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Abstract

We derive local estimates of positive solutions to the conformal ()-curvature equation
n+2m

(—=A)"u = K(x)un—2m  in Q\A

near their singular set A, where 2 C R" is an open set, K (z) is a positive continuous
function on 2, A is a closed subset of R, 2 < m < n/2 and m is an integer.
Under certain flatness conditions at critical points of K on A, we prove that u(z) <
C|dist(z, A)]~(=2m)/2 when the upper Minkowski dimension of A is less than (1 —
2m) /2.
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1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we study the higher order conformal )-curvature equation

n+2m

(—A)"u = K(x)ur—=2m, u>0 inQ\A (L.1)

with a singular set A, where {2 C R™ is an open set, K () is a positive continuous function on €2,
A is a closed subset of R”, 1 < m < n/2 and m is an integer. Throughout the paper, K () is
assumed to be bounded between two positive constants in ).

When m = 1, Eq. (1.1) is the conformal scalar curvature equation which reads as

n+2

—Au=K(z)un2, uv>0 inQ\A. (1.2)

This equation appears in the problem of finding a metric conformal to the flat metric 6;; on R™
such that K () is the scalar curvature of the new metric u*/ ("_2)52-]-. The classical works of
Schoen and Yau [47-49] on the Yamabe problem and conformally flat manifolds have indicated the
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importance of studying the equation (1.2) with a singular set. In particular, an interesting question
is to understand how u(z) tends to infinity when x approaches the singular set. When K (z) = 1
and A = {0} is an isolated singularity in 2, Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck in the pioneering paper
[6] proved that every singular solution u of (1.2) is asymptotically radially symmetric near 0,
and further proved that u is asymptotic to a radial singular solution of the same equation on
R™\{0}. Later, Korevaar, Mazzeo, Pacard and Schoen in [32] studied refined asymptotics and
expanded such a singular solution w to the first order. Han, Li and Li [24] recently established the
expansions up to arbitrary orders for such a singular solution u. Subsequent to [6], other second-
order Yamabe type equations with isolated singularities related to (1.2) have also been studied;
see, for example, [9,24,25,33,34,40,52] and the references therein. When K () = 1 and A is a
general singular set with Newtonian capacity zero, Chen and Lin [10] proved that any solution
of (1.2) satisfies the following a priori estimate

u(z) < Cldist(z, A)] ", (1.3)

and showed that u is asymptotically symmetric near A based on this estimate. In a series of
masterful papers [11-13,39], Chen and Lin studied the equation (1.2) in the case when K (x) is
a non-constant positive function. They first proved under some flatness conditions on K (z) that
every C? solution u of (1.2) satisfies the a priori estimate (1.3) via the method of moving planes,
and then applied the Pohozaev identity to describe the precise asymptotic behavior of solutions
when the singularity set A is isolated. By using the method of moving spheres, Zhang in [54]
simplified and improved the argument of Chen-Lin [11] to derive the local estimate (1.3) for the
equation (1.2) under some flatness assumptions on K (z). In [51], Taliaferro and Zhang further
gave conditions on K (x) to characterize the precise behavior of solutions of (1.2) near an isolated
singularity.

When m = 2, Eq. (1.1) is a fourth-order equation with critical Sobolev exponent. One
of the motivations to study this equation arises from the problem of finding a metric which is
conformal to the flat metric on R™ such that K (z) is the fourth-order ) curvature of the new
metric %/ (=4 0i; (see [5,45]). For m > 3, the higher-order equation (1.1) also arises in the study
of similar problem in conformal geometry (see, e.g., [22]). We refer to Gursky-Malchiodi [23]
and Hang-Yang [26] for the recent progress of the fourth-order (Q curvature problem on compact
Riemannian manifolds. In [8], Chang, Hang and Yang have shown that the Hausdorff dimension
of singular set dimy(A) < (n — 4)/2 is a necessary condition for the existence of a complete
conformal metric whose scalar curvature and fourth-order () curvature both have a positive lower
bound. For higher values m > 3 and a smooth k-dimensional submanifold A, Gonzédlez-Mazzeo-
Sire [21] showed that I'(2 — & +2) /T'(% — & — 2} > ( is necessary to have a complete conformal
metric under some conditions, which holds in particular when k& < (n — 2m)/2.

The problem of characterizing asymptotic behavior of solutions of (1.1) for m > 2 is signif-
icantly more challenging due to the lack of maximum principle. Recently, this problem has also
attracted much attention. When K (x) = 1 and A = {0} is an isolated singularity in €2, Jin and
Xiong in [30] proved sharp blow up rates and the asymptotic radial symmetry of singular solutions
of (1.1) near the singularity 0 under the sign assumptions

(—=A)u>0 inQ\{0} foralls=1,...,m— 1. (1.4)

Based on the a priori estimates of Jin and Xiong, in the case of K () = 1, Andrade-do O [1] and



Ratzkin [46] further proved for m = 2 that singular solutions of (1.1) satisfying (1.4) are asymp-
totic to positive singular solutions of (—A)?u = u™+4/("=4) on R™\{0}. All these singular
solutions on R™\{0} have been classified by Frank and Konig in [20] using ODE analysis accord-
ing to the radial symmetry result of Lin [38]. When K () = 1 and A is a general singular set with
the upper Minkowski dimension being less than (n — 2m)/2, Du and Yang in [16] established the
following a priori estimate

n—2m

u(z) < Cldist(z, A)] ™ 2 (1.5)

for any solution u of (1.1) satisfying (1.4) in Q\A, and proved further that u is asymptotically
symmetric near A. When m = 2 and €2 = R", the estimate (1.5) was obtained in Chang, Han and
Yang [9] under the assumption that the metric u*/ (=% 0;; has nonnegative scalar curvature.

Our interest in this paper is the situation where the Q-curvature K (x) is a non-constant positive
function. Under some conditions on the order of flatness at critical points of K on A, we will
establish the local estimate (1.5) for any solution of (1.1) near its singular set A when the upper
Minkowski dimension of A is less than (n — 2m) /2.

We first recall the definition of the Minkowski dimension (see, e.g., [31,41]). Suppose E C R"
is a compact set, the A\-dimensional Minkowski r-content of E is defined by

!
MNE) = inf {lr’\ |EC U Bz, 1), =1 € E} ,

k=1

and the upper and lower Minkowski dimensions are defined, respectively, as

dimy(E) = inf {)\ > 0| limsup M) (E) = o},

r—0
dim,;(E) = inf {)\ >0 | liminf M}(E) = o}.
r—

If dimy;(E) = dim,,(F), then the common value, denoted by dim,,(E), is the Minkowski
dimension of E. Recall also that for a compact set E C R", we have the relation dimpy (E) <
dim,,(E) < dimy;(E), where dimy (E) is the Hausdorff dimension of E. We also introduce a
notation C*(£2) with o > 0 which will be used later.

Definition 1.1.
1. If ais a positive integer, then C*(2) is the usual space C*({).
2. If a > [a], then C*(RQ) is the set of all functions f € C'*(Q) satisfying
VI f (@) = VI f )] < el —yDle =y, 2y €,
where c(-) is a nonnegative continuous function with c(0) = 0.

We will use B, () to denote the open ball of radius r in R™ with center x and write B,.(0) as
B, for short. From now on, without loss of generality, we take the domain 2 = Bs.
Our assumption on the Q-curvature K (x) is as follows:

1. Forn=2m+ 1, K € C%(Bg).



2. Forn =2m+2, K € CY(By).

3. Forn > 2m + 3, K € C*(Bs) and one of the following is satisfied:

(K1) If = € A is a critical point of K, then there exists a neighborhood NN of x such that
cly —2*7 S |VK(y)| < caoly — 2|7 (1.6)
and for any € > 0, there exists § = d(e) such that for |z — y| < d|y — x| we have
VE(2) = VK ()| < ely — 2|, (1.7)

where o > 1, y,z € N, ¢ and ¢y are two positive constants.

(K2) K € C¥(By) witha = % In addition, for n > 2m +4, if z € A is a critical point
of K, then there exists a neighborhood N of x such that

V'K (y) < clly — ) [VK(y)|+, 2<i<[a], y€N, (1.8)
where ¢(-) is a nonnegative continuous function satisfying ¢(0) = 0.

Then our main result in this paper is

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that 1 < m < n/2 and m is an integer. Let A C B, /2 be a compact set
with the upper Minkowski dimension dimy;(A) (not necessarily an integer), dimyy(A) < =22,
or A C By 3 be a smooth k-dimensional closed manifold with k < % Let K satisfy the above

assumption and let u € C*™(By\A) be a solution of

(—A)"u = K(x)ur=2m, u>0 inBs\A. (1.9)
Suppose
(=A)’u>0 inB\A, s=1,...,m—1. (1.10)
Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
u(z) < Cldist(z, A)]~ =" (1.11)

forall x € B1\A, where dist(x, \) is the distance between x and A.

Remark 1.3. For n > 2m + 4, if we only assume K € CI(BQ), then Theorem 1.2 does not
hold. Indeed, whenn > 2m + 4 and A = {0} Du and Yang in [17] have shown the existence
of K € CY(By) such that Eq. (1.9) has a C*™ solution u(x) which satisfies (1.10) but does not
satisfy (1.11), and can even be constructed to be arbitrarily large near its singularity 0. Such
large singular solution of (1.9) extends a similar result of Taliaferro [50] for m = 1. On the other
hand, Theorem 1.2 also indicates that Theorem 1.3 of [17] is not true in dimension n = 2m + 1
orn=12m+ 2 form > 2.

Remark 1.4. When m = 2, a solution u of (1.9) defines a conformal metric g;; = uﬁ 0ij

which has Q-curvature ﬁK (x). Assuming that the scalar curvature of g;; is positive, then one

can obtain the sign condition —Au > 0. We also mention that under the assumption of positive
scalar curvature, Gursky and Malchiodi in [23] studied the positivity of the Paneitz operator and

its Green’s function.



Remark 1.5. The assumption (K2) also covers the situation of K (x) = 1. In this case, Mazzeo
and Pacard in [42] have constructed singular solutions of (1.9) for m = 1 when A is a smooth
submanifold of dimension k < (n—2)/2, and Hyder-Sire [27] recently proved for m = 2 that Eq.
(1.9) has singular solutions which satisfy (1.10) when A is a smooth submanifold of dimension
E<(n—4)/2

As mentioned earlier, Eq. (1.9) is more challenging for m > 2 to study since the maximum
principle is lacking. Notice also that the sign conditions (1.10) may change when performing the
Kelvin transformation. Thus, even under the assumption (1.10), it is still difficult to apply the
method of moving planes or moving spheres directly to the local differential equation (1.9). In-
spired by the work of Jin-Li-Xiong [29,30], we will rewrite the differential equation (1.9) into the
local integral equation (1.12) below and derive local estimates of singular solutions to this integral
equation. Similar idea has also been used in [16] to study the case when K (z) is identically a
positive constant and the singular set A is not isolated.

Suppose the dimensionn > 1,0 < o < % is a real number, and X is a closed set in R”. We
consider the local integral equation

n+2o0
K(y)u(y) 2
Bs ‘.Z' - y‘n_20

u(zx) = dy + h(z), u(x) >0, x€ B\%, (1.12)

where u € Li—20 (B2)NC(B2\X) and h € C*(By) is a positive function. Under the assumptions

n+2o0
in Theorem 1.2, by a similar argument as in [16] we can show u € Ll'gc’z" (B2) and can rewrite the

equation (1.9) locally into the integral equation (1.12) after some scaling (see Theorem 2.3 in the
next section).

Next we state the corresponding result for singular solutions of the integral equation (1.12).
Denote L™ the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure on R™. We assume that the positive ()-curvature
function K (z) satisfies the one of the following:

(K1) K € CY(By). If z € ¥ is a critical point of K, then there exists a neighborhood N of x
such that
aly — 2" < |VK(y)| < caly — 2|7 (1.13)

and for any € > 0, there exists 6 = d(¢) such that for |z — y| < 0|y — x| we have
VE(2) = VE(y)| <ely —2[*, (1.14)
where o > 1, y,2 € N, ¢ and ¢y are two positive constants.

(K2) K € C%(B,) with o = 2222 In addition, for n > 20 + 4, if z € ¥ is a critical point of K,
then there exists a neighborhood N of x such that

a—i

IVIK(y)| < c(ly — z])[VE(y)|o—1, 2<i<][a], y€N, (1.15)

-

where ¢(-) is a nonnegative continuous function satisfying ¢(0) = 0.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose n > 2, 1 < o < n/2, and ¥ is a closed set in R™ with L™(3) = 0.
Suppose that K (x) satisfies the assumption (K1) or (K2) above. Let h € C'(Bsy) be a positive



Sfunction and u € th—gg(Bg) N C(B2\X) be a positive solution of (1.12). Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

n—2o0

u(z) < Cldist(x,X)]” 2
forall x € B1\X, where dist(xz, ) is the distance between x and X..

(1.16)

Remark 1.7. For the integral equation (1.12), we only assume that the singular set 3. has n-
dimensional Lebesgue measure zero. This is a weaker condition than singular set of Newtonian
capacity zero, which is used in [10, 11, 54] to study the second-order scalar curvature equation
(1.2). In particular, if one obtains a solution u € C*™(By\A) N L% (B3) to (1.9) satisfying
(1.10) by whatever method with L™"(A\) = 0, then w is a distributional solution in By and thus
Theorem 1.6 can give the local estimate (1.11) of u near A even though the Newtonian capacity
of A might be greater than 0. For example, Pacard [44] have constructed solutions with such high
dimensional singular set to (1.2) when K (x) = 1 in dimension 4 and in dimension 6.

Remark 1.8. In Theorem 1.6, we assume that the order of the integral equation (1.12) satisfies
1 < o < n/2 which is sufficient to apply to higher order Q-curvature equation (1.1). When
0 < o < 1, equation (1.12) is closely related to the fractional Nirenberg problem (see [29]).
For the fractional case 0 < o < 1, our proof of Theorem 1.6 encounters a difficulty due to the
more singular properties of the integral kernel G(0, \; &, z) defined in (3.9). More specifically,
the negativity of ®» in (4.37) is very important when using the moving sphere method, but in the
case of 0 < o < 1, the negative part of the integral in (4.37) cannot control the positive parts
according to the estimates of G(0,\; &, z) in Lemma 3.1. We plan to deal with this difficulty in
future work. We also mention that fractional order critical equations with singularities in the case
K (x) = 1 have been studied in [2, 3,7, 15, 18, 28] and so on.

We will prove Theorem 1.6 in the spirit of the works of Chen, Lin, Taliaferro and Zhang
[11,39,51,54] by using the moving sphere method of an integral form introduced by Li [35], which
is inspired by Li-Zhu [37] and Li-Zhang [36]. One difference is that the authors of [11,39,51,54]
dealt directly with the second-order equation (1.2), while we work with the integral equation (1.12)
by exploring its various specific features. Thus we need some analysis techniques to overcome the
difficulties caused by the absence of a maximum principle. Another difference is the non-locality
of the integral equation (1.12).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show the integral representation
for singular positive solutions to the differential equation (1.9). In Section 3, we provide some
preliminary estimates for the integral kernel involved in the moving sphere method of integral
form. In Section 4, we give a detailed proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K1). In
Section 5, we present the proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2). Finally, Theorem 1.2
follows from Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 2.3 via the covering and rescaling arguments.

2 An integral representation for singular solutions

In this section, we show that every singular positive solution of the differential equation (1.9)

satisfies the integral equation (1.12) in some local sense under suitable assumptions. We first
n+2m

prove that under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 ((1.10) is not needed here), v € Ll'gc’m (B32) and
u is a distributional solution in the entire ball Bs.




Proposition 2.1. Suppose that 1 < m < n/2 and m is an integer. Let A C By /2 be a compact set

. . . . s T . . T _9
with the upper Minkowski dimension dimpy(A) (not necessarily an integer), dimyr(A) < "=,

or A C By 3 be a smooth k-dimensional closed manifold with k < % Let K be a positive
continuous function on By and let uw € C*™(By\A) be a positive solution of (1.9). Then u €

n+2m
Ln=2m (By) and w is a distributional solution in the entire ball By, i.e., we have

n+2m

/ u(—A)"pdx = Kun—2mpdx (2.1)
B2 B2

for every ¢ € C°(B3).

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of [16, Proposition 2.1], so we omit the details. See also
some related arguments in [4, 53]. O

Suppose n > 2m. Let G,,(z,y) be the Green function of (—A)™ on Bj under the Navier
boundary condition:

{(—A)me(ac, ) = 0y in Bsy,

(2.2)
Gm(z,") = —AGp(z,") = = (A" G, (z,-) =0  on dBy,

where d,, is the Dirac measure to the point z € By. Then, for any u € C?™(By) N C?*™~2(B,)
we have

u@) = [ Gua) A+ Y [ Hen-a s, @3

where

9
Ovy
In particular, taking v = 1 in (2.3) yields

HZ(:Evy) = (_Ay)m_ZGm(x7y) forz € B27y S 8B2

Hi(xz,y)dS, =1 forallz € By. (2.4)
0B>

Moreover, a direct computation gives

G (7,9) = comlz — y|*™ ™™ + Ap(2,y), (2.5)

(% —m)

C”vm = 22m7rn/21'\(m)’

Ay (x,y) is smooth in By x Bs, and
Hi(z,y) >0, i=1,....,m. (2.6)

Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.1, we have

_ T U ngzi (o — i_lu .
o) = [, oK)=y + 3 /8 (8 u(was, @)

forall x € Bo\A.



Proof. For any x € B\ A, we define

n+2m

v(@) = | Culey)K(y)uly)—=dy + > Hilzy)(=A) u(y)ds,.

n+2m
Because u(y)»—2m € L'(By) and the Riesz potential ||*™~" is weak type (1, ﬁ), we obtain

v € L 2" (Bg) N L*(Bsy). Define w = u — v. By Proposition 2.1 we have that w satisfies

weak
(—A)mw =0 in B2

in the distributional sense, i.e., for any p € C°(B2),

/ w(—A)"pdr = 0.
B>

It follows from the regularity for polyharmonic functions (see, e.g., Mitrea [43]) that w is smooth
and satisfies (—A)™w = 0 in By. Note that w = —Aw = --- = (=A)"™ 1w = 0 on 9By, hence
w = 0. This implies that u = v in Ba\A. O

Now we show that w satisfies the integral equation (1.12) in some local sense under the addi-
tional assumption (1.10).

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that 1 < m < n/2 and m is an integer. Let A C B, /2 be a compact set
with the upper Minkowski dimension dimy;(A) (not necessarily an integer), dimyy(A) < =22,

or A C By be a smooth k-dimensional closed manifold with k < % Let K be a positive

continuous function on By and let u € C*™(Ba\A) be a positive solution of

(—A)"u = K(m)uztgz in Bo\A. (2.8)
Suppose
(—A)Pu>0 inB\A, s=1,...,m—1. (2.9)

Then there exists T > 0 (independent of x € A) such that for any xo € A we have

n+2m
u(z) = cn,m/ %Zmdy + hi(z) forx € Br(zp)\A, (2.10)
Br(z0) 17—l

where hy(x) is a positive smooth function in B (xg).

Proof. We may assume, without loss of generality, that u € C?™(B\A) and u > 0 in Ba\A.
Otherwise, we just consider the equation in a smaller ball.

From the assumptions on the singular set A we obtain Cap(A) = 0, where Cap(A) is the
Newtonian capacity of A (see, e.g., [19]). Since v > 0 and —Awu > 0 in Bs\A, the maximum
principle (see, e.g., [10, Lemma 2.1]) leads to

u(zx) > co:= é%f u>0 forallz € Bo\A.
2



n+2m
By Proposition 2.1 we have unt2m € L'(By). Thus, there exists 0 < 7 < % independent of

z € Bj such that

/ \Am(gn,y)\K(y)u(y)Ztg::i dy < %0 forall v € B-(2) C Bs)s,
B-(z2)

where A, (x,y) is defined in (2.5). For every o € A, using Proposition 2.2 we can write

n+2m
K n—2m
u(zx) = Cn7m/B - %dy + hi(x) forz € B(x)\A,
(20
where
n+2m n+2m
m@ = [ A K@@y o [ Gule K@)y
B (z0) Ba\Bx (x0)
+) Hi(z,y)(—A) " u(y)dS,
i=1 7 0B2
co
>——+ Hy(z,y)u(y)dsS,
2 OBs
QO .. _C
) —i—{l)%fzu— 5 0 forz € Br(x),

where we have used the sign conditions (2.9) in the first inequality and (2.4) in the second inequal-
ity. It is easy to check that h; is smooth in B;(x) and satisfies (—A)™h; = 0 in B;(x¢). The
proof of Theorem 2.3 is completed. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. 1t follows from Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 2.3 via the covering and rescal-
ing arguments. U
3 Preliminary results

For x € R™, A > 0 and a function u, we denote

20¢
& =2 + % forz #¢€R® and Q% = {5 : ¢ Q). (3.1)

Let u be a positive function, its Kelvin transformation is defined as

T, _ A nee HADN (3 2)
Note that (¢22)%* = ¢ and (u®*)®* = w. If 2 = 0, we use the notations ¢* = ¢%* and
uw = ud ie.,
A% AN N
. d wMN&) = <_> <—> : 33
T rO=g) e o

9



Suppose 0 < 0 < n/2, u € L%(Bg) N C(B\Y) is a positive solution of (1.12) and
h € C'(By) is a positive function. If we extend both u and K to be identically 0 outside By, then

K (y)u(y) "2

Ty dy+ h(z) forx € Bo\X. (3.4
R" -

u(z) =

Making a change of variables, we also have the following two identities (see, e.g., [35]),

n+2 n+2o0

n—20 n,zg TN\, %5 A n—2c
< : > /| ] dz:/l <,\K(z e dz (3.5)

|£ - :E| z—z|>A |£m,)\ - z|n_20 |£ - z|n_20

and

n—2c % z,\\,,T,\ %
(S -y T P
z—x|>

|£ - $| z—z|<A |£x,)\ - Z|n_20 |£ - Z|n_20

Thus, we obtain

n+2o0

K(vaA)uva(Z) n—2o
Rn |§ — 2|20

Ut () = dz + h*MNE)  for & € (By\X)™. (3.7)

Hence, for any « € By and A < 1, we have for any £ € B\ (¥ UX%* U By (z)) that

w@ - uQ = [ Gl &) [KEue) HE - K@) s
o[> (3.8)
+hA() — h(),
where
Gz, )\ &, 2) == ! —< A )"—20 ! , &=z, |z—x] > X > 0. (3.9)
e \E-al) Er-arw
It is elementary to check that
Gz, )& 2) >0 forall | — x|, |z — x| >\ > 0. (3.10)

We also give the following estimates for the integral kernel G(0, A; £, z). Their proofs are
elementary, and we include them here for completeness.

Lemma 3.1. Assume 0 < o < n/2and \ > 0. Then for £, = € R™\ By, we have

(1) There exists a positive constant Cy = C1(n, o) such that for |§ — z| < %(|£| —A),

S

(2) There exist two positive constants Cy = Co(n, o) and Cs = Cs(n, o) such that for | —z| >
3([€] = X) and [¢] < 10),

(1€ = N (21> = »?)
)\|£ _ Z|n—2cr+2

Moreover, if we only assume A < |§| < 10X and |z| > ), then we have the second inequality
of (3.12).

(1€l = (=P =)

Cs A€ — z[p20+2

10



(3) G(0,X:¢,2) = G(0,A; 2,€).

Remark 3.2. By the symmetry of G(0, \; €, z), we can reverse the roles of § and z in (1) and (2)
of Lemma 3.1 and the corresponding conclusions still hold.

Proof. (1) Note that for [¢ — z| < 1(]¢| = \) and [¢] > A, we have ¢} — 2| > [ — ¢ — [ — 2| >
2|¢ — z|. Thus
GO, X6, 2) > (1 =22 ™)[¢ — 2>,

(2) The kernel G(0, \; £, z) can be rewritten as

GO, X\ &, 2) = {—22”_”—‘— - =z (3.13)
By a direct calculation, we have the following formula
o (€2 =2 (21> = 2?)
_ — # 0. 3.14

This obviously implies that the kernel G/(0, \; €, z) is positive. Let f(t) = t~(»=29)/2 then by the
mean value theorem and (3.14) we get

G(Ov)‘;&z):f(’é-_ZF)—f(‘% _7 >
_n—20 (’5‘2 _ )\2)(’2‘2 _ )\2)
2 e

2
A2 <9|§ — 224+ (1-9) (%'g - %z‘
for some 0 € (0,1). When [ — z| > = (|§| A) and A < [£] < 10\ we have

iq €] &, Il
‘Ef— e ‘E - 75‘ + ‘Tf— 72" < 43[€ — |

and thus

Y 2 _ )\2
G(O, A6, Z) > Oy (|£)|\‘§ _)Z(;i|—2a+2 )

with some constant Cy = C3(n,c). On the other hand, if we only assume A < [¢| < 10\ and

Z| > A, then by (3. we obtain £ — z| < |5 z| and so
), then by (3.14) we obtai A~ €| and

(1€ = V(2> = 2?)
=G A€ — z[n—20+2

G(0,A¢,2)

for some constant C; = Cy(n, o).
(3) Note that

S

218
S == e

= -2z for z#0, (3.15)
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where we have used the basic identity ‘%5 — % ‘ = |€ — 2|?. This implies that

[zl »
)
0,A; 2

1€l

|£ - | |Z _£| fOI‘g,Z;léO, (316)

from which we obtain G(0, \;§, z) = G(0, A; z,§). Lemma 3.1 is proved. O

Lemma 3.3. Assume 0 < o < n/2. Let

n—2o0

00 = (rrwe)

where e # 0 and R|e| > 10. Then there exists a positive constant C' = C(n, o, Rle|) such that for
Ao = Rle| — 2, we have

Uly) = U (y) = C(lyP* = M)y~ "7 forall [y > A

and
(U —U™)
ov
where v denotes the unit outer normal vector of 0B,,.
For \y = R|e| + 2, we have

>C>0 on 0B,

Uly) —UM(y) <0 forall |y| > .

Proof. Using the mean value theorem and the formula (3.14), we get that for any A > 0,

n—2o0

n—2o
1 2 1 :
Uly) —UNy) = (—)
L+ ly — Rel? - W2y — Ref? (3.17)
_n—20 (Jy|? — A2)(R%|e|? — N2 + 1)
-9 A2p(n—20+2)/2 )

where 7 is some number between 1 + |y — Re|? and ‘?){—E + “;\—';\y)‘ — Re|®. When A = )\, it is
easy to see that R?|e|? — A2 +1 > 0 and 1 < c|y|? for some constant ¢ = ¢(R) > 0. Hence there
exists C' = C'(n, 0, R) > 0 such that

Uly) — U (y) > C(ly[> = X)ly|~"27%2 for any [y| > Ao.

This also implies that
AU — U)
Oov
for another constant C' = C'(n, 0, R) > 0, where  means the unit outer normal vector of 0B}, .
When A = )1, we have R%|e|?> — A2 +1 < 0 and by (3.17),

>C>0  ondB),

Uly) —UM(y) <0 for any |y| > A;.

Lemma 3.3 is proved. U
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4 Local estimates under the assumption (K1)

In this section, by using the method of moving spheres introduced by Li-Zhu [35, 37], we shall
prove Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K1) in the spirit of the works of Chen-Lin [11,39] and
Zhang [54]. Unlike [11,39,54] dealing directly with second-order differential equations, we study
the problem in a framework of integral equations. In particular, analysis techniques for integral
equations are needed to overcome the lack of maximum principle.

Proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K1). Suppose by contradiction that there exists a
sequence {z;}52 C B1\X such that

dj = diSt(:L'j, E) — 0 asj — oo,

but

n—2o0

d; * u(z;) = oo asj— oo,

Without loss of generality we may assume that 0 € Y and z; — 0 as j — oo. Since the following
proof is very long, we first explain the idea and the sketch of the proof.

In Step 1, by using the blow up analysis we show that x; can be chosen as the local maximum
points of u.

In Step 2, we show that VK (0) = 0 under the assumption of K € C'(By). If not, then
we assume without loss of generality that VK (0) = e = (1,0,...,0). Let w; be the scaled and
shifted function in (4.17) for some sufficiently large R > 0 and let w? be the Kelvin transformation
of w; in (4.19). Define ) (y) = w; (y)—w;-‘ (y) and @y (y) asin (4.37) with A € [R—2, R+2], then
)y + @) satisfies the integral inequality (4.39). More importantly, ®) is negative and satisfies the
estimates in Lemma 4.3 under the current assumption that VK (0) = (1,0,...,0). By Lemmas
4.1 and 4.3, for A = A\g = R — 2 we have

ox+®,>0 inll;\B,, 4.1
and for Ay = R + 2 we have
ox (Y") + @y, (y") <0 for some y* € BQ)\l\E)\l. (4.2)

Thus we can start moving the sphere continuously for ¢y + ® from A = Ay as long as (4.1) holds,
and the sphere must stop at some A € [A\g, A1 ). Furthermore, with the help of the negativity of ®
in Lemma 4.3 and of the lower bounds of the remainder term .J) in Lemma 4.4, the moving sphere
procedure may continue beyond A\ where we reach a contradiction.

In Step 3, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption of (K1). By Step 2
we know that the origin 0 is a critical point of K. Without loss of generality we may assume
that lim; o |VK ()| "'VK(z;) = (1,0,...,0). We will follow the notation in Step 2. As
in Step 2, the main idea is still to use the moving sphere method for ¢, + ®,, but under the
current assumption of K, the function ¢, may not be negative. However, we can rewrite @ as
@y )\ + Py )\ where ®; ) is negative and ®, ) has a good estimate (see Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6). Based
on the estimates of ®, ), we consider two cases for o > 1 separately.
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(1) a <20 0ora > (n—20)/2. In this case, by choosing a sufficiently small € > 0 we construct
the following function

Hy(y) = —eM; ' (N277" — [y ™) + @5(y), v € 1;\By

which can be negative. Using the lower estimates of the remainder term .J) in Lemma 4.4,
the method of moving spheres can be applied to ¢y + H to reach a contradiction.

(2) 20 < a < (n—20)/2. In this case, o\ on I1;\ By, is too large to construct H) as in the

first case, where [; := u(z;) = || — oco. To deal with this difficulty, a different idea is
needed. Note that @ is negative on Bglj \EA and could be non-negative on Hj\B2lj, thus
when moving the sphere, the trouble is

G(0, A;y, 2)ba(2)pa (2)d2, (4.3)
()N
where Oy = {y € I1;\ By, : w;(y) < wj A(y)}. To control this integral, we add a function
T’ defined in (4.89) to both sides of the 1ntegral inequality (4.39). Let Hy := @1\ + T},
then @) + H), satisfies the integral inequality (4.95). Now when the method of moving
spheres is applied to @) + H) (starting from \g = R — 2), the troublesome integral (4.3)
can be controlled by

_ 2«

M, ”2"/ G(0,\;y,2)|2|* 27 "dz
Q;\Bay

with the help of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6. This will lead to a contradiction.

Now we return to the detailed proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K1).

Step 1. We show that x; can be chosen as the local maximum points of u. Moreover, the
functions u(z;) " tu(z; + u(x])_nfﬁy) converge in C7_(R™), after passing a subsequence, to a
positive function Uy € C?(R™) where Uy satisfies

+20
fR" Mdz fory € R",

‘y Z‘" 20

maxpn U(] = Uo( ) =1.

(4.4)

Define L
d: 5 d:
si(z) == 2 —|v — ] u(z), |v—ax; <2
2 2
Since u is positive and continuous in B ;. . /2(;), we can find a point Z; € By, . /2(;) such that
si(z;) = max sj(x) > 0.
|x— :(:J\<

Let 21, == % — |z — x;|. Then

d; d;
0<2p; <5 and o —fe—ul>p V]e—z]<py
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By the definition of s;, we have

n—2c n—2o

(2p5) 2 w(@)) = 8j(%5) > si(w) > p; 2 w(x) Vo -] < py. (4.5)
Hence B
(@) > u(x) Ve - 3| < py (4.6)
We also have
n—2o0 _ _ d_] ”772‘" .
uj) 2 w(@y) = s(T5) > sj(xj) = 5 u(x;) =00 asj — oo. 4.7)

Now, we consider

. _ 1 ul 7. Yy . :; T _ Yy in ©;
v](y) u(:ij) <j+u(jj)n220>’fj(y) u(:f])h< j+u(jj)n220> ®Ja

@j:{yeR":xj—i—%eBg\Z}.

u(zj) =2
We extend v; to be identically 0 outside ©; and K to be identically 0 outside B. Then v; satisfies
v;(0) = 1 and

2 n+2o0
K(z; +u(z;) »202)vj(z)n—2
vi(y) = (&) + ulZ;) n_%) () dz + fi(y) fory € ©;. (4.8)
Rn |y — Z|
Moreover, it follows from (4.6) and (4.7) that
n—2o0
vj(y) <22 in Bg., (4.9)

where ,

R; = pju(zj)n=20 — oo asj — o00.

Clearly u(Z;) — oo as j — oo, and || fjl|c1(p, y — 0 as j — oo since

R;
< 1 ! h
I£illor sy, = MHhHLW(BHj(:Ej)) + m\lv oo (B, (@)
1 ; (4.10)
< ——hllze(Bs)0) + ——=zz VRl (B,,,) = 0 asj — oo
. _ ( n—20+2 /2
U(.Z']) u gjj n—2c
Claim 1: There exists a subsequence of vj, still denoted by vj, such that v; in C’lzoc(R")
converges to a positive function v € C%(R™) where v satisfies
K(0)v(z) =
n—2o
v(y) = SOE T g fory € R™. 4.11)

g |y — 2"
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Since for any R > 0 we have v;(y) < 2" in Bp, for all large j, by regularity results
in [29, Section 2.1] there exists v > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

v; v in CE.(R™).

Clearly v(0) = 1. To show that v satisfies the integral equation (4.11), we will use some arguments
of [29, Proposition 2.9]. Write (4.8) as

2 n+2o0
K(z; +u(xj) n2z)vj(z)n-2
v;(y) = (7 ( J)_ n_%) i(2) dz+ Fj(r,y) fory e ©;, (4.12)
By ly — 2|
where , ioe
K(z; +u(x;) n202)vj(z)n—2
By = | FE O e gy,

Then, for y € B, /o we have

2 2
K (%) + u(®;) 7% 2)v;(z)n20 |2[n=20

Fi(r,y) = d :
=, Ea - i)
K (2 + u(@;)" % 2)o;(2) 750
xj u wj n—<o z Uj Z|)n—=o
<C e ‘Z’n_2o' dz + ”fj”LOO(BT/z)

< Cv;(0) + || fjll Lo (B, )

for all large j. Similarly, for y € B, /o,
VyFj(r,y)] < Cr)vi(0) + [V fjllLee (s, )

These together with (4.9) and (4.10) imply that [|F} (. -)[|c1(p, ,) < C(r) for all j large. Thus,
after passing to a subsequence, Fj(r,:) — F(r,-) in 01/2(Br/2). Hence, letting j — oo in (4.12)
we obtain o
K(0)v(z) "2

= 227 dz fory € B, s. (4.13)

Py =) - [

Furthermore, F'(r,y) > 0 and it is non-increasing in 7. For r >> |y|,

r

7411—20
T B0 = £0) < Finy) - fi)
__2 n+2o0
:/ K (% +u(z;) =20 2)vj(z)n—20  |y|"20 .
B |y|n—2o |y — Z|TL—20’
7411—20

< W(‘Fj(r? 0) — £;(0)).

Let j tend to oo, we get

n—2o n—20

e e
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which leads to lim, _,~ F(r,y) = lim,_,~ F(r,0) =: Cy > 0. Sending » — o0 in (4.13) and

using Lebesgue’s monotone convergence theorem, we obtain

ly — 22

K (0)v(z) "2
v():/ Mdz+C’0 fory € R™.

If Cp > 0, then v(y) > Cy > 0 for any y € R™ and hence

n+2o0

n—2o
1=v(0) > / Mdz = +00.

’2‘11—20

This is impossible. Therefore, Cy = 0 and Claim 1 is established.
Since v(0) = 1, by the classification results in [14] or [35], v must be of the form

> o (4.14)

) ( o
v(y) = —s——=
1+ adly — yol?

for some yg € R™ and some ag > 1. Obviously, v has an absolute maximum at yq. It implies that

v;j(y) must have a local maximum at a point y; near yo when j is large. Replacing Z; by

2
Tj =T+ u(Z;) "y,

then {Z;} are local maximum points of u for large j. Moreover, by (4.7) we have for large j that

o(n20)/2 o(n—20)/2
0 wu(zj) > OTu(xj) (4.15)

w(@;) = vj(y;)u(z;) 2 ——
and 7; € B, /5(%;) C By, o(w;) which implies td; < dist(#;,%) < 2d; and B, ;2(35) C

B,,;(Z;). Consequently,

dist(z;, 2)7L320 w(Zj) o0 and T; -0  asj — oo.
Furthermore, by (4.6), (4.15) and (4.7) we have
u(:z»)>3(@)n2% w(@) Vlp—i) <
=2\ 2 =2
and
1 N2 .
Rj = -pju(Zj)n—20 — 00 asj — oo.

Using the proof of Claim 1 we know that the functions u(Z;)~*u(Z; 4+ u(Z;) " »-2¢y) converge in
C? (R"), after passing a subsequence, to a positive function Uy € C?*(R") which satisfies (4.4).

It follows from the classification results in [14] or [35] that, modulo a positive constant,
n—2c
2
) (4.16)

1
Uo(y) = <T|y|2

Thus the conclusion of Step 1 is proved. From now on, we consider x; as ;.

17



Step 2. We show VK (0) = 0 assuming K € C'(Bz) and n > 20.

Suppose VK (0) # 0. We may assume without loss of generality that
VK(0) =e=(1,0,...,0).

Let

2 2

w;i(y) = Mj_lu <£Ej + Mj_m(y — Re)> , hily) = Mj_lh (xj + Mj_m(y — Re)> in 5,
(4.17)
where M; = u(x;), R > 10 is a large positive constant to be determined later, and

_ 2
;= {y €R™:zj+ M; " (y — Re) € Bz\E} : (4.18)

By Step 1, w; converges in C? norm to the bubble U; = Uy(- — Re) on every compact subset of
R™. We also extend w; to be identically 0 outside {2; and K to be identically 0 outside B. For

A >0, let
) () - () (52)
A A
wi(y) = | — wi | —5 |, hily) =|— hi| — (4.19)
=) w () Be=(G)  w (G
and let ,
Ki(y) = K <:cj +M; " (y — Re)> : (4.20)
Then "
K;(z)w;(z)n—2
w;i(y) = it )_ ](n—)2o dz + hj(y) fory e Q. 4.21)
re |y — 2|
By (3.7), w])-‘ satisfies
n+2o0
K;(zM)w)(z)n—27 _
w;»‘(y) = /n ! = Zj|n_26 dz + hg\(y) fory € Q;\B, (4.22)
where 2 = % is the inversion of z with respect to 9B).

The following lemma gives the estimates on the difference between w; and w? with A\ = R—2
or R+ 2.

Lemmad.1. Let \g = R—2and \y = R+2. Then there exist €g = £o(n, o, ming,\y u, K, R) >
0 and jo = jo(n,o, ming,\x, u, K, R) > 1 such that for all j > jo,

wi(y) —w}(y) = eollyl — M) [y1?7 " + oM (AT = [P,y € Q\By,. (4.23)
Moreover, there exists y* € Bay,\By, such that for all j > jo,
w;(y*) — wit (y*) < —zo. (4.24)
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Proof. Since w; converges in C? norm to U; = Uy(- — Re) on any compact subset of R”, by
Lemma 3.3 there exists 1 = €1(n, o, R) > 0 such that for any fixed Ry > R,

wi(y) —w(y) > 1yl = Xo)ly* 7" X<yl < Ry (4.25)

for sufficiently large j. Clearly, Lemma 3.3 also implies that (4.24) is true.
Next we show that (4.23) holds for y € Q;\Bg,. Firstly, it is easy to see that there exists a
small 9 = £9(n, 0, R) > 0 such that for any Ry > R,

Ui(y) — [y " < = \y!z" Ty >Ry (4.26)

and
U (y) < (1-3e)|y* ™, |yl > Ri. (4.27)

Consequently, we obtain that for large j,
w(y) < (1L =22y, Iyl = Ru. (4.28)

On the other hand, because w; converges to Uy in C%(Bp, ), for any y € Q;\Bgr, we have that
when j is sufficiently large,

(4.29)

+20
62 ( )Ul( )n 20

> (1- 2\ —/ 2O
( 2) @) (el>Riy 1y — 2"

A simple computation yields that for y € Q;\Bpg,,

+20 n+20’

/ Ul()’;tgdZS(/ +/ > 22;0
(el>Rri} [y — 2| (o> Ruly—2> 2} J{a1> R y—21<ltly ) |y — 2|

C / dz C
> ‘y’n—2o (2[>R1} (1 4 ’2‘2)(n+20)/2 ’y‘n
c 1
— ‘y’n—2o R%U

1yl
2

A

A

for some positive constant C' = C'(n, o, R). This, together with (4.26) and (4.29), gives

€2 C 1
8 4 lyi"=* Ry (4.30)
€2

> gwj(y) +(1—e)ly|* ™ fory € Q;\Bpg,

6 ag—n
wi(y) > Zw;(y) + (1 — e2) |y +

’ ‘20’—11
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by choosing R; > R large enough and then fixing it. Moreover, from the equation (1.12) we have
n+2o0
u(x) > 42" f32 K(y)u(y) = dy =: Ag > 0 for all z € By\¥, so by the definition of w; we
obtain
wji(y) > EgMj_l()\gU_n —|y|*™™)  fory € Q;\Bg,. (4.31)

with some constant e3 = £3(n, o, Ag, R). It follows from (4.28), (4.30) and (4.31) that there exists
a small €9 > 0 such that for large 7,

w;(y) — w° (y) > eoly” " +eoM; (AT = y7")  fory € Q;\Bg,.

This together with (4.25) implies that (4.23) holds by choosing ¢ sufficiently small. Lemma 4.1
is established. O

Next we will use the moving sphere method for A € [R — 2, R + 2] to derive a contradiction.
Denote

2
I, = {y ER":x;+M; " (y— Re) € Bl\Z‘,} cQ, (4.32)

and

__2
X, = {yERn:.Z'j—i-Mj nizc(y—Re) EE} (4.33)

Note that we have £"(X;) = 0 due to £"(X) = 0. It follows from the same arguments as in
Lemma 3.1 of [30] that for all large j, there holds

WNy) < hj(y) Yy eT;\By, A€ [R—2,R+2]. (4.34)

Let or(y) = w;(y) — wj‘(y) where we omit j in the notation for brevity. By (3.8), (4.34) and

K; =00nQ5\X;, wehave for A € [R — 2, R+ 2] and y € I1;\B) that

nt2o n+2o0
)= | GO Ny.2) (K3 — K () (2) 7 ) dz
A
= G(0,\y,2)Kj(2) (wj(z)% - w;‘(z)%) dz
- (4.35)

+ [ GO0, Ny, 2) (Kj(z) - Kj(Z’\)) w;\(z)ztgg dz
By

- / G(0, X, 2)ba (=)o (2)dz + Ja(y) — BA(y),
IL;\Bx

where
wy(y) 72— why) o

wi(y) —wi(y)

br(y) = K;(y) (4.36)

n+2o0

D)\ (y) = /Q » G(0, \;y, 2) (Kj(zA) - Kj(z)> w])-‘(z)nf% dz (4.37)
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and

n+2o n+2o0
JA(y) = /Q \IT G(Ov Aa Y, Z)Kj (Z) <ZUJ(Z) n—20 — w;\(Z) ”*2‘7) dz
A\

ioo (4.38)
— | G0, A5y, 2) K (2 w) (2) n=27 dz.
Qe
J
Note that by (y) is always non-negative. Thus, ) satisfies the integral inequality
oxA(y) + Paly) > / . G(0, Ny, 2)ba(2)pa(2)dz + A (y),  y € I;\B, (4.39)
T1,\ B

where A € [R — 2, R + 2].

Now we show some estimates for @ on II; \ B in order to apply the moving sphere method
to the function ) + ®. We first need to establish the estimates on /&;(2*) — K;(z) and on w])-‘(z)
for z € Q;\B,. For this purpose we define a special domain in 2;\ B). Let

Dy ={z € R": X\ < |2| <2\, 21 > 2|2'| where 2’ = (22,...,2,)}
Claim 2: There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,

2
Kj(2") = Kj(z) < —CM,; " (|2 = \), =z € Dy, (4.40)

2

|K;(2) = Kj(2)] SCM,; "7 (|| = A), 2z € Q;\B. (4.41)

Proof. The first estimate follows from the mean value theorem and lim,_,o VK (z) = VK (0) =
e. The second estimate follows from the mean value theorem. O

Lemma 4.2. There exist constants C,Cy > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,
Cilz)*7 " < w;»‘(z) < Cylz|* ™" for z € Q;\(ByU D)) (4.42)

and

n—2o

A n—20 1 = .
[E] < wj(z) <2 D;. 4.4
Cl<|z|> <1+(z1—/\)2_|_|zf|2> <wj(z) < for z € D), (4.43)

Proof. Since the functions w;(y) converge in C2 (R™) to Uy(y) = (1 + |y — Re|2)_n320, for
z € D) and for large j we have

1 A n—20 1 < A >n—2cr <)\2Z> N
— | — < — wi; | —5 =wi(z) < 2.
2 <|Z|> 14 |22 _Rr + |2 ~\ ] SANER @)=

EN BN
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Note that [\ — R| < 2 and for |z| > A,

Nz [POA2 A2, |22
— = (222 o+ 2L N2
BE 2 <|z|2z1 TR )
2 2 2 Z%
< (21 = A)" + (J2| —)\)< —W>
< (z = A+ P,
from which we obtain
)\221 2 2112 ) o
1 — — R — 1 < 10(1 - A .
+ |22 ‘ + 22| = (14 (= )° 4 12')

This together with (4.44) gives the proof of (4.43).
Next we establish (4.42). Firstly one can verify the following elementary estimate:

22 — Re|> > CX\2, 2€ Q\(ByUD)) (4.45)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of \. Because w;(y) converges in CZ_(R") to Uy (y) =
n—2

(1+ |y — Re|?)” 2 * we have for large j that

n—20o n—=20o
1 )\ n—2o 1 2 N )\ n—2o 1 T2
B - - < w) < - - -
2<Izl> 1+ |2* — Rel —wf(z)—2<|z|> 1+ 2 — Rel? ’
+ |z el + |z el
(4.46)
where z € Q;\B). By (4.45) we get
n—20o
A n—20 1 5
A <2 — —_— < 20-n QN\(B\UD
w](z)— ‘Z’ 1+ CON2 —C2’Z‘ ) zZ € J\( AU )\)

for another constant Cy > 0 independent of \. On the other hand, using [2* — Re| < 3\ for
|z| > X\ we obtain

n—2o0

A()>1 AN ! i > |22 € Q\(ByUDy)

wi(z) > = | — — z z j

IV =9\ ] 1+9)2 = ’ TNPA A

for some constant C'; > 0 independent of A\. Lemma 4.2 is proved. O

Lemma 4.2 tells us that w])-‘ is bigger on D), and is smaller on Q;\ (B, U D)), while K, (%) —
K ;(z) is negative on D by Claim 2. These combined with Lemma 3.1 will lead to a crucial fact
that @ is non-positive. Indeed, the positive parts of the integral in (4.37) can be controlled by the
negative one. More precisely, we have

Lemma 4.3. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of \ such that for all large 7,

__2 _
—CM; "7 (Jy] = M)A log A fory € Bi\B)y,
2

Da(y) < | 2 _
—COM; " [y AT log A fory € I1;\ By

22



and
2

CM; ™7 (lyl = NN fory € By\Bi,

[Pa(y)] < S T . _
CM; "7 [y[Pemant fory € T\ Buyj.

Proof. Let

Qr(z) = (Kj(zk) — Kj(z)) w;-‘(z) w2 forze Q;\B,. (4.47)

By Claim 2 and Lemma 4.2 we have

__2 1
< ) n—2o _ .
Qx(z) < —CM; (lz| = A) <1 oy P Vo |z’|2> for z € D), (4.48)
and )
0:(2)] < CMj_m(]z\ —A) for z € Dy, (4.49)
A < _ 2 :
CM; "7 (|2| = A)|z| 720" for z € Q;\(By U D).
These lead to
n+2o
Bi(y) < CM_”22"/ G0, Ay, 2)(|2] A)( ! >Td
- , Ay, 2) (2] — z
AY) = j Dy Y 1+ (21 — N2+ |22 4.50)

2

2 . —20—n
+ C'M; 2 / G0, X9, 2)(|z] — N)|2] dz.
Q\(BAUDy)

We consider the following two cases separately.

Case 1: X < |y| < 4X. When z € Dy and |y — z| < 1(Jy| — A), by Lemma 3.1 we have

_ - ) (lyl =Nzl =)
. > _ |20—n > (‘y’ > .
G(0,Ay,2) = Cly — 2] = C(’y‘ —\)2042 = ¢ \n—20+2

When z € D) and |y — 2| > 1(|y| — A), by Lemma 3.1 we also have

lyl = Nz = 2% oyl =Nz = A)
/\|y _ Z|n—20+2 — /\n—20+2 :

G0, Ny, 2) > O

Thus, in either case we have

ly[ = (= = A)
)\n—20+2 :

G(0.2y.2) > (4.51)

To estimate G(0, A; y, 2) for z € ;\B), we define three sets

A1 ={z € Q\By: |z —y| < (ly| = N)/3},
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Ay ={z€ Q;\By: |z —y| > (Jy| — A)/3 and |z| < 8A},
Az = {z € Q;\By : |z] > 8A}.

Then, from Lemma 3.1 we have

Cly — 2>~ it z € Ay,
G0, Ny, 2) < C(\ylly Ail(uzo M) < C(llz\ Z/I\Z(\glr+/2\) if 2 € Ao, (4.52)
CUWENEL D) < ClfRprm iz € 45,

Hence, combining (4.50), (4.51) and (4.52) we get

—im [yl =Mz = A2 1
q) < — M n—2o
ay) £ =C j /[)A A\n—20+2 14 (21 — A\)2 + [2/]2
2

HCMTTT [y - )|
A\Dy

= (lyl =Mzl =N 26n (4.53)
ron; /A \Dy |y =22t 4 *
2 A

n+2o0
2

2

S Y
—i—CMj nZU/ |y| ’2‘20'—11(‘2’ . )\)’Z‘—2o—ndz
Ay A
=L+ 1+ I35+ 1.

For I; we have

A\n— 2042

I < CM a2 (vl = )/ (2| _)\)2
I+ (21 =)

e R (12— 12
= _CMj - \n—20+2 '/\20—2/ 1+ (2 n_+2dz (4.54)
1

log A
A

)
_CMj " (lyl =)

where we used the fact o > 1 in the second inequality. Since |z| —A < 4(|y|—A)/3 when z € Aj,

for I we have
2

B CMTF [y ] -
A1\Dx

2

< OM; %% (jy — A2 / ly — 220" (4.55)
lz—y[<A

—_2_ 1
< CM; ™ (] = N5

Since |z| — A < 4|z — y| when z € Ay, for I3 we have

2 1
13 § CM. n—2a(|y| . )\)/ 7|Z|—2U—ndz
J A\Dy [y — 2%

1
SvE

(4.56)
< OM; T (1| -
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For I, we have

2 1 __2 1
< OM; 7 (ol = N5 [ (el < 007 (o] ) @.57)
3

V .
Substituting these estimates into (4.53) and taking R sufficiently large, we obtain

__2 log \
DAW) < —CM; T (y| = N

for A < |y| <4\

Next we estimate |, (y)|. It is clear that we only need to give the estimation of

Tl = G(OvAa Y, Z)|Q)\(Z)|dz'
Dy

By (4.49) and (4.52) we get

- __2
L<COM; " | G0, Xy, 2)(|2] = A\)dz
Dy

- n (lyl = V(=] = 0)?
<oa ™ ([ s e+ [ =T

2

gCMj"%Um—A)/ ly — 22"z
|2—y|<12)

__2
< CM] n—2a(’y‘ . )\))\20’7

where we used the facts that [z| — A < 4(|y| — A)/3 for z € A; and |z| — A < 4|z —y| for z € Ay
in the third inequality. This, together with (4.55), (4.56) and (4.57), yields

2

[PA(y)| < CMJ-_E(M —A)A27 for A < |y| < 4.

Case 2: |y| > 4\. When 2z € D), we have |y — z| > (|]z] — \)/3. By the symmetry of
G(0,\;y, 2) and (2) of Lemma 3.1, we obtain

- A 2 )2 - A
G(Ov Aa Y, Z) = G(07 >\7 z,y) 2 C(|ZA||y _)§:§|_20+2 ) 2 C|z|)\ |y|20_n for z € D>\'
(4.58)
Moreover, we also have
G(0,)\;y,2) < Cly — 2[>7~"  for z € Q;\B,. (4.59)
Therefore, by (4.50),
n+2o0
-2 (|z] — A)? B 1 e
) < _CM. ™ 20 N A 20—n d
) = j /m W 1+ (21 — A2+ |22 :
__2_ 4.60
+ CMj n—2c / ‘y . 2‘20'—11(’2‘ . )\)’Z‘—2o—nd2 ( )
Q;\(BAUD))

=:1I1 + II5.
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For II; we have

__2 —\)2
111 S _CMj n2o‘y’20'—’n)\—1/ (|Z| )\) —
Dy (14 (21 — N2+ [2]?) =
_% o—n\1—20 (|Z| B A)2
< —CM; " [y[PrmAL / wyz 42

Dy (14 (21 — N2+ |7)?)
log A

2
T n—20 20—
< —CM; lyl™ n)\za—w

where we used the fact o > 1 in the second inequality. For /I, we have

2

Il < CM]—m / |y o Z|2U—n|z|1—2a—ndz
Q;\(BAUD3)

__2 4
_ CMj n—20 Z/ ’y - 21,’20—n’2‘1—2cr—ndz7
k=1 Si\Dx

where
S1={z € Q\By : |2| < |y|/2},

Sy = {z € Q\By : |2] > 2Jy|},
S3={2€ Q;\Bx: |z —y| <|y|/2},
Sy ={2€Q\By: |z —y| > |y|/2and [y|/2 < |z] < 2|yl}.

Direct computations give

| _ |2o—n| |1—2o—nd < C| |2o—n | |1—2o—nd < C|y|2a—n ifo > l
y—z z z<Cly z z < 2o T o> 3
81 Sl
20—n
1

/ ’y . Z‘2a—n’2‘1—2a—ndz < C/ ‘Z’2U—n’2‘1—2a—ndz < C!y\l_" < C‘yL - if o > -,

S S 20— 2

20—n

[ y=rrae s < clyte [ y—apras < o< oM e > 4

S S A%
and

20—n

| y=aprrie = < oy [ ymapras < oy < o o >

54 54
These estimates imply that

__2 1
Iy < CM,; " [y s (4.61)
Hence, by taking R sufficiently large we have
T
Pa(y) < —CM; "7 |y 50 for [y > 4A
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To bound |, (y)

, we only need to give the estimation of

I = | G0,)\y,2)|Qx(2)|d
Dy

By (4.49) and (4.59) we get

2

i <M /D ly — 2277 (|2] — A)d=
A

__2_ __2_
< CMJ n—20 |y|2cr—n/ (|Z| . )\)dZ < CMJ n—20 |y|2cr—n)\n+1,
D

where we have used |y — z| > |y|/2 for z € D). Combining this with (4.61) we obtain
2
[PA(y)| < OM; "2 ly[27m A" for |y| > 4.
The proof of Lemma 4.3 is completed. O

In the proof of Lemma 4.3, R is chosen so large that @ is negative for any A € [R—2, R+ 2].
Recall \g = R —2and A\ = R + 2. By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 we know that for large j,

(10)\0 (y) + (I))\o (y) 2 07 Y S H]\EAO
We define
A =sup{u > Xo | pa(y) + @a(y) >0, Vy € Hj\EA, Vo < A<upu}

Then, A is well defined and X > )\ for all large j. Furthermore, from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 we
have that A < A; for all large j. Using the continuity we obtain

ex(y) + @5(y) >0, (TS Hj\E;\.
This together with Lemma 4.3 implies that
¢a(y) =20,  yeI;\B;. (4.62)

It follows from (4.39) that for A < A < A\; and y € Hj\EA,

A+ 002 [ GOXyIMEIRENE ), @63)

where J) is given by

n+2o n+2o
B = [ 60X () )0 FE)
g\

n+2o0

— G0, \;y,2)K; (z)‘)w])-‘(z)nf% dz.

J
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Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant C' > 0 depending on R such that for any A\g < A < A\ and
for all large j,

— N1 j
Jk(y)z{coyr Nu(e)™ A<l <M+, o

Cu(acj)_l, zf]y\ >M+1,y€ Hj.

Proof. Forany z € R™\(II; UX;) and A\g < A < Ay, we have |z]| > %u(x])# for large j and
hence

A n—20
W< () e, < Culey)
1

where C' > 0 depends on R. On the other hand, by the equation (1.12) we have

u(z) > 427" K(y)u(y) = dy =: Ay >0 forallx € By\X, (4.65)
Bs
and by the definition of w;, we obtain
(y) > Ao for y € Q,\IT (4.66)
w;(y) > Yy AL .
’ u(z;) S
Therefore, for large j we have
n+2o0 n+2oc 1 n
w(2) 55 —w)(2) 78 > Swy(2)FF i QI
Since G(0, A;y, z) = 0 for |y| = A and
. _ 20-n—2(|,2 2
y-VyGOAy2)| == 20)ly =2 ([ =1yl*) >0

for |z| > A1 + 2, and by the positivity and smoothness of G' we obtain

o
lyl =) < G0, A5 y,2) < W(M -A) (4.67)

ly — 2|
for \og < A< |yl <A +1land A\; +2 < |z| < M < oo, where 0 < 41 < d2 < 0o. Moreover, if
M is large, then

0<c<y-Vy(ly—2""2G(0,Xy,2) <C < oo

forall |z| > M and \g < A < |y| < A1 + 1. Hence, (4.67) also holds for A\g < A < |y| < A1 +1
and |z| > M. Moreover, by the definition of G(0, \; y, z), we can verify that for |[y| > A; + 1 and
|z| > A\ +2,

03 1

T <G0,Ny,2) < (4.68)

ly — 2|27

for some 03 € (0, 1).
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Denote p; := u(x;) 2 and Aq :=ming, K > 0. Then, for A < |y| < A; + 1 and for large
7, we have

n+2o0

A1< A >”2"/ 01
I(y) > — | —— ———(Jy| — N\)d=
W25 \awy) o e WY

6 A ’I’L+20’
-C ﬁ(\y’—)\)< > dz

2|

<lA<ios, [y = 2"

1 n+2o
—C(!y\—A)/ S <—> dz
{212 2p5pus; |y — 2 2|

_ n+20 1
> C(ly| - Nu(z)) 55 / ,
{1pj

where we have used £™(3;) = 0 and u(x;) — oo as j — oo. Similarly, for |[y| > A; + 1 and
y € II;, we have

2n

Ia(y) > C’u(xj)_l — Cu(xj) 20 > Cu(wj)_l.
Lemma 4.4 is established. O
By (4.62), (4.63) and (4.64), there exists a small £; € (0, \; — /_\) (which depends on j) such

that

_ g
ex(y) + P5(y) = Ji(y) > Cu(xz;) ' > Wil_% Viyl > A+ 1,y €10,

By the above estimate and the explicit formulas for w? (y) and @) (y), there exists g2 € (0,1)
such that for any A< A<\ +eo,

eAW) + 2a() = [px(y) + 23] + [2AW) = D3] + [w}(y) — w) (¥)
= ﬂ;ﬁ Vigl =M +1, y el (4.69)

This, together with Lemma 4.3, also implies that for any A< A< A+ €9,

g
w;(y) —w)(y) > 2|y|71—2 Vi > A +1, y el (4.70)

For ¢ € (0,e2) which we choose below, by (4.63), (4.64) and (4.70) we have, for A<A<A+e
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and for A < |y| < A + 1,

PA) + aly) 2 / G0, X, 2) K (2) (1w ()73 = w)(2) 7% ) dz

A<]2|<A+1
n+2o0 n+2o0

+/ G(0,\y,2)K;(2) (wj(z) n—2 — w;\(z)n—Qa) dz
A1+2<]2[<A1+3

>-C G0, Ay, 2)([2| — A)dz
A<|z|[<A+e

+/ G(0,\;y, 2)K; (2) (w}(z)ﬁfii _ wj%(z)liiii) d
Me<|z <+

n+2o0 A n+2o
+ A G0, )y, 2) (wj(z) =20 — W (2) nfzg) dz,
A1+2<|2[<A1+3

where A; = minpg, K > 0, and we also used

n+2o n+20
|wj(2)n=27 — (wy)a(2) =27 [ < C(|2] = A)

in the second inequality. By (4.70) there exists 6 > 0 (which depends on j) such that

n+2o0 n+2o

wj(z) =27 — w])-‘(z) n2e >4 for \j +2 < |z[ <\ +3.

Since [[w;||c1( y < Cand ”KjHLoo(B)\1+2) < (C for some constant C' independent of j, there

BA1 +2 - _
exists some constant C' > 0 independent of both € and j such that for any A < A < A\ + ¢,

n+2o0 A n+2o0

Kj(2)|w)(z) 20 —wi(z)n27| SCA—=X) <Ce VA< |2 <A+ 1.

For any A < |y| < A1 + 1, one can estimate the integrals of the kernel G (or, see [30]) as follows:

1 1
/ G(O7 )‘7 Y, Z)dZ S / < n—20 A n—20’> dz
Ape<|z| <A+ Ae<|zl<a+1 \ |y — 2| ly? — 2|

_|_ - i
Ae<lzl<n+1 |\ Y]

‘y)\ _ Z‘n—2ad2
<O + el + 1)(Jyl = A)

2] — A 2] — A
n—20 |\ n—20 dz
A< |z|[ <A +e ly — 2| ly? — 2|

A n—2o
DN )
A<|z|[<A+e |y

< C(lyl = Ne¥/m + Ce(ly| — N)
< C(ly| — A)e*/m.

and

/ G0, N5y, 2)(|z] — N)dz <
A<|z[ <€

30



Therefore, by (4.67) we have for A\ < |y| < A; + 1 that

R 1
ox(y) + Bay) > —C=2((yl — X) + 16 (]| — A) /
A1 +2<|2|<A1+3 ly — 2|

> (816e =€) (jy] = 2) 2 0

if ¢ is sufficiently small. This and (4.69) contradict the definition of \ . Hence the proof of Step 2
is finished.

Step 3. In this step, we will complete the proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption of (K1).
By Step 2 we have lim;_,o, |[VK (z;)| = |[VK(0)| = 0. From the assumption (K1) we know that
there exists a neighborhood N of 0 such that (1.6) and (1.7) hold. Here we can suppose N = Bs,
since otherwise we just consider the integral equation on N and then make a rescaling argument.
That is, we suppose K satisfies

alyl*™ < VK@)l < eofy*™" fory € By, (4.71)
and for any ¢ > 0, there exists 6 = d(¢) such that for |z — y| < d]y| we have
VE(2) = VK (y)] < ely|*™, (4.72)

where o > 1, y, z € By, ¢1 and ¢y are two positive constants.
Without loss of generality, we may assume

lim VE(z;)

0 — e = (1,0,...,0). 4.73

As in Step 2, let w; and h; be defined as in (4.17) and let €2; be defined as in (4.18). Then wy; still
satisfies (4.21) on §2; where K; is defined as in (4.20). Moreover, on every compact subset of R",
w; converges in C? norm to Uy = Uy(- — Re) by Step 1. We also extend w; to be identically 0
outside €2; and K to be identically 0 outside B>.

Define w])-‘ and h? as in (4.19), then ij_ satisfies (4.22). It is clear that Lemma 4.1 still holds.
Let pa(y) = w;(y) — w;‘(y) with A € [R — 2, R + 2], then ¢, satisfies the following integral

inequality for large j,

ox(y) + Pa(y) > /n s G(0, Xy, 2)bx(2)oa(2)dz + Ia(y), y € I;\By, 4.74)

where II;, by, ® and J), are respectively given as in (4.32), (4.36), (4.37) and (4.38).
In order to apply the moving sphere method, as in Step 2, we need to establish some estimates
for @, on II;\ B). Define a special domain D) in €2;\ B, as follows,

Dy={z€R": X\ <|z| <2\ 2 > 22| where 2’ = (22,...,2,)}.

2
Define I; := M ~*7 |z;| where M; = u(z;), then [; — oo and so [; > R when j is large. Under
our current assumption (4.73), we have
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Claim 3: There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,

2
Kj(z") — K;(2) < -CM,; " l2;|“7 (2] = A), =z € Djy. (4.75)
2 —
K(2Y) = Kj(2)| < OM; " |7 (|2] =), 2 € Bay,\Ba. (4.76)
__2a
|K;(2%) = Kj(2)] < CM,; "7 |2|*, 2 € Q;\By,. (4.77)

Proof. (1) For z € D), by the mean value theorem and the assumptions (4.71)-(4.72) on K we
obtain that for j large,
__2 2
Kj(2") — Kj(z) = M; " VK (:cj + M, (1= 0)2 + 62 — Re)) (2 = 2)

2

__2 __2
<M, "V K (x5) - ( A2+ eM; noRe ]wj]a_l\z)‘ — z|

__2_
< —COM; "7 || H(|2] = A)
by taking e sufficiently small, where 6 € (0,1) and C' > 0 is a constant.

(2) For z € Bglj \F A, by the mean value theorem and the assumption (4.71) on K we obtain
that

__2
|Kj(2Y) — Kj(2)| < M, ">
2

< OM; "7 [y (12— A)

VK(:Ej + Mj_#((l —0)2* + 02— Re)) ‘|z’\ — 2|

for some constant C' > 0, where 6 € (0, 1).
(3) For z € Qj\Bglj, by the mean value theorem and the assumption (4.71) on K we obtain
that

2

2 __2
|K;(2Y) — Kj(2)] < M; " VK(acj + M, " (1- 0)2* + 6z — Re)> "ZA —z|

2 __2_ a—1
<COM; " oy + M; v ((1 —6)2/\—1—92—]%6)‘ |2 — 2|
=
S CM] n—2o ‘Z’Oc
for some constant C' > 0, where 6 € (0, 1). Claim 3 is proved. O

It is also clear that Lemma 4.2 still holds. If we let

n+2o0

Q(2) = (K5(=) = K () ) w)(2) 7% for 2 € 0\ By,

then by Claim 3 and Lemma 4.2 we have

n+2o0
2

2 1
n—2o a—1
Qa(2) < —OM; "2 |z;|* 7 ([2] = A) <1 iy — |z’|2> forz € Dy (4.78)
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and

2
OM; ™7 Jaj|*~1 (12| = ) for 2 € Da,
QA< § OM; ™ T [ay 01 (2] = X)[s 2" forz € By \(ByUDy), 479
CMj n—2c ’Z‘a—2cr—n for z € Qj\B2lj-

We split @) (y) into two parts:

B = [ GOXRAQEE [ G0Ny
Bai; \Bx Q2 \Bai; (4.80)
=: &1\ (y) + P2 A (y).

By the estimates of 5(z) on Bglj \ B\, one can see easily that the estimates of ®; ) are very
similar to those of @, in Lemma 4.3 of Step 2. Hence we have the following:

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,

__2 _
~OM; T T " (gl = A" og A fory € Bu\B,

Pia(y) < | o o L -
—C'Mj "R |y [T A T2 log A fory € I1;\ By
and
2
CM. "% |g;|o1 yl—A A2 fory € By B,
’(I)l,)\(y)‘ S 3_22‘ ]‘ 1(‘ 2’ ) ) \_
CM; "2 |aj|*Hy [P AnT fory € I1;\Byy.
__2 __2
Proof. We only need to replace M, "~*" and Q;\B) in Lemma 4.3 by M, "~*7 |zj|*~! and
Bay, \ By, respectively. O

The estimates of ®, ) depend on «. For the sake of application, let’s define

_ 2«

@) =3 [ GOl for < Jy] < 3L
Qj\lej

J

2
where L; := M}"*. Then Q; C Bsy, for large j and [®2 x(y)| < Cga(y) for some constant

C > 0 depending only on K, n,o.

Lemma 4.6. For \ < |y| < 4\, we have

__2n
CM; T (] - ! ifa>n,
n(y) < C’Mj_”’Q" log M;(|y| — A)A~! ifa=mn, (4.81)
2a
T n—20 j00—n —1 .
CM; " 715" (|ly| = M)A fl<a<n.

33



For 4\ < |y| < l;, we have

2n

CM_m

2n

aay) < CM, " log M;

2a

n—20
C’Mj ljo-‘ "

For l; < |y| < 3Lj, we have

2n

CM n—2o
2n
CM "727 Jog M;
2a
g)\(y) S CM n— 20‘ ’a n

Proof. (1) A < |y| < 4\. By Lemma 3.1 we have

GO\, )<C(!y\ A (l2* —

CM; "~ 2"|y|2“ " log [y|
OM n— Zala 20’|y|20' n

ifa >n,
ifa=n,

ifl<a<n.

ifa>n,

ifa=n,

if20 < a < n,

if « = 20,

ifl<a<2o.

< C‘y’ - )"2‘20—71.

Ay — z[n—20+2

Hence
2«

ga(y) <CM; " (ly| — A

Q; \lej

A

|Z|a—2ndz

__2a
< C«M] n—2cr(|y| o )\))\—1/ |Z|a—2ndz
1;<|z|<3L;

__2n
CM; " (ly] —A)A‘1
SqCM; " = log M;(ly| —

M, Iy AN
(2) 4X < |y| < 1. Since |z| > 21; and thus |y| < |z|/2, we have G(0, \;y,2) < Cly —

C|z|**~". Hence
2

ifa >n,

if a« = n,

ifl<a<n.

T n—20 a—2n
oa(y) < CM; ™ / 2|72
2\ Ba;

__2n
n—2o
C’Mj

2n

=4 CM; " log M;

2a

~n-25 ja—
CM; 5

if a > n,
if a« = n,

ifl <a<n.

(3) 1; < |y| < 3L;. We separate the region §2;\ By, into four parts:

& = {Z S Qj\Bglj

& = {Z S Qj\Bglj
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Flel < Tyl/2},

Hlzl > 20yl

(4.82)

(4.83)

Z|2U—n <



E3 = {2 € Y\ By, : |z —y| < |y|/2},
&y ={z € Qj\By, : [z —y| > |y[/2 and |y[/2 <[] < 2[y]}.
Note that some of these sets may be empty. Then

2a

o) < OM; ™ / [y — 22|72
2 lej
_ 2«
SCMj n—2c <‘y’2a—n/ ’Z‘a—2a—ndz_’_/ ’Z‘2a—n’2‘a—2a—ndz
51 82
+’y‘a—2cr—n/ ‘y_2‘20_"d2’+‘y’20_"/ ’Z‘a—2a—ndz>
E3 &

_ 2 lyl/2 3L;
< CMj n—20 <‘y’2o—n/ Ta_20_1d7’ +/ 74oz—n—1d74
2 2

L |y
2Jy|
+ |y|a—n + |y|2a—n/ T‘a_2a_1d’r’>
lyl/2
( __2n
CM; " ifa>n,
__2n
CM; " log M ifa=n,
__2a_
< CM; noE |yl if 20 < a < n,
_ 2«
CM; " ly[29 =" log |y| if a = 20,
_ 2«
(CM; " 12 |yl 2o if1 <a<20.
The proof of Lemma 4.6 is finished. O

Next we consider two cases for a > 1 separately.

Case 1: o < 20 or a > (n — 20)/2. We construct a function H which is non-positive on
I1;\B). Let
Hy(y) = —eM (N7 = [y ™") + ®a(y),  y € TL\B) (4.84)

for some small € € (0,e0/4) where ¢ is defined in Lemma 4.1. It is clear that Lemma 4.4 still
holds, and by using Lemma 4.4 we can choose a small € > 0 such that for any A € [\g, A1],

_ _ _ 1 _
Ialy) =M T = [y = SUM(), g € TH\Ba (4.85)
Here we recall that \¢g = R — 2 and A\; = R + 2. Then by Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 we have for

A € [Ao, A1] and for large j,
Hy(y) <0, yell;\By. (4.86)

Moreover, it follows from Lemmas 4.1, 4.5 and 4.6 that for large j,
o (y) + H)\O(y) >0, Yy e Hj\F)\O-
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By (4.74) and (4.85), p) + H) satisfies

o)+ ) 2 [ G0Ny o)+ 3 A fory € T\B,

IL;\Bx
where A € [A\g, A1]. We define

A= sup{p > Ao | pay) + Ha(y) 20, Vy € I\By, VAo < A < u}.

(4.87)

Then,_j\ is well defined and A > )\ for all large j. Furthermore, by (4.86) and Lemma 4.1 we
have A < A for all large j. Then, as in Step 2, applying the moving sphere method one can derive

a contradiction to the definition of \. The proof of Theorem 1.6 in Case 1 is finished.

Case 2: 20 < a < (n — 20)/2. By (4.79) we can choose a constant C > 0 such that
2a 2a

C’M;m ’Z‘a_20_n _ Q)\(Z) > Mj_ n—20 ‘Z’a—2o—n for z € Qj\B%.

Let

2a

Ta(y) = CM; "™ / G(0,\;y,2)[2|°7*"dz for A < |y| < 3L;.
Qj\lej

As a consequence of Lemma 4.6, we have the following estimates for 7.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose 20 < o < (n — 20)/2. For A\ < |y| < 4\, we have

__2
Th(y) < CM; "2 252yl = M)A

For 4\ < |y| < 2l;, we have

2
Ta(y) < CM, 7% oy |y P a2

For 2l; <|y| < 3Lj, we have

2c

Tn-%5 |, la—n .
CM; ly if20 < a<(n—20)/2,

Ti(y) < _ _do
CM; "= |y[*7~" log |y| if o = 20.

Proof. When A < |y| < 4, by (4.81) we obtain

__2a __2
Ta(y) < OM; "2 0870 7 (lyl = MATH < CM; " [y [ H(Jy| = WA,

2
where we used I; = M~ |x;] and [; — o0.

When 4\ < |y| < 3L;, by (4.82) and (4.83) we have

2«

CM, "% |y|o—n if 20 < a < (n—20)/2,
N et (0 20)/
CM; "= ly[29 =" log |y| if « = 20.
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(4.89)

(4.90)

(4.91)
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In particular, for 4\ < |y| < 2[; we have

Ta(y) < CM; ™% 3o log y|
< CM]-_"%\:L/!“_Q"W“‘" log [y
< OM; 75 fa o P71 log
< OM; T [y oA,
where we used o > % and [; — oo. Lemma 4.7 is proved. O

Define B
Hy(y) == ®1(y) + Th(y) fory € IL;\B,.

Then from Lemmas 4.5 and 4.7 we obtain
2 _

~C M, "2 227 |yl = )X log A fory € Byy\ B,
2

_CMj "2 g2y 2T AL 29 log A fory € By, \ B,
2a

Hy(y) < o
CM; "2 [y|o—™ fory € I\ By, 20 < a < (n — 20)/2,
_ 4o
CM; " ly[29 =" log |y| fory € I;\ By, a = 20
(4.93)
and )
OM; ™% [aj|"(jy| — NN fory € Buy\By,
2
W) < CM; 77 [y o Yy mAnt L fory € By, \Ba, (4.94)

0yl fory € I1;\ By,

where {6} is a positive sequence satisfying #; — 0 as j — oco. Remark that in order to obtain
(4.93), we could take R larger and then fix it. Furthermore, by (4.74) and (4.88) we see that ¢
satisfies

AW+ 2 [ G0

+M; " / G(0, X5y, 2) |22 " dz + Ta(y),  y € T;\B,
Qj\Ba,

(4.95)
where A € [\g, A\1] with \g = R — 2 and A\; = R + 2. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.1 and
(4.94) that for large j,

P (y) + H)\o(y) >0, Yy e Hj\E)\O'
We define

A=sup{u > X | pr(y) + Ha(y) >0, Vy € Hj\EA, Vo <A< pul

Then,i/_\ is well defined and A\ > )\ for all large j. Furthermore, by (4.93) and Lemma 4.1 we
have A\ < A; for all large j. Using the continuity we obtain

ox(y) + Hx(y) >0, yell;\Bj.
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This together with Lemma 4.5 and (4.93) yields

0, y € By, \(B5UY;),

(4.96)
—T5(y), y € I1;\ By,

paly) = —Hx(y) = {
where 3, is the singular set of w;.
Let

Ox ={y € I;\By, : w;(y) < UJ}\(Z/)}-
By (4.95) and (4.96),

ox(y) + Hy(y) > / G(0, Ay, )b (=)o (2)dz
Hj\BQIj
2a

M G0Ny ()
Qj\ij

> [ GO,y 23 ()T (2)dz + / G(0, Xy, 2)bs ()5 (2)d=
O (Hj\ij)\OZ\
2c

+ Mj_ n—20 / G(0, )\ y,z)\z]o‘_%_"dz + J5(y), vy ell;\B;s.
QJ\BQlj

Note that on O3, by Lemma 4.2 we have

2
wj(2) 72 —w

wj(2) — w)(2)

()%

0 < by(2) = K (2) < Cwl(z)m % < Oz,

A
Thus, Lemma 4.7 gives
_ 20 —
- / G(0, A3y, 2)bs (2)T5(2)dz + M, "o / G0, \;y, 2)|z|*" 2 "dz
OX Qj\BQIj
__2a _
> M; " / G(0, Xy, 2) (J2[*7277" = Clz|* 47 " log |2]) dz > 0
Osx

when j is large. Therefore

ea(y) + Hx(y) = Jx(y), y € I;\Bj.
Lemma 4.4 is clearly still true. It follows from Lemma 4.4 that there exists a small £ € (0, \; —\)

(which depends on 7) such that

exly) + Hy(y) = Jx(y) = Culay) ™ >

T Yyl =M+ 1,y €T

By the above estimate and the explicit formulas for w;\(y) and H)(y), there exists g5 € (0,e1)
such that for any A< A< \+eo,

ox(y) + Ha(y) = [ox(y) + Hy(y)] + [Ha(y) — Hy(y)] + [} (y) — w}(y)]

S
! Yyl > A +1, y €115

N (4.97)
T 20y
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This, together with Lemma 4.5 and (4.93), implies that for any A

3 21—207 Yy € B2l-\2'7 ‘y’ 2 )\1 + 17
wi(y) — w)(y) > —Ha(W) + 50 > { 2 AR (4.98)
2|y| —T)\(y), Yy € Hj\Bglj.

<A< A +eg,

For e € (0, £2) which we choose below, by (4.95), (4.98) and (4.64), we have, for A < A < \+e

and for A < |y| < A + 1,

o)+ o) = | oy G0N ) (i) ) )

n+2o0 n+2o0
+ G0 Xy, 2) () (w5(2) 75— w(2) 555 ) ds
)\1+2<\z\<)\1+3

[ GO, xy 2 r ()T (e + / G0, Ay, 2)ba (2)on (2)d=
(@)Y (Hj\ij)\OA

_ 2«
+ M, ”2"/ G(0,\;y, 2)|2|2 727 " dz.
5\ By

On the set ), Lemma 4.2 leads to
A _do 4o
0<br(z) < Cw; (z)n—20 < Clz|77,

thus, using Lemma 4.7 yields that for j large,

_ 2«
_ G(0, Ay, 2)by (2)Ta(2)dz + Mj n—2o /Q y G(07)\;y72)’2‘a—20—nd2
21

()N
M n- / G(0, Ay, 2) (|22 — Cl2|*7*7 " log |2]) dz > 0.

Hence, for A < A < XA+ e and for A < |y| < A1 + 1, we have

n+2o0 n+2o0
ox(y) + Hx(y) > / G(0,\y,2)K;(2) <wj(z)nf2v — w;\(z)nf%) dz
A<|z| <A+l

+ A oy COX Y 2 (wi2)

-C G(0, Xy, 2) (|2 = A)dz
A<|z[ <€

+ G0, 29,2)K; (2) (w}(2)
Me<|z|<Ai+1
n+2o0

+ A / G(0,\; 9, 2) ( i(2) 2o — w]A(Z)nfz[,) dz,
A1+2<]2|<A 143

ming, K > 0, and we have used (4.96) and

n+2o0 n+2o0
n—=20o — w])‘(z) n720> dz

n+2o0 n+2o0
n—20o — w])‘(z) n720> dz

where A; =

n+2o0 n+20
|wj(2)n=27 — (wy)a(2) =27 [ < C(|2] = A)
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in the second inequality. By (4.98) there exists 6 > 0 (which depends on j) such that

n+2o0 A n+2o ~
wj(z)r=20 —wj(z)n=22 =6 for A\ +2 < [2] < A+ 3.

Since [lw;||c1 y < Cand ||KjHLoo(B>\1+2) < C for some constant C' independent of j, there

By +2 B -
exists some constant C' > 0 independent of both ¢ and j such that for any A < A < A\ + ¢,

n+2o0 A n+2o0

Kj(2)|w)(z) 20 —wh(z)n27| SCA—=X) <Ce VA< |2 <A+ 1.

For any A < |y| < A1 + 1, we can estimate the kernel G as in Step 2 to obtain
/ G0, Xy, 2)dz < O + Ine| +1)(y] - A
Me<|z|[<A+1

and
/ G0, Ay, 2)(|z] = Ndz < C(ly| — )\)520/".
A<|z|<A+e

Thus, using (4.67) we have for A < |y| < A\ + 1 that

dz

. 1
m@wwmwz—wwwm—»+aaw—»/
A142<|2|<A1+3 ly — 2|

v

(5150 - 0520/“) (lyl = A) > 0

if ¢ is sufficiently small. This and (4.97) contradict the definition of A, and so the proof in Case 2
is finished. The proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K1) is completed. U

5 Local estimates under the assumption (K2)

In this section, by using the method of moving spheres introduced by Li-Zhu [35, 37], we shall
prove Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2) in the spirit of the works of Chen-Lin [11] and
Taliaferro-Zhang [51]. Similar to Section 4, we have to set up a framework to fit the integral
equation rather than dealing directly with differential equations as in [11,51]. In addition to
developing integral techniques to overcome the lack of maximum principle, the non-locality of
integral equation will bring a new difficulty under the present assumption (K2).

Proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2). Suppose by contradiction that there exists a
sequence {z;}72 C Bi\X such that

d; = dist(z;,X) - 0 asj — oo,

but

n—2o0

d; * u(z;) = oo asj— oo,

Without loss of generality we may assume that 0 € X and z; — 0 as j — oo.
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Step 1. We show that x;j can be chosen as the local maximum points of u. Moreover, the

_72 .
functions u(x;) " tu(x; + u(z;)” 20 y) converge in C} (R™), after passing a subsequence, to a
positive function Uy € C%(R™) where Uy satisfies

n+2o0
= Jgn KOUo(z)2 2 fory € R™,

ly—z["—2°

maxpn U(] = Uo( ) =1.

5.1

Step 2. For n > 20, we have VK (0) = 0 under the assumption of K € C'(By).

The proofs of these two steps are the same as those of Step 1 and Step 2 in Section 4, we
omit their proofs. Since the following proof is long, we first explain the idea and the sketch of
the proof. Let w; be the scaled function in (5.2) (here we don’t need to shift it) and let w? be
the Kelvin transformation of w; in (5.4). In order to take full advantage of the property in the
assumption (K2) that ¢(-) is sufficiently small near 0, we will restrict the integral equation (1.12)
to a small ball. Thus, for some small 7 € (0, 1) we denote

II; == {y eR":z;+ u(xj)_ﬁy € BT\Z} .

Note that the set IT; depends on 7. Let ¢ = w; —w])-‘ and let @) be as in (5.15) where A € [1/2,2].
Then ) + P satisfies the integral inequality (5.17). Moreover, by Lemma 5.2 the remainder term
J) has a lower bound which is independent of 7. After performing the above restriction to (1.12),
we need extra efforts to obtain estimates for ®,. Based on the assumption (K2) about the function
K, we will complete the proof in three situations. Denote M; = u(x;).

(1) 20 < n < 20 +2. By the assumption (K2) we know that K € C®(By) with o = 2222
Furthermore, @ satisfies the estimates in Lemma 5.3. By choosing sufficiently small € >
0 and 7 > 0 we can construct

Hy(y) = —er M TN = [y ") + @a(y),  y € T;\Ba

such that Hy < 0 for all A € [1/2,2]. With the help of Lemma 5.2, the method of moving
spheres can be applied to ) + H ) to reach a contradiction.

(2) n = 20 + 2. In this case, we have K € C(Bs). By Step 2 we know VK (0) = 0. Similar
to situation (1), @, also satisfies the estimates in Lemma 5.3. The rest of the proof is the
same as that of situation (1).

(3) n > 20 + 2. By the assumption (K2) we have K € C%(Bs) with v = 2222 > 1. It follows
from Step 2 that [V K (z;)| — 0. Furthermore, using the moving sphere method as in Step

2
2 of Section 4 and the assumption (K2) we obtain |V K ()| a1 M %7 — 0 (see Lemma
5.4). This together with the assumption (K2) yields that the estimates for ®, in Lemma 5.3
still hold. The rest of the proof is the same as that of situation (1).

Now we return to the detailed proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2). We denote
M; = u(z;) and define

2 2

w;i(y) = Mj_lu <xj + Mj_”Q"y> , hily) = Mj_lh <wj + MJ»_”Q"y> in Q;, (5.2)
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where ,
0, - {yeR":xj—i—Mj_myeBg\E}. (53)

It follows from Step 1 and the classification results in [14] or [35] that, modulo a positive constant,

n—2

w;(y) converges in C? norm to the standard bubble Uy(y) = (1 + |y|>)"" 2 on every compact
subset of R". We also suppose that w; is to be identically 0 outside €2; and K is to be identically
0 outside Bsy. For A > 0, let

Moy — i)n_% <@> B :<i>n_2oh.<&> 54
w5 (v) <|y| wi\ e ) W =g i\ [y G4

and let ,
Kij(y) =K (xj + M{“":q) : (5.5)
Then B
K;(z)w;(z)n—2
w;(y) = / i j,(y )_ ;,(n_)% dz + h;(y) fory € Q;. (5.6)

By (3.7), w])-‘ satisfies

N Kj(z’\)w?(z) "o N _
w3 (y) = /n % dz + hj (y) fory e Q;\By, 5.7
where 2 = % is the inversion of z with respect to 9B).

As Lemma 4.1 we also have

Lemma 5.1. Let \g = % and A\ = 2. Then there exist €y > 0 and jo > 1 such that for all j > jo,
w;(y) — w°(y) > eoly| — Xo)|y[* "+ 2oM; AT = [y]*7), y € Q\By,. (5.8)
Moreover, there exists y* € By, \EA1 such that for all 7 > 7o,

w;i(y") — w(y") < —zo. (5.9)

For some small 7 € (0, %) to be determined later, we denote
__2
IL; := {yeR”:xj—l—Mj ”zcyGBT\E} C € (5.10)

and ,
Y= {yeR":xj—i-Mj_”Q"yGZ}. (5.11)

Note that we have £"(X;) = 0 due to £"(X) = 0. It follows from the same arguments as in
Lemma 3.1 of [30] that for all large j, there holds

K (y) < hjly) Yy eIl;\By, A€ [1/2,2]. (5.12)
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Let or(y) = w;(y) — wj‘(y) where we omit j in the notation for brevity. By (3.8), (5.12) and

K; =00nQ\X;, we have for A € [1/2,2] and y € I1;\ B that

nt20 nt20
Paw) 2 [ G025 y,2) (K(e)wy(2) 5 — K (M) (@) ) da
A (5.13)
— [ G0N G EE + h) - )
I\ B
where o o
wj(y)n=2e —wj(y)n-2e
bay) = Kj(y) = 5 : (5.14)
w;(y) — w;(y)
A A n+2o0
D)\ (y) = G(0, \;y, 2) (Kj(z ) — Kj(z)> wj (z)n27dz (5.15)
Q,\By
and
I(y) = / G(0,\y,2) K (2) (wj(z)ztgg — w;\(z)%) dz
Q;\I;
ion (5.16)
— o G0, Ny, 2)K; (z)‘)w])-‘(z) n—20 2.
J
Notice that by (y) is always non-negative. Thus, ¢, + @) satisfies the integral inequality
AR 2 [ COXEINEAEE R, vel\B, 61D
3\Bx

where A € [1/2,2].
Now, we give an estimate for J defined in (5.16). Suppose Ao = 1/2 and \; = 2.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant 5y > 0 independent of T such that for any Ay < A < A\ and
for all large j,

(5.18)

gy > {0 =Nl A<y <0,
- Bou(xj)_l, iflyl >\ +1, y eI,

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.4. The main difference here is that the set II;
defined in (5.10) depends on 7, but we require that the constant 3 in (5.18) cannot depend on 7.
For the sake of completeness, we also include the proof.

For any z € R™\(II; U X;) and A\g < A < Ay, we have |z| > %u(wj)ﬁ for all large j and
thus

n—20
w;»‘(z) < (%) maxw; < C’T_(”_2U)u(ajj)_2,
1

where C' > 0 depends only on n and ¢. On the other hand, by the equation (1.12) we have
n+2o0

u(z) > 4% | K(y)u(y)»—2dy=: Ag >0 forallz € By\X, (5.19)
Bs
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and by the definition of w;, we obtain

for y € Q;\I1;. (5.20)

w;(y) > men)

Therefore, for any 7 € (0,1/4) there exists jo such that for all j > j, we have

n+2o n+2o 1 n+2o0
wj(z) e w])-‘(z)ntgv > ij(z)ntgv in Q;\I1;.
As in Lemma 4.4, we still have for \g < A < |y| < A\ + 1 and |z]| > A\ + 2 that
(51 52
W(M —A) <G(0,\y,2) < W(M =) (5.21)

where d1,02 > 0 depend only on n and o. Moreover, we can verify that for |y| > A\ + 1 and
‘Z’ > M\ + 2,
0 1
3 < GO, Ny, 2) < —————— (5.22)

’y _ Z’"_2U — — ’y _ Z’"_2U

for some 03 € (0, 1) depending only on n and o.
2
Denote p;j := u(x;)7—2c and A; := minpg, K > 0. Then, for A < |y| < A; + 1 and for large
7, we have

n+2o0

Al < AO >7L20/ 61
I(y) > 2L (20 N 1yl = M\)dz
W25 ewy) o e WY

52 A n+2o0
- [yt () e

n+2o0

A AT Cntae 1
> =% (Jy| — Nu(z;) " n2 T 4
3, — Z|
1

2 e <la< Iy (Y
1 n+2o
n—2o <_> dz
(2121308, 1y — 2| |2
__2n
> C(lyl — Nulz;) ™" = Cly| — Nu(z;) "2
> Bo(ly| — Au(a;) ™"

for some constant 3y > 0 independent of 7, where we have used £"(3;) = 0 and u(z;) — oo.
Similarly, for |y| > Ay + 1 and y € II;, we have

—C(lyl=A)

__2n _
Ir(y) > Cu(a:j)_l — Cu(z;) 20 > Pou(x;) !
for another constant 5y > 0 independent of 7. Lemma 5.2 is established. ]

To estimate @ with A € [1/2, 2], we denote

n+2o

Qr(z) = (Kj(zk) — Kj(z)) w;-‘(z) n—20  for z € 2;\B. (5.23)
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Since w;(y) converges in C? (R") to Up(y) = (1 + |y|2)_n%%, we have for large j that

loc

n—2o0

n—20 2
1
0<wi(z) <2 <i> <7> <COlz*™  forzeQ;\By, (524

|| 1+ |27
where C' > 0 depends only on n and o. In order to describe the behavior of () on ;\B) we
define the following set

__2
Pj = {y e R": r; + Mj ”’Q"y S 327\2} C Qj. (5.25)

We next complete the proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2) in three steps.

Step 3. We prove Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2) when 20 < n < 20 + 2. By the
assumption on K and (5.24) we have

c(T)Mj_l(\z] —A)¥|z| 720 for z € P;\Ba,

5.26
CM; ! |z|om2on for z € Q;\P;, e

[Qx(2)] < {

where ¢(-) is a nonnegative continuous function with ¢(0) = 0. Recall also that o = 2522, By
the definition of 0, ¥ given in (5.15) can be written as

Bay) = / G(0, A 2)Q (2)d=. (5.27)
Q;\Bx

We have the following estimates for @ .

Lemma 5.3. For any \ € [1/2,2], we have

_ _ n+20 —l—zt—zg
()] < (C(T)Mj A >(|y|—)\) fory € Bi\By,
A —= n+2o0
_ _ _ _ n+420 _1_77,7 p
()M [y + [y[27 " log [y|) + C7~ 72 M, "7 fory € I1;\Byy,

(5.28)
where c(-) is a nonnegative continuous function satisfying ¢(0) = 0 and C > 0 is a constant
depending only onn, o and K.

Proof. It follows from (5.26) that
|PA(y)] < c(7-)]\4j—1 G0, X1, 2)(|2] — N2~ "d

Pi\Ba (5.29)

—i—C'Mj_l G(0, Ny, 2)|2|*727 " dz.
Q;\P;
We consider the following two cases separately.

Case 1: X < |y| < 4. As in the proof of Case 1 of Lemma 4.3, we consider three sets

A1 ={2 € P;\Bx: |z —y| < (ly| = N)/3},
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Ay ={z € P;j\By : |z —y| > (Jy| — \)/3 and |z| < 8\},
Az = {Z S ,Pj\B)\ : ‘Z’ > 8)\}

Then, from Lemma 3.1 we have

Cly — 2" if2 € A,
ZA)(]2]2-)2 Z2)(|]— .
G(0,Xy,2) < C(Iil‘yjzﬁbl%j\?) < C(;ZI_ZTBL(JZL’+)2\) if z € Ao, (5.30)
— 22X o—n .
CUWNEL D) < O(Jy| - M)l if2 e As.

Thus,

/ G(0, X5, 2)(|2] = M) |22 "dz < C/ ly — 227" (2] = A2 7"z
A Al

where we used |z| — A < 4(|y| — A)/3 for z € A; and a + 20 = 222 > 1. For the integral over
Ao, we have

(lyl = M(J= = M)

— 90—
‘y _ Z’"_2U+2 ’Z‘ 7z

/ G(0, Ay 2)(J2] — Nl "dz < C
Ao Asg
< C(ly| - M),

where we used |z| — A < 4|z — y| for z € Ay and a + 20 > 1. For the integral over A3, we have

G0, Ny, 2)(|2] = N)¥z|72"dz < C(|y| — )\)/ 121020

As As
< C(lyl = A).
These estimates give that
[ G0y 2) ] = W < Ol - ) (5.31)
Pi\Bx

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on n and o. On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1 we obtain
for large j that

/ G(()?Aa Y, Z)|Z|a_2a_"dz S C(|y| — )\)/ |Z|Oé—2ndz
Q\P; ‘Z‘ZTM;L—&y (532)

420 n+2o0

< O "M (y] - ).

This together with (5.29) and (5.31) implies that Lemma 5.3 holds for y € By)\ B.

Case 2: y € 11\ Byy. As in the proof of Case 2 of Lemma 4.3, we define four sets:
St ={z € Pj\Byx : |2 < |yl/2},

Sy ={z € Pj\Ba : |2 > 2|y},
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Sz ={z € Pj\Bx: |z —y| < |y[/2},
Si={z€Pj\Bx: |z —y| = |y[/2 and [y|/2 < |z] < 2[y[}.

Notice that G(0, \; y, z) < Cly — z|?>* ™. By direct calculations we can get the following esti-
mates:

Cly|*—™" if « > 20,
/s ly — 2|27 2|2z < { Clyl22 " logly|  if o = 20,
! Cly|?o— if o < 20,

/ |y o Z|2o—n|z|a—2o—ndz S C|y|a—n,
Sa

/S |y_ Z|2cr—n|z|a—2o—ndz < C|y|a—2cr—n/s |y_ Z|2cr—ndz < C|y|a—n
3 3

and
/ |y . Z|2o—n|z|a—2o—ndz < C|y|a—n.
Sy

Therefore, we have

/ G0, Xy, 2)(|2] = N |2| 727 "dz < C(|y[* ™" + [y[* " log |y]). (5.33)
Pi\Bx

2
On the other hand, for y € II;\ By we have |y| < %Mj”’% and for z € Q;\P; we have
2

|z] > 74—TMj"’2" when j is large. Thus,

nt20 _ n+20

TOM; L (5.34)

/ G(0,\;y,2)|2|*727"dz < C 2, |2|97dz < Cr
Q\P;

|22 r M2

This together with (5.29) and (5.33) implies that Lemma 5.3 holds for y € II;\By4y. Thus the
proof of Lemma 5.3 is finished. O

For A\ € [1/2, 2], we construct H) as
Hy(y) = —e1 M ' (V7" = [y[*7 ") + ®A(y)  fory € I;\ By, (5.35)
Here £ is chosen so that 0 < €7 < ¢ and
- - _ 1 —
— M7 (N = [y + a(y) > 5 a(y) fory € T\B, (5.36)

where ¢ is defined in Lemma 5.1. It follows from Lemma 5.2 that (5.36) is true by taking suffi-
ciently small €;. Notice that when 7 is small, ¢(7) is correspondingly small. Hence, by Lemma
5.3 we can choose T to be small enough such that for any A € [1/2, 2]

Hy <0 inT;\By (5.37)
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when j is sufficiently large. Moreover, by (5.17) and (5.36) we know that ¢, + H) satisfies the
following integral inequality

1 _
o)+ ) 2 [ G0N+ A, yeIE (539

I;\ By
with A € [1/2,2].
Now we apply the method of moving spheres to ¢y + H) for A € [Ag, A\1] where \g = 1/2

and \; = 2. First, when A = Ao, by Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 we have @), + H), > 0in Hj\EAO for
all large j. Define

A=sup{u > X | pr(y) + Ha(y) >0, Vy € Hj\EA, Vo <A< pul

Then, A is well defined and \ > \q for all large j. Furthermore, by (5.37) and Lemma 5.1 we see
that A < A; for all large j. Then, as in Step 2 of Section 4, applying the moving sphere method
one can derive a contradiction to the definition of \. Step 3 is established.

Step 4. We prove Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2) when n = 20 + 2.  In this
case, K € C'(B,) and thus by Step 2 we have VK (0) = 0. For simplicity, we may assume
K € C'(B5). Based on these properties of K we have for A € [1/2, 2] that

2 2 M:(|z| =) forz e P;\B
‘K(I'j +M n—20o Z)\) _ K(I'j +M n—20 Z)‘ S C(T) _1j (‘Z’ ) or z P]\ A (539)
J J CM; || for z € Q;\P;.
Thus, by (5.24) we get
e(T)MY(|z] = A)|z| 20— for z € P;\ By,
Qx(2)] < A I (5.40)
CM; || for z € Q;\Pj,

where ¢(-) is a nonnegative continuous function with ¢(0) = 0. This indicates that Lemma 5.3 is
still true. The rest of the proof of this step is the same as that of Step 3. Step 4 is established.

Step 5. We prove Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2) when n > 20 + 2. Under the
current case, our assumption is K € C%(Bz) with a = ”_72” > 1. In particular, this implies
that K € C'(Bsy) and, by Step 2 we obtain VK (0) = 0. Thus 0 is a critical point of K, for
n > 20 + 4, by the assumption on K there exists a neighborhood N of 0 such that (1.15) holds.
Without loss of generality we may assume N = Bs, since otherwise we can consider the integral
equation (1.12) on N and then make a rescaling argument. Namely, for n > 20 + 4 we assume
that K satisfies

VK ()| < c(jy)|IVK ()<, 2<i<][a], y€ B (5.41)
0

2

for some nonnegative continuous function ¢(-) with ¢(0)

Let Z; = |VK(xj)|, then lim;_, Z; = |[VK(0)]
result.

0. Moreover, we have the following

Lemma 5.4. ) )
Z;Tl M]m — 0. (5.42)
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Proof. We first prove that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1 2

Z].Fl M <C  forallj. (5.43)

If not, then up to a subsequence
1 2
Z7T M TP — 400, (5.44)
The following proof is similar to that of Step 2 in Section 4, we mainly show the modifications
that need to be made. Without loss of generality, we may assume
VK (z;)
lim ———22 =e=(1,0,...,0). 5.45
j—o00 ‘VK (acj)] ( ) ( )
As in Step 2 of Section 4, we define w; and h; as in (4.17) and define €); as in (4.18). Then w;
still satisfies (4.21) on €2; where K is defined as in (4.20). Moreover, on every compact subset of
R"™, w; converges in C? norm to Uy = Uy(- — Re) by Step 1. We also extend w; to be identically
0 outside €2; and K to be identically O outside Bs.
Define w])-‘ and hi‘ as in (4.19), then w? satisfies (4.22). It is clear that Lemma 4.1 still holds.

Let px(y) = w;(y) — w])‘(y) with A € [R — 2, R + 2]. Recall that R > 10 is a large positive

constant to be determined later. Then ¢, satisfies the following integral inequality for large 7,

ox(y) + Oa(y) > /H_\B G(0, My, 2)ba(2)pa(2)dz + Ix(y), vy € I;\By, (5.46)

where I1;, by, ® and .J), are respectively given as in (4.32), (4.36), (4.37) and (4.38).

Now we need to establish some estimates for @ on II; \EA. Define a special domain D) in
2\ B, as follows,

Dy={z€R": X\ <|z| <2\ 2 > 22| where 2’ = (22,...,2,)}.
- 1 2 - -
Letl; := ijkl Mj7“2", then by (5.44) we know [; — 400 and so [; > R when j is large. Under
our current assumptions on K, we have

Claim 1: There exists a constant Cy > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,

2
K;j(z") = Kj(2) < =CoM; " |VK(z;)|(]2[ = A), 2 € Dy, (5.47)
__2 —
|Kj(2%) — Kj(2)| < CoM; " |VK (z5)|(]z] = ),  z€ By \B), (5.48)
|K;(2Y) — Kj(2)| < CoM; 2|, z € Q;\Byj - (5.49)

Proof. (1) For z € Dy and 20 +2 < n < 20 + 4, by the mean value theorem and the assumptions
on K we obtain that

2 __2
Ki(z") — K;(2) = M, " VK(acj + M (1 - 0)2* + 0z — Re)> (2 = 2)

2 =
<SM; VK () (M —2)+  sup  c(t)M; VK (z5)]]2* - 2
1
OStSZja71

2

< —CoM; T |V (a;)[(]2] - )
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for all large j, where 6 € (0,1) and Cp > 0 is a constant.
For z € D) and n > 20 + 4, by the mean value theorem and the assumptions on K we obtain
that

2

Kij(z") — K;(2) = Mj_#VK(xj + M, "7 ((1—0)2* + 02 — Re)) (2 - 2)

[o] ;
2 2 ,
< M; VK (@) (2 = 2) + O ) My T VIR (@)l —
=2
__2a 21 A
n—2o a—
+ sup c(t)M; |2|*7 2" — 2|

a—T1
OStS‘LEj |—|—Zja

2
< —CM; T VK (1)](12] - A)
ld 5 i
+e(lz) Y M T VE ()| a1 22 — 2
i=2

__2
< —CoM; "> [VEK (x;)|(|z| = A)

for all large j, where 6 € (0,1), Cp, C1,Cy > 0 are different constants.

(2) When z € B2ij \EA, the proof is similar to that of (1), and we only need to notice that
2

__2 _
M; " |VE (2)) - (2* = 2)| < OM; "> VK (z;)|(|2] = N).
(3) For z € Qj\B2ij and 20+2 < n < 2044, by the mean value theorem and the assumptions
on K we obtain that

2 __ 2
|Kj(2Y) = Kj(2)] < My " [V K (2)](|2] = A) + CM; "7 271 (|2] = )
< C()Mj_lfz‘a
for some constant C > 0.

For z € Qj\le} and n > 20 + 4, by the mean value theorem and the assumptions on K we
obtain that

_ 2 o .
|K;(2Y) = Kj(2)] < M, " VK (2;)](12] = A) + C Y M; " VK ()] |2] 72 = 2]
i=2
__2a
+ CM]- n—20 |z|a—1|z)\ o Z|
< CoM; 2|

for some constant Cy. Thus Claim 1 is proved. O

It is also clear that Lemma 4.2 still holds. If we let

Qr(z) = (Kj(zA) — Kj(z)) w;\(z)% for z € Q;\B,,
then by Claim 1 above and Lemma 4.2 we have

n+2o0
2

2 1
Q)\(Z) < _CMJ e ’VK('Z'])‘(‘Z’ - )\) <1 n (Zl _ A)2 + |Z/|2> for z € D)\ (550)
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and

2
CM, VK (z;)|(]z] — A) for z € Dy,
@A) < § CM; 7 |VK (2)](|2] — A)|2] 27" forz € By \(ByUDy), (5D
C’Mj_1|z|°‘_2"_" for z € Qj\Bsz'

We split @) (y) into two parts:

Bay) = / G(0. Xy, 2)Qn (2)d= + / G(0, A, 2)Q (2)d=
Byp \Bx @\ By, (5.52)
=: P12 (y) + Pan(y).

By the estimates of (), (z) on lea\B A» one can see easily that the estimates of @,  are very
similar to those of ®, in Lemma 4.3 of Step 2 of Section 4. Hence we have the following:

Claim 2: There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,

2 B
~OM; VK (@)|(lyl - VA log A fory € Bin\Ba.

Py (y) < 2 2 . \
—COM; " VK (z)[y[* 7" A~ log A fory € T;\Byy
and )
C'M_m VK(x; y — \)\20 foryeB,\E/\7
@A) <{ T VK (;)|(lyl = A) ]
CM; "™ VK ()| [y A+ fory € I1;\By,.
= 2
Proof. We only need to replace M; "*” and §2;\By in Lemma 4.3 by M; "*" [V K (z;)| and
B2l} \ B, respectively. <

Recall that under the current assumptions we have 1 < a = (n—20)/2 < n. For the estimates
of ®, ), by an argument similar to Lemma 4.6 of Section 4 we have

Claim 3: There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of A such that for all large j,

CM7UE(y| = A fory € Biy\B,
[@o(y)] < § OM;HET™ fory € \Byy, a#20
CM]-_ll?U_" log le fory € II;\Byy, o =20.

It is clear that Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.4 still hold. We construct a function H, which is
non-positive on IL;\ B). Let
Hy(y) = —er M (N7 — [y ") + @a(y),  y € I;\By (5.53)

for some small €; € (0,e0/4) where ¢ is defined in Lemma 4.1. By Lemma 4.4 we can choose
g1 > 0 sufficiently small so that for any A € [Ag, \1],

- o—n o—n 1 n
Ialy) =l M7 (N7 = [y = S (), y € T\B) (5.54)
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Here we recall that A\y = R — 2 and A\; = R + 2. Then by Claim 2 and Claim 3 above we have
for A € [A\o, \1] and for large 7,

Hy(y) <0, wye Hj\EA. (5.55)
Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.1, Claim 2 and Claim 3 above that for large j,

o (y) + HA()(y) >0, Yy e Hj\F)\O-

By (5.46) and (5.54), p) + H) satisfies

1 _
ox(y) + Hy(y) > / G(0, X9, 2)bx(2) oA (2)dz + §J>\(?J) fory € I;\By, (5.56)

IL;\Bx
where A € [A\g, A1]. We define
Ai=sup{p > Xo | pa(y) + Ha(y) >0, Vy € T\By, ¥V Ao < A < pu}.

Then,i/_\ is well defined and A\ > )\ for all large j. Furthermore, by (5.55) and Lemma 4.1 we
have A < A; for all large j. Then, as in Step 2 of Section 4, applying the moving sphere method
1 2

one can derive a contradiction to the definition of \. This proves that the sequence Z j“j M j”’z"

is bounded.
1 2

Next we show that Z j‘*j M j”’Q" — 0. If this does not hold, then there exists a constant £ > 0
such that, after passing to a subsequence if necessary,

1 2

Z]-“Tl Mjm >y > 0. (5.57)

The following proof is similar to that of (5.43), we will use the same notation and give only the
corresponding modifications. Let [y > R be a large positive constant which is to be determined
after fixing . Under our current assumptions on K, similar to Claim 1 we have

Claim 4: There exists a constant C > 0 independent of both ly and X such that for all large j,

Kj(2") = Kj(z) < —=CM;(|z| = \), 2 € Dy. (5.58)
|K;(z*) — K;(2)] < CM; (2] = ), 2 € By, \Ba. (5.59)
|K;(2") — K;(2)] < CoM'2|%, 2 € Q\By,. (5.60)

We split @) (y) into two parts:

a(y) = / G0, \sy, 2)Qn (2)d= + / G(0, Ay, =)0 (2)d=
Baiy \Ba Q\Bay (5.61)
=: P12 (y) + Pan(y).

For the estimates of @ , similar to Claim 2 we have
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Claim 5: There exists a constant C > 0 independent of both ly and X such that for all large j,

—OM:Y(Jyl = MDA logA  fory € Byy\By,
Piay) < L B
) _C«Mj |y|2a—n)\1—2a log A\ fory € Hj\B4)\

and
C’Mj_l(]y\ S fory € By\\By,

[P1A(y)] < 2 —
OM; Hy[o—mamt fory € I;\Bux.

For the estimates of @5 ), similar to Claim 3 we also have

Claim 6: There exists a constant C > 0 independent of both lo and \ such that for all large j,

CM; ™" (Jy] = MA™! fory € By\By,
[@o(y)] < § COM; " fory € Ij\Buy, a+# 20
C'Mj_lloz"_" log lo fory € II;\Byy, a = 20.

It is clear that Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.4 still hold. We construct a function H, which is
non-positive on IL;\ B). Let
Hy(y) = —erM; 1N = [y7") + a(y),  y € I;\B, (5.62)

for some small €1 € (0,e09/4) where ¢ is defined in Lemma 4.1. By Lemma 4.4 we can choose
g1 > 0 sufficiently small so that for any A € [Ag, \1],

— ag—n g—n 1 n
Ia(y) =t M7 (7T = [y = S (), y € T\B) (5.63)

Recall that \g = R — 2 and A\; = R + 2. Then by Claim 5 and Claim 6 above we can determine
ly to be large enough so that for A € [\g, A\1] and for large j,

Hy(y) <0, yell;\B,. (5.64)
Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4.1, Claim 5 and Claim 6 above that for large j,

o (y) + H)\O(y) >0, Yy e Hj\F)\O-

Now, as in Step 2 of Section 4, the method of moving spheres can be applied to ¢y + H) for
A € [Mo, \1] to get a contradiction. Hence the proof of Lemma 5.4 is completed. O

Once Lemma 5.4 holds, then by the assumptions on K we have the following estimates for
2

2 2
|K (j+ M, "% 2) — K(x;+ M; "> z)| in Q;\By. Here A € [1/2,2].
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Case 1: 20 + 2 < n < 20 + 4. Using the mean value theorem and the assumptions on K
yields that for large j,

) 2
| K (2 + M; "7 2%) = K (x4 M; "7 2)]
B 2
<My = |V (54 My T (1= 0)2 +62))|

2c

_ 2 2
< sup c(t)M; " |2|*7 Yz — 22 + CM; "7 |VK(z;)||z — 2

0<t<M; |z
- c(T)Mj_l\z]a_l(]z\ — ) forz € Pj\By,
- C’Mj_1|z|o‘ for z € Q;\Pj,

- 2
where 0 € (0,1), M; := M j "~?7 and Lemma 5.4 was used in the last inequality.

Case 2: n > 20 + 4. Similar to Case 1, by the mean value theorem, the assumptions on K
and Lemma 5.4 we obtain that for large j,
—z __2
n—2o n—2c
‘K(:L'j—l-Mj z )—K(:L'j—l-Mj z)|
[a} 2 2a
Tnege i i— A T - A
SO M, VT \VIK ()|l e =2+ sup e(t)M; ]z - 2
i=1 0<t<|a;|+M;|z|

[a] )
__ 2 _ 2 a—i
< (M IV )+ ellay) 3 My ™ (98 Gy A o -
=2
__2a Z
+ sup c(t)M; " 12|27 |z — 22|
0<t< 5|+ M; |
1 _
- o(T)M; " [2]* Yz = A) for z € P;\By,
~ oM for 2 € Q;\P;,
. __ 2
where M; == M, "7,
Thus, by combining with (5.24) we have for any n > 20 + 2 that

c(T)Mj_l(]z\ — A)|z|20 -t for z € P;\B,,

5.65
CM;H|z|o—20n for 2 € Q\P;, 569

|Qx(2)] < {

where ¢(-) is a nonnegative continuous function with ¢(0) = 0. This indicates that Lemma 5.3
is still true. The rest of the proof of this step is the same as that of Step 3. Step 5 is established.
Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption (K2) is completely finished. U
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