arxXiv:1501.00641v1l [math.AP] 4 Jan 2015

On perturbations of the fractional Yamabe problem
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Abstract

We investigate a non-compactness property of the fradtigamabe problem by con-
structing bubbling solutions to its small perturbations.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35R11, Secondary: 58J05, 35B33, 35B44.
Key words and Phrases. fractional Yamabe problem, blow-up solutions, nonlocalaapns with
critical exponents

Contents
1 Introduction

2 Preliminaries
2.1 Review on conformal fractional Laplacians . e
2.2 Cdrarelli-Silvestre’s resul{ 9] and Chang- Gonzalezs esien [Il] .......
2.3 Sharp trace inequality and its related equations . . . ... ... ... ...
2.4 Expansion of the metric nearthe boundary . . . . . ... .. ... ....

3 Setting for the problem
3.1 Thefunctionspaces . . . . . . . . . . . . e e

[
r
[
[k
[
(8
[9
3.2 Theapproximate solutions . . . . . . .. .. ... e 12
14
[13
L7
[20
kd
k1

4 Solvability of the intermediate problem
4.1 Estimatesfortheerror . .. .. . .. . . . .. ... .. e
4.2 Lineartheory . . . . . . . . . . . e
4.3 Derivation of a solution to the intermediate problem . ..... . . . ... .. ..

5 Finite dimensional reduction

6 Energy expansion
6.1 TheCl-estimates . . . . . . v v v v e [121
6.2 TheCl-estimates . . . . . . . . . i [] 25

7 Conclusion of the proof of Theorems[1.1land [1.2] and some remarks B3

A Proof of Lemma 3.5 Y|

1 Introduction

Suppose thgt)("’*l,g*) is an asymptotically hyperbolic (A.H.) manifold with therformal in-
finity (M", [h]) and P;l = P*[g*, h] is the fractional Paneitz operator with the principal syhb
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(=4;)’. In this paper, we are concerned with two perturbations @fithctional Yamabe equation

N+2s
N

Plu+ fu=uv=* onMh), u>0 on(,h), (1.)

and

Plu+efu=uvz on(M.7), u>0 on(M.h) )
wheref is aC*-function onM, € > 0 is a small parameter ands (0, 1). (Equations (1) and (1)
correspond to the supercritical and subcritical problezapectively.) As one can obsenje.)(1s
a manifold analogue of the fractional Lane-Emden-Fowlera¢ign with a slightly subcritical or
supercritical exponent, whilg](2) can be understood assiarepf the fractional Brezis-Nirenberg
problem on A.H. manifolds.

For s € (0,1), Gonzalez-Qing [28], and very recently, Gonzalez-@/{2f] investigated the
fractional Yamabe problem which is a geometric problem td émetrichg in the conformal class
[4] of h with the constant fractional scalar curvatt@% = P]fl(l). The existence of such a metric

0

follows from a solution of the non-local equation
Piu=cu¥% on(M.h). u>0 on(M.h) 3)

with somec € R. As in the classical case= 1, the sign ofc depends on that of the fractional
Yamabe invariant

(M) = inf _u Qi _ inf Jy by
h

- N-2s N-2s °
helh 0 ueC* (M), 2N 0
helh] (fM dl)h) n 50 (fM UNs dvil) n

Instead of finding a minimizer that attains the above valua direct manner, the authors 0f [28,
[29] constructed equivalent minimization problems whiclya@ontain local diferential operators
by exploiting the extension theorem of Chang and Gonz&l&f, and then paid attention to them.
After the fundamental extension result offzaelli and Silvestre[9] for the fractional Laplacians
onRY, such a standpoint, introducing and studying equivaletereed local problems rather than
considering nonlocal problems itself, has been highligitg many researchers. See for example
[8, 14,(48,[7[15[ 13] and references therein. In this paperke@ap on use this strategy. Also
we remark that equations regarding fractional conformarators, such as the singular fractional
Yamabe problem, the fractional Yamabe flow and the fractibhieenberg problem, have been
studied in[[27 35,11, 12, 32, 83,134,147] and so forth.

According to[11] (see Propositien 2.1 below), it is natucatonsider the following degenerate
equation with the weighted Neumann boundary condition

—div(p"®VU) + E(o)U =0 in(X,g) and aU =0 on(M,h) (4)

where aU I(s)
U = k- lim p* 22 withky 1= =——r 5
v : erQJO dp Wit « 21-27(1 - ) ®)

(v is the outward normal vector = 4X) in order to understand equations with the fractional
Paneitz operath}:; . LetH be the trace of the second fundamental farof (M, 1) as the boundary

of (X, g) andH*(X; p~%) the weighted Sobolev space whose precise definition isigivEection
[3. Our paper deals with the situation when the first eigemvafud) is positive (modulo thefiect

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

f (P2 IVUE + E(p)U?) dvg + f fU?dv; > C f P B Udvg (6)
X M X



holds for arbitrary function&/ € H(X; p2'), where the functiorf on M is defined to be

Fe fif (L) is considered
0 if @) is considered

Under the coercivity assumptionl (6), we have the followingHtompactness result fgr.{i
Recall that for anyC* functiony on M, a critical pointxy € M is called to beC!-stable if there
is a small neighborhood of xq in M such thatVy(x) = 0 for somex € A impliesx = xp and
degVy, A,0) # 0 (seel[38]). 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 aC?-function.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that s € (0,1), N > max{4s, 1} and H = 0if s € [1/2,1). Assume also that
@©) is true.

1. If the function f possesses a Ct-stable critical point oo € M such that f(og) > O, then for
sufficiently small € > 0 equation (1,) admits a positive solution uc € CYP(M) which blows
up at og as € — 0.

2. If the function f possesses a C-stable critical point og € M such that f(oo) < O, then for
sufficiently small € > 0 equation (1.) admits a positive solution uc € CYP(M) which blows
up at og as € — 0.

Here the Holder exponent B € (0, 1) is determined by N and s.

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

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

1

)lzx if H(o) # O and

—4Nsd; f(0)
Ao) = (m

) otherwise

f(o)
H(o)

€ (—00,0],

where the positive numbers dy and dg are given in Subsection If (g, 00) := (A(00),00) is a
Cl-stable critical point of the function

(1 + 25)d,

JA, o) = % ()% + v

-H()A  for (1,0) € (0,00) x M
such that A(og) > O, then for € > 0 small enough equation @) has a positive solution u. € C*(M)

which blows up at og as € — 0. Furthermore o is necessarily a critical point of the function
\fI/|H?* on M. The exponent 3 € (0, 1) again depends on N and s.

Our theorems extend previous results regarding the comgssbr stability property of con-
formal operators to the nonlocal setting (0,1). Equations[(J) and [2) in the local case= 1
were studied in, among other possible references/ [39.9,820,21 44, 46, 25]. Interestingly, it
turns out that if the operatd?! + £ is coercive, then the solution set of_jlshould be compact
whenn > 3andf <0inM ([ﬁ]), but non-compact in the case thaet 4 and there is a region of
M wheref > 0 ([44,[46]). Furthermore, equations with= 2 (see[(®) and{10)) were investigated
in Deng-Pistoial[17] and Pistoia-Vaira [45]. One more tgbiocal problem, namely, a perturba-
tion of the boundary Yamabe problem £ 1/2) is partly covered in this paper as a byproduct of
our main results in the case of.(1 For the existence results of the boundary Yamabe problem



in the Euclidean case and in the setting of compact Riemamanifolds, see Adimurthi-Yadava
[2], Escobar([22] and Marques [41].

On the other hand, the analogous existence results to oting iBuclidean setting, that is, a
proof for the existence of solutions for the fractional La&mden-Fowler equation and the Brezis-
Nirenberg problem in smooth bounded domain8fcan be found in[[13, 16]. While we are
studying here amall perturbation of equation[(B) defined ogeneral manifolds to understand its
non-compactness characteristic, one may addrdaalgproblem: to construct particular metric
for which original equation[(B) has the solution set that is A8tbounded. It is investigated in
[37], which extends [8,16.,] 3, 49] 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 gitamapply 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[[13| 15, 37] and so on.

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

not only on the metric: on the boundary, but also on the metrig* in the interiorX. In other
words, the boundary/ does not contain whole information in contrast with prokdewith frac-
tional Laplacians{A)* on the Euclidean spaces, and so it is inevitable to look abydfiow 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 (LemmB_3.3), compute decay of tHearmonic extensions of the bubblés](18)
(Lemma3.b), use the weighted Sobolev trace inequalify {@6¢ompact manifolds elaborately,
employ the dual characterization of the nofml (28) in estingathe error term (Lemma4.1) and
others.

Notations.

- An element of the upper half spaB&*! is denoted by, r) wherex € RY andz > 0.

- For any weakly dferentiable function/ on RY*!, we denotevV, U = (9,,U,---,d,,U) and
VU = (V,U,0,U). Also d,, is often written a$;.

- B = BN*1(0,7) n RY*1 is the (v + 1)-dimensional half open ball of radiuscentered at the
origin.

- uy = maXu, 0y andu_ = max—u, 0}.

- I denotes the Gamma function.

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

- 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 [11,128, 22/ 9, 7].

2.1 Review on conformal fractional Laplacians

Let (X¥*1,4%) be an (v + 1)-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold with the boupdd” .
We call a functiorp on the closureX of X a defining function of the boundamy if p > 0 in X,

p =0o0onM anddp # 0 on M. The manifold &, g*) is said to be conformally compact (C.C.) if
there is a defining functiop making (X, 5) be compact wherg ‘= p?g*. Also, given the metric
h = glu, the boundary ¥, [A]) with the conformal classi] of 4 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|? + dr? A(|dx|? + dr?
(X,g%) = L, gg) = (R’f*l, ldx” + dr” p ) or (BN+1, —(1(|_ |JC|2 — 12))2)'

According to praham-LeEBO], for an A.H. manifadand a representativefor the confor-
mal class on#/, [h]), there is a unique special defining function such that
gt=p2 (d,o2 + hp), hy = h+ 0(p)

nearM. It is called the geodesic boundary defining function.
Suppose that € C, Re) > N/2 andf € C®(M). Then, by [42[31], unless(N — z) is an
L?-eigenvalue of-A4+, the following eigenvalue problem

[-Ag —2(N-2)|V=0inX 7)
has a solution of the form
V = Fp"™% + Gp?, F,G € C*(X) andF|,—0 = f. (8)

Throughout the paper the existence of such a solution isyalaasumed. The scattering operator
on M is then defined to be

S(z)f = Glu,

which is a meromorphic family of pseudofidirential operators ifiz € C : Rez) > N/2}. In
addition, we introduce its normalization so called thetiawl Paneitz operatdi’;fl , hamely

T'(s) N
R _p2s 2 S(—+ ) for s ¢ N,
P=Plgtil=| " TA-9 (2" e
(-1)2%sl(s — 1)! - Reg=n/215S(z) forseN,

whose principal symbol is exactly-{\;)*. In the special case thaX,(g") is Poincaré-Einstein and
s =1or 2, we have

1
Pilu = —A;lu + mR};u (9)
the usual conformal Laplacian, and
2 2 ) - N-4
Piu = (=Az)u — div;, ((clR;lh - czRIC;l) du) + TQ@M (10)

the Paneitz operator. Her@ stands for the Branson@-curvature andyq, ¢, > 0 are constants.
The important property oP]fl is that it is conformally covariant in the sense that

P, = u‘%?Plfl(uqb) for any functionu > 0 on M.

huN-2s

Finally, we set the fractional scalar curvat@% by P;El (D).

2.2 Caffarelli-Silvestre’s result [9] and Chang-Gonzilez’s extension

In this subsection, we recall the observation of Chang andz&lez [11] which identifies two
fractional Laplacians arising in flerent contexts: one given as normalized scattering opsrato
[31]] described above and one originated from the Dirichlettmann operators due to fGaelli
and Silvestre[9].



Fors € (0, 1), let DY(RY*1; £1-2) be the completion of = (RY+1) with respect to the weighted
Sobolev norms

1/2
Ul paggyip-any = ( f » 2\VU (x, t)|2dxdt)
R+

with the weightr=2*. Furthermore, we designate B§(R") the standard fractional Sobolev space
given as

1/2
H*(RY) = {u € L2 (RN) : llull gy o= ( fR ) (1+162) |a(g)|2dg) < oo}

wherei denotes the Fourier transformmfand define the fractional LaplacianX)® : H*(RY) —
H~*(RM) to be

(A u)(€) = ()™ () for anyé e RY givenu € H* (RV).

In the celebrated work of GEarelli and Silvestre [9], the authors found thabife DY(RY*1; 1172%)
is a unique solution of the equation

H 1-2s _ H N+1
{dlv(l‘ VU)_O in RN+, 1)

U(x,0) = u(x) for x e RV,

provided a fixed functiom € H5(R"), then ¢A)*u = 65U |zv Where the definition of the weighted
normal derivative?; is given in [3). Let us call thi#/ the s-harmonic extension af and denote it
by Ext’(u).

It turned out that this extension result is a special casdefdllowing proposition obtained
by Chang and Gonzalez [11]. We also refer to Section 2 6f.[28]

Proposition 2.1. (/[I1} Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 4.3]) Let (XN*, g*) be an asymptotically hy-
perbolic manifold with the conformal infinity (M", [h]) and p the geodeszc defining function of h.
Assume also that H = 0 if s € (1/2,1). For a smooth function u on M, if V is a solution of ({) and
satisfies (8) in which f is substituted with u, the function U := p*~NV solves

—div (pl_ZSVU) +E@EU=0 in(X,9) and U=u on(M, h)
given that E(p) = p~*%(~ Agr —2z(N —2z))pN"%,2z =N+ 2sand g = = p%g*. Moreover,

PS — as fOr s € (0 1) \ {1/2}7
it = »U+ % 5 NLHu fors=1/2.

Here H denotes the trace of the second fundamental form (r;;) = (—(Vapﬁ,-, 0 j>iz) on M = 0X and
the operator 8 is the weighted normal derivative defined in B) with t replaced by p.
For sufficiently small r1 > O, it also holds that

N —2s _ 1-2s
E) = =gy ke -

Remark 2.2. Since it holds that

(Rg- + NN+ 1)) p5  on M x (0. r1). (12)

R, = —N(N + 1) + Npd, log(deth(p)) + p’R; onM x (0, r7)

and

9, log(deth(o))| _, = Tr (h(P)_laph(P))|p = —2H,

=0



the remainder termi(p) in (12) is reduced to

E(p)@) = - (l_Tzs)ap log(deth(p))(o)p2 + N4—1_v1 Rpp 2

1-2s o oy _ (125 ~2s ~2s
- _( 2 )ap log(deth(p))],_q (o 2+ 0(p"%) :( 5 )H(a’)p 24+ 0(pt®)
(13)
for z = (o, p) € M x (0, r1).
In particular, our main equatioh {JLis equivalent to the problem
~div (o> VU) + E()U =0 in (X, g),
OSU = ul*€ — fu on (M, 21), (14.)
U=u>0 on (M, h)
and it remains the same as well except the second equati@d.iji¢ replaced by
U =uP —efu forse(0,1/2) on (M, h) (15)

if we deal with [2).

In [11], it is also proved that given a geodesic defining fiorcp, there is another special
defining functionp* such thatt(p*) = 0.

Proposition 2.3. ([I1} Theorem 4.7], [28, Proposition 2.2]) Assume that H = 0 if s € (1/2,1).
For a smooth function u on M, if V satisfies ({) as well as (8) in which f is substituted with u, the
function U := (p*)2~NV is a solution of

—div((p)*VU)=0 in(X.g") and U=u on(M.h) (16)
where g* = (p*)%g*. Moreover g*|y = h, (0" /0)ly = 1 and
Piu=0,U+ Q:u 17)

where Q;fl is the fractional scalar curvature and the operator 33 is defined in (8) with t substituted
with p*.

This observation is useful in showing a priéff-estimate or the strong maximum principle of the
operatorp;. Refer to[28, Section 3]. (cf. Lemnla 8.3 and Proposifiontiibw)

2.3 Sharp trace inequality and its related equations

Given any numbes > 0 and pointo = (o1, --- , o) € RY, let
N-2s (N 2 ) N4;2g
~ 0 Z N L~ N-2s r % )
w(;,g(x) = KN,s (m) forxeR with KN,s = 22 [F(N;Zs) . (18)
2
Its constant multiples attain the equality for the sharpd@binequality
( Iul%dx) < Sns (f |(_A)s/2u|2 dx)
RN RN
whereSy s > 0 is the optimal Sobolev constant, and in particular solve
(-AY’u=u’, u>0 inRY and limu(x)=0 (29)

|x| >0



(see[[40]). Set alstV;, = Ext'(wss), the s-harmonic extension afs,. Then we observe that
extremal functions of Sobolev trace inequality

N-2s 1
W Sy 2
( f U(x, 0)|%dx) < \/N_( f f A2V U(x, t)|2dxdt) , (20)
RN Ks \Jo JRN

have the formlU(x, ) = ¢W;(x, 1) for anyc > 0, § > 0 ando € RY, wherex, > 0 is the constant
defined in[(b). Moreover, by its definitiomV;, solves

div(-2VU)=0  inRY*,
a3U =UP onRY x {0}, (21)
U= wse onRY x {0}

and as an immediate consequence we have
12 2 o
st | VWs o |“dxdt :f w2 dx. (22)
RN+1 RN 7

On the other hand, in the work of Davila, del Pino and Sird,[it4vas revealed that the set of
solutions bounded of2 x {0} to the equation

div(/A2Vp) =0  inRV+L
{ asq>( = ”_ECD R+N 0 (23)
Y@ = pwy onR" x {0},
consists of the linear combinations of
5W50- aWJ(r aWJO’
zb =0T ZN = 29T gnd 20 = 2T 24
0,00 (90'1 0,00 (90'}\/ 0,00 96 ( )

This fact is crucial in applying the reduction method to ouwlpem. Hereafter, we will denote
ws = w50, Ws = Wso, 2 = 2o andzi = Z{ (fori = 0,--- , N.

2.4 Expansion of the metric near the boundary

Suppose thaty, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold anccOM = dX. Letx = (x1, -+, xy)
be normal coordinates a¥f at the point 0 andx, - - - , xy, t) be the Fermi coordinates dhat O
wherexy, -+, xy € Randr > 0. Also, we denote

g = di* + hij(x, t)dx;dx;
so thath = g|ry. Then the following asymptotic expansion of the metric riear valid.

Lemma 2.4. [22| Lemma 3.1, 3.2] For x1,--- , xy and t := xy4+1 small, it holds that
— 1 . 1
\/@ = \/m =1-Ht+ E (HZ - ”71'”% - ch(at)) 2‘2 — Hix;t — E—SR,-jx,-xj + O(I(x, t)|3)
and

ij _ cij ij. _ —plJ ij ik_ J iJ,2 ( 3)
hY = 6" + 27t 3Rkl xXix; + h ’(N+1)kxkt+(3ﬂ T +Rnn)t + O (|(x, 1)l
where 7t is the second fundamental form of M = 0X, H is its trace, i.e., N times of the mean
curvature, R;; denotes a component of the Ricci tensor, R;jy is a component of the Riemannian

tensor and Ric(9;) = g" Rin+1)jv+1)- Also, the indices i, j and k run from I to N.



3 Setting for the problem

3.1 The function spaces

As before, let {¥*1, 4*) be an A.H. manifold with the boundary4®, z) andp the geodesic defin-
ing function, so thatX, g) whereg = p?g* is a compact manifold. Denote Wy(X; p'~%') the
weighted Sobolev space endowed with the inner product

(U, VY xpr2y = f P (YU, VV)g + UV | dvg
X

and the norm 12
U2 ;129 1= ( f P (IVUE+ Uz)dvg) . (25)
X

By applying [20) and the standard partition of unity argutmes obtain a manifold version of the
weighted Sobolev trace inequality

HU”L%(M) < ClU gagx;pr-2s (26)
whereC > 0 is a constant determined byN andX. In addition, the embedding*(X; p1=2*) —
Li(M) is compact for any K g < % The next two lemmas provide equivalent norms to the
HY(X; pt=?%)-norm.

1/2
Lemma 3.1. The norm (fxpl_25|VU|§dvg + fM Uzdv,;) /

defined in (289).
Proof. We first consider a functiofy defined or@ for someR > 0 whereBj, = {(x,1) € RV+L:

I(x, )| < 2R, t > 0}. For each (X ¢ < R, using the elementary calculus and Holder’s inequality we
have

is equivalent to the norm ||U||H1(X;p1_23)

1/2

; ; Y2,
U, 1) < |U(x, ) + f |arU(x,r)|drs|U(x,0)|+( f rZS—ldr) ( f r1—2~‘|arU(x,r)|2dr)
0 0 0

r K 1o 2 v
=|U(x,0) + f r°0,U(x, r)ldr] .
V2s \Jo

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

R
f f U (x, 1)|°dx dt
0 |x|<R
R 1 R R
52( f t“dt) f |U(x,0)|2dx+—( f za+23dz) f f 20,0 (x, rPPdrdx  (27)
0 [xI<R s \Jo Ixl<r Jo
R
sc( f |U(x, 0)%dx + f f t1‘25|VU(x,t)|2dxdt).
[xI<R 0 Jx<R

Employing this inequality witlu = 1 — 25 in each local chart, we can obtain that

1/2
( f pl_zslUlzdvg—) sC( f P EIVU zdvg + f Uzdu;,)
X X M

On the other hand, the weighted trace inequality (26) andets inequality yield

1/2
( fM |U|2dv,;) < c( j; pt% (|VU|§—+ U2) dvg)

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

1/2

9



Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the trace of the second fundamental form H of M = 0X vanishes if
s € [1/2,1). Under the assumption that @) holds,

5 1/2
U1l := (Ks fx (o> IVUIE + E(p)U?) dvg + fM fUzdv,;) (28)

gives an equivalent norm to (28). Hence one can define the inner product -, -) 7 from the norm
-] 7 through the polarization identity.

Proof. Suppose first that € [1/2,1). In this case, the conditioH = 0 is assumed, s&(p)| <
Cp*2 by (I3). Using this fact and (26) also, we immediately obthat || Ul| 1 (x;p1-25) = ClIUI| 7.
If s € (0,1/2), then one can control the integral valuelbhear the boundary by taking= —2sin
(Z7) and applying[{26). Additionally, by realizing thais bounded away from 0 in any compact
subset ofX, it is possible to manage the integral Gfin the interior ofX. Combining the both
estimates, we deduce the same inequaﬁinl(X;pl_zs) > Cl|UIl 5

Suppose that the opposite inequality does not hold. Thee te@ sequencid/,} " ; such that
Ul —> 0 asn — oo but |Upllp2(xp1-21) = 1 for alln € N. Let us first claim thayf)( E(p)U? — 0.
By (@), we have[, p*"#UZ — 0, so the claim is verified at once #f = 0. If s € (0,1/2) and
H # 0, then the main order di(p) is p~2* as [IB) indicates. In this situation, we take: 1 close
to 1 and use the Holder's inequality to get

n 1-n
lim f p 2 U2 < lim ( f pl‘ZSU,f) ( f p‘“U,%) =0

wheren = afgfj_l € (0,1), so we can justify our claim again. Observe thal,ly(x.p1-2) =
1, (Z8) and[(2I7) guarantee boundedness of the v{aﬁ;yp‘“Uf}Zl. Now if we let Uy, be the
HYX; p1=%%)-weak limit of U,, thenU,, = 0. Thus compactness of the trace embedding gives us
thath fo - fM fUZ = 0. However, it is a contradiction because previous comjmutsishow

thatfxpl‘ZSlVU,ll2 should converge to both 0 and 1. This proves ffi#f; > Cl|Ulyixp12). O

By (28), we know that the trace operaiarH(X; p*=2) — LP*Y(M) given asi(U) = Uly := uis
p+1
well-defined and continuous. Thus the adjoint operﬁ}orLlT(M) — HYX; p'~%) defined by
the equation
~div (p*2VU) + E()U =0 in (X, ),
BU =v— fu on (M, h), (29)
U=u on (M, h),
with U = i;k;(v) is bounded in light of Lemm&3.2. Furthermoie;, H(X;p™%") — LI(M) >
LP*(M) for 1 < ¢ < p + 1 is compact.
On the other hand, in order to take account into the supeadriproblem (1) or (14,), we

must restrict the spadé’(X; p1~%) so that the trace of the each element belongs’td*<(M) for
€ > 0 small. Set

qe Nge
= . 30
p+e N+ 2sq. (30)

ge=(p+1)+ ZEE’ which implies
S
Then let us introduce a Banach space
He = {U € H'(X; p*) 1 i(U) € L9(M)} (31)
equipped with the norrt- || 7. defined by
WUl = U7+ 1liU)llsenry  forany U € He. (32)

The following estimate explains why it is plausible to workiwthe spaceH..
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose that N > 2s and v € L1 (M) for some q1 € (1, %) IfU = i}(v) and u = i(U),
then there exists C = C(g1) > O such that

lullzo2ary < C ll0ll 21 (any

i N oatisfiing £ = L _ 2s
with q2 > =5, satisfying BT n TN In other words, we have

llullzaqary < Clloll

LN+ 2sq (M)

forany g € (%, 00).

Proof. Instead of giving consideration tb_(29) directly, we shalkuhe observation coming from
Proposition§ 211 anid 2.3 that = (o*/p)> VU is a solution of [(IB) and/ = U = u on M. For
any numbet. > 0, let us denotd/;, = min {|U], L}. Due to [IT), if we multiply [ZB) by/% U for
somes > 1, we get

o [0 (VT (TD), doy = [ oy~ [ (7 03)id la
X g M M !
whereu; = min{|u|, L}. Therefore we have

f(p)lzs

12
UZU)
g*

-1 1
dvg < C| i M||L(ﬁ+l)(p+l)(M) oll e aay + C||u||/;+1(M)

IA
Q

+1
(B+1)(p+1) lloll )+ Cllul LAL(M)
L% (M)

p-1
u, u

IA
Alr

+1
Ll”l(M) C”U”/Zq (M) * C”I/l|

L/M(M)’

whereq’ satlsfles— + (%i?f =1 andC > 0 is a large number determined Byands. Also, we

used Young'’s mequallty to derive the third inequality. hgithis, Lemma&_-3]1 and the weighted
trace inequality, we get

B1 12 b1 _\[2 B1 2
U’ u < f(p*)l_zs V(UL2 U) dvy: +f ( 2 ) dvj,
Lp+l(M) X g* M (33)
1 /%1 2 Iﬁ+l
= ol LP+(M) + 1) Cllutys UM(M)
Taking L — oo in this estimate, we may deduce
ol wpen < C (el uny + llpesqon).
Letting g = Y21 we have
lson < € (Il + el o ). (34)
One may checkthagt = qi—% Besides, since we togk> 1, it holds thaty’ > &% andg > p+1.

On the other hand, if we tedf{16) witl/{)’1U for 0 < B8 < 1 whereU* := max{|U|, L} and
follow the above argument except takihg— 0 in (33) instead. — oo, then we obtain[(34) for
1<q_N+2 andy=: <g<p+1

We claim further thauulqu(M) < Calloll o (ar) holds for some&”; > 0. To show this inequality,
we assume that it does not hold for afy. Then, we can find a sequence of functiops L (M),
U, = i;{vn) andu, = i(U,) such thatlu,||z«a = 1 and lim,_ [[v,ll;« M) = = 0. By the compactness

11



(N-2s5)q
N

property whose proof is postponed to belayconverges strongly if (M). We letug be its
limit. Applying 34)) with u,, andv,, and then taking the limit — oo, we obtain

(35)

1< C(JE‘QL onll o ary + IIMnIILw—Ags)q (M)) = CIIuolle—;x)q s
On the other hand, by employing Leminal3.2, the weighted frampality and Holder’s inequal-
ity, we find

< CIUM7 < Clloll, 2y < Clloall e -

llunll _2x <
LN-5 (M) L5 (M)

From this estimate and limn, . loall Lo vy = 0, we haVGIMoIIL%(M) =1im, 5w ””””L%(M) =0,

implying uo = 0. However it contradicts t¢_(B5). Hence the assertion [thiit ) < Calloll o 3y
should hold for somé€; > 0. .
. N—2s)
We are left to prove the compactness@f}>  in L™~ *(M). By (33), we get

f pl—23
X

Owing to Lemmd_311, it follows thaflUnlﬁ%l} is a bounded subset @f1(X;p'"%). Thus

B+l
VU7

2 +1
g_dvg—+f|Un|ﬁ+1dv;,gc(||v,,||Lq,(M)+||un||UM(M))(8 :
M

n=1
{|U,,|ﬁ%l} is a compact set Tihex ~¢(M) for any smallZ > 0, which in turn implies thatU,,}7
n=1
is a compact set in%—i(M) = L97¢(M) for every small’ > 0, hence i, (M). The proof
is finished. m]

Then the adjoint map i; : LI(M) — H, is compact for

Corollary 3.4. Fix any g > 2.

sufficiently small € > Q.

Proof. 1t easily follows from the previous lemma and its proof. WaJe the details to the reader.
i

By Lemmd3.3, ifu € LI?TEE(M), theni(i;;(u)) € L1<(M). Hence one may attempt to solve equation
(1,) by writing
U= i}(u”*f) and U=u>0 onM

for U € H..

To unify the notation, we will useX_, || -1 7.) to denote HY(X; p2), |- lI7) from now even if
we study the subcritical problem (Lland the critical ond{2). Notice that if equations and [2)
are considered, thep in [30) should be read a#_% - %e and%, respectively. Hence in this
case the Banach spacé4,(| - || 7.) (defined according t6(31) and{32)) ard"(X; p'*), | - 1I7)

are equivalent to each other, justifying our expression.

3.2 The approximate solutions

Recalling the number; selected in[(112), we choosg < r1 a positive number less than the quarter
of the injectivity radius of {2, 1). Lety1 : (0, ) — [0, 1] be a smooth function such thet = 1

in (0, p) and 0 in (29, o). Noting that any element € X near the boundary can be denoted as
z = (0, p) for somes” € M andp € (0, ), we define the functiori/s,, on X (provideds > 0 and

o € M) by

(WJ,G'(Z) = (Wé,a'(a_a P) =

{Xl(d(z, o)) Ws (expgl(a-), p) if d(z,0) < 2rg for someo- € M, (36)
0

otherwise

whereW; = Ext’(w;) is the function defined in Subsectibn2,(-,o) denotes the geodesic
distance fronv- on (M, h), d(-, o) is a positive function defined near the boundaryXafy) by the
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relationd(z, 0)? = d((&, p), o)? = dy (&, o)? + p? and exp is the exponential map a¥,(z). 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/(2s) for problems[(14),

1/(1—2s) for problem [I5) (37)

In this paper, we search for solutions pf {J4nd [15) of the formWe, , + ® where® is
a function defined oX whose#H,.-norm is sificiently small. Because we regard the equations
as perturbations of thigmir equation [21)), it is important to understand their linearized equai
Hence it is natural to introduce

Zi (=7 (Gp) = {Xl(d(z, N Z (x5 (@),p) if d(z, o) < 2r for someo € M,
6,0 - <60 -

otherwise

fori=0,---,N, WhereZ’ is the function whose definition is presented[inl (24). Foheas 0,
let us also deflne the subspace%g‘

- =Span(ZL,,,:i=0,- N}

and its orthogonal complement with respect to the inneryebg, ) »

(Kso) ={vet:(v.2u,,);=0:i=0- N,
Furthermore, denote by
nmg, :H.— K5, and (I5,) : He - (KS,)

the orthogonal projections onf, . and K¢ )", 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)

(M5,)" [(Werro + @ersr) = i3 (Gl Wernr + Deaar)))| = 0 (38)
for each parameten (o) € (0, «0) x M by employing the contraction mapping theorem, where

ge(u) = ul™* andf = f if we consider[(T4), (39)
ge(w) = ul —efu andf =0 if we consider[(IB) -

Then we choose an appropriatg, (o) which makes

M5 | (Werteor, + Oetir) = 13 (G Wernr, + err )| = (40)

by finding a critical point of a suitable (localized) energyétional on (Qco) x M corresponding
to the above probleni (#0). This is conducted in Sedtlon 6 e®esthat we modified the nonlinear
term in [38) and[(40) because we want to find a positive salutio

Before concluding this section, we provide a lemma regagrtte decay property d¥s and
Z£, which will be used throughout the paper. We defer its prodkppendixA.
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Lemma 3.5. Assume that N > 2s, fix any 0 < R1 < Ry and set Aerl Ry = B;Z \ B;l. Thenas5 — 0
we have the following estimates.

f A25\Y W 2dxdt = 0(5N—25).
R[-GY+1\B;1

0 (6) for N >2s+1,
f 22\ Wsldxdi = {0 (6]logel) for N = 25+ 1, (41)
Bf, 0 (51\’—23) for N < 2s+ 1.

o (5N_25) for N # 2s + 2,

B Wedxdt ={ "
0(6%l0gsl) for N =2s+2.

.
ARy.Ro)

Besides, the followings are also true.

. (0]
f i |VZ;5|2dXd’ = ( N—-25-2
RY™M\BE 0((5 s ) fori=20
0 (5N—2s) fori=1,--- N, (42)
-\ 2
2% (Zg) dxdt =40 (6N‘2S‘2) fori=0and N # 25 + 2,
ARy.Ry) O(llogél) fori=0and N = 2s+ 2.
We also know
0 (62) for N > 2s + 2,
f+ tl_ZSO(I(x, t)|2) \VW;|2dxdt = 0(52| log 6|) for N =25 + 2, (43)
Py 0] (5N_2s) for N <25+ 2.

4 Solvability of the intermediate problem

This section is devoted to solvability of the intermediatelylem [38).

4.1 Estimates for the error

In this subsection, we shall obtain a uniform bound of #ienorm of the error terniWe, » —
i;;(i(gf(wfam))) where @,0) € (/111,/11) x M ande > 0 small, given any fixed number > 0.
The positive numbew was set in[(3]7).

Lemma 4.1. Assume that N > max4s, 1} for and N > 2 for (I8). Given a fixed 11 > 0, it

holds that
[Werro = i gd W)= 0(@) (44)
where
1-% for problems [I4.) if 0 < s < %,
) for problems ifi<s<ig,
v = N4;S2S—{0 forproblemswith4s<N§2s+2if%§s<1, (45)
2—15—{0 forproblemswithN>23+2if%§s<1,
11_;2% - for problem (15)

uniformly (1, 0) € (/111, A1) X M. Here (o > O can be taken to be arbitrarily small.

Before starting the proof, we remark that- 1/2 for problems[(14), whiley > 1/(2(1 - 2s)) for
problem [15).
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Proof. Let us take into account the subcritical problem_(l4ecalling the notatio = sl e
(6%/111’ 62%,11)_ Here we will use the dual characterization of the norm

U1l = sup{U, @) : [0l < 1

which holds for anyU € HY(X; p1~%). For a fixed® € HY(X; p'~%) such that/®||; < 1, we have

(Wor @) = (((W5).0)

P+L(M)

= Ky f s )(pl—ZS(Vw&(,, V), + E(p)“W(g,C,CD) dvg + f ( SWso — (Wé’if) ¢dv;,  (46)
Bgi 0.,2r0 B

;I(O', 2rg)

where
B(0,2r0) ‘= {z € X 1 d(z,0) < 2ro}, Bj(0,2r0) := {6 € M : dy(G, o) < 2ro} 47)

and¢ = i(®). Note that in Sectioh]3 the distance functiaf{s o) anddy,(-, o) were introduced
in setting the first approximatio’;, for a solution, for each fixed- € M (see[(3b)). Since the
domains of the above integrations are small neighborhobiife @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 for (36). Moreover, by the equivalentevo norms||- ||
and|| - [lg1(x;p1-2v), it can be easily seen thigi(d(-, 0)/2)@||; < Coll®lly < Co WhereCo > 0 is
a number not relying on the choice ® Therefore, to obtairf{44), we may without any loss of
generality regarab (or ¢) as a function oiRY*! (or RV) and assume that its support is contained
in BY := BX(c, 4ro) ¢ RY*! (or B}, := Bj(c. 4ro) c RY).

Now we shall estimate each of the right-hand side[of (46). tRr objective, we denote
Dys-1(z) = 5§ ®(67) for all z € RY*1 and¢,-1 = i(Ps-1), for which it holds that

2 _ 1-2 2
[ p———— fR V@) < € (48)
by the scaling invariance. Firstly, frofn_(41) and the estarthat
1 1
2 2
f P22V W, IVOldz < C f 2 Wedz |+ f 21212\ V Wy |2dz
B B3o\By o
0(6) = O (%) if N> 2s+2,
=20 (sllogs|?) = o(ze%| logel?) if N=25+2,
0(6")=0('%") if N <2s+2,

we find

Ky f P (VWsor, VO)sdvy
B

+
[4

N-2s .
0(s"z if N #2s+2
st 3VWs - VOdz + O f PV W o [VOIdz | + (67%) N s
Ry 0(6| Iogo‘|i) if N=2s+2,

B}
0(6) if N>2s+2,
= K, f BVWy - Vdsadz +4 0] |og§|%) if N=2s+2,
R 0(5"%") if N <25+2,
0(62%') if N>2s+2,
= f wh (x)¢ps-1(xX)dx + o(e%| log e|%) if N=2s+2,
RN 0(e%) if N <25+ 2.

(49)
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Also, if 1/2 < s < 1 andH = 0, then[[IB) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply

1 1
2 2
st E(p)WssPdvg| < C(f pl_zs"Wg’(Tdvg—) (f pl_zsd>2dvg—)
B; Bt B;—'
1 (0@) = ( o) ifN>2s+2  (90)
< c[fB 1—2SW§(z)dz] =20(sllogolz) = O (eF[logel?) if N=25+2,
20 0(6"%) = 0(e'%") if N <25+ 2.

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

C f P Wl Dldvg

KSf E(p)WsPdvy| <
J

1
2 2
< C(f+ p1—23—2(s+{1)(wg’o_dvg) (f+ p—l+2§1q)2dvg] (51)
7 7

1
2
< C{ f 22 W)z | = 067 0H)) = 0 (e 6HZ) - for N > 2,

+
2rg

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

2N for N > 6s,

L= {% + ¢, for4s < N < 65 where, > 0 is arbitrarily small
N+2s

then thanks to the Sobolev trace inequalityl (26), it can meprded that

f F W v
B;,

< Cllfllz @y llwsl zeo vy 1Pl g x;p1-25)

(52)

—Z5 £ —Z5 {,,
0(5sz‘ —42) = 0(€N4s2 —2%) for 4s < N < 6s,
0(6%) = 0(e) for N > 6s.

Herely > O is again a small number depending on the selectiafj.d¥loreover one has
f "Wp+e¢dvh = f ¢dv;1 + O(ellogel) = — LN U)I{(X)([s(g—l()()dx + O(elloge]). (53)

Consequently, combining all computatiofs](46) dnd (Z3)s(%ve obtain the validity of the first
estimate of[(44).

The error estimaté (44) for proble {15) can be handled im#asi way and we omit it.

Now we are left to handle the supercritical problems, {140 obtain the conclusion, it fices
to show that

wso = i(ioctws))| =0, (54)

By the trace inequality (26) and the computations made ghwednave

s = 1(i3(0e(wc)

Lae (M)

1-re
< C|Jwaor = i (i50etwsoD )| s = i(i540cwan))|
I Lp+1(M) L2(p+1)(M) (55)
1-re .
< C[[Wao = i 0etws [ oo = i (i500clwso)| oo

< Cey(l_rs)

s = (150w

L2(p+1)( M)
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wherer, € (0, 1) satisfies
1-r, Te 1

Pl 20 +0) 4
€. Applying Lemmd_3.B we see that

which leads to-, = m

< [lwscrll 2esrary +

e = 1(i3(0e(wac)

i(iHgwso))

L2(1)+l)(M) L2(1)+l)(M)

< ("% + Jocwnl, 25, )

N-=2s N-2s

SC(E_T +ET).

Using this and the fact that© = O(1), we deduce the desired estimate (54) from (55). O

4.2 Linear theory

To solve [(38), it is important to understand the linear ofera
’ € 1
LS, (@) 1= @ = (11,) i Hi(ge(Wernr)®))  for @ e (k<) (56)

where the functior. and f are defined in{39). Letting = L;J(d)), we see that the expression

(57)

N0

o — l;(l(g,e((wea/l,(r)d))) =¥+ Zf\io CiZi"/l,o‘ in X,
<(D’Zi >f:O foralli=0,--- ,N

with certain pair of constantsq; - - - , cy) € R¥*1, is equivalent to[{36).
This subsection is devoted to deduce that for a ftked (K )*, there are a unique function

D € (Ki,)" and an { + 1)-tuple €o, - ,cn) € RN*1 satisfying [BY). This is the content of
Proposition’4.4. It comes from the fact that the operafdys : (K5,)" — (K,)" have the

inverses whose norms are uniformly bounded foro() € (171, 11) x M and suficiently small
€ > 0 (refer to Lemm&4l3).

We start the proof by showing th@most orthogonality of Zgﬂ’s with respect to the inner
product(.,-);. As before, we useé = e* 1.

Lemma 4.2. For eachi, j € {0,---,N}, we have
L 1
<Z§s,m Z§,0>f =52 (ﬁi5ij + 0(1)) ase—0 (58)

where B; > Q.
Proof. Recalling thatZ{'s are solutions of[(23), we compute with estimafes (43) H&) that

P (Zhrn Zfr) ;= K58 fx (p“s (vzgﬂ,vzgﬂ)fE@)zg,gzgﬂ)dvg—wz fM fZ5,Z] dv;
- ( [, 25z Vi + 0(1)) +0(2)+ 0(6?)
=p f w? Yz 2 dx + o(2),
RN

which implies [58). i

From the above lemma and the nondegeneracy result of [14}ided in Subsectioh 2.3, the
following invertibility result of the linear operatarf . can be deduced.
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose that N > 2s, (1,0) € (/111, A1) X M and € > 0 is small enough. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 independent of the choice of (1, 0) and € such that

LS ()7 > ClIDII7, (59)

forall ® € (K _)*.
Proof. \We only inspect the case whep(u) = u?*€ (and f = f). The other case, namely, when
ge(u) = u’l — efu (and f = 0) is covered in a parallel way.
Assume that[{39) does not hold so that there are sequences0, 1, — A, € [/111,/11],
On = €54, 0y = 0o € M, ®, € (K7 )-and¥, = LT _ (®,) with
”\Pans — 0 and ||(Dn||f€ =1 asn— co. (60)

We may further assume that, = 0 by identifying a neighborhood af., in M and that of the
origin inRY. According to[[57) and Lemnma?.2, it is true that

~52(p +€) f WY o Z] 5 Pudey = 62 (¥ Z5 ) Z(c,),, Bisij + o(1))

for eachj = 0,--- , N. Following the assertion in the proof of Leminal4.1, it is foissto regard
®, as a function irRY*! whose support is included in the small half bagl(a,,,3r0) C Bg =

N23

B+(O 4ro) satisfying||®,||; < C1 for a fixed constanC;, > 0. We defined 0(2) = 6,% Du(6,x +
o, 0,t) for all z e RV*1. Then as in[(48), one can check tmazllDl(Ryu;tl_zs) is bounded im € N

and in particulard, — @ weakly in D*(RY*; /17%). Hence the compactness property of the
trace operator tells us thdt, — @, strongly mL" (RN) foranyg < 7 and so

—52(p + E)f "Wp ez nd),,dv;l = -0, (fé pwy” lzéd) dx + 0(1)) = 0(6,)-
Here the second equality holds, for the assumpigre (KZJ”)l gives

0=6,(PZj,,,), = Ouks fx E(VZY VD) gdvg + O (62)

o (61)
= f tl_ZSVZi - VO dxdt + o(1) = f pw1 zl(D dx + o(1).
RY+L RV
2(v.. 2} ) f| = 0(6,,) by (80), it follows that
N .
(c)al = 0(6s) and || ()nZh, || = o(L). (62)
i=0

f
Therefore, if we defin&,(z) = 6, 2 _(6 Yx = o), 6,11 for any functionZ € C(RV*1) and

regard it as a function in the open half b&l} c X, which is possible for € N large enough, we
see

K f |72 (Y@, VE,); + E()©,E,| Vlgldxdt + f [f = (0 £ W | 0,5, \/@dx
B B, e

N
- <‘P + (e e 5n> = o(1)
i=0 f
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whereB;j, := B;(0,4rp) C RM. Note that{||=, ||/}, is bounded and thaf (27) implies

1 1

2 2

E@)||Pul[Esldxdt < C f t‘zs|d>n||En|dxdtsC( f f2~‘<1>,§dxdz] ( f z—ZSE,%dxdz]
B; 7 B; B;

1
2
< ClD,lly - 52 ( f » z—ZSEdedz) =0(1)

for s € (0,1/2), while it remains to hold tha}:g+ |E()||®,||Z,|dxdt = o(1) whens € [1/2,1) and
H = 0 by a similar reasoning. Hence by taklmg—> oo, we obtain from Lemm@a2l4 that

K f "2V, - VEdxdt = p f wh Do Edx,
RﬁHl RN

which means thab,, is a weak solution of {23). On the other hand, iRY+1; /1-25)-norm of
@, is finite, so the Moser iteration argument works and it revéatd., is L~ (RV)-bounded (see
the proof of Lemma 5.1 iri[13]). Thus with (60) the linear negdneracy result in [14], touched
in Subsection 2]3, impIie@w = 0inRY. Now we have that

w2 Dijax = 572 [ 0o (s 00l 290520 Il dx = o(1
Sy 1 =0n NXl nX)Wq ()@;,(x) \|Al(0nx + 04)dx = o(1).
Bj, R

Putting® = @, into (54) shows then

1Dl = (p £ e)f Wp 1+eq>2 \/7dx + <\P + Z(C’)”Z5 o > = 0(1),
S
and particulariyl|®, ||, »+1(yy = o(1). At this point, we claim that®, ||« = o(1). Once we verify
it, together the previous estimate, it will yield thab,||;c — 0 asn — co. Therefore we will
reach a contradiction and our desired inequalify (59) shbale the validity. Since the assertion
clearly holds in the subcritical or critical cases, itfstes to consider the supercritical case only.
In this situation, by applying Lemnia 3.3 and usihgl (57)] @ [62), we get

1Pulseiry < |77 G (gL (W) @), o + [0 = 57 G (6L (W) @)

<0 W) @0l +olD

Le®n (63

According to Holder’s inequality,

i Worc) @) nge. < llocsnr)l ey 1@nllrsion, (64)
whered + p—il = N;i“" Sincert = & + O(e), we havelg.(ws,.,) vegn = O(1)- Thus we get
from (&2) that]i g, (W, ) O e = o(1), which gives|,lzacn = o(1) with @3). o

As a result, we can construct a solution [ofl(57).

Proposition 4.4. Given N > 2s, fix a point (1,0) € (/111, A1) XM and a small parameter € > 0 such
that Lemma |3\ holds. For each ¥ € (K¢ )*, there exists a unique solution (®,(co,--- ,cn)) €
(K§ )+ % RN to equation &) such that estimate (59) is satisfied.

Proof. Firstly let us show that the linear mdy on‘H, is the sum of the identity and a compact
operator that is to say, the mdp— (H )Lz* (z(gg((Wea 10)®)) for @ € H, is compact. Denote
i3 = N2+4 —£—. Then, by Corollary_3}4, we observe th?t LB3(M) — H, is a compact operator

givene > 0 small. Furthermore, sinc§We ) is in L*(M), it holds thati(g.(We1)P) €
L3(M) for any @ € H,.. Consequently, our assertion is true and the propositithovie from a
standard argument utilizing the previous lemma and theHeled alternative. m|
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4.3 Derivation of a solution to the intermediate problem

From the unique existence result for the linear problem §kated in Proposition 4.4, we are now
able to derive thaf(38) is solvable for any givend) € (1%, 11) X M providede > 0 suficiently
small. Let us rewrite problen) (B8) as

1 .
Lo (®) = S, 4 N5, (@) 1= = (115, ) (Werrr = 30 W)
1 23 ’
+(1ms,) ( Gl Werrr +®) = g Weaao) = gl Wear)®)) . (65)

Proposition 4.5. Under the assumption of Proposition 4.4 equation (€8) possesses a unique solu-
tion ® = Oeoyr € (K )" such that

[P oll 7 = O (€) (66)
where the exponent 7 is defined in (49).

Proof. We define an operatd? : (K5 )* — (K5 )* by

-1
TS (@) = (LS,)  (-ES, + NS, (@)).
A direct computation using Lemmas B.3 dand 4.1 shows thatittisntraction map on the set
B={0e(K5,)" :ll0ll;, < Me’| for some largeV! > 0.

Consequently, it admits a unique fixed poibg:, . € B, which becomes a solution 0 (65). This
completes the proof. m|

5 Finite dimensional reduction

We keep using notationg (), f in (39). Define alsa. () = fol ge(t)dt.

It is notable that equationg (I}#(15) have the variational structure. In other wortise H,
is a weak solution of (I4-(13) if it is a critical point of the energy functional

Ky _og 1 ~
I(U) = 5 fx (P ZIVUE+ E(p)Uz)dv(;+§ fM fU?dv; — fM G(U)dv;,

wheredv; anddv;, denote the volume forms oX(g) and its boundary//, 12), respectively. Based
on the previous observations, we define a reduced energtidoatby

Je(/l’ O-) =1 ((We"/l,rr + (De"/l,tr) (67)
for any @, o) € (0, c0) x M where the exponernt > 0 is determined if(37) andl.., , denotes the
function determined in Propositién #.5.

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

Proposition 5.1. Assume that € > Qis small enough. Then the reduced energy J. : (0, 0)xM — R
is continuously differentiable. Moreover, if J.(A¢,0¢) = O for some element (¢, 0¢) € (0, 00) X M,
then the function Wy, . + @y, . solves problems (14.)-[A8) (according to the choice of the
nonlinearity ge). Its trace on M is in CYP(M) for some 8 € (0, 1) determined by N and s.
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Proof. Fix € > 0 and define a linear operator
L % /.
L0 0) = U+ (15,) " [ W = iHiGd Werno + U))|

for (2, 0), U) € (0,00) X M X Hc. ThenL((A, o), o) = 0 and

%((ﬁ’ o), U)=U - (wa)l [z} (i(g9. (Weno) U))] :

By elliptic regularity,i(g.(Weea,o)Peear) € LI(M) for someg > 5. (Refer to the latter part of
this proof.) Hence we know from Corollaky 3.4 th%—((/l, o), CDEHM) : H. — H, is a Fredholm
operator of index 0. Moreover, using_{66), one can check ithiat also injective. Therefore
%((/1, o), Oy ) is invertible and the implicit function theorem shows ttie mapping {, o) €
(0,00) X M > ey € H, is CL. This leads that, is aC' map. Furthermore it is a standard step
to show that//(1¢, o) = O impliesI. (Weea o, + Peep. ) =0

In the rest of the proof, we take account of equati¢ns](1Zhe other equatiori (15) can be
dealt with similarly. One has then

K _ —_ —_
> j; P72 (V (Weor, o, + Peieo), VE); + E(0) (Weroio, + e, ) E| dvg

— —1+€ —
+ f f((Wfa/le,O'e + d)e"/lf,(rf) .:dl)il = (p + E) f ((WE‘YAE,O'E + q)e”/lf,(rf)ﬁ e .:dl)il
M M

for anyZ € HY(X;p'?). PuttingZ = (We o, + Pean ) iNto the above identity and then
applying [®) verifies tha®¥ . + ®aa, -, = 0in X. By Proposition§ 211 arid 2.3, equatiénl(16)
is solved by the nonnegative functidh = (0*/p)%* ™V (Weoy o, + Doy r.) defined inX and its
tracex > 0 on the boundary/. Also, U is not identically zero sinCWee o, + @Peop ol >
Werolly = 1®eea_ollf = C+ O(e”) > 0, and it is strictly positive irX, for (18) is a uniformly
elliptic equation in divergence form away from the boundeBuppose now that(zg) = O for a
pointzo € M. Then by the Hopf lemma[28, Theorem 3.5], we hgv8(%d,-U > 0 atzg, while

(17) gives
Ks(p*)l_zsap*U = —(9‘S,U = Q;\;M - P}/Ell,t = (Q;:l + f - Mpie)u = O a-tZO

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

Finally, if the nonlinearity of the problem is subcritictthen [28, Theorem 3.4] implies that
is a locally bounded function iX. Then the regularity property 0Wee,, o, + ®@cap, o, |,, follows
directly by the result of [28, Proposition 3.2]. If our prem is critical or supercritical one, then

N+2s
the nonlinear term is given by, (u) = uN V2 _ ey for e > 0. Note that
N 4s N 2N . N
— . €l = —€
2s \N—-2s N-2s 2s

= (e

(seel(30)). Therefore € L<(M) means that w5 +€ ¢ L%(M), and so one can modify the proof
of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.8 in [13] slightly to show tHatis L*-bounded. The regularity df again
follows from [28, Proposition 3.2] now. ]

6 Energy expansion

6.1 The CP%estimates

We setdo =, wf"'dx, di = [, widx, dp = [ w}" logwidx andd, = k, [y 122 VWaPdxdr
(whose flnlteness fav > 25+ 1 is guaranteed by (#1)). Then the followmg asymptotic esjpan
is valid.
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Proposition 6.1. Suppose that € > 0 is sufficiently small, and H = 0 if s € [1/2,1). In addition,
we remind the reduced energy functional J, defined in (&14).

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

N - 2s 1
{(FF2)ove- g} to-ee

+ e[%f((r)/lzs +

sdo €
Jdo)=—2 +
o)== ptl

(N — 25)2dy

N log A+ 0(1)] . (68)

(ii) Let us consider equation (13) under the assumption that s € (0,1/2) and N > 2. Then it
follows that

1+ 2s)d

J(A, o) = ‘%‘l" I [d—zl (o)A + i S H(o)A + 0(1)] . (69)

In the above estimates, o(1) tends to 0 uniformly for (1,0) € (/111, A1) X M.
To prove this, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. Fix any small 11 € (0,1). Given § = €* A, we have

o(€) for problems (14.)),

0 (61—_12s) for problem ({I8), (70)

Je(A,0) = Ic (Wseo) + {

uniformly for (A, o) € (/111, A1) X M.
Proof. Putting®s,- into (38) and then applyin®;,, € (Kj’g)L and Taylor’s theorem, we obtain

Je(A,0) = Ie (W)

= (Wso + @i, Ps0) f — f (Ge Wso + Dso) = Ge (Wsr))

M
= f (ge ((W(S,o- + (D(S,O') —Ye ((W5,O')) (D(S,O'
M
- f (Gs (WJ,G + q)é,o') -Ge ((Wé,o') — e ((Wé,o') q)é,o')
M

_ 2

= 0312
Therefore the conclusion follows by Propositlon]4.5. i

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that s € (0,1/2) and N > 25 + 1. Then

1-2
22N Widxdt = == | 2 W2dxdt < 0. (71)
R+ 2 Jgyat !

2-2s 2
12|\ VWe|%dxdt =
Lgu VWil dx 1+2s

Proof. The argument we will use here is based on the proof of Lemman{2ZB]. We will only
prove the first identity, because the second identity canigtdigd in a similar manner.

If we denote the Fourier transform &f; with respect to the--variable byWy, then we have
Wi(&, 1) = @n(&)p(2n1élr) whereg(r) is a solution of the equation

1-—
t

§0)+ T=2H 0 -00)=0 iRy, ¢(0)=1, im o) =0 (72)
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Thus we have

_2s W 2
f 22 WaPdxdr = f (2?2 |Wa(e, o) dédi
RT+1 RT+1 (73)

= fR (rlen= iy (€ dg - fo () ar

and

f 223, W1)Pdxd = f (2rlél)2? 2 ()Pl (2l Pdedr
Rﬁh'l Rﬁh'l (74)

= fR (gl i (€)Pdé fo 2 () dr

Sinceg(r) = 21-5t°K,(r) /T (s) whereK is the modified Bessel function of the second kind (see
[26, Lemma 14] for its derivation)}y decays exponentially asggoes toco and¢’(r) ~ 1~ near 0.
Hence after multiplying{712) by*~%'¢’(r), which converges to 0 as— 0, and applying integration
by parts, we discover that

3—225 foo 222 — (1 - 25) foo 22542 foo B2y g
0 0 0

- _(1— © 225,12 3—2Sf°°2—2s n2 L o325 2l
—--29 [ AR@Re I [ ARer -5 e,
1425 (™ 50 002
- [ e

Putting this with[(ZB) and_(74) gives the first estimate[of)(71 m|

Proof of Proposition[6. 1] We will accomplish the proof in 3 steps. We use the notaticne® 1,
0; =0y fori=1,--- N, andsto denote near the boundary.

Srep 1. We initiate the proof by computing [, o'~ |V W; - [2dvz. By (@), we have

Ky f P BV Wi o 2dvg
X

=st
B

whererg is the small positive number chosen in Secfidbn 3. Also Lemmarplies thaty” =
81 + 2717t + O(|(x, 1)[?) and \flgl = 1 — Ht + O(|(x, 1)I?). Hence we can compute

o(€) for (14.),
0 (61—12s) for (A9),

e [ajaiwa(x, 10iWs(x, 1) + (0, Ws(x, t))z] Vigldxdr + {

+
o

Ks f 172 [ G0, Wi (x, 1)0; W (x. 1) + (0, W (. 1))°| igldxar
B

4
0

. f
)
B,0

+ f 720 (I(x, 0)7) IV Wel*dxdt
B

+
0

1725 \VWildxdr + &y [277’7(0) 127259, W50 ;Wsdxdt — H(or) f t2‘23|VW5|2dxdt)
B},

Bﬁo

(75)
where the last term of the right-hand side is negligible[I8) (4
_On the other hand, sin@gW; is odd inx; andzr'/ = W ht = 6i"nk1§’f = m;; SO thatr'/s;; =
ik = H at the pointo- (for we are using now the normal coordinateiadt o), it holds

g 2
21 (o) 1272 9;W10;Widxdt = NH((J') 1272 \V W1 |?dxdt (76)
RIX+1

N+1
RY
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(which is finite provided thatv > 2s + 1).
Having them in mind, we consider problems {JJ4irst. It would be convenient to divide the
cases according to the magnitudesof

- If s € (0,1/2), then[41) gives us theff,, 1>~ |VW;ldxdt = 0(6*) = o(e).
0
- If s € [1/2,1), then we observe thdf ([76) remains valid if we change tmeails of integration

of the both integrals to the half ba#},. Thus by the hypothesis that = 0 on M if s € [1/2,1),
we deduce the second term of the right-hand side_df (75) hasis

For problem [(Ib), we note that ¥ > 2, thenN > 25 + 1 for s € (0,1/2). Hencel[(7b) is
meaningful for this problem.
Now applying Lemma=3]5 an@{R2), we deduce that

Ky f P BV W o [2dvg
X

fRN wiﬂdx +o0 (625) for (14.), (77)
B fRN ledx + ok H (o) - (1+2S ZN) fRN’fl 2=V W1 |2dxdt + o(5)  for (I5).

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

K f |E(o)|'W?2 _dvy < C f 2 W2dxdt =
X ’ B},
On the other hand, if € (0, 1/2), then[IB) shows that [, E(o)W? dvz = O(6) = 0(¢*") so that
we can neglect this term if problenis (})4s considered. IV > 25 + 1, we have more accurate
estimate

1-2s O (ominZN=21) " if N % 25 + 2
ks | E()W? _dvj = k| —— fH “BW2 dug + ’
j;( (o)W - dvg ( 2 ) " P 6.0 0(52| Iogél) if N=2s+2,

19) 5min{2,N—2s} ifN %2 2,
{ ( ) # 25+ 8)

O(s?logsl)  ifN=2s+2

(79)

1-2
:KS( 5 S)H( )6 f 2Wdxdt + 0(6),
R N+1

which is needed for probleri {lL5).

Srep 3. Finally, we turn to estimatng G(Wss)dv;,. To deal with whole cases, it Siices to
compute that

p+1te p+l
L= | W', I:= Woo ad dvj, and I3:= f g v
y o w\p+lte p+l h "

Sincedv;, = VIhldx = 1 - %R,-jx,-xj + O(1x%), under the assumption thait> 1 it is plain to obtain
forall s € (0, 1) that

L= jﬁ;}v p+ldx + 0(6ma)q23 l}) and I3 =6% (f(o')f widx + 0(1))' (80)

Besides one can calculate the integeaby applying Taylor’s theorem and the expansiog){(€ =
1 + belog(ae) + O(€?|log €]) which holds fora > 0,5 € R and smallke > 0, yielding

(N2 +1+e +1
(2e?)™F)ewf w) )
I = - |
5 fRN( p+1)dx+0(6|ogo"|)

p+lxe
1 p+1 (N - 25)2 f +1
=+ | | | . r (81)
+e P 1]15{; ogwidx — (aloge + log Q) - N " wy dx
T m fN whdx + O (€?logel) + 0(5%logdl).
R
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From [Z7)4{81) and{70), estimatioris [68) ahd] (69) can beucked at once. This concludes
the proof. m|

6.2 The C'-estimates

The aim of this subsection is to improve Proposition 6.1 bgwshg that theo(1)-terms go to
0 in C-sense. Unfortunately there is some technicdidlilty in obtaining theC!-estimates,
because the estimal...ll7 = O(e) in ©€8) (@nd|| @i olleny = O(€7) for 1 < g < qc)

of the remainder ternd.., - is not so small compared with the blow up rat& of the bubbles
W, €specially when is close to zero. In fact, the standard argument for@hestimates of
J. (see e.q.[]43]) provides only the bousde **?") for the error term, which is not tolerated in
(82) and [(84) below. Nevertheless, we can achievacthestimates by modifying some ideas in
Esposito-Musso-Pistoia [23].

Proposition 6.4. Estimates (68) and (69) are valid C*-uniformly for (1, o) € (A7, 1) X M. Pre-
cisely, the following holds for each fixed point g € M. Suppose that y € RN is a point near the
origin.

(i) Under the assumption of (i) in Proposition we have

o | S rER | o0 @)

0
ol exn )| = eg
y=0

Oy

y=0
foreach 1 <k <N and

(N -25)%do 1

0 _ 2s—1
3l Je(l, o) =€ [dlsf((f)/l + N 7

] + o(e). (83)

(ii) Under the assumption of (ii) in Proposition we have

0 1 0 |dh 2 (1+2S)ds ( 1 )
— 7.4 = et — |2 PLaa ity P! =
aykJ (A, exp,, () o €12 i [ > f(exp,, ()1~ + N (exp,, (1)) o +oler2

(84)
foreach 1 <k <N and
0 N . 1+ 25)d, 1
&JE(/L O') = 61*125 [dle(O')/lz 1 + %H(o’) o +0 (61—12x ) . (85)

Let us note thati% W.e, is a even function inc € RY 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 6.11 hold exactly in the same manner even if tmeydiferentiated in thel-variable.
This tells us thaf{@8) an@ (K9) hold @t-sense with respect ty i.e., [83) and(85) are true. Thus
it only remains to show thal (68) ard {69) also hold’thsense with respect o, or equivalently,

B2) and[(8#) are valid.

We fix oo € M and setr(y) = exp,,(y) for y € B(0, 4ro) (recall that 49 > O is selected to be
smaller than the injectivity radius @f) for conciseness. For the proof, we first need to establish
several preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 6.5. Recall the definition of the truncation function y1 which was introduced in (38), and
the fact that any point z € X located sufficiently close to oo € M can be described as 7 = (0(x), t)
for some x € BN(0, 2ro) and t € (0, rg). Also fix any 1 < k < N.
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1. For any z = (0(x), 1) near the point o, it holds that

i"Wfs,a(y) (2) = —x1(1(x, )0k Ws(x, 1) + 01(0(x), 1), (86)
Oy
y=0

where 01 is a function on X supported on the half ball Bgi(O'o, 2ro) (defined in (41)) satisfying
lloall 7. = O(9).

2. For any z near the point g and 0 < i < N, we have
9 i i i
Zs (@) = —xa(l(x, DO Zs(x, 1) + 05(0(x), 1) (87)
Ay 0 ) y=0

where Q; is a function on X supported on Bgi(O'o, 2rg) such that ||Q§|| 7e=0(1).

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

9 W@ = x2(dG a(y)))i—‘;f (E.).1) + Ziykl(c«z, () Ws(E(y. 2).1)

Oy
0E(y, x) v [Vyal(I(x — y, 1))
Ik ] " 0(6 -y V2 )

N
N

N
SO IACTRE
=1

where we se(y, x) = exp;%y)(o-(x)) = (&1(y, x), - ,En(y, x)) € RY. Therefore replacing
(o(x), 1) with (exp,,(x), 7) in the previous inequalities, we obtain

i(WJ,(r(y) (Eng(y) (%), f)

Oy
S & w2 [Vl 1))
= X1 (d((eng(y)(x), 1), (T(y))) JZ:; [ajW(s(x, t)a—yk (y, o (EXPg(y)) (x)) +0 (5 2 W)
(88)
By (6.12) of [43], it holds that
05 1 08 5
ﬁ_yk (y, o (exp(,(y)) (x)) o = a—yk(O, x) =0k + O (lxl )
Takingy = 0 on the both sides of (88) and inserting the above in thetrgmitls
(iwéo(y)) (expa— (x)a t)
ayk ' y=0 0
N
N-2s V ,t
= 1IN Ws(e. 1) +xa(e. 1)) - [l )] 0 (1nF) + 0(6 ’ W)

=

=01(x.1)

We readily find thatloill 7. = O(6), and thus arrive at the first equalify {86).
The same argument can be applied to prove the second eq@al)tyThe proof is completed.
i

We remind from Proposition 4.5 thdt., . solves equatiof(38). Hence for some constants
¢; €R,0<i<N,we have

(De”/l,O' = _(We”/l,(r + l;k? (l (ge((Wef’/l,O' + (DE"/LO'))) + Z cizia/l’o" (89)

N
i=0
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Lemma 6.6. In (89), we have that ¢; = O(e’*®) for each 0 < i < N.
Proof. Fixing anyi € {0,--- , N} and taking the inner produgt, Zg,0'>f on (89), we get that

i(Zsr Zoor )+ D i Zhr Zhr) = (Wore Zr) f 9e(Wso + ©5.5) L5

— M
J#l (90)

- ((fwa,(,-,zg,() | gf(wg,a)zg,(,)+( [ (gf(fwg,(,-)—ge(ww@&,a»zgﬂ)

wheres = €% 1. ReplacingDd bysz in the proof of Lemm&4]1 and using the estinﬁa@éA
O(e™®) instead 011|<D||f = 0(1), we may deduce that

Fe

<(W6,(r, 'Z:S,0'>f" - L gg((W(;’o.),Zg’U =0 (67—0) .

Next we apply Holder’s inequality to ascertain

fM G Ws) = 9l Wsr + @s)Zh = O (l0eWs | o936, 25 o 1Z5 ], 25 )
=0(e™).
Combining these two estimates ahd](58), we derive fiorh () t
cie % + Z cjo (6_2“) =07,

J#i

which yields the desired estimate= O(e”*%). |

Recall a fixed pointrg € M and the mapr(y) = exp,,(y) defined fory € BM(0, 4rg). In the
next lemma, we shall replace the derivatidgsWs () andd,, s -(,) With respect to the parame-
ters by the derivative& W (,) ando, D5 »(,) With respect to the spatial variables in the expression
of 0y, Je(A, o(y))l,=0. This will permit us to take integration by parts to evalugje/.(1, o (y))ly=o-
This idea was introduced in [23] where existence of the babtdolutions for the two dimensional
Lane-Emden-Fowler equation was examined.

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

s (x,1) = x2 (d((0(x), 1), ) Do ((x), 1),

which satisfies supﬁi;,g) C B*ro, and a functiorb?’(;p :X>R(k=1---,N)by

(6x®s,) (x.7) i z € X is nearM so that it can be written as= (exp, (x). 1),
0 otherwise

3 () - {

Then we have the following result.

Lemma 6.7. We have
I Wso) + P00y Poc)|,_o = ~TelWso + Por0) P g + O ()

and

[(Wso) + ®5,0(y))ayk(W5,G(y)|y:o

o(e) Jor @4),

= —Ié((Wé,O'o + (D(S,O‘o)ak (Xl(l(xa l)l)W5(X, t)) + {0 (€y+a) fOl’ @3)’

where 7 = (0(x), 1) € X satisfies d(z, o0) = |(x,1)] < 2rg.
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Proof. From [89) and the fact thzétzgg, q>5,[,>f =0 forallo € M, we see that

L(Wisoty) + Poo) 0y, Pso(y))
N

N
Ci <Z5O'(J)’ayl\d)6o—(./) P = th aylsZ5O'(J)’(I)6O—(J)>
i=0 i=0
N

_ . 1-25 i D =
=- Z(; ¢i [KS fR yﬂz (VO Z55 ) (@ (), 1), Vs (, z))g, Vigldxdr @1)

+ Ky fR L E®dy, Z5 51y (T (). )P4 (x. ) lgldxdt

+

+ fR ) F((00)8y, Z5 (T (x), 0)Ds) (. O) \/ﬁdx] .

On the other hand,

N
I ((Wéo'o + (Déa'o)q)aa—o Z Ci <'Z60'o 60‘o>f
i=0

N
=) cilky 272 (V (xa (1, D) Z(x, 7)), V (0D (6, ) J_ dxdt
RN +1

i=0 (92)

vi [ B 0)Zi 000 ) Vs
RY*
[ F )z (0908 0 |
RN
Let us comparg (91), for which = 0 is taken, and(92). Employing (13, {(27),(87) and the

observation thad, \/_ O(|(x, 1)) which stems from Lemma2.4, and applying the integration
by parts, we have

’ fR o E(t) (8, Zs ) (@), z))y= o Do, 1) Vlgldxdr

- fR;N*'l E(Z)XI(KX’ t)')Z(lg(X, Z)C()ka;do_o (X, [) \/dedt

+

< fR 072 (el + 181D (Cx D) + O D) |24 0B (3. 1)

+

[ B s ) Vil

<C ”’_ZSZQHLZ(B;O) ”(Drirfo”f~ +C ”lenf" ”(Dtitfo”f~ =0(€™)

fors € (0,1/2). If s € [1/2,1) andH = 0, the above term has a better boun@?). Similarly,

)y:O 65470 (x,0) \/ﬁdx

- [ a2 (901D, 0)

<[l (ﬂa(x))mxn \/ﬁ)

<C (HZSHI‘%—Y (BN(0,4r0)) ”(DdO—OHL%; (M) + Hglz(’ O)”LN%NZ—Y (M) H(D‘S’O_O”L%(M))

(9w

5357 (x, 0)] i + j}; |Foehx, 005 (x,0) Jiildx
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=0 (6(25_1)‘”7 + 67) :

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

L . A-2s (Vayk Zg’g(y)(o'(x), 1), Vs o (%, t))(j \/ﬁdxdt

- jﬁ; P2V (16 00250, 1)) ¥ (96D (. ))) - Vgl

< A 23[
RNl
N

+ jﬂ; » 11725 |Vob(x, 1)| - |V&55,ao(x, t)| Vigldxdt = 0 (€”).

(a6 i) 00 ) + |7 (Buoalx, 0DZ5 )| - [T 0] s

Combining the above three estimates with Lenima 6.6, we ra@ch
(Wi + @s) (ayk (I)é,(r(y)) + I Wso + @50)D5 = 0(€7) - 0 (67_“ + 6(2“‘_1)‘”7) =0 (627) .

It proves the first identity.
We turn to prove the second identity. For this we apply LemiBti8$6.% and 616 to certify

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

N
= Z Cj <Z55,(ro’ ayk(M/(S,O'(y)|y:0 +X1(|(X, t)')akW5(xa t) +X§L(|(~x’ t)|)ak|(x’ l)|W5(X, t)>]F
i=0

N
2 €i{Zrg €1 + X406 DRI Wi (. 1)) -

i=0

L o i1 [0 (el 1logel)  for @&,
0[; |Ci| ||Z5,O'o”f ) ||Ql||f] + {0(|Ci|) for m)

O(e**|logel) for @A),  [o(e) for (T42),
0 (e7+) for@8)  |Oo(e**) for (5).

=0 ") + {

Here we also used

. 0(6%Ylogsl) if N > 4s,
ZL (1 DDA (x, D Ws(x, 1)) - = 0 (672 L log 6]) =
(Z5 e A DRI D)W1) - = O |log ) o) Mot
Our assertion is proved. m|
Now we are ready to establish the desit@destimates of the reduced energy functioal

Proof of Proposition6.4 For the sake of simplicity, we |dent|fgb’< = 6@5(,0 and use an ab-
breviation {18, Ws)(2) = x1((x, ))Ws(x, 7) defined forz = (o(x), 1) ex nearog € M. We may
assume that the domain of these functions is the Euclidezre®d*!. By the previous lemma,
we have

I Wsot) + Poo) (9 Woo) + é‘ykq’a,a(y))L:O

o(e)  for problems|[(14),

:_1’(W(,+<D(,6 W"'aa' +
(W, 6,)k(X1 o8, 0) {O(Ea) for problem [(I5)

Let us decompose

I(Weao + Psoo)Ok (Y1 Ws + Pso) = Iy + Iy + Iy = I},
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where
I = & f 172 (V (aWs + @i YOk (1 We + Rsery)) - Vlgldxar,
RN+1 g

I; = Ky fN CE@ WaWs + Do) O (X2 Ws + o) Vigldxat,
R +

+

I; = fN F(o(x)) (rrws + Do) O (Xlwd + aé,rro) \/ﬁd"
R
and
Iy = fN ge (xaws + D) O (X1w5 + 65,00) \/@dx.
R
We will calculate each term to conclude the proof of Propas(6.4.

1. BEstivate oF I7. In this step, we only consider problem[15) in order to eashe finiteness of
the valued, defined in the beginning of Subsectlon]6.1. To handle the athee[(14) is an easier
task.

Direct computation shows that

j]éfpl 1 (V (L= x2)@s.0,) » VO (XlW(S + 65,00))5 \/dedt =0 (627) .
Thus we have; = I, + I, + O(¢?) where
I3 = Ky LN+1 12G10; ()1 Ws + Do) 0k (1 Ws + Do) Vigldxat
and

I, = ks f 17259, (X1W5 + 66,0-0) 0,0k ()(1W5 + &55’0—0) \/dedt.
RN+1

+

We shall compute the terij, first. By (41), [43) and{86), we discover

I, = _K_2s s 720, (5” @) i (XchS + 65,00) d; (X1W5 + Eﬁgﬂo) dxdt

Ks

- _E fN 1 tl_zsak (élj \/E) ai (XlWJ) aj (XlWJ) dxdt
RYY

(93)
(x, 1)|dxdt + f A%

+ 0( f £ 9 (W)l [V Vs
R[_:_/+l

2
dxdt)

_ ks 1254 (=) =\ A 4. ) 0(623") for N > 4s,
=73 L+ =0 (9] \/@)aszsa]W(;dxdt + 0(6 7) + {0 (@) forN>2s+1

o

Also Lemmd 2.4 implies that

= 1
O \lgl = —Hyt — g (R + Ry 2 + O(I(x.1)P)

and 1

from which we obtain
0 (97 Ngl) = dxg”’ gl + g i gl
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1, : . o« 1. iy .
= - [§ (lel] + Rllk j) + 66” (Rkl + le) X+ (hf{N+l)k - 6”Hk) t+ 0 (I(x, l)lz) .
Inserting this into[(9B) and then applyirfg{43) as well asrﬁ‘lationsh”’(Nﬂ)k = nii’k = 2H; and

f 725 x,0,Ws0 Wsdxdt =0  (by the odd symmetry dVs in thexy, - - - , xy variables)
B

0
we get
Iy =2 (69H -y 00) 1275\ \W[2dxdt
’ R{:Hl

1 . . 1 ..
3 (R +R )+ 50" (R + Ry)

f tl_zsxlﬁ,-WgﬁjW(;dxdt
B

+
0

2sa) - for N > 4s,
+0 f 2, )V Wyl | + O (€7) + o(e) g
+ o(e®) forN>2s+1,

(94)

0

N-2 2s¢)  for N > 4s,
- (—)Hké f 22V, WiPdxd + 0 (€7) + o(¢>) g
2\ N R+ o(e*) forN>2s+1.

Next the term/;, is to be considered. In fact, one can observe that
, K _ — 2 =
l2=% f 720, (0, (1 Ws + Pory))” VIgldxdt
B+
_ — 2 —
=2 | 720 (xaWs + Pory))” Ok Vighdxar

:K_Zsf 172 (0, W)
B,

1 2
Hyt + 5 (Ri + Ry) x; + O (|(x, ] )] dxdt (95)

. 0( Zy) . o (623") for N > 4s,
‘ o(e*) forN>2s+1,
o (623") for N > 4s,

Kg 2-2s 2 2
=—H t 0. Ws)*dxdt + O€7) +
k (0:Ws) ( ) {0(6‘1) for N > 2s + 1.

2 R/+V+l
Consequently[[94)[(95) and {71) give us that

X L [(N-2

I = 5 Hae f 22 (— IV Wal? + (0, W1)?| dxdt + o (¢¥)
2 Rd+1 N 96)

2N -2s-1 (

= kgHi A" ( N

)f 22 \VWy Pdxdt + o (e7).
RT+1

2. Estivate oF 1. Performing the integration by parts, we have

Ks

Ié = —E et Ok (E(l) \/ra) (X1W5 + 65’0—0)2 dxdt + O (62)/) .

If s € (1/2,1) andH = 0, then

|| = 0( f z1—2~‘|W5|2dxdz) + 0( f o
Rﬁh'l Rﬁh'l

. o(e) for (T4,
~0()+ 0(e¥) - { o ol

q)5,0‘0

2
dxdt)
(97)
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If s € (0,1/2), one finds from[(T3) that)| = O(s) + 0(€?) = o(e) for equations[(T4). Further-
more, if N > 25 + 1 is imposed, we can compute that

, Ks 1-2s T 25 (w172 , w2
12__5( 5 ) jﬂ; v O H (o (%))t dexdt+0( fR f*lt (W2 + @, ) I(x, 1)ldxdr

-2 2 2 =N
+ O(Lﬁmlt S (If\/l — 1| W5 +X1W5 |q)5’0—0

__ﬁ(l—Zs

+ 63;(,0) dxdt) (98)

> )Gk (H(e(x))]y=0 6f . Z_ZSWfdxdt + 0(6)

2 RT’

for equation[(1b), by utilizing (31).
3. BEstivate orF /3. We have

I - _% jﬁ; K ( Flo () \M) (1205 + By ) dx + O (%)

_ _% fR O (flo ) wldx+ fR O praws + B,
-3 fR ok (Fo ) (0 - 103 + 260, + B2,) lhidx +0(2)

_ _% fR R (flo(x)) widx + 0 ( fB o Wl |65m, dx) +o(2)+0(?).

Applying Holder’s inequality, we estimate

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

Hence it follows that

2
dx

dx = 0(||w6||L2(RN)||CD5,(TO||L2(M)) = 0 ().

1= {—%/1235 O (J;(O'(x)))|x=0 Jow widx + o(e)  for (T4, (99)
0 for (13)

4. Estivate of I;. We will deal with the case$ (T} only. The remaining casé ([L5) is similar,
and especially, the small linear terayiu of g.(u) for this problem (sed_(39)) can be taken into
consideration as in the previous step. One has

I - f OUGe (Y1 Ws + Bary) \Jlikdx + 0 (27) = - f Ge (x1Ws + D) O Allidx + 0 (€2)
RN RN
=- f Ge (Y1 Ws) 0k \/ﬁdx + f [Gs (1 Ws) — Ge (x2Ws + &35,00)] Ok \/ﬁdx + o(e).
RN RN
With the observation thal, \/ﬁ = —% (Ru + Ry) x; + O(|x]?), we estimate the second term as

L

< f ((Xl We)P=e |a;6,0'0
RN

N+2s
+1x( e, 2w N —
<C (f Wé’ (%) x| ¥¥Z dx |(D6,0'o
BN(0,2ro) RN

=0( ") +0 (e(p+l)7’) = o(e).

O(|x)dx

Ge (11Ws) = Ge (x1Ws + Ps,r)

1+e
’” )0(|x|)dx

+ |(D6,(ro

p+1 P% —
dx|  +cC f @5
RN

p+lte
dx)
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In addition, we find

s _ +1+e, |2 _ 2 _
LN Ge (xaWs) Ok \/de = O(LN Wg |x| dx) = 0(5 Y| log e|) = 0(e)

given thatv > 2.
Collecting [9%6){(99) and the above estimates completeprbef of theC -estimates fou..
i

7 Conclusion of the proof of Theorems[I.1I and 1.2]and some remarks

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

Proof of Theorem[I.]) Suppose thatg € M is aC*-stable critical point off such thatf (o) > O.
If we let
(N - 2s)2do

— d
T, o) = 71 F(o)A® - Y

loga for (4,0) € (0,00) x M

and

(N - 25)2do\®
o (Teas) O

then it follows from the invariance of the Brouwer degree emd homotopy thatip, o) is a
C!-stable critical point off (refer to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in[44]). Therefore, by Rusitions
and 6.4, there exists a critical poidt (o) € (0, ) x M of J. in (&8) for suficiently small
€ > 0 such that{,, o) — (1o, 00) ase — 0. This fact and Propositidn 3.1 imply that ()4or
(15.) if s = 1/2) attains a positive solution. As a consequence, we seePmpositio 211 that
its trace onM solves (1), deducing the conclusion.

If there is aC1-stable critical pointrg € M of f such thatf(c) < 0, then the same argument
provides solutions of equations (Idand (15), and so those of (). This concludes the proof of
Theoreni 11l m|

Proof of Theorem[L.2l Under our assumptions existence of solutiong to (2) follbws Proposi-
tions[6.1[6M[5]1 and 2.1. Observe thér) is the unique value such th%f(/l(o-),o-) = 0 for
eacho € M fixed, andvJ(1(c), o) = 0 if and only if o~ is a critical point of the function

2s 1

=N T 1 AN 2 (1-2s\( If(o)l \T2
o= Ttorn = st (i | (557 )

Henceog should be a critical point dff|/|H|%*. 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 dimensionV of a manifold M satisfiesN < 24, the positive mass theorem
holds for M and the nonlinearity is slightly subcritical or criticahen the solution set fof 3 is
pre-compact as shown by Khuri, Marques and Schioen [36]. ©wtter hand, itV > 7 and the
nonlinearity is slightly supercritical, then Esposito d@idtoia [24] proved that there is a family of
solutions to[(T) which blow-up at a maximum point of the functian— |[Weyl; (x)l|; defined for
x € (M, h). We think that a similar phenomenon may happen for the mahicase too, but do not
have any definitive answer yet.

Secondly, the behavior of equatidd (2) in the cése- 0 has to be understood. Notice that
the main order in the energy expansipnl (69), computed wilagsumptiod! # 0, is €Tz whose
exponent is well-defined (namely, positive) onlysig (0,1/2). It would be interesting to figure
out how this is related to the fact that the characterizadibﬂ;ﬁl in terms of extension problems

33



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, iff = 0O, the
correct choice of in (37) and the main order of the energy expansion Woulg@e;) andeW{s),
respectively, hence it makes sense for ary(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 casesH 1, 2) in [25] and [45].

In both problems, we suspect that the governing functioriferblow-up location has a rela-
tionship with the norm of the second fundamental fdjrit;, or that of the Weyl tensafWeyl; ||;,.
In [29, [37], 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/ [10]). It seems natural to formulate anagooblems for these operators. We
also believe that equation (Lshould have bubble-tower type solutions as in [46].

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to express their sincere gratitud®rimfessor A.
Pistoia for her valuable comments. W. Choi was supportedéyztiobal Ph.D Fellowship of the
Government of South Korea 300-20130026. Also, S. Kim has lse@ported by FONDECYT
Grant 3140530, Chile.

A Proof of Lemma 3.5

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

Lemma A.l. Let 0 < s < 1and a € R. Also fix 0 < Ry < Rz and denote A, = B;Z(sfl \ B;ﬂs*l‘
Then, as 6 — 0O, we have the estimates

=2 o9 fora # 0,
AN aeg dxdt = _
ar, 1)l O (|logés|) fora=0,

>t 0%  fora#0,
f dedl =
A, Qe p)¥F2sra O(llogé]) fora=0.

and

Proof. The second inequality follows from the first inequality bybstituting s with 1 — 5. To
prove the first inequality, we decompose the domain of iatign

o= (AL Ul 2 1xlh) U (AL Ul < 1))

and estimate each part separately| i ||, then it holds thak| < |(x,7)| < V2Jz|. Hence we get

1-2s
t 1
———————dxdr < max{1, V2=~ f —————dxdt
LglU{lll>IXI} |(x, t)|N+2_23+“ { } =) |(x, t)|N+1+“

A;ﬁlu{

o (6* f 0]
cof o f00) e
v (x NFIra O(llogs|) fora=0.

:

If |7 < |x], then we have tha% < %I(x, D < x| < |(x, 0| <2671 for (x,1) € A;_l. Consequently,

f =2 A-2s
e didi < f f T
A% Ullr<lal) |(x, )|V +22sta {%spdsz&l} (<)) 1XNF2=25%a
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|X|2 2s

— 5 —<IXI<25 1 |x|N+2 2s+a

o9 fora # 0,
“lo(logsl) fora=0.

1 - {%gngz&—l} IXIN+“

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

Lemma A.2. Assume that |(x, t)| > Rg for some fixed Ry > 0 large. Then we have the validity of

C 4
|(x,t)|N_2“'1 |(x,l‘)|N+2“' .

(i) Wi(x.0) < o and - [VWa(x,0)] <

.. 25-1 .
(”) |8,~W1(x, t)l < W and |VaiW1(x’ t)l < |(x,t)|g’2”2 + |(x’%t|N+2s+l fOl"l = la 2. aN

(i) 105 Wa(x. 1)] < and [V Wa(x, 0] < e + 1Sy

= |(x t)|N 2s |(x,t)|N+2S

for some C > 0 determined by N, s and Ry.

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

N+2s N+2s
wy(y) [
Wale.1) = Wl dy (100
<o, [ s = o RN(62+|y|2 Goporz? 00

whereay ; andby,, are positive constants depending only®rand s (see [[13, Subsection 2.3]).
The proof consists of 3 steps.

Step 1: Estimates of W1. We split the situation into two cases.

Case 1. Assume that| < |7|. Sincel(x, 7)| < V2|#|, we obtain

1 1 . C __C
N+ZA |t|N 2s y= |t|N 2s — |(x, t)|N—23'

Wi(x,1) < bN,sf .
RY (1+|yl?) =2

Case 2. Assume next thiat > |#|. Then we observe fronfx, 7)| < V2|x| that

1 1 C C

Wi(x, 1) < by, f - dy = wi(x) < < )
CJrY (L4 ) I —yN V=25 (o, 1) N2

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

Step 2: Estimates of [VW1|. Again we deal with the two mutually exclusive cases.
Case 1. Suppose| < [1|. Then, from we havéx, 7)| < V2|1, we see that

1

oGy

1
Vi Walx, )l < bzv,sf PN
BV (L+ 1y 2

1 1
scf — dy 101
RY (14 |y|2)N22‘ |(x — y, )|N-2s+1 (101)

- Cf 1 1 J c - c
= N y= S
RN (1+ |y|2)N 2 |t|N 2s5+1 |t|N 25+1 |(x t)|N 25+1°

Case 2. Assume that > || so that we gel(x, 7)| < V2|x|. By integration by parts, we deduce

1 1
V. Wi(x, 1) = by, f —V ( )dy
' ey @+ ) I - gV

=- 2 25 | 4Y
=% (1 + |y|2)N 2\ |(x -y V-2
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. f v ( 1 ] dy f 1 v,dS
< T\@+ D)) =)V Jy=y (L4 ) - g )V

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

4 respectlvely Hence, realizing that> & if |y — x| < &, we derive from the above that

IV Wi(x, 1)l

< ¢ f ! dy + ¢ f ! dy + O ™ -

- |x|N‘25+1 - x|>'*' (1+ |y|2)/v =Y |X|N+23+1 Iy—XIS% I(x -y, t)|N‘25 Y |2N (102)
1 1 ) V-1 C C

= O(|X|N_25+1) + 0(|X|N+25+1 ’ |x| s) + O( |x|2N - |X|N—2s+1 < |(x’ t)|N—23+l’

which with (101) implies the first inequality of (ii).
On the other hand, fdx| > |7| and|y — x| > ')2" , we have

1 t 1 t
+2s dy S f dy
j|; x|>M (1+ Ix — y|2)N 25 |(y t)|N 25+2 |x|N+23 RN |(y’ t)|N_25+2
1 t-tN
f dy (103)

= |x|N+23 RN tN_23+2|(y, l)|N—23+2

CtZs—l Ct23—1
= < .
|x|N+23 |(x, t)|N+2s

Moreover forlx| > |1 andly — x| < 4, it holds thaty| > &, from which we find

1 t t 1
= dy < f el
j|; < (L + Jx — y2) "2 |y, INV-2+2 AIN=2542 Jev (1 4 |x — y2) "2

104
e Ct (104)
B |x|N—23+2 < I(x, t)|N—2s+2 . I(x, t)|N—23+1'
As a result, thanks t¢ (103) arld (104), we obtain
1 t 2571 1
oWi(x, 1) <C dy < + . 105
i€ [ Lo 22 S fopes Viegrea 109

Now (101), [102) and(105) give us the second inequality)of (i

Step 3: Estimates of |VO;W1l, 10sW1| and |VosW1|. Following the same procedure which was
applied toW; andVW; in Steps 1 and 2, one can find an upper bountvéfw| for eachi =
1,---, N, and in particular the second inequality of (ii).

Meanwhile, we discover froni (1D0) that

N +2s lyl® — 1 1
66W1(X, t) = bN,S( 2 )f y N+2s - dy
R

V(1 + yR) (- y IV
Because )
_ 1 l
v - |2 < —- foranyy e R",
2 +. S+1 2 + S
(L+1yl?) = L+ye) =

we can get (iii) by adopting the argument in Steps 1 and 2 orege nThis completes the proof.o
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