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Abstract

We establish some sharp weighted trace inequalifiég(p'=27, M) — L% (OM)
on n + 1 dimensional compact smooth manifolds with smooth bouedarnvherep is a
defining function of\/ ando € (0, 1). This is stimulated by some recent work on fractional
(conformal) Laplacians and related problems in conforneaingetry, and also motivated by
a conjecture of Aubin.

1 Introduction

Let 2 be an open set ilR”, n > 1, andp(z) = dist(z,0Q) for x € Q. There have been
much work devoted to the structures of weighted Sobolevespatthe typdV*»(p, Q) where

a € R,k e Nandl < p < oo, as well as to their applications in different areas such as
(stochastic) partial differential equations and Riemanninanifolds with fractal boundaries or
boundary singularities. We refer to the book|[36] of Maz'yadaeferences therein for these
topics.

In this paper, we would like to study sharp constants in wieigtrace type inequalities
Wh2(pl=27) — L%(c‘)M) on Riemannian manifoldd/ with boundaries)M. Let us start
from Euclidean spaces. Denofé’ (R") as theo-order homogeneous Sobolev spacelRsh
n > 2, which is the closure of’?°(R™) under the norm

1/2
linery = [ -1 ac)

The sharpr-order Sobolev inequality asserts that
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forall f € H°(R™), where

o) = () ()

and the equality holds if and only ff(x) takes the form

c ;
14+ A2z — x0|?

for somec € R, A > 0 andxy € R". These have been proved by Lieb n[[34]. Set
(2, 2p11) € R :=R™ x (0, 00) and

n—20

F(xla wn-i—l) = PU(‘T/ =&, wn-i-l)f(g) d¢,

Rn

where
20

Po(a 2p41) = B(n,0) Tntl )
! (|22 + a2, )"

Wlth the normalization constari(n, o) > 0 such thatf,, P,(«’,1) dz’ = 1. Then one has (see,

- [9])

N, / e IV E @ ) P de = | 1y

whereN, = 2%°~1T'(¢)/T'(1 — o). Hence, we have

2
712 2,

(<o) [ SFIVPE g da @

for all f € H°(R"), whereS(n,0) = N, - ¢(n,0). Consequently, one can show (see, e.g.,
Propositior 2.11 below together with a density argumentl) tha

¢ O 2

§S(n,0)/ 2030 |VU (2, 2p11)? da (3)
2o (R™) R+

+

for all U € W2(1727 R™+1), which is the closure o (R',"") under the norm

— 1 20 2
||UHW1,2(I};210,R1+1) \//RT n+1 (|U| + |VU| )

Stimulated by several recent work on fractional (confo)malplacians and related prob-
lems in conformal geometry (see, e.@.,/[22,[10,21, 26]) acdrgecture of Aubin[[2], we study

2



weighted Sobolev trace inequalities of typé (3) on Riemammhanifolds with boundaries. For
n > 2, let (M, g) be ann + 1 dimensional, compact, smooth Riemannian manifold withatimo
boundaryd M. We say a functiop € C>°(M) is adefining functiorof M if

p>0 inM, p=0andVy,p#0 ondM.

Sincep'~27, whereo € (0, 1) is a constant, belongs to the Muckenhouptclass, we define the
weighted Sobolev spadé’(p' =27, M) as the closure of>* (M) under the norm

1
2
P ( | o+ rw?)dvg) |

wheredv, denote the volume form ofM, g). H'(p'=2, M) is a Hilbert space and it has a
well-definedtrace operator? (see, e.g./[36] of [39]) which continuously mafs (p' =27, M)
to H?(0M), whereH? (0M) is theo-order Sobolev space @h/.

Theorem 1.1. For n > 2, let (M, g) be ann + 1 dimensional, compact, smooth Riemannian
manifold with smooth bounda@)/. Leto € (0, %], andp be a defining function o/ satisfying
|Vgp| =1 0n0M. Then there exists a positive constaht= A(M, g, n, p, o) such that

n—2o0
</ |u|nigo d89> S S('I’L,O’)/ pl_2a|vgu|2 d'Ug + A/ ’LL2 d3g7 (4)
oM M oM

forall u € H'(p'=2?, M), whereds, denotes the induced volume forma/.
Foro € (3,1), we have

Theorem 1.2. Leto € (3,1), n > 4 and(M, g) be ann + 1 dimensional, compact, smooth Rie-
mannian manifold with smooth boundamy/. Suppose in addition th&)/ is totally geodesic.
Let p be a defining function af/ satisfyingp(z) = d(z) + O(d(z)?) asd(z) — 0, whered(z)
denotes the distance betweeand 9 M with respect to the metrig. Then there exists a positive
constantA = A(M, g, n, p,o) such that) holds for allu € H'(p' =27, M).

Remark 1.1. The constanf(n, o) in (4) is optimal for allo € (0, 1), see Proposition 2]2.

Remark 1.2. Theorem_1]2 may fail without any geometric assumptio@dh For example, it
is the case when the mean curvature)df is positive somewhere. In particuldd) is false on
any bounded smooth domainR**! wheno € (1/2,1). However, Theoref 1.1 holds for all
o € (0,1)if S(n, o) is replaced by anyy > S(n, o), see Proposition 2|5.

Remark 1.3. Itis clear that we only need to consider the case wheérs connected. Throughout
the paper, we assume this.



Wheno = % (4) is a standard Sobolev trace inequality which has bewnsixely studied,
see, e.g., Lions [35], Escobar [14], Beckne€r [5], Adimutaidava [1], Li-Zhu[32,_33] and many
others. In particular, Li-Zhu [32] established Theorenl fbrloc = % The sharp inequality {4)
is in the same spirit of a conjecture posed by Aubin [2] whidmaerns the best constants in
Sobolev embedding theorems on Riemannian manifolds. Asubimjecture had been confirmed
through the work of Hebey-Vaugon [25], Aubin-Li[4] and Dtiig1,[12]. Besides, various refine-
ments of Aubin’s conjecture were obtained in Druet-Hebd},[Li-Ricciardi [31] and etc. These
sharp Sobolev type inequalities play important roles indfuely of nonlinear partial differential
equations, see Aubinl[3], Hebey [24], Schoen-Yau [42] aferemces therein.

For the defining function in the above theorer&f, g/p?) is asymptotically hyperbolin
the sense that/, g/p?) is a complete manifold and along any smooth curvéfin dM tending
to a point¢ € 9M all sectional curvatures @f/ p?> approach to-1 (see Mazzed [37] or Mazzeo-
Melrose [38]). On the conformal infinityd M, [g|aar]) of (M, g/p?), one can define fractional
order conformally invariant operatord;y for o € (0, 5) except at most finite values, via nor-
malized scattering operators (see Graham-Zworski [22]Gmahg-Gonzalez [10]), which leads
to o-scalar curvatureky := PJ(1) on 9M. A fractional Yamabe problem, which is to find a
metric in[g|ax] Of constantr-curvature and related ones, have been studied by QingeR4¥k
Gonzalez-Mazzeo-Siré [20] and Gonzalez-Qingd [21]. When (0, 1), it can be formulated (see
[21])) as seeking minimizers of the energy functional

N [ 072 IVl dog + [, Riu® ds,
- n—2o )

_2n
(fons lul=27 dsg) =

for some propep. Foro = 1/2, it is the energy functional of a Yamabe problem with bougdar
initially studied by Escobar [15]. A fractional Nirenbergoplem about prescribing-scalar
curvature onS™ has been studied by Jin-Li-Xion@ [26,127] and a fractionaméhe flow has
been studied by Jin-Xion@ [28]. Variational problems rethto energy functional5) on bounded
domains in Euclidean spaces have been studied by Gond®k A jalatucci-Sire [40].

Finally, we provide a brief sketch of the proofs of the two mtheorems. Since the right
hand side off{#) does not contain terms likg p'=27u% dv,, we adapt a global argument from
Li-Zzhu [32,[33]. By contradiction, we assume that for any- 0,

17[u]

uwe HY (p' ™27, M), u# 00ondM, (5)

_ Jar P21V gul? dvg + o [y uf® dsg o1

Ia : n n—20 )
(faM ‘u’ TLEQO' ng) n2 S(n7 J)

for someu € H!(p'=27, M) with thatu # 0 ondM. It follows that there exists a minimizex,
of I, andu,, blows up at exactly one point as— oc. One key step is the asymptotical analysis
of u, near its blow up point. Here we have to overcome difficultresf the degeneracy and the
lack of conformal invariance of the Euler-Lagrange equatibl,, satisfied byu,. Another differ-
ence from[[32] (the case = 1/2) is that some Sobolev embedding theoremsHo(p! =27, M),
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which play important roles in establishing the blow-up geotf u,, in the interior of M in [32]

in the caser = % fail wheno > % (see, e.g., Theorem 1 in page 135 or Corollary 2 in page
193 of [36]) . However, we succeeded in establishing thenwgdtasymptotical behavior af,

on the boundary) M (Proposition_3.B). In this step, a Liouville type theoremlin-Li-Xiong

[26] andNeumann functionfor degenerate equations in Theorlem 1.3 are used. Theegsissb
derive a contradiction by checking balance via a Pohozgey ityequality in some proper region,
where a Harnack inequality established by Cabre-Sire [8porXiong [43] is used to obtain the
asymptotical behavior af,, near it blowup point if\/ from that ondM. Some extra arguments
onM are needed for > 3.

Theorem 1.3. Let f € L'(9M) with mean value zero, i.ef,,, f = 0. Then there exists
a weak solutionu € W 1+€0(p1 20 M) of (B9) wheresy > 0 depending only om and o.
Consequently, if = 6., — \8M\ for somexo € OM, whered, is the delta function at, and
|0M ]|, is the area o0 M with respect to the induced metric then there exists a weak solution

u € Whiteo(pl=20 AYN HE (p'727, M \ {z0}) of (E9)with mean value zero. Moreover, for
all z € M\{zo},

Aqdisty(w,20)% " — Ag < u(z) < Agdisty(z,20)* "
where Ay, A1, Ao are positive constants depending only&h g, n, o, p.

The proof of Theorerh 113 follows from Lemrha A.5, Theordem]Ansl some approximation
arguments. Whea = 1/2, Theoren{_113 follows directly from Brezis-Strauss [7] anenkg-
Pipher [29].

Notations. We collect below a list of the main notations used througlletpaper.

* We always assume that > 2,0 € (0,1), andp is a smooth defining function as in

» For a domainD C R™*! with boundarydD, we denote D as the interior oD N OR’}
inR™ = 9R" ! andd”’D = 9D \ &'D

s Forz e R"L B (2) i={z e R" ™ i |z -2 = /(21 — 71)2 4+ + (Tny1 — Tng1)2 <
r}, B (z) := B,(z ) AR If 2 € OR', B(2) = {x = (2/,0) : |2/ — | < r}.
Henced' B, (z) = B,.(7) |f T € OR"H, We will not keep writing the centet if z = 0.
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sions. Tianling Jin was partially supported by a Universityl Louis Bevier Dissertation Fellow-
ship at Rutgers University and Rutgers University Schod\idfand Science Excellence Fellow-
ship. Jingang Xiong was partially supported by CSC projectwisiting Rutgers University and
NSFC No. 11071020. He is very grateful to the Department ahiglmatics at Rutgers University
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2 Prdiminaries

Proposition 2.1. For anyu € C®(R"), we have

2
PNV AR 1—20 2
</n|u(aj,0)| d:::) < S(n,0) /Rnﬂ 2122 V() 2 de.
+

Moreover, the above inequality failsS$f(n, o) is replaced by any smaller constant.
Proof. It follows from (3) and Lemma A.3 of [26]. See also Corollang f [21]. O

Proposition 2.2. Let M be as in Theorem 1.1. Let € (0, 1), andp be a defining function of
OM with |[V4p| = 1 onOM. Suppose there exist some positive constéraad A such that, for
allu € HY(p'=27, M),

2
q ~ ~
</ |u|qug> SS/ p1—2”|vgu|2dvg+A/ ul? ds,.
oM M oM

ThenS > S(n, o).

Proof. Given Propositiofn 2]1, the proof is standard (see, e.gpdition 4.20f[[24]). We include
it here for completeness and to illustrate the rolg\gf| = 1. We argue by contradiction. Suppose
that there exists a Riemannian manifolef, g), a defining functiorp of M with |V p| = 1 on
OM, o € (0,1), S < S(n,o) andA > 0 such that for alls € H'(p'~27, M),

2
</8M |ul? dsg> f < S/J\/l P 2|V yul? dv, + fl/aM u|? ds,. (6)

Letz € OM. For anye > 0, which will be chosen sufficiently small, there exists a ¢iiéx, )
of M atz ands > 0 such thatp(Q2) = B (0) the upper half Euclidean ball of centeand radius
§inR, and

(1 —¢€)dij < gi5 < (1 +¢)diy- (7

By assumption[(6) holds for anye C°(Q U (02 N OM)), i.e.,

2
lul?y/det(g;;)dz’ | < S P 727 g usug [ det(gi;) da
</Bs(0) ’ Bt 0) ’ ’

+ /Nl/ lul*y/det(g;;) da’.
B;(0)



It follows from (@), |V,p| = 1 andp = 0 on dM that there exists; > 0,5’ < S(n, o), A’ > 0
such that for alb € (0,4p) andu € C°(Bs(0) U Bs(0)), i.e.,

2
q
u|?dz’ < g 21720 VP de + A ul?de’.
n+1
B5(0) B (0) B;(0)

2

By Holder’s inequality,fB |u|2 dz’ < |Bs(0 <fB |u|9 dx’) ?. By choosingd suffi-
ciently small, we have that there existé < S( n, ) such that for al € C2°(Bs(0) U Bs(0))

2
q
/ lulfdz’ | < 5'”/ 711+210]Vu\2 dz.
B;(0) B3 (0)

)

Consequently, by a scaling argument, we have

2
([ e opar) <5 [ avup
+

for anyu € ('), which contradicts Propositidn 2.1. O

Proposition 2.3. Assume the assumptions in Proposifiod 2.2. Then forsany0 there exists a
positive constanB, such that

2
(/ |u|qug>q g(S(n,a)+e)/ p1_20|vgu|2dvg+B€/ P22 du,.
oM M M

Proof. It also follows from Propositioh 211 and a standard panitid unity argument, see, e.g.,
Theorem 4.5 ofi[24] on page 95. O

For everya > 0, consider the functional
Jar P2V gul? dvg + @ [ [ul* dsg

(faM |uf? dsg)Z/q
Proposition 2.4. Suppose that for some > 0,

Iy u] = , u€ HY(p'™?, M), u#00ondM.

1
= inf 1 < =,
Sa uGHl(Pl’;’I}M% ulonr Z0 alul S(n,o)

(8)

then¢,, is achieved by a nonnegative functionp € H' (p'=27, M) with

/ ud dsg = 1. 9)
oM



Proof. Given Propositio_213, the Proposition follows from stanadealculus of variations, see
page 452 of([32]. O

Proposition 2.5. Assume the assumptions in Propositionl 2.2. For any 0, there exists a
positive constanfi. such that

2
(/ |u|qug>q S(S(n,a)—i—s)/ p1_20|Vgu|2dvg+A€/ ful? ds,.
oM M oM

Proof. Given Propositions 213 ad 2.4, and Corollary]A.1, the pafd?ropositiori 2.6 is similar
to Proposition 1.2 of[32] and we omit it here. O

3 Asymptotic analysis

For brevity, from now on we writé instead ofS(n, o). We prove Theorem 1.1 by contradiction.
Namely, assume that for amy > 1,
1
o < o 10
ba< g (10)
where¢,, is defined as in Propositidn 2.4. L&t be some nonnegative minimizer Hf obtained
in Propositio 2.4 which satisfies

€o = / P 2|V gue* duy + a/ u? dsg, / ul dsg =1, (12)
M oM oM
and for anyp € H*(p! =27, M),

/ P2 (V gtta, Vo) dvg+oz/ Uapdsy :§a/ ultpds,. (12)
M oM oM

The geodesic distance functidi) := dist(x, M) determines for some, > 0 an identifi-
cation of oM x [0, o) with a neighborhood 0 M in M: (2/,d) € OM x [0,£0) corresponds to
the point obtained by following the integral curve Bf,d emanating from’ for d units of time.
FurthermoreV ,d is orthogonal to the slicasM x {d}. Definev := —V  dford < &y. It follows
from Theoreni AR, Theorei A.3 and Proposition]A. 1 thatc C (M) N C>®(M) N C*(OM)
for somey € (0,1) andpl‘%ag# € C(0M x0,e0/2]). Henceu,, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation

div, (pl—%vgua) —0, in M,

(13)
lim o2 (2!, d) 222 (27 ) = £l (&) — oaa’),  ONOM.
d—0 ov

in the pointwise sense.



It follows from the maximum principle thahax;; 1, = maxpys ua. Letus(xa) = maxy; ua,

wherex, € OM, andu, = ua(xa)_ﬁ. By a Hopf Lemma (see, e.g., Proposition 4.11in [8]),
we have ,uq (1)1 — aug(z4) > 0, that is

< o (14)
Hence lim,_, 0 1127 = 0.
Lemma3.1l. Asa — oo, we have
o — l (15a)
(e} SJ
allual|72aar) = O- (15b)

Proof. For all smalle > 0, it follows from Propositio 215 that

1<(S+ 6)/ PV gug|? dug + As/ u? ds,
M oM

— (S +2)éa + (A — (S +)a) / W2 ds,.
oM

Hence, for everyy >

24
5= we have

1 1S 9 €
<& <= = 2d —.
S+a—§<<5 2a/ ta 489 <

(@5a) and[(18b) follow immediately. O

Letz = (21, - ,Tn, Tpt1) = (@', x,41) beFermi coordinategsee, e.g./[15]) at,, where
(z1,---,x,) are normal coordinates an\/ at x, and~(z,+1) is the geodesic leaving from
(z1,-,zy) in the orthogonal direction t6M and parametrized by arc length. In this coordinate
system,

Z gij(w)dwidxj = dwiﬂ + Z gij(x)dxidwj.
I<i,j<n+1 1<i,j<n

Moreover,g* has the following Taylor expansion nea/:
Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 3.2 in[[15]) For {4 }x=1.... n+1 are small,
9" (x) = 8 + 207 (2, 0) 241 + O(|2[?), (16)

wherei, j = 1,--- ,n andh;; is the second fundamental formaf/.



For suitably smalby > 0 (independent of), we definev,, in a neighborhood at, = 0 by

Va () = /‘((xn_2a)/2ua(/‘a$)a S B;(_)/ua'
It follows that
divg, (pé_%vgava) =0, in ng/“a
: —20 9gq Va -1 o
hmmn+1—>0+ pé 2 ga—yv = Savgz - a/ﬁa Vos on a/B;(_)/ua = B(So/ua 17)

va(0) =1, 0<w, <1,

whereg, (z) = gij(Hax)dz;da;, pa(z) = p(pax)/tq- It follows from (I4) and Theorem Al2 in
the Appendix that for alR > 1,

Hvaum(lgg) + HvaHHl(pgza,B;) < C(R), forall sufficiently largec, (18)

wherey € (0,1) is independent of? anda.. It follows that there exists < Cﬁoc(ﬁffl) N

— —n+1
HL (21727 R'.™") such that along some subsequence,

ve —vin C3(B}), (19)
ve — vweakly inH(z}337, B})
foranyR > 0 asa — oo. Sincev,(0) = 1, we have
/ vldsg, >1/C >0,
o (20)

/ v2dsg, > 1/C > 0.

B1
On the other hand,
alluallZzanr > a/ s = a;@;’/ v,
HFo ("Ea) B1
where we abused notation by denotiBg(z,,) as the geodesic ball am\/ centered at:, with
radiusr. It follows from (15B) and[(20) that
lim au?” = 0. (22)

a—0o0

From [17),[(Z21) and(1%a), we conclude thas a weak solution (see Section A.2 for the definition
of weak solutions) of

div(z, ;3" Vv) = 0, in R,
1
. 1-20 _ -1 n+1
- +111130+ 2,17 0,V = g’uq , onJR’™, (22)

v(0)=1, 0<wv<l.
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By a Liouville type theorem, Theorem 1.5 in [26],

n—2o

1
/ 0 — / — PO— I / 0 d /
U(gj s ) 1+ é(n, O')|33'/|2 7’0(1' >$TL+1) - (:L' Yy 7$n+1)v(y s ) Y,

whereé(n, o) is a positive constant such thfit, v?(z) dz = 1, andP,(z) is given in [1). Due
to the uniqueness of the limit functian we know that[(1I9) holds for alk — oc.

Proposition 3.1. For §p = do(M, g) > 0 small enough,

Proof. Note thatv,, > 0 and

/ vl < / ul = 1. (23)
Bsy /e oM

For anye > 0, chooseR > 0 such thatf]Rn\BR vi(2’,0)da’ < e. It follows from (19) that
fBR lvg —v|? < eandl — fBR vd, < 2¢ for all o sufficiently large. Then

S

Ve — |
50/#&

/ |vg — v|? +/ |va —v|?
Bsy/uaNBR Bsy/uaNBR

é/ |va—v|q+2q/ v3+2‘1/ e
B(50/#anBR B(go/#aﬂB% B(;O/uaﬂB]c?
§s+2‘1(1—/ vg)+2q(1—/ W) < 2(143-29),

Bpr Br

which finishes the proof. O

Corollary 3.1. Forall §; > 0 we have

lim ul = 1.
@7 JBs, (xa)NOM

Proof. It follows immediately from Proposition 3.1. O

Let G,, be the weak solution of

—div,(p' =2 V,Gy) = 0, in M,
d - 1
li 1220 () —Go(y) = b6y, — ——— M
y—mlcre%l\/lp ) 81/G ) > |oM|,’ onoM,

constructed in Theorem A.5. We can find a positive constant 0 sufficiently large depending
only onM, g, n, o, p such thaG, := G, +C > 1 onM.

11



n—2oc 4

Proposition 3.2. Letyn(z) = p1a ® Ga(z), §ij = ¢a > g anda = 2 — 220 Thenu,, :=
Z—Z satisfies

divg (cpapl 2”nga> =0, in M, >
. dgwa(y) 1/ B} 24
a 1-20 [&} < q—1
yJ%Ié"‘aM PaP 7a~ <&uwd (Z), T €OIM\{za},
for o > \aM\

Proof. The proof follows from some direct computations. For brgvite drop the subscript of
Yo andu,,. First of all,

dng ((’Dapl—Zavgg)

4 4
_ (pa—l—m dng <p1—20vgu> o u(pa—?-m dng (P1_20Vg<,0)

2(n —1 a—
i <“ — ﬁ) P12 T ((Vgu, Vgphy — uglVgpl?)

=0.
On the other hand, in Fermi coordinate system centered at

al2Ua u

li
Qi %p ay( S0)
1 Ou u  Op 0
— lim a 1-20 <_ v ) ~n+1,n+1 Iy
xn+1—>0(p g ©OTnt1 92 0rpy g <aﬁﬂnﬂ )i
a—1-—2— nt20 a—2——2_ n=2e ]
= n—2o0 alUn— n—20 — Qu _|_ n—20 9 R
n+2o0 5 1
u n—2o _o9_ 2 n—2o
< — + @ n—20 9 2 —_—
= o <90> 7 ve ongy, ~
n+2o0
u n—2o
S éa <_> )
¥
provideda > \8M\ 0

Proposition 3.3. Suppose the assumptions in Proposifion 3.2. Then thers exime constant’
depending only o/, g, n, p, o such that for alle > 1,

We < C, 0onoM.
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Proof. In the following, C' denotes some constant which may dependfg, n, p, o but not on
« and may vary from line to line.

It suffices to prove the proposition for large in particular, sayp > max{m, 1}. Let
2

p = & %" p. Then[[24) can be rewritten as

div; (ﬁl_z"nga? —0, in M,

Jgwa(y
lim gl—20 Z9%We
gzt ov

(25)
< &uil(z), forz e oM\ {z,},

where the limit is taken in the sense explained in the papdgadove[(1B). In the following, we
shall abuse notation a little by writing= (B, (0)) asB; (0) where(y»~1(B; (0)), ) is a Fermi
coordinate ofM at z,, and denotingB;s(x,,) as the geodesic ball o\ centered at:,, with
radiusé as before. Note that the interiorBf;(O) NOM is Bs(xq).

Step 1. We claim that there exist some constabits d» < 1, sg > ¢ independent ofr such that

/ wy) ds; < C. (26)
OM\B,,,, /5, (xc)

For anye > 0, it follows from Propositio_3]1 that there exists a sndalsuch that

/ wd dsg = / ul dsg
OM\B,.,, /5, (za) OM\B,,,, /3, (%a)
—1- / ol (27)
o8,
<e.

Without loss of generality, we may assun., /d2 < dy whered is the constant such that
the Fermi coordinate system centered @exists int; (Ta)-
We choose) to be some cutoff function satisfying

n(x) =1if [z] 2 pa/bs,  n(x) = 0if 2] < pa/(262),
andn = n(|z|) in the Fermi coordinate system centered at

Multiplying @25) by wk»? for k > 1 and integrating by parts, we obtain

/ P2V w0 Vs (whn?) dug < Ea / Wi R g,
M oM

13



By a direct computation, we see that

/M PV gwa Vi (wan?) dvg

4k 200 (kD)2 02 a0, F 1 kil o (sl-200 2 1.
e /Mp |Vg(we n)| dvg+m Mwa div; (p Van >dvg

4k as
_ m/]\/[pl 2 w§+1‘vgn’2 d’l)g,

~ 2 . - . . .
where we have used thiin, pl—QJ%—Z = 0 sincen is radial. In conclusion, we obtain

/M P25 (D 2) 2 o

k—1
< Pk b, (/31_2°Vgn2) dv; Jr/ A2V dog (28)
4k M M

o 1)2
_i_f (k+1) / Wl s
4k oM

L o i o
Sinceg” ~ pz,0% in ZS’QM/(S2

(7a) \ B:a/(%z)(%)' we have

IVanl + Vil < C.
Sincen is radial in the Fermi coordinate system, using {69a),](@5to) [(65¢), we have
| div (527 V0%)| < 52

Takingl < k < ¢ — 1in ([28) and using Theorem A.1 and TheoremlA.5, it follows that
[ Bl P g

ok +1)2
< O(k,0o) + 5(47:)/ wi_1+kn2 dsg
oM

4k
< Clkb0) + CT D [ 512019l 2 2y,

o 1 2 2/q
< C(k,82) + Salk £ 17 4-2)/q < /a M(wg1+’f>/2n)qu§>

14



where we used

/ ﬁl 20 k+1 d'l)g
MOB, 15, \By /26))
p — 20 n—zo — (1
<c@) [ (L2120 (=20 2y Yoy )
MO(BM /52\Bua/(252)) Ho (29)

< 0(52)/ P (2) 720, (2)" du,, by changing variables
1/(202)<|z|<1/02
< C(kv 52)7

andp,(z), va(z) are those in[(17).
Takinge > 0 sufficiently small, we have

/ ~1— 20|V ( (k+1)/2 )|2dU <C.
M
The claim follows immediately from Theoredm A.1 in the Appéead

Step 2. We shall complete the proof by Moser’s iterations. Setgfer 5/10,

(2 —2-0=1)
5 )

We choosey; to be some cutoff function satisfying

R =y 1=1,2,3,....

m(x) =11if |x| > Ripq, m(z) =0if |z| < Ry,
andn; = n;(|x|) in the Fermi coordinate system centered at

Sinceg” ~ pZdYin By, (@ )\B:a/(452)(w04) andr, is radial in the Fermi coordinate system,
we have

\Vam| < 02, |divg(p' 27 V;nP)| < 045727, and hn%]pl 208;@ =0.

In view of (28), we have

/ ﬁ1_20’V ( (k+1) /27”)’2 d’U~
M

2 (30)
< 041/ p~1 20 k-i-l d’Ug % / wg—l-{—k dé’g.
Mﬂ(BEHl(xa)\BEl (za)) OM\BR, (za)

15



Setrg = so/(q — 2), wheres is given in the step 1. It follows Holder inequality andl(263t

/ wi R ds; = / wl 2wkt ds;
OM\BR, (za) OM\BR, (za)

(ro=1)/r0 (31)
<c / w0/ (o) g ‘
OM\Bp, (za)

Computing as (29), we see that

/ ﬁ1_20w§+1 d’l)g
MAB,  (wa)\B, ()

S Ck-i—l/ pa(z)l—Qova(z)k-l-l dvga
22— (=D <§|z|<2-2-1

< Ck+lg—1o9-1 m+ax U§+1,
By

(ro=1)/ro
/ Wk /(o) g
OM\ B, (za)

(ro—=1)/ro
> ¢ </ pa(/,0)! 727 (2) 40/ 0 d)
1<6]2!|<2

> 0~ *+D) mip pktt

MR
a'zs;/ s

and

Hence, it follows from[(IP) that

1/(k+1)
/ p~1_20w§+1 du;
MO(BE, | (@a)\By, (za))

(32)
(ro—1)/ro(k+1)
<c (/ wlEDro/(ro=1) ds§>
OM\Bp, (va)
It follows from Theorent AL ,[(30)[(31) an@ (82) that
2/(k+1)q
(/ wkt1a/2 ds§)
OM\B Ta
\Br,, , (za) 33

o\ 1/(k+1) (ro—1)/ro(k+1)
< <C4l + C(k + 1) > (/ w((xk-i-l)ro/(ro—l) ng) )
k OM\Bp, ()

16



Sety := =l.g — PR Gl (U B T(Z)’"_Ol,qz — g1 -x = X" gandp, =

) 250

q(ro — 1)/ro = 2x' wherel > 1. Takingk = p; — 1 in (33), we obtain

l sz2 1/m
lwallLoss orr\Bp, ) < <C4 + zﬁ) lwallLa @rBg,)-

Therefore,

(e’ . Cpl2 1/il7l
”wa”L‘”Jrl(é)M\BRHl) < HwaHqu(aM\BRl) H <C4 + p_l — 1>
=1

< lwa e (OM\Bp, ) H Cl/(2xl)(4 + X)l/(le)
=1

< Cllwall e (9r\Bp, )-
Sendingl to co, we have
lwall L@\ By, 5(2a)) < C- (34)

By the choice 0fGy, wa(z) > C~lua "2/ for 2 € By, /s(xa). Hence, forz e
BZua/cS(:L'a)'

we(z) = < Cpun20/2y,(z) < C. (35)
In view of (34) and[(3b), we completed the proof of the proposi O
Corallary 3.2. There exists a positive constafitdepending only o/, g, n, p, o such that
o (7) < Cug (o) Hdistons (2, 4)* ™, forallz € OM.

Proof. It follows immediately from Proposition 3.3. O

4 Proofsof the main theorems

Let u, and z,, be as in Sectionl3. We will still use Fermi coordinates= (x1,--- ,Zp41)
centered at,. In this coordinate system,

Z gij(v)dx;dz; = da? | + Z gij(x)dz;dz;, for |z| < dy,
1<i,j<n+1 1<i,j<n

wheredy > 0 is independent ofe. Then we have

div, (p(m)l—%vgua(m)) —0, in B ,
ou (36)
; 1-20 OUa 1, / +
_ mnhgm p(z) e Equd™H (2", 0) — auy (2, 0), ond' By .

17



Proposition 4.1. There exists a positive constafitindependent of such that
e () < Cug(0)~Ha> 7, BIFOOC,U% (0).
Proof. By Corollary[3.2,
ua(7,0) < Cua(0)~'a' 7", |2/| < do. (37)

n—20

Letr := [T| < 100727, ¢o(z) =772 uu(rz). Theng,, satisfies

divy (p(2) 27 300 (2)) =0, in By .
. _9s 09 - (38)
_ croN1=20 OPa o -1/ 0 o\ 20 / /2t
w'nillril)o+ p(:E) axn—‘rl - éaqba (‘,L' ) 0) ar ¢a (x ’ 0)’ on a 860/7"7

wherep(xz) = p(rz)/r, §(x) = gij(re)drdr;. Sincex, = 0 is a maximum point of,, it
follows from (37) that

n—2o n—2o0

n—zo 1
da(2',0) =1 2 wuu(ra’,0) < CTTQ(TWD_ 2 < (C, 3 < 2| < 2. (39)

Applying the Harnack inequality ir_[8] or [43] and standar@rHdack inequality for uniformly
elliptic equations tap, in {z : < |z| < 2, 2,41 > 0}, we conclude that

max ¢ < C min ¢,.

B2 \B3 )4 B2 \B3 )4
Hence, byl[(317)
ua(®) < Cu(@,0) < Cua(0)~ ",
where|z’| = |Z|. By the arbitrary choice af, the proposition follows immediately. O

Let fia = ua(0) 7%, Ro = (012710) ™, go = gij(pa)daida; andpa(z) = 2427 in
n—20

B, - Setva(z) = pia ? ua(paz) for z € Bfy, . It follows that

. 1-2 _ ot
dlvga (pa Uvgava> - 07 n BIORQ
. — 95 0gy, ¥ -1
limg, -0 pa 279522 = vl — apiv,, on O’BTOR& = Bior, (40)

1,(0) =1, 0<wv, <1

By Propositior 4.1,
C

-+
W, S BIORO/ (41)

Vo) <

18



Proposition 4.2. Forall o > 1, z € BEQ(O), we have
C

| § Wa
| < #
— 1+ |:L,|n+2—2cr’
Cal!
1+ |z
Proof. Given Theorem A3 and Propositibn A.1, the proofs follownfir@1) and standard rescal-
ing arguments (see, e.g., Proposition 3.1_0of [32]). O

|Vx’va($l,33n+1)

|V§,va(:p/, Tpt1)

|an+lva($/, $n+1)| >

Proof of Theorerh 1]1We complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by checking balance Wwaoa
hozaev type inequality.
It follows from direct computations that

2div(x ,11121"Vva) (Vg - )

42
= d1v(23:,11+210(Vva )V — i+210|Vva|2 ) +(n— 20)$3L;210|Vva|2. (42)
Integrating both sides of (42) ov@r*a, we have
-2
N div(z? n+1 “Vva)(Vug - x)de — n 5 7 /+ ,11+210|Vva|2d:1:
B B
“ia fio (43)
=3 /+ div (22,777 (Ve - ) Vg — 2537 Voo [*z) do
B
Integrating by parts, we obtain
1 a
§/B+ div (2237 (Ve - ) Vg — 2,,77 | Voa[*2) dz
"L v ov _ Ovgyo2 1
_ i—a o d ’ 1-20( (YYaN2 -~ o 2 ds
/8’81§a (Zz:;x 83%)83:‘;;“ v +/3”81§a [l (( 81/) 2|VU | )
" Ovg\ Ov lz| _ OV 2
- i—a Oédl 120 ( (Y Vo _8ana2 ds
/6’3;5(1 (;x 0xi>8xz+1 o +/8//B;ga 2 Tt (( 8u) | tan¥ | > ’
where 68”'1 = lim  z) 205L andd.,, denotes the tangential differentiation &5}, .

Tp1—0F a33n-|r1
On the other hand,

/B* 111+21U|Vva|2d33— / div(z n+1 TV V4 Vo dz

Ra
v _ v
- / Vo da’ + T 3 Ve dS.
6’3; 8([’n+1 6"3; ov



In summary, we obtain

-2
/+ div(w}ljr%UVva)(Vva ~x)dr + z 5 7 /+ div(x,llfl"Vva)va dz
Br, Bra (44)

= B/(Row Vo) + B//(Roca Vo),

where
n
0 0 b
B (Roste) == | oD i) gt (= 2o g
8’B+ n—l—l 8 Tpt1
1 1-2 v 1-9 ov
B//(Rou"l)a) = 5 /8”8; ‘x’$n+la((8_;) _ ‘8123.111)05’2) + (TL _ 20_)xn+1o'vaa_ya ds.
Note that
dlvga( 1- 2C’Vgava)
_ gy Qe Bra T | oo iy O _ gy B
©Ox; Ouj “\oz:0r; Y Omy
8 Hpl—20 Hpl—20 83:1 20 9 45
=A@ Vi) + 3 gt e+ (e g )a e
1<ijen  IT 9T Tpt1 Tpy1 / 0%ng
oz 3 821) —9% o U k 8'[}
R G s
WhereF"C is the Christoffel symbol of,. It is easy to see that
[ (@) = 6] < Calal, (46a)
05| < Clia, (46b)
|pa(z)' 727 — }L+210| < C’,uazniff, (46c)
a 1-20 o .
MT; < Cpoals for i<n+1, (46d)
Opa(x)t=20 8:13};21" -
B <C 7. 46e
axn—i—l 8$n+1 = Y Haln i ( )
Indeed,
1-20 1-20 1-20 p(,uag;))l—%
_ _ 1
’pa(ﬂf) xn""l xn-‘rl (,Ufoexn-i-l
1-20 Ma$n+1+0(ﬂaﬂj‘n+1)2 1-20
=, ( ) 1
Halnt1

2—20
< C,Uaer_l ’

20



and

8/)04(33)1_20 _ —95 (Opa(T) 8/)01(37/70)
ox; = (1= 20)pa(2) ( or;  Ox >
= O(W)papy ™
< C“axrlzﬁlg'

It follows from (4Q), (44),[(4b) and (46a)-(46e) that
B'(Ra,va) + B"(Ra, va)

_ 47
< C’,ua/+ xiﬁl"(va + Ve - 2))(|Vva| + 2|V 00| + Zni1]|Ave|) da (“7)
B}
0
Since lim pl 20 %t _ O ond'B}
Tnt1—0 ov oz «

v _ (n —20)
I — Tla qg—1 _ 20 q _ 20,2
B(Rove) = [ (Ln g Yot = anrun) + 2 Gt - i) ao

20
= aaui"/ v2 da’ + / (5—%3 — Mo 2\p o ds,
o8B 0Bg, 4 2
where integrations by parts were used in the second equaliarly,
B%Rm%):0</ . ;fﬂﬂWmf+m4v%pmﬂ
0" B

Therefore, we obtain

< Clg /B+ 333;210(% + Vg - 2])(|Vva| + |2 |V 00| + 2ni1]Avy|) da (48)

Ro

+C +3ﬁWMW%P+meWw+O/ apv2 R, dS.

"B Bn,,
Sincediv,, (05 2V, v,) = 0 andgy™ ™ = 0fori <n+1,
|8721+1Ua(33,’33n+1)| < C(palVoa| + |8$+1,U0£|:E7_Hl-1 + |V92£,Ua|). (49)
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It follows from (48), [49) and Propositidn 4.2 that

< Clg /B+ 21257 (Vo + | Vo - 2|)(|Voa| + |2]|VE2va]) dz

Ra
20—1 4do0—2
1 T x o
1-20 n+1 n+1 Na
+C T + + dS + C—2—
8”BEQ n+1 (Ra’rl+l—40' Rg{n—20' a’n—l) Rn 4o

1-20
xn—i—l 1

<Cu / ( +
@ B (1 + |z|)2ntl=do (1 + |x])2n—20

) dx

«
+CR>™™ / (Y3 +1+y27)dS+C 7’;‘ “46
"By Rq

- ClioIn Ry + C(a;ﬂ") S+ Cop2 R p=20+1
Clio + Cloyp2?) 5" + Cap? R " n>20+1.

Foro = 1/2 andn = 2, Theoreni 111 was proved in [32]. Hence, we may assume:tbafo +1.

Sinceo € (0,1/2], n > 20 + 1 > 40. Therefore,

1
< =< fuzdw'—>0, asa — 0o
C 8/B+ «

which is a contradiction.
Proof of Theorerh 112Sinced M is totally geodesic, Lemma 3.2 implies that
|hd (x) — 69| < Oplf,
| < Cuglal.
Sincep = d(x) + O(d(z)?), it follows that

|pa(a)' 727 — 2 37| < Cpdad 7,

Ipa(® )1 20 2 2-20 .
T < C',u n+1 5 1< n-+ 1,
9 (1.)1—20 ori=20
Pa _ P4l | o Cula?720
8wn-‘,—l 8wn-‘,—l o ol

22
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Similar to [48), we have

SC/@/ Zp31 (Vo + Voo 2))(|2]|Vva] + 2 [V3val + 2511 |Aval) d (52)

2O [ eVl e as 10 [ aprgas.
"B, dBp,

It follows from (49), [52) and Propositidn 4.2 that

T / v2 da’
'Bf,

< Cpg, /B+ 31 (Vo + Voo - 2])(|2][Vva| + 2%V val) da

Ro

+C i+21‘7(|:£||Vva|2+va|Vva|)dS+C/ v’ R, dS
"B dBg,,

1—20

X

< 2 n+1 20 20 pdo—n

_C’ua/Bg —(1_,_’36‘)271—40 dz + C(ap27) 2" —i—Cau R,
< Cp2 + Clap) % + Cap* R,

providedn > 2 + 20 (i.e.,n > 4). Therefore,

1
0< =< vidw’—)O asa — oo,
C 8/B+

which is a contradiction. O

A Appendix

A.1 A traceinequality

Let (M, g) be a smooth, compact Riemannian manifold of dimensianl (n > 2) with bound-
ary.

Lemma A.1. For n > 2, there exists some positive constant= C(n, o) such that for all
u € H'(2,3°,Bf), w = 0in an open neighborhood af = 0, we have

2/q 120 2
’u(x/70)’q / n+1 |Vu|
<// + ’wl‘Zn dx < c + ‘x’2n % dz.
9'B] B
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Proof. By the assumption of, there exists a positive constant= ;.(u) > 0 such that. = 0 for
|z| < pwith x,, 11 > 0. Consider

Yy
v(y) =u <W> syl > L yng > 0.

It is easy to see that
v(y) =0, forallly| > 1/u, yni1 >0,

and for some”'(n) > 0,

u(@', 0)[* / / )
————dz' =C(n v(y',0)|7dy’,
/ T o) [ 6o
and

1-20 2
Tpi1 |Vl / 1-2 2
——————dz = C(n) ¥ 11 |[Vou(y) | dy.
/Bfr ’w‘Zn—4a [Y|>1,9n+1>0 ntl

By some appropriate extensionwofo |y| < 1, it follows from (3) that
/ lo(y',0)] dy’ < C(n,a)/ Yna1’ IVo(y)* dy.
ly'|>1, [y1>1,yn+1>0

The proof is completed. O

LemmaA.2. For 6 > 0, there exist®® = C(M, g,n,0,d,p) > 0 such that for allzy € 9M,
ue H'(p' =27, M \ Bs5(20)), we have

2/q
/ @)+ / P2 ()
OM\Bj (o) M\B} (z0)

<cd | Pl @)}
M\B,,(z0) OMN(Bs(z0)\Bs/2(z0))

5/2

(53)

Proof. We prove [(5B) by contradiction. Suppose the contrary of (b&) for some) > 0, there
exists a sequence of points;} € OM, {u;} € H (p* =27, M \ Bgrﬂ(x,-)) satisfying

2/q
( / \m(m)!q) + / P s ()2 = 1, (54)

(59)

but

/ Pl_2a‘vgui‘2+/ B ‘ul(x)‘Z <
M\B; ), (i) OMN(Bs (2:)\Bs/a(x:))

24



After passing to some subsequenfe;} converges weakly ta in H'(p' =27, M \ Bf (z;)). By
(B5), u = 0. It follows from a compact Sobolev embedding in Proposi#oB that

/ P2 ()2 0.
M\B} (z:)

By a trace embedding in Propositibn 2.3, we also conclude tha

2/q
/ @) —o.
OM\Bs(x;)

Therefore, we reach a contradiction [fol(54). O

Theorem A.1l. There exists some constafit = C(M, g, p,n,o) such that for allzgy € OM,
pw>0,uec H (p'=2°, M), u =0in{z € M : dist(x, zo) < u}, we have

q 2/q 1-2¢ 2
& ds,g <C .p |V qul du,.
onr dist(z, z)?" u dist(z, z9)?" 47

Proof. The theorem follows clearly from Lemrha A.1 and LemimalA.2. O

A.2 Regularity resultsfor degenerate elliptic equations

Suppose that® (z), 1 < i,j < n+1, is a smooth positive definite matrix-valued#g and there
exists a positive constart > 1 such that

1 g
Sl < Vg < Al v e R

Suppose also that
bt = gt = ofori < n+ 1.

Consider
o (271 a" (2) p2-u(x)) = 0, in 5,
- - du(x) (56)
1-20 n+1,n+1 _
B :cmhlrgm Ty 0" Orni1 blalu+ &), ond'By.

We sayu € H'(z,3, By) is a weak solution of(56) if

Con i,y Ou Oy
1-20 ij el — / / / / /
J @ gt = [ b 00+ 1ae
forall o € C>(By UJ'BY).
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Theorem A.2. Suppose thab, f € LP(B,) for somep > 2. Letu € H'(x,.3°,B5) be
a weak solution of(56). Then there exist constants € (0,1), C > 0 depending only on

n,o, A, p, ||bl|1»(5,) such thatu € C7(B{") and
HU’HCW(B;r) < C(HUHLl(x}lff,B;) + 1 fllze(s,))-

Proof. It follows from a modification of the proof of Proposition 2r[26]], which uses standard
Moser iteration techniques. O

Theorem A.3. Suppose that, f € C*(B,) for somed < 8 ¢ N. Letu € H(z}33", B5) be a

weak solution of(56). Suppose thao + S is not an integer. Themijfl" gg(ﬁ € C(B;), and
u(-,0) € C?°*+8(By). Moreover,

1-20 Ou(x)
n+1

X

__* [u(, 0)llczo+smy) < Clllull p2a1-27 gy + [ flles(s,)):
c(By)

whereC > 0 depending only om, o, A, 3, [[bl| s (,)-
Proof. It follows from modifications of the proofs of Theorem 2.3 dreinma 2.3 in[[26]. O

Proposition A.1. Letb, f € C*(By),u € Hl(x};j”, B5) be a weak solution of56), wherek is
a positive integer. Then we have

k
> Ity < il sty + I levis)
]:

whereC > 0 depending only om, o, A, B, ||bl|c# (,)-

Proof. It follows from a modification of the proof of Proposition 2rb[26]. O

A.3 Degenerate eliptic equations with conormal boundary conditions involving
measur es

We start with some Sobolev embeddings. For eyeey |1, +oc), we definel bP(p'=27 M) as
the closure of”>°(M) under the norm

1
lullwar(pr—2e,ar) = </MP1 ’ (IU\p+\VUIp)dvg> :

wheredwv, denote the volume form ofM, g). WhP(p!=27 M) is a Banach space for ail €
[1,400) (see[30]). The following Proposition follows directly froTheorem 8.8 and Theorem
8.12in [23].
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Proposition A.2. Let ) be a bounded domain iR"*! with Lipschitz boundary)Q. Leto <
(0,1),1 <p < g < cowith 57 > 1 — 1 andd(x) be the distance from to IQ.
(i) Suppose tha? — 20 < p. ThenW?(d'~27 Q) is compactly embedded it (d' =27, Q)
if
2—-20 1 1
_ > - — —.
p(n+2—-20)  p gq

(i) Suppose tha? — 20 > p. ThenW P (d' =27 Q) is compactly embedded itf (d' 27, Q)

if and only if
1 1 1

—_— > - — —.
n+2-20 p ¢
Corollary A.1. Forn > 2, let (M, g) be ann + 1 dimensional, compact, smooth Riemannian
manifold with smooth bounda§M. Leto € (0,1), andp be a defining function ol with
[Vgp| =10n0M. Letl < p < g < oo with = >%—%_
(i) Suppose that — 20 < p. ThenW 1P (p'=27 M) is compactly embedded iif (d' =27, M)
if
2—20 1 1
—_— > - — —.
p(n+2—-20)  p gq
(i) Suppose tha2 — 25 > p. ThenWF(d' =27, M) is compactly embedded it (d' 27, M)

if and only if
1 1 1

_ > .
n+2—-20c p q
Proof. It follows from Propositio A.R and partition of unity. O

Proposition A.3. For n > 2, let (M, g) be ann + 1 dimensional, compact, smooth Riemannian
manifold with smooth boundafy) . Leto € (0, 1), p be a defining function a¥/ with |V,p| = 1
ondM, and (u)ar, = [y, P 27udVy/ [, p727dV,. Letl < p < oo. Then there exists a
constantC, depending only o/, g, p, n, o and p, such that

v — (W) pllr(pr-20 01y < ClIVgull Lo o120 ar) (57)
for every functioru € WiP(p!=27 M),

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Were the stated estimate fatere twould exist for each
integerk = 1,2, --- afunctionu, € W1P(p!=2° M) satisfying

lur — (uk)a,pll Lo (o120 a0y > KIV gukl| Lo (p1-20 a0y

For eachk, define
u— (u)M,p
Hu - (U)MWHLP(pl—zg’M)

Vi =
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Then
() =0, Nvkllzer—2000 = 1, IVguillze(pr—20 4y < 1/k.

By Corollary[A.d, there exists a subsequence{of}, which is still denoted agv;}, and a
functionv € LP(p*~27, M) such that

v — v in LP(p'27 M), v — v in WhP(p1727 M),

Consequently,
(W) =0, |vlzegpr-20any =1, [[Vgullzeppi-20 a1y < liggg;f IV vkl Lp (o120 a1y = 0.
We reach a contradiction. O

Corollary A.2. For n > 2, let (M, g) be ann + 1 dimensional, compact, smooth Riemannian
manifold with smooth boundafy) . Leto € (0, 1), p be a defining function a¥/ with |V ,p| = 1
ondM, and (u)ar, = [y P 27udVy/ [, p'727dV,. Letl < p < oo. Then there exists a
constantyy depending only om, o, p such that for anyl < k < 1 + 4y,

[u = (W) as,pll Lre (o120 a1y < OV gull o (pi-20 ary (58)

for every functionu € W'P(p'=2° M), whereC is a positive constant depending only on
M, g,p,n,o andp,

Proof. By Corollary[A.1, there exists a constakt depending only om, o, p such that for any
1<k <1+ 4,

lw = (WnrpllLrw(pr-20 a1y < ClIVgullLo(pr-20 a1y + Cllu — (W) arpll Lo (p1-20 1)
< CHVguHLP(pl*Z’,M)
where in the last inequality we have used Proposition A.3. O

Let (M, g), p be asin Theoremn 1.1. Fere (0, 1), we consider

divy(p'™2°V,u) =0, inM
: 1-20 Ogu (59)
limy—zcan p(y) 5, = f(z) ondM.
We sayu € Whi(p'=29 M) is a weak solution of (39) if
/ pl=% (Vgu, V) dvg = / fedsg (60)
M oM

forall o € C°(M). DefineH' := {u € H(p'~%*, M) : [,, p'~*udv, = 0}.

28



LemmaA.3. Letf € H ?(0OM) := (H°(0OM))*, the dual ofH ~?(0M), such that(f, 1) = 0.
Then(59) admits a unique weak solutiane H'.

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from Proposition A.3 and trextMilgram theorem. [

LemmaA.4. Let f € L?>(OM) with zero mean value, € H' be the weak solution ¢9). Then

foranyd > 1,
1-25 |Vgul? 1
—— —dv
/Mp (1 + ‘u’)g g = 9 ||f||L1 (0M)-

Proof. In our proofs of this and the next lemma, we adapt some argtsrieom [6] and [18].

Forg > 0, letgy(r) = [ 1+t —Aif » > 0andgg(r) = —pg(—r) if r < 0. Itis easy to see that
wp = ¢p(u) € Hl( 1=20 M) and|pg| < 1/(6 — 1) on M if § > 1. Hence, the Lemma follows
from multiplying (60) by lettingy = . O

LemmaA.5. Let f € L?(OM) with zero mean value, € H' be the weak solution ¢9). Then
there existgy > 0 depending only om and o such that for anyl < 7 <1 + ¢¢, we have

HuHWl,T(plf&j’M) <,
whereC' > 0 depends only od/, g, o, p, || f | 1 (aar)-

Proof. By the Holder inequality,

/ 1—20|V u|7‘ dvg

‘V u,z >T/2 </ - )(2—7')/2
dv (1 + |u P Tdfu 61
<([ s [ 6D
(2—7)/2
<o) ( / =20 4 )7 d) |

where we used Lemma A.4 in the last inequality @nd (1,2) will be chosen later. Applying
Corollary[A.2 (see alsa [17]) tpy, yields that for anyl <k <1+ 4o

1-2 1-2 2k 1k 1-2 |Vg“|2
(/ P g0 —][ P 7 pg o duyg| dvg) < C/ p e dyy,  (62)
M M M (1 + [u])

wheredy > 0 depends only on, o, andC depends only o/, g, o, p, k. Sincegg (1) =~ ]r\l‘g
for |r| large, it follows from [(62) and Lemnia A.4 that

1/2k
</ p1—2o|u|k(2—9)> dvy < C + C’/ pl_z"|u|1_g dvy. (63)
o M
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Choosing close tol such that:(2 — 9) = % (this can be achieved as longass closed tol)
and inserting[(63) td (61), we obtain

1/7 0 %
</ p1—2cr‘vgu’7' d’l)g> < C <1 +/ p1—20’u‘1—§ d’l)g>
M M
(4
1-20 ?
SC’—l—C’(/p |u|dvg>
M

Since [, p'"??udv, = 0, by the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality, Holder inequadityd [64), we
have

(64)

0
Hu”Ll(plf%,M) < C/Mpl_%‘vgu’ dvg <C(1+ Hu”21(p17207M))-

Thus,[[ul| g1 (p1-20 apy < C becausg < 1. Therefore, the lemma follows immediately from164)
and the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality.
U

Theorem A.4. For any bounded radon measufedefined oro M with (f, 1) = 0, there exists a
weak solution: € Whiteo(pl=29 N7 of (B9).

Proof. The proof follows from LemmgaAl3 arid A.5 and some standard@gpmating procedure,
see, e.g./[18]. We omit the details here. O

Theorem A.5. For zp € OM, let f = 0, — m, where|0M |, is the area oD with respect

to the induced metrig. Then there exists a weak solutiane W10 (p1=27 A1) of (59) with
mean value zero and for all € M\ {zo},

Aqdisty(z,20)% ™ — Ag < u(z) < Aadist,(z,20)% ", (65a)
IVianu| < Agdistg(x,xo)%_"_l, (65b)
\%] < Agp*~Udist,(z,20) 7", (65¢)

whereAy, Ay, Ay, Az, A4 are positive constants depending only&h g, n, o, p.

Proof. Let f, € C'(OM) with [, frdsy = 0, | f&ll1oary < € independent of;, such that
fr = f in distribution sense aks — oc. We can also assume thgt — fin C},.(OM \ {zo}).
By LemmdA.3 and Lemmia AlL5, there exists a unique solutipre H' of (59) with f replaced
by f%, and

ukllwri+eo (20 0y < CUl frll L1 oany) < C.

Moreover, it follows from Moser’s iterations (see, e.ge firoof of Theorerh Al2) that there exists
somea > 0 such that

lukllco(an\B, (o)) < C(7) (66)
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for anyr > 0. By standard compactness argumenjsi— u in Whi+eo(p1=20 M) for someu,
which is a weak solution of (59) and satisfies

lullgar2 (a8, (z0)) < C(r)-

Now, it suffices to establish the estimalte (65a)foe B, (zo). Forr suitably small, choose a

Fermi coordinate systefy, - -- , yn+1} centered at(. Thenuy(y) satisfies
di(p' =27 \/det gg" Ojuy,) = 0, in B,
0
— lim p'%\/detg Uk _ fr, ond'B;..
Yn+1—0 OYn+1

Let v be the unique weak solution of

di(p'~27\/det gg" djui,) = 0, in By,
avk 1
— lim p'7%7\/det =— , ond' B,
yn+1—>0p gayn-i-l ’aM’ o
Vg = Uk on 8”6;;.

in H'(p' =27, M). In view of &8),||vk || o< (5,,) < C(r) and hencé{vg || a5+ < C(r). More-
over,wy, := uy, — v € H'(p'~27, M) satisfies

0;(p'—29/det ggij(‘)jwk) =0, in B;;,
_ 8’wk 1
— 1 1=20 /det g— = — ond'B;;
pom P v Je+ EIVik 2>
w, =0 ond"B;,..

Recall thatg*" ! = 0 for i < n + 1 on &' B;,.. Letwy, be the even extension af;, in By, i.e.,
/
(¥ e, Ynt1 > 0,
'IUk(y/, _yn+l)7 Yn+1 < 0.

We also evenly exteng andp to beg andp, respectively. It is easy to verify that the weak limit
w of @y, in L1+20(p'=27 B,,) is theweak solution vanishing abiB,, (see page 162 of [16]) of

9i(p*~27\/det gg’ 0;w) = —200  in B,

It follows from Theorem 3.3 of([16] thatv satisfies the estimates (65a) B3 (z(). Thus, u

satisfies[(65a). Finally[_(65b) and (65c) follows from (658heoreni A.B, Proposition A.1 and
some scaling arguments. O
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