, goo)** — R for each k >0

such that if |w — wol|c2.e < €, then 37 [[E®)|| - lw — wo[£2.. < 0o and

We will write Ag- for the L2(M,e~?<dV,_ )-orthogonal complement.

E(’LU) = ZE(k)(w — W, -, W _wO) in Cz)a(Mugoo)'
k=0

k-times

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 € > 0 and an analytic map
D:AgN{v:|v|lpe < €} = C*Y(M, goo) N AF
such that ®(0) =0, D®(0) =0,

(2.10) sup || D®(v)[w]||rz <1,
lloll L2 <e,
llwll 2 <1
and so that defining U(v) = 1 4+ v + ®(v), we have that ¥(v) > 0,

/ U(v) e e ?=dV, =1 and
M

projag [DE(¥(0))] = projay [ (Ry -y ) w()#75] = 0
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where

2m

(gv(b):(\lj(v)ﬁgoou¢oo_ 2111\1/(’1}))

m+n—
Furthermore
. . m m n+m+42
proja, [DE(W(v))] = projy, [ (Ry = 7 ) w(0) 757 | = DF(v),
where F : Ag N{v : ||v]|r2 < €} = R is defined by F(v) = E(V(v)). Finally, the
intersection of CWSC1 with a small C*%(M, g« )-neighborhood of 1 coincides with

So :={¥(v) : v € A, ||v||L2 < €, DF(v) = 0},

which is a real analytic subvariety (possible singular) of the following (dim Ag)-
dimensional real analytic submanifold of C**(M, goo):

S {T(v) :v e Ao, ||v]L2 < €}
We will refer to S as the natural constraint for the problem.

Definition 2.4. For (goo, poo) € CWSC1, we say that (goo, o) is integrable if for
allv € Ao, there is a path w(t) € C?((—€, €)x M, goo) such that (w(t) T oo, oo —
ﬁlnw(t)) € CWSC; and w(0) = 1, w'(0) = v. Equivalently, (goo, ¢oo) is
integrable if and only if CWSC, agrees with S in a small neighborhood of 1 in
C?(M, goo)-

We remark that the integrability defined in Definition 241 is equivalent to the
functional F (as defined in Proposition 2.3)) being constant in a neighborhood of 0
inside Ag [I, Lemma 1].

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

Note that if (goo, Poo) is @ nondegenerate critical point, then (goo, o) is auto-
matically integrable in the above sense.

Now suppose that (geo, doo) is a nonintegrable critical point. Because F(v) =
E(¥(v)), defined in Proposition[2.3] is analytic, we may expand it in a power series

F(v) = F(0)+ Y _ Fj(v)
Jjzp
where F} is a degree-j homogeneous polynomial on Ag and p is chosen so that F},
is nonzero. We will call p the order of integrability of (goo, Poo). We will also need
a further hypothesis for nonintegrable critical points introduced in [I].

Definition 2.6. We say that (goo, o) satisfies the Adams-Simon positivity condi-
tion, AS, for short (here p is the order of integrability of g ), if it is nonintegrable
and Fp|g attains a positive maximum for some 9 € S¥ C Ag. Recall that F, is
the lowest-degree nonconstant term in the power series expansion of F'(v) around
0 and S* is the unit sphere with respect to the L?(M,e~%>~dV,_)-norm in Ay.

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

S(TL +m + 2) 3 —

2.11 FB)=—-———""""°""Rpm boodV, .

( ) 3(v) (n+m—2)2 boo /MU e Joo
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 (goo, o) satisfies (2H) and has constant weighted
scalar curvature. There are 0 € (0, %], e >0 and C > 0 (both depending only on n
and (goo, Poo)) such that for u € C**(M, goo) with |[u — 1||c2.a(rr,g..) < €, then

1-6
’l”gl —’I”gloo} < CHDE(gv¢)||L2(M,€7¢°°dvgoo)

where 5
4 m
= (UnFm2go, Poo — ———— Inu).
(9:0) = (u Joo, Poo = 5 Inu)
If (goo, Vo) is an integrable critical point, then 0 = % If (Goos Poo) s mon-

integrable, then this holds for some 6 € (0, %], where p is the order of integrability
of (goos Poo)-

Proof. To verify this, we will show that hypotheses of Proposition 12 in [I0]
are satisfied for the energy functional E. We work with the Banach spaces
B = C**(M,ge) and W := L*(M,e~%=dV,_), and fix U a small enough ball
around 1 in C%%(M, goo) so that Proposition 2.3 is applicable in U.

Hypothesis (A) says that Ag = ker L, is complemented in C%%(M, g..), which is
immediate by the following argument. It’s not hard to check that the L? projection
map proj,, restricts to a continuous map from C?%(M, gs) onto Ag (since, of
course, C%%(M, goo) < L?(M,e~?=dV,_ ) is a continuous embedding); from this, it

=]

follows that Az) is complemented (by the map proji\o) in the dual space C%%(M, goo)’

may be canonically identified with (Ag)".
Hypothesis (B) is satisfied as follows: Consider the map
(3.1)

W= L2(M,e~%=dV,_) < C*>*(M,gs) , [+~ (w >—>/ fwe—%dvgm) )
M

(B1) This map is continuous.
(B2) The map proj,AO € B(C?*(M, go)") leaves L2(M, e~%>~dV,_) invariant; here
we are considering the composition

(3.2) projy, : CQ’O‘(M, Joo) = Mg — CQ’O‘(M, Joo)-

(B3) The fact that DE € CY(U, L*(M,e~?=dV,_.)) follows from the explicit form
of DE given above.
(B4) Finally, we have to verify that range Lo, = (Ag) N L2(M, e %~dV,_). The
fact that range Lo, C (Ag) NL2(M,e=%=dV,_) is obvious because L, is formally
self-adjoint on L?(M,e~%=dV,_ ). The other inclusion follows from the L? spectral
decomposition of L.

Therefore, to prove the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality with exponent 6 € (0, %],
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
0 € (0,1]. Recall that in Proposition 2.3 we have defined F(v) = E(¥(v)). In
the integrable case, clearly, F'(v) = F(0), so F satisfies the Lojasiewicz-Simon
inequality with exponent %

In general, by definition, F' is an analytic function whose power series has its
first nonzero term of degree p. Similar to [I0, Proposition 13], we may conclude
that F satisfies the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality with exponent %.

The claim follows from the fact that £(u) = 7' under the volume normalization.

O

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

Proof of Theorem[I.J}] We consider the weighted Yamabe flow (g(¢),¢(t)) =
(u(t)ﬁgoo,qboo — mizlz Inu(t)) which converges to (goo, Poo) in C*%(M, goo)
as t — oo. In Proposition Bl we have shown that there is a Lojasiewicz-Simon
inequality near (goo, o) for some 6 € (0,3]. We emphasize that if we regard
DE(u(t)) as an element of L2(M,e~%=dV,_ ), then

m m ntm+2
(33) DE(U(t)) == 2(R¢(t) _T‘(ﬁ(t))u(t) nt+m—2

Choose t( large enough to apply the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. In other words,
so that [[u(t) — 1|lc2.e(a,g.) < € for all £ > to. This together with (2.8) and
Proposition Bl implies that

d i m m n+m—2 m m A2 2ntm)
i 0% =78 = =5 [ (it — e Put) B e,
2(n+m+2)
< —c R™ . — ™ V24, () nm-3 e~ P dV
(3.4) = /M( (1) ~ To(n) u(t) e
2
= _CHDE(u(t))||L2(M7€7¢°Odvgm)

< _C(Tzl(t) _ T$W)2_29
where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending only on n and (geo, $o) (that we let change
from line to line). Let us first assume that the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality is
satisfied with 0 = %, i.e. we are in the integrable case. Then ([B.4) yields 0 <
rz‘(t) —rg < Ce=2% for some § > 0 depending only on n and (geo, ¢oo), and
C > 0 depending on (g(0), #(0)) (chosen so that this actually holds for all ¢ > 0).
On the other hand, if Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality holds with ¢ € (0, 3), then the

)

same argument shows that rif,) —rg' < C(1+ t)ﬁ_
Exploiting the fact that the flow converges in C2, we may use the Lojasiewicz-
Simon inequality to compute

d m m \f m m \0-1 d m m
Tt (o — o) = 0(rgiey — 73 it (rbe) = 7o)

m m 01 2
< —ct(rgn — o) ([PE@O)|2asevmear, )

< —c9||DE(u(t))HL2<M’€,%WQ®)
<—ch lau(t) 7
Ot |l p2(as,e-sooav,.)



10 PAK TUNG HO, JINWOO SHIN, AND ZETIAN YAN

where we have used (Z7) and (33) in the last equality. Thus, if § = 1 (recall
lim;_, oo u(t) = 1), then
ds

|| du(s
) = Usroreomanr < [ |25
t S Mlr2(Me=dcav,,)

< [ 2 [g -t

= C(Tgb(t) - rg;)% < Ce™ .

If6 € (0, %), asimilar computation yields [|u(t) =1l z2(ar,e-ocav, ) < C(l—i—t)_ﬁ.
To obtain C? estimates, we may interpolate between L2(M,e %g) and
Wk2(M,e=?g) for k large enough: interpolation [4, Theorem 6.4.5] and Sobolev
embedding yields some constant n € (0,1) so that
ut) = Uloaeaneomavy .y < 10O~ Eagare o av 1O =L iare o av,
Because u(t) converges to 1 in C*® (and thus in C* by parabolic Schauder esti-
mates and bootstrapping), the second term is uniformly bounded. Thus, exponen-
tial (polynomial) decay of the L? norm gives exponential (polynomial) decay of the
C?* norm as well.
Since (g(t), (t)) = (u(t)ﬁgoo, Poo — % Inu(t)), we immediately have

(3.5) 1(9(2), (1)) — (gocs $0) |2 (a1,9) < Ce™,
for some constant C' > 0 depending on (g(0), ¢(0)). O

4. SLOWLY CONVERGING WEIGHTED YAMABE FLOW

In this section, we show that, given a nonintegrable critical point (goo, oo ) satis-
fying a particular hypothesis, there exists a weighted Yamabe flow (g(t), #(¢)) such
that (g(t), ¢(t)) converges to (goo, Poo) €xactly at a polynomial rate.

This section is organized as follows: In section 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 Ay of L., and its orthogonal complement
Ag, respectively. In section and section [£.3] we solve the kernel-projected flow
and the kernel-orthogonal projected flow, respectively. In section 4] we combine
all the previous results to prove Theorem

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 [I0]
Lemma 15].

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (oo, Poo) satisfies AS, as defined in Definition[Z.4, i.e.
Fylsr achieves a positive mazimum for some point © in the unit sphere S¥ C Ao.
Then, for any fited T > 0, the function

1

(4.1) p(t) = p(t,T) = (T +1) 7 ((n +m— 2)§(p - 2)Fp(ﬁ)> o

solves —2— ' + DF,(p) = 0.

n+m—2
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We define the parabolic C*% norm on (¢, + 1) x M as follows: for a € (0, 1),
we define the seminorm

1F()|co.n = sup £ (s1,21) — f(s2,32)|

(sean)etien)x M (dgo (X1, 22)% + [t — t2])2
(s1,21)#(s2,22)

and for k > 0 and « € (0, 1), we define the norm

(4.2) If@)llcra = > sup [DIDIfl+ Y |DID]f|coe

|8l +25<k (BAF1) XM |8l+25=k

where the norm and derivatives in the sum are taken with respect to goo. 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||g2.a < 1, there holds
(4.3) ID*E(w)[u, v][lco.e < Cllullc2e|[v]lc2a

for some uniform constant C > 0. Furthermore, for wy,ws such that ||w; —1]|c2.e <
1, we have

ID?E(wi)[v,v] = D*E(wa)[u, ull|co.e <C([willcze + [wallcze)
X ([lullgz.e + llvllg2.e)[u = vllc2a
for some uniform constant C' > 0.

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

8(n+m+2)

D3E()[v,u,z] = —ng; /M vuze ?=dV, .

O

Lemma 4.3. There exists Ty > 0, g > 0 and ¢ > 0, all depending on (oo, Poo)
and 0, such that the following holds: Fiz T > Ty. Then, for ¢(t) as in Lemma

1 and w € C?*(M x [0,00)), and u := 1+ p+w' + ®(p +w') + w’ where

w' = projy (w) and wt = projps (w), the function

E) (w) == projy, DE(u)u_ﬁ - DE(’U,):|
satisfies
BT (@)]] o < e {T+075 + T %ok + 1wt lleze } {(T + 6777 + Julloze },
[E (w1) = Eq (w2)]] .0
< {0757 4w 5ok + wd Bk + ot lleze + wg oz |
X [lwr — wal[gz2.a
@ +0777 + fwillcne + fwallcne b (o] % + g 1252 )
X [y = w] oo

1
AT +8)77 + urllone + wslloze |t = wi oo
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Identical estimates hold for Ey (w) := projyt {DE(u)u_ T DE(U):| Here,
we are using the parabolic Hoélder norms on (t,t + 1) x M as defined above; the
bounds hold for each fixed t > 0, with the constants independent of T and t.

Proof. Let n:=¢@+w' +®(p+w")+w'. Then one can easily see that u = 1+17

and
_ nt+tm+2

(L4 sn)” mim=2n.

d
—(1+sp) T = —

ds n+m-—2

Thus we have
“wEe = 1 - /1(1+ )" s d
u = nrm=2), sn nds.

So, letting Ep(w) = DE(u)ufﬁ — DE(u), we have
(4.4)
1 n+m-+42
IEo(w)llcne = |DEG) [ (14 sn)~ g
0 C0,
<d|DE(u)|lco.e ([¢llcoe + llw[coa + [@(0 +w )| cow + Jw||co)

__1
< DE@)love (T 40777 + w7 flove + w0 oo

where we have used the fact that ®(0) = 0 and ® is an analytic map.
It follows from Taylor’s theorem and Proposition 23] that, for ¢, = 1 +
rle+w +@(@+w’)+swt],

DE(u) =DE(¥(p+w") /D2 (ts1)[w " ]ds

4.5 =DF - L 1
(4.5) e 2£ w

/ / DPE@ss)wh o+ w’ +®(p+w') + swh]dsds.
Now, observe that DF(0) = D?F(0) = --- DP"'F(0) = 0, where p is the order of

integrability. Therefore, by Taylor S theorem we have
(4.6) |IDF(p+uwT)looe < cllp+w Bk < e ((T+H7772 4w %)

Combining (£3)), ([43]), and (@8], we have
(A7) IDB@)leon <o ((T+07777 + JuT |25k + lutflcae)
We define
Eq (w) := projy, Bo(w), Eg (w) := projyy Eo(w).
Now the asserted bounds for E, (w) follow from the bound @4) on Eo(w), the
estimate (A7) and the continuity of the map proj,, : C%*(M, gos) — Ao,
[proja, fllcoeargw) < €lfllcoe(rge)-

Note that this is a spatial bound, so it does not include the t-Holder norm, but
the desired space-time norm bound follows easily from it in the same spirit of [I0]
Lemma 16]. The bound for EJ (w1) — E, (w2) follows similarly. This together with
the bound ([@4) on Eo(w) and the estimate ([@7) gives the estimates for Ey (w). O
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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 A and the other on Ag-. The following proposition
explains how to do this.

Proposition 4.4. There exists Ty > 0, g > 0 and ¢ > 0, all depending on (goo, Poo)
and 0, such that the following holds: Fiz T > Ty. Then, for ¢(t) as in Lemma
[£1) and w € C**(M x [0,00)), there are functions E"(w) and E*(w) such that
ui=1l+p+w’ +®(p+w'")+w is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow if
and only if

8
m(wT)l +D*Fy(p)w' =E"(w),

(4.9) (wh) = Loowt =E*(w).

(4.8)

Here, as long as |w||c2.« < €o, the error terms ET and E*+ satisfy

IET@)lloon <o ((T+8)752 + w2k + b leze ) ((T+1)772 + [w]c-)
P

+o(T+1)77% 4 (T +1) 72w [lgow + (T + 1) "5 [ |20

el ok + ¢ (T +0777 + [wlone ) oo,

IET (w1) — BT (wz)]|co.

(@ +675 + w12k + o] ok + i lose + llwd o)

X flwr — wal|c2.e
o ((T+777 + il oz + wzllone ) (o] 1% + ] [5:2)
< ] —w] oo

(@ +0777 +lwrlloze + fwslloae ) i = wi loae
e (@ + 073 (] llcow + 1] llgoe) + ] 5o + ] 152 )
x [wf = w; [lco

-1
+o(T +6)7572 w] —wjy [[coa,

|- (w)lco.e
_p—1 T 1 1
(T +075 4w ok + Jwllene ) (T +6777 + Julloz.)
e ((T+0772 + wloze ) flut o

P

e ((T+1772 + wloae ) ((T+H75 + u/co )
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|B*(w1) = B (w2) oo
<e((@+075F + wl Ik + ld 5 + ot lone + g o)

X ||w1 — ’w2||02,a
__1_
+e((T+0777 + unllcze + lwzllene ) (o] 0% + ] [5:2)
X lw] —w; [lco
__1 1 1
e (T +H772 + wnllcze + lwzllone ) i = wione
__1_
e ((T+1777 + wrllcze + lwzllene ) lwf = whlco.s

-1
e ((T+H75 + wtlleon + lwplleon ) lwn = wsone.

Here we are using the parabolic Hélder norms on (t,t + 1) x 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 0 m m

mgu(t) = (rg(n) — Ba)u()

where (g(t), 9(t)) = (u(t)mgoo, oo — m Inu(t)). Regarding DE(w) in (2.9)
as an element of L2(M,e~%<dV,_ ), we have

1 4(7’L+ m — ) ntm42
(411) §DE(’LU) = —mA%w—l—qu —’I”¢ w ntm=2

where as always in this paper, E is defined on the unit volume conformal class.

Combining (AI0) and (@II)), we have
_ 4 Ou_ —EDE(uﬁf el
n+m—20t 2
We now project the weighted Yamabe flow equation onto Ag and Ag, so u solves
the weighted Yamabe flow if and only if the following two equations are satisfied:

(4.10)

= Ty
Tl tw)
1) = —proj,, [DE (I+o+w +2(p+w’)+wh)] — B (w),

s (Bt w) )

= —projyt [DE(1+¢+w' +®(p+w') +wh)] - Ey (w),
where Eg(w) is defined as in Lemma Now, by the Taylor’s theorem we claim
that
(4.13) proj,, DE (1+<p+wT+<I>(g0+wT)+wJ‘)

=projy, DE (1+ ¢ +w' +&(p+w’)) + [ (w),

with the bounds

E (w o SC(T+t7ﬁ+ w ,a) wt Lo,
(4.14) 7 (w)]lco ( ) [wlloza ) lw™|lc

1By (w1) = BY (wa)l|co.e <e(|lwilloze + [lwalloze) [wi = wy [lo2.a.

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(¥(v)) = E(1+v+®(v)), and using the Lyapunov-Schmidt
reduction (Proposition [2.3])
(4.15) proja, DE(1+¢+w' +@(p+w')) =DF(p+w").
Furthermore, by analyticity (Proposition 23], DF has a convergent power series
representation around 0 with lowest order term of order p — 1. Thus, as long as
@ +w' is small enough, we may write
(4.16) DF(¢p+w')=DF(p)+ D*F(p)(w") + E; (w"),
where

(4.17)
1ES @ )llcow < e (T +0752 + w7 265 ) w7 2o,
1B5 (w]) = B (w] ) oo
< (@+ 875 (] lloow + ] llovw) + ] [Za + ] [22)

X ||w1T - sz||00,&-

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

8
n+m-—2
where we have used (£13), (@I58 and [@I6). Now, expanding F' in a power series,
F=F(0)+ 372, Fj, we may write the above expression as

(p+w") ==DF(p) = D*F(p)(w') = B3 (w") — B (w) — Eq (w)

)
= —DF,(p) = D*Fy(0)(w") + E5 (w) = Bj (w") — By (w) — Eq (w)
=BT (w)

where

Ef (w)= Y (DF;(¢) + D’Fj(p)w").

Jjzp+1

On the other hand, by Lemma [£.1] we have that ﬁgp’ = —DF,(p). Therefore,
w' must satisfy the equation

ﬁ(uﬁ)/ +D*Ey(p)w’ = ET (w).

By analyticity, Ey (w) converges in C%® for ||¢|/¢2.e and |Jw||gz.« small enough.
Because each term in the sum is a homogeneous polynomial, we get the following
error bound by using the formula for ¢:

s 1E] )lcow < ¢ ((T+8)772 +(T+ 852w |lcoe)

' -1
B3 (wn) = B (w2)l| oo < e(T +1)757 ] = wy||coe.

Combining (@I4), (@I7) and [@IN), we can see that ET (w) satisfies the asserted

bounds. By the similar argument, we can prove the result for the Ag-portion of
the weighted Yamabe flow. (I
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4.2. Solving the kernel-projected flow with polynomial decay estimates.
In this subsection we solve the kernel-projected flow ([A.8)). First, from the definition
of ¢ in (@) and the fact that D?F}, is homogeneous of degree p — 2,

8
D2F<p:T+t_1( A)DQFﬁ.
=D
Let p1,- -, pi be the eigenvalues of D and e; the corresponding orthonormal basis

in which D is diagonalized. Then the kernel-projected flow is equivalent to the
following system of ODEs for v; ;== w " - e,

Hi T T :
(419) n+m—2U;+T—:-tvl:El =F © €4, Z:l,-..,k'
Fix for the rest of this subsection a number v with v ¢ {2E2=2, ... 1ndm=2, 1
Define the following weighted norms:
[ullco.e := sup (T + ) u(®)llco.] and [ullgo.a = [lullgge + [[o/llcoe -

We recall that these Holder norms are space-time norms on the interval (¢, {+1)x M,
as defined in ([@2)).
Given ~ as above, we define Iy = IIp(7) by

8
4.20 Iy := Ao :Dv = d — .
(4.20) 0 span{ve o0:Dv=pv, an u>n+m—27}

Moreover, let projy, : Ag — Ilp be the corresponding linear projector. The next
lemma concerns the system (T9]).
Lemma 4.5. For any T > 0 such that HET||C(1),a < 00, there is a unique u with
Y
u(t) € Ao, t € [0,00), satisfying [ullco < oo, projp, (u(0)) = 0, and such that
v; :=u - e; solves the system [@I9). Furthermore, we have the bound
w < CIET|| o -

lull s < CIE o
Here the constant C does not depend on T .
Proof. Letting

n+m-—2

wj = (T+t) 8 Hj’Uj,
the system (£19) is equivalent to

n+m—2 n+m—2 3
wi=——— T+ "MEl, j=1- k.
Then, we claim that we may solve the j-th ODE as
—9 [ nfm— -2
aj—“%/ (T +7)“F=1 E] (7)dr, if”y>n+%uj;
wj(t): ) it _ )
aj+7n+7;’ /(T+T) 2 g (r)dr, if7<7n+7g 5.
0

First suppose that j is such that v >
that

ntm—2 gl_Quj. Then the claim would imply

n m — _2 n m — o0 n m —
Uj(t):(Tth)—i*s 2ujaj_7”+;n (T4t "% Qw/ (T+7)"5 QHJ'EJT(T)dT.
t
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To prove the claim, we check that the integral converges under our assumption on
ET:

‘(T ) EE /t (T + ) 57w E] (r)dr

< (T+t)‘wgﬂ“fI\EjllggJ+ / (T +7)" 5 m 7 gy
Tt
n+m-—2 -1 _ntm-2 ntm—2
— (1= TEEE) @ g oy, (74

- T
= Ci(T +1)IE} lleo, -
The previous estimate also shows that, since by assumption v > —"J”gl—? 15, to have
HUHCQ < 00, it must hold that o; = 0.

On the other hand, if v < ”*g‘ﬂuj, by requiring projr,u(0) = 0, we see that
a; = 0. As a result, the bounds for [|v;[|co follow from a similar calculation as
before. Combining these two cases proves existence, uniqueness and the ||ul|co
bound.

It thus remains to prove the inequality ||ul| oo < C| ETHCffW' By finite di-

mensionality, the (spatial) C%<(M)-Holder norms of each basis element in Ay are

uniformly bounded. Thus, it remains to show that the desired inequality holds for

the Holder norms in the time direction, along with the same thing for u'(t).
Suppose that j is such that v > ’”#’;HMJ». Then, we have seen above that

_2 n+m-— o0 n—+m-—
wlt) = 2@ [ B (.

which gives

—9)2 b — o0 e —
vi(#) :wuj(jq_t)— e 2uj—1/t (T +7) tz 2ijT(T)dT

64
n+m—2

Thus

[V}l co.e SCH(TH)"*Z”#H/ (T +7)" 57w E] (r)dr||  + C|E] ()] o
t Cc1

< CH(TH)—"*’;”‘%—?/ (T + )57 m E] (7)dr
t

+C|E] (7] co
Co

< T+ B lgoe

On the other hand, the case of v < "J”g*Quj can be easily be obtained through a
similar argument. Combining these calculations, we obtain a Holder estimate for

v;. From this the claimed inequality follows. O

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

lullzz = sup [(T + ) u(t)lL2an] »
te[0,00)
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where the L? norm is the spatial norm of u(t) on M, taken with respect to
e~ %=dV,_, and

l[ullgz.o = sup [(T" 4 £)?||u(t)]|c2.2] ,
t>0

where, as usual, the Holder norms are the space-time norms defined in ([@2]). Also,
let

L2
A i=span{p € C®(M): Loop +dp =0,5 >0}
At :=span{p € C®°(M) : Loop + dp =10, < 0}.
From the spectral theory, L?(M,e %>~g.) = Ay ® Ag @ A} and A and Ag
are finite dimensional. Write the nonnegative integers as an ordered union N =
K} U Ko U 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 A}, Ao,
or Ay the k-th eigenfunction of L lies in.

Lemma 4.6. For any T' > 0 and g < oo such that HEJ‘HLg < 00, there is a unique
u(t) with u(t) € Ag, t € [0,00), satisfying [ull 22 < oo, proj, (u(0)) = 0 and
(4.21) u' = Loou+ E*.

Furthermore, |[ul|z2 < C||EL||L3 and HuHCga < C||EL||C(<;,Q. Here the constant C
does not depent on T .

Proof. Let ¢; be an eigenfunction of L., with eigenvalue —d; which is orthogonal
to the kernel Ag. The equation ([£2I]) reduces to the system

(4.22) T
where u; = (u, ;) and E* = (E+, ;). This is equivalent to
(4.23) (e%tu;) = St Bt
Thus, we may represent the components of the solution as
t
Bie %t 4 eiéit/ e TE(r)dr for i€ K|,
0

ui(t) = o
Bie %t — e‘éit/ S TER(r)dr for i€ Ky
t

In particular, we have

t
u(t) = Z <ﬁje_5jt—|—e_5jt/0 eéjTEjL(T)dT> ©;

JEK,
oo
+ Z (ﬂje‘sjt —eiéﬂ't/ eéjTEjL(T)dT> ©;.
JEK; t

This sum is in an L? sense (but then elliptic regularity guarantees that the sum
converges uniformly on compact time intervals). We note that for i € Ky, if [|ul| 2 <
00, then necessarily 3; = 0. Furthermore, by requiring that proj ALu(O) =0, we also
have 8; =0 for i € K.
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The L?-bound for the first term in u can be estimated as:
2

t 2
Z u;i(t)p; < Z (/ e5j(‘r—t)EJJ-(7—)d7—)
JEK, L2 JEK, 0
t 2
o3 ([
jek, WO
t 2
< / eJMi"(Tft)El(T)dT
0 L2

where 0y, = minje K, 0; and the inequality follows from the Parseval identity.
Taking square roots and using the decay assumption on E+ gives

> ui(t)e;

t
/ eémi"(Tft)EL(T)dT
JEK, 0

S ’

L2

L2

t
< / Omin(T=1) HEL(T)HL2 dr
0

t
< ||EJ‘||q/O Omin(T=O(T 4 1)~

< CIE*|p2(T +1) 7%

A similar argument holds for the K4 terms. From this, the asserted bounds for
[ull 22 follow readily.

We now consider the C’g*o‘ bounds for u. Following the argument in [10, Lemma
19], by interior parabolic Schauder estimates [I9, Theorem 4.9] and Arzela-Ascoli
theorem, we have that for ¢t > 1,

[u@)llc2e < C ( sup l[u(s, )l L2(ar) + ||EL||COv(’<((t—1,t+1)><M)>
(s,z)e(t—1,t+1)xM
+ Cellut)||co.o((t—1,41)x 0 -
Multiplying it by (7' + ¢)? and taking the supremum over ¢t > 1 yields
(4.24) sup (T + t)||u(t)l|c22] < ClIE* || oo + Cellu] o
t>1

where we have used [|lul|rz < C||EJ-||L3, which was proved earlier. To finish the

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

lu()ll o2 0,1y xar) < O( sup [u(s, )| 2(ar) + €llullcoa(o,1)xan)
(4.25) el
+ 1B oo o,xan + [4(0) lzear) )
Except for the last term [[u(0)||c2.a(ar) 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)=- 3" (/Ooo e“”Ej(T)dT) @;-

JEK4
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The space Ay is finite-dimensional, so there must be a uniform constant C' > 0 such
that [|o;llc2ear) < Cllejllz2ar for all j € K. Using this we have that

[e'e) 2
IO oy < € 3 ( / eéﬂE;de) lslBeman

JEK,

%) 2
ey ( / e@'fEf(T)dT) loslZacan, = CluO)Zacan,

Combining (£24)), [@25)), and ([@26]), we obtain that
sup (T + t)[|u(t)[o=] < CllE+ | gow + Cellullgo.a-

(4.26)

By choosing € small, we get the desired Hélder 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

To proceed further, we define the norm

171, = Iproin, flless + Iprojss fllcz.
Recall that
[ull o = sup [(T +1)7[|u(®) || go.e] +sup [(T + )7 [l (1) ]| go.e ]
20 >0
lull 2.0 = sup [(T + )" ||u(t)l|c2]
+ t>0
where the Holder norms are the space-time Holder norms defined in (£.2). For ~ to
be specified below, the Banach space X is defined as
(4.27) X = A{w: [Jw]]] < oo}

Proposition 4.7. Assume that (¢oc, $oo) satisfies AS,. We may thus fix a point
where Fplse—1 achieves a positive maximum and denote it by 0. Define

8

0

plt) = (T +1)77= <<n+m—2> =25, <@>)

as in Lemma[f.1, Then, there exists C > 0, T > 0, = L (t) €

C°°(M><(O 00)) such that u(t) > 0 for allt > 0, (g(t), #(t)) := (u(t) G 2goo,¢oo—
Inu(t)) is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow and

||wT(t) + @ () + wT(t)) +wt @) = ut) —e(t) 1|5 < C.

Proof. We fix -5 <y < %5 so that 7 ¢ {odm=2,,,..., mm=2,, 1. By Proposi-
tion[44] the welghted Yamabe flow can be reduced to two ﬂows i.e. kernel projected
flow and kernel-orthogonal projected flow, so it is enough to solve

n+m 2

——— W) + DR’ =B (W), (') — Lawt = B (w),

for w(t) with [|w[|Z < C. To do so, we will use the contraction mapping method.
We define a map
Si{we X :fwl]] <1} - X
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where X is the Banach space defined in (#27), by defining u := proj, S(w) and
v := projy+ S(w) to be the solution of the kernel projected flow and the kernel-

orthogonal projected flow with the initial values u(0) = projps w*(0) and v(0) =
proj,, w(0) respectively, i.e.
mu' + D*Fy(p)u=E" (w) and v — Logv = B (w).

Thus, we have defined the map S(w) by its orthogonal projections onto Ag and
Ag. These solutions exist, in the right function spaces, by combining the bounds
for the error terms in Proposition [£.4] with Lemmas and Furthermore, we
have the explicit bound

||projAOS(w)||C?:g; < C||ET(U’)||C§”+“W

< esup(T + )7 (T + 7772 + w2k + fw* o)
t>0

% (@ +0)777 + wlleze)

+ esup ((T )T 4 (T +1)) v ||wT||Cz,a)
t>0

+esup (T 75 [T gme + (7 4+ 07 T 252
t>0

+ esup(T + )Y Jwh 22,0
>0
<ec (TW‘p%z + (T‘ﬁ +T(”‘2>(ﬁ‘”)) ||w||i;) .

By the same argument, using Proposition 4] and Lemma [£6] we obtain the
similar bound for the kernel-orthogonal projected part:

. __2_ 1 _oy( 1 _ N
[projas S(w) |z < e (Tv =g (T i -2 (ks V)) ||w||v) :
Therefore, we have
1S ()II5 = lIproja, S(w)llgoa + l[projag S(w) 2,
< c{:m*ﬁ + (Tv—b + T<P*2>(p—iz*v)) ||w||;} .
12
p—2’ p—2

maps {w : [w|[3 <1} C X into itself. And one can also show that S is a contraction
map by enlarging T if necessary. ([

Thus, because v € ( ), by choosing T' large enough we can ensure that S

Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.3. From Proposition 4.4l we have constructed ¢(t) and u(t) so
that

8 > p=2 5
(n4+m —=2)p(p — 2)F,(d) ’

(u(t) 2 g oo — # Inu(t)) is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow, and

o) = (T +0)75"

u(t) =1+ (t) +w(t) =1+ o) +w' () + @ (pt) +w' (1)) +w(t),
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where w(t) satisfies ||@0]co < C(1 +t)~7 for some C > 0 and all ¢ > 0. We have
arranged that v > 1/(p — 2), which implies that ¢(t) is decaying slower than w(t).
Thus

lu(t) = l|co > C(1 + )7

as t — oo. From this, the assertion follows. O

5. EXAMPLES SATISFYING AS),

In this section, we provide a family of metrics which satisfy AS3. This allows us,
via Theorem [[L3] to conclude the existence of slowly converging weighted Yamabe
flow.

We denote the 2no-dimensional complex projective space equipped with the
Fubini-Study metric by (P"2,gps). (We normalize the Fubini-Study metric so
the map S?"*! — P" from the unit sphere is a submersion.) From [10, Section 5.1],
we know that Ry.s = 4na(ne + 1) and A1 (grs) = 4(ne + 1).

Suppose that (M™1, gpr, e~?dV,, m) is a smooth metric measure space with con-
stant weighted scalar curvature R}’ = A1(grs)(n1 + n2 +m — 1). We consider the
product smooth metric measure space (M™ xP"2, g = gp®grs, e~ ?dVy, egrs, M)-
Therefore, the weighted scalar curvature on it is given by
(5.1) Ry =Ry o+ Ryps = Mi(n+m—1),

gMm s

where n = nj + 2ng is the dimension of the product space. So Ag consists of
eigenfunctions of A, 4 with eigenvalue R}, /(n +m — 1) = A;. From this, we see

that (M™ x P2, g = gy @ grs, e ?dVy, @grs,m) is degenerate.
Moreover, let v be an eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue A1, i.e.

(5.2) — Agpg¥ = Av.

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

Since ¢ € C*° (M), the function 1 ® v on M™ x P"2 will be an eigenfunction of
Ay 4 with eigenvalue Aq, i.e.

(n+m—-1A84(1®v)+R'y(1®v)=(n+m—1)Ag v+ (n+m—1)A\v=0.
On the other hand, it follows from [I0, Section 5.1] that

(5'3) / Ust‘]FS # 0.
Pr2

Therefore, we have

n+m+2 4 5 _
-2 R™ ¢dV
(n+m_2> (n—l—m—2) 9, /Mnlxpwv € gM ®grs

_ 8(n+m+2)(n+m—1) _
B (n+m —2)2 M (/M"l € ¢dV9M> (/IF’"2 ”SdVgpS) #0

since v > 0 and A\; > 0. Therefore, (M™ x P"2, g = gr & grs, e ?dVy, agps, ™M)
satisfies the AS3 condition.

F3(1®v)
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6. APPENDIX : COMPUTING Fj3

In this Appendix, we prove (Z.I1]) by computing the term F5 at a metric-measure
structure (goo, Poo) With constant weighted scalar curvature. First we will show that
Fi(v) = Fa(v) = 0. To check this, notice that DF (w)[v] = DE(¥(w))[D¥(w)[v]].
Thus DF(0) = 0 since DE(1) = 0, as 1 is a critical point of the functional E (by
assumption, (geo, Poo) € CWSC) and ¥(0) = 1. Therefore, F; = 0. Similarly,
D*F(w)[v,u] = D?B(W(w))[DU(w)[u], DY(w)[e]] + (DE(¥(w)), D*¥(w)[v, ul).
When setting w = 0, ¥(0) = 1, D¥(0) = id, and

D?F(0)[v,u] = D*E(1)[u,v] + (DE(1), D*¥(0)[v, u])
8

= =g Lot 0+ (DE(1), D*¥(0)[v,u]).

As before, the second term vanishes. The first term vanishes because u is in the
kernel of L, by assumption. Therefore, F5 = 0.

To compute D*F(0), we may in fact compute D3F(0), where F' : Ag — R is
defined by F(v) = E(1 4 v). We first compute D3F:

DPF(w)[v,u, z] = D*E(¥(w))[D¥ (w)[v], D¥(w)[u], DY (w)[2]

+ D*E( (w))[D*¥(w)[u, ] U (w)l]]
(6.1) + D?E(¥(w))[DP (w)[u], D*¥(w)[v, 2]
+ D*E(¥(w))[D¥ (w)[2], D*¥(w)[v, u]]

+(DE(¥(w)), D*¥(w)[v, u, 2]).

Setting w = 0, and using similar considerations as before (in particular noting that
D?E(1)[] is self-adjoint), we obtain D3F(0)[v,u,z] = D3*E(1)[v,u, z]. Perform-
ing the same computation for D3F(0) yields the same result. Next, we compute
D3F (0). In the rest of this section all integrals are taken with respect to e=?<dV,,__
First we recall that

1 ntm
(6.2) QDE(w)[v] = / (ammA(boow + Ry w—rg wnim%) v
M
where
4n+m—1) 4 2m
’n,m:_i, 9 = ntm—2 o0y 00_71 .
an, a2 @9)=(uw Goor Poo = s Inw)

Because 73" = E(w), eq ([6.2) can be rewritten as

n+m-+42

EDE(’UJ)[’U] = / (ammA%ow + RZ; w — E(w)w n+7n—2) V.
2 u -

So the second differential of the functional E can be computed as follows:
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DE(u + tw)[v]

/ (an,mA%o (u+tw) + RE(u+ tw) — E(u + tw)(u + tw) Zilﬁfﬁ) v
t=0J M

n+m+2

n4+m-42
- o R" w— DE o
[ (oot B 0= DB nem?

E(u)unﬁ;f2 w) v.
Since DE(1) =0 and E(1) = R’ _, we have

1 dn+m—1) 4
~=D*E(goo, hoo = AT T A, w— —
5 D*E(goc; $o0) [0, 0] /M< =2 Do n+m_2“’)“

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

1DBE(u)[v,w,z]

2
1d
== —| D’E(u+t
5| prE e
d n—+m
= — (ammA%ow + RE'w — DE(u + tz)[w](u + t2) ST
dt t=0J M
2
—%E(u +tz)(u+tz) e w> v
n—+m 2
:/ (—DQE(u)[w,z]unim+§ — wDE(u)[w]uﬁz
M n+m-—2
_nEmt L a2 D pe R )
n+m—2 (n+m —2)?

Therefore, v, w, z € Ay, we have

8n+m+2) .

D3E()[v,w,z] = BCET )

/ vwze ?=dV, .
M
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