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THE SCALAR CURVATURE DEFORMATION EQUATION ON
LOCALLY CONFORMALLY FLAT MANIFOLDS

YU YAN

ABSTRACT. We study the equation Agju — 4(711—:21)R(g)u+KuP =0 (14¢<p< Z—f%) on

locally conformally flat compact manifolds (M™,g). We prove the following: (i) When
the scalar curvature R(g) > 0 and the dimension n > 4, under suitable conditions on
K, all positive solutions u have uniform upper and lower bounds; (ii) When the scalar
curvature R(g) = 0 and n > 5, under suitable conditions on K, all positive solutions u
with bounded energy have uniform upper and lower bounds. We also give an example to
show that the energy bound condition for the uniform estimates in [18] is necessary.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M™, g) be an n-dimensional compact manifold with metric g, and we use R(g) to
denote the scalar curvature of g. Let u be a positive function defined on M. The scalar

curvature of the conformally deformed metric uﬁg is given by
4 n+2 n—2

R(uw=2g) = —c(n)"'u" =2 (Agu — ¢(n)R(g)u)  where ¢(n) = 4n—1)

The Yamabe Theorem, which was proved by the work of Trudinger [I7], Aubin [I] and

Schoen [I1], says that there exists u > 0 such that R(uﬁ g) is equal to some constant K.
The P.D.E. formulation of this theorem is that the equation

Agu —c(n)R(g)u + c(n)KuZ_fg =0
has a positive solution for some constant K.
In [4], J. Escobar and R. Schoen extended this result to the case when K is a function on
M. They proved that under certain conditions on K, the above equation has a positive
solution u when R(g) > 0 or R(g) = 0.

In fact, in those existence results the solution minimizes the associated constraint varia-
tional problem and can be obtained as a limit of a sequence of solutions of the correspond-
ing subcritical equations. Therefore, a natural question is whether non-minimal solutions
can also be produced from solutions of the subcritical equations. We would like to know
if there are uniform estimates for solutions of the equation

2
(1) Agu—c(n)R(g)u+ Ku =0 where 1+(<p< n_—|—2
n J—
This was proved to be true by R. Schoen [12| [16] when K is a positive constant, R(g) > 0,
and (M™, g) is locally conformally flat and not conformally diffeomorphic to S™. By
the work of Y. Li and M. Zhu [9], this is also true when K is a positive function on
a 3-dimensional compact manifold (M3, g) which has R(g) > 0 and is not conformally

diffeomorphic to S3. In the case when K is a positive constant, this result by Li and Zhu
1
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was extended to dimensions n = 4,5 by O. Druet in [2, 3]. Then it was extended further
to dimensions n < 7 independently by Y. Li and L. Zhang [7] and F.C. Marques [10]; when
the dimension n > 8, it was proved to be true by Li and Zhang [7] under an additional
assumption on the Weyl tensor of the backgroud metric g.

In [18] we proved uniform estimates for solutions with bounded energy when K is a
function satisfying certain conditions on a 3 or 4 dimensional locally conformally flat
manifold with zero scalar curvature. In this paper we study this problem when K is a

function on locally conformally flat manifolds (M™,g). We consider two separate cases:
R(g) > 0 and R(g) =0.

1.1. Manifolds of Zero Scalar Curvature. When the scalar curvature R(g) = 0 on
the manifold M, equation (II) becomes

n+ 2

n—2

The necessary conditions for the existence of a solution u > 0 are that K changes sign on

M and [, Kdv, <0.
The corresponding existence result is the following theorem in [4]:

(2) Agu+ Ku? =0 where 1 +( <p <

Theorem 1.1. (Escobar—Schoen []). Suppose M is locally conformally flat with zero
scalar curvature. Suppose K is a nonzero smooth function on M satisfying the condition
that there is a mazximum point Py € M of K at which all derivatives of K of order less
than or equal to (n — 3) vanish. Then K is the scalar curvature of a metric g = uﬁg for
some u >0 on M if and only if K satisfies

(i) K changes sign

(i) [, Kdvg < 0.

When the dimension n = 3,4, the flatness condition on K is automatically satisfied and
the locally conformally flat assumption on M can be removed.

In [I8], we proved a compactness theorem when the dimension of M is equal to 3 or 4.

Theorem 1.2. ([I8]). Let (M, g) be a three or four dimensional locally conformally flat
compact manifold with R(g) = 0. Let K := {K € C3(M) : K > 0 somewhere on
M, [, Kdv, < —Cx™' < 0, and ||K||csary < Cx} for some constant Cr, and Sy :=
{u :u >0 solves (@) with K € K, and E(u) := [,,|Vul*dv, < A}. Then there exists
C=C(M,g,Ck, A\, ¢) >0 such that u € Sy satisfies ||ul|csy < C and mjvilnu >

In Section 2 we will give an example which shows that these estimates cannot be improved
to be independent of the energy E(u).

Next we give a similar theorem on manifolds of dimension n > 5. We first need to define
a flatness condition on K as follows.

Definition 1.3. A function K € C"2(M) is said to satisfy the flatness condition (x) if
near each critical point P of K where K(P) > 0, there ezist a neighborhood and a constant
Cy such that in that neighborhood

p

|IVPK| §C0|VK|";Eg for 2<p<n-3,

where VPK s the p-th covariant derivative of K.
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Note that this implies in particular all partial derivatives of K up to order n — 3 vanish
at those critical points, and the order of flatness is the same as that in Theorem [LT. A
simple example of a function satisfying this condition is a function which can be expressed
near the critical points as K(z) = a + b|z|""2, where a,b are two constants and z is a
local coordinate system centered at the critical point. This type of flatness condition also
appeared in [6] and [§], where Y. Li studied the problem of prescribing scalar curvature
functions on S™.
We are ready to state the theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Let (M™,g) be a locally conformally flat compact manifold with R(g) = 0,
and its dimension n > 5. Let K € C""%(M) be a function which satisfies the flatness
condition (x); additionally, K is positive somewhere on M and fM Kdv, < 0. Ifuis a
positive solution of equation (&) with bounded energy E(u) := [, |[Vul*dv, < A, then there
exists a positive constant C' such that ||ul|csy < C and mjvilnu > C™', where C depends

on M, g, [| K||cn-2(ar), fM Kdv,, A, and .
1.2. Manifolds of Positive Scalar Curvature. When the scalar curvature R(g

)
0, the necessary condition for equation (Il) to have a positive solution is that K >
somewhere on the manifold. The following existence result was proved in [4].

>
0

Theorem 1.5. (Escobar—Schoen []). Suppose M is a locally conformally flat manifold
with positive scalar curvature which is not simply connected, and K is a smooth function
on M which is somewhere positive, and there is a maximum point Py of K at which all
partial derivatives of K of order less than or equal to (n — 2) vanish. Then equation ()
has a positive solution.

When the dimension n = 3, the flatness condition on K is automatically satisfied and the
locally conformally flat assumption on M can be removed.

The compactness result when n = 3 was proved in [9].

Theorem 1.6. (Li-Zhu [9]). Let (M,g) be a three dimensional smooth compact Rie-
mannian manifold with positive scalar curvature which is not conformally equivalent to
the standard S3. Then for any 1 < p <5 and positive function K € C*(M), there exists
some constant C' depending only on M, g, ||K||c2(ary, and the positive lower bound of K
and p — 1 such that

1

c <u<C  and  |ullesony £ C

for all positive solutions u of Aju — éR(g)u + KuP = 0.

We will give a compactness theorem when the dimension n > 4. But K needs to satisfy
a flatness condition near its critical points.

Definition 1.7. A function K € C"~'(M) is said to satisfy the flatness condition (xx)
if near each critical point of K, there exist a neighborhood and a constant Cy such that in
that neighborhood

n—1—p
-2

IVPK| < Co|VK| = for 2<p<n-—2,
where VPK s the p-th covariant derivative of K.
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Under this condition all partial derivatives of K up to order n — 2 vanish at the critical
points, which is consistent with the condition given in Theorem [L5 A simple example of
a function satisfying this condition is a function which can be expressed near the critical
points as K(z) = a + b|z|""!, where a,b are two constants and z is a local coordinate
system centered at the critical point.

Our theorem is:

Theorem 1.8. Let (M™,g) be a locally conformally flat compact manifold with R(g) > 0.
Assume M is not conformally diffeomorphic to S™, and its dimension n > 4. Let K €
C™Y(M) be a positive function which satisfies the flatness condition (xx). There erists a
positive constant C such that ||u||csy < C and m]Vi[nu > O~ for any positive solution u

of equation (1), where C'" depends on M, g,¢ and ||K||cn-1(ar).-

Note that because we assume K > 0 in this theorem, there is no assumption on the energy
of u, which was introduced in the scalar-flat case to overcome the difficulty caused by the
sign changing of K.

2. THE EXAMPLE AND SOME NOTATIONS

Let (M",g) be a compact manifold with R(g) = 0 and n = 3 or 4. (In fact in this
example M does not need to be locally conformally flat.) We choose K € C3(M) satisfying
the following conditions:

e K > 0 somewhere on M,
o [, Kdv, < —Cg' <0 and |K|csar) < Ck, where Ck is a positive constant,
o the set {z € M : K(z) =0} = U for some open set U C M.

We define

Ki(z) = - if K(z) >0

K(z) if K(zx)<0
Since on QU all derivatives of K up to order 3 are zero, it follows that K; € C3(M).
Furthermore, by this definition K; € KC, where K is as defined in Theorem [[.2l Then by

n+2

Theorem [Tl there exists u; > 0 which satisfies Aju; + K;u™> = 0.
Now suppose there is a constant C' independent of ¢ such that max u; < C. As proved in

Section 2 of [18], this implies that {u,} is uniformly bounded away from 0 and ||u;||cs(ar is
bounded above uniformly. Then passing to a subsequence {u;} converges in the C*-norm

to a function v > 0, and v satisfies Aju + Kuns = 0 where

) ' 0 if K(x) >0
K(x) = lim K;(x) = {K(x) if K(z) <0

i—00

However, because K is nowhere positive and somewhere negative, the equation Aju +
S n+2 o . . I
un—2 = ( cannot have a positive solution by Theorem [[.Il This contradiction shows

that estimates like the ones in Theorem can not be true without the energy bound
assumption on wu.

Next we prove Theorems [[L4] and [L8 We will prove Theorem .4 in Sections [3 to B,
and the proof of Theorem [[.8 will be given in Section [6l We first give some definitions
and a lemma which will be used in both proofs.
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Definition 2.1. We call a point & on a manifold M a blow-up point of a sequence {u;}
if & = lim x; for some {z;} C M and u;(z;) — oo.
71— 00

Definition 2.2. Suppose u; satisfies Agu; — c(n)R(g:i)w; + Kyul' = 0, where {g;} con-
verges to some metric go. A point T € M is called an isolated blow-up point of {u;}
corresponding to {g;} if there exist local maximum points x; of u; and a fixed radius ro > 0
such that

eI, — T,

o u;(x;) = 00,

2
o u;(x) < C(dy(x,z;)) »i T  for any x € By, (x;), where the constant C is indepen-
dent of 1.
Lemma 2.3. If = lim z; is an isolated blow-up point of {u;} corresponding to {g;}, and
11— 00

K; is uniformly bounded, then there exists a constant C' independent of i and r such that

max u;(z) < C min wu(x)

for any 0 <r < rg.
This can be proved as in [18] in the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Definition 2.4. = is called a simple blow-up point of {u;} if it is an isolated blow-
up point and there exists T > 0 independent of i such that w;(r) has only one critical

point for r € (0,7). Here w;(r) := rp—zlal(r) = Vol(S,)~" [ |2 #ui(z)dzg and z is the
conformally flat coordinate system centered at each x;.

3. INITIAL STEPS OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.4l.

The proof of Theorem [[.4 follows along the same line of reasoning as the proof of
Theorem [[.2] which is done in [18]. As proved in Section 2 of [I§], a lower bound on u
follows directly if there is a uniform upper bound on u. By the standard elliptic theory
and Sobolev embedding theorem, a bound on the C%-norm of u easily implies a bound
on its C%-norm. Therefore, to prove Theorem [[L4] we only need to show that there is a
uniform upper bound on wu.

By an argument identical to that in Section 3 of [I8], we can show that there exists
a positive constant n = n(M, g,n, || K| cn-2(a), A), such that on the set K, := {z € M :
K(x) < n}, u has a uniform upper bound depending only on M, g,n, || K||cn-2(ar), and A.
Thus it is left to show that u is uniformly bounded on the set where K > 7n. We have the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Given ¢ > 0, R >> 0, there exists C = C(¢, R) such that if u is a
solution of equation (2) and

_2
max ((dg(:c, Kg))"*lu(:c)> > C,
then there exists {x1,...,xn} C M \ Ku with N depending on u, and

e Fach x; is a local mazimum point of u and the geodesic balls {B__r__(x;)} are
disjoint.
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n+2

i n—2

— p| < € and in the coordinate system y so chosen that z = ( ‘;’p,l 15 the
u(x;) 2

conformally flat coordinate system centered at x;, we have

=1y, Y G
(@) (&EF?> )

<€
C2(B2r(0))
on the ball Bor(0) C R"™(y), where
n—2
- K(z:) AN
= (14 1 .
o(0) = (14 = Ol
o There exists C = C(e, R) such that
2
Tp-1

u(z) < C <dg(x, Ky | J{an, ...,xN}))

This can be proved as in [18] in the proof of Proposition 4.2, so we omit the details.
Now we are going to prove that u is uniformly bounded on M \ K,. Suppose it is not,
then there are sequences {u;} and {p;} such that

Agu; + Kul" =0 and  max u; — 00 as i — oo.
M\K,

2
Therefore ]\r/}l\z}? ((dg(x, Kg)) e ul(x)) — 00 as @ — 0o. Then for fixed e > 0 and
n
R >> 0 we can apply Proposition 3.1l to each u; and find zy, ..., zx3),; such that

(3) each z;,; (1 <j < N(i)) is a local maximum point of w;;
(4) the balls B »___(z;;) are disjoint;
ui(fj,i)p_lr
for coordinates y centered at x;; such that —*-— is the conformally flat coordinate
system, ’
n—2
Kz, -5
5) wmwm<—i%ﬁ)—0+73%wﬂ <q
uil®i) 2 o C2(Bar(0))
and
__2 7
pi—
(6) w(z)<C (dg(x, K U{xl,i, ...,zN(m})) for a constant C' = C(¢, R).

Let 0; = min{dy(xa,, xs,) : @ # 3,1 < o, 8 < N(i)}. Without lost of generality we can
assume 0; = dy(x1;,z2,;). There are two possibilities which could happen.
CaseI:. 0, >¢>0.
Then the points z;, have isolated limiting points @1, xs, ..., which are isolated blow-up
points of {u;} as defined above.
Case II: o; — 0.
Then we rescale the coordinates to make the minimal distance 1: let y = o; 'z where z is
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the conformally flat coordinate system centered at z;,. We also rescale the function by
defining

_2
vi(y) = Uiprlui(aiy)-
v; satisfies
Ayov; + K(owy)v] =0

where the metric ¢ (y) = gas(0:y)dy*dy®. As proved in Section 4 of [18], 0 is an isolated
blow-up point of {v;}.
In Sections 4] and [l we are going to prove that neither Case I nor Case II can happen.

4. RULING oUT CASE 1

If the blow-up points are all isolated, then same argument as that in Section 6 of [18]
shows that among the isolated blow-up points {z1, xs, ...}, there must be one which is not
a simple blow-up point, without loss of generality we assume it to be x;. To simplify the
notations we are going to rename it to be xy. Let z; be the local maximum point of u;
such that lim T; = Xo.

Let z = (z1, ..., 2,) be the conformally flat coordinates centered at each z;. Since zg is not

p—zlal(Lz\) has a second critical point at

|2[ = r; where r; — 0. Let y = = and define v;(y) = 77 ug(ry). Then v(y) satisfies
(7) A,vi(y) + Ki(y)vi(y)" =0
where ¢ (y) = gus(riy)dy®dy® and K;(y) = K(ry).

a simple blow-up point, as a function of |z|, |z

2
By this definition |y| = 1 is the second critical point of |y|»i=T7;(|y|). As shown in Section
6 of [1§], 0 is a simple blow-up point of {v;}.

4.1. Estimates for v;. The following estimates are essentially the same as Proposition
5.3 in [18], except for a slightly different choice of parameters, but for completeness we
repeat the proof.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a constant C' independent of © such that
oif 0<|yl <1, then

n—2

T2
|y|2)

vily) = Cy(0) (1 + nKi(()) 0i(0) 7

(n—2)

v;(0) "2

,  then

n—2

o) = Cu) (1+ 20w o)

(n

o if —L <yl <1, then wi(y) < Cu(0)i|y|h
v;(0)” 2
2n—>5

(pi—D)l;
5 Y

where l;, t; are so chosen that 5

11— 00
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Proof: By Proposition B.1], when 0 < |y| < —&—,

vi(0) "2
(1 + €)v;(0) (1 + %w(o)“‘ﬂyf) o
> vi(y)
> (1= 90 (14 2 D uor )

> (1 —e)u(0) <1 + %Ui(o)’ﬂ\yﬁ)

So we only need to find the upper and lower bounds on v;(y) when —£&— < |y| < 1.

p;—1 =
v;(0)” 2

First the lower bound.
Let G; be the Green’s function of Ag(i) which is singular at 0 and G; = 0 on 0B;. Since
{g™} converges uniformly to the Euclidean metric, there exist constants C; and Cy inde-
pendent of ¢ such that

Cilyl™ < Gi(y) < ColyP ™.

1

When |y| = Rvi(O)_pi; ,

V; 0
wy) > (1-o) O
K;(0 o
(1 + gy ui (0 1|y|2)
n—2

K;(0) 2
(1 + 0 R?)

LK) T,
= (1— 2, 2-n,,
(1—c¢) (R + (= 2)) R""v;(0)
2 CR2_n'UZ'(O)
> CR* "u;(0) IR Gince (n = 2)2(172' - _ 1<1

= CUi(O)_1|?/|2_n
Cui(0)™'Gi(y)

With this constant C, when |y| = 1, Cv;(0) ' G;(y) = 0 < v;(y).
We know that

Agw (ui(y) = Cui(0)7'Gi(y)) = Agwuily) = —Ki(y)ui(y)” <0
on By \ BR - Tt Therefore, by the maximal principle, when —&— < |y| <1,

i (0 vi(0) 2

vily) > Cu(0)7'Gi(y)

v

n—2

Now we need to compare |y|>~"v;(0)~! with v;(0) - (1 + n}({ﬂ(_o%) Ui(0)$|y|2)_ * in order

to get the desired lower bound.
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_n—2
2

0Pl (14 -0

SlMW(?%Q%W@f0_2

< C

for a constant C' independent of i. Therefore

n—2

w0 = Cu) (14 SO uo )

(n—2)
and consequently

n—2

2

1 4
72'0"72 2
S i(0) |y|)

h R__ < |yl <1.
when -t <y <

Next the upper bound.

We are going to apply the same strategy of constructing a comparison function and using

the maximal principle.

Define L;p := Ag@go + Kivfi_lgo. By this definition L;v; = 0. Let M; = Iglgx v; and C; =
1

_n=2
(1+¢€) (:((n(_o%)> ® . Note that C; is bounded above and below by constants independent

of 7. Consider the function

Mi|y|_n+2+li + Cﬂ)z'(o)ti |y|_li-

When [y| = —E—,
V; 0
wly) < (149 A
. 2
(1+ K01y
V; 0
= (1+¢ 0) =
Ki(0) o) 2
14 240 )

Cyv;(0)R~2
Cyv;(0)R™h
= Ciwi(0)"[y| ™"
When |y| = 1, by the definition of M;, v;(y) < M; = M;|y|~"+2*h.
Thus on {Jy| = 1} U {ly| = Rui(0)~"7 },
vily) < Myly| ™24 4 Ciuy (0) ]yl "

In the Euclidean coordinates, Aly|™% = —l;(n — 2 — 1;)|y| %2 and Aly| "2t = —[;(n —
2 —1;)|y|"*%. When i is sufficiently large, ¢ is close to the Euclidean metric. Therefore

<
<
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(8) Aglyl™ < —%li(n — 2 — 1) |y| 72
and

(9) Agen |y < —%li(n — 2 — )|y
Thus

ﬁi(civi(o)ti|y|_li)
= Ci(0)5 A0yl + Cooi(0) Ko (y)P~y| 5
< =Cli(n —2 = L)vi(0)%]y| 7% + C'u; (0)vi (y) P~ Hy| 7"

for some constants C, C" independent of i.
il
Lemma 2.3 and the upper bound on v;(y) when |y| < Rv;(0)~ "z imply that

o <RU¢(O>_pi;1> < C (1+ €)v;(0) _

pi—1

) 2| 2
{1 + v (0! <Rv,~(0)_ : ) }

S CUZ' (O)R2_n

2 .
Then since 0 is a simple blow-up point and r»:~19;(r) is decreasing from Rvi(O)_plTl to 1,

2

(Rvi(O)‘pi; 1 ) s (Rvi(o)‘pg )

IA

2
= 1(lyl)

|y

Thus again by Lemma 2.3
(10) vyt < C(ly)Pt < Oy R 2En)
and hence
'Ui(y)pi_1|y|_li < O|y|—2—ziR2_(n_2)(pi_1).
Therefore
L; (Civi(0)"]y[ ")
< (=Cli(n =2 = 1) + C'R* 200 g (0) [y |72

By our choice of I;, [;(n —2 — ;) is always bounded below by some positive constant
independent of i. When i is sufficiently large, 2—(n—2)(p;—1) < 0, so we can choose R big
enough such that —Cl;(n—2—1;)+C'R*~(=2®:=1) < 0, which implies £;(C;v;(0)%|y|~) <
0.

Similarly,

Li (Mily[7"240) = MDAy ly| 7240+ MK op ™ [y 42+

1
< —§ZZ(7’L _9_ li)Mi|y|—n+li + KiMiR2—(n—2)(pi—1)|y|—n+li
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by equations (@) and (I0). We can choose R large enough such that —3l;(n — 2 — ;) +
K;R¥*(=2Pi=) < () and hence
Li(Mly|~" 21 < 0.

Therefore when RUZ-(O)_WTi1 <l|yl <1,

L; (Mily|7" 2% + Cioy(0)"
Then by the maximal principle

vily) < Mily[7" 20+ Cooi(0)" [yl ™"

By Lemma 2.3 and because 0 is a simple blow-up point, for —&— <6 < 1,

y|™") <.

M, < COm1G,(0)
< COmT (M2 4 Crup (0)1074)
= ComT TN, £ 09T - Cry(0)10

for some constant C' independent of 7.

Note that
2 —2 -2 2n—-5
lim —n+2+10) = —n——i-limli > + > 0

because n > 5.
Since —&—+ — 0, we can choose @ small enough (fixed and independent of i) to absorb

0 (0) 2
the first term on the right hand side of the above inequality into the left hand side to get
2

M; < 20077 - Cu;(0)i07% < Cuy(0)4.

Therefore

M,’|y|_n+2+li + Civi(o)ti
M;y| ™" + Cyv(0) ]y
Ci(0)"|y| ™"

yl™

vi(y)

IAIA A

O

4.2. A Preliminary Estimate for ¢, := Z—J_rg — p;. First we prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Wheno <1 and 0 <k <n — 2,
/ [yl iy dy < Cuy(0) =
lyl|<o
where C' is independent of i.
Proof: By Proposition [4.1]

/ ()P idy < Cu(0) / yl<dy
lyl<—8—=r lyl<—%

pi—1
v;(0)" 2 v;(0) 2

= Cvi(o)_%JrnigM&i.

p1+1_ ("‘FN)Z(Pi*l)
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Since n > 5, by our choice of [;

lim (n+x—Li(pi+1)) = n+r— lim ;
1—00 n — 1—00
- n 2n 2n—95
n+k— .
n—2 2
n(2n — 5)
< n4+n-2)—
< n+( ) —
< 0
Therefore
/ ey < C [ 1 (w0 ly )" dy
B —r<lyl<o B —r<lyl<o
vi(0) 2 vi(0)" 2
< CUZ( ) i (pi+1) =2t (n—1; (pi+1)+~)
(n “)( i—1) .
= Cuy;(0)Pit= P (by the definition of ;)
_ CUZ(O) — 2+7L ngméi.
Thus
/ ly|“ui(y)Pdy < Cwy(0) w220
lyl<o
O
The next proposition is a preliminary estimate for 9; := "—+2 — p;, we will also derive a

refined estimate in a later part of this paper.

Proposition 4.3. lim v;(0)% = 1.
%

Proof: Since the original metric is locally conformally flat, locally it can be written as
4 . 4

Mz)m2dz?. Let \i(y) = A(ryy), then ¢ (y) = Ni(y)"—=2dy®. Let 0 < 1, the Pohozaev

identity in [14] says that for a conformal Killing field X on B,,

(11) /X v, = /8B T(X, v;)dS:

where the notations are

n—2

4
g = v g" = () dy?,
R; = R(g) = c(n) " K",

2n
dvg, = (Aivg)m=2dy,
_ e A N

is the unit outer normal vector on dB, with respect to g;,
2(n—1)

dZZ = ()\ivz) n—2 dE
where dY, is the surface element of the standard S *(o),

T; = Ric(g;) —n'R(g;)g; is the traceless Ricci tensor with respect to g;.
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T; can also be expressed as (see [15])

(n— 2)()\,-1),-)% (Hess (()\ivi)_%> — lA ((Aivi)_%) dy2>

n

where Hess and A are taken with respect to the Euclidean metric dy?.

We choose X = Zyj%.
- Y
7j=1

The left hand side is

n— 2

X (R;)dv,,
m B, (R ) ng
2 - 1 n
= 2D X ) ey
Bs
o(n —1 ez (a1 | an
= 2n=1) (K)oP A2 dy — Méi Kol X (v) N2 dy

n B, n B,

By the divergence theorem it is equal to

2(n —1) OK; 1.2 2(n—1) & / 0K 22 i1
= — PN d ’ ExTZ ity
n /;U |y| ar U’L (3 y+ n pl_l_l U/r a/r (3 ,UZ y

2n

L ONT?
+ KoPithp 2l dy +
E 0
- r Bo

i 0
2n-1) 4 / Kty Sy -
p2+1 98B, 7 1 (o8]

n g

2n
Kol IAm—2 div X dy)

which can be further written as

2(n — 1 5, OK; o1\ 2
_ An=l) )<1+ )/B I3, ol TN R dy

n pi—l—l
2n

An—1) 4 oA
12 Kot =22 g
) At [ s Sy

2(n—1) o, 1.2 2(n—1) 6 1,2

+ (n ) n Kivfﬁ-l)\infzdy_ (n ) / O.Kivfz+l)\in—2dza.
0B,

n pi—i-l B, n pi—l—l

13
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The right hand side of (1)) is

/ Ty(X, 13)dS,
OB

_ L&( 2)(A\iv;) 72 Ph$g&mr*ﬂ<qgmhwnzaW§J

1 __2 a 2 -1 a 2(n—-1)
_EA (()\ivi) = ) <r§,()\iv,) 20 r§>}()\iv,) 2 d¥,

(where < -,-> is the Euclidean metric)

— (n—2) /8& [o——l Hess ((Aivi)—ﬁ) (r%?%)

2(n—1)

—%A(uwgw%)]uwgnzdz

2 . 0 0
= — L - "y E Tk~ _(\w;
(n=2) /8B0 7 [ g m Y ok oy (Aivi)

2n Z iy (i) 80\2‘”@‘)}

oy* oy?

(13) +

o[ g S o 2 (%) e

J

Next we are going to study the decay rate of each term in (I2)) and (I3).
On 0B,, by Proposition ], v; < Cv;(0)%, then by the elliptic regularity theory [5]
ville2om,) < Cvi(0)%. Thus we know (I3) decays in the rate of v;(0)*:.
The fourth term in (I2) decays in the order of 6;v;(0)%®+1 by Proposition @1l By Lemma
we know that the second term in ([I2)) is bounded above by

C@/IMW“@gcmmmw%ﬂfﬁ

Therefore the sum of the first and the third terms in (I2), which is

n 0; n 0; 1.2
1 v i pz+1)\n zd 7 / Kz ;{71+1>\p—2d
xn—m('+m+1>/|m Y o Dp 1, N W

is bounded above by Cv;(0)% + Cd;v;(0)t@PiFD) C5ivi(0)_%+n7ﬂ5i.
By our choice of [; and t;, as i — oo,

1- iml, < 1— : < 0.
g himh < l-omo

ti=1-

Thus Cv;(0)% + Cv;(0)4PiFD) < Cu; (0)i 4+ Coy(0)1@+) < Cuy(0)%.
On the other hand

0;
p; +1

on
n | KauPtaridy > C’éi/ vPitdy.
Bs

o
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When |y| < —Z— by Proposition {.1]
)T

)

vi(y) = (1—¢) ' =
(1 + 20 lyl?)
> (10
Ki(0) p2) 2
(1+ 729 )
> C’UZ(O),
SO
BU ‘ylg I})ifl
v; (0) 2
> C,Ui(O)Pi'f‘l—%(Pi_l)
= Ovi(0)"%
(14) > (.

This implies that the third term in (I2)) is bounded below by C'6;.
Then by comparing the decay rates of the terms in (I2]) and (I3),

2 n-1 0K, . 2n_
5 <C (vi(())% + G;v,(0)"m2 T 0 4 ‘/ . |y|vfl+1)\i”2dy') :
Bs

0

Since vi(O)_%JrnTil&i — 0, the second term on the right hand side can be absorbed into

the left hand side. Thus we conclude that
K; g2
(15) 5 <C <vi(0)2“ + ‘/ L|y|vf”+1)\i”20ly’) :
By 8T

20 -
By Lemma E.2] | I5. oK y|v§”+1>\{“2dy‘ < Cvi(o)_ﬁJle‘si, thus

6 < O (w(0) 7T 4 i(0)™).
This implies that
5w (0) < € (w(0) 70 4 (07 ) Inwi(0) = 0

as i — oo. Therefore lim v;(0)% = 1. Consequently, we have
11— 00

(16) 5, < C (v,.(())—% + v,.(())%) .
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4.3. A Preliminary Estimate for |VK;|. We will again study the Pohozaev identity
(D), but with a different choice of the conformal Killing field X = {%

Direct calculation, as that in the proof of Proposition [4.3] shows that the right hand side
of the identity is equal to

n— 8y18y1 (n—2)2 oyt Oy

Y L . 82()\ZU2) 2 a()\ﬂ)l) 2
_;; <_"("—2> M) e T map ( oy ) )dzo,

and decays in the rate of v;(0)%:.
The left hand side of this identity is

n— 2
/ 3y 1 R;)dv,,
- / a 1 )\z z)n zdy
n— 2 1 52 18K
— 1 n— 2 it
o c(n) /0 ( + p— 1) Aol o —dy

on
n—2 _1 5 .18)\‘n72
? Kz ;{Jrl- i d
el [ S Sy

= 5, o
n c(n)™! / AT K! p1+1?/ dZ
2n pit1 Jom,

By Proposition [4.1] the last term in (I7)) is bounded above by
C5; - v;(0) P < C60,(0)

(17) -

since t; < 0 and v;(0) —
Note that \;(y) = A(ryy), the second term in (I7)) is bounded above by

Co;r; / vi(y)p”ldy,
ly|<o

which is further bounded by Cd;rv;(0)"z %
Therefore the first term in (I7) which is

n—2 1 5 1(9K
1 A 28y
2n C(n) /U < _'_pz‘l_ 1) 7 U’l a 1 y

is bounded above by C(v;(0)* + §;v;(0)%" + 6;r;) < C (6;r; + v;(0)%4).
This shows that

;r; by Lemma and Proposition .3l

(18)

_2n_ K,
/ >\;72 Ufi—‘_lg—yfdy' S C (5//’1 -+ ’UZ'(O)zti) .

By the Taylor expansion

_ : < lyl.
o (v) o 0)+V (6@/1) (<) -y for some [g| < |y
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Note that K;(y) = K(r;y). By Lemma 2] and Proposition F£3]

27L aKZ
/ )\n P—I—lv(ayl)(g).y

dy < Cm/ o y|dy
Bs

< Cry(0) 7=t T
< CT’Z"UZ‘ (0)_$ .

/ )\;L 2,Ufh+lg]:y<1 (O)dy‘

nmm7%+@m+w@%»

rivi(O)_ﬁ () vi(O)zti) (by inequality (IGl))

Thus we know

K O)'/ vPtdy
Bs

A
Q

IN A
Q Q Q
e e

IA

Then by (I4)

(19)

ﬁf(ﬂ<c@Mun%+w@%)

The same estimate holds for ‘81{2 )}, 7 = 2,...,n as well, since we can also choose

X = % in the above calculation.

4.4. Location of the Blow-up. Choose a point § with |y| = 1. It is proved in Section 6

of [18] tha in C?-norm to a function h on any compact subset of R\ {0},
and h = £ 2\y\2 m,
Recall that we chose the coordinate systems z = (z',...,2") and y = £ to be centered

at each x; € M, thus VK;(0) = r,VK(z;). Here we write VK (z;) instead of VEK(0) to
emphasize the fact that VK is evaluated at different point z; as i — co. We claim that
this blow-up must occur at a critical point of K, i.e.,

Proposition 4.4. VK (zy) = lim VK (z;) = 0.
1—00

Proof: Suppose this is not true, then there exists some j € {1, ...,n}, such that‘ ‘ > ¢
for a constant ¢ independent of . Without loss of generality we assume j = 1. Then from

inequality (I9) we know that er; < C (rivi(O)_% + vi(O)%) . Therefore
(20) r; < Cu;(0)%
when vi(O)_% is sufficiently small.
Once more we look at the Pohozaev identity (III) with X = Z y’ —. We divide both

sides of it by v?(¥) so it becomes

"2 1 X(R)dv,

o
21 —_— i = T (X, v;)d%;
(21 o 2@ I, ) S, D)
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Its right hand side is

vzty) /aB T, )
_ Uztg) /8  (Ric(g,) ™ Rla)g:) (X.v)d,
1

- 7 /8 N [Ric ((Am)ﬁ dy ® dy)

“n7'R ((Am)ﬁ dy ® dy) (\vs) ™2 dy ® dy} (X, 1) (Avs)2dS,
2 o=
@ - ( al ) Ric ( . ) dy® dy
0B, vi(7) vi(¥)
“n 'R <)\’U’)n dy ® dy <)\ivi)n dy ® dy
vi(y) vi(Y)

-0
where 1y = 071 Zy’ B is the unit outer normal on 0B, with respect to the Euclidean
- Y
J

(X, vp)d%,

metric dy ® dy.
When ¢ — oo, for |y| = o, \(y) = A(riy) — A(xp). Thus when i goes to oo, up to a
constant (22]) converges to

/ B2 (Ric (hﬁdy ® dy) — 'R (h%dy ® dy) hizdy © dy) (X, v0)d%,
0B,

= /8B(, h* - (n — 2)h% [Hess (h_%> (X, 1) — %A (h_%> < X,y >] dy,
(23) = (n—2)o* /830 priet [Hess <h_%> (X, X) — %A <h_%) 02] dx,
We know that

__2 1 o
wes = (G i)

and by direct computation

2 n

T n—2 2 2n72 n n—
= 22yl = =yl + O (jy" ),

2 2n2 1 ) 2n2 L
H 2m2|yl? — —|y|" | (X, X) = =A[272|y]? — ——|y|" | 0 = —272(n — 1)o™.
eSS< 2|y n_2|y|>( X) -~ ( 2|y n_2|y|)0 2(n—1)o
Therefore
1 .
Hess (h—n32> (X, X)— ~A (h—nfz) 02 = =272 (n — 1)o" + O (2" ).
n

Also we know
2(n—1)

2(n—1) 1 n—2 DY e
= (5) T e s olhl).
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Thus we can conclude that ([23) is equal to

—5(n= =207 [ (g0 0y ) (ul” + Ol ) o
_ —%(n —1)(n—2)+ 0(c™?)

Therefore the limit of the right hand side of (21) is strictly less than 0 when we choose o
to be sufficiently small.
On the other hand, the left hand side of (21]) is

o) e [, X )

n— 2

2dy.

We write

o [ X ) Py

(
.
24 =
(24 v () Jb,
The second term of (24])

12 b;
(K)oP TN 2 dy — 2@ s K)\" " v X (v;)dy.

S

& 1
= —— KA X (0
pi + 102(3) / (o )y
0; 1 . i pitl 2 Pl 1.
= — div | K\ 7o, X ) = KGN o divX
pi+ 102(9) Jp,

on 2n_
AP (KG) = Kl X (A )] W
5, 2
= - % KA ol s,
pi +10(y) Jos,

o; 2
1 10707) /B OV (n + X(InK;) +

On 0B, ;& — h(c) and v; — 0 uniformly, so

2
n2X(1n )\Z-)) dy

n —

1 V;

2
pi—1

— — v, dX, — 0.
U~2( ) Jos, Ui(y))
Since X =& and | Z(In K;)|, | & (In);)| are uniformly bounded, we can choose ¢ to be
small (mdependent of i) to make n+X(an )+ 22 X(In);) > 0. Thus when ¢ — oo, the
limit of the second term of (24]) is greater than or equal to 0.

Next we will show that the limit of the first term of (24)) is 0, or equivalently,

2n 2n
n— 7 1 n—
K\ 2Py, = Ki\2 (
0Bs

(25) lim v2(0) [ X(K;) pz“m 4y =0,

1—00 B(7
since v;(y) > Cv;(0)~! by Proposition 21l This then will end the proof because it implies
that the limit of the left hand side of (21)) is greater than or equal to 0, contradicting the
sign of the right hand side.
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Note that
0K,
X(Ki)(y) = (Zyﬂ ayj> (v)
J
0K 0 0K,
_ iIZ20 ) (o _ Bt <
> ayj><>+;ayk (Zy ay]><<>y or some o] < |
0K;
— v J v J,k
Therefore
‘ XK ‘
BO’
K,
< Prl’l)\n Zd 2 p1+1)\n zd
< U 8yﬂ y+vi( 2 ooy |1V y
< CU?(O)n/ Iylvf’i“derCv?(O)Tf/ IyIQUf"“dy
< CU?(O)TZ- . vi(O)_%+%5i + Cviz(())ri2 . vi(O)_%Jr%éi (by Lemma [4.2))

< Cvi(0)2+2t"_% + Cvi(0)2+4t"_ﬁ (by Proposition 4.3 and Inequality (20))

By the definition of ¢;,

i — D)l 2 2 2n-— -
it = lim (1- DBy liml, < 1— 2nzs _son
Thus
2 3—n 2
2 lim (2+ 2 — —— 242 - -
(26) zE?o( 2t n—2) < et n—2 n-—2 0
and
4 3—n 4 4—2n
li 244t ——— ) < 2+4- - = < 0.
,-E?o( * n—Q) L R S

Since these are all strict inequalities, we know that

lim (C’vi( )T Oy (0 )2+4ti_ﬁ> =0

1—00

and consequently

lim v
Z—)OO Bo‘

X(K) pz+1)\n 2d ‘ 0
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4.5. Refined Estimates for ¢; and |VK;|. Now because o = lim z; is a critical
71— 00

point of the function K, which satisfies the flatness condition (x), we have |VPK (z;)| <
n—2—
ColVK (z;)] "5 when 2 < p < n—3. When p = 2, since g = )\%df, this implies
82

o 0
VK (azh’%) (&) azhazlz( %) -

where [1,15,1 = 1,2, ...,n. Therefore
PK
0z 0212 (w:)

(2) 90 ()| < CIVE()|,

ol

Fl

g\

4
3

< CVK(z)| + CIVE (z,)|= < C|VEK ()],

since |[VK (z;)] < 1 for sufficiently large i. That is, |$5

|a| = 2. Here we have used the notations that

()] < CIVK (z,)|" 77"

a = (a1, qs,...,ap) with each ; >0, |o| =a;+as+ ... + ay,

and

K 0% 0.0 K

0z (9z2Y)1(022)02.. . (Qzm)on”
Generally, when 2 < p < ¢ < n—3, we have |VK (z;)| < |VK(93,-)|%, so by similar
computations we have

0K

o

o (@) < O|VK(z)| 55 for 2<l|a|<n-—3.
ZOC
Then since K;(y) = K(riy), |55(0)] = r*'| 2L (2;)| and [VK;(0)| = r;| VK (x;)|. Thus
L
(lo|=D)(n=2) n—2—|al
= Cr; "7 |VE(0)]
(27) < Or|VE0) ="

where the last step comes from the fact that M > 1 and r; < 1. With this flatness
condition on K;, we can refine the estimates for 5 and |V K;| as follows.

Inequality (&) gives
Ki ) 2n

5 <C (v,-(O)Qti - / ﬁ& I dyD'
r

O o+ 2dyD c (vi(O)z“ +

B, Or

0K
We write 5%t = E Y Evh Foreach j=1,...n

; Y
0K; o’ 8K o’ 8K
Dy (y) = ayy ZI—: P aya o ZI—: P ayy
o7 8K 1 0% OK;
Z oy 8yJ St (n—3)! Z yP By ()

|B\n4
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where || < |y|, and y® = yﬁlyﬁ2 - yPn for B = (B, Bay ..., Bn). Therefore
Y 1 Y2

K; _ 2n_
/ 7‘—8 vfﬁl)\f”dy
Beo 87"
P 3K .
([, [sofumeas & [ |5 550]w
— TP T dy .
+ﬁlzn 3/ Ay’ Oy (g)“y‘ oo

By Lemma and Proposition [4.3] the first term

0K
0
/ |50
and the last term

Z/@@K

B Oy
B=n %" Oy
In addition, by (7)), for any 1 < |8| < n — 4,

0 8K .
/B ‘8?/3 Oy’ )‘Iyl oo

"y'”f”ldy < C|VE(0)]v;(0) 72,

)'|y|"_21)fi+ldy < O 2 (0) 72

n—2—(B8|+1)
< Or | IVE(0) 55 JyllfH ety
Bs

n=3-|5| .
= CTZ/ |VKZ(O)| n—3 |y||ﬁ‘ . ‘y‘vzpl—l—ldy
Bs

n—3—|8]| n— .n—3 .
< cr, / (VK w50 4 [y 1) - o dy

o

(by Young’s Inequality)

= Cr; < IVE(0)] - [ylof ™ dy —l—/ \y\"‘%f’i“dy)
B, 5.

< Cry| VEi(0)|v;(0)" 72 + Crywy(0) 2
Thus
OK;

/Ba or

S C‘VKZ(OH’UZ(O)_% —+ <CT2‘VKZ(O)|’UZ(O)_% + CTZ'UZ'(O)_2> + CT?_2UZ'(O)_2

Pr‘rl)\n 2d

(28) < C|VE;(0)|v:(0) 72 + Cryv;(0)2.

Plugging this back into (I3]) we now have a refined estimate
(29) 6 < C (0(0)™ + [VE(0)[0,(0) 77 +riwi(0) ).

This will enable us to also refine the estimate for |V K;(0)].
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Inequality (I8]) gives ‘fB )\" " f’HaKld } < C(6;ri + v;(0)2)
Again we write

K, L 0K L 0K
y) = +> >
%' 1Bl=1 9y’ oy T g 81— oy’ ay
8 0K, BE iy
T an: \ 09 o wzn: ;0 oy

Therefore we have
0K;

n— 2 pz+1
/ AR, Sl
Be Y

[l eS|

-(0) ‘dy

o8 0K .
< s e Oy
o /8 1097 Oy
o° 8K 11
@l ay
ﬁ (3
olms /B0 1047 Y
o° 8K .
2t, |8l ,,pit+1
< O (8iri + vi(0) +CZ/ 997 oyt )‘Iyl v dy
I8]=1
o K, P
0 Y [ty
1Bj=n—3
By ([I4)) this implies
0K; j2n o° 8K 18], pitl
‘ayl (O)‘ < C (& +v;(0) +C|BZ1/ 907 0L )‘|y| vl dy
o K, 5 pitl
" dy.
> [ lay ety
By Lemma [£.2] Proposition [£.3], (IZZI), and Young’s Inequality, when 1 < |G| <n — 4,
o OK; .
/B a—yﬁa—yl( )|yl dy

n=2—(B8]4+1)

IVEG(0)] =5 [yl Pl dy

IA

n=3-18] )
- / [ (0) " gl oy

n=3-18] _ n-: no: ,
< On | (I9EO)FF Ty ) oray

Bo

— O (/ IVKi(O)\vfiﬂdva/ IyI"‘svﬁ”de)

2(n—3)

< CTZ‘VKZ(O”—'—CTZ’UZ(O)_ n—2

23
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Furthermore,
85 8KZ 11 41 _2(n=3)
Z / (C)‘|y|"‘3v’-”+ dy < Cri7? [ |y ol Tdy < Crp e (0)T e
5 1 ) ) ) )

\Bl=n dyP Oy B

Therefore

0K, o _2(n=3) _— _2(n-3)
51O < COmt 0y + (Cn|VKZ-(O)|+Cnvi(0) )+cr,. 0:(0)~ 555

2(n—3)

< Cé;r; + Cvi(())zti + Cri| VK (0)| + Cryv (0)” 7 n=2 .

K (O)}, where j = 2,...,n, so we know

IVK;(0)] < Cori + C;(0)* + Cry| VK;(0)| + C'rivi(O)_z(::zg)

c (w.(o)?ti + IV EG(0)]0,(0) 7= + m,.(())—2) 7y + Cuy(0)2

A

ORIV (0)] + Cr (075 (by @9) ).

When i is large enough, all the terms involving |V K;(0)| can be absorbed into the left
hand side of this inequality, therefore we get a refined estimate

IVEK;(0)] < Crwi(0)* + Criv;(0)"% 4+ Cuv;(0)*" + Crivi(o)—z(,ifzg)
(30) < Cr2u;(0)72 + Cui(0)2 + Crov; (0) ™ 52

Finally, we are going to prove that (25]) holds. As in the proof of Proposition [£.4] this
will give the desired contradiction by comparing the signs of both sides of (21]), which
rules out case I.

We know
2n_
2(0) / X (K [P AT 2 dy
BO’
— 2(0 aK pz—l—l)\n 2d
2 -2
< (|VK )|vi(0)"7=2 + 7;v;(0) ) ( by (23] )
o _2(n73) 2 _9

< 7“ 0:(0)72 + v;(0)2 + ry0;(0) 5= )v,.(()) =2 4 ryi(0) (by @0) )

= <7“ v;(0) "= = +v;(0 )2+2“_$ + 27°i> :

2
By ([6) we know lim (2 +2t; — —2) < 0, therefore lim v;(0)**?" = w2 = 0. It follows

1—00 1—00
2

from this and lim r7v;(0)" =2 = lim r; = 0 that
1—00 11— 00

2n
lim v3(0) / | X (K) [P TN 2 dy = 0.
1— 00

This completes the proof in case I.
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5. RuLiNnGg Out CASE II

Now we consider Case II, which has been reduced to the following: there is a sequence
of functions {v;}, each satisfies

A, + K(ow)v] =0

where o; — 0 and ¢ (y) = gas(osy)dy®dy®. The sequence {v;} has isolated blow-up
point(s) {0, ...}.

If 0 is not a simple blow-up point, then we can do another rescaling and repeat the
argument in the previous section, with r; replaced by r;0;, to get a contradiction. Therefore
0 must be a simple blow-up point for {v;}. Then we can still repeat the argument in
the previous section, with r; replaced by o;. The only difference is in the expression of

V; . . _2
h = lim Ey§ As shown in Section 7 of [1§], because here |y|7i—70;(|y|) doesn’t have a
second critical point at |y| = 1, we have a different expression of h: near 0,

hy) = aly* "+ A+ O(lyl)

where A is a positive constant. This positive “mass” term A > 0 guarantees that the limit
of the boundary term of the Pohozaev identity (21]) is negative, i.e.,

1
(@) Jos,

1—00 Uz’

The other parts of the proof remain the same. Therefore Case II can also be ruled out.
Thus we have finished the proof of Theorem [L.4L

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.§

In this section we will prove Theorem [[.8 There are many parallels between the proofs
of Theorem [I.4] and Theorem [I.8 Therefore we are going to emphasize the differences
between the two proofs and omit the details of some of the steps if they can be obtained
using essentially the same argument as in Theorem [[.4]

By the standard elliptic theory, a bound on ||u||cs(a) can be easily obtained provided
there is a uniform bound on ||u||co(as. Following from the Sobolev inequality and strong
maximal principle, a uniform upper bound on u would also imply a uniform lower bound
away from 0. Therefore the main issue is to establish a uniform upper bound on all positive
solutions u; again we prove this by contradiction.

Suppose this is not true, then there are sequences {u;} and {p;} such that

Ayu; — c(n)R(g)u; + Ku?' =0 and maxu; — 00 as i — 00.

By similar arguments as in the scalar-flat case, we can show that for fixed ¢ > 0 and
R >> 0 we can find x14, ..., Zy(;),; on M for each function u; such that

(31) each z;; (1 < j < N(i)) is a local maximum point of wu;;

(32) the balls B R (x;,) are disjoint;
ug(j ) 2
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for coordinates y = (y',...,y") such that —~— are the conformally flat coordinates

ui(25,5) 2

centered at x;,,

n—2

_ y K(zji) | 2\ *
wi(wg) s | —= | — (1 + ———2 |y
’ <Uz’(%‘,z’) 'z ) n(n —2)
and

(34) ui(z) < C (dy(w, {z1, ...,xj\;(i)ﬂ-}))_f’iif1 for a constant C' = C(e, R).

Let 0; = min{dy(zq;, vp;) - @ # 5,1 <, B < N(i)}. Without lost of generality we can
assume 0; = dy(x14,22;). As before there are two possibilities.
CaseI: 0, >¢>0.
Then the points x;; have isolated limiting points P, P, ..., which are isolated blow-up
points of {u;}.
Case II: o; — 0.
Then we rescale the coordinates to make the minimal distance 1: let y = o; 'z where
z = (2',...,2") are the conformally flat coordinates centered at x;;. We also rescale the
function by defining

< €
C?(B2r(0))

(33)

2
Pq

vi(y) = o; ﬂui(aiy)'

v; satisfies
A iv; — c(n)R (99) v; + Ko = 0

where g% (y) = gag(ow)dy*dy®, R(¢")(y) = o7 R(g)(oiy) and Ki(y) = K (o).
We can prove as in Section 4 of [I§] that 0 is an 1solated blow-up point of {v;}.

6.1. Ruling Out Case I. Now assume we are in Case I, i.e., all the blow-up points
{Py, P, ...} are isolated blow-up points.

6.1.1. Simple Blow-up. Next we need to study the behavior of the functions around simple
blow-up points. If any of the points, say Pj, is a simple blow-up point, then let x; be the

local maximal point of u; such that lim x; = P;. Let z be the conformally flat coordinates
17— 00

centered at each x;. The next proposition is analogous to Proposition F.1]

Proposition 6.1. There exist a constant C' independent of i and a radius r < ¥ (where
7 is defined as in Definition[2.7) such that

o if 0<|z|<ry, then

n—2
K(z;) 4 Sz
i(2) > Cui(x;) | 1+ ——5u(;) 72 |2
@) 2 Cuen) (14 - (gt )
oif 0< 2| < R, then
K -3
UZ(Z) S CUZ(LL’Z) (1 + ﬁui(azi)pi_l\dz)
o if % <lz| <7y, then  wi(2) < Cuy(x;)bi|z|™b
where l;, t; are so chosen that Gn-){=2) liml; <n—2, andt; =1— iVl

2n 2

1—00
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Note that here lim I; is slightly different from that in Proposition [T}, this modification

71— 00
is made to accommodate some adjustments (in a later part of the proof) that are related

to R(g) > 0. However, the proof of this proposition is essentially the same as that of
Proposition 4.1l Therefore, in the proof below we will only point out the major steps and
the few differences between the two proofs. We refer the readers to the proof of Proposition
1] for the details.
Proof: By ([B3) when 0 < |z| < %,

BT

ug (2
% _n-2
(1= uan) (14 2O 27
< ui2)
n—2
K(x; . N
< G oute) (1470 Ehutar )
So we only need to find the upper and lower bounds on u;(z) when —— < |z| < ry.

The lower bound:

Let G; be the Green’s function of A; — ¢(n)R(g) which is singular at 0 and G; = 0 on
0B, (x;). (Here the operator is different from the Laplacian operator which is used in
the proof of Proposition [I). By Lemma 9.2 in [9], there exist constants C; and Cj
independent of ¢ such that

Cl|Z‘2_n S GZ(Z) S CQ|Z‘2_TL.

There exists a constant C' independent of 4, such that when |z| = Rul(zl)_% and |z| = rq,

Since

and
A,Gi —c(n)R(g9)G; = 0,
we conclude by the maximal principle that
ui(z) > Cui(z;) 'Gy(2) when Rul(xl)_plTi1 <|z| <7y
Finally because G;(z) > C1|z|*™" and

n—2
K(x; oz
wi () 7 22 > Cuy(wy) (1 + %u,(xl)ﬁwz)
for some constant C', we know
K (x) e

ui(z) > Cuyi(;) (1 +

when — ¢ < [2] < 7,
The upper bound:

Define Lo := Ayp — c(n)R(g)p + Ku? . (The linear term is not in the £; in the
proof of Proposition [.1]). By this definition L;u; = 0. Let M; = Iglaxui and C; =

B,
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(1+¢€) (nl((ﬁg»_%z Note that C; is bounded above and below by constants independent
of i. Consider the function
M;|2| 7P 4 Chug () |2 74
On {|2] = r1} U{J2] = Rui(a) "7},
wi(2) < M|z| "2 Chug ()b |27

In the Euclidean metric, Alz|™% = —l;(n — 2 — [;)|2|7%72 and A|z|7"* = —[;(n — 2 —
I;)]z|7"*. Although here the metric g may not be Euclidean, from the local coordinates
expression of A, it is easy to see that when 7 is small enough, we can find a constant C'
such that when |z| < rq,

Aglz|™ < —Cli(n — 2 = 1;)|2| 742
and
Aglz| P < —Cli(n — 2 — 1) |27
This implies
Li(Ciug(ws)" z|_li>
Ciui(x)" (A 2|7 — c(n)R(g)|2| ™" +Kui(z)pi_1|z\_li)
Chug(:)" (Ag|2]” i Ku,(z )pi_1|z|_l") (since R(g) > 0)
—Cli(n —2 — L)u(z) 2| 7572 + Clug(a) g (2)P 2| 75
< 0

IN A

when R is large enough, where the last inequality uses Lemma 2.3, the simple blow-up
property of {u;}, and the fact that [;(n — 2 — ;) is always bounded below by some positive
constant independent of i.

Similarly, we can prove

L;(M;)z| ") < 0.
Therefore when Rul(:cl)_plel <zl <r,
L; (Mi|z\_"+2+li + Ciuy(x;)"
and thus by the maximal principle
wi(2) < M|z| "2 Chug ()b |2] 7.
By Lemma 2.3 and the simple blow-up property of {u;}, for —— <0 <ry,

2| ™) <0,

M, < COmTa(6)
< COTT (M6~ 4 Cpuy(w)67")
TR N 0ROy ()0

= ConT

for some constant C' independent of i.
Because

n—2 n—2 (2n—1)(n—2)

2
li — 2+ ) = — liml, > — > 0
A (pi—l ntat ) 5 T A 5 T on
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and —2%—+ — 0, we can choose 6 small enough (fixed and independent of i) to absorb

the ﬁurs(izcef"m on the right hand side of the above inequality into the left hand side to get
M; < Cu;(x;)'. Therefore

M| 2| 724 4 Coug ()| 2] 7

M; |27l + Chug(z;)b 2|7

(VAR VANRVAN

2|7t

O
The following technical lemma is parallel to Lemma [4.2l Note that because of the

modification of lim I/; we are able to have the estimate up to k =n — 1.
1—00

Lemma 6.2. Wheno <r;y and 0 <k <n—1,

2K

/ |Z|Hui(z)pi+1dz S Cul'(l'i)_m—i_n%%i&i’
|z|<e

where C' is independent of i and ry is defined as in Proposition [6.].

Proof: By Proposition [6.1]

/ |2|Fu(2)PiTdz < C’ui(:)si)piﬂ/ |2|"dz

R R
2| < —%— 2| <— %=
ui(zg) 2 w;(z;) 2

1 (ntr)p;—1)
< Cui(flfi)pri—l 2

= Cui(xz>_n252+n7§+f€6
By our choice of [;
lim (n+rk—Lp+1) = n+r— lim [;
1—00 n — 1—00
2n (2n—1)(n—2)
R — m
< n+(n—-1)—2n—-1)
= 0.
Therefore
/ Purias < c [ 21 ()27
—=r<lzl<o — =7 <lzl<o
ui(es) T ui(es) T

< CUZ (Ii)ti(pi"rl)— pigl (n+r—l;(pi+1))

() (i —1)
1o (by the definition of ¢;)

= CUZ(I’Z)_%-FWWTMJZ
Thus

/ |2|Fui(2)P T dz < Cui(xi)_%Jrnmegi'
|z|<o
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Let 9; := "—*2 — p;. Since the background metric g is locally conformally flat, we can

write it locally as A\(z )niz dz?. Let 0 < ry. As in the scalar-flat case, we need to use the
Pohozaev identity: for a conformal Killing field X on B,(z;),

(35) "_2/ X (R;)dv, _/ Ty(X, v,)dS;
0Bs
where
g = u g = (u ~>%dz2
R = R(g:) = ( ) K
dvgi = ()‘ul>n
B
v, = ()\UZ) 2]82]

is the unit outer normal vector on dB, with respect to g;,
(n—1)
A2 = () w2 d,
where dY, is the surface element of the standard S *(o),

T, = Ric(g;)) —n'R(g;)g; is the traceless Ricci tensor with respect to g;.

T; can also be expressed as
2 1 2 9
(n — 2)(\u;) <Hess (()\ul) " 2) — EA ((Aul) 0 2) dz )

where Hess and A are taken with respect to the Euclidean metric dz2.
n

Now we choose X = Z zjﬁ By an argument which is almost identical to that in
2
j=1
the proof of Proposition 3] we know

n 5 aK . 2n n 5 . 2n
— (1 ' P A ' /K’.’ﬁlﬁ
2(n—1)< +p +1)/ || aTul A dz+2(n—1)p,~+1n . u A2 dz

i(r

< C'u,(x,)% + Co;u ) ilpetl) + Cdjui(x;) %4—”77151'.

Since
/ufiﬂdz > / 'tz
o IZIS Rpifl
> Cuy(z;)P+=3®=Y  (by Proposition B.1)
(36) > C,

as before we can argue that

0, <C

/ 8—|z|u§”+1)\n2f2dz + Cuyg(;)* + CSu(x;) @Y 4 Céiui(:ﬂi)_%JrTl‘;’.
B, OT
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Then because

2 (@2n-1)(n-2) 1-
(37) limt = 1- liml; < 1- Ln=Dn=2) _1-n
i—00 n — 2 i—oo n—2 2n n

the last two terms on the right hand side can be absorbed into the left hand side, so we
have

(38) 5,<C (‘/ O A ds
By 87"

+ UZ(LL’Z)%) .
By Lemma this implies

(39) lim w;(2)% =1,

1—»00

which is parallel to Proposition [£3} and we also have a preliminary estimate for d;:

Now suppose the blow-up points {Py, P, ...} are all simple blow-up points. Choose a
point P € dBr (P1), by Proposition we know u;(P) — 0 as i — oco. Let Q be any
compact subset of M \ {P;, P, ...} containing P. By Definition 22| u; is bounded above
on by some constant C' independent of ¢ (although it may depend on ), thus on  we
have the standard Harnack inequality. Therefore

Since u; satisfies (),

A, (ﬁ) - c(n)R(g)u;(‘;) (PP LK (ulép))p — 0.

Then by the standard elliptic theory, ﬁ converges in C?-norm on ) to some function

G > 0 which satisfies A;G — ¢(n)R(g)G = 0 on 2. Because 2 is arbitrary, G satisfies
AG —c¢(n)R(g)G =0 on M\ {P, P,...}. Since R(g) > 0, G must be singular at one
or more of the points { Py, P, ...}. Suppose it is singular at P, ..., P, it follows that G
is a linear combination of the positive fundamental solutions G, with poles at P, for

k
v=1,...,k, i.e., there exist positive constants aq, ..., ax such that G = Zaﬁ,Gﬁ,.
y=1
This is precisely the key difference between the scalar-flat and the scalar-positive cases.
Recall that when R(g) = 0, we used a removable singularity theorem for harmonic functions
to prove that the isolated blow-up points cannot all be simple (Section 6 of [18]). Here
because R(g) > 0, we will need to do more work to show that.
Next we apply the Pohozaev identity (B5) to X = - As in the scalar-flat case, direct

ozt
computation shows that the boundary term is equal to
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n- [ S (5

KA B w % (Muy) 2 O\ 2
o ;( n(n—2)()\ 2 (027)? * (n —2)2 ( 027 ) )dZU,

2t;

. )8 (M) N 2n  O(Auy) 8()\ui))

021027 (n—2)%2 02! 02

and it decays in the rate of w;(z;)
The interior term

n—2 n—2 0; om 10K
Ddv,, = = 1 L) Attt g
/ 8z Jdvy 2n e(r) /Ba ( * pi + 1) g

2n
—K pz‘f‘ d
* 2n (n) /Ba pi+1 “ 921 -

-2 0;
n C(n)_l / )\n 2
2n Pi —+ 1 9B,

By Proposition [6.1, Lemma [6.2] and (B9), the second term is bounded by

Kupz“ dE

Coiu;i(x;) TR < C6;,
and the last term is bounded by
Cosui(;)" ipit) < O, g ()%
Thus we have a bound on the first term:
- 2 n . K
n2n c(n)_l /U (1 + pl(i— 1) >\n22ufl+l% AN C(UZ(SL’Z)%Z + 521,62(1’@)%2 + 52)

< C(uim)®™ +6).

N

This shows that

2n H—laK
(41) ‘/U >\”*2U/§) ﬁdz

By the Taylor expansion,

0K 0K oK
ﬁ(z) = ﬁ(()) +V (ﬁ) (c) -z for some [¢| < |z|.

By Lemma [6.2] and (39),

2n
= pitl
/)\n2ui
o

dz < C | ulz|dz
Bo

v(%) )2
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Together with (B6) and (41]), this shows that

oK oK
g(ﬂfz’) g(o)

C (u,(x,)_% + i ()™ + 5i>

< C (u,(:)s,)_% + uz(:)s,)%Z) by (@0).

The same estimate holds for } (z;) } j = 2,..,n as well, so we know |VK(P))| =
lim |VK(x;)] = 0. That is, the blow-up point P; is a critical point of K.
1—00

; 0
In the next step we once again study the Pohozaev identity with X = 8 . We
2

divide both sides of it by u?(P), so it becomes

n—2 1 / 1 /
42 _—— X(R;)dv .= T:( X, v;)d;.
(42) 2n wZ(P) Jp, (@ (v, u?(P) Jos, (e) ( )

The right hand side (boundary term) is

/

1 / { . 4
= Ric | (Auy;)" 2?2 dz ® dz
ui(P) 8Bo (x) <( ) )

(i) 7 dz @ dz) () 77 dz dz} (X, o) (M) *d,

_ /8Bg(mi) (uj(ijg))z Ric((uj‘(tg))ﬁd,z@dz)

I~

-n 'R

/N

4 4
Au; o\ 2 Au; \ "2
—n! ’ - X Y
n R((u,(P)) dz®dz> <u,(P)) dz @ dz | (X, 1v)d>,
where vy = o~ E z] — is the unit outer normal on 0B, (x;) with respect to the Euclidean

metric dz ® dz.

Recall that on B,(P;) \ {P1} — G as i — 00, so the boundary term converges to

’u(P

which can be expressed as
(43)

(n—2)o~ /830(131)()\6’)

Since A,G — ¢(n)R(9)G = 0 on B,(FP;) \ {P1}, we know Gﬁg = ()\G)ﬁalz2 has zero
scalar curvature. This implies that AG is a positive Euclidean harmonic function on

2(7L 1)

: [Hess ((AG) )(X X) - %A ((AG)‘%)UQ] ds,.
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B,(0) \ {0} which is singular at 0. Therefore A\G has the expression
(AG)(2) = ar|2|*™ + A+ h(2)

where h(z) is a harmonic function with h(0) = 0. Furthermore, the fundamental solution
G satisfies

(AG1)(2) = 2" + E(P1) + O(|z).
Here E(P,) is the energy at P;, and by the Positive Mass Theorem [13] E(F;) > 0 since
(M, g) is not conformally equivalent to S™. Then because G > a1G, we know that

A> alE(Pl) > 0.
Next we calculate (43]).

(AG) 72 = (" + A+ O(2]))

=TT 2 —ns3|n 2n—2
= a, " ?|7| _n—2Aa1 12"+ O (277 .
Since
__2 2 __n_ __2 2 2 _ __n_
Hess ( a; "?|2|* — Aa, "2 2" ) (X, X) = 2a, "2 z)? — A" =) Aa, "2 2|",
n—2 )
we have
_ 2 2 2 _ __n_
Hess ((AG)_%> (X’ X) = 2a, n-2 |Z‘2 _ L;)Aal n—2 |Z‘n + O(|Z‘2n_2);

and because

i3 2 —ns3 | |n —2s 2(271,2 — 271,) —ne3 | n—
N o e LM ) B T R
we have
1 -2 2(2n — 2 —_n
—A (()\G)_%) o? =2a, " 20? — 22n-2) 5 )Aal 2220 + O[]z o,
n n—

Therefore on 0B, (P),

n

Hess (()\G)_%> (X, X)— %A ((AG)‘%) 0% =—-2(n—1)4a; " 20" + O (02n—2) '
We also know

2(n—1)

(A\G) n—2" = (a1|z\2_” + A+ O(|z\))

20 ) 2(n—1) A
= @ e (14 202D ey o)

2(n—1)
n—2
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Thus ([A3)) is equal to

2n-1) 2(n—1) A
-9 -1 n—2 —2(n—1) 1 4 n—2
n—2)0o " -a," % o T2 a o

+O(02"_2)) . ( 2(n —1)Aa; "~ 2 o" 4+ O(o 2"_2)) o™t

= —2(n—1)(n—2)Aa; + O(c"?)
< 0

when o is sufficiently small, since A > 0 and a; > 0.
On the other hand, the left hand side (interior term) of (42 is

n—2 1 1 / _5: 2n_
c(n) ——= X(Ku; ") (Au;)»—2dz.
) iy XU 0w

(2

Using the divergence theorem we can write

1 / —5: 2n_
—— X(Ku; ") (Au;)n—2dz
uz (P) Bo(2:) ( JOwi)

1 / . on 0; o . 2n
= X(K uflﬂ)\nf?dz— - / Ku*;’-’ﬁl)\nf?dzg
u?(P) B (2;) (%) pi + 1ui(P) 9By (z;)

+p¢+1u2(P)/B( ‘)KU‘?“H)\nz (n+X(1nK)+

The second term

2
n2X(1n A)) dz.

n —

0,0 1 / 11, 2 0;0 w \> i 2
S A Kul ™t aiads, = —— / i < | ) uf A dS,
pi+1 uzz(P) O0Bo (x4) pi+1 0B (x;) uZ(P)
— 0,
ey = G and u; — 0 unlformly on By, (P1)\ Bg(Py).

Since X = rZ and Z(InK), Z(In\) are unlformly bounded, we can choose o small
(independent of i) to make n+X(1n K)+ 2 X(In\) > 0. Thus the limit of the last term
is greater than or equal to 0.

We claim that the first term % f B (1) u? i+1>\% dz — 0. It follows from Proposi-

tion [6.1] that w;(P) > Cu;(x;)~* thus to prove this limit it suffices to show that

(44) lim u?(x;) / X (Kl A2 dz = 0,
1—00 Bo ()
: I K
We write X(K) =r%5: = Z P 57 Since the coordinates are centered at x;, for each
j=1
17=1,...,n,
0K 0K 0% OK 1 0% OK
il = Z(r N B L Edlall 799 PV BT
) = am T 2= 07 0 AT %_:2 528 03 T T
1 o° OK 1 ok OK
Il B - B
+(n —3)! P 028 0z (w)2"+ (n—2)! P 028 0z ()2



36 YU YAN

where |¢| < |z|. Therefore

J.

0K

08 8K
o 1B1+1,, p1+1
< C(/U 077 — () || z|ut dz—i-wzl/ 9.7 8zﬂ DIk dz
0® OK o
+ Z /B w@(g)'m 1u§rl+1dz).
|5\=n—2 o
By Lemma [6.2] and (39),
K 2
/B g J (x2> ‘Z|upl+1dz < C|VK(J:Z>|UZ($2) n—2
and
a 8K n— 2(n—1)
2 / 555 |2z < Cuya)

|8]=n—2

In addition, because K satisfies the flatness condition (%), as in the scalar-flat case we
can show that

0K
0z (1)

when 2 < |a| <n —2. Thus for any 1 < |5| <n — 3,
527 921 ")

/BU
n—1—(|8|+1)

< C |VK(xi)|T|z||5‘+lufi+ldz
Bs

= C | VK@) 2 |2 dz

Bs

n=2—[B| __n-— n—2 .
< C / (IVE @)= w5 4 |2 P15 ) - b+

< C|VK(z)| 7

0P 0K

i+1

o

(by Young’s Inequality)

= C < VK (z:)| - |2|u? T dz + |z\”_1ufi+1dz)
Bs

Bs

< C‘VK(%‘)‘W(%)_% + Cui(xi)_zg:zl),
Thus
K 2(n—1
(45> / T% pz+1>\" 2dz < C|VK(ZI}'Z>|UZ(Q;‘Z) n— 2 —+ Cul(xl) (7#2) .
Bo T

Plugging this back into (38) we now have a refined estimate for ¢;:

(46) 0; <C (uz(xz)% + VK () Jus(r;) 72 + Ui(l'i)_%::;)> :
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To prove (44) we still need to refine the estimate for |V K (z;)|.

In (1)) we have
)

Again we write out the Taylor expansion

oK
n— 2up’+1 dz

< C (ug(@)? +6,) .

0K 0K 0% OK 1 o® OK
il = (. B = Il SV PV BT
821 (Z) 821 (xz) + - 8z58 1( )Z + ol % 8,26 821 (Z'Z)Z +
L POK o oK
(n—3)! 028 94" (n—2)! 028 0z
1Bl=n—3 1Bl=n—2
Therefore we have
K
/ Azt g —— () |dz
n—3
o° OK
< g g Pitl = 18] pz+1
|l o | o
0° OK 2 D
oy / @g@ R
|B|=n—2
P 8K .
2t1 o ‘BI pi+1
0% OK 2 D
+C > / 5 B ‘| "2l .
|B|=n—2
By (B0]) this implies
0K o° 8K
@(x’) < O (ui(z)® +6) +CZ/ 928 91 (z:)||2]Plu? T dz
18]=1
0% OK 2 D
—|—C Z / wﬁ ‘| ‘ 2U?2+1d2.

|8]=n—2

37
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By Lemma [6.2] (B9), condition (xx), and Young’s Inequality, when 1 < |B| < n — 3,

9% 9K
/B 57 gt ()| 12l dz
< O |VE@)|" 5 o)tz
Bs

n— \/3‘ .

1 .
2Pty

8], __n— n—
< (1K ()72 75 4 |2 (P75 ) |
Bs

e ( [ vn:

CI VK (w) i) T + C'ui(:ci)_“%(\;ﬁ—ﬁ)
< CIVE(@)lua) @ + Cuglwy) 2725,

1 11 _o_ L 1 .19
2l dy 4 |2|" T R P
Bo

IA

where the last step holds because ﬁ - L <ng
Furthermore,
P 8K : :
Z / 57 51 )'|z|"_2ufl+ldz < C’/ 2" 2y < Cug(x) 72
028 0z
|B=n ’
Therefore
0K
PR

2

C (us(:)? + ;) + <C|VK(:ci)\ui(xi)_7<nf2>2 + Cug(w) s ) + Cug(a) 2

IA

3

< OO+ Cuglx)* + C|VK(xi)|ui(xi)_(n32)§ + Cuy(i)~ 2425228

The same estimate also holds for ‘ - (x; ‘ where j = 2,...,n, so we know

IVE(z:)| < C8 + Cug:)? + CIVK () |us(s) T + Cug(;) > w2 vss
< C (ui(l'i)zti + (VK () Jug(a) 77 + ui(ifi)_ﬂ::;))

+Cui () + C|VK(xi)|ui(:ci)_<”*22>2 + Cui(x;)” 25 ( by (@d) ).

AN

When i is large enough, all the terms involving |V K (z;)| can be absorbed into the left
hand side of this inequality, therefore we get a refined estimate

(47) IVE (25)| < Cus(:)? + Cua(s) ™ n2 + Cug(ay) s s,

Finally, we are going to prove ({44]).
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2 (z) / X (Kb Az de
Bs

~ i) [ U

oK
or

.11 2n
uP T A2 dz

r

< Ot (VK@) 7 + @) 5)  (by @)
< Cul(a) ( (s + )™ o) R ) o) 7 + ui<xi>‘w>
(‘by @D) )
2
- C (ui(xi)mi—% () 4 ) GO ui(xi)—%) .
By (B81) we know
lim (242t — —2_) = gp=n) 2 2 2 0,
i—00 n—2 n n—2 n n—2

: 2 :
therefore lim w;(z;)*"*~7=2 = 0. Then since
11— 00

2
lim uz(zz)_ﬁ = lim w;(z;) @2 = lim uz(xz)_% =0,
1—>00 1—>00 1—00

we have

1—00

Jim w2(z;) / X ()P A2 ds = 0.

This proves ([@4]). It follows that the limit of the interior term of (42]) as ¢ goes to infinity
is greater than or equal to 0. But this is a contradiction because we have shown that
the limit of the boundary term is strictly negative. Therefore, at least one of the isolated
blow-up points must be non-simple.

6.1.2. Isolated but Non-simple Blow-up. Without loss of generality we assume P; is not a

simple blow-up point.Then as a function of |z|, \z|%ﬂl(|z\) has a second critical point at
2

|2[ = r; where r; — 0. Let y = = and define v;(y) = P ug(ry). Then v;(y) satisfies
(48) Ay v; — c(n)R(g™ )i + K" = 0
where g (y) = gas(riy)dy*dy’®, R(gV)(y) = 17 R(g)(riy) and K;(y) = K(r:y).

By this definition |y| = 1 is the second critical point of |y|#62(|y|) Just as in the
scalar-flat case, it can be shown that 0 is a simple blow-up point for {v;}.

By some calculations which are very similar to the proof of Proposition 6.1}, we can prove
the following estimates: there exist a constant C' independent of ¢ and a radius 7 < 1 such
that

oif 0<|yl <7, then

n—2

4 T T2
2|y|2)

K;(0)
n(n —2)

u(y) = Cui(0) (1 n 0(0)7
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o if 0< |yl < (0)’;;1, then
Vi 2

n—2

o) < o) (14 =0 o)

oif —f - <y <7, then wi(y) < Coy(0)hily| ™
Ui(O)_Q_
(2n—1)(n—2)

2n <.hmli<n—2,andti:1_w.

1—00

where [;, t; are so chosen that

It follows that when o < 7 and 0 < k < n — 1, there exists a constant C' such that
49) /I ly|"v:(0)P dy < C;(0) n- A
y|<o

This can be proved by the same calculation as in the proof of Lemma 6.2 Next by an
argument that is almost identical to the proof of Proposition [£.3] we can show that

Ko 22
5 <C <vi(0)2ti + ‘/ L|y|vf-”+l)\i"2aly') .
B, (97’

This gives a preliminary estimate

6, <C (M’(O)_% +Uz'(0)2ti> :
and additionally lim v;(0)% = 1. Then by the same calculations as those in Section F.3]
1—00
we know that for j =1,2...,n

J, A:%ﬁ”ﬁlg—yﬂ'dy' < C (B +u(0)).

and we have a preliminary estimate
0K;
50
Choose a point gy with |y| = 7. We have

<C (rzv,( ) +v,~(0)2ti) :

Aot = e Rl 4 () =0
i)—— — C\Nn qg — v;(Y)* i — = U.

7 vi(7) vi(y) vi(y)

On any compact subset 2 of R™\ {0} which contains g, since we have a Harnack inequality
for v, % is uniformly bounded. Thus because v;(7) — 0 and ¢ converges to the

Euclidean metric, - ( j converges on Q2 in C%norm to a function h with Ah = 0, where A
is the Euclidean Laplacian. Since (2 is arbltrary, Ah =0 on R"\ {0}. Then because 0 is
a simple blow—up point of {v;} and |y|Pz 2% |y‘ has a second critical point at |y| = 1, we
know h(y) = 1 + 3|y[* ™

Now as in Section .4l we can prove that VK (P;) = zliglo VK(x;) =0, ie., P is a critical
point of K. Recall that the proof is by contradiction suppose VK (P;) # 0, we study the

Pohozaev identity (divided by v?(f)) with X = r-Z and compare the signs of the limits of
both sides. The key point is to establish the hmlt

Ki o2
/ ra—vf’+l)\f’2dy =0.
Bo

lim v2(0) 5
-

1—>00
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In fact, if we have this limit, then by the same argument as in Section L5l it will give a
contradiction and rule out Case I completely.
Since P is a critical point and K satisfies condition (), we know

0K
0z% (w:)
when 2 < |a] < n — 2. Then because K;(y) = K(r;y),
0*K.
0
‘ oy~ ©)

o

< C|VK (2;)] 2

(n=1)(Jo|—1) n—1—|al
or T w0

— (2

n—1—|af

< Cri|VK;(0)| ==
~la|
< Or|VK,(0)] 5
where the last step uses the fact that |VK;(0)] — 0 and *= 1_2|O“ > Then we can
use exactly the same argument as in Section [4.5]to refine the estimates for 5 and |V K;(0)|
and thus prove the key limit. This finishes the proof in Case I.

n2|o¢\

_2
6.2. Ruling out Case II. Recall that by defining v;(y) = o/ u;(o;y) and y = =, we
have reduced Case II to the situation that v; satisfies

Ag(i)vi - C(n)R (g(i)) v; + Kivlpi -0

where g9 (y) = gas(oiy)dy“dy”, R(¢™)(y) = 07 R(g)(0sy) and Ki(y) = K(0:y), and 0 is
an isolated blow-up point of {v;}.

If 0 is not a simple blow-up point, then we can do another rescaling and repeat the previ-
ous argument in Section [6.1.2] with r; replaced by r;0;, to get a contradiction. Therefore 0
must be a simple blow-up point for {v;}. Then we can still repeat the argument in Section

Vj
612 with r; replaced by ;. The only difference is in the expression of h = lim Eyi
1—>00 UZ y
As in the scalar-flat case, because here |y ﬁ@Z(|y|) doesn’t have a second critical point
at |y| = 1, we have a different expression of h: near 0,

hy) = aly* ™+ A+ O(lyl)

where A is a positive constant. This positive “mass” term A > 0 guarantees that the limit
of the boundary term of the Pohozaev identity is still negative, i.e.,

1
i~ v2(Y) Jos,

The other parts of the proof remain the same. Therefore Case II can also be ruled out.
This completes the proof of Theorem [I.8
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