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Abstract

The fractional Yamabe problem, proposed by Gonzalez-@043) [12], is a geometric
guestion which concerns the existence of metrics with @mdtactional scalar curvature.
It extends the phenomena which were discovered in the cilsgamabe problem and the
boundary Yamabe problem to the realm of nonlocal confoymallariant operators. We
investigate a non-compactness property of the fractiomahabe problem by constructing

bubbling solutions to its small perturbations.
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1 Introduction

Suppose that>(N+1,g+) is an asymptotically hyperbolic (A.H.) manifold with therdformal in-
finity (MN, [h]) and PS = PY[g*,h] is the fractional Paneitz operator with the principal syib
(-Ap)®. We are concerned with two low order perturbations of thetioaal Yamabe equation

PPu+ fu= uNE* on(M,f), u>0 onM,h), (1)

and
Pu+efu=u¥® onM.),  u>0 onM.h) )

wheref is aC*-function onM, € > 0 is a small parameter arsck (0, 1). (Equations (1) and (1)
correspond to the supercritical and subcritical problezspectively.) As one can observi,)(1
is a manifold analogue of the fractional Lane-Emden-Fowtgration with a slightly subcritical
or supercritical exponent, whilgl(2) can be viewed as a oarsf the fractional Brezis-Nirenberg
problem on A.H. manifolds.

For s € (0,1), Gonzalez-Qing [29] and Gonzalez-Wang![30] studiesl flactional Yamabe
problem which is a geometric problem to find a mehgdn the conformal clasdh] of h with the
constant fractional scalar curvatl.@ = PE (1). The existence of such a metric follows from a

0 0

solution of the non-local equation
PPu = cuv: on(M,f), u>0 on(M,h) (3)

with somec € R. As in the classical Yamabe problem, the signcalepends on that of the
fractional Yamabe invariant

Sd uP§udvA
KS(M) = inf QR " (4)

he[h] (fM )Nﬁzs UECEJ>E)M) (f UN- 2sdvh)N

and the fractional Yamabe problem is solvable if the ineigual

—00 < ,u;(l\/l) < yﬁc (SN)

holds where the manifoldS{V, h;) is the N-dimensional unit sphere with the canonical metric as
the boundary of the Poincaré ball. [n[29, 30], it is showatttihe above inequality is valid for
A.H. manifolds with non-umbilic boundary or the non-logattonformally flat A.H. manifolds
with umbilic boundary under some additional dimensional tathnical assumptions.

Since the operatoP$ = PS[4*, h] reduces to the conformal Laplaciansf= 1 and ¥, g*)
is Poincaré-Einstein (refer to{[10)), the fractional Ydm@groblem can be understood as a direct
generalization of the classical one towards the non-loocafamally invariant operators. This
fact being one of the reasons, recently intensive studi¢kefractional conformal operators have
been conducted by lots of researchers. We réfer([[28], 136,133,834, 35/ 48] and references
therein where closely related problems to ours, e.g., thgugr fractional Yamabe problem, the
fractional Yamabe flow and the fractional Nirenberg probkma investigated.

After the classical Yamabe problem is completely solved hwy ¢ontribution of Yamabe,
Trudinger, Aubin and Schoeh [563,197,[4.] 49], Schoen propasgdestion on the compactness
of its solution set. Remarkably, it turned out that the sotutset is indeed compact in th@?-
topology provided that the dimension of the background ffokhis at most 24[[37], but it may
be false for some manifolds whose dimension is greater thaguml to 25([6], 7].

Furthermore, as a low order perturbation, equatipnp §hd [2) in the local case = 1 have
been in the limelight (se€ 40, 19,120, 21] 22,[45,47, 26] ayrather possible references). It was
revealed that these equations also have an interestingdedn particular, if the operathP% + f
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is coercive, then the solution set of {1should be compact whed > 3 andf < 0 in M ([20]),
but non-compact in the case thdt> 4 and there is a region &fl wheref > 0 ([45,[47]).

The main objective of this paper is to extend previous resd@yarding the compactness or
stability property of conformal operators to the nonlocettiag s € (0,1) by considering[ ()
and [2). As a result, a perturbation of the boundary Yamabblem (corresponding to the case
s = 1/2) is partly covered here as a byproduct of our main resulthencase of[(I). For the
existence results of the boundary Yamabe problem in theidasn case and in the setting of
compact Riemannian manifolds, see Adimurthi-Yadava [2dbar([28] and Marques [42]. We
also should mention that equations with- 2 (see[(1ll)) were investigated in Deng-Pistoia [18]
and Pistoia-Vaira [46].

For the existence of solutions to the fractional Yamabelprabequivalent minimization prob-
lems to [4) which only contain local fierential operators can be derived by exploiting the exten-
sion theorem of Chang and Gonzalezl[12]. The authors ofi3@9utilized this observation to
deduce the existence result, instead finding a minimizerattains the Yamabe invariapg(M)
in a direct manner. After the fundamental extension resulCaftarelli and Silvestre[[jFO] for
the fractional Laplacians oRN, such a standpoint, introducing and studying equivaletereled
local problems rather than considering nonlocal probletselfi has been highlighted by many
researchers. See for example[[9, 5,50, 8/16, 14] and refeseherein. In this paper, we keep on
use this strategy.

According to[12] (see Propositién 2.1 below), it is natucatonsider the following degenerate
equation with the weighted Neumann boundary condition

—div(p"*VU) +E()U =0 in(X,g) and 45U =0 onM.h) (5)
where )
o 1-2 - o S

(9fU = —Kg-* pll_>r3+p S% with Kg .= m (6)

(v is the outward normal vector thl = 9X) in order to understand equations with the fractional
Paneitz operatd?a. LetH be the trace of the second fundamental farof (M, h) as the boundary

of (X, g) andH1(X; p1~2%) the weighted Sobolev space whose precise definition imgivection
[3. Our paper deals with the situation when the first eigeevafu{3) is positive (modulo thefiect

of the function f to be introduced below), that is, there exists a constant 0 such that the
inequality

f (P =IVU2 + E(p)u2) dog + f fU2dy, > C f U 2dv; (7)
X M X
holds for arbitrary functions) € H(X; p2~25), where the functiorf on M is defined to be

£ f if (L) is considered
|0 if @ is considered

Under the coercivity assumptionl (7), we have the followingHtompactness result fro{i
Recall that for anyC* functiony on M, a critical pointxy € M is called to beC!-stable if there
is a small neighborhood of xp in M such thatVy(x) = 0 for somex € A implies x = xy and
degVy, A,0) # 0 (seel[39]). Here deg denotes the Brouwer degree. It iskmeNvn that any
isolated local minimum point and maximum point i€&-stable critical point. Moreover, so is a
nondegenerate critical pointyfis aC2-function.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that s (0, 1), N > max4s,1} and H= 0if s € [1/2, 1). Assume also that
(@) is true.

1. If the function f possesses a-6table critical pointoo € M such that fog) > 0, then for
syficiently smalle > 0 equation(1,) admits a positive solution.ue CA(M) which blows
up atog ase — 0.



2. If the function f possesses a-6table critical pointog € M such that fog) < 0, then for
syficiently smalle > 0 equation(1_) admits a positive solution.ue C#(M) which blows
up atogase — 0.

Here the Holder exponemte (0, 1) is determined by N and s.

Furthermore, we can obtain an existence theorentfor (2) evtier geometric objedd plays an
important role.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that s (0,1/2), N > 2, as well as{7)) hold. Also, let1 : M — [0, o] be
a function defined as

—4AN(1 - 29)sd; f (o)
Alo) = ((ZN(N - 1)+ (1-49%))dsH(0)
00 otherwise

f(o)
H(o)

1
1-2s
) if H(o) # 0 and € (-0,0],

where the positive numbers dnd d, are given in Subsectidn 6.1. (g, og) := (A(c0), o0) is a
Cl-stable critical point of the function

2N(N - 1)+ (1- 4¢%)
AN(1-29)

I, o) = d—zlf(a)ﬂs +{ }dsH(o-)/l for (1,0) € (0, 0) x M

such thati(cg) > 0, then fore > 0 small enough equatiof@) has a positive solution.ue CA(M)
which blows up atg ase — 0. Furthermoreo is necessarily a critical point of the function
|f]/IH|?® on M. The exponert € (0, 1) again depends on N and s.

The analogous existence results to ours in the Euclidedingethat is, a proof for the exis-
tence of solutions for the fractional Lane-Emden-Fowlaragmpn and the Brezis-Nirenberg prob-
lem in smooth bounded domains Bl can be found in([14, 17]. While we are studying here a
small perturbatiorof equation[(B) defined ageneralmanifolds to understand its non-compactness
characteristic, one may addressual problem: to construct particular metric for whichoriginal
equation[(B) has the solution set that is h&tbounded. It is investigated in [38], which extends
[6,[7,[3,/52] to a nonlocal setting.

To deduce our existence result, we shall employ the finiteedsional Lyapunov-Schmidt re-
duction method. As far as we know, this paper is the first gitemapply the reduction procedure
towards equations with the fractional Paneitz operatofiaeld in general manifolds. For applica-
tions of the reduction method to the fractional Laplacianthe Euclidean setting or the fractional
Paneitz operators under a particular choice of the meteaefier to[[14] 16, 38] and so on.

Our problems require more delicate computations comparptbblems on Euclidean spaces.
The main reason making them harder is that the fractionaéiﬁamperatoPE = PS[g*, h] depends

not only on the metrid on the boundanM, but also on the metrig* in the interiorX. In other
words, the boundaryvl does not contain whole information in contrast with protdewith frac-
tional Laplacians{A)® on the Euclidean spaces, and so it is inevitable to look alyedfiow the
interior X plays a role in our problem. This is achieved by inspectirgetktended problem given
in Propositio Z11.. To overcome the otheffidulties we face, we have to also establish a certain
regularity result (Lemm@&_3.3), compute decay of tHearmonic extensions of the bubblés](19)
(Lemma3.b), use the weighted Sobolev trace inequaliy {@7¢ompact manifolds elaborately,
employ the dual characterization of the nofml(29) in estimgathe error term (Lemma4.1) and
others.

Notations.
- An element of the upper half spaB&*! is denoted byX, t) wherex € RN andt > 0.



- For any weakly dferentiable functiold on RN+!, we denoteV,U = (dy,U,--- ,dx,U) and
VU = (VxU, 8;U). Also dy, is often written a9;.

- B = BN*Y0,r) n RN+!is the (N + 1)-dimensional half open ball of radiuscentered at the
origin.

- Uy = maxu, 0} andu- = max-u, 0}.

- I" denotes the Gamma function.

- For anyN € N ands € (0, min{1, N/2}), we denotep = {23,

- C > 0is a generic constant, which may change line by line.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we present some geometric and analyticddraunds to understand our problem.
Most of materials are taken from [12,129, 23] 10, 8].

2.1 Review on conformal fractional Laplacians

Let (XN*1,4%) be an N + 1)-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold with the boupddN.
We call a functiorp on the closureX of X a defining function of the bounday if p > 0 in X,

p =00onM anddp # 0 onM. The manifold K, g*) is said to be conformally compact (C.C.) if
there is a defining function making X, g) be compact wherg = p2g*. Also, given the metric
h = glu, the boundary 1, [f]) with the conformal classh] of h is called the conformal infinity.
A C.C. metricg™® is asymptotically hyperbolic (A.H.) if the sectional cutwee approaches to -1
at the infinity M, whose model case is the hyperbolic space:

dx? + dt? 4(/dx? + dt?)
X + — H{[N+1 — RN+1 | BN+1 .
Cear) =) ( e ) > ( ’(1—|x|2—t2)2)

According to praham-LeEBl], for an A.H. manifoXland a representativiefor the confor-
mal class onl, [h]), there is a unique special defining function such that

g" =p7?(do? +1,). h, = h+0(p)

nearM. It is called the geodesic boundary defining function.
Suppose that € C, Re) > N/2 andf € C*(M). Then, by [43[°32], unlesg(N - z) is an
L2-eigenvalue of-A,-, the following eigenvalue problem

[-Ag = z(N-2)|V=0inX (8)
has a solution of the form
V = FpN% + GpZ, F,G € C*(X) andF|,— = f. (9)

Throughout the paper the existence of such a solution isyalaasumed. The scattering operator
on M is then defined to be
S(z)f = Glw,

which is a meromorphic family of pseudofidirential operators ifiz € C : Re(z) > N/2}. In
addition, we introduce its normalization so called thetiawl Paneitz operatd?g, namely

s['(s) N
. -2 S (— s) for s¢ N,

PE = PYg*, ] = rl-s \2 " ¢
(-1)52%58l(s— 1)! - Resg=nj2:sS(z) for se N,



whose principal symbol is exactly-f;)°. In the special case thaK(g*) is Poincaré-Einstein
(both C.C. and Einstein) argl= 1 or 2, we have

P%u = AU+ —48‘\1__21)Rﬁu (10)
the usual conformal Laplacian, and
P2U = (~Ap)2u - divp, ((E1Rsf - &Ricy) du) + %‘Qﬁu (11)
the Paneitz operator. Hefg stands for the Branson®-curvature andy, ¢, > 0 are constants.

The important property d?; is that it is conformally covariant in the sense that

P> , ¢= U P2(ug) for any functionu > 0 on M.
huN=2s

Finally, we set the fractional scalar curvatL@ﬁ by Pﬁ(l)-

2.2 Cdtarelli-Silvestre’s result [10] and Chang-Gonalez’s extension[[12]

In this subsection, we recall the observation of Chang andz&ez [[12] which identifies two
fractional Laplacians arising in filerent contexts: one given as normalized scattering opsrato
[32] described above and one originated from the DiricNetimann operators due to fGaelli
and Silvestre[[10].

Forse (0, 1), let DY(RN*1; t1-25) be the completion oE& (RN +1) with respect to the weighted
Sobolev norms

1/2
IUllprt2sy 1= ( f ) 1t1‘25|VU(x, t)|2dxdt)
RN+

with the weightt'-25. Furthermore, we designate Bi#(RN) the standard fractional Sobolev space
given as

1/2
HS (RN) = {u € L(RN) : lullysgeny = (fRN (1+167%) |0(§)|2d§) < oo}

whereu denotes the Fourier transformafand define the fractional Laplacian/)® : HSRN) —
H=S@RN) to be

(CA)Pu)(E) = (2> a(¢) foranyé e RN givenu e H(RN).

In the celebrated work of Gearelli and Silvestre [10], the authors found thatlie DY(RN*+1; t1-25)
is a unique solution of the equation

{ div(t=2VU) =0 inRN*, 12)

U(x, 0) = u(x) for xe RN,

provided a fixed functiom € HS(RN), then (A)Su = 95U |xn where the definition of the weighted
normal derivative?s is given in [6). Let us call thi&) the ssharmonic extension af and denote it
by Ext5(u).

It turned out that this extension result is a special casdefdllowing proposition obtained
by Chang and Gonzalez [12]. We also refer to Section 2 0f [29]



Proposition 2.1. ([12, Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 4.3]) LetN*1, 4*) be an asymptotically hy-
perbolic manifold with the conformal infinigMN, [f]) andp the geodesic defining function iof
Assume also that B 0if s € (1/2, 1). For a smooth function u on M, if V is a solution (@) and
satisfies(d) in which f is substituted with u, the function:d pZ~NV solves

—div(p"*VU) + E())U =0 in(X.g) and U=u on(M,h)
given that Bp) := p~27%(~A,+ — z(N - z))pN"%, 2z := N + 2s andg := p?g*. Moreover,

Sy = 03U forse (0,1)\ {1/2},
h U + BdHu fors=1/2.

Here H denotes the trace of the second fundamental (5= (—(Vapai,aj>ﬁ) on M =9X and
the operatord; is the weighted normal derivative defined(@) with t replaced by.
For syficiently small g > 0, it also holds that

E() = N 23

Remark 2.2. Since it holds that
R,+ = —N(N + 1) + Npd, log(deth(p)) + p?R; onM x (0,r1)

[Rip" 2 = (Rys + N(N + 1)) p™%]  on Mx (0.1y). (13)

and
(9p IOg(deth(p))LO:O =Tr (h(p)—laph(p))L):O — —2H,
the remainder terri(p) in (13) is reduced to

E()@ = —(N 23)5 log(deth(o))(c)o ™

- (N 2 )a log(deth(p))],_q ()0 + O (p*%°) = (N _ZZS)H(O')p_25+O(p1_ZS)
(14)

forz=(o,p) € M x (0,r1).
In particular, our main equatioh {)Lis equivalent to the problem
~div (p*25VU) + E(o)U =0 in (X,g),

dSU = uP=€ — fu on (M, h), (15.)
U=u>0 on (M, h)
and it remains the same as well except the second equati@b.ipi¢ replaced by
U =uP —efu forse (0,1/2) on (M,h) (16)

if we deal with [2).

In [12], it is also proved that given a geodesic defining fiorcp, there is another special
defining functiono® such thate(p*) = 0

Proposition 2.3. ([12, Theorem 4.7],[129, Proposition 2.2]) Assume that=H0 if s € (1/2,1).
For a smooth function u on M, if V satisfi@@) as well as@) in which f is substituted with u, the
function U:= (p*)?"NV is a solution of

—div((p")"*VU)=0 in(X.¢g") and U=u on(M.h (17)
whereg* := (p*)%g*. Moreoverg*|y = h, (0*/p)lv = 1 and
PSu=3d3U + Qu (18)

where CZ is the fractional scalar curvature and the operai@yis defined in(@) with t substituted
with p*.

This observation is useful in showing a pridfP-estimate or the strong maximum principle of the
operatorPE. Refer to[29, Section 3]. (cf. LemniaB.3 and Proposifionk&ibw)



2.3 Sharp trace inequality and its related equations

Given any numbef > 0 and pointr- = (o, --- ,on) € RN, let
N-2s N+25\\ &
~ 0 2 N o~ N-2s F( 2 )
w(;,(T(X) = KN’S(m) forxeR with KN,s = 22 [F(N;ZS) . (19)
2
Its constant multiples attain the equality for the sharpdimbinequality
( |u|N2—stdx) SSN,s(f |(—A)S/2u|2dx)
RN RN
whereSys > 0 is the optimal Sobolev constant, and in particular solve
(-A)Su=uP, u>0 inRY and Ilimu(X)=0 (20)

|X|— 00

(seel[41]). Set als®Vs,, = Ext*(ws,-), the ssharmonic extension af;,. Then we observe that
extremal functions of Sobolev trace inequality

N-2s 1
2N 0 2
( f |U(X,O)|N2_N25dx) < “f/N_s( f f t1‘25|VU(x,t)|2dxdt) , (21)
RN Ks \Jo RN

have the formJ(x,t) = cWs,(x,t) for anyc > 0, § > 0 ando € RN, wherexs > 0 is the constant
defined in[(6). Moreover, by its definitioly;, solves

div(t-2vU) =0  inRN*,
U = UP onRN x {0}, (22)
U = wseo onRN x {0}

and as an immediate consequence we have
1-2 2 TR
Ks f 25V W, 2d xdt = f w Zdx (23)
R+ RN

On the other hand, in the work of Davila, del Pino and Sird,[t%vas revealed that the set of
solutions bounded of2 x {0} to the equation

div(t2Ve) =0 inRM?,
O30 = pwP @ RN x {0 (24)
y@ = pwg on x {0},
consists of the linear combinations of
OWs. OWs. OWs.
zr = T, ZN = 2 and Zz9 = —2% 25
0,0 (90'1 0,0 (90'|\| 0,0 96 ( )

This fact is crucial in applying the reduction method to owslgem. Hereafter, we will denote
Ws = Ws 0, W; = W(;’(), Z|5 = Z'(S0 andZ'5 = Z:SO fori=0,---,N.

2.4 Expansion of the metric near the boundary

Suppose thatX, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold andceOM = dX. Let X = (Xg, -+, XN)
be normal coordinates dvl at the point 0 andx, - - - , Xy, t) be the Fermi coordinates ofiat O
wherexq, - -+, Xy € R andt > 0. Also, we denote

g = d? + hij(x, tydxdx;

so thath = g|r . Then the following asymptotic expansion of the metric riear valid.
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Lemma 2.4. [23, Lemma 3.1, 3.2] Forx--- , xy and t:= xy;1 small, it holds that
Vigl = il = 1 - Ht + %(H2 — llxlz - Ric(@y)) t* - Hixit - %ajxix,- +0(I(xHF)
and
hi =" + 27t - %Riklj XX + hij’(NJrl)kxkt + (Bniknmj +R ] n) t2 + O(|(x, t)|3)

wherern is the second fundamental form of M 90X, H is its trace, i.e., N times of the mean
curvature, R denoteg a component of the Ricci tensgjy B a component of the Riemannian
tensor and Ri@) = ¢'' Rin+1)j(n+1)- Also, the indices, ij and k run from 1 to N.

3 Setting for the problem

3.1 The function spaces

As before, let XN*1, g*) be an A.H. manifold with the boundary®, h) andp the geodesic defin-
ing function, so thatX, g) whereg = p?g* is a compact manifold. Denote By*(X; p'~2%) the
weighted Sobolev space endowed with the inner product

<U,V>Hl(x;pl—25) = fpl_zs [(VU, VV)§+ UV] dU!;
X
and the norm
1/2
U2 = ( fx pBE(IVUE + U?) dvg—) : (26)

By applying [21) and the standard partition of unity argumes obtain a manifold version of the
weighted Sobolev trace inequality

”U”LN%st(M) < CllUll(xpr-25) (27)
whereC > 0 is a constant determined IsyN andX. In addition, the embedding(X; p1~25) <
L9(M) is compact for any k q < Nz—l\és' The next two lemmas provide equivalent norms to the
HL(X; p1~25)-norm.

12 .
Lemma 3.1. The norm( [[ p*"2VU 2d, + ||, Uzdvﬁ) % is equivalent to the NOTHI [l42x:p1-2)
defined in(28).

Proof. We first consider a functiot defined orB}, for someR > 0 whereB} = {(x.t) € R\*1 :
(%, 1) < 2R, t > 0}. For each (< t < R, using the elementary calculus and Holder’s inequality we
have

t t 1/2 t
|U(x,t)|s|U(x,0)|+fIc')rU(x,r)|drs|U(x,0)|+(f rZHdr) (f rl‘zslarU(x,r)lzdr)
0 0 0

1/2

1/2

S R
= |U(x,0)| + \;2_3( fo r=2819,U(x, r)|2dr)

For any given numbeast € (-1, 1), we apply the above estimate to get

R
ff 23U (x, t)]2dx dt
0 Jix<R
R 1 R R
52([ tadt)f |U(x,0)|2dx+—(f ta+25dt)f fr1‘25|6rU(x,r)|2drdx (28)
0 IX<R S\Jo IX<R JO
R
c( f IU(x, 0)2dx + f f t1‘25|VU(x,t)|2dxdt).
IX<R 0 JX<R

9
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Employing this inequality witta = 1 — 2sin each local chart, we can obtain that

1/2 1/2
( f p1_25|U|2dvg) sc( f P #IVU Edv; + f Uzdvﬁ) :
X X M

On the other hand, the weighted trace inequality (27) andét inequality yield

1/2 1/2
( f |U|2dvﬁ) < c( f P (VU2 + U?) dvg—) :
M X

These two estimates enable us to get the equivalence of thedmns, concluding the proof. o

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the trace of the second fundamental form H ef 8K vanishes if
s€ [1/2,1). Under the assumption th4fl) holds,

1/2
IUlls := (Ks fx (" =IVU S + E(p)U?) dog + fM fuzdvﬁ) (29)

gives an equivalent norm {@8). Hence one can define the inner prodgct) s from the norm
Il - I+ through the polarization identity.

Proof. Suppose first thas € [1/2,1). In this case, the conditioH = 0 is assumed, siiE(p)| <
Cp'~2s by (I34). Using this fact and{27) also, we immediately obthart [|U|[y1(x.,1-25) > ClU]l;.

If s€ (0,1/2), then one can control the integral valud_bhear the boundary by takireg= —2sin
(28) and applying[{27). Additionally, by realizing thais bounded away from 0 in any compact
subset ofX, it is possible to manage the integral dfin the interior ofX. Combining the both
estimates, we deduce the same inequilityfyx.,1-2s) > C||U]|-

Suppose that the opposite inequality does not hold. Thee ta@ sequenci,}’ ; such that
lUnllf — 0 asn — oo but||Un||y1(x1-2s = 1 for alln e N. Let us first claim tha\tfX E(p)U,% — 0.
By (@), we have[, p'"U3 — 0, so the claim is verified at once fif = 0. If s € (0,1/2) and
H # 0, then the main order d&(p) is p~° as [14) indicates. In this situation, we take: 1 close
to 1 and use the Holder's inequality to get

n 1-n
lim [ p2U2 < lim | | p¥2U2 p2U2| =0
N—oo X N—oo X X

wheren = ai‘;gfl € (0,1), so we can justify our claim again. Observe thidhlli(x; 125 =

1, (Z7) and[(ZB) guarantee boundedness of the \{ql;yp‘auﬁ};il. Now if we let U, be the
H1(X;p1~‘25)-weak limit of Up, thenU, = 0. Thus compactness of the trace embedding gives us
thatfM fuz - fM fU2 = 0. However, it is a contradiction because previous comjautsishow

th<';1tfx,ol‘25|VUn|2 should converge to both 0 and 1. This proves th#f; > CllU|lyx 125, O

By (27), we know that the trace operafarH(X; p125) — Lp+1(M) given asi(U) = U|y ;= uis
well-defined and continuous. Thus the adjoint operqtorL C (M) — HY(X; p172%) defined by
the equation
~div (p* 25VU)+ E()U =0 in (X,9),
oU = v - fu on (M, h) (30)
U=u on (M, h),
with U = i%(v) is bounded in light of Lemm&3.2. Furthermofe; H(X; p1™%%) — LI(M) >
LP*L(M) for1 < q< p+ 1is compact.

10



On the other hand, in order to take account into the supieadriproblem (1) or (15,), we
must restrict the spadé(X; p1~2%) so that the trace of the each element belonds’td*<(M) for
€ > 0 small. Set

qﬁ4p+n+%e which implies %e:NTiQ' 31)
Then let us introduce a Banach space
He ={U € HY(X; p'7%) 1 i(U) € L%(M)} (32)
equipped with the normh- ||, defined by
IVllge = UlI§ +1lI(U)llLacmy  for anyU € H.. (33)

The following estimate explains why it is plausible to workiwthe spaceH..

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that M 2s andv € L% (M) for some g € (1, 25) fU =i (v) and u=i(U),
then there exists @ C(qgy) > 0 such that

ullLez vy < CllvllLar vy

1

P N H H 1 _ 2s
with i@ > % satlsfymga =4 %N In other words, we have

llullLagmy < Clloll

LN+ 25q(M)

for any ge (hsz, ).

Proof. Instead of giving consideration to{30) directly, we shaléuhe observation coming from
Proposition§ 211 and 2.3 that = (p*/p)ZNU is a solution of [I7) and) = U = uon M. For
any numbel. > 0, let us denot&); = min{|U|,L}. Due to [IB), if we multiply [1I7) b)Uﬁ 10 for
somes > 1, we get

st);(p*)l—Zs (VG \% (G’f—llj))g* doy = f'\;l o udsy, — f'\;l (f~+ QE) U uPdoy,

whereu, = min{|ul, L}. Therefore we have

f(p )2y ﬁTG)

2
-1
dog < Clu{ M s bl oy + CIU
g L % (M

IA
@)

+1
oy + CIIUIE
(M)

B+1)(p+1)
L &

IA
Olr

+Cllf’}

LP+1(M) Lq,(M) * C||U|

Lﬁ+1(M)’

whereq’ satlsfles— + (',Q'(;i?f = 1 andC > O is a large number determined byands. Also, we

used Young’s mequallty to derive the third inequality. higithis, Lemma&_3]1 and the weighted

trace inequality, we get
2 2 p1 2
< f (") dvg + f (ul_2 u) dug
Leeiv)  Jx g M
+ Cllolf’?

g1 12
|_p+l(M) Lq,(M)

B-1
u?u

~ﬁT~
) v(0,70)

(34)

< =u?u + C||u||ﬁ

LEL (M)’

Ol

11



TakingL — oo in this estimate, we may deduce

Iuil gz < C (ol ay + Iullsaq)-

Lettingq = Y1 we have
s < © (Il + 1 ez ). (35)
One may checkth% ——— . Besides, since we togk> 1, it holds thaty’ > N+2 andqg > p+1.

On the other hand, if we tesE(]l?) wittlF)#~10 for 0 < B8 < 1 whereU' := max{|U|, L} and
follow the above argument except takihg— 0 in (34) instead. — oo, then we obtain[(35) for
1<qg < N+2$andN = <q=<p+1l

We claim further thafjul| oy < Calloll e oy holds for someC; > 0. To show this inequality,
we assume that it does not hold for @y Then, we can find a sequence of functiops LY (M),
U, = i?—(vn) andu, = i(Up) such thatjup|lLagvmy = 1 and liny . llonllie vy = 0. By the compactness

limit. Applying @8) with u, anduvy,, and then taking the limit — oo, we obtain

1< C{fim ol + ol gas ) = Clliol wwzss (36)

On the other hand, by employing Leminal3.2, the weighted frampality and Holder’s inequal-
ity, we find

llunll 2. S(M) < CllUnllf < Cllonll 24 S(M)

From this estimate and lif,« [lonll o () = O, we han|u0||LN%S(M) = liMmpse ||un|| B = 0,
implying up = 0. However it contradicts t¢_(B6). Hence the assertion [tk g Cl||v||Lq,(M)
should hold for som€&€; > 0.

We are left to prove the compactnesgaf} , in

f pl—ZS
X

Owing to Lemmd311, it follows thaflUnlﬁ%l} is a bounded subset ¢11(X;p1"2%). Thus
n=1

< C||Un|||_q’(|\/|)-

+1
VIUnl T

2 +1
g+ f |unr8+1d0ﬁsc(nvnnLq'(M)+||un||Lﬁ+1(M,)fH
M

{|Un|ﬁ%l} is a compact set ihNZT'is‘f(M) for any smallf > 0, which in turn implies thatUn};?
1 -

n=

is a compact set ih % —¢(M) =
is finished. o

2N
N+2s*

Corollary 3.4. Fix any q >
syficiently smalle > O.

Then the adjoint map;i: LY(M) — H. is compact for

Proof. It easily follows from the previous lemma and its proof. Wave the details to the reader.
i

By Lemmd33, ifu € L%(M), theni(i’%(u)) € L%(M). Hence one may attempt to solve equation
(1,) by writing

U=iz(u") and U=u>0 onM
forU € H..

To unify the notation, we will use#{.., |- ||+ ) to denote KH1(X; p129), |- |I) from now even if
we study the subcritical problem_(lLland the critical oneE{Z) Notice that if equations Yand [2)
are considered, them in (31) should be read 5\57 e and Nz’gs, respectively. Hence in this
case the Banach spacéd (]| - ||;.) (defined according t(ﬂZBZ) and(33)) ard'(X; p>=2), | - ll¥)
are equivalent to each other, justifying our expression.

12



3.2 The approximate solutions

Recalling the numbem selected in[(1I3), we choosg < r; a positive number less than the quarter
of the injectivity radius of i/, ﬁ). Lety;: : (0,0) — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that = 1

in (O,ro) and 0 in (20, ). Noting that any elemert € X near the boundary can be denoted as
z= (0, p) for somes e M andp € (0, =), we define the functiori/s, on X (providedé > 0 and

o € M) by

Wisr(2) = Wi (T, (37)

- Xl(d(z, T)W; (exp(8).p) if d(z o) < 2r for someo € M,
- otherwise

whereW; = ExtS(ws) is the function defined in Subsectibn 2@y (-, ) denotes the geodesic
distance froms on (M, h), d(-, o-) is a positive function defined near the boundary)ﬁfé() by the
relationd(z, )2 = d((G, p), )2 = du (6, )2 + p? and exp is the exponential map dwi,(h). Thus
the parametef can be regarded as a concentration rate, whigxpresses a blow-up point. We
sets = €*A whereAd > 0 is ane-independent number. The numlaeis chosen to be

_]1/(29 for problems[(15), (38)
~|1/(1-29) for problem [I6)

In this paper, we search for solutions pf (J%nd [16) of the formW ., , + ® where® is
a function defined oiX whoseH,.-norm is sifficiently small. Because we regard the equations
as perturbations of tHemit equation(22), it is important to understand their linearized equrai
Hence it is natural to introduce

R d(z 0))Z! (exp;2(G if d(z o) < 2rq for someo € M,
2 @2 (o) = {)él( (2 0))Z, (expy(8).p) if d( ) <200
otherwise

fori=0,---,N, whereZ' is the function whose definition is presented[inl (25). Foheas O,
let us also deflne the subspace%g‘

- =SpanZL.,,:i=0,-,N}
and its orthogonal complement with respect to the innerymbd, -) 7
(KS,) = {U e He:(U.Zhy, ) =0:i=0, ,N}.
Furthermore, denote by
ns, :He— K, and (I5,) : He - (KS,)

the orthogonal projections ont¢; _and K¢ o )+, respectively.
As mentioned before, we WI|| apply the finite dimensionaluetibn method. Namely, for a
small fixede > 0, we first solve an intermediate problem (in Secfibn 4)

(HS’O—)J— [((Wsﬂ/l,a' + q)sﬂ/l,a) - I? (I (gs((wef’/l,(r + (Def’/l,a')))] =0 (39)

for each parameten(o) € (0, ) x M by employing the contraction mapping theorem, where

ge(u) = uP* andf = f if we consider[(T5), (40)
ge(u) =uP —efu andf =0 if we consider[(16)
Then we choose an appropriatg, (o) which makes
/15 e [((We“/l e + (DE”AE O’E) |>;” (I (ge((WE”ﬂf,(rf + (De“/lf,trg))) =0 (41)
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by finding a critical point of a suitable (localized) energyétional on (Qco) x M corresponding
to the above probleni (#1). This is conducted in Sedilon 6 e®asthat we modified the nonlinear
term in [39) and[{4]1) because we want to find a positive salutio

~ Before concluding this section, we provide a lemma regartie decay property of; and
Z;, which will be used throughout the paper. We defer its prodkppendixA.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that N- 2s, fix any0 < Ry < R;and set 4, ) = Bg \Bg . Thenasi — 0
we have the following estimates.

f 2 vW;Pdxdt= O (sN2%).
RT+1\B-§1

0(6) for N> 2s+1,
f 229V Ws[2dxdt= { O (5/logs]) for N =2s+1, (42)
B, O(sN2)  forN<2s+1.

o((sN—ZS) for N # 2s+ 2,

t1-2W2d xdt = )
0(6 |Iog<5|) for N = 2s+ 2.

AZR1sR2)
Besides, the followings are also true.

125t 2 oy, JO(ON)  fori=1.--- N,
.[Jz;ﬁ*l\sglt *[vZ,[ dxdt= {0(6'\"2*2) fori =0.
(

O(oN%)  fori=1---,N, (43)
f tl-2s (zjs)zdxdt: o((sN—Z*Z) fori =0and N# 2s+ 2,
ARy Ry) O(llogs]) fori=0and N=2s+2.
We also know
0(52) for N > 2s+ 2,
f+ tl‘st(l(X, t)|2) IVWj|?dxdt = 0(62| Iogo‘|) for N = 2s+ 2, (44)
Bz, 0(5’\'—25) for N < 2s+ 2.

4  Solvability of the intermediate problem

This section is devoted to solvability of the intermediatelglem [39).

4.1 Estimates for the error

In this subsection, we shall obtain a uniform bound of #ienorm of the error terniWee, ,» —
I(i(ge(Weon o)) Where @, 0) € (A7, 21) x M ande > 0 small, given any fixed numbel > 0.
The positive numbet was set in[(38).

Lemma 4.1. Assume that N- max4s, 1} for (I5.) and N> 2 for (I8). Given a fixedl; > 0, it
holds that

[Wero =15l Wero))||, = O() (45)
where
1- % for problems5.) if 0 < s < £,
) for problems(@5) if $ < s< 3,
y={82_  for problems{TE) with4s < N < 2s+ 2if 3 < s< 1, (46)
=00 for problems(5.) with N > 2s+ 2if 1 <s< 1,
12 - % for problem(T8)

14



uniformly (1,0) € (/111,/11) x M. Here/p > 0 can be taken to be arbitrarily small.

Before starting the proof, we remark that- 1/2 for problems[(15), whiley > 1/(2(1 - 2s)) for
problem [16).

Proof. Let us take into account the subcritical problem_(fl Fecalling the notatior = €% €
(ezis/ql, 62%,11)_ Here we will use the dual characterization of the norm

VIl = sup{(U, @) : @]l < 1}

which holds for anyJ € H1(X; p125). For a fixedd € H1(X; p1~25) such that|®||; < 1, we have

(Wi, )¢ — <'((Wp+e) ¢>L 51 (M)

= ks j; s )(,ol—ZS(vw(w,wp)g—Jr E(o) Woor®) dog + fB (fWise — WE) pduy  (47)
(o ro

ﬁ(O’,ZI‘o)

where
Bg(o-, 2rp) '={ze X:d(z o) < 2rg}, Bgy(o,2rg) :={0€ M:du(d,0o) < 2ro} (48)

and¢ = i(®). Note that in Sectiof]3 the distance functiad{s o) anddy (-, o) were introduced
in setting the first approximatio™/s,- for a solution, for each fixed € M (see[(3¥)). Since the
domains of the above integrations are small neighborhobitte @ointo- in X andM, respectively,
we may replac@® by y1(d(-, o) /2)® for instance without fiecting on the value of the integrations,
wherey1 is a cut-df function introduced fo(37). Moreover, by the equivalentevo norms||-||¢
and|| - llyx;pr-2s, it can be easily seen thigt:(d(-, 0)/2)@[s < Coll@|l¢ < Co whereCo > 0 is
a number not relying on the choice @ Therefore, to obtair_{45), we may without any loss of
generality regara (or ¢) as a function oRN+! (or RN) and assume that its support is contained
in B := BX (0, 4ro) ¢ R\ (or By, := By(0 4ro) c RV).

Now we shall estimate each of the right-hand side[of (47). tR objective, we denote
Ds1(2) = 6 2 D(52) for all ze RN andgs-1 = i(®s-1), for which it holds that

2 _
HCD‘SJ”Dl(RT*l;tl-ZS) = LNH tt ZS|V(D5*1(Z)|2dthS C (49)

+

by the scaling invariance. Firstly, frofn_(42) and the estarthat

1 1

2 2
f P A VW, IVDIdz< C f tl—ZSwgdz) + [ f t1‘25|z|2|VW5|2dz]
Bg B+ \B+ §r0
0(6) = ( %) if N> 2s+ 2,
={0(dllogs|?) = O(emlogelt) if N =2s+2,
o(s N2S) ( =) if N<2s+2,
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we find

Ks f pl_zs(V(W(;J, V), dvy
B+
g

N-2s

o(s"z" if N #2s+ 2,
= Ks f t2VW; - Vodz+ O f PNV W s IV DIdzZ| + (02") Lo
RN+ B O(dllogslz) if N=2s+2,
0(6) if N> 2s+ 2,
= stN 1tl‘zsvwl -V, 1dz+ o(5| |og§|%) if N=2s+2,
K 0(6"7)  ifN<2s+2

O(e®) if N> 2s+2,
= f wh (g1 ()dx+{ O (e|logelz) if N =2s+2,
N —2S .
B O(e") if N <25+ 2
(50)
Also, if 1/2 < s< 1 andH = 0, then[[I#) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply
3 3
Ks f E(p) W, ®dug| < c[ f pl-Zwagodvg) [ f pl-ZS@Zdug]
By B; ’ B;
1 (0@) = O(e®) if N>2s+2,  (81)
1-25\p/2 1 1 1 .
sc[f tW2(2)dz| ={0(sllogol?) =O(2625||096|2) if N=2s+2,
0 0(5"°)=0(e'®") if N <2s+2.

In the case that & s< 1/2, we take; > 0 small enough so that1(s+ 1) > 1/2. It follows that

Ks f E(0) Ws,0duy|
B

+
9

SCf P_25|(W5,cr||q)|dvlj

Bj
3 3

< C( L pl_zs_z(sﬁl)wg’o_dvg} ( jl; ) p_1+2§1(l)2dvg] (52)
. g
2

+
[

< c{ f th2 2B WA (gdz| = O (6T () = O (/%) for N > 2.

2rg

On the other hand, if, is a number chosen to be

2N
NS for N > 6s,

[ {%5 +¢, for 4s< N < 6swhere(, > 0 is arbitrarily small

then thanks to the Sobolev trace inequalityl (27), it can mepded that

f(M/(s,a-(ﬁdl)F1

< Cllflleeowyllwsll o @y 1Pl H1(x;p1-25)
B

25 o5 & 53
~ O(6¥_§2):O(e%_2_zs) for 4s< N < 6s, (53)

0(6%) = O(e) for N > 6s.

Herely > O is again a small number depending on the selectiafj.d¥loreover one has
- f ”Wg)jeqbdvﬁ = —f W§U¢dvﬁ + O(elloge]) = —f w‘l)(x)¢571(x)dx+ O(ellogel). (54)
By ’ By, ’ RN
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Consequently, combining all computations](47) dnd (5d)s(%ve obtain the validity of the first
estimate of[(4b).

The error estimaté_(45) for problein {16) can be handled im#ai way and we omit it.

Now we are left to handle the supercritical problems, {130 obtain the conclusion, it fices
to show that

=0(e). (55)
L% (M)

s =1 (i50c(ws)

By the trace inequality {27) and the computations made ghwednave

s =1 (i5(0e(woc)

L9 (M)

1-re le
< C o = (et s =i (0cws.)
Lp+1(M) |_2(p+1)(M) (56)
s l_re ek le
<C H(W(S,O' - |f”(ge(w6,0'))|’f || Ws,o — I (lf“(ge(wé,rr))) L2(p+1)(M)
re
< COU g i (i7(ge(ws)
|_2(p+1)(M)
wherer, € (0, 1) satisfies
1-r. N le 1
p+1 2(p+1) a
which leads ta, = s[(pﬂ—'\;rﬂg]e. Applying Lemmd3.B we see that
2s
‘ W, — | (I f(gf(w(;’o-))) LoD < ”wé,o-|||_2(p+1)(M) + ||l (I f(gs(w&o-))) L26+1(M)
_N-2s
<C (e s+ ||ge(w5,a)”|_N@éS(M))

N-2s N-2s

SC(E_T + €8s )

Using this and the fact that¢ = O(1), we deduce the desired estiméaiel (55) frbm (56). i

4.2 Linear theory

To solve [(39), it is important to understand the linear ofera
i 1
LS (@) := @ = (I15,) i (gL (Wenr)D))  for @ € (KS,) (57)

where the functiory, and f are defined in{40). Letting’ = LS (D), we see that the expression

(58)

[ Xod

D — i3 (((ge(Wero)®) =¥ + X6 2L, inX
(@,zi >f~=o foralli=0,---,N

with certain pair of constantgq; - - - , cy) € RN*1, is equivalent to[{37).

This subsection is devoted to deduce that for a fiked (Kia)i, there are a unique function
® € (KS,)* and an N + 1)-tuple €o,--- ,on) € RN satisfying [G8). This is the content of
Proposition’4.4. It comes from the fact that the operatdrs : (K{,)* — (K{,)* have the
inverses whose norms are uniformly bounded foro() € (171, 11) x M and suficiently small
€ > 0 (refer to Lemma4l3).

We start the proof by showing theEimost orthogonalityof Zgg’s with respect to the inner
product(-, -)s. As before, we usé = €* 1.
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Lemma 4.2. Foreachije{0,---,N}, we have

<-ZI5’O_, -Z(J;’O_>f~ = ? (,Bi(sij + O(l)) ase —» 0 (59)
whereg; > 0.

Proof. Recalling tharZ‘l’s are solutions of[(24), we compute with estimafes (44) &) that
(20 7)) = e f (pl—Zs (vZ,,.vZ),). + E(p)zgazgg) dog + 62 f fZi Z) iy
X ’ ’ ’ M ’ ’

- ( jﬂ; . t+25vZ) - vZldxdt+ o(l)) +0(6%) + O (%)

—1.i i
= prN wy "z Z dx+ o(1),
which implies [59). i

From the above lemma and the nondegeneracy result of [18}ided in Subsectioh 2.3, the
following invertibility result of the linear operatdr§  can be deduced.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that N 2s, (1, 0) € (/111,/11) X M ande > 0is small enough. Then there
exists a constant & 0 independent of the choice ©f, o) and e such that

ILS (D)l = CllDll£, (60)
forall @ € (K{ ).

pte

Proof. We only inspect the case whep(u) = u;™ (and f = f). The other case, namely, when
ge(u) = uP —€efu (andf = 0) is covered in a parallel way.

Assume that[{d0) does not hold so that there are sequepces0, 1, — A € [/111,/11],
(Sn = Eﬁ/ln, On > 0w € M, q)n € (KEn )J_ andq’n = LEn (q)n) Wlth
[Pnllfe =0 and [[@gllte =1 asn— co. (61)

We may further assume that,, = 0 by identifying a neighborhood af., in M and that of the
origin in RN. According to [58) and Lemnia 4.2, it is true that

—5%([3 + E)f (W(? j.:EZJ Ondvy, = 52 <an, Z(Q)n Bioij + O(l))

for eachj = 0,--- , N. Following the assertion in the proof of Leminal4.1, it is plolesto regard

@, as a function inlkRN*! whose support is included in the small half bagl(o-n,Bro) C B_gi =
N-2s 25

B+(O 4ro) satisfying||®p||s < C; for a fixed constan€; > 0. We defmed)n(z) =0n°2 Op(Onx+
o, Ont) for all ze RN, Then as in[{49), one can check tM%llDl(Ryﬂ;tl_zS) is bounded im e N
and in particulard, — ®, weakly in D*(R}*; t17%). Hence the compactness property of the

trace operator tells us that, — @, strongly in Lq (RN) for anyq < =% and so
p-lre - Lig
—6n(p+ e)f W; ndUh = —0n (f pw; ~Z PeodX+ 0(1)) = 0(n).
n RN

Here the second equality holds, for the assumplgre (Kj: Un)i gives

0=0n <(D”’ ijsnvo'n>f - 6nksj;< " ZS(VZ5 o VOR)gdug + O(57°)
i .~ (62)
= fR - t2VZ) - VO dxdt+ o(1) = fR . pud 2 Do dx+ o(1).
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2(¥n. Z), )| = 06n) by @1), it follows that

N
D UCInZ, || = 0(1). (63)

i=0

|(Ci)nl = 0(6n) and

f

Therefore, if we defin&€,(2) = 6, 2 ”(6 L(x = o), 6511) for any function= € C®(RN*1) and
regard it as a function in the open half ng c X, which is possible fon € N large enough, we
see

Ks L+ [tl—Zs(Vq)n, VEn)g_+ E(t)q)nEn] \/ﬁdth-l— ﬁ [f — (p + E)WE;;L—?E:I OEn \/ﬁdx
’ h

N
- <w + 6T, En> =0o(1)
i=0

f

whereBy, := B;(0,4ro) ¢ RN. Note that{||Zn|lt}>, is bounded and thaf(28) implies

1 1
2 2
f IE()||Dnl[Enldxdt< C f 7250 |I2,ldxdt < c( f t—zscbﬁdxdt] ( f t—ZSEﬁdxdt]
B; B; B; B;
%
< C||®nlls - 52 ( f t‘stzdxdt) = 0(1)
RL\_HI

for s € (0,1/2), while it remains to hold thafBi |[E(1)]|Dp||Znldxdt = o(1) whens € [1/2,1) and
H = 0 by a similar reasoning. Hence by takirig—> oo, we obtain from Lemm@a2.4 that

Ks f 5V, - VEdxdt= p f w) D Edx
R+ RN

which means thab., is a weak solution of{24). On the other hand, BR\*; t2-25)-norm of

®., is finite, so the Moser iteration argument works and it revélatd., is L= (RN)-bounded (see
the proof of Lemma 5.1 iri [14]). Thus with (61) the linear negdneracy result in [15], touched
in Subsectiofi 213, implie®,, = 0 in RN. Now we have that

o F(N=2s € —1+e
fB w2 |y = 57 F) jﬂ; T Gmup (9BE( JIAGax + on)dx = of1).
h

Putting® = @, into (58) shows then

lDnlls = (p+ e)f Wp—l+eq)2 \/7dx+ <\Pn + Z(C')”Z(Sn o n> =0(1),

and particulariy|®@nl_p+1gvy = 0(1). At this point, we claim that®y| ) = 0(1). Once we verify

it, together the previous estimate, it will yield thaby|[. — 0 asn — oco. Therefore we will
reach a contradiction and our desired inequalify (60) shbake the validity. Since the assertion
clearly holds in the subcritical or critical cases, itiies to consider the supercritical case only.
In this situation, by applying Lemnia_3.3 and usihg] (58)] @idl [63), we get

||ch||LqE(M) < I* (I (g,e ((W(Sn U'n) (Dn)) ’Lq (M) + | (Dn - I? (I (g’E ((W(sn,o'n) (Dn))

< [0 W) 0] g, +00)

LM (64)
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According to Holder's inequality,

||I (ge ((W5n O_n)q)n)|||_N+2505 M) < ||ge(w5n,0'n) Lfe(M) ||(Dn||LP+1(M)a (65)
whered + 2 = Nltéf"f. Sincer; = & + O(e), we have|g.(ws, )| e = O1). Thus we get
from @) that|i (g, (Ws,0n) @n)|| ne = 0(1), which gives|®nll oo = o(1) with 2). O

LN+25% (M)
As a result, we can construct a solution [of](58).

Proposition 4.4. Given N> 2s, fix a pointa, o) € (/111, A1)xM and a small parameter > 0 such
that Lemma 413 holds. For eath € (K{ )*, there exists a unigue solutiq®, (Co,--- ,Cn)) €

(Ks )+ x RN*! to equation(G8) such that estimat&0) is satisfied.

Proof. Firstly let us show that the linear mag , onH. is the sum of the identity and a compact
operator that is to say, the mdp— (H )J‘I*(I(ge((Wga 10)P)) for @ € H, is compact. Denote

i3 = N2 432 Then, by Corollary_3}4, we observe th:?t L%3(M) — H. is a compact operator

givene > 0 small. Furthermore, sindé¢W, ) is in L*(M), it holds thati(g.(We,1,)P) €
L%3(M) for any ® € H,.. Consequently, our assertion is true and the propositibawie from a
standard argument utilizing the previous lemma and theHeled alternative. m|

4.3 Derivation of a solution to the intermediate problem

From the unique existence result for the linear problem §&&ed in Proposition 4.4, we are now
able to derive thaf(39) is solvable for any givend) € (1;*, 1) x M providede > 0 suficiently
small. Let us rewrite probleni (B9) as

1 .
L (®) = —ES, + NS (®) = — (IT5,,) ((WM,U .y f~(gf((wfw)))
1 Hl /
#(115,) (5 @l Waro +®) = gl Werno) = gL Wer)0)) . (66)

Proposition 4.5. Under the assumption of Propositibn .4 equatf6f) possesses a unique solu-
tion @ = ®eeyr € (KS )+ such that

”q)sf’/l,a'”ﬂe = O(Gy) (67)
where the exponentis defined inf4g).

Proof. We define an operatdr; (K;ﬂ)l — (K;ﬂ)l by
-1
TS, (@) = (LS,) ( -+ NEL(@)).
A direct computation using Lemmas B.3 dand 4.1 shows thatittisntraction map on the set

B = {d) e (KE ) 1 llollg, < MEV} for some largeM > 0.

Consequently, it admits a unique fixed point-, , € B, which becomes a solution 0 (66). This
completes the proof. m|
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5 Finite dimensional reduction

We keep using notationg (u), f in @0). Define als@(u) = fot ge(H)dt.

It is notable that equationf (TJp(16) have the variational structure. In other wordse H.
is a weak solution of (IB-(18) if it is a critical point of the energy functional

I(U) = & f (P =IVU2 + E(p)UZ)dv(7+1- f fu2duy, — f G(U)duy,
2 Jx 2 Jm M

wheredv; anddu;, denote the volume forms o0iX(g) and its boundaryN, h), respectively. Based
on the previous observations, we define a reduced energtidnatby

Je(/l’ O-) = IE ((We"/l,rr + (De"/l,tr) (68)

for any @, o) € (0, c0) x M where the exponernt > 0 is determined if(38) andl.., , denotes the
function determined in Propositién #.5.

The next proposition claims that the well-known finite dirsiem reduction procedure is still
applicable in our setting.

Proposition 5.1. Assume tha¢ > 0is small enough. Then the reduced energy (@, ©)xM — R
is continuously dferentiable. Moreover, if {4, o¢) = 0 for some elemerfile, o) € (0, 0) X M,
then the functionWe,_,, + @, . SOlves problem§I5.)-(18) (according to the choice of the
nonlinearityg,). Its trace on M is in G#(M) for somes € (0, 1) determined by N and s.

Proof. Fix e > 0 and define a linear operator
L)) = U+ (T15,) | Were = (5@ Wernrs + V)

for ((4,0),U) € (0,00) X M X He. ThenL((4, o), o) = 0 and

S @) = U= (15,) [0 G (Wern) L)

By elliptic regularity,i(g.(We5)Per o) € LI(M) for someq > N2+|\£s' (Refer to the latter part of
this proof.) Hence we know from Corollary 3.4 tf%i((/l, 0), Peop ) - He = He is a Fredholm
operator of index 0. Moreover, using _{67), one can check ithiat also injective. Therefore
%((/1, o), Oy ) IS invertible and the implicit function theorem shows ttia mapping 4, o) €
(0,00) X M > ®eayr € H, is CL. This leads thaf, is aC! map. Furthermore it is a standard step
to show thatl/(A¢, o) = 0 impliesl, (Weea o, + Pees ) = 0.

In the rest of the proof, we take account of equatigns (19 he other equatiori (16) can be
dealt with similarly. One has then

K _ — —
Es L [pl 2s (V ((Wfa/lao's + QEGJEsO_E) ’ V:)g + E(p) ((Wfaﬂsao_e + QEGJEsO_E) ':‘:I dvg_
+ f f ((H/s”/lg,a'E + q)sﬂ/lg,a'f) Edvﬁ = (p + 6) f ((WEQ/IE,O'S + (DEQ/IE,O'E)E_liE Edvr1
M M

for anyE € H(X;p1%). PuttingZ = (W o, + Pean,».)- iNto the above identity and then
applying [7) verifies thaV,_, + ®e . > 0inX. By Proposition§ 211 arld 2.3, equatiénl(17)
is solved by the nonnegative functiah = (o*/p)> N(Wea o, + ey o.) defined inX and its
traceu > 0 on the boundaryM. Also, U is not identically zero sinCWeo o, + Peoa oIt >

Wear o llt — 1Peop, ol = C+ O(e”) > 0, and it is strictly positive irX, for (I7) is a uniformly
elliptic equation in divergence form away from the boundeBuppose now thai(z) = O for a
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pointzy € M. Then by the Hopf lemma [29, Theorem 3.5], we hav@ltzsap*u > 0 atzy, while
(@8) gives

ks(p*) %0, U = —05U = Qu—Pu=(Q2+ f —uP*)u=0 atz.

Therefore a contradiction arises and the functibhand Wee,_»,. + ®e,, . Should be strictly
positive inX.

Finally, if the nonlinearity of the problem is subcriticéthen [29, Theorem 3.4] implies thiit
is a locally bounded function iX. Then the regularity property oW e, o, + @co AEJJM follows
directly by the result ofi[29, Proposition 3.2]. If our prebh is critical or supercritical one, then

: . Ni2s | 4
the nonlinear term is given hy.(u) = u™2"° = uv-=*¢ . u for € > 0. Note that

N (4 _\_ 2N N __
2s \N—2s 7€) " N-2s T2~ %

(seel(31)). Therefora € L% (M) means thatin-s+< e Lzus(M), and so one can modify the proof
of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.8 in [14] slightly to show thatis L*-bounded. The regularity a§ again
follows from [29, Proposition 3.2] now. m|

6 Energy expansion

6.1 TheCCl-estimates

We setdy = fRN w1p+1dx, d; = fRN w2dx, dp = fRN wf“ logwidxandds = ks ﬁwl 2725V W, [2d xdt
(whose finiteness faX > 2s+ 1 is guaranteed by (#2)). Then the following asymptotic espn
is valid.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that¢ > 0 is syficiently small, and H= 0if s € [1/2,1). In addition,
we remind the reduced energy functionald&fined in(G8).

(i) Assume further that N max4s, 1}. If problems(15.) is concerned for € (0, 1), then it holds

N - 2s 1
{( 4 )'Og“ p+1}d°_d2]

% f(0)A25 +

sth €
JE(/LO'): Wi p+1

(N - 29)%dp

+€ AN

logA + 0(1)] . (69)

(i) Let us consider equatiofld) under the assumption thats (0,1/2) and N > 2. Then it
follows that

2N(N - 1) + (1- 4¢%)
AN(1 - 2s)

J(, o) = % +€TE [d—zl f(0)A% +[ }dsH((r)/l +o1)|. (70

In the above estimates(X) tends to 0 uniformly fo(1, o) € (171, 21) x M.
To prove this, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. Fix any smalli; € (0, 1). Givens = €% 1, we have

o(e) for problems(15,)),

71
0(61_%5) for problem(T8), =

Je(A, o) =1 (Wso) + {
uniformly for (4, o) € (47, 1) X M.
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Proof. Putting®;, into (39) and then applyin®s, € (Kig)L and Taylor’s theorem, we obtain
Je(A,0) = e (Wso)
= <(W6,0' + (D6,0'a ®5,0>F - L (GE ((W5,O' + (D6,0') - Ge ((Wé,(r))

= jl\‘/l (gs ((Wé,a' + (Dcia') — Ye ((Wéa')) q)é,(r

- jl:/l (GE ((W5,O' + (D6,0') - Ge ((Wé,(r) —Ye ((Wé,(r) (D6,0')
= O(I2s, ).
Therefore the conclusion follows by Propositlon]4.5. i

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that s (0,1/2) and N> 2s+ 1. Then
1-2s

4
f 2725 yW, |2dxdt= —— 2725V, W, [2dxdt =
RL\-‘+1

—25\7 /2
1+2s Jpnn ~fIR;’)‘+1t Widxdt< co. (72)

Proof. The argument we will use here is based on the proof of Lemma729]. We will only
prove the first identity, because the second identity camgtdipd in a similar manner.

If we denote the Fourier transform @, with respect to thex-variable byW, then we have
Wi (&, 1) = 01(£)e(2nI¢lt) whereg(t) is a solution of the equation

1-2s

0+

#O -¢t)=0 inR., ¢(0)=1 lim ¢(t) = 0. (73)
Thus we have
f 2725V, Wy |2d xdt = f (2rlél) 22| W, t)|2d§dt
RL\_Hl RL\_Hl

. (74)
- f i) Y (£)Rde - f 225 (t)dt
RN 0

and

f t2725(9,Wy)2dxdt = f (2rl€)?t2 2 ()Pl (2rlélt)2dédt
R-’l\-‘+l R-’l\-‘+l N (75)

- [ et [ e ok
RN 0

Sinceg(t) = 21-5t5K(t)/T'(s) whereK is the modified Bessel function of the second kind (see
[27, Lemma 14] for its derivation)y decays exponentially dsjoes toco andg’(t) ~ t~ near 0.
Hence after multiplying{713) bi?~2¢’ (t), which converges to 0 as— 0, and applying integration
by parts, we discover that

3—223f00t2—25¢2:_(1_28) fmt2—25(¢/)2_foot3—25¢/¢//
0 0 0
_ ® 225 2, 3725 (7 505, 2 1305, 2™
_—(1—2s)fot (¢)+Tfot (¢)" -5t (GO
_ 1+228f00t2_25(¢’)2'
0

Putting this with[[Z#) and (75) gives the first estimate[of)(72 i
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Proof of Propositio 61 We will accomplish the proof in 3 steps. We use the notafien %1,
0i = 0y fori =1,--- N, andt to denotep near the boundary.

Srep 1. We initiate the proof by computing [, p*~?\VW; - [2dvz. By (@2), we have

Ks f P EIVW; o 2dvg
X
ofe)  for (@5,
1

- Ksj; o(er=) for (I6),

whererg is the small positive number chosen in Secfion 3. Also Lerharplies thatyT =
o' + 2710t + O(I(x, 1)) and +/igl = 1 — Ht + O(|(x, t)|?). Hence we can compute

t1725 [ g1 W5 (x, )9 Wi (X, 1) + (B Ws(x 1))?] igldxdt+ {

+
]

Ks f t1725 [ g1 B W5 (%, )9 Wi (%, 1) + (B Ws(x 1))?] igldxdt
B

+
0

~ ke f
Bﬁo

+ f t250 (1(x, HI7) VW[ °dxdt
BY,

tl_zslVW5|2dth+KS[ZJT”(O') 27259, W50 Wsdxdt — H(c) f t2‘25|VW5|2dxdt)
BY,

Bfy

(76)
where the last term of the right-hand side is negligible[Bf)(4 _ )
_On the other hand, singgW; is odd inx andr'! = hkzh'l = 6"‘nk|§” = mjj SO thatr'l6j; =
mijh'! = H at the pointr (for we are using now the normal coordinatehddt o), it holds

27 (o) ) t27259; W10 Wy d xdt = %H((r) 2725V, W4 [2d xdit (77)

RT+ RT+1

(which is finite provided thalN > 2s + 1).
Having them in mind, we consider problems () 5irst. It would be convenient to divide the
cases according to the magnitudesof

- If s€ (0,1/2), then [42) gives us thaff,, t*725|VW;2dxdt= 0(6>%) = o(e).
o

- If se[1/2,1), then we observe thdt({[77) remains valid if we change timeadlts of integration
of the both integrals to the half bali{,. Thus by the hypothesis thet = 0 onM if s € [1/2,1),
we deduce the second term of the right-hand side_df (76) hasis

For problem [(Ib), we note that M > 2, thenN > 2s+ 1 for s € (0,1/2). Hencel[(7l7) is
meaningful for this problem.
Now applying Lemma=3]5 an@{P3), we deduce that

Ks f P BV W o 2dvy
X

[ wddx+ 0(625) for (15), (78)
| o i tdx+ okgH(e) - (B552Y) [0 22 VWy 2dxdt+ o(6) - for (T8).

Srep 2. Next, we calculates [, E(o)W?2 dvz. Assume thats € [1/2,1) andH = 0. Then
|E(p)| < Cp*25, so we get

Ks f [E(p)I W2 dv; < C f t12W2d xdt = (79)
X +

B,

O(gmm2N-251) jf N # 25+ 2,
0(52| Iog6|) if N=2s+2.
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On the other hand, & € (0,1/2), then [1#) shows that, [, E(o)W?Z dvz = O(6) = 0(6*°) so that
we can neglect this term if problenis ()5s considered. IN > 2s+ 1, we have more accurate
estimate

N - 2s o(ami”{ZvN-ZS}) if N #2s+2
E(o) W2, dvs = fH‘ZS(WZd—+ ’
KSL (p) 0,0 Ug KS( 2 ) X p 0,0 l)g 0(62| |Og(5|) |f N — 25+ 2’

(80)

- KS(N _ 28) H(o)s f t2SW2dxdt + 0(6),
2 RN+

which is needed for probleri {1L6).

Srep 3. Finally, we turn to estimatng Ge(Ws)dvy. To deal with whole cases, it Sices to
compute that

(Wp+1¢e (Wp+1
Iy = Plgpe, 1 ::f 07 _ %0 gy I ::ff 2 do:.
1 L(WM dop, 12 wlprize p+i doy and I3 " Wi dvp

Sincedv;, = V/hldx=1- %Rinin + O(]x%), under the assumption thiit> 1 it is plain to obtain
forall se (0, 1) that

Iy = f wi tdx+ o(sM@@Y) - and |3:525(f(a) f widx+o(1)). (81)
RN RN

Besides one can calculate the intedgdby applying Taylor's theorem and the expansiag)f¢ =
1 + belog(ae) + O(e| log €]) which holds fora > 0, b € R and smallk > 0, yielding

RN p+1l+e p+1

)dx+ 0 (62| log 6|)

B 1 p+l B (N —29)? f p+l (82)
_ie[p+lfRN wy ~logw;dx— (aloge +log 1) N N wy dx

€

(p+1)?

From [78)482) and{41), estimatioris [69) ahd] (70) can beicked at once. This concludes
the proof. m|

F

fN wPdx+ O(ezl logel) + 0(62| Iogo‘|) .
R

6.2 TheC!-estimates

The aim of this subsection is to improve Proposition 6.1 bgwshg that theo(1)-terms go to
0 in Cl-sense. Unfortunately there is some technicéidtilty in obtaining theCl-estimates,
because the estimali@ ;7 = O(¢”) in €4) (and||®@coyollLagmy = O(e”) for 1 < g < qf)

of the remainder ternd.., , is not so small compared with the blow up raté of the bubbles
W, €specially whers is close to zero. In fact, the standard argument forGhestimates of
Je (see e.q.[]44]) provides only the bouffe **2") for the error term, which is not tolerated in
(B3) and [(8b) below. Nevertheless, we can achievathestimates by modifying some ideas in
Esposito-Musso-Pistoia [24].

Proposition 6.4. Estimateg69) and (70) are valid C'-uniformly for (4, o) € (1;%, 11) x M. Pre-
cisely, the following holds for each fixed poin§ € M. Suppose thaj € RN is a point near the
origin.

(i) Under the assumption of (i) in Propositibn 6.1, we have

% texn, =]+ 0@ (83

9500 expy, (1)

= e—
ayk y=0 ayk [ y=0

25



for eachl < k < N and

Ry
i(N 29) dol

0 _ 2s-1
1 J,o)=¢€ [dlsf(a)/l N 3

] + o(e). (84)

(i) Under the assumption of (ii) in Propositidn 6.1, we have

0
— Je(4, exp,,
o ( R, ®) 1o
10 |dp 2
= €l o [E f(expgo(y))/l S 4 {

1

. + 0(61—25) (85)

2N(N - 1) + (1- 4¢%)
AN(1 - 29)

] dsH(exp,, ()1

for eachl < k < N and

%qu, o) = €75 ldlsf(o-)/lzs‘l + [

2N(N - 1) + (1 - 4¢%)
AN(1 - 2s)

] dsH(o)

y + o(erzs). (86)

Let us note thatﬁ%wm is a even function irx € RN like the bubbleW.., and has the same
decaying property a#/..,. From this fact we can see that all the error estimates in thef @f
Propositior 6.1l hold exactly in the same manner even if tmeydiferentiated in thel-variable.
This tells us thaf{69) an@{¥0) hold @t-sense with respect t i.e., [B3) and[(86) are true. Thus
it only remains to show thalf (69) arld {70) also holdCiksense with respect o, or equivalently,

(B3) and[(8b) are valid.

We fix oo € M and setr(y) = exp, (y) fory € BN(0, 4rp) (recall that 4 > O is selected to be
smaller than the injectivity radius &fl) for conciseness. For the proof, we first need to establish
several preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 6.5. Recall the definition of the truncation functiga which was introduced if37), and
the fact that any point z X located syficiently close targ € M can be described as=z (o(X), t)
for some xe BN(0, 2rg) and te (0, o). Also fix anyl < k < N.

1. For any z= (o0(x), t) near the pointry, it holds that

(aiwm)) @ = 1000 ODFWs (% ) + 01 (), 0, (@7)
Yk y=0

whereo; is a function on X supported on the half bag(B-o, 2rp) (defined inf49)) satisfying
lloallf . = O(0).

2. For any z near the pointg and0 < i < N, we have
o . .
—Zso @ = —x1(1(x ONAKZ5(%. 1) + 05(0(X), 1) (88)
Ak ) 4=0
Wheregi2 is a function on X supported on;—Bro, 2rp) such tha11|gi2||f,E = 0O(1).

Proof. Using the chain rule and Lemrha A.2, we compute

W02 = 1A ) G € 0,0 + DA )W, 9.
Yk Yk Yk

N
7

IVl - v, t)|))

(X =y, t)IN-28

: 08;(y. .
- xa(de o) ) |omh(en 0.0 2+ o
=t
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where we seS(y,X) = exp(;ly)(a(x)) = (E1(y. %), ,En(,. X)) € RN. Therefore replacing

(o(x), t) with (exp,,(X), t) in the previous inequalities, we obtain

0
a_yk(wﬁ,(r(y) (expo'(y)(x)v t)

&,
= x1(d((exPy ) (0. 9. 7)) Z [5 W (%, t)a—y: (.07t (exnry)) (X))] +0 (‘5

NZZSW).
j

I(x )IN-2
(89)

N
-1
By (6.12) of [44], it holds that

0E;
% 1 (o) )

0E;j
= a—J(O, X) = =dkj + O(|X|2).
y=0 Yk

Takingy = 0 on the both sides of (89) and inserting the above in thetrgmitls

9
— Ws.o exp, (X), t
(7 o) (0.1

N
= =200 ONAWs(x, 1) + xa(I(x. D) D [0;Ws(x )] O(112) + 0(5
i=1

NZZSW)
(x HIN-2s |

=01(X.t)

We readily find thatlos|l¢, = O(6), and thus arrive at the first equalify {87).
The same argument can be applied to prove the second eq@8)tyThe proof is completed.
i

We remind from Proposition 4.5 thdt., . solves equatiof(39). Hence for some constants
¢ €R,0<i <N, we have

N
Vet = ~Wenrg + 17 (ge(Weoro + Peoo)) + ) 6k (90)
i=0

Lemma 6.6. In (@0), we have thatijc= O(¢”**) for eachO < i < N.

Proof. Fixing anyi € {0, -+, N} and taking the inner produgt, Z} ) - on (30), we get that

G(Zh Zho) i+ . C{Zh o Zhor) s = (Woors Zhr) e — fM 9e(Wsg + 055)Z5,,
I (91)

- ((wa,o,zg,(r)f— [ gf(wg,(,)zgﬂ)+( [ (gf(wg,(,-)—ge(w&ﬁ@&,a))zgﬂ)

wheres = €% 1. ReplacingDd byzgp in the proof of Lemm&4]1 and using the estinﬁaf%g|
O(e™®) instead of|®||+ = O(1), we may deduce that

fe

(Woor Zsp)r — fM 9(Ws)Zh, = 0(e™).

Next we apply Holder's inequality to ascertain

j’;l(gs((wda') ~ 9e(Wso + ©50))Zj, = O(”Q’E(Wacr)”LZMS(M) : ||®5,cr||LN{NZS(M) : HZES,(T”LN%'ES(M))
- o).
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Combining these two estimates ahd](59), we derive fiorm () t

Ge " + > cjo(e?) = 0(e™),

j#i
which yields the desired estimate= O(e”*%). m|

Recall a fixed pointo € M and the mapr(y) = exp, (y) defined fory € BN(0, 4rp). In the
next lemma, we shall replace the derivatiggsWs () andd,, s -, With respect to the parame-
ters by the derivative&«W'; (,) andok®; »(,) With respect to the spatial variables in the expression
of 0y, Je(1, o(y))l,=0. This will permit us to take integration by parts to evalugjgl. (1, o (v))l,=o-
This idea was introduced in [24] where existence of the binbldolutions for the two dimensional
Lane-Emden-Fowler equation was examined.

Take a cut-€ function y, : (0, 00) — [0, 1] such thaty, = 1 on (Q2rg) and 0 on (4g, ).
Then we see that, = 1 on suppyf1). We also set a functiof)ﬂ;,(, ‘R™ - R by

s (X.1) = x2 (A((0(x), 1), 7)) P50 (7(X), 1),

which satisfies supp}(‘; )c B! ,and afunctiorii(';p :X—>R(k=1---,N)by

4rg?

{(akd)w) (x,t) if ze Xis nearM so that it can be written as= (exp, (x), t),
otherwise

Then we have the following result.

Lemma 6.7. We have

(W) + q>5,(,(y))aykq>5@(y)|y:0 ~1 Wiy + Qs re)@K ;. + O(€2)

and

|(Wooty) + Poc)IpWsaor) |y=0

o(e) for (I5.),

= —1(Wsoo + Ps00) 0k (1 (1(X D)W (x, 1)) + {o(GW) for (18),

where z= (07(X),t) € X satisfies (& oo) = |(X, )] < 2ro.

Proof. From [90) and the fact thzétzi = q>5’(,>f~ = 0 for all o € M, we see that

1 Wisoty) + Po.0() O Po.o()

N N
= Gi <'Z6 o(y)? ayk®5 o-(y) P Z Gi aykzlé,(r(y)’ q)5s0(y)>f
i=0 i=0
N
' 1-2s i =N —
_ IZ(; G [KS fR » 25 (V0y, Z ) (0, 1), Vs (X, t))g, Vigldxdt (92)

+ Ks fR B0, Z;55)( (0. 05 (%, 1) lgld et

+

+ fR ) F( (09 Zh ) ((X): 0)P5. ) (%, ) \/ﬁd x] .
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On the other hand,

N

le ((W‘S‘TO + q)‘S‘TO)(D(SO'o = Z Gi <ZZS,O'O’ q)lg(70>f
i—0
N
- ; Ci [Ks j;;yﬂ t1-2s (V ()(1(|(X, NZ(x, t)) (akd)éao(x t))) Vigldxdt -

s [ EOR00 DD, (0 0B ) Ve
[ o002 (00B51(x.0) \de].
Let us compare(92), for which = 0 is taken, and{93). Employing {14}, {2d),(88) and the

observation thady +/lgl = O((x, t)l) which stems from Lemm@2.4, and applying the integration
by parts, we have

’ fR L E® (aykzgﬂ(y)(a(x), t))y= o Dy, (%, 1) lgld xdlt
- fRM E@x1(1(% D)Z5(%, )dkPs(x 1) Igld xd‘{
< fR O(£72%) (beal + )0 ) + OG0 1) |24 5., )] lxclt

+

fR . E(0)ob (%, )®s.0 (% 1) vIgld xdt‘
< Ct*Z| zgy  [Pscoll 7 + Cllezlly - [@acnllr = O™

forse (0,1/2). If se [1/2,1) andH = 0, the above term has a better boud@?). Similarly,

fR ) f(0 (%) (0 Zhs o (79 0))y:0 Dj,5(, 0) \/ﬁdx
- fR i (T (I 2(1X)Z5(X)Ds.70(%, 0) \/HM

< fR N ak(ﬂa(x))xlaxn \ﬁ)

< C(H 6”LN+25(BN(O4I’ ) ” 6O—OHLWS(M) ”QZ( )”LWs(M) ” 50‘O|||_N ZS(M))
= 0(6(25_1)‘”7 + e”) :

12,90 (x O) dx + f | fle()ebx, 0y (%, 0) JJfidx

Finally we use Lemmds 8.5, 2.4 andl3.5 to get

fR N+1t1 25 (VA Zh ) (@ (X 1), Vs (X, t)) Vigldxdt

‘fRMt“s(V(m(l(x,t)l)z;(x,t)) V (B0 (x.1)). Val dxd‘{

+

< t1—25 [
RN+1
+

+ f . 25| Voh(x, 1)| - |v6,m(x, t)| Vigldxdt= O(&”).
RN+

¥ (1100 DDZ,(x )] 0% O + [V (Bacax DDZx V)| |- [FBsry(, ] e
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Combining the above three estimates with Lenhméa 6.6, we raach
(Wi + i) (aykd)é,tr(y)) +1{(Wse + s )05 = 0(e*)- O (67_" + s 1)‘”7) =0 (627) :

It proves the first identity.
We turn to prove the second identity. For this we apply LemB84$6.5 and 616 to certify

Ié((wé,(r(y) + ®6,U(y))aykwé,o(y) + I;((Wé,o'o + (Dé,a'o)ak (Xl(l(xa t)l)W5(Xa t))

N
Z Gi <Zi5,(ro’ ayk(M/(S,O'(y)|y:0 +X1(|(X’ t)|)(9kW5(X, t) +X§|_(|(X’ t)|)ak|(x’ t)|W5(X’ t)>

f

Il
o

-

Gi {Zs g 01 + X406 DDA HIWs(% 1) -

i=0
N . - O(lcile*llogel) - for @5
= 0| Y. (6l [[Zbrol - kI ’
IZ(;|C|||| 6,(70”f ”anf +{O(|Ci|) for@)

O(e*llogel) for @5). [ofe) for (I55),
o(e"?) for (16)

— O y+a _—a « + _
(6 € € ) { O(Ey+a) for (IE)
Here we also used

. O(6%logsl) if N> 4s,
Z A6 DDA DWs(x 1)) - = O(6N 2L log 6]) =
(Zh g X206 DDA DN (%, 1)) - = O |log ) o) N o 9en 1
Our assertion is proved. m|
Now we are ready to establish the desi@destimates of the reduced energy functiofal

Proof of Propositiod 6J4.For the sake of simplicity, we identifﬁ(‘g’g0 = a@(gﬂo and use an ab-
breviation f10kW;s)(2) = x1(1(%, t)[)W;s(x, t) defined forz = (o7(X),t) € X nearog € M. We may
assume that the domain of these functions is the Euclidezresp'+!. By the previous lemma,
we have

| Woort) + Pooy) (InWsow) + é‘yk@a,a(y))L:O

o(e)  for problems|[(15),

= —1/(Wso + Dso)0k (Y21 Ws + Dy.ory ) +
(W, ) (X1 W + s ) {o(ea) for problem [(16)

Let us decompose

| Wy + POk (1Ws + @) = 17 + 15+ 15— 17,

where
|i = st t1-2s (V (,\{1W5 + @5’0-0) , Vok (X1W5 + (Dg’a-o)), \/ﬁdth
Rkul g
15 = ks f . E®) (aWs + @sr) O (X1 W5 + @5 ) VIgldxdt
RN+
I3 = fN f(e(3) (Y1ws + D) Ok (X1w5 + 65,00) \/ﬁdx

R

and

I3 = fN ge (v1ws + Ps,0) Ik (Y115 + Posery) \/ﬁdx
R
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We will calculate each term to conclude the proof of Propms[6.4.

1. Bstivate oF 17. In this step, we only consider problem116) in order to eashe finiteness of
the valueds defined in the beginning of Subsectlon]6.1. To handle the aiee[(15) is an easier
task.

Direct computation shows that

1-2s T —~ _ 2
fR El+1t (V (A= x2)Ps.) » Vi (xaWs + chUO))g_ Vlgldxdt= 0(e”).
Thus we have; = 17, + 17, + O(¢?) where

14, = ks f A2G00, (W + D) 5k (12 W + D) VIgTdxlt
R +

+

and
17, = ks f 720 (1 Wy + D) D1 (1 Ws + Diserg) gl xdlt
RN+

We shall compute the terij, first. By (42), [44) and(67), we discover

Ks

Ih=-5 fR » t2%94 (g Vigl) 85 (x1Ws + Ps ) 05 (x2Ws + @) dxclt

p ) N
_ _Esf 11255, (éu \/@) i (x1Ws) j (x1W;) dxdt
RL\_Hl

(94)

+ O( f €259 (1 W)l |V Vs,
RT-A

I(x, t)|dxdt+ f tl-2s
RT-A

2
dxdg

__ks 1-2s4 (= =) A _ 2y 0(625") for N > 4s,
2f+t A (5" V1) W50 Wsdxdt+ O (e )+{O(€a) N per 1

BY,

Also LemmdZ} implies that

37 = ~Hit — 5 (Ra + R x + O((x 0P)

and

. 1, i i ij 2
ol = == (Ry! + Ry ) x + Wl gyt + O (10 D).

from which we obtain

(9" Vigl) = g Vigl + ¢ o gl
1 1 . - -
- [3 (R +R, )+ 50 Ra+ mk)] X + (1 = 67 Hi) t+ O (106 BI).
Inserting this into[[9K¥) and then applyirig{44) as well asrﬁ‘lationshi"(NH)k = nii’k = 2Hy and

f t1725%,9;W;0;Wsdxdt= 0 (by the odd symmetry dN; in thexy, - - - , xy variables)
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we get

, Ks (i ] 0ij 2.2 2
l3; = ) (6” Hic—h ,(N+1)k) N Lmlt VWG| dxdt

Ks

t3

2r)  for N > 4
+0 f t-23)(x, 2 VW dxdlt| + O () + ofe?r) for N> 4s
= o(e*) forN>2s+1,

1,5 < 1
[§(lej+leJ)+§5](R‘<‘+R’k)

f tl_st| 8|W581W5d xdt

Bry

(95)
B’O

0(525“) for N > 4s,
0(e?) forN>2s+1.

Next the terml 12 is to be considered. In fact, one can observe that

_ Ks N-2
N

_ _) Hio f 2728y, W, |2dxdt + o(EZV)+{
2 RN+

Ks

112 = > t20k (at (X1W5 + 65,00))2 Vigldxdt

+
4rg

Ks

= —E o tl—ZS (at ()(1W5 + 6530-0))2 ak \/ﬁd xdt

4rg

=% [ ooy
2 B,

Hyt + :—é(Rm +Ri) X+ O(|(x, t)|2)] dxdt (96)

N 0(627) N 0(525“) for N > 4s,
0(e?) forN>2s+1,
0(525“) for N > 4s,

2 o(e”) forN>2s+ 1.

Consequently[ (95)[ (96) and {72) give us that

N-2
I} = KSH e f tz‘zs[(T)WXWﬂz+(8tW1)2]dxdt+ 0(e%)
REH:[

= Sy, f 2725 (9,W;)2 dxdt+ 0(627) +{
RT-A

2

N - 25— 1 ©7)

= ksHyde? [ ————— f 2725V Wy |2dxdt+ 0 (e?).
4N REHl

2. BEstivate oF |5. Performing the integration by parts, we have

Ks

A (EO Vig) (x2Ws + By ) dxdlt+ O(¥).

If se (1/2,1) andH = 0, then

15 = o( f t1‘25|W5|2dxdt) + o( f th2e
RT-A RT-A

f
- 0() + o) = {0 Tor@E,
o(e*) for (1)
If s e (0,1/2), one finds from[(T4) thdt)| = O(5) + O(e?”) = o(e) for equations[(I5). Further-
more, ifN > 2s+ 1 is imposed, we can compute that

_ Ks(N‘Z 25) [ akH(a(x))t-ZSWdedHO( [ t‘ZS(WE+fﬁ§,ao)|<x’t)|dxdt)
Rt”l Rt”l

q)5,0‘0

2
dxda
(98)

5=

+ O(jﬁ;N+1 t2s (I,\/i — 1 W5 + 1 Ws |66,0'0

+ 5?,(;0) dxdt) (99)

= —KS(N ;ZS) A (H((X)))lyeo fR - t2SW2dxdt + 0(6)
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for equation[(1B), by utilizing (32).
3. Bstivate oF |. We have

15 = -% fR ) ak(F (X)) \/ﬂ) (aws + &55,00)2 dx+ O(e”)
1 ) _
= _E \[RN ak (f(O‘(X))) wng-i— LN O(|X|) I/\/lwé + q)5,0'0
3 fR (e 090) (063 - 03 + 2610Bi + B2,..) ydx+ O ()
1 ~ = s
-3 [ ofeon)uaxsof [ whifBu]ox) o) 0.

Applying Holder’s inequality, we estimate

f Ws |(D5,0'o
BN(0,2ro)

Hence it follows that

2
dx

dx = O Jlwslliz@m [ Pscollzmy) = O(€57+7).

o _%/1256 ak(f(o—(x)))L:O leKN widx+ o(e) for (15), (100)
* o for (16).

4. Estivate oF |;. We will deal with the case$ (1 only. The remaining casé ([16) is similar,
and especially, the small linear teraiiu of g.(u) for this problem (sed{40)) can be taken into
consideration as in the previous step. One has

I3 = jﬂ;\N kGe (X1W5 + 55,(,0) \/ﬁdx+ 0(627) =_ jﬂ;\N G, (X1W5 + Eﬁ(sﬂo) Ak \/ﬁdx+ 0(627)
=- fR _ Ge (raWs) ok \/ﬁdm fR [Ge eaWs) = Ge (xaWs + sy ) 0 \/ﬁdx+ o(e).

With the observation thaity \/ﬁ = —% (Ra + Ri) X + O(Ix?), we estimate the second term as

.

< f (()(1W5)'OiE |a;6,0'0
E{N

N+2s
12 (2 2N e —~
< C(f W&p (N+25)E|X| N+25dX) |q)5,0'o
BN(0,2rq) RN

= O(e") + O(elP™7) = o(e).

Ge (x1Ws) — Ge (X1W5 + 66,0'0)

O(Ix)dx

p+1is) O(|X|)dX

+ |q)5’0—0

1

p+1 p+l
dx) +C(f D
EgN

p+lte
5,00 dx

In addition, we find

i _ p+1lte, 2 _ 2 _
LN Ge (x2Ws) Ok \/ﬂdx_ O(fRN Wi IX| dx) = o(e 7|Ioge|) = 0(e)

given thatN > 2.
Collecting [97){(I0D) and the above estimates completesptbof of theCl-estimates for
Je. O
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7 Conclusion of the proof of Theorem$ 1]1 and 112 and some remia

In this section, we complete the proof of our main results.

Proof of Theoreri I]11Suppose that € M is aC!-stable critical point off such thatf (o) > 0.
If we let
(N - 29)%dy

J(A,0) = d—zlf(o-)/lzs STy

loga for (1,0) € (0,00) x M

and

1
_((N=292%dg\*
o= (4N foods) 2

then it follows from the invariance of the Brouwer degree ema homotopy thatlp, o) is aC?-
stable critical point off (refer to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [45]). Therefore, by Rusitiond 6.1
and6.4, there exists a critical point.(o.) € (0, ) x M of J. in (€9) for suficiently smalle > 0
such that {.,0.) — (1o,00) ase — 0. This fact and Propositidn 5.1 imply that ()5attains a
positive solution. As a consequence, we see from Propo&id that its trace oM solves (1),
deducing the conclusion.

If there is aCl-stable critical pointrg € M of f such thatf (o) < 0, then the same argument
provides solutions of equations (5 and so those of (). This concludes the proof of Theorem
LI O

Proof of Theoreri I12Under our assumptions existence of solutiong 1o (2) follras Proposi-
tions[6.1[6.4[ 5]1 and 2.1. Observe théf) is the unique value such th{:}ﬁ(/l(cr),cr) = 0 for
eacho € M fixed, andvJ(1(c), o) = 0 if and only if o~ is a critical point of the function

o) = I(o), o) = J_r(dls)l%s 4N(1 - 29 )12—35 (1— Zs)( [f (o)l )%zs

(2N(N — 1) + (1 - 4s?)) dg 2s |H(o)%s
Henceog should be a critical point dff |/|H|?S. The proof is finished. O

We conclude this section, raising some additional questiegarding our main result.

First of all, one may ask the compactness issue for equaflofsvith f = 0. For the local
case § = 1), if the dimensionN of a manifold M satisfiesN < 24, the positive mass theorem
holds forM and the nonlinearity is slightly subcritical or criticahen the solution set fof {3 is
pre-compact as shown by Khuri, Marques and Schioen [37]. ©wtter hand, iN > 7 and the
nonlinearity is slightly supercritical, then Esposito d@idtoia [25] proved that there is a family of
solutions to[(T) which blow-up at a maximum point of the function— |[Weyl;(X)|l; defined for
x € (M, h). We think that a similar phenomenon may happen for the maicase too, but do not
have any definitive answer yet.

Secondly, the behavior of equatidd (2) in the cake- 0 has to be understood. Notice that
the main order in the energy expansipnl (70), computed wélagsumptiond # 0, is €77 whose
exponent is well-defined (namely, positive) onlysi (0,1/2). It would be interesting to figure
out how this is related to the fact that the characterizadjbﬁ’ﬁ in terms of extension problems
is valid for anyH only if s € (0,1/2], while the cases = 1/2 is quite special in that it arises
from the purely local problem - the boundary Yamabe probl@n.the other hand, il = 0O, the
correct choice of in (38) and the main order of the energy expansion Woulg&g andeW{s),
respectively, hence it makes sense for amy(0, 1). However, controlling this case is technically
harder, since one needs to improve the accuracy of appréxismdutions. Such an additional
difficulty also arose in the local cases= 1, 2) in [26] and [46].

In both problems, we suspect that the governing functioriferblow-up location has a rela-
tionship with the norm of the second fundamental fdjtt, or that of the Weyl tensafWeyl; ||,
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In [30, [38], one can observe how the Weyl tensor carries sutolie in the fractional Yamabe
problem.

Currently a theory for the higher order fractional Panejterator ¢ € (1, 2)) is being devel-
oped (see e.g/ [11]). It seems natural to formulate anal®gooblems for these operators. We
also believe that equation (lshould have bubble-tower type solutions as id [47].
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A Proof of Lemma[3.3

In this appendix, we justify Lemnia_3.5 which describes theagteof the bubbléNs. The proof
will be achieved once we combine LemniasiA.1 A.2.

Lemma A.l. LetO < s< 1and ae R. Also fix0 < R; < R, and denote A = B+ Ros-1 \ Bf
Then, a®y — 0, we have the estimates

f tl-2s dxdt— 0(69) fora+ 0,
A 1(x N+2-2sra ~ 1O(logs|) fora=0,
;.

f t2s1 dxdt— 0(6%) fora+ 0,
[ INT2s a7 1 O (jlogs])  for a= 0.

Ry6-1

and

Proof. The second inequality follows from the first inequality bybstituting s with 1 — s. To
prove the first inequality, we decompose the domain of iratign

Ary = (AL Ut > X)) U (AL Uit < X))

and estimate each part separatelyt| It |x|, then it holds thalt| < |(x, t)] < V2|t. Hence we get
tl—ZS \/_23 1 1
——————dxdt< max{1l, V2> f ————dxdt
j/;+ Lz 1(x DINT2-2sta { } AUtz [0 DINHEE

O (62 f 0]
sCf ;dxdt: (6% ora#0,
A (x pN+ira O(llogs|) fora=0.

-

If |t| < |X, then we have tha% < |(x 1) < |X < |(x,t)] < 2671 for (x,t) € AL ,. Consequently,

f tl-2s f f tl-2s
———-—=dtdx
A* u{lti<Ixi} |(X t)|N+2 23+a —<|x|<26 1) Jiti<ix |X|N+2 2sta

|X|2 2s
—F—F— 00X
]__ S~f{%<IXI<251} |X|N+2 2s+a
1 1 |06 fora= 0,
T 1-s {22 <psas) IxN+a=" " 1O(|logs|) fora=0.

Combination of the above two estimates yields the desirequality, concluding the proof. O

Lemma A.2. Assume tha{(x, t)| > Ry for some fixed R> 0 large. Then we have the validity of
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CtZSfl
[CH

() Wixt) < e and  [VWA(X D] < s +

C 4 Ct25—1
|(X,t)|N_25+2 |(X,t)|N+2S+1

(i) 1oiWL(x, 1)] < and |Vo;Wyi(x,t)] < fori=1,2---,N.

__C
|(X,t)|N_25+1

2s-1
(”I) |85W1(X9 t)| < W and |V85W1(X9 t)| < |(X,t)|$\‘:’25+l + |()E’:tt)|N+25

for some C> O determined by N, s andyR

Proof. We initiate the proof with recalling Green'’s representatiormula

N+2s N+2s

ws(y) N2 f 6 \ 2 1
Ws(x, t) = — _dy=0 d 101
%1 “N’SfRN (x— y N2z 7 TN RN(62+|y|2 (x— g N2 (101)

whereay s andby s are positive constants depending onlyrmand s (see [14, Subsection 2.3]).
The proof consists of 3 steps.

Step 1: Estimates of WWe split the situation into two cases.
Case 1. Assume that < [t|. Since|(x,t)| < V2|t], we obtain

Wi(x,t) <D f 1 1 ¢ < ¢
1A, — N, +2s _ = _ — _ N
*Jav (@1 )R N T NS T N

Case 2. Assume next that > [t|. Then we observe fronx, t)] < V2|x that

1 1 C C
Wi(x,t) <D dy = wi(x) < < .
1(x. 1) N’SLQN (1+ |y|2)NEZS X — y|N-2s y = wa(x) [XIN=28 ~ |(x, t)|N-2s

Putting these two estimates together, we get the first il o (i).

Step 2: Estimates ¢¥YW;|. Again we deal with the two mutually exclusive cases.
Case 1. Supposg < [t|. Then, from we havéx, t)| < V2|t we see that

1
[V Wi(X )] < bN,sf —= |V

dy
BN (1+y?) 2"

V10—, OIN-25

IA

(102)

1 1
C f T dy
BN (1 + [y2) 2 I(X =y, f)IN-2s+

IA

C f 1 1 ., __C __ ¢
RN (1 + [y|2) Mg [pN-2s+l = [tIN-25+1 = |(x, t)|N-2s+1"

Case 2. Assume that > [t| so that we gel(x,t)| < V2|x. By integration by parts, we deduce

1 1
\Y W]_(X, t) = —bp, f " SV ( )dy
" *Jen (14 ) 2 NIy N2
" o
== =V dy
»[I;—XE% @+ )" T\l —y, N2

. f v [ 1 ) dy f 1 v,dS,
pn< T\ @+ ) ) 1= g OIN2S it (14 y2)™5 (X - g, DIN-2S

wherey, anddsS, is the outward unit normal vector and the surface measureesgherdy — x| =

%, respectively. Hence, realizing that > % if ly—x < % we derive from the above that

IVxWi(x, 1)l

< C f 1 dy + C f 1 g +O(|X|N—1)

= |X|N—25+1 Iy—xlz% (1+ |y|2) N+225 Y |X|N+25+1 Iy—XIS% |(X—y, t)|N_25 Y |X|2N (103)
—1 1 2s |xN-1 C C

i O(IXIN-ZS“) : o(|x|N+25+1 "X' )+ O( XN ) = PN S [ N2
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which with (02) implies the first inequality of (ii).

On the other hand, fdx > [t| andly — x| > %, we have

f 1 t dy < 1 f t q
Iy - Y= - Y
s (L1 % o) 1 O 2572 Y S N2 o [y, 2572

_ 1 t-t" d (104)
- |X|N+23 RN tN_25+2|(y, l)|N—2$+2 Y

CtZS—l CtZS—l
= < .
|X|N+23 - |(X, t)|N+25

Moreover for|x| > |t and|y — x| < % it holds thatly| > % from which we find

s o < e [
— — y < — w25 Y
px< (14 |x— yl2) 5 1y, OIN-22 N2 Jan (14 1x - yf2) ™

105
__Ct < Ct C (105)
T xIN=25t2 T |(x, 1)[N-25+2 T |(x, £)[N-2s+L°
As a result, thanks t@_(I04) arld (105), we obtain
10: Wy (X, )| < Cf 1 t dy < 251 . 1 (106)
S (L + x — y[2) "= Iy, IN-25+2 Y= 0Nz T (x pN-2stL

Now (102), [10B) and (106) give us the second inequality)of (i

Step 3: Estimates dVoiW,|, |0sW1| and [VosW,|. Following the same procedure which was
applied tow; andVW; in Steps 1 and 2, one can find an upper bountvéfWw,| for eachi =

1,---,N, and in particular the second inequality of (ii).
Meanwhile, we discover froni (ID1) that
N + 2s lyl? — 1 1
OsWi(X,t) =D dy.
WAGeD N’S( 2 )fRN (1 + |y2) L I(x =y, )IN-28 /
Because )
lyl” -1 1
[ | < for anyy € RN,
N+2s ¢ N+2s
A+ (A+1yP) >

we can get (iii) by adopting the argument in Steps 1 and 2 orwe nT his completes the proof.o
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