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REMARKS ON THE YANG-MILLS FLOW ON A COMPACT
KAHLER MANIFOLD

BY TRISTAN C. COLLINS AND ADAM JACOB

Abstract. We study the Yang—Mills flow on a holomorphic vector bundle
FE over a compact Kéhler manifold X. We construct a natural barrier
function along the flow, and introduce some techniques to study the blow-
up of the curvature along the flow. Making some technical assumptions,
we show how our techniques can be used to prove that the curvature of the
evolved connection is uniformly bounded away from an analytic subvariety
determined by the Harder—Narasimhan—Seshadri filtration of E. We also
discuss how our assumptions are related to stability in some simple cases.

1. Introduction. A current theme in complex differential geometry is
the connection between existence of canonical geometric structures and alge-
braic stability in the sense of geometric invariant theory (GIT). This theme
is in part motivated by the famous theorem of Donaldson—Uhlenbeck—Yau,
which states that the existence of a Hermitian—FEinstein connection on an in-
decomposable holomorphic vector bundle E over a Kéhler manifold (X,w) is
equivalent to the stability of E in the sense of Mumford-Takemoto [4}/17].
This theorem was first observed by Narasimhan and Seshadri [14] in the case
of complex curves, by Donaldson for algebraic surfaces [4], and by Uhlenbeck
and Yau [17] in arbitrary dimension. A heat flow approach to the existence
of Hermitian—Einstein connections, related to the Yang—Mills flow, was intro-
duced by Donaldson in [4]. This approach has been extended to several more
general settings [1,/5,/15}(16].

It is by now well known that the Yang—Mills flow on an irreducible, holo-
morphic vector bundle E converges to a Hermitian—Einstein connection if and
only if F is stable in the sense of Mumford—Takemoto [4,/5,16]. As a result,
it is natural to study the limiting properties of the Yang—Mills flow when E
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is not stable. When dimc X = 2, this problem was studied extensively by
Daskalopoulos and Wentworth [2,|3]. They found that many limiting prop-
erties of the Yang—Mills flow are determined by the algebraic structure of F.
More precisely, Daskalopoulos and Wentworth show that away from an analytic
bubbling set the Yang—Mills flow converges to a Yang—Mills connection on the
direct sum of the stable quotients of the graded Harder—Narasimhan—Seshadri
filtration [2]. We denote this direct sum of stable quotients by Gr""s(E), and
denote the set where Gr""$(E) fails to be free by Zaig- In the later paper [3],
Daskalopoulos and Wentworth show that the analytic bubbling set is precisely
equal to Z,;4. This provides a remarkable and deep connection between the
limiting behaviour of the Yang-Mills flow and the GIT of the bundle E, see
for example [6].

An interesting open problem is to generalize the results of Daskalopoulos—
Wentworth in the case when dimc X > 2. When dimg X = 2, the singularities
of a torsion-free, coherent sheaf occur at isolated points, and hence one can
define a natural notion of algebraic multiplicity attached to the set Z,;,. The
precise result of [3] is that the mass of a bubble at a point p € X is precisely
equal to the algebraic multiplicity at p. The connection between these two
quantities is provided by the Riemann—Roch theorem. By contrast, in dimen-
sions greater than 2, the singularities of a torsion-free coherent sheaf over a
Kahler manifold X are no longer isolated, and this poses a significant difficulty
in generalizing the argument of [3].

For Kéahler manifolds of arbitrary dimension, the second author partially
generalized the work of Daskalopoulos and Wentworth, proving the limiting
reflexive sheaf along the Yang-Mills flow is in fact isomorphic to Gr"*(E)
[10,11]. Precisely, given a subsequence of times ¢; along the Yang-Mills flow,
following Hong—Tian [8] we define the analytic singular set (or bubbling set)
to be:

Zun = (Vo & X [timint 742 [ [Fafe)) " > 2}
r>0 Jree Br(2)

A large part of Hong and Tian’s paper [8] is dedicated to proving certain prop-
erties of Z,,,, however uniqueness and dependence on the choice of subsequence
tj is left open. They do show that along such a subsequence the Yang-Mills
flow converges smoothly on X\ Z,,,, modulo gauge transformations, to a Yang—
Mills connection on a limit bundle Es, on X\ Z,,. In |1}, Bando and Siu prove
this bundle extends to all of X as a reflexive sheaf E.., and the second author
proves in [11] that E., = Gr"*(E)**. Since E, is locally free on X\ Zgy, the
stalk of Gr""*(E) must be free away from Z,,,. Denote the set where Gr""*(E)
fails to be free by Z,;4; we refer to this set as the algebraic singular set. Then
a corollary of the main result of |[11] is that Zalg € Zan. It is an interesting
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open problem to prove that Z,, = Z,4, which, in particular, would imply the
uniqueness of Z,,. In this paper, we provide some partial results towards this
goal.

Before stating our main theorem, let us recall some basic definitions. Let
E be an indecomposable holomorphic vector bundle over a compact Kahler
manifold (X,w). One can always find a Harder-Narasimhan—Seshadri filtra-
tion,

(1.1) 0=5"cS'cS*c...cSP=E,

defined to have torsion free, stable quotients Q° = S?/S~1. Such a filtration
may not be unique, however the direct sum of stable quotients Gr""(E) :=
D, Q' is uniquely determined by the isomorphism class of E. It follows that
the the algebraic singular set of E, given explicitly by

Zag = {z € X|Gr"™(E), is not free},

is uniquely determined by the isomorphism class of E. If E is not stable
it does not admit a Hermitian—Einstein connection, so we do not expect the
Yang—Mills flow to converge smoothly to a limiting Yang—Mills connection. In
particular, we expect that bubbles should form in the limit as t — ooc.

We now state our main result, which we view as a first step towards
proving Z,, = Zg4. For simplicity, we only state the theorems for Harder—
Narasimhan—Seshadri filtrations of length one, given by 0 C S C E, with the
general case following by induction. Let + be the second fundamental form
associated to the subsheaf S.

THEOREM 1. Suppose that E is a holomorphic wvector bundle with
Grins(E) = S @ S%, where S C E and S? = E/S*. Let H(tj) be any
sequence of metrics along the Donaldson heat flow. Assume that the following
estimates hold uniformly along the flow

(A) |[VORS'| < Co*Tr(RS"),
(B) h' > oM Te(hS") 2y and hS* < Co*|[Te(hS) | 2.
(C) WP < Co*
for some k >0, 1 =1,2. Here, o is the barrier function constructed in Defini-
tion[6l Then the analytic singular set is the same as the algebraic singular set
of B:
Zan = Zalg-

We make some remarks about our assumptions. First, the polynomial
dependence on ¢ is not important; essentially any estimate in terms of o would
suffice. Secondly, the estimates in condition (B) are clearly stability related.
Indeed, when E is stable, so that S* = E and S* = (), then (B) is a consequence
of the work of Uhlenbeck—Yau [17]. When S and @ are locally free on all of X,
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then assumptions (B) and (C) imply condition (A) (see Proposition [7)). We
can also show that converse. Namely, if S and @ are locally free, condition
(A) implies both (B) and (C) (see Proposition [6), an argument which makes
essential use of stability. We expect that the techniques used in the locally
free setting can be generalized to the case when S, are not locally free,
an issue to which we hope to return in the future. We point out that the
estimate in (A) seems difficult to access, and so estimates (B) and (C) seem
to be the essential missing ingredients. While (B) should follow from stability
(we have made some progress showing this), we have been unable to make
progress on an a priori estimate for the second fundamental form. Although
we are unable to solve the problem in full generality, we consider our results
valuable in the techniques employed in their proofs. In particular, we derive
estimates using a barrier function o constructed from an algebraic object on
FE, namely the determinant bundles of quotients of the Harder—Narasimhan—
Seshadri filtration. Moreover, we expect the computations in sections [5| and [6]
to be useful in the future. We hope that our techniques will be useful in proving
a full generalization of Daskalopoulos and Wentworth’s result (3].

We now outline the main idea in the proof of Theorem [I} Working away
from Z,4, we need to bound the evolving curvature along the Yang-Mills flow
in L? for any p. Assuming the bound on |y|2, we decompose the curvature onto
the stable subsheaf S and stable quotient @), denoting the induced curvature on
those sheaves as F¥ and F¥. From here we see an LP bound on the induced
curvatures F° and F@, along with an LP bound on the derivative V-, will
yield Theorem [1} First, we bound F*¥ and F? in L (X\Zu,). In this part
of the argument we make use of assumptions (A), (B) and (C), along with a
Moser iteration argument using the barrier function o. Once these bounds are
attained, we compute the heat operator on several important terms, deriving
an inequality suited for a parabolic Moser iteration argument, which we use to
bound Vv in C? (and as a result LP for any p).

It is in this step we make fundamental use of the stability of S and (). Once
these bounds are attained, we compute the heat operator on several important
terms, deriving an inequality suited for a parabolic Moser iteration argument,
which we use to bound Vv in C? (and as a result L” for any p). The case
where the Harder—Narasimhan—Seshadri filtration has general length follows
by an induction argument similar to the one used in |2] and [11].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section [2| we provide back-
ground for the basic objects we will need in the proof. In Section[3]we construct
the barrier function o that is used in the analysis in later sections. The LP
bounds away from Z,, for the induced curvature are derived in Section @ It
is in this section where we discuss the relationship between the assumptions
(A),(B) and (C). Here we point out the essential use of stability. Finally,
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in Section [5| we compute the heat operator on several curvature and second
fundamental form terms. Those equations are used in Section [6] to apply our
parabolic Moser iteration argument, completing the proof of Theorem
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2. Background.

2.1. The Yang—Mills flow and the Donaldson heat flow. We begin with a
brief introduction to the Yang—Mills flow, and highlight the importance of its
relation to the Donaldson heat flow.

Let X be a compact Kahler manifold, and assume the Kéahler form w is
normalized so X has volume one. The Yang—Mills flow is a flow of connections
dy:=d+Aon E, where dy : E — E®Q!. Because X is a complex manifold,
this map decomposes into (1,0) and (0, 1) parts. In particular, the connection
coefficients decompose as A = A’ + A", where A’ represents the (1,0) part and
A" represents the (0,1) part of A. Thus dg = d4 + 04, where 94 := 0 + A’
and 94 := 0+ A”. We say A is integrable if 9% = 0, which implies 04 defines
a holomorphic structure on E. For a fixed metric Hy, we say a connection is
unitary if it is compatible with the metric, and we denote the space of integrable
unitary connections by A!. The curvature of a connection, denoted F, is a
section of End(E) ® Q! and is defined by:

Fo:=0A +0A"+A"NA + A NA".
The Yang-Mills functional Y M : A% — R is defined to be the L? norm of
the curvature:
YM(A) := [|Fall7e
On a general complex manifold, the Yang—Mills flow is the gradient flow of this
functional, and is given by:
A= —d Fy.
On a Kahler manifold we can rewrite the equation for the flow using Bianchi’s
second identity (daFa = 0) and the Kéahler identities:

(2.1) A =idsAFy — iOANFy.

From this formulation one can check that if A(0) € AY!, then A(t) is an
integrable, unitary connection for all time ¢ € [0,00). Now if F is stable, it
was first shown by Donaldson in [4] that the Yang—Mills flow converges to
a Hermitian—Einstein connection. However, since we are assuming FE is not
stable, we do not expect the flow to converge to a limiting Hermitian—Einstein
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connection. In fact, our main object of study is the set of points on the base
manifold X where the curvature blows up along the flow.

DEFINITION 1. Given a sequence of connections A(t;) along the Yang-
Mills flow, the analytic singular set of E (sometimes called the bubbling set)
is defined by:

(22)  Zan=(){x € X |lminf 120 / Falty) e > ¢}
r>0 Jmree By ()

for some fixed 0 < € < g9, where ¢y < 1 depends only on X.

For a precise definition of ¢y, we direct the reader to the proof of Propo-
sition 6 in [8]. In the Kéhler setting, the Yang—Mills flow is closely related
to the Donaldson heat flow. In fact, it is through this relationship that many
important properties of the Yang—Mills flow were first realized, such as long
time existence and convergence. We follow the viewpoint introduced by Don-
aldson in [4], and direct the reader to that reference for further detail. Starting
with a fixed initial metric Hy on E, any other metric H is related to Hy by
an endomorphism h = Hj YH. Conversely, any positive definite Hermitian
endomorphism h defines a metric H = Hyh.

DEFINITION 2. Let 1 denote the identity map in End(E). The Donaldson
heat flow is a flow of endomorphisms h = h(t) given by:

b = —(AF — u(E)1),

with initial condition h(0) = 1. Here, F' is the curvature of the unitary Chern
connection of the metric H(t) = Hoh(t).

A unique smooth solution of the flow exists for all ¢ € [0,00), and on
any stable bundle this solution will converge to a smooth Hermitian—Einstein
metric [44,5,(15,/16]. In fact, one can use a solution h(t) to to construct a
solution A(t) to the Yang-Mills flow. Let Ag be an initial connection in A",
and consider the one parameter family of holomorphic structures 9; = d + A/,
where A/ is defined by the action of w = h'/2 on Alj. Explicitly, this action is
given by:

(2.3) V= wAjw ! — dww ™,

which is equivalent to:

Oy i =w 050 ow L.
Using this one-parameter family of holomorphic structures and the metric Hy,
we define a one-parameter family of unitary connections A;, and one can check
that A; evolves by the Yang—Mills flow. Conversely, any one-parameter path
in A1 along the Yang-Mills flow defines an orbit of the complexified gauge

group, which gives rise to a solution of the Donaldson heat flow. The curvature
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of F' along the Donaldson heat flow is related to the curvature F4 along the
Yang—Mills flow by the following relation:

(2.4) Fa=wFw .

An important consequence of this relationship is that the norm of the curvature
along the Yang—Mills flow given by the fixed metric Hy is equivalent to the
norm of the curvature along the Donaldson heat flow given by the evolving
metric H. Let (-)7 denote the adjoint of an endomorphism with respect to the
fixed metric Hy, and let (-)* denote the adjoint with respect to the evolving
metric H. For any endomorphism M, these two adjoints are related as follows:
Mt = hM*h~'. We then see:

|F|% = Tr(FF*) = Tr(w™ ' Faw(w ' Faw)*) = Tr(FshFiR7Y)
= Tx(FaF)) = [Fal,.

Thus from the point of view of uniform curvature bounds, it suffices to prove
bounds along either the Donaldson heat flow or the Yang—Mills flow, provided
we always compute the norm with the right metric.

We conclude this section with a simple curvature bound along the Donald-
son heat flow.

LEMMA 1. Along the Donaldson heat flow, there is a constant C' so that
|AF gy s uniformly bounded.

PROOF. We have the following simple computation for the heat operator
on |[AF|% (for details see [9]):

(0; — A)|AF|3;, = —|VAF 3 — [VAF|3, <0.
The lemma follows from the maximum principle. O

2.2. Quotients, filtrations and stability. In this section we introduce the
algebraic singular set, show it is uniquely determined by the isomorphism class
of E, and provide a local analytic description. We begin by recalling the
definitions of slope and stability.

Given a torsion free sheaf £, we can define its first Chern class by ¢ (&) :=
c1(det(€)), since det(€) is always a line bundle. The slope of £ is then given
by:

(€)= Tkt 5 /X e (det(€)) Aw .

We say £ is stable if for every torsion free subsheaf F C & the inequality
w(F) < pu(€) holds. € is semi-stable if the weak inequality p(F) < u(€) holds.

Next we introduce the Harder—Narasimhan filtration, and recall some of
its properties. The following proposition can be found in [12].
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ProOPOSITION 1 ([12], Theorem (7.15)). Any torsion-free sheaf E carries
a unique filtration of subsheaves
(2.5) 0=5"cs'cs*c...cSP=E,

called the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of E, such that the quotients Q' =
St/S*=1 are torsion-free and semi-stable. Moreover, the quotients are slope de-
creasing, satisfying p(QY) > u(Q), and the associated graded object
Gr'"™(E) := P_, Q" is uniquely determined by the isomorphism class of E.

We sometimes abbreviate this filtration as the HN filtration. For our pur-
poses having semi-stable quotients is not good enough, and we must take the
filtration one step further:

PROPOSITION 2 (|12], Theorem (7.18)). Given a semi-stable sheaf Q, there
exists a filtration by subsheaves, called the Seshadri filtration:
0=8"cS'c...c81=0,

such that p(SY) = p(Q) for all i, and each quotient Q' = S*/S*~1 is torsion-
free and stable. Furthermore, the direct sum of the stable quotients, denoted
Gré(Q) .= L, Q', is canonical and uniquely determined by the isomorphism
class of Q.

Combining these two propositions, we can construct the Harder—Narasim-
han—Seshadri filtration, by finding a Seshadri filtration for each semi-stable
quotient in the HN filtration. We sometimes refer to this double filtration as
the HNS filtration. Consider the direct sum of stable quotients:

Grh”S(E) = @ @ Q}c
k )

It is not hard to check that the Harder—Narasimhan—Seshadri filtration can be
written as a single filtration of E by torsion-free coherent sheaves:

(2.6) 0=8"cS'c...cS’P=F,
and in this case, setting Q' = S?/S*~! we have Gr"(E) = @’i’:—ll Q'. We are
now ready for the following definition:
DEFINITION 3. The algebraic singular set is defined to be:
Zag =1{z € X’Grh”S(E)x is not free}.
We would like to elucidate this definition by providing a useful local de-
scription of the algebraic singular set. For the moment, let us focus on the

simple case when E has a stable subsheaf S with stable quotient @, so the
HNS filtration of F is given by:

0CcSCE.
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In this case, we have the exact sequence of torsion free, coherent sheaves

Q 0,

and Gr"$(E) = S @ Q. Since S is coherent, over an open set U where S is
locally free, the inclusion S < F is given by a matrix of holomorphic functions
B = B“g. Moreover, over a sufficiently small open set U C X, S has a finite
length resolution

B p

E

(2.7) 0 S

(28) 00— O —— OF ogn L g 0.

Again, where S is locally free, the surjection (’)eUarl — S is given by a matrix of
holomorphic functions T' = T7s. The resolution of .S gives rise to a resolution

for Q

0 O[ejarz 0;0]97%71 . Ogrl BoT E Q 0,

where now the map O;‘JB” — F is the composition B o T. Since this is a map
between locally free sheaves, it is determined locally by a matrix of holomorphic
functions. The main technical result we need is the following theorem:

THEOREM 2 ( [12] Chapter 5, Theorem 5.8). Let ( be a coherent sheaf,
U C X an open set over which  has a finite resolution

h

0 oy e o5 OF" —— (u ——0.

Then we have the following equality of sets;

(2.9) {z € U|(; is not free} = {z € Ulrank(h(z)) < max rank(h(y))}.

In particular, it follows immediately that Z,;, is an analytic subset of X.
In our setting, we note that any point where @, is free, the stalk S, is free as
well. In particular, we have,

COROLLARY 1. On a sufficiently small neighborhood, Zy4 is given by:
ZagNU = {x € U| rank(B o T'(x)) < maﬁcrank(B oT)(y)}
ye

In the general case we obtain a similar description inductively. Recall the
filtration (2.5)). For each ¢ < p we let B; be inclusion map

(2.10) 0— gt P gi O’ 0.

Denote Z; the set where Q° fails to be locally free. The set Z, was described
in the simple case above. Fix an open set U C X\Z,. On U, SP~1 is a vector
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bundle, and hence we get a resolution of QP!

Bp71 OTP71

0—— O —— Og" Sl ——0.

We thus obtain a description of the set Zp_l = Zp-1 N X\Z,. Then Z, | =

Zp_l U Z, is precisely the set where QP @& QP! fails to be locally free. This

continues inductively. As an example, we will indicate how to obtain a descrip-

tion of Zy, in the case where the HINS filtration of E has three quotients,

0 c S' ¢ S? Cc E. In this case, we have Gr"(E) = S' @ §?/S' @ E/S2.

Using the above argument we obtain an explicit local description of the set
Zy={z € X‘ E/S(Zx) is not free}.

Now, consider the exact sequence:

0 St S? S2/8T — 0.

The main difference between this sequence and the sequence is that S?
is not a vector bundle. However, it is a vector bundle over X\Z;. Thus,
working over this open manifold we can find an explicit local description of
Zy ={x € X|SQ/S(1:B) is not free}. Since we clearly have Z,, = Z1 U Zs, we
have succeeded in obtaining a local description of Zy, in this case.

2.3. The induced geometry of subsheaves and quotients sheaves. In this
section we define induced metrics and provide explicit formulas for the induced
connections we will need later on. We recall the exact sequence and
restrict ourselves to the open manifold X\ Z,,. Because the sheaves S and Q
are locally free here, the metric Hy on E induces a metric J on S and a metric
M on Q. For sections 9, ¢ of S, we define the metric J as follows:

In order to define M on @, we note that Hy gives a splitting of (2.7)):

;
(2.11) 0+— S+"— E+X—Q+«—o.
Here 7 is the orthogonal projection from E onto S with respect to the metric
Hy. For sections v, w of ), we define the metric M by:

(v, wyrr = (P1(0), (W) 1y

DEFINITION 4. On X\Zg, the sheaves S and Q' are holomorphic vector
bundles. We define the induced metric J; on S*, and K; on Q" to be one
constructed as above.

Note that on X\ Z,, it is equivalent to induce the metric J;_; on Si=1 by
restricting the metric .J; induced on S° to the image of S*~! ¢ S°.
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Once we have sequence , the second fundamental form vy € I'(X, A%!'®

Hom(Q,95)) is given by:
v =0p'.

Of course, by composing with the projection p, we can write the second fun-
damental form as a homomorphism from S+ to S: yop = dpl op. As pis
holomorphic, and pf o p =1 — 7, we see yop = d(1 — 7) = —On. By the defi-
nition of the induced metric M, working with v and « o p are equivalent once
we take corresponding norms, so we suppress the map p from our notation.

Suppose now that h(t) is the solution of the Donaldson heat flow on the
vector bundle E, and let H(t) = Hoph(t) denote the metric. Then H(t) induces
metrics J(t) on any coherent, torsion-free subsheaf S C F in the manner

described above. If S is locally free on X\ Z,4, then we can define a smooth
section of Hom(S, S) on X\ Z,, by

RS (t) == J(0)LJ(¢).

We will denote the h%(t) the analogously defined homomorphism induced by
H(t) on the quotient sheaf Q = E/S.

3. A barrier function. In this section we construct a natural barrier
function which is non-negative, and vanishes precisely on Z,,. As in the
previous section, we first assume the HNS filtration of F is givenby 0 C S C F.
The induced metric J on S is a section of the sheaf S* ® S"; that is

Jel(X,8"®58),

and this section defines a metric on the complement of Z,;,. Ideally, we would
like to take the function o to be the norm of the determinant of J regarded as
a matrix. However, S need not be a vector bundle, and so the determinant of
J as a matrix is not necessarily a globally defined object. We get around this
as follows. Working over X\ Z,, the determinant of the matrix J (as given in
local coordinates), is a section of the determinant line bundle det(S)*®@det(S) .
Although detJ € I'(X\ Zy4, det(S)* & det(S)")) is only defined on X\Zaq, we
show it extends by zero to a smooth, global section. We accomplish this by
finding a local expression which makes the extension clear. Recall the exact
sequence . The induced metric .J is obtained from the inclusion B : S <— E
and the metric Hy on E. To begin with, consider the case in which S is locally
free. Then, given a local trivialization of S over U, the metric J is given by

Jns = (Ho)5,B%BP,.

From this expression it is clear that det(J) extends smoothly by zero over the
set
Bging = {x € X|rank(B(x)) < maxrank(B)}.
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Since S is locally free, we clearly have Byjng = Zgig-
In the case that S is not locally free, we argue as follows. Observe that we
have an inclusion \" S — A" E, which factors as

N\ S = det(S) == (\ )™ = (\E)™ = \ E.

The key point is that det(S) is a locally free sheaf of rank one on all of X,
in particular, a line bundle. Now, the metric H on F induces a metric J, on
det(.S), which is a smooth, global section of det(S)* ® det(S )*, clearly extends
det(.J), and vanishes precisely where the map 1 given by

(/\T'S)**L)/\T‘E

fails to have rank 1. We claim that Z = {¢ = 0} = Z,,. We clearly have
Z C Zgg. To see the reverse containment observe that, if ¥ (x) # 0, then
over an open set U 3 x where ¢ # 0, we have the image of (A" S)** in \"E
defines a point in the Grassmanian Gr(n,r), and hence we can pull back the
universal 7-plane bundle over Gr(n,r) to find a locally free sheaf S on X\ Z of
rank r which agrees with S over X\ Z,;,. However, since S is reflexive and S is
locally free on X\ Z, we have that Hom(S, S) and Hom(S, S) are reflexive, and
hence normal (see, e.g. [12], Proposition 5.23 ). Since Z,,\Z has codimension
at least 2, it follows immediately that S = S over X\Z. Since S is locally
free over X'\ Z, it follows that 1| x\ = A"B| x\ z, and hence B has full rank on
X\Z. But, again using that S is locally free on X'\ Z, we must have A" B = 0 on
Zaig\Z. In particular, we must have Z = Z,,. We have proved the following:

PROPOSITION 3. Let ¢ be the smooth section of det(S)* @ det(S)  over
X\Zaug defined by ¢ = det(J). Then ( extends to a smooth, global section o of

det(S)* ® det(S)*. Moreover, the extension is given explicitly by

G.1) ola) = { 0 i 7€ i

In particular, we have the equality of sets {o =0} = Zy,.

Of course, this same analysis carries over immediately to the case of the
general filtration (2.5)). In this case, working on X\ Z,;, we have

(Ji—1><?p = (Ji>5a(Bi)a“/(Ti)’yp(Bi)ﬂn(ﬂ)nm
where B; is the map in the sequence (2.10), and 7; is the first map in the

resolution of S~1. We leave the details to the reader. We now define our
barrier function on X.
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DEFINITION 5. Fix metrics ¢; on the line bundles det(S;)* @ det(S;) . We
then define

p—1
=1

where det(.J;) denotes the smooth section o; of Proposition and ¢ > 0 is
chosen so that maxx o = 1.

The reader can easily verify that again in this case we have the equality of
sets {0 = 0} = Zyy4.

Along the Donaldson heat flow, H(t) induces metrics on the sheaves in the
Harder-Narasimhan—Seshadri filtration, and hence we get barrier functions
o(t) in the above way. In order to avoid confusion, we define

DEFINITION 6. Along the Donaldson heat flow, we denote by o the barrier
function induced by the metric H(0).

4. LP estimates for induced curvature. In the previous section we
constructed a barrier function o, which vanishes precisely on Z,,. In this
section we use the assumptions (A), (B) and (C) to get LP bounds for |F9|
and |F?| on compact subsets away from Zalg- We will also elucidate the
relationship between the assumptions when S and @ are locally free.

To begin, recall how AF decomposes on sub bundles and quotient bundles:

AF|g = AFS + Ay Ao
and
AF|g =AF? — AyT A7,

Along the Donaldson heat flow the quantity |AF(t)|x, is bounded. Moreover,
Ay A~T is a positive operator. Thus, we have that

(4.1) AFS(t) < AF(t)|s and AF9(t) > AF(t)|o.

The estimates imply estimates for the normalized endomorphisms A° and h%
defined by
S Q
R e I
175 L2x) A9 L2 (x)

We do note specify the metric in the I? norm, since ||hS||L2(X,Ht) = HhS”LQ(X,HO)-
Notice that 25 and h@ define the same curvature terms as h° and h?, and hence
it suffices to prove bounds for the normalized endomorphisms. We state the
main result of this section here.
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PROPOSITION 4. Suppose that (A), (B) and (C) hold along the Donaldson
heat flow. Then, for any K € X\Zyyq, there holds

‘FS’LP(K,Ht) + ‘FQ‘LP(K,Ht) + Y e (r ) < CK).
We begin by proving
PROPOSITION 5. There exists uniform constants C,v > 0 such that
Te(h®) < Co || Te(h)|| 2 x),

uniformly on X x [0,00), where o is the cut-off function of Section @

ProOOF. We use the Moser iteration. Recall the standard equation
(4.2) Dohi = g*Vihi (b)) VIhT + W (AFS — AFY),
where Ay = gﬂ_“V,;;V?. Note that

IAFY| < Co*
for k > 0, which follows easily from the formula for AFJ in terms of the
induced metric J(0). Taking the trace of equation , and using the upper
bound for AF®(t), we have
ATr(h%) > —(C + |AF§ |, Tr(h®) > —Co*.

Let u = Tr(h%). For any e > 0, set /7 = max{o® — ¢¥,0} where k is the
constant appearing above. Denote K (¢) = {oc > €} . Then we have

Au(u®n?)d Vol > —C/ o FuetnZdvol.
K(e) K(e)

Integration by parts proves

da o
(v +1)2 /K( )HEWU( Py

S/ {Co_kua+1n€2+20u(a+1)/2n€‘vu(a+1)/2‘}dV
K(e) (a+1)

By our choice of k, for any € > 0 we have
o2 <C  on K(e)

for a uniform constant C, independent of €. Thus,

2
/ P2Vt D/22 < Cla+1) / sy
K(e) K(e)

a

The Sobolev imbedding theorem, this implies that for any 6 > 0 there holds

||UHI£pﬂ(K(E+5)) < 5ikc(p) HUHLP(K(e))
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for B =mn/(n—1) > 1. Fix € > 0, and define §; = 277¢. Then a standard
iteration argument proves

log ([[ul| Lo (rc(26)) < C1(p) — () log (€) + log [[ull Lo (k (e))-
In particular, taking p = 2 we have
[ul ook 2e)) < € TCullp2 (x5

for some fixed constants v, C. We claim that this implies that |u| <
o Y||ullL2(x)C’. Suppose that this inequality does not hold. Then there exists
a sequence of times t; and points x; so that

|ul(zj,t5) = jo ()7
Let 2¢; = o(x;). Then we have
je;j = go(xy) ™7 < ul(x),t5) < |ulcok(ze,) < Cej”
and this is a contradiction for j sufficiently large. O

At this point we have proven that 25 is bounded in C° and by assumption
(A), we have a gradient estimate for the rescaled endomorphisms ~° on any
compact subset away from Z,,. We can now easily deduce the L} estimates
for h°.

LEMMA 2. Let K € X\Zyq4 be a compact set. Then for each p there is a
constant C(p, K), independent of time, such that

”hHLg(K,HO) < C(p,K).
PrOOF. Note that the estimate in Proposition [5[ implies that

ITe(P5) | £2(x)
125 2 x)

>

< CO(K) < C'(K).

Combining this with assumptions (A), (B),(C), we have that Agh® is uni-
formly bounded on K. The elliptic theory, combined with the fact that
||hS||L2(X,HO) = 1 implies uniform L5(K, Hy) estimates. O

We now show that, when S and @ are locally free on X, then condition
(A) is sufficient to deduce conditions (B) and (C).

PROPOSITION 6. Suppose that S and Q are locally free on X, and assume
that condition (A) holds. Then there exists a uniform constant C' such that

Tr ((}NLS)_I) <C, and [y?*<C.
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ProoF. Combining assumption (A) with the the C" estimate of Proposi-
tionwe obtain a uniform C*(Hy) bound. Thus, by the Arzela—Ascoli theorem
there exists a subsequence that converges in C° to a limiting map h3 .

Recall the result of 8], which states that along the Yang-Mills flow, one
can find a subsequence such that A; — Ay, on X\Z,, in C*°. The limiting
connection is a Hermitian—Yang—Mills connection on a limiting bundle F.,
defined on X\Z,,, and by a result of Bando and Siu from [1] this bundle
F extends to a limiting reflexive sheaf defined on all of X. By applying the
convergence results to the subbundle S, it follows that Af — A3 as well,
where A3, is a limiting connection on the reflexive sheaf S.,. By the work of
the first author S is in fact isomorphic to S** = S and is stable. As a result
S 18 a vector bundle.

Our limiting endomorphism A3 is a C° limit of a sequence of functions all
normalized to have L? norm one. Since X is compact, uniform convergence
implies convergence in L2, thus A3, is nonzero. Define w3 by (w3)? = h3,
and notice it is nonzero as well. As in [11], we show that in fact w3 is a
holomorphic map from S, to S, and because both are stable bundles of the
same slope the map must be an isomorphism. Thus w3, does not degenerate
at any point in X, and neither does hfo.

Recall equation , which gives the action of w; on the connection A;
along the flow. This action descends naturally to S, so in particular wf solves
the equation:

3,9 _ . AS S, .S
ow; = wjAg — Ajwy.

On compact subsets away from Z,, the connection terms AJS converges in
C" along a subsequence (see [8]), and we already have uniform convergence
of sz , thus 5wj converges uniformly as well. By working diagonally on an
exhaustion of X := X\Z,, by compact sets we can find a subsequence so
that 5w]~ converges uniformly everywhere on X. Thus the following limiting

equation is satisfied on X:
OWeo — wooAg + Agowoo =0.

We can concluded that on this set the map w3, is a holomorphic section of
the bundle Hom(S, S« ). By Proposition 5.21 from [12], because the set Z,,
has complex codimension at least two, any section w3, of Hom(S, Ss,) defined
away from Z,, must in fact be holomorphic everywhere. This last fact can be
viewed as a type of Riemann extension theorem for sections of vector bundles.
As a result the limiting map w*ogo is an isomorphism from S to S, and its

rank does not drop. Thus the rank of hgo does not drop. The C® bound for
hf ~1 follows by uniform convergence of hf to h§o~



33

Next, we show that condition (C') holds, which is the second estimate in
the proposition. Consider the standard representation of a connection in terms
of the endomorphisms h°:

A% — A5 = (R%) 71V RS,
The expression on the right is independent of normalization, and so it holds
with h° replaced by h¥. We have already shown that 2% > ¢I, and so it follows
immediately that |A% — AS|p, is uniformly controlled in time. As a result it is

in L2, and an identical L? bound also follows for A9 — AOQ\ Hy- Applying the
following inequality from [17] (which holds since S destabilizes E):

P < /X Tr((AF — w(E)I)|s) < ||AF||r2(x) < C,

we see that the second fundamental form is universally bounded in L? along the
flow. We now combine these three L? bounds as follows. Recall the standard
decomposition of the connection A(t) onto S and Q. Since each piece from the
decomposition is controlled it follows that | A — Ag| g, is bounded in L? as well.

Working on the bundle E, we define the quantity S = |4 — AOG{O =
|th_1\%[0. A standard computation along the Donaldson heat flow (see, for
example [13]) yields

(0, —A)S<CS.

The right hand side is in L', thus we can apply the parabolic Moser in Theo-
rem [3[ (see Section |§| below) to bound S in C°. As a result the second funda-
mental form is uniformly bounded and hence (C) holds. O

PROPOSITION 7. Suppose that S and Q are locally free, and that conditions
(B) and (C) hold. Then condition (A) holds as well.

ProOOF. We argue on S, the proof for Q being identical. The C? estimate in
Proposition [5, combined with an integration by parts on equation implies
a uniform bound for % in L?(X, Hy). Combining this with the lower bound
from assumption (B), we can apply an argument of Siu [16] together with a
blow-up argument of Donaldson [4] to prove (A). We refer the reader to [16]
for the details. The assumption (C) is needed to bound |AFS|, which is an
important part of Siu’s argument. Once condition (A) is verified, Proposition@
implies that (C') holds also. O

Finally, we prove Proposition [4}

PROPOSITION [4. The Lz estimates of Lemma [2| together with the lower
bound for A% imply that | F'S| Lr(K,Hy)» 18 bounded, and similarly for |FQ| 1P (K, Ho)-
Then the upper and lower bounds for hS , h@ show these norms are equivalent
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to the norms taken with respect to H;. Finally, the estimate for |y|r»(x m,)
follows from the upper bound for |F*| L»(K,Ho) and the inequality

Y%, + Te(AFS) < |AF(t)|, < C. -

In order to achieve an LP bound on F', it remains to control V. We accomplish
this by applying parabolic Moser iteration to an evolution inequality we derive
in the next section.

5. Computation of the heat operator. We now compute the heat
operator on various important terms. First we note that all norms in this
section are taken with respect to the corresponding evolving metric. For us
this has the following implication. If A is a fixed endomorphism of .S, the norm
squared is given by

|A|? = (A, A) = Tr(AA*).
As stated the adjoint is taken with respect to the evolving metric HS. In a
local frame this adjoint can be written explicitly as (A*)%s = H*TAY, Hyp.
Thus, taking the time derivative we see 0;(A*) = [(AF — p(E)I)|s, A*]. We
know along the Donaldson heat flow that the term |AF|y is controlled uni-
formly from above, which allows us to conclude 9;|A|> < C|A|?. For all other
associated bundles in the computations that follow we achieve a similar esti-
mate. Furthermore, when taking the laplacian of a norm, we always use the
fact that:
A|A]? = (AA, A) + (A, AA) + VAP + VA2

We need to change A to A, and depending on which bundle we are working
on this results in curvature terms. Again if A is an endomorphism of S we
have AA = —[AF S A]. Tt is important to keep these extra curvature terms
in mind, although for us when they show up in an equation they are always
absorbed into nearby terms.

We begin by taking the time derivative of the projection 7:

#=n(h *h)(I —n) = —7AF(I —7) = gjl;VjV,;W = —gﬂ“Vjv,;.

Here the second to last equality follows from the fact that the component of AF
that sends @) to S equals —gjijV,yr, and the last equality follows since the

second fundamental form is given by +z = —Vjzm. This allows us to compute
the time derivative of the second fundamental form ~:
Oh(vg) = —Vir
=" ViVerm

= ¢"™([Vi, Velvm + VeVim)-
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Note Vivm = Vag, since vy is 0 closed. Because 7 is a morphism from Q to
S taking the commutator of derivatives gives:

(5.1) O(ve) = 9" (RBelmrp — Fim + Vijﬁ) + A
Thus we can take the derivative of the norm squared of v:
Oyl < (3,7) + (0 A) + Chl?
< CPPA+ IFS 4 [F) + (Ay,7) + (v, Ay).
In conclusion the heat operator on |y|? is bounded by:
(5.2) (3 = A)y* < CP(L+ |F5] + |F9)).

Next we compute the heat operator on |V~|? starting with the time derivative
of V~vz. Suppose V¥ is the covariant derivative on S. Then the time derivative
of the connection is given by

V3 =V (h " hlg) = VI (A(F® + v AqD)).

Now, 7z is a morphism from ) to S, thus to differentiate it we need the
covariant derivative on Hom(@Q), S). Taking the time derivative we see:

(VPN yy = VI(AFS + Ay Ay + 1 VIAFQ — Ay Ay + Vg

Combing this with ([5.1)) yields:
Vit = 9"V, (Rzzf w15 = Fopym + ym . ,Si) + VA
Now, we want to interchange the order of A and V;:
geijVzVﬁ’Ym = geﬁVszVﬁ’Ym = AV ym — prvé(Rﬁqu'Yq’+ Fﬁsj'ym - VmFI%)'

Putting everything together we bound the time derivative in the following
estimate:

VA < (0(V7), V) + (V7. 0:(V7)) + CVA)?
< CIVAPA+ P + [P+ |F9))
+ IV VES| + [VFO)) + (A7, 7) + (7, A7)
Thus the heat operator is controlled by:
(53) (8 — A) VY2 < CIVAPA + P + [F5] + |F9) )
+ IVA(IVF | + [VFO|) = [VVA[? = [V V2.

Next we turn to the curvature term |F®|2 Note that for any path of met-
rics h°(t), the time derivative of the curvature is given by GtF,—fj =

—ViV,;((h%)710:h%) (for details see [16]). Thus along the Donaldson heat



36

flow we have 8tF,—fj = V;V,(AF|s). Applying the derivative to the norm
squared yields:

O|F5? < 297 "™ Te(0,F 5, (F5)) + C|F5)?

= 2975 " T (V.,5,V; (AF ) (F5)") + C|F5|?

= 29JkgemTr(V V; (AFs—i—A’y/\'y )(Fi) )+C]FS|2

< 297 "IV, V5 (AFS)(FS)) + (VYA + VA1) FS] + CLFF 2.

Applying the second Bianchi identity to the first term on the right we can get
a laplacian out of it, but at the cost of an extra curvature term:

Vi Vi(AF®) = g"V 5V, Fo
= gqumVngj
= ¢!V, V| FS + gPIV Vo Fi .
It follows that:
gF g IV V(AF) (F5)) < 2975 g™ Tr(A(F3;) (FE)") + C|F5J?.
Thus
(5.4) (9 = A)[FP < C(F*P +|FP) + (IVVAlI + [VAP)F®| = [VE52.

The computation of the heat operator applied to |F?|? follows in exactly
the same fashion as for |F¥|? above. Thus we conclude:

(5.5) (0 = A)FCP < CF?P +|FUP) + (IVVAlly| + VA ) FO| = [VFO P,

6. The Parabolic Moser Iteration. In this section, we prove a version
of Moser’s C¥ estimate for parabolic equations. When p > 2, Theorem [3] is
essentially the same as Theorem 2.1 in [18], with some minor modifications for
our setting. For p € (0,2) we adapt the standard argument from the elliptic
case; see for instance [7]. We include the proof for the reader’s convenience.

THEOREM 3. Fiz a point vg € X\ Zuyg, and fir a compact set K C X\ Zyyq4
so that v € K. Let 2R = dist(xg,0K). Suppose that u is a nonnegative
Lipschitz function on X x [0,T] satisfying

0
= _ <

for a non-negative function O(x,t) € L1(K), for some q > n. Suppose more-
over that there is a positive constant 0 < A < oo so that

sup [0 agio) (1) < A.
[0,7]
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Then, on B(zo, R) x [0,T], and for any p > 0, we have the estimate

u(z,t)] < Clg,n,¢,p) [A"/(q "t Ly } / / WAV dt)r.
B(z0,2R)

PROOF. We prove the theorem first for p > 2. The estimate for p € (0,2)
is obtained by a standard scaling argument. We begin by computing

10

n uPn?dV < /(@up)n2 — V(n*uP™t) - VudV.
p

We show how to deal with the first term. Using that © is uniformly bounded
in L9(B(zg,2R)) = LY(B) for large ¢ > n, we have

1/q Lo\ 1-1
q q
/@up,f = /@(nupﬂ)? < (/ @q) </(,7up/2)ql>
B(z0,2R)
2 1-7
29 aq
< 1011 ( Jomeryn)

Now, since ¢ > n, we have 2" = = 1 > 1> 2. Hence, using the interpolation
inequality, and the Sobolev inequality we have

HUUP/QHL%(X) < 6||77Up/2||/:2*(x) + C(n7€7>€_"7"’”77up/2”1:2

for any € > 0. Choose € = , /WM(B). Then we obtain
/ Oun* <~ / V() + O, @)l )" 9 2 3.

The remaining terms we treat as follows:

—A(p—1
- / V(Pult) - VudV = (22) / n? | VP22V — / 2uP~ 'V - VudV
N _4(22_1) [/ IV () ]? + uP |Vnf* = 2uP2V (quPl?) - V”dv]
— /2up_177V77 -VudV.

The final term we write as

4
2up_177V77 SV = ;9 |:Up/2V(Up/2T]) .V — Up|V77|2}.
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In summation, we obtain

—4(p—1 4
—/V(nQupl)'VudV: (p )/|V(nup/2)|2dv+pQ/up|Vn|2dV
4(p — 2
+ (pr> /up/QV(up/Qn) -VndV

2 2
< —/\V(nup/2)y2dv+ /up|V77|2dV.
p p

Putting all of this together, we get

gt/up 2dv+/|v (nuP/?)[2dV

(6.1)
<2 [ w|vaPav -+ Cln a0l s [y,

Li(B

Fix T'> 2, and choose 0 < 7 < 7/ < T, and define

Multiplying equation (6.1]) by v, we compute

5 (v [ )+ [Ivouepav <20 [wwnpav
+(Cona el s 0w+ 0') [uritay.

To simplify notation, let us institute A = C(n, q)||@||%((lfB ", Fix any s > 7/,

and integrate from 0 to s to obtain

/ uP(s)n*dV + / / IV (nuP/?)|2dV dt
" T 1 T
< 2/ /up]Vn|2dth + <Ap‘I/(q_”) + T/_T>/ /upn2.

(6.2)
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We now apply Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality to see that

T 1 2 T 1/n pn nTil
/ /up(1+n)n2+n S/ </upn2dv> (/un 1yn- 1dV> dt
1/n T
sC(g)( sup / upn“’) / / IV (nuP/?)|2dV dt
7/ <t<T !
Jr’ﬂ
< C(g) { / / V| 2uPdV dt + (qu/ a=n) ) / / uP Qdth}
T'—7

where the last line follows from the estimate . Set

H(p,7,R / / uPdV dt
x07

for 0 <7 < T and 0 < R < dist(xo, Zy4). Given 0 < R’ < R < dist(zo, Zaig)
we define

1 cx € B(zo, R)),
n(x) =4 1- grg(d(zo,2) = R) : € B(zo, R)\B(wo, R),
0 :x € B(zo, R)".
Observe that |Vn| < z=z. Then we have proved
o+ Loy < o) [apen s 2w T e
n = T (R_R/)Q >

Now, fix R = %dist(xg, Zalg), choose t € (0,T], and set p = 1+ %, e = 1Fpo,
= (1- ﬁ)t Choose ¢ € (0,1) and set Ry = R(6 + (1 — 6)u~%). Then we
have

1
H (pry1, Tht1, Ri1) ot

oy 4
< » Ap?/(a—7)  ka/(q—n) kM 2% H
< Clgymen [ b a a t(p—1) TH R 2

1
- H(pg, Tk, Ri;) P .

For simplicity, we assume that ¢ > 2n so that ¢/(¢ —n) < 2. Then we have

1
H (1, Tk, Ri1) ot

< )T [ Ap 4

4#2 Plk 2k
Hu—1)  R2(1—0)(u—1)°

M”’“H(pk,Tk,Rk)
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Iterating, we obtain that, for all (x,t) € B(zg,0R) x [0,T], we have

1 n n) -n cn an
u(z, 1) sC<g,n>”[ (IO a4 + S a _(5>)2R2

T v
. / / uPdVdt | .
0 JB(20,2R)

In order to obtain the estimate for p € (0,2), we use a scaling argument, which
is adapted from the argument for elliptic equations; see [7]. Fix some T, and
let Q(r,t) = B(xo,r) % [t,T], and from now on suppress the dependence on xy.
The estimate we have just proven shows that if R > R’ and t < t' < T then

ntl 1/2
sup u <C { L + ! + B} i / u?
oryy L' —t) (R—-R)? Q(R,t) '

For p € (0,2), we write

1/2 1/2
</ u2> < sup u'"2 (/ up) .
Q(Rt) Q(Ryt) Q(R)

By Holder’s inequality, we obtain

n+1 1/p
<! +C [ I S B] ’ / P
sup u< = sup u U .
QR 2QRY) (-1 (R-R) Q1)
Let f(X,y) := supg(x,) u- Then the above inequality says that if X' < X and
T >y >y, then

'3

n+1
p

1 n 1
-y X-X)?
We are reduced to proving the following lemma, which is the analog of Lemma
4.3 in [7].

LEMMA 3. Let f(X,y) > 0 be bounded in 3 := [Lg, L1] X [s1, s0] C R220
Suppose that, for (X,y), (X, y') € 3 satisfying X' < X and y' >y we have

1
P < 05X + A |
-y (X=X

for some 6 € [0,1). Then for any (X,y), (X" y') € ¥ satisfying X' < X and
y' >y there holds

fXy) < %f(X y)+A[ +B}

+ 5]

(X)) <ela,0)A [(y’l—y) + X —1X’)2 +B] )
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PROOF. First, choose a number 7 satisfying § < 7% < 1. Define a sequence
by Ry = X’ and ty = ¢/, and set

Riv1 =R+ (1 —=1)7 (X — Ro) tix1 =t — (1 —72)7%(to — y).

Note that Ry = X and to = y. Note that 7 < 1 so that (1 —7)? < (1 —72).
Then the assumption implies

A —2i 1 1
F(Rit;) < Of(Ria1,tiv1) + 4 [<

(1 —71)% to—y)+(X—Ro)2+B].

Iterating this we obtain

F(Rosto) < 0% f(Rpst) + —2 [ 1L ! +B]°‘, kigigm
ORI =TT ) [(tg—y) T (X—Ro)? i

By our choice of 7, we can take the limit as £ — oo to prove the lemma. [
The proof of the theorem follows immediately.
We can now prove the main theorem.
PRrROOF OF THEOREM [Il. We begin by defining
u:=|Vyl4, + |FS4, + |FO%, +1.

Since Vv is a component of the curvature, it follows that ]V’y\%[t is uniformly
bounded in L!'(X). By the estimates in Proposition |4, on any compact set
K C Zg, the function u is uniformly bounded in L!(K), independent of time.

Using equations (5.4)), (5.5) and (5.3)), we compute
(O=A)u < Co| VAP (1 + ) + [F®] + [F9))
+ VAL (WP + WIIVFS| 4+ WIVECQ) = VYA = [VVy)?
+ C3(IF°) + |F2P) + (IVVAlI] + V) || = [VF5P?
+ Cy(|[FOP + [F9P) + (VA + [VA ) [F9| = [VFOP
< Co| VAP + |y + |FF] + |F9))
1 _
+IVAE + 20992 + 5 (V5 + [VFOP) = [VVA? = [VVAf?
1
+ C3(|F2P + |F°P°) + §|VV’Y|2 + 21y PIF5)? + VAP F®| — [VFS)?
1
+ Ca(|[FOP + | FOP) + S IVVA + 2P| FOP + VAP 9| = [VFOP?
< P(lyl, [F%), [F9))u.
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where P(x,y,z) denotes some algebraic function of x,y, z. Fix any compact
set K C X\Zyy. Since |F5|,|F?|,|y| are uniformly bounded in LP(K) for all
p > 1, it follows that

sup || P([7, [F®], ||| proon 1) (1) < C(n, K).

te(0,00)

We can now apply the Moser iteration. Fix xzg € X\Zy, and set 2R =
dist(xo, Zalg).  Suppose that there exists times t; — oo such that
SUP (4 ) u(z,tj) > j. Set uj = u(t — (t; +1)). Then the estimate in Theo-
rem [3] implies

1 n+l (2
j< sup  uj < C(n,R) [1 + RQ] / / ujdVdt.
B(wo,%)X[l,Q] 0 B($0,R)

Since B(wo, R) € X\ Zyy, the L' norm on the right hand side is uniformly
bounded. Thus we have a contradiction for j sufficiently large. O
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