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Convergence of the Yamabe flow on manifolds with
minimal boundary
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Abstract

We study the Yamabe flow on compact Riemannian manifolds of dimensions greater than two
with minimal boundary. Convergence to a metric with constant scalar curvature and minimal
boundary is established in dimensions up to seven, and in any dimensions if the manifold is
spin.
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1 Introduction

Let M" be a closed manifold with dimension # > 3. In order to solve the Yamabe problem (see [33]),
R. Hamilton introduced the Yamabe flow, which evolves Riemannian metrics on M according to
the equation

0 _
5;8() = —(Rgiy = Rg)8(t),

where R, denotes the scalar curvature of the metric ¢ and Eg stands for the average

([ [ e

Here, dv, is the volume form of (M, g). Although the Yamabe problem was solved using a different
approach in [4} 25| [31]], the Yamabe flow is a natural geometric deformation to metrics of constant
scalar curvature. The convergence of the Yamabe flow on closed manifolds was studied in [13} 28,
34]. This question was solved in [8,9] under the hypotheses of the positive mass theorem.

In this work, we study the convergence of the Yamabe flow on compact n-dimensional mani-
folds with boundary, when n > 3. For those manifolds, J. Escobar raised the question of existence
of conformal metrics with constant scalar curvature which have the boundary as a minimal hyper-
surface. This problem was studied in [10, [15}23]; see also [3}19].

Let (M", go) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary dM and dimension n > 3. We
consider the following conformal invariant defined in [15]:

iy Reddvg +2 [, Hedoyg

g€lgo] ( fM dvg)%

4(n-1
fM( §j’_2>|du|§0 + Rgouz) dvg, + [, 2Hg,u?dog,

= }nf n-2 4
{ ueC1(M),uz0} 21 e
(fys 2o,

where H, and do, denote respectively the trace of the 2nd fundamental form and the volume form
of dM, with respect to the metric g, and [go] stands for the conformal class of the metric go.

We are interested in a formulation of the Yamabe flow for compact manifolds with minimal
boundary proposed by S. Brendle in [7]. This flow evolves a conformal family of metrics g(t),t > 0,
according to the equations

P) - .
58 = ~(Rey = Re)g(®), inM, (1.1)
Hg(t) :O, OnaM

Theorem 1.1 ([7]). Suppose that:

(i) QM) <0, or

(ii) Q(M) > 0 and M is locally conformally flat with umbilic boundary.

Then, for every initial metric ¢(0) on M with minimal boundary, the flow (L) exists for all time t > 0
and converges to a constant scalar curvature metric with minimal boundary.



Inspired by the ideas in [8] 9], we handle the remaining cases of this problem. Define

Zm = {xo € M\OM;; lim sup dg, (x, x0)*~*[Wg, (x)| = 0},

X—Xg

Zom = {xo € IM; limsup d, (x, x0)*[Wg, (x)| = lim sup d, (x, x0)' g, (x)| = O},

X—Xg X—X0

and Z=2ZmVY Zom,
where W, denotes the Weyl tensor of M, 7, the trace-free second fundamental form of JM, and
d= [”T‘Z] Our first result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (M", go) is not conformally diffeomorphic to the hemisphere S', and satisfies
QM) > 0. If

(a) Z=0, or

(b)n<7, or

(c) M is spin,
then, for any initial metric g(0) on M with minimal boundary, the flow L) exists for all time t > 0 and
converges to a metric with constant scalar curvature and minimal boundary.

Since the round sphere S" minus a point is diffeomorphic to R", which is spin, the following is
an immediate consequence of Theorems[T.Tland

Corollary 1.3. If M C S" is a compact domain with smooth boundary, then the flow L), starting with
any metric with minimal boundary, exists for all time t > 0 and converges to a metric with constant scalar
curvature and minimal boundary.

Condition (a) in Theorem[L.2lis particularly satisfied if the Weyl tensor and the trace-free second
fundamental form are nonzero everywhere on M\JdM and dM respectively. Conditions (b) and (c)
allow us to make use of the positive mass theorem in [26,27,132] and its corresponding version for
manifolds with a non-compact boundary in [2].

Before stating our main result, from which Theorem [I.2 follows, we will briefly discuss those
positive mass theorems.

Definition 1.4. Let (N, g) be a Riemannian manifold with a (possibly empty) boundary dN. We say
that N is asymptotically flat with order p > 0, if there is a compact set K € N and a diffeomorphism
f:N\K = R"\B1(0) or f: N\K — R}\B{(0) such that, in the coordinate chart defined by f (which
we call the asymptotic coordinates of N), we have

196 (¥) = 8l + Yl Qanc (| + [YPIgan,ca)l = Oy 7Y, as |yl — oo,

where a,b,c,d = 1,..,n. Here, R} = {(y1,...,yn) € R"; y, = 0}, B1(0) = {y € R*; |y| < 1} and
B (0) = B1(0) N R}.

Suppose the manifold N", with dimension n > 3, is asymptotically flat with order p > %32,
as defined above. Assume also that R, is integrable on N, and H, is integrable on oN if N is
noncompact. Let (y1, ..., ) be the asymptotic coordinates induced by the diffeomorphism f.



If f takes values in IR"\B1(0) then JN is compact (or empty) and the limit

mapm(g) = hm Zf (gabb_gbha) dGR
€

R, |ly|=R

exists and is called the ADM mass of (N, ). Moreover, mapm(g) is a geometric invariant in the sense
that it does not depend on the asymptotic coordinates; see [6].

Conjecture 1.5 (Positive mass). If R¢, Hy > 0, then we have mappn(g) = 0 and the equality holds if and
only if N is isometric to R". In particular, IN = @ when the equality holds.

As a consequence of [26)27,[32] we have:
Theorem 1.6. Conjecture[L.5holds true if n < 7 or if N is spin.

The proof for n < 7 was obtained by Schoen and Yau in [26,27], and the one for spin manifolds
by Witten in [32] when M = (. The boundary condition used in [2] can be used to extend Witten’s
result to the case IM #0.

If f takes values in R} \B{(0) then the limit

n n-1
. Yi
m(g) == lim f (24 u) da + f L do 1.2)
8) = I {;1 YR R Sab,b — &bb, R L o e 8n vl R

exists, and we call it the mass of (M, g). Moreover, m(g) is a geometric invariant in the sense that it
does not depend on the asymptotic coordinates; see [2].

Conjecture 1.7 (Positive mass with a noncompact boundary). If Ry, Hg > 0, then we have m(g) > 0
and the equality holds if and only if N is isometric to IR,

In [2], this conjecture is reduced to Conjecture[L.5] so we have the following result:
Theorem 1.8. Conjecture[L.71holds true if n < 7 or if N is spin.

The asymptotically flat manifolds used in this paper are obtained as the generalized stereo-
graphic projections of the compact Riemannian manifold (M, go) with nonempty boundary. Those
stereographic projections are performed around points xg € M by means of Green functions Gy,,
with singularity at xy. After choosing a new background metric g, € [go] with better coordinates
expansion around x, (see Section [3), we consider the asymptotically flat manifold (M\{xo}, 3x,),
where gy, = G,’fz gx, satisfies Ry, = 0 and Hy, = 0. If xo € Zyum, according to Proposition .13
below, this manifold has asymptotlc order p > 22 so Conjecture[[7] claims that m(gy,) > 0 unless
M is conformally equivalent to the unit hemisphere. If xo € Zy, this manifold has asymptotic
order p > == (see [9] Proposition 19]), so Conjecture [L.5] claims that m4pm(Zx,) > 0.

Our mam result, which implies Theorem[L2] is the following:

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that (M", o) is not conformally diffeomorphic to the unit hemisphere S and satisfies
QM) > 0. Assume that mapm(gx,) > 0 for all xo € Zy and m(gy,) > 0 for all xo € Zyp. Then, for any
initial metric ¢(0) with minimal boundary, the flow ([LI) exists for all t > 0 and converges to a constant
scalar curvature metric with minimal boundary.



The proof of Theorem follows the arguments in [8]; see also [1]. An essential step is the
construction of a family of test functions around each point xo € M, whose energies are uniformly
bounded by the Yamabe quotient Y(S") if xg € M\JdM, and by Q(S%) if xg € IM. If xg € M\JdM, the
test functions used are essentially the ones introduced by S. Brendle in [9] for the case of closed
manifolds. If xy € dM, the functions used here were obtained in [10] in the case of umbilic boundary,
where the authors address the existence of solutions to the Yamabe problem for manifolds with
boundary. In this paper, however, we estimate their energies without any assumption on the
boundary.

An additional difficulty in controlling the energy of interior test functions by Y(S") arises when
their centers get close to the boundary (see Subsection B.3). In this case, the techniques in [9]
cannot be directly adapted because the standard (and symmetric) bubble in R?, which represents
the sphere metric and is essential in the construction of the test functions, does not satisfy the
Neumann boundary condition unless it is centered on JR’}. However, here we are able to exploit
the sign of this Neumann derivative, when centered in R’} \dIRY,, to obtain the necessary estimates.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we establish some preliminaries and prove
the long-time existence of the flow. In Section [3) we construct the necessary test functions and
estimate their energy. In Sectiond, we make use of the decomposition theorem in [24] to carry out
a blow-up analysis using the test functions. In Section[5} first we use the blow-up analysis to prove
a result which is analogous to Proposition 3.3 of [8]. Then we use it to prove our main theorem by
estimating the solution to the flow uniformly in t > 0.

Acknowledgments. The first author is grateful to the Princeton University Mathematics Depart-
ment, where this work began during his short visit in 2015, and the hospitality of Professor F.
Marques. The second author would like to thank Professor YanYan Li for his continuous sup-
port, encouragement and motivation. Both authors thank the anonymous referee for the thorough
review and highly appreciate his/her comments and suggestions.

2 Preliminary results and long-time existence

Notation. In the rest of this paper, M" will denote a compact manifold of dimension n > 3 with
boundary JdM, and gy will denote a background Riemannian metric on M. We will denote by
B,(x) the metric ball in M of radius r with center x € M (observe that B,(x) intersects dM when
8g(x, 0M) <1).

For any Riemannian metric ¢ on M, 1, will denote the inward unit normal vector to JM with
respect to ¢ and A, the Laplace-Beltrami operator.

If zo e R}, we set Bf (z0) = {z € R%; |z —zo| < 7},

D, (zp) = B:'(Zo) NJR}, and 8+B;'(zo) = &B:(Zo) NIRY.
Finally, for any z = (z1, ..., z,) € R" we setZ = (z1, ..., z4-1,0) € IR} = R 1,

Convention. We assume that (M, go) satisfies Q(M) > 0. According to [15 Lemma 1.1], we can
also assume that Ry, > 0 and Hg, = 0, after a conformal change of the metric. Multiplying go by
a positive constant, we can suppose that fM dvg, = 1. We will adopt the summation convention
whenever confusion is not possible, and use indices a,b,c,d =1, ...,n,and i, j,k, I =1,..,n - 1.



If ¢ = uw gy for some positive smooth function u on M, we know that

n+ 4 - ].
Ry = w3 (200 Z)Agou+Rgou), inM,
n 21(111 “1) 9 1)
Hy=u"m7 - =—u+Hgu|, ondM,
n-2 &Tlgo
and the operators Ly = Ag — 7#=3;R, and B, = ainq ~ sty Hy satisfy
_ _m2
Lt o, 10) =u =Ly, (2.2)
1 o
B o (0 =172 By L, (2.3)

for any smooth function C.
If u(t) = u(-,t) is a 1-parameter family of positive smooth functions on M and g(t) = u(t)ﬁ 90
with Hg, = 0, then (L) can be written as

d n—2 — )
Eu(t) = _T(Rg(t) = Repy) u(t), inM,
(2.4)

u(t) =0, on dM.
Qﬂgo

The first equation of (2.4) can also be written as

n+2(4(n-1) s
1 p— Agyui — Rgytt + Renu2 |.

N
Eu(t)" =

Short-time existence of solutions to the equations (2.4) can be obtained by standard theory for
quasilinear parabolic equations. Hence, the equations (2.4) have a solution u(t) defined for all ¢ in
the maximal interval [0, T,y)-

Taking d/dng, on both sides of the first equation of (2.4) and using the second one, one gets
IRg()/INg, = 0 on M. Hence the scalar curvature has evolution equations

J = .

3¢ Rs0 = (1 = DAgRew + (Rgy = Rg)Rgy, in M, 25)
9 2.5

—R (t):0/ OnaM,

Mgy

where the first equation comes from the well known first variation formula of scalar scalar curva-
ture.
Observe that for all t > 0 we have

d n -
31770 = =5 Ret) — Rew) dvge) (2.6)
and 5 )
p— n-— p—
S Re0 =5~ jA; (Rgq) = Ry *dogey. 27)



In particular, Eg(t) is decreasing and one can easily derive that (L) preserves the volume which
we can normalize to

f dvgpy =1, forallt € [0, T).
M

So, Eg(t) > QM) >0forallt>0.
Proposition 2.1. We have Ry > min {infy Re(), 0}, for all t € [0, Tyuay).
Proof. Following (2.5), this is an application of maximum principle. o
Proposition 2.2. Foreach T € (0, Tinax), there exist C(T), c(T) > 0 such that
skl/fp u(t) < C(T) and i}\r}{f u(t) > c(T), foralltel0,T]. (2.8)

In particular, Tyypy = 00.

Proof. Setc = 1—min {infy Re(p), 0} = max{sup,,(1—Re), 1}. Then, by Proposition2.1} Ret) +0 > 1
for all t € [0, Tyuax). It follows from @.4) and @.7) that

0 n—-2 — n—-2 —
E log u(t) = T(Rg(t) - Rg(t)) < T(Rg(o) + 0).

Then there exists C(T) > 0 such that sup,, u(t) < C(T) for all t € [0, T].
4
Defining P = Rg, + 0 (supOStsT sup,, u(t‘))"’2 we obtain

4n-1) 4n—-1)
-2 n-—2
for all 0 < t < T. Then it follows from Proposition[A-4]in the Appendix that

Agui(t) + Put) > — Agyi(t) + Re,u(t) + ()% = (Rg(p + o)u(t)v2 > 0

n+2

inf u(t) (S}\lAp u(t))” > oT) fM u(t)dog, = (T),

by our volume normalization. This proves the second equation of 2.8). }
Now we can follow [8, Proposition 2.6] to prove that if 0 < a < min{4/n, 1} then there is C(T)
such that

Ju(xi, 1) = u(ez, )] < CD((h = 1) + dg (31, %2)°)

for all x1,x, € M and t1,t, € [0, T] satisfying 0 < t; —t; < 1. Then standard regularity theory
for parabolic equations can be used to prove that all higher order derivatives of u are uniformly

bounded on every fixed interval [0, T]. This implies the long-time existence of u. o
Set _ _
R = tlLI‘I)lo Rg(t) > 0. (29)

Because dRy()/dner = 0 holds on dM, we can follow the proof of Corollary 3.2 in [§] line by
line, making use of 2.5), (2.6) and 2.7), to obtain

Corollary 2.3. Forany 1 <p <n/2 + 1 we have
limf IRg(t) - Ew|pd?}g(t) =0.
t—oo Jar

7



3 The test functions

In this section, we construct the test functions to be used in the blow-up analysis of Section
Those functions are perturbations of the symmetric functions Ue (see (3.T) below), which represent
the spherical metric on R" and have maximum at the origin.

We will make use of the following coordinate systems:

Definition 3.1. Fix xy € dM and geodesic normal coordinates for JM centered at xo. Let (y1, ..., Yn—1)
be the coordinates of x € M and n(x) be the inward unit vector normal to JM at x. For small y, > 0,
the point exp, (y,7(x)) € M is said to have Fermi coordinates (y1, ..., y») (centered at xo).

Definition 3.2. Let ¢ be any (smooth) Riemannian metric on M. Consider M the double of
M along its boundary and extend ¢ to a (smooth) Riemannian metric § on M. Fix xo € M
and let iy, : B,(0) ¢ R" — M be normal coordinates (with respect to §) centered at xo. If
By = U3} (P, (B+(0)) N M), we define the extended normal coordinates (centered at x)

Py, : By,CcR"->M
as the restriction of iy, to By, -

Observe that this definition depends on the metric § chosen, but this does not harm our
arguments in this section because we can fix the extension to M of the background metric go.

Convention. We will refer to extended normal coordinates as normal coordinates for short.
Notation. We set Dy, = 3} (¢, (B, ) N dM) and 9" By, , = 9B, ,\Dy,,» C 9B(0).

Set M; = {x € M; dg,(x,dM) < t} and let 59 > 0 be a small constant to be chosen later (see
Remark4.Jlbelow). In the next subsections we will define three types of test functions:

e Type A test functions (iia;x,)): defined in Subsection 3.2 using Fermi coordinates centered
at any xp € JM and with energy to be controlled by Q(S%).

e Type B test functions (ilp,y,c): defined in Subsection [3.3 using normal coordinates centered
at any xo € Ms,\dM and with energy to be controlled by Y(5").

e Type C test functions (fic;x,e)): defined in Subsection [3.4lusing normal coordinates centered
at any xo € M\M;, and with energy to be controlled by Y(5").

We~fix Py = Py(M, go) > 0 small such that (extended) normal coordinates with center x( are defined
in By, 2p, for all xo € M\JM, and Fermi coordinates with center at xy are defined in B;PO(O) for all
Xg € oM.

Convention. In this section, we will use the normalization Re, = 4n(1n—1), without loss of generality.

3.1 The auxiliary function ¢ and some algebraic preliminaries

Firstly we fix some notations. If € > 0, we define

o

-

a

for yeR". (3.1)

=)



It is well known that U, satisfies

AUc +n(n—2)U =0, inR", 52)
d,U. =0, onJR", '
and ,
tn(n - 1) ( [ ue<y>%dy) - Q). (33)

In this subsection, H will denote a symmetric trace-free 2-tensor on IR} with components Hy,
a,b=1,..,n,satisfying

H.,(0) =0, fora,b=1,..,n,
H,(x) =0, forxeR", a=1,..,n, (3.4)
8k7—{ij(0)=0, fOI'i,j,kZ 1,...,1’!—1, '
Yo xfHi(x) =0, forx € dRY, i=1,..,n—1.
We will also assume that those components are of the form
Haup(x) = Z hapax®  forx € R", (3.5)

1<|al<d

where d = [”7‘2] and each a stands for a multi-index. Obviously, the constants /,,, € R satisfy
hano = 0 for any o, and hg, = 0 for any a # (0, ...,0,1) with |a| =1, wherea, b =1, ..., n.

Let x : R — R be a non-negative smooth function such that xljp4/3 = 1 and xl5/300) = 0. If
p > 0, we define

Xp(x) = x (%) forx e R". (3.6)

Notice that d,,x, = 0 on JR,.
Let V = V(e, p, H) be the smooth vector field on R} obtained in [10, Theorem A.4], which
satisfies

Y9, {uz_ (o Hap = 0aVio = 4V, + %(divv)éub)} —0, inR", 67
Vi=V,=0, ondR’, '
fora=1,..,n,andi=1,..,n—1,and
n-1 d
PVEOL < COn, 1B Y Y higal(e + )1 (338)
i,j=1al=1
for any multi-index . Here 6, = 1ifa =band 6,5 = 0ifa # b.
We define symmetric trace-free 2-tensors S and T on R"} by
2
Sap = Qth + QbVa - EQCVC@,;, and T=H-S. (39)

9



(Recall that we are adopting the summation convention.) Observe that T;,, = S;; = 0 on JR’; for
i=1,..,n—1. It follows from (B.7) that T satisfies

Uedy Tap +- é?blle =0, in Bj(0), fora=1,.,n. (3.10)
In particular,
n-2 . +
a(n - )U€8 10y Tap + 0 (&blle Tp)=0, in Bp 0), (3.11)

where we have used Ucd,d,Ue — -%50,UcdpU = %(UGAUS - ﬁldllelz)éub inR" foralla,b=1,..,n
Next we define the auxiliary function ¢ = ¢, 4 by

¢ = UV, + " 210V, (3.12)

2

By a direct computation, we have

Ap +n(n+2)U ¢ = T 1 101 Uedu0aHap + 9p(dalleHap), nBJ(0), (3.13)
dnd =0, on JR" .
By the estimate (3.8), ¢ satisfies
-1 d
—2 al+2-n
p(x)| < Ce’ Z Z ijal(e + lx)!*2 (3.14)
]: =1
and
\ -1 d
A() + n(n + 2)UF qb(x)' Ce'? Z Z ial(e + )", (3.15)
i.j=1lal=1
for all x € RY.
Observe that if n = 3 then d = 0, in which case H = 0 and ¢ = 0.
Convention. In the rest of SubsectionB.Tlwe will assume that n > 4.
We define algebraic Schouten tensor and algebraic Weyl tensor by
1
Aue = 0:0:Hye + 940:Hee — 00 Hye — m&eafq’{eféac
and
Zavea = 0p0qHae — Ip0cHaa + 040 Hap — 040aHpe + (Aac5bd AuiOpe + AbdOac — ApcOua) -
We also set
Qabc = Ue d Tab a U Tbc abu Tac + adu Tad(sbc adu de(sac (316)

10



Lemma 3.3. If the tensor H satisfies

Zubcd = O/ i]’l RZ 7
dnHi;=0, ondRY,
then H = 0in R’

Proof. Observe that the hypothesis d,H;; = 0 on JR’} implies that h;;, = 0 for a = (0, ..., 0, 1). In this
case, the expression (3.5) can be written as

d
Hap(x) = Z Pap,ax” .

l|=2

Now the result is just Proposition 2.3 in [10].

Proposition 3.4. Set U, = B,4(0, ..., 0, %) C RY}. Then there exists C = C(n) > 0 such that

n-1 d
Z Ihij,a|272‘a|_4+n <C f

ZapedZLabed + Cr_l f an%]an%] ’
i,j=1l]al=1 Uy D5, (0\D 4 (0)
2 3 3
forallr> 0.

Proof. If r = 1, observe that the square roots of both sides of the inequality are norms in H, due to
Lemmal[3.3l The general case follows by scaling.

[m]
Lemma 3.5. There exists C = C(n) > 0 such that

-1 d
C n
—-2.6-2 -2 2 +2—
e nf ZoveaZabed < 5 Qah,cQah,c + Oe" Z Z |hij,a| pHatt2n
u, B} (0)\B; (0) i,j=1 =1

forall0 <O <landallr > e.

Proof. This follows from the third formula in the proof of Proposition 2.5 in [10], by means of

Young’s inequality. Observe that, in our calculations, we are using the range 1 < |a| < d in the
summation formulas, instead of the range 2 < |a| < d used in [10].

O
Lemma 3.6. There exists C = C(n) > 0 such that

n-1 d

C

en—2r5—2n f anq’{ijanq’{ij < Ceen—Z Z Z |hij,a|2r2|a‘+2_n + =
D5y (0)\D 4 (0)

9 f+ . QijnQijn
¥ & i,j=1jal=1 B3 .(0\B;(0)
forall0 <O <landallr > e.

Proof. Let x : R — IR be a non-negative smooth function such that x(t) = 1 for t € [4/3,5/3]
and x(t) = 0 for t ¢ [1,2]. For r > 0 and x € R} we define x,(x) = x(|x|/r). Observe that

11



94Sij = ——50,Su0ij on IR. On the other hand, (3.10) gives 9,Suu = —=9,Tus = 0. Thus, 9,S;; = 0
and d,H;j = 9, T = U 1Qij,n on JR%. Integration by parts gives

2(n-1) =
f U™ 9y HijdnHijxr = f U™ QiinQijnr = _f U
. IR" R

n
+ +

8

™l

Qij,nQij,an) (3.17)
2 2
Z_f &n(UeH_ZQij,an)Qij,n_f uen_zanQij,nQij,an
R R

By using Young's inequality, the result now follows from the inequalities

2(n-1)

U™ 9uHijdHijxe > C1e" 127219, Hiydu Hijx,

and
o o . n-1 d
19 (U Qi) + IUZ 9nQigonxel < Ce? Yo Y a2
ij=1 jal=1
i

Proposition 3.7. There exists A = A(n) > 0 such that

n-1 d 1

A 2NN Ihijal? f (e + )™ dx < 7 | QuyeQupedy

ij=1lal=1 B5(0) B3 (0)
forall p > 2e.
Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.4) Lemma[3.5 and Lemma o

3.2 Type A test functions (i, )

In this subsection we use the same test functions as in [10] but we need to do some changes when
estimating their energy by Q(S’) because the boundary does not need to be umbilical in our case.

For p € (0, Py/2], the Fermi coordinates centered at xy € dM define a smooth map ¢y, : B;;(O) -
R} — M. We will sometimes omit the symbols 1, in order to simplify our notations, identifying
Py, (x) € Mwithx € B;(O). In those coordinates, we have the properties g,;,(0) = 0,5 and g,p(x) = O,
foranyx € Bj(0)anda, b =1, .., n. If we write ¢ = exp(h), where exp denotes the matrix exponential,
then the symmetric 2-tensor & satisfies the following properties:

hp(0) =0, fora,b=1,..,n,
han(x) =0, forx e B;(O), a=1,..,n,
&khij(o) = 0, for i,j,k= 1,...,1’[—1,

Yo xjhi(x) =0, forxeDp(0),i=1,.,n—1.

The last two properties follow from the fact that Fermi coordinates are normal on the boundary.

4
According to [22, Proposition 3.1], for each xy € M we can find a conformal metric gx, = £,/ go,
with fy,(x0) = 1, and Fermi coordinates centered at xo such that det(gy,)(x) = 1 + O(|x|***?), where
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d= [”—;2] In particular, if we write gy, = exp(fiy,), we have tr(hy, )(x) = O(|x***2). Moreover, H o
the trace of the second fundamental form of JM, satisfies

1 . 1
Hg, (x) = =5879:8() = ~50,(10g det(g:,))(®) = O(**1) . (318)
Since M is compact, we can assume that 1/2 < f,, < 3/2 for any x € dM, choosing Py smaller if
necessary.

Notation. In order to simplify our notations, in the coordinates above, we will write g, and ¢
instead of (gx,)s and (gxo)"h respectively, and h,;, instead of (hy,)ap-

In this subsection, we denote by

H) = Y, haar*

1<|al<d

the Taylor expansion of order d associated with the function k., (x). Thus, we have h,(x) =
Hap(x) + O(|x**1). Observe that H is a symmetric trace-free 2-tensor on RR”, which satisfies the
properties (3.4) and has the form (8.5). Then we can use the function ¢ = ¢ , 4/ (see formula 3.12))
and the results obtained in Subsection 3.1l _

Recall the definitions of U in (.1), x, in (3.6), and R, in (2.9). Define

~ 4n(n—1) T
Uy e(x) = (T) pwxol(x))(u (W5 () + G5 (1)) (3.19)
dnn—-1 T ne2
+(%) €2 (1 = (7 (1))Gu (),
for x € M. Here, Gy, is the Green’s function of the conformal Laplacian Ly, = Ag, — 30 21 Rg,,, with
pole at xy € dM, satisfying the boundary condition
d n—2
87]&0 Gxo - 2(7’1 - 1)ng0 Gxo B 0’ (320)

on dM\{xo}, and the normalization limy, o [yI""2Gx,(x,()) = 1. This function, obtained in Propo-
sition[B-2] satisfies

n-1 d .
_ . |Cly*3, ifn > 5,
Gy, (W2 —|yP " <C § § T ol |yl 3.21
| 0(1!} o(y)) |y| | 1.];1 ‘a|_1| Jo Hy| + {C(l + |10g|y”), ifn =34, ( )

(Gmwm(y)) P <C Z Z ijallyl 17 + Clyl 2,

i,j=1|al=1

forallb=1,..,n
We define the test function

Aaixoe) = froUoe) - (3.22)
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Observe that this function depends also on the radius p above, which will be fixed later in Section

Such constant will also be referred to as p4 in order to avoid confusion with test functions of the
other subsections.

Our main result in this subsection is the following estimate for the energy of i, ¢):

Proposition 3.8. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[L.9) there exists P1 = P1(M, o) > 0 such that

4(n-1)| 3 - 2
fM{ n-2 |duA;(x0,e)|g0 * RXOuA ;(x0,€) }dvgo
2n2
( v Y a5, e)dvgo)

4(n-1)
S {1 002, + Ry, T2, Ndog, + [ 2H,, T2 dog,

(x0,€)
(o T, )

n=2
n

ﬂ

< Q)
forall xp € IM and 0 < 2e < pa < Py.
Let A be the constant obtained in Proposition 3.7
Proposition 3.9. There exist C, P1 > 0, depending only on (M, go), such that

f {4(n )ld(U + ¢)|2 + Rgro(u + (P)z} dx+ f 2ngo(u€ + (P)Zda
RO P

<4n(n-1) f U (U2 + ”_’“z(pz)dx + f {4(” ) U, Ue + Udphyy — abughab} ~da,
B5(0) n—2 oo L "—2 |x|
n-1 d
A
_r |hi}a|2€n_2f (€+ |x|)2la\+2 2ndx+c |h |a\+2 n +C€n—2 2d+4—n
2 2 2 iaPe™ | Z Y p

i,j=1 al=1 7O i,j=1lal=1
forall0 <2e < p < P.
Proof. Following the steps in [10, Proposition 3.6] we obtain

f {4(71 1)|d(u N (P 4 Ry, (Ue + (P)Z} dx + f 2H,, (Ue + $)2do
B \ "= 7

D, (0)

< f 40 =) + f 4(” D 1+ 2) U= g2dx

1
+ f (ugabhab - &b ughab) de n Qab,cQab,cdx
I*B4(0) |x| 4

B;(0)

-1 d
Z Z 1]a|2 n— Zf (€+ |x|)2\a|+2—2ndx

B5(0)

n-1 d
Z Z |hij,a|€n_2,0|a‘+2_n + Cen—2p2d+4—n .
lal=1

N|>
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The result follows by making use of PropositionB.7land

AU = 9u(Udalle) = U.AU, = 3u(UdlL) + 1t — 2)UEE .

O
Asin [10, p. 1006], we define the flux integral
1
1o p) =D [ (9,6, dube ) o, (323)
=2 JoB0) |x|
[ W - 2 o,
I*B*(0)
for p > 0 sufficiently small.
Proposition 3.10. There exists P1 = P1(M, go) > 0 such that
4n—1) 0y
j,;[{ — Idu(xoel +Rg(0 ll(Y o }dvgm + LM ZH&O 0 e)dﬁgm
< Qs ){ u(;ze)dvgxo} —€"21(xo,p)
PR
2 e -2 2lal+2-2n
n 1]a| f (6 + |x|) dx
AF S [
-1 d
Z 1]a|€ |a\+2 ny Cen—2p2d+4—n + Cenp—n
forall0 <2e < p < P.
Proof. Asin [9, Proposition 15], we get
-1y [ U (ug n quz) (3.24)
B;(0)
",;,2 n-1 d
<Q(st )( f (Ue + ¢>%dx) )Y Mjalptrer + CZ Z ijale™™! f (e + ]2 21y
B;(0) i,j=1lal=1 i,j=1|al=1 B (0)

for all 0 < 2e < p < P; and P; sufficiently small. Now, with Proposition[3.9/at hand, our proof is
analogous to the one in [10, Proposition 4.1] o

Corollary 3.11. There exist P1, 6, Co > 0, depending only on (M, go), such that

4(” - ) 2
j]:/l { n-2 Idu(xﬂ €) I + Rg(o u(x €) dvg"O + oM ZHgko (x0,€) dagm

= Q6 {f u&(]ze)dvg”} ~ € T ap) - 0 j;;(O) [We, (x)P(e + [x])*~>"dx

P

n-2
1
_Qen_zf 172, (O)2(e + |)> 2 do + Coe"2p2H4 4 C (E) -
poy o E TR i "\p)  Tlog(p/e)l
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forall 0 < 2e < p < Py. Here, we denote by Wy, the Weyl tensor of (M, go) and by T, the trace-free 2nd
fundamental form of IM.

Proof. Similar to [1} Corollary 3.10]. o

Recall that we denote by Zau the set of all points xg € M such that

lim sup d, (x, x0)* ™| Wy, (x)] = lim sup dg, (x, x0) ~|mg, (x)] = 0.

X—xg xX—X)

Proposition 3.12. The functions I (xo, p) converge uniformly to a continuous function I : Zoy — Roas
p—0.

Proof. Asin [1, Proposition 3.11] we can prove that

Cp?dti=n ifn>5,
j 7 - j 7 0 <
;i%' o) o ) {sz””“‘”llog pl ifn =34,
forall 0 < p < p. The result follows. o

The following proposition, which is [T} Proposition 3.12][], relates 7 (xo) with the mass defined
by ([L.2):
Proposition 3.13. Let xo € Zyy and consider inverted coordinates y = x/|x|?, where x = (x1, ..., X»)

are Fermi coordinates centered at xo. If we define the metric § = sz x, 0 M\{xo}, then the following
statements hold:

(@) (M\{xo}, g) is an asymptotically flat manifold with order p > ”T‘z (in the sense of Definition[L.4), and
satisfies Rg = 0 and Hg = 0.

(ii) We have

. ya8g(a a) f ya&g'(a a)
T (xp) = lim — 2| —,—|dog - = 2 (=—, = |dor} .
(o) RLW{I&*BE(O) Iyl dys \9ya” Iy . a*B#(0) [yl dya \Iys” Iy .

In particular, 1 (xo) is the mass m(g) of (M\{xo}, 3).

Proof of Proposition[3.8 Once we have proved Corollary B.11] and Propositions B.12 and B.13} this
proof follows the same lines as [1} Proposition 3.7]. ]

We now prove some further results for later use.

! In [T} Propositions 3.11 and 3.12] a log p must be included in the arguments for dimensions 3 and 4, when the Green
function has log in its expansion; see (3.21).
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Proposition 3.14. A For x e Mand e < p,
n+2

4n—-1 _
( )Agm u(xoe ng U(xo e+ R U" 2 (X)

n—2
n=2 n+2
C @+ D) )+ C € o)
_-— € +x + 0 (x _ o (x
T o\e?+ |x|2 ( 520 ® €2 +dg, (x, %) M\B (0)
ﬁ
+ C((—: 2 "+e 2 1 nllogpl)lgzl(o \B;(O)(x)‘

Proof. Note that after scaling, we are assuming R, = 41(n — 1). Then

_ n—2 _ 0 &
s Dl g1y R Ui + gy Rl

= (Mg, Xp)(Ue + ¢ — €T P™) + 2dxp, d(Ue + ¢ — €T |xP"))g,.
(Agr XP)G%Z (Gxo - |x|2—n) - 2€%<pr/ d(Gxo - |x|2_n)>gx0

+ Xp (Agm(lle +¢) - n-2 )Rgm(ue + )+ n(n —2)(Ue + )" 2)

=I1+12+I3+I4

where [;, i=1,2,3,4, denote the corresponding row.

To estimate I3, notice that for [x| > p > € we have

(€2 + 1x) =" — x| < Cefx|™" (3.25)

n+2

and, equivalently, |U. — €T le2 " < Ce7 |x|™. Then I; can be estimated as
2 _o_ =2 q_
| < Ce7 p2" +€7 p! ”)1B+ 0)\B:(0)-

Recall the properties (3.21) of G,,. Then |Io] < Ce*= p'~"|log p|1 B}, (0\B}(0)-

In order to estimate 13, first observe that
n-—2 n—2
I3 =Xp (Agx(] - A)Ue d; (H,]& Ue) ( 1)Rg(0ll + m&,é?]H,]Ue

-2
1) Rgxo (P)

+ Xp ((Agxo A)p - 4(ﬂ
+Xp (n(n —2)(Ue + )3 —n(n — 2)u§+§ —n(n+ 2)uf2¢),

1
2 The (€2 + [x|?)"2 term in this proposition is necessary only in dimension 3, when d = 0 and so H = 0. On the other
hand, the [log p| term is necessary only in dimensions 3 and 4, because of (3.21). The same terms are also necessary in the
first inequality of [1, Proposition 3.13], but this does not affect any other results in that paper because weaker estimates

similar to the ones obtained in Subsection[3.5]are also enough to [1].
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where we have used (3.2) and (3.13). Using [1) inequality (3.20)],
(Ag,, = AUe + Ji(HidiUe)| + Ry, Ue — 9,0 HijUe| < Ce™ (e + [x])' ™,

I(Ag,, — D) + di(Hijo i)l + IR, ¢ — didjHijpl < Ce™ (e + [x)*"

and
n+2

2 + 2 nt
(Ue + ¢z — UL~ — e < CUZ (GUZY)? < Ce'T (e + |x]) ™

This leads to o
€ \7 2 2y-1
I3 < C(m) (€ + IxI7) 21320(0)‘
Finally we consider I3, using the elementary inequality

la"% — b3 | < Chw2|a — b| + Cla — b3,

n=2

which holds for any a,b > 0, and where C = C(n). Letting a = x,(Ue + @) + (1 — xp)e2 Gy, and
”*2 (Ue + ¢), and applying the bound (3.21) for G,,, one gets the estimate

n+2

€ 2
Ll <C|l—— 1anB+0)-
il (62 + dgxo (x, xo)z) MEO

Combining all the estimates above, we get the conclusion. o

Proposition 3.15. For x € dM,

2n—-1) o0 - _
n—2 angro 75— Ux0) ngo Uxy,e)

¢ nt
(x)<Cp (m) 1p,,0) ().

Proof. Observe that

J - n-2 _ _9
&ngm u(xo/e) - 2(n — 1)H8’xo Uxye) Xp& (U (P 2(1’1 ) gtO(U + (P

n-2 a }’1—2
+(1- Xp)e 7 (&T]gm Gy, — 2= 1)ng0Gx0).

Recall that we were using Fermi coordinates, thus 1y, = dy.. The first and third terms are zero by
the equations (3.2) and (3.13) while the middle one can be bounded as

n=2
2

€
IxpHg,, (Ue + @) —Cp(m) 1p,,0)-

18



3.3 Type B test functions (i, )

In this case the test functions we use are essentially the same as in [9]. However, when trying to
control their energy by Y(S"), due to the proximity to the boundary, the argument in that paper
cannot be directly applied. We are able to overcome this difficulty by exploiting the sign of 9, U.(0)
(see the definition in (3.1)). Since all the argument is local, we do not make use of the positive mass
theorem in this subsection.

Fix xp € Mps,\dM and let ¢y, : on,zp C R" — M be normal coordinates centered at x; (see
Definition [3.2) where 0 < p < Py. We will sometimes omit the symbols 1, in order to simplify
our notations, identifying 1x,(x) € M with x € By 5,. In those coordinates, we have the properties
ap(0) = Oz and dcgap(0) = 0, for a,b,c = 1,...,n. If we write g = exp(h), where exp denotes the
matrix exponential, then the symmetric 2-tensor & satisfies the following properties:

hp(0) =0, fora,b=1,..,n,
dchyp(0) =0, fora,b,c=1,..,n,
Yoo Xohap(x) =0, forx€By, a=1,..,n.

4
According to [20], we can find a conformal metric gy, = fi:” go, with fy (xo) = 1, such that
det(gy,)(x) = 1+ O(|x]***?) in normal coordinates centered at xo, again written 1, : on,Zp — M for
simplicity. We can suppose that1/2 < f,, <3/2.

Notation. In order to simplify notations, in the coordinates above, we will write g,, and ¢* instead
of (gx,)ar and (g, )™ respectively, h,, instead of (y, )4, and 1" instead of (15,,)"- We denote by v = vy,

the unit normal vector to Dy, , with respect to the Euclidean metric 6, pointing the same way as
Ng, and 1, , and write v =19, and 1 = 11"0,.

Set 6 = dng (x0,dM). If Xy € IM is chosen such that dng (xo, %o) = 0 then we can assume that iy,
takes (—=6,0,---,0) € R" to Xy and thus both Nge, and vy, coincide at ¥, with the coordinate vector
dy. So, there exists Cy = Co(M, go) > 2 such that

7" (x) = Oanl < Colxl, and (3.26)

[V} (x) = Oan| < Colx|, forallx e on,zp, (3.27)

where x = (x1,---,x,) = (X, x,) € R". We will also assume that on,zp is the graph of a smooth
function y =y, so that

Dy 2p = {x = (X, y(®)) [ Ix] < 2p}.

We can write y(¥) = -6 + O(|%*) and choose Cy larger if necessary such that
ly(x) + 6| < Colx?, forallx € Dy . (3.28)

See Figure 1.
In this subsection, we denote by

Hu() = Y hapax®

2<|al<d
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R" X

9By, p 7
Mg, oM

y(%)

Figure 1: Some notations.

the Taylor expansion of order d = ["7_2] associated with the function h,(x). Thus, h(x) = FHop(x) +

O(|x|**1). We define ¢, S, T and Qg as in Subsection 3.1 (see (3.12), (3.9) and (3.16)), except for the
fact that, as in [9], the whole construction is done in IR" instead of R};. Then the first equation of
(3.13) and the estimates (3.14) and (3.15) also hold, with 2 < |a| < d replacing 1 < |a| < d.

Lemma 3.16. There exists A = A(n) > 0 such that

n d
) ~ 1
A2 Z Z |hab,a|2 (e + |x|)2“"|+2 My < 1 Qab,cQan,c

ab=1al=2 By,(0) B,(0)
forall p > 2e.
Proof. See [9) Corollary 10]. O

Recall the definitions of Ue in 3.1), x, in (3.6), and R in (Z9). Set

iy () = (%) W (U () + o ()
N (4n(f -1)

R )T e'T (1 - Xp(lzb;ol(x)))GxO(x) ,

for x € M. Here, G,, is the Green’s function of the conformal Laplacian Lg,, with pole atxg € M\dM,
satisfying the boundary condition (8.20) and the normalization limyyj_ [y"~*Gy, (¥x,(y)) = 1/2. This
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function is obtained in Proposition [B-4land satisfies, for some C = C(M, go),

_ Cly[>™ + Coly|'™ ifn >4,
Gy (W, (W) = [yI*"] < 3.29
|Gy (1)) =~ 1y {C(l +loglyll) + Colyl™ ifn =3, (3-29)
0
5.~ (G (W () = lyI*™)] < Clyl™ + Colyl ™,
Yo
forallb =1,...,n and ¥y, (y) € M; for some small § = §(M, o).
Define the test function )
UBi(xo,e) = fro Ugxo,0)- (3.30)

Observe that this function also depends on the radius p above, which will be fixed later in Section
Such constant will also be referred to as pg in order to avoid confusion with test functions of the
other subsections.

The main result of this subsection is the following:

Proposition 3.17. Under the hypothesis of Theorem[L.9) there exist positive P, and Cg, depending only on
(M, go), such that for any pg < P, one can choose &y < Cpp? satisfying

4(n-1)
fM{ "z i, €)|80 + Rgﬂ B;(xo e)} doyg,

n=2
2n n
7 n—2
( M ”B;(xo,@dvgo)

4n=1)| 77 2 2 2
) fM{ U0, + Ry, U2, e)}dvgxo + o 2Hg, U2, dog,

(x0,€)

2712 ﬂ
(fM U(X(] €) 8x )
<Y(S")
for all xo € Mas,\OM and 0 < € < Cz'dg, (xo, OM).
We will prove several lemmas before proceeding to the proof of Proposition[38.17]

Lemma 3.18. If|x] < 1/(2Cy), then for € > 0 and 0 < 6 < 1 we have

Zé (e + |7 + 62) <2+ |7+ )/(x)2 < 2(€ + |7 + 62) (3.31)

Proof. First assume 6 > Co|%[%. Since |y(%)| > 6 — Co|%|> > 0 by (3:28), Cauchy’s inequality implies
)4 Yy y q y imp
v 2\ o 2 2o lo 2014
Y@ 2 (6 - Col#P) 2 6* - 2Coo|P > 5 0% = 2Cglxl.

So,
1
& + [ + (@) 2 € + (1= 20 eP)af + 0%,

and our assumption |x* < 1/(4C3) gives
2 (s2 oo 2, Lo 1o 1 5 0 h o
€+ X" +y@E) =€ +§|x| +§6 >§(e + X7 + 09).
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If 6 < Co|%|* we have

17 +7(%)* + €* > Kial + P +e?> i((sz + 7 + €%).
2Co 2 2C

so the left side of (3.31)) is proved.
As for the right side, notice that

y(®)* < (6 + Colx*)? < 26% + 2C5|x[*.
Consequently,
€+ |7 + y(x)* < € + (1 +2C3x/)Ixf* + 26% < 2(® + |%* + 6%),
because our assumption on |¥| implies 1 + 2C§IJ‘CI2 <2.

Lemma3.19. If0 < p <1/Coand 0 < 6 < p/4 then

IEP +y(R)2 < p, forall |%| < p/2.

Proof. From our assumption it is easy to get 6/p + Cop/4 < 1/2. Since
(@) <6+ Cola* < &+ Cop?/4,

we have

2 C 22
|J'c|2+7/(3'c)2§%+(6+ ‘f) <P—+(

Lemma 3.20. If0 < p <1/Coand 0 < 6 < 1 then

\IEP2 + ()2 > 6/ \Co,  forall|x| < p.

Proof. First assume 6 > Col%|?. Then ly(@)| =0- Co|%[> > 0, which yields
Y(@)? 2 (6 = ColxP)?
> 6% = 26Co|x* + Calx|* = %2 - Cl=l*.
Therefore, by the assumption |%] < p < 1/Cy, we have
%> + p(@)* > (1 - CylxI*)Ix* + 6%/2 > 6%/2 > 6%/C,,

because Cy > 2.
If 6 < Colx[?, since 0 < 6 < 1, we have & < 6 < Colx|>. Obviously

T + y(0)* > 6%/Co,

proving the result.
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Lemma 3.21. There exists C = C(n) such that
f (€ + |x[* + 6*)*"dx < Cpd*™, for0< 6 <p.
{xeR™1| [t|<p}
Proof. Just observe that
(€% + |x[* + 6*)*"dx < (1> + 6%)*"dx

[xl<p lxl<p

<V2p | (&P +06%) 7 dx = V2p5> " f (9% + 1) dy.
Rn—l

Rr-1

Lemma 3.22. There exist ¢, K, P, > 0, depending only on (M, o), such that

4n—1)
n-2

f U0, Ucdo > ce 26>
D

X0.0
when 0 < e <6 <Kpand p < P,.
Proof. Observe that Ucd,Ue = —(n — 2)e"%(e? + [x*)!™"x, and, on Dy, ,,
U9y U, = U 9,U, = UedplUs + Ue(v' — San)dalle.
Using (3.27) and Lemma we have
Ue(v" = San)dalel(x) < (n = 2)Ce"2(e? + |2 + y (%))
< (2Co)"2(n — 2)Ce" (€2 + |x)* + 62)* "
when x = (%, (%)) € Dy, , with |x] < (2Cp)™". Hence if p < (2Cp) ™' and 0 < 6 < p, then
€ n-2
f U.od,Usdo > f UedyUedo — Cp (—) ,
o b 0

0P X0p

where we used Lemma
In order to estimate from below the r.h.s. of this last inequality, we see that

UeduUe(x) = =(n = €™ (e + 15 + (D))" p(®)
> (1= 2)€" (e + |5 + y(®P)1 (6 - Coli)
> (1 = 2)€"20(2 + [T + Y(@P)1 " = (1 = 2)Coe" (e + [ + y(@)P"

> (n—2)217"e"25(e? + [x)* + 02)1" — Ce" (€2 + |7 + 6%)* 7"

for x = (%, (%)) € Dy, , with |%] < (2Cy)~!, where we used Lemma[3.I8in the last step.
Assume 0 < p < (2Cp) !t and 0 < 6 < p/4. According to Lemma[3.19

{(@y(®) | 19 < p/2} € Dy,
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Then

f U, Uedo > (1 —2)21 e 25 f (€ + |7 + 6H)dx
D

o Ixl<p/2

— Ce"? f (€ + |7 + 6> "dx
|xl<p
=1-1IIL

Notice that

2 1-n
6[ (€ + |7 + %) "dx = 5" f ((E) + 7P + 1) dy
[fi<p/2 lpi<p/26 \\O
> 21—7152—71 f (|]7|2 + 1)1—ndy
l7l<p/26

for 0 < € < 6, because (¢/0)> + |7I> + 1 < 2(|7* + 1).
Set a(n) = [, (I7l* +1)1""dy and observe that

n—-1
-1 g - - 0
f (77 +1)'"dy = a(n) - f (7P + 1)"dy > a(n) - C(—) )
[71<p/26 71>p/26 p

1> (n -2)222"a(n) (%)H e (%)n_1 (%)H .

Hence,

On the other hand, IT < Cp (¢/6)" %, by Lemma[B.21l
Putting things together, we obtain

f UedyUedo > (n = 2)22"(a(n) - C(6/p)"" - Cp) (e/0)" 7,
D-‘orﬂ
from which the result follows. O

Proposition 3.23. There exists Py = P»(M, go) > 0 such thatif 0 <6 < p < P,

f {4(” "Dt + )P + Ry, (U + ¢>2}dx
B n-—2 0

Xop
4n—1 4n—1 N
<Am=D iy + f =1+ 2) U R
n-= 2 BXO,p BXO/[’ h= 2

n d o -
£ 20 Y thaaPer? f (e + |xlPete22ngy — 1 f QuQunedx+Cp() +Cp|S
2 a,b=1|a|=2 ’ on,p 4 B, ’ ’ I ‘D

X0.p

forall e € (0, p/2]. Here, A is the constant obtained in Lemma([3.16]
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Proof. Asin [10] Proposition 3.6], we can choose 0 < P, < 1 such that

[P o+ R i 97}
B

0.0

4n—-1 4n-1 4
1) |dU€|2dx+f (n )n 1+ 2) U 2dx
n-2 Jg,, By, ™
+ f . (Ugahhgb abu hab f Qab cQab cdx
9+BXM, ‘0/7
A n d
+ E Z Z |h balz n— Zf (€+ |x|)2\a|+2 anx
a,b=1 |a|=2 Buyp
n

d
+C Z ety &2 Pla\+2—n + Ce2 P2d+4—n " f Ydo
D

a,b=1|a|=2 0.0
holds for all 0 < 2e < p < P,, where

8(” 1) 2)2 zTnz a 2 a a 2 b a
Y = p— Aol + 2 U2V, v = UZdphaV" + 2U(FpUe)hapV" + U H o Hupv” — 1€,

comes from integration by parts. Here, &, is a 1-tensor controlled by
n d
16l < C Y YV al?e (e + )22,
a,b=1|a|=2
It is easy to estimate the following term on Dy, ,
IUE"ZTN2 Val(x) < Ce™(€? + 7> + p(®))' ™" < Ce"2(e* + |7* + y(%)?)* ", (3.32)

and all the other terms in W can also be estimated by the r.h.s. of (3.32).

Choosing P, possibly smaller, from Lemmas[3.18 and B.2Tl we get

n-2
f Wdo < C ) P, (3.33)

)0 P

for 0 < 6 < p, from which the result follows. o

Proposition 3.24. There exist P, C > 0, depending only on (M, go), such that

f {4(: Vi, + @)F + Ry, (U + ¢>2}dx
B

<Y(S") (fB

X0,

AN e f (e + b2y

abl\aIZ

n=2

o n n-2
(U. + qb)ﬁdx] (&~ Cp - C(/p)'™) (g)

forall0 < p < Prand 0 < e <6 < Kp, where K and ¢ are the constants obtained in Lemma[3.22)
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Proof. This result is a consequence of Proposition[3.23/and Lemma Observe that

4n—-1 4n-1 N
o= pax + f A=) 4 U (3.34)
n-2 Js 5 n=2
By Bxgp
4n-1 20 n
- f (n-1) (n(n —2)UZ? + n(n + 2)UE ¢2)dx
on,p n—2
4n-1 4n-1
- f =1 o Uedo + f =D o o
Py "™ 2 9By, N~ 2 x|
< f dnn - D)UFT U2 + 207 dx
wa n—2
4(n—1) e\’
—f llec?vlleda+C(—) .
Dy 12 p

0
We shall handle the first two terms of the rh.s. of (3.34) separately. As in [9, Proposition 14],

we have

n d
2 A2 oviz e 2n 2.n 2lal+2-2n
(U2 + 2567 - (Ue+ )% + U qsscﬂ;”;mb,ale(eﬂxn

and

2n 2 20 2 x, o0 .
Urpdx > (U7 Vo) dx = U Vy—do — us vy do
By 12 B *B || bl

*0-P *o-P *0-P *0-P
€ n-2
> -Cp'™e" — Cp (5) .

Here, in the last step we estimated the integral on Dy, , by (3.32) and Lemmas[3.18 and B.21] So,

n=2

f dnn - DHUFTU2 + 202 dx < Y(S7) f W2+ "2 2y (3.35)
Buyp n—2 Buy n—2
n-2
2 " e\ e\ ?
< Y(S") f (Ue + ¢) 2 dx +Cp(—) +Cp(—)
By P 0
X0p
n d
+CY Y e [ (e
a,b=1|a|=2 By
Recall that Lemma[3.22]says
4(n-1) ~(e)”—z
- eav ed <—-C\% .
ff) o Ued, Uedo < 25 (3.36)

P

if0<e<d<Kpand0 < p < Py, for P, small enough.
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Now it follows from Lemma [3.16]that
€' 2 Z (ap, a| f (€ + Ix[) Hakrz=angy < = f Quab,cQab,c dx.
a,b=1|a|=2 Byy,p(0 By(0
We claim that we can choose P, > 0 possibly smaller such that

€ n-2
f . Qab,cQab,c dx < CPZ (5)
B, (0)\By

X0.0

for all p < P,. In fact, from Lemma [3.20lwe can choose P, small such that
By(0)\Byyp C Bp(0)\By, y;(0)

for any p < P,. Then using Qu,cQupc < Ce"2(€ + |x[)* 2" we get

f Qab,cQab,c dx < Cé’n_z f (6 + |x|)4—2ndx
B OBy By(0)\Brg

< Ce"?p? f (€ + Ixl)* *'dx < Ce"?p?5* ",
R\, /e
In particular,
€ n-2
=YY f 2 ars o [ Quuar+c?(5) . @3
a,b=1|a|=2 Bxyp

Now the result follows from Proposition[8.23/and estimates (3.34), (3.35), 336) and 337). O
Proposition 3.25. There exist P, and K such that

4n—-1)
j}\; { . |d U, e)| +Rgr0 u(x e)}dvgm + j; y 2Hg, u(x od0g,

n=2 d

n n-2
sm")( f u(;gdvgm) ) 2 e [ ermpma S (5)7
ﬂ

(0 P

forall0 <e <6 <Kpand0 < p < P,.
Proof. We have

4n-1) - )
U0, + Reoy Ul o) [ 40,y +
jI\V/I\BXO,p { n—2 (x0,€) 8xo 8xo " (x0,€) %0 .

As in the proof of Proposition [3.23

€ n-2
jz; 2H,, (er)dag( _Cp( ) .

0P

€ n-2
ZHgVo (o G)ngVo < C(E) .

\Digp

The result now follows from Proposition[3.24/and the fact that det(gx,)(x) = 1 + O(|x[***?). i
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Proof of Proposition[3.17] Let P, and K be as in Proposition Choose P, maybe smaller such
that P, < K. Given pg < P, choose K" < pg and 6 € (0,K’pg). Observe that, in particular, one
has &) < p2 and &, < Kps. By Proposition the inequality we want to prove holds for all
0<e<o6<oyand 0 <p = pp < Py, where 6 = dng(xo,aM).

Now choose Cp = Cp(M, go) such that Cglé < dg,(x0,dM) < Cg0, and take any 69 < Cpdj. Then,
because &), < p3, we have

Oy < CBpZB

For any € < C;'d, (xo, dM) we have € < Czldg,(xo,dM) < 6 < 6}, and the inequality in Proposition
B.17holds. i

We finally prove some results for later use.

Proposition 3.26. Forx € M, e < pand 6 < Cp?,

4(1’1 - 1) ™ B n-
p— Agx0 u(xo,e) — Rgx0 u(xo,e) + R u( 26) (x)
2 € i _ € i
<Cp (m) 1g,, () +C (ez - |x|2) Lwg,,, ()

+C(6%P_2 "yt p'~"|log p|)13«02/7\3

(®)-

Proof. The proof goes like that of Proposition 3.14 with I, I, I3, I being the same. Observing that
we are using normal coordinates, we have

X0,

2
€
€2 + |x|2) 1’3-«0@'

Using (329) we obtain || < Ce'Z p'~"|log plg, 0B,
necessary only in dimension n = 3.
With the same estimate for I; and I4 as in Proposition 3.14, we get the result. O

1) < cpz(

r122 —1-n .
+Cez06p~ g, ,\5,,. the |logp| being

xX0.0

Proposition 3.27. Forx € oM, € < p and 6 < Cp?,

2n—-1) o0 _- _
n—2o ang u(xo6 ngou(x()/e

y[(x)

n n=2

0 € 2 € 2
< C- (—e2 " lez) 1p, ,,(0)+ c(ie2 " lez) 1p, ()
().

N C(e% p—l—n + 6% p2—n| log P|)1Dx0,2p\D

.0

Proof. Observe that, on dM,

aU(xoe n-— 2 a - a nz -
d U . U+ d—€7 |xf™) + =———¢eT " — Gy,
angxo 2(1,[_1) gm (x0,€) = 9%0( € ¢ | ) angro Z (|| Gy,)

d n-2
+ X —XoH, (Ue +
gy et O e (et 9)
n2 anﬂ 1’1—2
M P 2(n-1)Hg*‘OGx° ’
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where the last term is zero by the definition of G,,. Set

Xp =2, 2 _p aXp u 2-n _
Ji= (Ue + -7 x”™), J2= 7 (I« Gx,),
a 8x ¢ ¢ angxo :
U, ( 20 n-2 )
=X =Xo|l=— . U, +
]3 pangro ]4 p angxo 2(1’1 1) g 0( € ¢)
Recall (3.25) to bound
il < ' (Ue = T WP +19]) < CeFp™ ™+ T 0" )1p, 10,

For J,, we use the properties (3.29) of the Green function and the hypothesis 6 < Cp? to obtain

2

n—. X
ol < e 22|

2 n=2 o_
. |l = Gy | < Ce'Z p* " log pllp, , 5
X0

X0
In order to estimate J3, let us calculate JU,/ 877&_0. Suppose x = (%, y(%)) € on,p, then
U /g, (x) = —(n = 2)€’T (€ + ) Exar (x) (3.38)
= —(n =27 (@ + [P E Q@) + (' (%) — Oun)%a).
Recall the properties (3.28) and (3.26) of y and 75, . So

I

-

&

(x) < CeF (2 + W) 3 (6 + Ol )<c5(L)E+C(L)

ou./o
| e/ 77& e+ |x|2 e+ |x|2

for x € Dy, . Consequently,

n

n n=2
€ 2 € :
]3| < (762 = |x|2) Ip, .+ C(i€2 " IXIZ) Ip, s

Easily we can get

dP e \7
|Jal < CXp(|W' + U +19l) < C(e2+—|x|2) Ip, sy
gxo

Combining all the results, we get the conclusion. ]
Proposition 3.28. Forx € oM, € < p and 6 < Cp?,

(2(1’1—1) 0
n-2 dng,

Ulxy0) = Ha,, Uiy (X)
n=2

€ : 2 —1-n % 2—n N N
> —C(ie2 " |x|2) Diyap (x)—C(e™ +e 7 p7""log p|)1ng,2p\Dx0,p (x).

Proof. By (3.38) we have
XpOUe/Ong,, 2 xp(n = 2)(€* + x4 (6 - CIP) 2 —Ce™F (€ + ) F'1p,, .

Now the result follows as in Proposition o
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3.4 Type C test functions (iic;, )

Our test functions in this case are the ones in [9], which are controlled by Y(S") the same way as in
that paper.

Recall that we assume that the background metric go on M satisfies Hy, = 0 on JdM. Fix
xo € M\Mj, and let ¢y, : B2,(0) C R" — By,(x9) C M be normal coordinates centered at xo, where p

is small such that 0 < p < §p/4. As in Subsection [3.3] we choose a conformal metric g, = x’?z 90
such that det(gy,)(x) = 1 + O(|x|***?) in normal coordinates centered at xo, still denoted by ¢,. We
assume fy, = 1in M\By,(xo), which implies H gy = 0 on JM.

Define ¢ as in Subsection[3.3]and set

D) = (%) @RI @) + ewilw) (339)
+( =) C e (1= 109G

for x € M. Here, Gy, is the Green’s function of the conformal Laplacian Ly, = Ag, — 175 ngo with

pole at xy € M\Ms,, boundary condition (3:20) and the normalization limyyo [y"2Gx, (¥, (v)) = 1.
This function, obtained in Proposition [B-2] satisfies

n=1 d .
- o, JClyl*3, ifn > 5,
Gy (W () — Iy < C hijallyl > 3.40
G (0 (1)) = ™" ;j_l?ll' jally +{c<1+|1og|yu>, itn=34, O

< CZ Z |h]a||y|\a|+1 ny C|y|d+2 n

i,j=1|al=1

(Gxo(l#xo(y)) - |y|2 n)

for some C = C(M, go, 69) forall b =1, ...,n and xg € M\Ms,.
We define the test function
ficwe) = frolioe)- (3.41)
Observe that this function also depends on the radius p above, which will be fixed later in Section
Such constant will also be referred to as pc in order to avoid confusion with test functions of the
other subsections.
For later use we observe that ﬁU(xo,e) = Bgyfic;(xye) = Bg,, Uty ) = 0 on dM.

Our main result in this subsection is the following:

Proposition 3.29. Under the hypothesis of Theorem[1.9, there exists P3 = P3(M, 0, 80) such that
4(n-1
fM { (Vln—z : |d UC;(xo€) |§0 + Rgo uC (%0,€) } dvgo

n=2
2n
7 n=2
( v HC(x, e)dvgo)

4(n-1)
S {21 002, + Ry, T2, Vdog, + [ 2Hy, T2 dog,

(x0,€)

12
(o TE o, )

< Y(S")
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forall xo € M\Ms, and 0 < 2e < pc < Ps.

Proof. Choose P3 small such that for any xo € M\M;, we have dng (x0,0M) > 2P3. Choosing P3
smaller if necessary (also depending on 6y because of the above estimates for Gy,) the result is
Corollary 3 and Proposition 19 in [9] with some obvious modifications, by making use of Theorem

e m]

For later use we state the following result, which is proved as Proposition [3.26}

Proposition 3.30. We can choose P3 = P3(M, go, 00) maybe smaller such that there is C = C(M, go)
satisfying

4n—-1 — w2
‘ ( _Z)Ag«OU(XOE ng u(xﬂe) R U 2

712

n+2
€ 2 n+2 n-2
<Cp*l—| 1 1 +CET p 7" +€e7 p* " log p))1
p ( = +|x|2) Byy(0) + ( 7T dg( @ x0)2) mB,0) +CEe2p p”*"[1og pl)1s,, 08,0

forall xo € M\Ms, and € < p < P3.

Proof. As in Proposition B.26, the proof follows the lines of Proposition B.14] but the term I, is
estimated by || < Ce'? pl‘”l log pl, where C depends on 6. Choose P3 < c. m]

3.5 Further estimates

The results of this subsection are consequences of what was proved in Subsections 3.2} B.3land 3.4

In this subsection, unless otherwise stated, if xo € dM, xo € Ms,\dM or xg € M\Mas,, fl(x,,¢) Will
stand for WA (xg,e)r UB;(xo,e) OF UCi(xy,€)s respectively. If xp € Mps, \Mbo, H(xo,€) will stand for UB;(xo,) and
TCy(xy,c), the results below holding for either. By the “radius” p of iy, ), we mean pa, ps or pc, if
U e) = Tawoe)r Bie) = By, e) OF Hxy ) = Tci(y e), TESPeCtively.

We observe that whenever i, ) = ilpyx,) We have dg (xo,dM) < 6p < sz, according to
Proposition B.17] because xy € Ms,\dM in this case. Hence, we can make use of Propositions
and

Corollary 3.31. There exists C = C(M, o) such that, for e < p,

— LZ
Agoa(xo/e) - Rgoﬂ(xo,G + Rooll

Ore)

4(n—1)
n—2

n+2

€

- € 7 _1
<O @) e+ C e

1 .
€2 + dgy(x, x0)? ) M\Bp2(x0)

Proof. 1t is a consequence of Propositions [3.14] 326/ and B.30) i
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Corollary 3.32. fi There exists C = C(M, go) such that, if p is the radius of T(xy,e0) AN €1 < €2 < p, we have

f W (xye1)
M

4(]/[ _ 1) B B n+2
ﬁAgo U(xy e = Reo iz e) + Reott)”

(x2,€2)
2 n=2
€ €1€ 2
<Clp"*+ —i SRR Y =2 .
p*J\ €5 + dg,(x1,x2)?

Proof. Asin [8, Lemma B.5] we get

dog,

-2 n+2 -2
2 = e2 =z
f ( _— 2) ( M 2) dog, < C2 (—2 €16 2) . (342
g (r)zp/2) \ €1 + dgo (X1, Y) €, +dg,(x2,y) P~ \€; + dg,(x1, x2)

We claim that

n=2 n-2
2 T
€1 €2 2 2y—1
(€5 +dgy(x2, y)) 2dv (3.43)
qu(yY2)<4p (6 +dgo(x1,y) ) ( % go(x2/y) ) 2 & 80

< Cp( €162 )TZ
2 4 dgo(xl,xz

A ={2dg (x1,y) < €2 +dia} N{dg,(y, x2) < 4p}

Set

and
B = {2dg)(x1,y) 2 €2 +dia} N {dg, (y, x2) < 4p}

where dp = dg (x1,x2). Observe that on A we have
1
€2 +dg,(y,x2) 2 €2 +d1a — dgy(y, x1) 2 E(Gz +d12) = dg,(y, x1)

1
and  dg,(y,x1) < 5(62 +d12) < €2+ dg,(y, x2) < 5p.
Then

—2 2
2+ dg (2, y)?) 2d 3.44
f [e +dg0(x1, ) +dgo(x2/ )) (€3 +dg,(x2,y)7) 2 dug, (3.44)
n=2

€1€ 2-n _
< C[ 2 - ;z ] f (€7 + dgy(x1,¥)?) 7 dg,(x1, y) ' dug,
€ty dgy (y,x1)<5p}

€1€2 _
= C[ 2 4 42 ] f go(xlry)l "dZ)gO
€ +dy, {dgy (yx1)<

3For types A and B test functions in dimensions 1 > 5, the coefficient p'/2 in this inequality can be improved to p.
Indeed, p was worsen to pl/ 2 due to the log p terms in Propositionsand which are necessary only for n = 3 or 4
as observed in the footnote in Proposition B.14]
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On the other hand,

n=2 n=2
fB [ ° )( €2 )(e%+dgo<xz,y>2>-%dvgo (3.45)

e% +dg, (x1, ¥)? €3 +dg,(x2, y)?

n=2

2
€1€2 _
< c[ e ] f dg, (2, ) "dvg,.
€ T dj, {dg, (y,x2)<4p}

The estimate follows from (3.44) and observing that the integrals on the right sides of
those inequalities are bounded by Cp.
The result now follows from (3.42), (3.43) and Corollary 3.31] O

Corollary 3.33. B There exists C = C(M, o) such that, if p is the radius of tiy, ¢,y and €1 < €2 < p,

n=2
) ( € €162 7z
i ~lendog, 2 ~Clp? + = || 57— -
faM (xl'el)aﬂgo (x2,€2)%0 g0 p p e% + dgo(xl,xz)z

Proof. Observe that the above integral vanishes when i, .,) is a type C test function. For type B
test functions we obtain

n=2 n

J n-2 - € L e\
Mg, Hewes = gy gy on Hiwen) = _C(ez + lez) P by ~ S\ @i ep) 10uan

from Proposition[3.28 Then, using (2.3) and (3.30), we estimate

n=2

J __ ~12
Wgou(xz'Q) 2z — CP

€2

2
S R —— Lia, (yx2)<4p)nom
€§ + dgo (xZI y)z) ot

n

c( € ) 1
—Clz—"—3] la,wx=pr2i00m-
€§ + dgo (er y)z w0

The same (actually a better) estimate as above can be obtained for type A test functions by means
of Proposition[3.15
Asin [8, p.274-275] we can prove

IS}

n—"

[N}

n-

]
&

n=2
€1 ( € ) z J €162
g < Cp| —r2—
\f[;go (y,xz)S4p]ﬁ3M (6% + dg(] (xl/ ]/)2) eg + dg(] (xZ/ ]/)2 ! €§ + dgo(xll xz)z

and

[N}

1—

(ST
&

n-=2
2
€1 € €2 €1€2
f (€2+d (x )2) (€2+d (x )2) ngOSCF(eZ+d (x x)z)
{dgo (y,xz)ZP/Z]HBM 1 go\A 1, ]/ 2 g0 2, ]/ 2 g0 1,42

The result now follows. |

4 Similarly to the footnote in Corollary B32) for types A and B test functions the coefficient p!/?

n>>5.

can be improved to p if
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Corollary 3.34. For € < p we have

12 12 ep~1? n>5
sn-1), o m B T (e)® P =
|7Agou(x(],e) = Rgyfig,e) + Reoll ” | dvg, | < C—)  +Cqep™/“[log(p/e)l n=4,

Ml n—2 o p 1/2
€ n=
Proof. The result follows easily from Corollary[3.31] o
Corollary 3.35. Ifﬁ(x(]/e) = UB;(xy,e) WE have
e\'T €
c(g) llogpl + n>5,
21-1) 9 ey T € €
(f ' U )—ﬂ(xo,E) - Hgoﬁ(xo,e)' dago) < C(g) | 10g pl+ - 10g(P/€)| n=4,
om! m—2 dng, 12 p 1/2
c(g) |logp|+C(%) n=3

for e < p, where 6 = dg,(xo, OM).
Proof. From Proposition[3.27) on M we have

2n—1) 9 _ _
- Wgoum’e) — Hgy iz )

€ 2
<C-|———1] 1
€ (62 +dg,(x, xo)z) gy (o) <4p)

n=2
2

€
) 1|dg0 (x,x0)<4p}-

-1 - s
*Cp (€2 +dg, (x, x0)?
Using 6 < Cp?, which in particular implies 6 < Cp, the first term on the right side above is estimated
by C(6/€)"/2(e + dg, (x, X0)) ™* 114, (x,x,)<4p), and the result follows easily. m

4 Blow-up analysis

In this section, we carry out the blow-up analysis for sequences of solutions to the equations (2.4)
that will be necessary for the proof of Theorem [L.9 Although the analysis goes along the lines
of [8, Sections 4, 5 and 6], here we have to consider the possibility of both interior and boundary
blow-up points, thus differing from the situation in [I, Section 4]. As we will see in Proposition4.2]
below, type A test functions are used to approximate solutions near boundary blow-up points. As
for interior blow-up points, we make use of type B test functions if those points accumulate on the
boundary, and type C ones otherwise.

Remark 4.1. Before proceeding to the blow-up analysis, we observe that one can choose pa, ps
and pc in Propositions 3.8] B.17land B.29in such a way that the inequalities of those propositions
hold the three at the same time. To that end, choose & according to a small pg in Proposition 3.17
and then pc according to 6y in Proposition[3.29 Moreover, observe that given C = C(M, o) one can
always assume pa, pp, pc < C. This last remark will be used in the proofs of Propositions £.10land

E.221below.
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Let u(t), t > 0, be the solution of (2.4) obtained in Section 2} and let {t,}:?, be any sequence
4
satisfying lim, . t, = co. We set u,, = u(t,) and g, = g(t,) = ;> go. Then

fujf"zdvgozfdvgvﬂ, for all v.
M M

It follows from Corollary 2.3 that

j]\:l
as Vv — o0,

The next proposition is an application of the decomposition result in [24], which plays the same
role here as [30] did in [8] Proposition 4.1].

2n
2

4 — 1 n+2
Ein_ > )Agouv Rgytty + Reou}”

dvgoszmgv—Em%d%—m

Proposition 4.2. After passing to a subsequence, there exist an integer m > 0, a smooth function us > 0,
and a sequence of m-tuplets {(x; , € )Ji<ksmbyq, such that:
(i) The function . satisfies

n—

4(n-1) :*% _ .
> Agouw Rgytieo + Roul? =0, inM,
il [N, =0, on oM.

(ii) Forall i # j,

* *

% * * * \2
. €v v dg, (xi,V’ . j,v)
hm — + + — 3y = 0.
v v ei,vej,v
(iii) There are integers mq,mo, with 0 < my < my < m, such that x; € IM for 1 < k < my,
kv

€ Mss,2\OM for my +1 <k < mp, x; € M\Mss, )2 for ma +1 <k <m,and

lim dg (x; , OM)/€; , =00 if k>mi+1.

*
xk,v

(iv) If
Ua e, fk<m,
ﬁ(x;,\-'ez,v) =< 1p. ;€ Zfﬂﬁ +1<k<m,, (4.1)
Acix ;) ifk>mp+1,

(see equations (3.22), (3.30) and (3.41)) then

m
Vh_r& (uv Tl Z v Z,y)”Hl(M) =0.
k=1

Proof. By modifying the arguments in [24, Section 3] to the case of Riemannian manifolds, we can
prove the existence of 1o and 7l ¢ ) satisfying (i) and (iv) except for, instead of using equations
@.1), the (e, e )are defined by

00 = (P20 ) F v @) (e, v )
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Here, ¢x; are coordinates centered at x;v and u satisfies
L,V 4

Au+nn—-2urz =0 inR" 4.2)
if limy 00 dg, (x5, &M)/e;v = o0, and

n+2

Au+nn—2u=2 =0 in ly=W1, -y lyn =t}

4.3
aiy,, =0 on {]/ = (}/1, wer Yn-1, t)}/ ( )

for some t € Rif dg,(x; ,dM)/€;  is bounded.
Rearrange the indices and choose m; such that k > m; + 1 should (£.2) holds and k < m; should

@.3) holds.

As in [14, Lemma 3.3], we can prove that # > 0 and also that (ii) holds. The classification results
in [11} 21]] (regularity was established in [12]) imply that u(y) = U(y — z) (see (3.I)), for some
z=(z1,...,24) € R" (with z,, = tif k < my).

The points x;  are now redefined as P (Z)E This establishes (iii).

For each pair (xk €L ,), one can check that the difference between each function obtained above

and the corresponding one defined by @.T) converges to zero in H'(M). This proves (iv). O
Proposition 4.3. If u.(x) = 0 for some x € M, then u. = 0.
Proof. This is just a consequence of the maximum principle. ]

Define the functionals

4(n-1)
o fM \dul2 dog, + fM Rgouzdvgg

(f = Zdvgo) !

4n—1)
o fM |d”| (Vg + fM Rg,u? dvgo
Iy uws dog,

E(u) =

and

F(u) =

Observe that Re = F(is). Hence,

m
2n 2n 2n
— 1 n n-2 n—=2 7 n—2
1=tim [ o =i f [ o+ ) [ it o
M M M Toris)

5To see that changing the centers x  as above does not change the limit in (ii), we consider, for fixed j, new centers
X}J satisfying dg, (x”,x ,V) /e] <C (the terrn e] in the quotient comes from the rescaling). If the limit in (ii) holds with
e}.{v /€;, = oo, that relation does not change after replacing the centers. So, let us assume e;.,v /€7, < C without loss of
generality. The triangle inequality gives
2 1
oy (35, %5, 2 (dey (37, %3,) = doy (5, ,)) 2 gy (0,3, = Cllgy (5, 55, )P

Hence,

- -C,

€.
W

-2 € €

€ € -2 € €t €} ’
vy

v v v v iv

% \2 * 2 * b 2 2
d?ﬂ(x 4 ]V) > 1[1%(}(”/ ],V) _ C€] { QO(x )’ ]v)] S 1[1%(}(”/ ]V)
so that (ii) still holds with X , replacing x° v
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The right side of this equation is (E(tie)/Reo)? + 111(Q(S")/Reo)"'? + (m — m1)(Y(S") /Reo)"? if the > 0
and 111 (Q(S")/Reo)"? + (m — m1)(Y(S")/Reo)? if 110 = 0. Thus,

Re = (E(um)”/2 +mQ(S")"* + (m — M1)Y(S")"/Z)2/n if ueo > 0, (4.4)

and  Reo = (mQ(S" + (m - m)Y(S")"?)" ifu, =0.

41 Thecaseu, =0
We set

A, = {(x, €6, tkor,..m € (M X Ry XR,)", such that (4.5)

.....

1 €k 1
2_ -T2
,V

dgﬂ (xk’ xli,v) < elz,v ’

.....

4(n - . - 2
f )d(uv z ak,vu(xk,wek,v)) godvgo + f Rgo z Ak Vu(xk\ €kyv) ) dvgo
M

k=1 k=1

4:(1’[ u _ 2 m
SIM )d( Uy Zaku(xk’ek)))godvgo-i-f Zaku(‘(kek) dvg,

k=1 k=1

for all (xk, €, )k=1,..,m € Ay. Here, Uy o) = WA er,) ) and iy, ) = HAGxer) yif k < my, Uiy o) =
UB;(x,e1,) AN Ty, ) = HByxe) If 1 +1 <k < mp, and iy, e.,) = Ucix,,e,) AN Uy e) = Ucixe if

k> my +1; see 322), B30) and B.41).
Proposition 4.4. Ifk > my + 1, then lim, . dg,(Xx,, IM)/€,, = o0.
Proof. It follows from the triangle inequality and {.5) that

dgo (xk,w &M) dgg (xk Vs &M) go (X};V, &M) _ 1
€kv 2¢; k v 26;;1/ 2
Now the right side goes to infinity as v — oo by (iii) of Proposition 4.2l o

Proposition 4.5. We have:
(i) Foralli # |,
lim {ezv " €jv " dgo(xi,v/ xj,v)z} — .

Voo e]v €iy ei,vej,v
(ii) We have

m

Vh_l;l;lo HMV Z Qv U (i, 60,)
k=1

M) =0.

Proof. This is a simple consequence of Proposition .2l and the definition of (xk,, €k, ax); see [8
Propostion 5.1] for details. ]
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Proposition 4.6. We have
* * €kv
Aoy (Xk, xklv) < 0(1)€k,w o =1+o0(l), and ar, =1+0(1),
kv
forallk =1,..,m. In particular, (X, €y, Qkv)k=1,..m iS an interior point of A, for v sufficiently large.

Proof. Tt follows from Propositions 4.2land 4.5 that

m m
Z (ka kv - Z akfvﬂ(xk,wek,v)

m m
H Zak,vﬂ(xk,v,ekv Z Ui, e HI(M O + ||uy an =o0(1).
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
Now the result follows. O
Notation. We write u, = v, + w,, where
m m
Oy = Z Xk, ) and wy, =u, — Z Xyl ) - (4.6)
k=1 k=1
Observe that by Proposition .5 we have
4(n — 1)
fM o, dog, + fM Ry wdvg, = o(1). 4.7)

Set

2(1-1) Z(V;:—Zl) W 12
CV = |ZUV| n—2 dO'gO + |wv|"’2 dvgo ]
oM "

Proposition 4.7. Fix p < Py. Let Y, : Oy = B;;(O) C R} — M be Fermi coordinates centered at xy, if

1 <k <my, and let Y, : O, = By,, , C R" — M be normal coordinates centered at xi,, if m +1 <k <m
(see Deﬁnitions B.Zland[3.2). We have:

(z))f . wvd0g0|§0(l)CV
n+2 | 1 I2
(ii) |f kv ¢kv( i w,y dvgo) <o(1)C,.

(xk\ /Ek) eiv + |¢k1( )|2

("'))f AL | <o)Cy, ifmi+1<k<
111 72 — —w,dv, | <0 , ifm <k<m,
O (25 ekv)ez/ + W}ki( )|2 v v 1

n+ ekv¢ V(x)
and |f (JC2 ) 22 1 11h-1(v)|2 - 1(~\]2 Vdvgo) <0(1)C,, ifk<my,
o, ) & Y]

where we are denoting § = (Y1, ..., Yu—1) for any y = (y1, ..., y») € R™.

Proof. It follows from the definition of (xy,, €k, @) that

4n-1
f ( ( )<dﬂ(xk,w€k,v)’dwv>gﬂ + Rgﬂa(xk,wek,v)wv dvgo =0.
M\ n—=2
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Integrating by parts, we obtain

4n-1 4n-1) o
f ( 51 5 )Ago%k,wek,v) - Rgﬂ(xk,wek,v)) wydvg, + f ( ) Ty, e1,) Wy AOg, = 0.
M oM

n-2 a’?go
We claim that & D
n-— _ _ 2
H Agou(xk'”’ek"’) = Reoflrs ) + Rmu(xk\ e llL iz () = o)
and
H ? = o(1)
ango (kv €x,v) [ 2D M) .

The first statement follows from Corollary[3.34 As for the second one, observe first that

aﬂ(xk,wek,v) /‘977go =0

on OIM if @y, e ) = UCto, )+ U Bxgye) = s, e, this statement follows easily from Proposition
B.I5and @), and if fi(y,, c,,) = fBy(x,, ¢, this is Corollary[3.35, also making use of Proposition 4.4l
This proves (i). The remaining statements follow similarly. o

Proposition 4.8. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

n+2— 4 4(n-1)
Reo Th 2 dv,, < (1 - dw, > dv,, + | Rew?d
n-2 j]\; — u(xk,v,ek,v)wv vgo = ( C) {j];[ n— | V| 080 j]\; gowv vgo

for all v sufficiently large.

Proof. Once we have proved Proposition 1.7 this proof is a contradiction argument similar to [8)
Propostion 5.4] and [1, Proposition 4.6] and we will omit the details. Assume by contradiction that
there is a sequence {@,} satisfying

4n-1
f (= )|d 0,2 dog, + f Ry, dvg, = 1
M - M

m
. n+2= _ N
lim Roof a2 widog, > 1.
M

and

Voo 1 — (kv €xp)

After rescaling around xy,,, the new sequence obtained converges (weakly in H} (R%)ifk < m; and
in H' (R")if k > my + 1) to a certain @. It turns out that one can choose k € {1, ..., m} in such way

loc
1 2

that @ satisfies
1 2
ld(y)[>d Snn+2f( )wZ d
fm WIFdy < n( )Ril""ylz (y)dy

if k < my, or the same two inequalities with R} replaced by R" if k > m; + 1.

and
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On the other hand, if k < m;, due to Proposition[d.7] @ satisfies

n+2

1 \? .
fw (—1+|y|2) w(y)dy =0,

1 \T -
jﬂ;'1(1+|y|2) 1+|y|2w(]/)dy—0,

+

1 Ea vi .
dy =
fm(“lylz) 1+Iylzw(y) y=0.

where v = (y1,...,yu), and j = 1,..,n — 1. By considering the corresponding equations on the
round hemisphere we obtain a contradiction as in [I Proposition 4.6]. If k > m; + 1, @ satisfies the
same last three equations (with j = 1, ..., n for the last), but with IR’} replaced by IR”, and the same
contradiction is reached by considering corresponding equations on the round sphere instead of
the hemisphere. o

Corollary 4.9. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

uﬁwf n— Zw dvgo < (1 — ){f 4(” 1)|d VI d'UgO +f Rgowgdvgo}
n-— 2 M n— M

for all v sufficiently large.

Proof. By the definition of v, (equation (£.6)), we have
4 " /2
: = " —
}1_1;1.010‘/1;1|’0V2 _; k1 ek1)| gO_O'
Hence, the assertion follows from Proposition 4.8 O
. . 2/
Proposition 4.10. For all v sufficiently large, we have E(v,) < (Z,’f: 1 E@g, )" 2) "

Proof. Choose a permutation o : {1, ..., m} such that €,(;,, < €4(j), for all i < j. During this proof we
will omit the symbol o, writing €;, instead of €4, so thate;, < ¢;, forall i < j. After calculations
similar to the ones in [8, Proposition 5.6] we obtain

n=2 n2

=2 m z =2 2
E(v )(f 0 do )n < ZE(H )2 (f i do )n CZ Civeiy
- (’ V7 ,1’) -
v M v 8o - X €k " v 80 - egv +dg0(xi,v,xj,v)2

i<j \"J
4(n — 1) _ n+2
- 2 f Z a; Va] Vu(X” elv) ( n— 2 Agou(xj,wel,1) Rg(]u(x/v 511) + Roou(‘c:/ €]\)) dvgo
l<]
8(7’[ - 1) f au(‘f/v e]\)
iyl e,) = — A0y,
oM ;‘ a’? 8o !

n+2

- 22 alva]V(P(u(x]\ €]\)) Roo)f u(xl\ ez\ u(;(z 611)d0 :

l<]
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Itis not difficult to see that F(ily,, ¢,,)) = Re +0(1). This is more subtle in the case U(xsei) = WBi(xjy €10
when we make use of Proposition4.4land Lemma[3.200 Then, because of [8, Lemma B.4], we have

n=2
2
€iv€ v J

+ dgy (X, X))

2
i7n—2

IF(ﬁ(xlﬂ’/ej,V)) - EOOI f ﬂ(xwrel,v)u(x]',‘,,ej,\.)dvgo S 0(1)[
M

€2
v

Then, using Corollaries[3.32 and [3.33

n=2

n=2 m : n=2
o n " o\ 7
E(v,) (f v dvgg) < [Z E(ﬁ(kaekyv))i] (f 01;’—2)
M =1 M
n=2

—Z(c—Cmax{pA,pB,pc}W—o(l))[ i ) .

2 . . )2
i<j e]‘,v + dgo (xl,V/ x],V)

Hence, the assertion follows by choosing pa, pp and pc smaller if necessary (see Remark [A.).

Corollary 4.11. Under the hypothesis of Theorem[L.9] we have

E(v,) < Reo, for all v sufficiently large.
Proof. Using Propositions B.I7 and we obtain E(iy,, ) < Q(S}) for k < my, and
E(fl(x,, ¢,.,)) < Y(S") for k > my + 1. Then the result follows from Proposition &.10land @.4). O

4.2 The case u, >0

Proposition 4.12. There exist sequences {{;}aen C C*(M) and {Az}sen C R, with A, > 0, satisfying:
(i) Forall a € IN,

— 4 )
4(:—21)A8017b” - Rgolpbﬂ + Aau£2¢a = 0, m M,
%% =0, on oM.

(ii) For all a,b € IN,

4 1, ifa=b,
a o d = .
fMI# ¢bu Vg0 {O, lfﬂ b,
(iii) The span of {4} seN is dense in L>(M).

(iv) We have lim; o, A, = 0.

Proof. Since we are assuming Rq, > 0, for each f € L*(M) we can define T(f) = u, where u € H'(M)
is the unique solution of

4n=1) o Rou = S M
’5_2 gl — Reyu = fuls?, inM,
U= 0, ondM.

Since H'(M) is compactly embedded in L?>(M), the operator T : L*(M) — L?>(M) is compact.
Integrating by parts, we see that T is symmetric with respect to the inner product (y1,y») =

4
fM Y1pauls? dug,. Then the result follows from the spectral theorem for compact operators. ]
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Let A ¢ IN be a finite set such that A, > "+2R foralla ¢ A, and define the projection
)= Y ([ ouston ) = £ X [ st .
agA acA

Lemma 4.13. There exists C > 0 with the following significance: for all z € RA with |z| < C, there exists a
smooth function i, satisfying dii,/dng, = 0 on M,

M
and
4 _ 1 n+t!
F( S’ln— 5 )Agouz Rgouz + Rooun %) =0. (4.9)

Moreover, the mapping z v il is real analytic.
Proof. This is just an application of the implicit function theorem. |
Lemma 4.14. There exists 0 < y < 1 such that

4 1 n+
f%( (n )Agouz Rq, 1. + Reo u”g)dvgo

1+y

E(i1;) — E(ue) < Csup
acA

7

if |z| is sufficiently small.

Proof. Observe that the function z + E(ii;) is real analytic. According to results of Lojasiewicz (see
equation (2.4) in [29] p.538]), there exists 0 < y < 1 such that

a 1+)/
|E(ﬂz) - E(”OO)I < sup a_E(ﬁz) ’
acA Za
if |z| is sufficiently small. Now we can follow the lines in [8| Lemma 6.5] to obtain the result. O

We set

A, = {(z, (Xk, €k, A k=1,..,m) € RA x (M X Ry X R4)™, such that

xr € IMifk <my, xp € M\OMifk > my +1,
€k

k<2}-

* * 1 1
|zl < C dgy(xi, X ) < €, 5 < 15 S

ekv

.....

m

2
dvgo f Rgo(”v — Uz, — Z “k,vu(xk,\-,ek,\-)) dvg,
M

k=1

4(n -
d(u -1 M Qg u( o V))
j]:/[ | 14 Z Z VP (X, €k,
4(11 _ _ 2 _ < _ 2
< |d( uy — il — Z aku(xk,ek))|g0d0g0 + Rgo(uv — il — Z aku(xklek)) dvg,
M k=1 M k=1
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for all (z, (X, €k, Ak)k=1,...,m) € A,. Here, L_l(xk,wek,v) = ﬂA?(xk,vrek,v) and Uixe) = WA (xer) ifk <m, ﬁ(xk,wek,v) =
UB;(xi. 1) and U(x,er) = UB;(xier) if m +1 <k <mp and Uixy,er,) = HCixey eny) and Uixe) = UCi(xer) if

k > my +1; see (3.22), 3.30) and (B.41).
The proofs of the next three propositions are similar to Propositions 4.4} .5l and 1.6l

Proposition 4.15. Ifk > my + 1, then lim, o dg,(xk,, IM)/€, = oo.

Proposition 4.16. We have:
(i) Forall i # |,

2
€ € g (X))
llm{ (A% + )a4 + So\M,vr Ay - oo

voe | €y €iy €iv€jy
(ii) We have

m

1}1_1)1010 ||uv — Uy, Z “k,vﬂ(Xk,wek,v)HHl(M) =0.
k=1

Proposition 4.17. We have |z,| = 0o(1), and
€
dg, (v, ;) < 0(1) €, eL =1+0(1), and ar, =1+0(1),
kv
forallk =1,...,m. In particular, (z,, (Xk.v, €k v, Xk)k=1,..m) 1S an interior point of A, for v sufficiently large.

Notation. We write u, = v, + w,, where

m

Uy =y, + Z Ayl e,y and Wy = Uy — iz, — Z Xk, ep,) - (4.10)
k=1 k=1

Observe that by Proposition4.16we have

f 4 - 1)|d w2 dog, + f Ry w3, = o(1). (4.11)
M M

sty 2 " £
C, = lwy| 2 dayg, + lw, |2 dvg, ,
oM M

Proposition 4.18. Fix p < Py. Let ¢, : O, = B;(O) C R} — M be Fermi coordinates centered at x, if

1<k <my,andlet Yy, : Oy = Bxkﬂ,p C R" — M be normal coordinates centered at xi,, if my +1 <k <m
(see Definitions[3.Tland[3.2). We have:

(1) )f ug?z,bﬂ w, dvgo| < o(l)f [wy|dvg,, forae A.
M
(ii) |f (x? . )wvdvgoj <o(1)C,.

1 2

42 ekv - Il?bkv(x)|

(zzz)f arr ———————w,dvg| <0(1)C,
) O (X0 1 k\)ei +|¢k11/( )|2 80)

(i ))f O, | <o()Cy, ifm+1<k<
10, w, Ao <0 , Ugm <K<m,
e D rlylwpr v

Set
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and|f _ms2 2€kv¢kvfx) v, dUgo) <o1)C,, ifk<m,
O (xk\ kv) e, +|¢kv( x)[2

where we are denoting i = (Y1, ..., Yn—1) for any y = (y1, ..., yn) € R™.

Proof. (i) Set ), = dii,/9z,. It follows from the identities (£8) and @.9) that i, = 1, foralla € A
By the definition of (z,, (Xk., €kv, Qkv)1<k<m), We have

4n-1 -
f ( )<dlpg 2,0 Wy)godVg, + f Re oz, wy dog, = 0.
M n- M

Hence,

4 4n-1
/Lafu gy, dog, = f( Eq Z)Agolpg Rgoyljg)wvdvgg
M M

4(” ) T alﬁ 74y
- [ ( — 85y Pz, = $0) — Rz, - %)) N
M\ 1 oM 9Tg
However, we know that d¢,,/d1ng, = 0 on M. Then, since A, > 0 and |z, - 0 as v — oo, we
conclude that the assertion (i) follows.
The proofs of (ii), (iii), and (iv) are similar to Proposition 1.7

]
Proposition 4.19. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

wydoy,

0

n+2— A = _ A ) 4(” )
n— 2R°° \fl\; (u°°2 + Z uxl:v/ek,v))wv dvgﬂ < (1 - C) L( n— ld Vl

for all v sufficiently large.

+ Rgowv) dog,

Proof. As in Proposition [.8] once Proposition B.18) is established, this proof is a contradiction
argument similar to [8 Proposition 6.8] and [1, Proposition 4.18]

O
Corollary 4.20. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

— 4 4 1
”+2Rmfv;42w3dvgos(1—c)f( (n = )|d W2, + R, w?) do,
n-—2 M MY n-

for all v sufficiently large.

Proof. By the definition of v, (see (4.10)), we have

: o N o |
Vh—r>£10 )U THeo Z u(xk,wek,v)| dvgo =0.
k=1
Hence, the assertion follows from Proposition 4.19

o
The next two propositions are similar to Propositions 6.14 and 6.15 of [8] and we will just outline
their proofs.
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Proposition 4.21. There exist C > 0 and 0 <y < 1 such that

n+2

2n (1+V
P - o) <€ [ IR, - Rarfiaun CX .
M

if v is sufficiently large.

Proof. Asin [8, Lemmas 6.11 and 6.12], because du, /dng, = dii, /dng, = 0 on JM, we can show that

there exists C > 0 such that

n+2 n+2 _ n+2 " n=2
Ity = 55 < Qe (Re, =R, +CY e (4.12)
w2 (M) L2 (M) =
and
42 L —
ity = 2zl o < Cllud™ R, = Rl 2 + Y. (4.13)
=1
for v sufficiently large.
We will prove the estimate
4(n-1
sup 41,1( ( )Agouz = Rgyitz, + Rt )dvg0 (4.14)
aeA
ﬂ m
2n 2n n=2
<C fu“lR — Re|"2dv } 2
{ M « ; oy
for v is sufficiently large.
Integrating by parts, we obtain
4 n-— 1 r1+2
fgbg( ( Agoﬁz‘ Ry iz, + Roofll )dvgo
4(n — — 2
f Y, ( ( )Agouv = Rg,u, + Roou;"z)dvgo
4 _ - w2 a2
+ Aaf &7 Paluy — ly,) dvg, — Roof Yaluy™ —117) dog, .
M M
— n+2 — n+2
Using the fact that 4(71"__21) Agotty — Rgytty, + Roott) ™ = —(Rg, — Reo)uy* and the pointwise estimate

nt+2 i 42

lui? — a2 | < Cia 2wy — il | + Cluy, — itz |2,

v v

N
|.u;

we obtain

sup
acA

4 n+2
f gbg( (n )Agoaz‘ ~ Ry, +Roou“)dvg0

< Clluy? Z(Rg\. Roo)ll, 22 on T Cliy =2tz Nl + Clluy — qu“
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Then it follows from @.12) and (@.13) that

4 1 r1+2
sup f gbg( (n = )Agoaz‘ Ry, + Reoll) )dvgo (4.15)
acA
n+2 n+2 i n=2
< Cllui™ Ry, — n|h gy Ol R, = mmﬁmm+c§:%§'
On the other hand, by Corollary 2.3 we can assume
n2_+2
42 - n
lluy™* (Rg, = wmﬁmM (J;R&—RQMM%J <1 (4.16)
The estimate (£.14) now follows using the inequality (4.16) in (4.15). Proposition B.21]is a
consequence of Lemma[4.14/and the estimate ({.14). |

Proposition 4.22. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

2

E(v,) < [E(uz 2 +ZE(”xk ei) J” i T:

k=1
if v is sufficiently large.

Proof. Choose a permutation o : {1, ..., m} such that €,(;, < €4(j),» for all i < j. During this proof we
will omit the symbol o, writing €;, instead of €,;,, so that €;,, < €}, for all i < j. After calculations
similar to the ones in [8, Proposition 6.15], we obtain

n=2
n=2

" o
E(vv)(f vﬁ‘zdvgo)
M
2
n i n H 2—" T
< {E(ﬂzv)f + ZE(a(xk,wek,v))E] (f Z);’_zdl)go)
k=1 M

m
4 n—1
B Z 20‘ka ( — )Agoﬂzv = Ry ttz, + F(itz, )it
=1

4(n—1) My, e;)
- Z 20y f 1—2 QT/]gOI u(xl,wei,v)dvg(]

4n—-1)  _ _ _ _ 4 _
- Z zal Va]V f n— 2 Agou(x],wej,v) - Rgou(xj,wej,v) + F(u(xj,vrel,v))u(x]'zwezyv)) u(xi,vrez,v)dvgo

|+
wlSs

) M(Ykl £k, v)dvg()

i<j
n=2
- 12 €iv€jy ’
_Czekﬂ/ _CZ 62 +d (.X" X )2 :
k=1 i< \Ejy T AgoXiys Xjy

Since F(#i;,) = F(ie) = Ro as v — oo, we have the estimate

f 4n-1)
M

N

_2
|t e0,)A0gy < 0(1)6

p— Ag,ilz, — Ry ilz, +F(uz)
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Now the assertion follows as in the proof of Proposition o
Corollary 4.23. Under the hypothesis of Theorem[L.9] there exist C > 0 and 0 < y < 1 such that

_ M _ 22 (1+y)
E(v,) € Re +C(f u;?|Rg, — Reo|"2dvyg, ,
M

if v is sufficiently large.

Proof. Using Propositions BI7Aand we obtain E(ily,, ) < Q(S}) forallk = 1,...,m; and

£ky

E(fi(x,, .,)) < Y(S") for all k = m; + 1, ..., m. Then the result follows from Propositions 4.21]and 4.22]
and (4.4). m|

5 Proof of the main theorem

As in Sections 3 and 7 of [8], the proof of Theorem[1.9]is carried out in several propositions, whose
proofs will be only sketched in what follows.

Let u(t), t > 0, be the solution of (2.4) obtained in Section 2 The next proposition, which is
analogous to [8| Proposition 3.3], is a crucial step in the argument.

Proposition 5.1. Let {t,};7 be a sequence such that lim,_,« t, = co. Then we can choose 0 <y < 1and
C > 0 such that, after passing to a subsequence, we have

— _ . - . L2 (1+y)
Rate) = Reo 2. {j]:/l uty) 2 Rgq,) — Rw|mdvg0}
forall v.
Proof. Ttis a long computation using Corollaries[4.9] 4.11] 4.20land [4.23} see [8] Section 7]. o

Proposition 5.2. There exists C > 0 such that

00 _ 2
f {f u(t)ﬁ(Rg(t) - Rg(t))zdvgo} dt<C
0 M

Proof. A simple contradiction argument using Corollary2.3land Proposition5.1l(see [8, Proposition
3.4]) shows that there exist 0 < y < 1 and to > 0 such that

forallt > 0.

_ _ ) — 22 (1+y)
Rey =R < C { fM u(t)2 Ry — Rmmd%}

for all t > ty. Then it follows that

n+2

S (14y)
— — 2n = 2n ) o y
Rg) —Rewo <C { L u(£)= Ry — Rgp™ dvgo} + C(Rgy — Re)'7,
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hence
n+2 (1+)/)
5 - 2 =
Re) =Reo < C { f u(t) =2 |Rgp — Ryl dvgo} (5.1)
M
for t > 0 sufficiently large. By (2.7) and (5.J)), there exists ¢ > 0 such that

n—2

d — - = 21
71 Ret) ~ Reo) = = j}; (Rg(ty = Rg)> u(t)™= doy,

nt+2

n—2 = & 20 ! = = L
< > {j[;[ )Rg(t) - Rg(t))"+2 u(t) n=2 dvgo} < —C(Rg(t) - Roo)“y

— — 1—
for t > 0 sufficiently large. Hence, £ (Ry() — Rew) ™ > ¢, which implies

— — 1+y
Rey = Reo < Ct_r;, for t > 0 sufficiently large.

Then using Holder’s inequality and the equation (2.7) we obtain

o1 _ . 3 2T \3/ (2T _ . 3
f (f (Rg(t) - Rg(t))zu(t)ﬁdvgo) dt < (f dt) (f f(Rg(t) - Rg(t))zu(t)ﬁdvgo dt)
T M T T M

1
2 = = 2 a
= {n —5 T(Rgn) = Rg(ZT))} <Cr' ™

for T sufficiently large. This implies

1
fo ( f (Rg(t)—ﬁg(t))zu(t)ff"zdvgo) dt
1 00 2k+1 %
= 2n
f f(Rg(t g(t) u(t)n Zdvgo dt+ Zf I(Rg(t) —Rg(t))zu(t)n—zdvgo dt
oo V2 M

<c) owt<c,
k=0
which concludes the proof. ]

Proposition 5.3. There exist C,c > 0 such that

supu(t) < C and i}\r}f u(ty=c, forallt>0. (5.2)
M
Proof. We first claim that, given y > 0, there exists ¥ > 0 such that
f u(t)idog, <y, forallt>0,x€M. (5.3)
By (x

Indeed, we can make use of Proposition[5.2]as in [8, Proposition 3.6] to obtain the above inequality.
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Fixn/2 < q <p < (n+2)/2. According to Corollary 2.3|there is C; > 0 such that

f IReylPdvgy < Co, forallt>0.
M

ro_a
Set yo = y;'C,”", where 7 is the constant obtained in Proposition [A-3 By (B3), thereisr > 0
such that

f dUg(t) <yo, forallt>0,xeM.
B,(x)

Then

q
r r
f |Rg(t)|‘7d0g(t) < {f dvg(t)} {f |Rg(t)|pdvg(t)} <yi.
B,(x) B,(x) B, (x)

Hence, the first assertion of (5.2) follows from Proposition[A-3] The second one follows exactly as
in the proof of the second estimate of (2.8). O

Proof of Theorem[L.9 Once we have proved Proposition[5.3 it follows as in [8] p.229] that all higher
order derivatives of u are uniformly bounded. The uniqueness of the asymptotic limit of R
follows from Proposition[5.2] o

Appendix A Some elliptic estimates

Let (M", g) be a complete Riemannian manifold with boundary dM and dimension n > 3, and let
1¢ be its unit normal vector pointing inwards.

Definition A-1. We say that u € H'(M) is a subsolution (resp. supersolution) of

{Agu+Pu:f, inM, (A-1)

du/ong+Pu=f, ondM.

if, for all 0 < v € C}(M), the following quantity is nonpositive (resp. nonnegative)

f((du, dv)g — Puv + fo)dvg + f (—Puv + fv)doy.
M oM

The next proposition is similar to [17, Theorems 8.17 and 8.18]; see also [19, Lemma A.1].

Proposition A-2. Let g > n,s >n—1and P € L1?>(M), P € L5(dM) with ||P||p42(M) + ||P||1: (M) < A.
(a) For any p > 1, there exists C = C(n,p,q,s, 8, \) and ro = ro(M, g) such that

_n 221 _n=1l. =
supu < Cr 7 |lullppg ) + Cr™ 7 | fllpaes; o) + Cr S Allesowwy
B (x)

for any x € IM, r < rg and 0 < u € HY (M) subsolution of (A=I).
(b)If1 < p < ;55, there exists C = C(n,p,q,s,8,\) and ro = ro(M, §) such that

_n . D_2n _n-l . =
el sy ) < CBlfg)M + Cr 0 flluansy ey + Cr 5 Ny 000

forany x € M, r < ro and 0 < u € HY(M) supersolution of (A-I).
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Proof. After rescaling we can assume 7 = 1. Let  # 0, k = | fllop;) + | fllzso,) and 0 < x € CL(BY).
We will assume that k > 0. The general case will follow by tending k to zero. Set @i = u + k.
If u is a subsolution, by definition we have

f(du,d()(zﬂﬁ»gdvg < f(Pu —f))(zﬂﬁdvg +f (Pu —f_))(zﬂﬁd(;g,
M M oM

and we have the opposite inequality in case u is a supersolution. Choosing > 0 should u be a
subsolution and < 0 should u be a supersolution, in both cases we obtain

f)(Zaﬁ—lldﬁlédvg < |‘B|—1f zXﬁﬁIdX|g|dﬂ|gdUg (A2)
M M
+ |ﬁ|_1f X2(|P| + k—llfl)ﬂﬁﬂdvg + |ﬁ|—1f X2(|P| + k_1|f_|)1/_lﬁ+1d0g
M oM

by means of (du, d(x*iF)), = 2xiP(dx, dit), + ﬁxzﬂﬁ‘lldﬂlé. Applying Young’s inequality to the last
term of (A-2) we arrive at

f X \daldog < CII~ f ldx 52" dog (A-3)
M M
+ClpI™! f (P + k7 f)afdog + CIBI™! f X2(P+ k7 flyaf do,.
M oM
Seth = |P| + k7'|f], h = |P| + k”!|f] and

i g1,
w =
logai if p=-1.

Then (A-3) can be rewritten as

1 2
L X2|dw|§dvgsc(ﬁ +|2) L ldxe? dog (A-4)

B
2 2
+ C('B 1) f xXhw’dog + C('B 1) f xhwdog
Bl Jum 1Bl oM

ifp#-1and

f Xldwlydo, < C f ldxl3 dvg +C f x*hdvg + C f x*hdog (A-5)
M M M oM

if B = —1. It follows from ledwlé > %ld()(w)li, - wzld)(lé and Sobolev inequalities that

( fM () dvg)

n

-2
-C f ldxzw?dog < C f XCldwlydo, (A-6)
M M
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In order to handle the right hand side of (A-4) we use Holder’s and interpolation inequalities to
get

fM)(Zhwde)g < ”h”Lﬁ/Z(BZ)”Xw”%th/(q—Z)(BZ) (A-7)
< “h”Lﬂ/Z(BI)(el/znxw”LZ”/(”-z)(BZ) + €_’11/2||)(w||L2(13;))2
2 - 2
< 2||h||U/2(BI)(€||Xw”L2"/("’2)(BI) t+e€ MHXZUHLZ(BZ))

where y1 = n/(g —n), and

f XChwtdog < Al lIX @I a6,y o
oM

< ||E||L5(D4)(61/2||Xw||L2(n—1)/(ﬂ-2)(D4) + 6’_’12/2||)(7U||L2(D4))2

< 2||E||LS(D4)(el|Xw||i2(n—l)/(n—2)(D4) + e_[uzI|Xw”i2(D4))

where y; = (n—1)/(s + 1 — n). It follows from the Sobolev embedding theorems that

e‘“zf ()(w)zdogﬁef |d()(w)|§dvg+e_2“2_1f()(w)zdvg
Dy Bt B}

and
20-1) =i »
(| Gw) =dog)™ <C [ Id(Gw)Pdo,.
Dy B}

Then the inequality (A-8) becomes
fa x*huwtdog < Celllls(p,) f ld(xw)2dvg + Ce 7 [hl|L(p,) f (xw)*doy. (A-9)
M Bf B

Choosing € = cl|pl(B +1)2A~! with ¢ > 0 small, we can make use of the inequalities (A-6), (A-7),
(A=8) and (A=9) in (A-4) to obtain

n=2

([ ocortran)™ <casi | o+ o (A-10)
4 4

Here,y = p+1, y = max{y1 +1,2u, + 2}, and C depends on A and is bounded when |f| is bounded
away from zero.

For any 1 < r, <1, <3 we choose x as a cut-off function satisfying 0 < x <1, [dx| < 2/(rp — 1)
and

x=1 inB},
x=0 inB}\B}.

Using this in (A-10) we obtain

n ﬂ C 1 2[’1
(f w2 dog) " sﬂf i dvg. (A-11)
B+

Ty —Tq B

+
"p
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1/
If we set (e, r) = ( fB+ ﬂ"dvg) “and 6 =n /(n — 2), the estimate (A-IT)) becomes

C(L+ [y \7
Doy, 1a) < (ﬂ) Oy, 1) if y >0,
AN (A-12)
C(1 + |y|)# Bl )
Oy, 1) < s Doy, 1,) if y <O0.

It is well known that lim, . ®(e, 7) = supg. @ and lim,_,_., ®(e,7) = infg: @1. The rest of the proof
follows as in [17, p.197-198] by iterating the first inequality in (A-12) to prove (a), and by using
(A=D) and iterating the second inequality in (A=12) to prove (b). m]

Once we have established Proposition[A-2(a), the proof of the next proposition is similar to [1}
Proposition A.3].

Proposition A-3. Let (M", go) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary IM and with dimension
n > 3. For each q > n/2 we can find positive constants y1 = y1(M, go,9) and C = C(M, go, q) with the
following significance: if g = = Qo 1s a conformal metric satisfying

f dvg <1 and f IR¢|Tdvg <1
M B,(x)

u(x) < o't (f dvg) .
Br(x)

Using Proposition [A-2(b) and interior Harnack estimates for elliptic linear equations (see [17,
Theorem 8.18]), one can prove the next proposition by adapting the arguments in [8, Proposition
A2].

for x € M, then we have

Proposition A-4. Let (M, go) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary dM, P a smooth function on M,
and suppose u that satisfies

—Agu(t)+Pu>0, inM,

u=0, on oM.
‘9773*0

Then there exists C = C(P, o) such that

Ci}r\}{fuzj;/ludvgo.

In particular,

T
>

n

f u%dvgo < Cinfu(sup u) ) .
M M M

™
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Appendix B Construction of the Green function on manifolds
with boundary

In this section, we prove the existence of the Green function used in this paper and some of its
properties. The construction performed here extends the one in [1, Proposition B-2]; see also [14]
p-201] and [5, p.106].

Lemma B-1. Let (M, g) be a connected Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2 and fix x € Mand o € R.
Let u : M\{x} — IR be a function satisfying

lu(y)| < Codg(x, y)* and |Veu(y)lg < Codg(x, )",
forany y € M, with x # y. Then, for any 0 < 0 < 1, there exists C; = C1(M, g, Co, o) such that
lu(y) — u(2)| < Crdg(y, 2)°(dg(x, y)* 0 + dg(x,2)* %)
forany y,z € M, with y # x # z.
This is [1, Lemma B.1]. For the reader’s convenience, we provide the proof here.

Proof. Lety # x and z # x.
1st case: dg(y,z) < %dg(x, y). Lety : [0,1] = M be a smooth curve such that y(0) = y, (1) = z, and

1
o 1/ @®)lgdt < 3dg(y, 2).
Claim. We have 1d,(x, y) < do(y(t), x) < Zd,(x, y).
Indeed, since dg(y, y(t)) < %dg(y, z) < %dg(x, y), we have
3 1
dg(x, y(0) 2 dg(x, y) — dg(y (1), y) 2 dglx, y) = ;dglx, y) = 7dg(x, y).

Moreover, 3 ;
dg(V(t)/x) < dg(V(t)/ y)+ dg(]/, x) < ng(xr y)+ dg(x/ y) = ng(x/ v).

This proves the claim.
Observe that u(z) — u(y) = fol §(Veu(y(t)),y'(t)) dt. Thus,

1
3
lu(y) — u(z)| < sup Ivgu(V(t))Igf [y’ (t)lgdt < C sup dg(y(t), x)a_lidg(y/ z)
t€[0,1] 0 te[0,1]
< Ca)dg(x, y)* dg(y, 2) < Cla)dyg(x, y)* Odg(y, 2)° .

2nd case: dg(y, z) > 3dg(x, y). In this case, we have

[u(y) — u@)| < lu(y)| + luz)| < Cdg(y, x)* + Cdg(z, x)"
< Cdg(y, x)* %dg(z, )% + Cdg(z, x)* %(dg(x, y) + dg(y, 2))°
< Cdg(y, 2)°(dg(x, )% + dg(x,2)*77).
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ad(x)M

oM

Figure 2: Illustration of the notations.

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary dM, dimension #n > 3, and positive
Sobolev quotient Q(M).

Notation. We denoteby L, the conformal Laplacian Ag— ﬁ R, and by B, the boundary conformal

operator Bing - z(r:l—__zl)H ¢ Where )¢ is the inward unit normal vector to JM.

Set d(x) = dg(x, IM) for x € M, and M, = {x € M; d(x) < p} for p > 0. Choose py = po(M, g) > 0
small such that the function

MZﬁg — oM
X=X

is well defined and smooth, where ¥ is defined by d¢(x, X) = d¢(x,dM), and po/4 is smaller than
the injectivity radius of M. Then, for any 0 < t < 2p, the set ;M = {x € M; d(x) = t} is a smooth
embedded (1 — 1)-submanifold of M. For each x € M, define the function

Map, = dawyM
Yy Yx,

where y, is defined by dq(y, yx) = d¢(y, dayM).

For any x € M,, and py € (0, po), we define the local coordinates ¢,(y) = (y1,..., yu) on Mo,
where y, = d(y), and (y1, ..., y»—1) are normal coordinates of y,, centered at x, with respect to the
submanifold dywM . Then (x,y) = .(y) is locally defined and smooth. Observe that {x(x) =
(0,...,0,d(x)) for any x € Mp,, and that 1, are Fermi coordinates if x € JM. Moreover, in those
coordinates we have g4 = 04 and gup(x) = O, for a, b = 1, ..., n, and the inward normal unit vector
to OM is dy;1(d/dyy), see figure 2. Choosing py possibly smaller, we can assume that, for any
x € Mgy, Vx(y) = (Y1, ..., yu) is defined for 0 < y, < 2pp and |(y1, ..., Yu-1)| < Po.

Proposition B-2. Let pg € (0, po), xo € Mand d = [”—;2] Suppose that one of the following conditions
holds:
(a) xo € IM and there exist C = C(M, g) and N sufficiently large such that

H,(y) < Cdg(xo, YN, forally € oM; (B-1)
(b) xo € My, /2 and Hg, = 0 on dM;
(c) xo € M\Mpp,.
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Then there exists a positive Gy, € C*(M\({xo}) satisfying

LGy =0, in M\{xo},
{Bgcxo =0, ondM\ixy}, 2
o) = - fM G (YLe()dog(y) — fa GBIy (B-3)

for any ¢ € C*(M). Moreover, the following properties hold:
(P1) There exists C = C(M, g) such that, for any y € M with y # xo,
|G, ()] < Cdg(xo, y)*™" and  |V4Gy(y)| < Cdg(xo, y)' ™.

(P2) If xo € dM consider Fermi coordinates y = (y1, ..., Yn) centered at that point. In those coordinates,
write oy = exp(hap), a,b =1, ..., n, where

< C(M/ g)|]/|d+1/ (B-4)

d
hab(y) - Z hub,aya

laf=1

where hg o € R and each « stands for a multi-index. Then there exists C = C(M, g, po) such that @

2|y|2—n n-1 d ) cd (xo y)d+3—n ifn o5
Gy -——|<C Hap ald (X0, lal+2-n g\ X0, : , B-5
= 2| =€ 2 2 e Cl+llogdg ) ifn =34,
2|y|2—n n-1 d
|V8(Gxo(y) - (- 2—)Un—1 )| <C Z |hub,a|dg(x0, y)|0“+1—” + Cdg(XQ, y)d+2—n‘

(P3) If xo € My, 2 consider the coordinate system v, defined above. Then there exists C = C(M, g, po) such
that

|G (y) - o W ety = AP + (Y1, s Yno1, Y + d(xo))P]| < Cdglxo, y)*™",
V5(Gua ) = g 0 et = KON + 10 e et o+ A < it 47,
ifn >4and
Goo () = Gy W Yot Y= AN 11 s Yt Yo+ AP < CCL+ Hog o, D,
V(G () - mmyl, s Yty Y = AT + 1Y, s Yre1, Y + d(x0)PT)| < Clglxo, )7,
ifn=3.

(P4) If xo € M\Myy, consider normal coordinates y = (y1, ..., Yu) centered at that point. As in (P2), write
Qav = exp(hgp) where hyy satisfies (B=4). Then there exists C = C(M, g, po) such that the estimates (B-3)
hold. (Observe that in this case the sums range from |a| = 2 to d instead of from |a| =1 tod.)

®The log term in dimensions 3 and 4 should also be included in [T} Proposition B-1]. However, that term does not affect
the results in [T]] as observed in the footnote in Proposition B.I4labove.
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Remark B-3. The indentity (B-3) and the estimates in (P2) and (P3) may change according to the
normalization chosen for G,,. Notice that different ones have been used in the rest of the paper.

Proof. Let x : Ry — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff function satisfying x(t) = 1 for t < pg/2, and x(t) = 0
for t > po. For each x € M, set

_ X /22X (WY1, - Yn-1)l)
- (n—2)on-1

|2—n

Ki(x,y) {1, oo Y1, v = GNP + 11, s Yt Y + AP

where we are using the coordinates {x(y) = (y1, ..., ¥u). Observe that

1n &2
Z a—yzKl(x, y) =0, for |(y1, ... yu-1)I <po/2, 0 < yu <po, and x # y.
a=1 a

Moreover, dK1/dy,(x, y) = 0if y € IM with x # y.
For each x € M\M,, 2, set

4d(y,
- XD i, 077, i 0 < dyly, ) < pold.

R TE T

If we express y — Ki(x,y) in normal coordinates (y1, ..., ¥») centered at x, we have Ky(x,y) =
X411, - yDI(y1, .., y)*", and thus

n &2
Z@;&®W=@ for 0 < dg(y,x) < po/8.
a=1 a

Define K : M x M\Dy — R by the expression

K(x, y) = x(dx))Ki(x, y) + (1 = x(d(x))Ka(x, y) ,

where Dy = {(x,x) € M X M; x € M}. Thus, K(x,y) = Ki(x, y) if x € M, 2, and K(x, y) = Ka(x, y) if
x € M\M,,. Observe that dK/dn,,,(x,y) = 0if y € IM with y # x.

Expressing y — Ki(x,y) and y — Ky(x, y) in their respective coordinate systems (as described
above) one can check that there exists C = C(}], g, po) such that

ILg,yK(x/ yl< Cdg(x/ ]/)1_7Z .
For any ¢ € C3(M) and x € M, we have

M@=LX%%&JWW%me&@wﬁ%@—l;MLW£ﬁWM%@- (B-6)

Indeed, this expression holds with Ki(x, y) replacing K(x, y) when x € M2, and with Kx(x, y)
replacing K(x, y) when x € M\M,,.
We define I'y : M X M\Dp — R inductively by setting

I1(x, y) = LeyK(x, y)
and

Ten(x,y) = f Tk(x, 2)T1(z, y)dog(2) -
M
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According to [5] Proposition 4.12], which is a result due to Giraud ([18, p.50]), we have

Cdg(x, )k, ifk<mn,
ITk(x, Yl < {C(1 + [logd(x, y)), ifk=mn, (B-7)
C, ifk>n,

for some C = C(M, g, po)- Moreover, I'; is continuous on M X M for k > n, and on M X M\Dj for
k<n.

If (a) or (b) holds we can refine the estimate (B-7) around the point xo, using the expansion
Sav = exp(ha). Since K(x,y) = Ki(x, y) for x € M2 and K(x, y) = Ka(x, y) for x € M\M,,,, one can
see that

n d
|ILg,yK(xo, )l < C Z Z a ald g (xo, )OI + Cdg(x0, y)* ",

a,b=1|a|=1

for some C = C(M, g, po), if (a) or (b) holds. Then Giraud’s result implies

n d
ITkxo, Y < C Y Y Vraaldglxo, y) 401" 4 dy(xo, )47, ifk < —d. (B-8)

a,b=1|a|=1

Claim 1. Given 0 < 0 < 1, there exists C = C(), g, po, 6) such that
ITys1(x, y) = Tua (x, y)| < Cdg(y, y)?, foranyy #x#y' . (B-9)

In particular, Ty41(xo, -) € CY9(M).

Indeed, observe that [T (x, y) — T1(x, y')| < Cdg(y, v')0(dg(x, y) 07" + dg(x, )97, according to
Lemmal[B-T So, Claim 1 follows from the estimates (B-7) and Giraud’s result.

Set

k
Felw,y) = K(x,y) + ) | f T;(x, 2)K(z, y)dog(z) .
=1 vM
Claim 2. For any ¢ € C?>(M) and x € M, and for allk = 1,2, ..., we have

600 == [ Fie Lo~ [ R Beoioy) (5-10)
n—2
+ fM T (%, Y)p(y)dog(y) = j; 2= 1) W eW)dog(y)
Claim 2 can be proved by induction on k.

Claim 3. For any x € M and 0 < 6 < 1, the function y — F,(x, y) is in C(M\({x}) and satisfies
IFa(x, )| < Cdg(x, y)* ™", Vg Fulx, y)lg < Cdg(x, y)' ™", (B-11)

and ,
Ivg,yFn(x/ y) - Vg,y’Fn(x/ Yy )Ig

d (y y/)g = Cdg(x/ ]/)1_6_” + Cdg(x/ ]//)1_6_” 7 (B-12)
g\Jr
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for some C = C(M, g, po). In particular, for any x € dM, y = JF,/dn,,,(x,y) defines a continuous
function on M\ {x}.

As a consequence of Claim 3, if xp € JM we can choose N large enough in the hypothesis (a)
such that y — H,(y)Fu(xo, y) is in C1?(dM) for 0 < 6 < 1 and satisfies

IHg(-)Fu(x0, )llcrom < C(M, g, po, 0) . (B-13)

It is clear that (B-13) also holds if xo € M\M,, with no assumptions on H,, and that its left side
vanishes under the hypothesis (b). In particular (B-I3) holds should (a), (b) or (c) holds.
Let us prove Claim 3. Choose y # x and a smooth curve y; such that yo = y. Then, for any r > 0,

d

d
— Ti(x,2)—=K(z, yr)dve(z)
at I, Sy 0

T'i(x, 2)K(z, yr)dvg(z) = f

M\B:(y)

For any r > 0 such that 2r < d g(x, y) and f small, we have

K(z, y+) — K(z,
f Ti(x, Z)'MP%(Z) < Cf dg(x, z)l_"(dg(z, v+ dg(z, y)l_”)dvg(z)
Bi(y) B.(y)

<™ | e ) ) o)
Y

and the right-hand side goes to 0 as r — 0. Here, B/(y) stands for the geodesic ball centered at y.
Hence,

d d
EfMl“j(x,z)K(z,yt)dvg(z)zj};l”j(x,z)ﬁK(z,yt)dvg(z) (B-14)

and the estimates in (B=I1)) follow from Giraud’s result.
Now,

1 b} P /
| T o~ | Fe e it

£ K(z,y) - 2Kz, y')

dy; dy;

< j];[ [i(x, z)' 30,7 'dvg(z)

< Cf dg(x/ Z)l_n(dg(zr y)l_e_n + dg(zl y/)l_e_n)dvg(z)
M

< C(dy(x, Y0+ dg(x, Yo,

where we used Lemma [B-Tlin the second inequality, and Giraud'’s result in the last one.
This proves Claim 3.
Using the hypothesis Q(M) > 0, we define u,, € C>?(M) as the unique solution of

Lguxo(y) = _FVZ+1(XOI y) 7 1n M 7
n—2 (B—15)
By, (v) = 5o He(W)Fu(x0,y), on oM.
It satisfies
et llczoany < Cllttyllcoy + CliTu41 (xo, Mooy + ClIHg (-)Fn(x0, )lcro@ny (B-16)
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where C = C(M, g, po, 0) (see [17, Theorems 6.30 and 6.31].

Claim 4. There exists C = C(M, g, po, 0) such that [|uy[lc2oap < C.
Indeed, using (B-I0) with k = n and any ¢ € C?(M), one can see that

sup || < Csup |Le@p| + Csup [Bgp| + Cllpllr2any + Clipllzomy -
M M oM

Since Q(M) > 0, there exists C = C(M, g) such that

L P*dvg + fa M¢2ngSC fM ILg(p)pldvg + C j; . Bg(¢)Pldag.

Thus, the Young’s inequality implies

fM P*dog + f& M¢2dagsc fM Lo(¢)*dvg + C f& MBg(qb)zdag.

Hence, [|Ppllcogny < ClILgdllcony + ClIBgllcoan - Setting ¢ = uy, and using the equations (B-15), we
see that
[etxq llcorny < ClIT41(x0, lcoany + ClIH(-)F(x0, lcoamy - (B-17)

Claim 4 follows from the estimates (B-7), (B=9), (B-13), (B-16), and (B-17).
We define the function G, € CV¢(M\{xo}) by

Gas) = Ko )+ Y., [ Tioco, DK, Yo (2) + 1, 0.
k=1 YM

One can check that the formula (B=3) holds.

Claim 5. We have Gy, € C*(M\{xo}) and (B-2).
In order to prove Claim 5, we rewrite (B=6) as

f K(x, Y)Le(y)dog(y) + f K(x, 9)Beh(y)dog(y) (B-18)
M oM

—2
= fM Ly K(x, y)p(y)dovg(y) — P(x) — f& . hHg(y)K(x,y)qb(y)dag(y)-
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Thus,

f { f Fi(x/Z)K(Zry)dUg(Z)}Lg‘?(]/)dvg(y)+ f { f rj(er)K(Z/]/)dvg(Z)}Bg‘?(]/)dﬁg(y)
M M oM M
- f i(x,2) { f K(z, y)Led(y)dvg(y) + f K(z, y)ngb(y)dog(y)}dvg(z)

M M oM
- f Ij(x,2) f Lo K(z, y)p()dvg(y)dvg(2)

M M

[ [ K Dot + 6@ oo

= f { f FJ(XIZ)Lg,yK(Z,y)dUg(Z)—Tj(x,y)}qﬁ(y)dvg(y)
M \Im

_j;M{fMFj(x,z)K(z,y)dvg(z)} e 1) Hy(y)p(y)dog(y),

where we used (B-18) in the second equality. Hence, we proved that the equations

Loy Jyy Tix, 2DK(z, y)dug(z) = ,+1(x y) =T y), inM,
By Ju (%, 2)K(z, y)dug(2) = — 555 Hy(v) er (x,2)K(z, y)dvg(z), ondM,

hold in the sense of distributions. Then itis easy to check that the equations (B-2) hold in the sense of
distributions. Since G, € C*Y(M\({xo}), elliptic regularity arguments imply that G,, € C*(M\({xo}).
This proves Claim 5.

The property (P1) follows from (B-11) and Claim 4. In order to prove (P2),(P3) and (P4), we use

(B-7), (B-8), (B-14) and Claim 4.

Claim 6. The function Gy, is positive on M\{xo}.
Let us prove Claim 6. Let

o |G, Gy <0,
0,  ifGy >0.

Since G, has support in M\{xc}, one has

0= fc LyGrydvg - f G, ByGr,dog
oM

2
f (|ng 2+ 4(” )Rg(cxo))dvg f 27_ 3 Hs(G o

By the hypothesis Q(M) > 0, we have G, = 0 which implies Gy, > 0.

We now change the metric by a conformal positive factor u € C*(M) such that § = 2 g satisfies
Rz >0inM and H; = 0 on oM (§ee [16]). Observing thfz conformal properties (2.2) and (2.3), we see
that G = u™'G,, > 0 satisfies LzG = 0in M\{xo} and B;G = 0 on dM\{xo}. Then the strong maximum
principle implies G > 0, proving Claim 6.

This finishes the proof of Proposition [B-2| o
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Let (M, go) be a Riemannian manifold with Q(M) > 0 and Hg, = 0. Let gy, = Xé go be a
conformal metric satisfying
|fo (%) = 1] < C(M, go)dg, (x, X0)-

Notation. For a Riemannian metric ¢ we set M, = {x € M : do(x,dM) < t} and ;M = {x € M :
dg(x, M) = t}.

Proposition B-4. If py is sufficiently small and xo € M,,q, \dM, then there exists a positive Gy, €
C®(M\(xo}) satisfying

LgXO Gxo =0, in M\{xo}, (B-19)
Bg, Gx, =0, ondM,
and there exists C = C(M, go, po) such that
_ Clepo(y)P™" + Cdg, (x0, IM)lo(y)I'™" n=4,
G (y) — 2 < 5% B-20
Vg, (G (y) = lpo(y)P~")I < Clopo()I' ™" + Cdg, (x0, IM)Ipo(y)] ™", (B-21)

where ¢o(y) = (Y1, .., Yn) are gx,- normal coordinates centered at xo.

Proof. We will use the notation d(x) = dg,(x,dM). Let us define the coordinate system to(y) =
(Y1, - Yn) O My, o Where (y1,- -+, Y1) are normal coordinates of i, on dix),q,M centered at xo,
with respect to the metric induced by go, and y, = d(y) — d(xo). Here, yx, € dipg),g,M is such
that dg,(y, yx,) = dg,(y, di(xy),qoM). This differs from 1, defined above by a translation in the last
coordinate.
According to Proposition [B-2] multiplying it by some constant, one can construct a function Gy,

satisfying

LgOGO = O, in M\{XQ} ,

B¢,Go=0, ondM,

<

1 Cd,, (y, x0)>™" n>4,
[Go=5 (11 P+ 11 1 0+ 24D { ol )

c1+ |logdg0(y,x0)|) n=23,

and

1
jvgo(co(w = S (@ e )BT+ W, s Y, v + 24 @0)P))| < Colgy (3, %0) "

for some C = C(M, go, po). Using |(y1, ..., Yu-1, Yn + 2d(x0))| = (41, .., ¥n)| and Lemma [B-Tlwe have

11, wees )P = (Y1, e Y, Y + 20D P | < A0 (Y1, -oos y)
VI, woor Y P = VI, oo Yo, Y + 2d(x0)) 27| < (o) (1, -0 y) 7"

Then
Cdgo(% x0)3—n + Cd(XO)dgo(% xo)l—n nx4,

B-22
C(1 + |log dg, (4, x0)) + Cd(xo)dgy (y, x0)' ™ n =3, (B-22)

IGo(y) = lpo()F™" < {
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IVeo(Go(y) = [o()IF ™) < Cdg, (y, x0)*™ + Cal(x0)dg, (y, X0) ™" (B-23)

Now we change this to the conformal metric gy,. Let ¢o(y) = (v1, ..., ¥u) be gx,-conformal normal
coordinates centered at xo. By the definition of ¢y and 1 one can check that & = ¢ o ;" satisfies
&(0) = 0 and d&(0) = idr». Since M is compact, one can find C = C(}], go) uniform in xq such that

|EW 1, weor Yn) = (Y1, oo Yu) < CUY, s ) (B-24)
The function Gy, = f,,' G satisfies (B=I9), so we shall prove (B=20) and (B-2T). Observe that

|Gy () = Go()| < Cdg,(y, %0)|Gxy (Y < Cg, (y, x0)>™". (B-25)
Combining (B-22), (B-24) and (B-25), one gets (B-20) from the following steps:
|G (1) = 10" < Gy (1) = Go)] + 1Go() = [LoW)P"| + llpo(y)P ™" = |& o o (y) |

< Cdg,(y, x0)* ™ + Cd(x0)dg, (y, x0) ™" + Clipo(y)* ™"
< Cdg,(y, x0)°> ™" + Cdg, (x0, IM)(x0)dg, (y, X0)' ™

for n > 4 and with obvious modifications for n = 3. Similarly, using (B-23), (B-24) and (B-25), one
gets (B-21). o
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