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Abstract

A challenging problem for nonlocal semilinear elliptic equation is the fractional Lane-
Emden equation in the Serrin’s critical case. This is due to the various challenges and the lack
of tools to analyze the isolated singularities. These difficulties come from the nonlocal setting
where the ODE’s tools fail to provide useful information. Additionally, the computation of
the fractional Laplacian for the involved logarithmic functions is tricky. Finally, it is not an
easy task to show that the solutions are in the appropriate function space. In this paper,
we solve the fractional Lane-Emden equation in the Serrin’s critical case for the fractional
Laplacian by developing an innovative and self-contained approach that also applies to the
classical setting ( Laplacian).

We give a classification of the isolated singularities of positive solutions to the semilinear
fractional elliptic equations

(E) (—APu=u™7% in Q\{0}, w>0 in RV\Q,

where s € (0,1), Q is a bounded domain containing the origin in RY with N > 2s and
N%QS is the Serrin’s critical exponent. We use an initial asymptotic at infinity to transform
the critical case into a subcritical case where the underlying equation involves the fractional
Hardy operator. The construction of singular solutions is based on the fact that some special
functions are subsolutions of the original problem near the origin.

We also classify the non-removable singularities of the solutions of (F) and show the
existence of a sequence of isolated singular solutions parameterizing the coefficients of the
second order blow up term. To the best of our knowledge, this idea has also been first used
in this work.
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1 Introduction

Let s € (0,1), 2 be a bounded C? domain containing the origin in RY with N a positive integer such

that N > 2s and
N

N —2s
is the Serrin’s critical exponent. The purpose of this paper is to classify the isolated singular positive
solutions of the elliptic problem

Pt =

{ (—A)yu=uw’"  in Q\{0}, (1.1)

u=nh in RV\ Q,
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where (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian defined by

u(z) —u(z + 2)

(7A)Su(:c) = CN,s lim |Z|N+2s

dz,
e—0t RN\ B,
B, (y) C RY is the ball of radius 7 > 0 centered at y. Here and in what follows, B, = B,.(0),

(22
r'a-s)

S——

cNSfQ2 23

is the normalized constant, see [21], with T" being the Gamma function. It is known that (—A)%u(z) is
well defined if u is twice continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of x, and contained in the space
LIRYN) := LY(RY, W) We also note that for u € LL(RY) the fractional Laplacian (—A)*u can

also be defined as a distribution:
((=A)°u, @) = / u(=A)pdr for any ¢ € C°(RY).
]RN

We then have
F((=A)yw) =|-*a  in RY\{0}
in the sense of distributions, both F(-) and * denote the Fourier transform.

When s =1 and N > 3, the isolated singularities of the solutions of the related model equation

{ —Au = uP in Q\ {0},

(1.2)
u=20 on 0f)

were studied extensively in the last decades. When p € (1, ~5), Lions in [28] classified the singular

solutions by establishing a connection with the weak solutions of
—Au = uP + kdy.
He showed that the positive solutions have the asymptotic behavior

lim g (x)|z|VN "2 = exk
|z| =0+
for some k > 0, and a normalized constant ¢y > 0. In the particular case £k = 0, the solutions have
removable singularity at the origin. This is always the case when p > L Therefore this method fails to
classify the singularities in this case. When p € ( N—5r N= 2) the smgularlty of the solutions to ([2]) was
studied by Gidas-Spruck in [24] by using analytic techniques from [4]. In this case, the positive singular
solutions have the following type of singularity:

u(z) = cp|x|7ﬁ(1 +o(1)) as |z] =07

with the coefficient 2~ = —2_(N —2— -2.). When p = 5, the author in [3l4] gave the following
P
classification: Any positive solution u of (EEZI) has a removable singularity at the origin or has the

asymptotic behavior

w@) = Kilz2 N (=In|z)) "2 (1+0(1)) as |z| — 0T,

where

(N — 2)2 N_2

K= (207
Moreover, the existence of a singular solution is obtained by the Phase plane analysis. Using these solu-
tions, Pacard in [29] constructed positive solutions with the prescribed singular set. Later on, Caffarelli-
Gldas Spruck in [7] (also see [27]) classified the singular solutions of ([Z) when p = {42, In this case,
they satisfy

u(@) = pp(nfe])z|~ "7 (1 +olz])) as |2| — 07,



¢p may be a constant c N2 OF A periodic function. We refer to [B25L[31L[32] for more details for elliptic
problem with general differential operators.

Due to the numerous applications of Dirichlet problems with nonlocal operators, there has been an
increasing interest in this topic during the last years. A general setting of nonlinear nonlocal operators
are studied in [9HIT], where the authors connect the fractional problem with an underlying second order
degenerated problem in a half space in a higher dimension. For regularity properties of the solutions
of the fractional problem, the reader could see [1T,B0,[34]. For blow-up analysis for nonlocal problems,

see [RT2L14].

Motivated by [28], the isolated singularity of
(—A)*u = uP in Q\ {0},
{ u=0 in RV \ Q
was studied in [I3] for p € (1, p*) via the connection with the distributional solutions of
(—A)u = uP + kdy in Q\ {0},
{ u=20 in RV\ Q,

where the positive solution with singularity can be described by fundamental solution of fractional Lapla-

cian. As in the Laplacian case, this method does not apply to classify isolated singularities for the Lane-
. . ., . . . « x N

Emden equation with Serrin’s critical and super critical exponent, i.e. p > p*. When p € (p*, N+§§] [8126]

built the platform of the isolated singularity for positive solution to

div(t'=2%)VU) =0 in By x (0,1)
T 70U (1) = U7 (2,0) on By \ {0}, (14)
in the Sobolev critical case p = N +23 The non-removable singular solutions of () behave as follows:
el T7F < ufe) < eafalTE
for some ¢; > ¢o > 0, [37] gives a description of singular solutions for p € (p*, ]]\\;32)

calz] TP < u(a) < cala] P
for some c3 > ¢4 > 0. For the Serrin case p = p* [36] shows the bound
ba(fal (= Infal) %)%~ < u(@) < bo(ja|(—n o)) =)? Y

for some 0 < by < by < +o00.

It is worth noting that (4] is a local degenerated problem. For the existence of isolated singular so-
lutions, [I] constructed a sequence of isolated singular solutions of (L3)) with Q = RY and p € (p*, %fgz ),
with fast decaying at infinity, (also see [2,20] for the fractional Yamabe problem with isolated singularities
in the Sobolev critical case).

It is known that the isolated singularity of solutions to (3] in the Serrin’s critical case is totally
different, since it doesn’t blow up with a negative-power function, therefore it is much more difficult to
analyze the isolated singularities. The main challenges arise from the nonlocal property: One is that
the solutions must remain in L!(RY) in some type of scaling in the blow-up analysis; the second is the
tricky calculation of the fractional Laplacian for the involved logarithmic functions; the last and the most
challenging is to obtain the singular solutions for the fractional problem, while we don’t have phrase
plane analysis for the existence.

Our aim in this paper is two-fold: the first is to classify the positive singular solutions of the fractional
problem (L3)) in the Serrin’s critical case and the second is to show the existence of singular solutions. Let
us first introduce some notations. For the critical case, we note that ——22 1 =25s—N. Forre (=N, 2s),

we denote (N+ ) (2 )
I‘ T 1—‘ S—T
Cs(r) = 2% —2 o2 (1.5)
F(f§>r(%)

3



and

INES)N
Cs(0) =0, CL(0) = —2*! (%)_2(3) <0 (1.6)
I'(=5=)
Let N
(g N = 28 T
K= (—co—5=) 7. (17)
then ( )
, N —2)%\ 52
= (B2 09

See Appendiz A for the details of the proof.

The classification of isolated singularities of (I1]) states as follows:

Theorem 1.1 Let By C Q C Bg, for Ry > 1, h be a nonnegative function in C%(Bag,) N LY (RN ) with
0 > 2s, and u be a positive solution of (1), then u has either a removable singularity at the origin or

Ié_;Sl\i?gélfu(xmﬂ(*ln|x|)21—s)N—2s < K.

< limsupu(z)(|z|(—In|z]) )N =2 < Coks,
|z|—0t

where Cy > 1 is the best constant in Harnack inequality.

Unlike the Serrin’s super critical case, the bound | 1|im+ (u(z)|z|N %) < 400 derived by the blow-up
x|—0

analysis is not sharp. In order to improve the upper bound, we use the Liouville property of the fractional

Poisson problem
u>0 in RV \ Bg,,
where v > 0. For the lower bound, we first obtain a rough one: lim+ (u(z)|z|~") = +o00. We then use
0

|z —
some special auxiliary tools to improve it to:

N—2s
lim in ( —tnfa))#) ") > 0.
iminf (u(a) (| (~ o 2]) )
The improvement of the bound is performed by considering (—A)*w near the origin, where w(z) =
(J&| (= In |z])25)25=N for |#| > 0 small, see the details in Proposition 2 below.

Because of the nonlocal property, we can’t transform our problem into an ODE and it is a challenging
problem is to get the precise blow-up behavior:

li | % N—2s
i u(e) (Jal(~ Infe)) %)

=K.

To achieve this goal, develop new techniques have to be involved.

Our second purpose is to construct isolated singular solutions of (I)).

Theorem 1.2 Let h =0 and Q = By, then there exists k* € R such that for any k € (—oo, k*) problem
(I1) has a positive singular solution uy such that

N
2s

tim (i () = K, (|2~ Tn ) 5) 7)ol V=2 (< In Ja) 5 = k.

|z]—0t
Notice that a positive solution of (1)) with a removable singularity could be derived by Mountain
Pass theorem. Our construction of singular solutions is based on the observation that some special
functions could be sub-solutions near the origin and the approximation procedure is applied to obtain
singular solutions by suitable estimates and scaling property.
The derivation of a sequence of isolated singular solutions parameterized in the second blow-up rate
is totally new and our construction is also appropriate to the laplacian case:



Corollary 1.1 Let p = 2, then there ezists k* € R such that for any k € (—oo,,k*) problem (L2)
has a positive singular solution uy, such that

N
2

tim (wy(2) = K (fel(= In fo]) )2 ) o) V=2 (< nfa) ¥ = k.

|z| =0+

It is important to mention that the positive singular solutions in general bounded domain can be
derived by approximation and scaling techniques. On the contrary, in the whole space problem (1)) has
no positive solution. More precisely:

Proposition 1.1 Problem
(-A)*u=wuP in RV \ {0} (1.9)

has no positive solutions.

The nonexistence in Proposition [Tl isn’t new, [23, Theorem 1.3]. However, our methods for all
the other results are new and self-contained. In fact, for the Serrin’s critical case, we use some initial
asymptotic at infinity to transform the critical problem into a subcritical case for an underlying problem
with the fractional Hardy operator.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 includes basic tools for the fractional
Laplacian, the fundamental calculations of fractional Laplacian on functions involving the logarithmic
functions. In Section 3, we obtain the blow-up upper and lower bounds and we improve the isolated
singularity to prove Theorem [Tl in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to the existence of isolated singular
solutions and prove Theorem [[L21 Finally, we discuss the constants Cs(0) and Ky, the radially symmetric
for singular solutions and the nonexistence of positive solution of (L)) in RY \ {0}.

2  Preliminary

2.1 Poisson problem
We start this section by recalling some important facts about the fractional Poisson problem

—A)su=f in 2\ {0},
{( )u:0 inRJ\\[i;. @1)
Here and in what follows, for the sake of simplicity, we always set

By C QC Bg,
for some Ry > 1.
Theorem 2.1 [15, Theorem 1.5] Let f € C? (Q\ {0}) for some 6 € (0,1).

(i) If f € LY(2), then for every k € R there exists a unique solution uy € LS (RN \ {0}) N LL(RY) of

the problem (2)) satisfying the distributional identity

loc

/ up(—A)€Edr = / fé€dr +kE(0)  for all £ € C3(Q). (2.2)
Q Q

If moreover f € L>®(Q, |x|Pdx) for some p < 2s, then uy has the asymptotics
, k |z]25~N —1
. N-2s _
:ll—>mou($)|$| $ — o with  ¢50:= cnswy 1/ /B,(o) o1 = 2[5 —————dzdt. (2.3)

(i1) Assume that f is nonnegative and fQ fdx = 4o00. Then problem (2Z1]) has no nonnegative distri-
butional solution u € L2 (RV\ {0}) N LL(RY).



Motivated by above theorem, we can obtain the nonexistence of solutions for
(=A)yu=f inQ\{0},
u=nh in RV\ Q,
where h € C?(Bag,) N LL(RY) is nonnegative.

Theorem 2.2 Let f be a nonnegative function in C’lﬁoc(Q \ {0}) with B € (0,1), and h be a nonnegative
function in C?(Bag,) N LL(RY).
Then problem (24) has no positive solution, if

lim f(x)dx = +o0.
r=0% J B, (0)\B,(0)

Particularly, the above assumption could be replaced by

liminf f(z)|z|N (= In|z]) >0 for v <1.
|z]—0+

To prove Theorem 2] we need the following comparison principle.

Lemma 2.1 Assume that O is a bounded, Lipschilz continuous domain containing the origin, f; €
ClﬁOC(O \ {0}), h; € C%*(Bar,) N LYRYN) and u; with i = 1,2 are classical solutions of

AN S’U,i = fl in O 0 5
(=4) \ {0} 25)
and
lim sup u1(90)|x|N*2S < liminf ug(x)|x|N72S.
|| =0+ || =0+
If fi < fo in O\ {0} and hy < hy in RN\ O, then
up <wug in O\ {0}.
Proof. Let u = u; — us and then
(—A)’u <0 in O\ {0} and  limsup u(z)®;*(z) <0,
|z|—0+
then for any e > 0, there exists r. > 0 converging to zero as ¢ — 0 such that
u<ed, in B, \{0},
where ®,(z) = |z|>*~ is the fundamental solution of (—A)* in R¥.
We see that
u=0<eb, in RV\O,
then we have that u < e®, in O \ {0}. By letting ¢ go to zero, we have that v < 0 in O \ {0}. O

Proof of Theorem By contradiction, we assume that w is a positive solution of (Z4]). Let
fn(x) = (1 —no(nz)) f(z), where o : RN — [0, 1] is a radially symmetric, smooth function such that

=0 in RY¥\ By and ny=1 in Bi.
Since f,, is Holder continuous, it follows by [I5, Theorem 4.1] that
(=A)v=/fn inQ\{0},
v=0 in RV \ Q, (2.6)
IN=2s

I
lel—%* v(x)|x



has unique solution v,, and
0<wv, <u in 2\ {0}

by Lemma 2.1l and the assumption that h is non-negative.
By the stability results [12], Theorem 2.4] and the regularity result [I2, Theorem 2.1], the limit {v, },
exists, denoting v, is a positive classical solution of

(=A)*v=f in Q\{0},
(2.7)
v=0 in RV\Q,
then we obtain a contradiction from Theorem [ZT] part (ii). O

2.2 Estimates

For the calculations of the fractional Laplacian for the involved logarithmic functions, we need the fol-
lowing estimates. Recall that for 7 € (=N, 2s)

D))

Cs(r) = 2% 252 (2.8)
D(= )0 (F=5F)
and then
Cs(r)=0
has two zero points 0,2s — N. Moreover, there holds
(AP [T =C(n)] - 77> i S'(RY) (2.9)

and

cN7s/ ler 4+ 2"+ |ex — z|" — 2
— s dz,
RN

|Z|N+2s

where e; = (1,0,---,0) € RV,

Lemma 2.2 [75, Lemma 2.3] The function Cs, defined in (2.8), is strictly concave and uniquely maxi-

mazed at the point QSEN with the maximal value 225%.
Moreover,
Cs(1) =Cs(2s — N — 1) for 7 € (—N,2s) (2.10)
and
TE@NCS(T) = TlLrgSCS(T) = —00. (2.11)
Note that

Cs(t) >0 for 7 € (25— N,0),
Cs(t) <0 for 7 €(0,25) U(—N,25s—N)

and
C.(2s—N)=-CL(0) >0 and C/(2s— N)=CY(0)<0.

For m € R denote v,, be a smooth, radially symmetric function such that
1
vm(z) = (=Infz)™  for 0<|z| <= and wvp(zr)=0 for |z[> 1. (2.12)
e

Moreover, vy, is non-increasing in |z| if m > 0. Denote

wp(z) = |2 N, (2) for 2 € RV \ {0}. (2.13)



Proposition 2.1 Let m # 0 and

-1
By = CL(0)m, Dy = c;’(o)%,

(2.14)
then By, > 0 for m < 0, and there exist o € (0, e%] and cs > 0 such that
(= A wn (@) — Bl ™ (= Tnal)™ 1 = Dy~ (= ]2 < calal =™ (~ In )5,
In order to get precise estimates of (—A)%w,,, we use the fact that for = € BE% \ {0},
(A wm(z) = vm(@)(=A)|z**7N + |27V (= A) v (2)

e i [ CO e €)))
s d
+c 1N\/RN |,’L'—y|N+2‘S Yy

= Fn(x)+ En(z),
where (—A)*|z[>*7 =0 in RV \ {0},

e e

and
F(x) = 2>V (= A) v ().

In order to get estimate (ZI3]), we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.3 Let m < 0, then there exist ro € (0, 2] and cg > 0 such that for 0 < |z| < rg
‘Em(z) — 2B, |z N (= In|z))™ Y < el TN (= In|z)™. (2.15)

Proof. A direct computation shows that

, _ CNgs ler + z|"Injer + z| + |er — 2|7 In|e; — 2]
Co(r) = _T/RN || N+2s dz

CN s / (|el+z|7—1) In ey + 2|
— _=N ( ) dz
2 RN |z|N+2s

Jr/ (|€1_Z|T_1)1n|el_z|dz+/ 1n|elfz|+ln|61+z|dz)
RN RN

|2[N+2s |2|N+2s
_ B / (1_|Z|T)(_1n|z|)dZCN’S/ 1n|€172’|+1n|61+2’| dZ
N,s N leg — z|N+2s 2 Jan |2|N+2s
and
+z|"(In|e; + 2|)%2 + |er — z|"(In|eg — z])?
c _ 7CN,s/ |€1 d
s (7) 2 Jan |Z|N+2s z
2 2
(1—|z|7)(—ln|z|) (—1n|z|)
— dz — — (2.
CN,s /]RN o1 = 2[NT28 2 —CN,s /]RN lex — 2| N125 z
Henceforth

CN.s Inle; — z| 4+ Inle; + 2|
0) = — N d
(0) 5 /]RN EREER o



and

2
(—In|z|)
C;/(O) = 7CN7S/R Wdz

N |€1
Therefore, we obtain some important equalities:

0) = e, [ A IalD

/ el
Ci(r) - ¢ |61 _ Z|N+2s

Cl(t) = CY(0) =en,s

[ QSEDCRER,

RN |€1 7Z|N+25

and

1— 2s—N —1
cN,S/ Gl 1 Gl 1 ) (25 — N) — C.(0) = —2€.(0) > 0,
]RN

|€1 _ Z|N+25

_ 2s—N\(__ 2
cN,S/ = EPTDEMED ) res— Ny —¢2(0) = 0
RN

|€1 _ Z|N+25

Let 0 < |z] < 7o with 79 > 0 small enough, we see that

/ (= = |y =) (vm (@) — om®)) 4

_ N+2s

S— —In|z|\™m

ol (-t [ Sl [ Gl s o210 )
= |z —In|z z,
B;(el) |ez_le+25

lz|

where | | < 1for|z] <

ln\z\

\/mand
a4 —ln|z|)m _ _m—ln|z| +O((—ln|z|)2).

—In |x| —In |z] —In |x|

Thus, we see that

/ (227 — g~ M) (wm (@) — vm(v)) ,
B

Yy
_ N+2s
-N m—1 (1 — |Z|257N) ( —In |Z|)
= —mlx —1In|x dz
e N w0

EH

2
Ny m—2 (1= |z~ M) (= In|2])
+|SC| ( 1H|~T|) O(/Bl(e1) |el_z|N+28 dz)7
Vizl

where

’—ZC' / (1= 1[2[*= M) (= 1In|z]) dz’
CN.s B 1 (e1) e — 2|V +2s
\

|x

1— 2s—N -1
-/ () (i),
RN\B_ 1 (e1) ler — 2|
V]

—1In |z
———dz
/]RN\Bl(el) lex — 2| NH20

||

07( —1In |:E|) ||

IN

IN

(2.16)



and

o 2s—N o 2
[ e,
B 1 (e1) ler — z|N+2s

lz|

leq — 2| N+2s ley — 2| N+2s

— [2?=N) (~ Inz])” 2 Y) (~Ine))’
_ }/RNu (-1 >dz_/w\31m)<1 )(~Inz))

Vel

IN

(fln|z|)2
/ No2s %
RN\B 1 (e1) ler — 2|
\/_

Ed

IN

1
07(§ln|x|)2|x|5

by using (ZI4)).

As a consequence, we obtain that

/ (2= = JyI** =) (vm (@) = vm(y)) |
B

X Y
_ N+2s
\/m(ac) |z — vy

= 2B,z N (= nfa))" ! (14 O(Jal*(~ In fa])) ).
On the other hand, we see that

(|x|28_N - |y|28_N)('Um($) - Um(y))
N+2s dy
RN\B_/i (o) lz -yl
1
= [N (-t 1) [ 4
RN\B_ /() |z —y|N+2

< eslaTN (= Infz)™ + 1),
where ¢g > 0 is independent of |z| and
U (y) < vp(x) for |y| > |zl
Together with (ZIT), we obtain ([ZI3). Then we complete the proof.

Lemma 2.4 There ezist o € (0, %] and cg > 0 such that for 0 < |z| < rg
Fyn(2) + B = (= In [2) 1 = D 2| =N (= In [ )72 | < | =N (= In [y 2.

Proof. For z € By \ {0}, we see that

, CN.s 2(=Infz)™ — (=Infz+y)™ — (—Injz —y)™
Ao, (x) = . / dy
i) = ) M

—In|z])™ — v
o [ CRED" ol
RN\B o ly|

where

1 ™
0 < ch/ (=Injz)™ = vl +y)
RN\ B

5 N+2s
v lyl
—1In |z|)™
RM\B lyl
< cpolz| (= Infz)™.

10

dz‘

(2.17)

(2.18)



Moreover, there holds

CN,s/ 2(=Infz)™ = (=Infz+y))" — (=In|z —y|)
N+2s
B o Y]

dy

9 _ (1+ —1n\z+e1\)m B (1+ —ln\z—el\)m

CN, _ —In|z] —In |z
= S el [ e
Vil
= DMppeempnt [ SRR,
2 B, |Z|N+25

lz|

exomlm=1), . oo [ (nfer— 2+ (nfes + 2)?
—flwl (—Injz|) ) || N+2s dz
Vial
_ _ Inle; — 2])3 + (Inle; — 2|)?
2s —1 m 30 / ( d
+z[ 77 (— In |z) ( n [Nz Z)
—2s m— 111 |€1 — Z|
= m|:c| 2 (— 1n|1'|) 1(7C;(0) — CN,s /RN\B W dZ)
i
m(m—1), o, m— (Ines — 2])?
+f|$| 2 (— 1n|1'|) 2(C;/(0) — CN,s /]RN\B |le\[ﬁdZ)
NG
+Ha| 7 (= In|z)"?0O(1)
-1
= e el (- mel0) + "= 0) (- el + (a0,
where we used |%ﬁll| < 1 when |z| small enough and

(m—1)

A+)™=1+mt+ = 17+ 0(t%).
As a consequence, we conclue that

m(m —1)

(=8) o (@) + mC{(0)|2] (= Infa)™ ™ — —=

CY(0)|2|** (= In |z|)™ >
< el (=)™,

which implies [2I8]). We complete the proof.
Proof of Proposition 2.1l It follows by Lemma and Lemma [Z4] directly.

From the proof of Lemma 2.4 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1 Let m # 0 then there exist ro € (0, %) and c12 > 0 such that for 0 < |z| < ro
(=A)*vm(2) + Bl (= In|2[)" " = D272 (= In]a)™7?| < crzlz| 72 (= Infa|)™ 2.
More generally, for 7 € (=N, 2s), m € R, let

Wr () = |2|T0m(z) for x € RV \ {0}

The same calculation implies that

11
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Corollary 2.2 Let 7 € (—N,2s), m € R, |7| + |m| # 0 and
B = CL(T)m,

then there exist 1o € (0,25) and c13 > 0 such that for 0 < |z| <o

(=A) wr i (2) = Cs(T)wrm ()27 = Bromla| ™™ (= Info)" 7| < crsla > (= In|z)™ 7% (2.20)

2.3 Blow-up rate estimates

The following estimates play an important role in our classification of isolated singularities of (II). In
what follows, we always let rg € (0, 2) be from Proposition 211

Lemma 2.5 Let g € C’lﬁoc(Q \ {0}), with B € (0,1), be a nonnegative function such that for some m < 0
g(z) > |2[™N (= In|z))""" in By, \ {0}.
Let ug be a positive solution of problem

(=A)yu=g in Q\{0},
u>0 in RV\ Q.

(2.21)
Then there exists r € (0,79] such that

ug(x) > Bp|z|* N (~In|z))™ in B, \{0}.

Proof. Recall that w,, is defined in (ZI3)), has compact support in B; and
. 2s—N m .

wp(x) = [2[*77 (= Infz])™ in By \ {0}

by Proposition 2] there exists r; € (0, 9] such that
(=A)wn < Bz~ (= Infa])" " + Dy 2|~V (= InJo|)" 72
+O(M) ||~ (= Infa])"
< Bulz|™N(=In|z))™ ' for x € B, \ {0},

where B,,, > 0 and D,,, < 0 for m < 0.
Note that u, is positive and continuous in Q\ {0}, then u, > 0 in RY \ B,,. By the lower bound of
g there exists tg = B, > 0 such that

tola| =N (= Infaz[)™ !
—A)’wyy,
= (*A)S(wm - wm(rl)) in By, \ {0}

(=A)*toug = tog(x)

Y]

Y]

and
liminfu, @, (2) 2 0= lim (wn —wn(r)) 27 (2),
toug >0 > (wm - wm(rl)) in RY \ By,
Then by Lemma 2.J] we have that
totg > Wy, — Wi (r1) in QN {0}

This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.6 Let g € C{ZC(Q \ {0}), with 8 € (0,1), be a nonnegative function such that
g(x) < |27 (= Infz[)"" in B\ {0}.
Let h € C(Bag,) N LLRYN) be a nonnegative function such that
h=0 in B:.
2
Let ug be a positive solution of the problem:
(—A)yu=g in Q\{0},

lim+ u(z)|z|N 7% = 0.

|z|—0
Then for any € € (0, B,,), there exists r € (0,7¢] such that
ug(x) < (B + €)|z|>* N (~In|z))™ in B, \{0}.

Proof. Let Up(z) = —(—=A)*h(x) for z € B,,. A direct computation shows that for x € B,

h(y)
0<Up(z) = cN,S/ ———dy
0( ) ]RN\B% |$_y|N+2s
h(y)
< cns — Ly 2.23
¥ o, T 229

by using the fact that
1
[z =yl 2|yl =m0 for |z| <r and |y| = 5,
and taking into account that
wm(2) = o[>~ (= In|z)™ in B\ {0}
and that by Proposition 2] for given e € (0, B,,), there exists 5 € (0, 79] such that
(A wn 2 Bula| ™Y (=Inz)™ 7 = exslz| T (= In |z )™ 72
> By — o)z Y (=In|z[)™"t forx € B,, \ {0}.

Note that u, is positive and continuous in  \ {0}, then u, < g in Q\ B, for some gy > 0. By the
upper bound of g there exists t; = (B, — 2¢) > 0 such that

(=A)*ti(ug — 00 —h) < ti(g9(x) — Vo)

(B — €)la| ™ (= In |z[)™ !

(—A) wm

(—=A)*(wm — wi(r1)) in By, \ {0},

where we used that Uy is bounded in B,,. Moreover, we have that

A

IN

liminf ((ug(z) — 00 — h(2))®; ' (z)) = 0= lim w,®;"'(z)

|z]—0+ |z|—=0+ s

and
tl(ug—go —h) :tl(ug— Qo) gngm in RN\BTQ.

Then by Lemma 2.J] we have that
t1(ug — 00 —h) <wm in Q\ {0}
This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.7 Let g € CIBOC(Q \ {0}), with 8 € (0,1), be a nonnegative function such that there exists
7 € (28 — N, +00) such that
g(z) <|2["* in By, \ {0}.

Let h € C(Bag,) N LLRYN) be a nonnegative function such that
h=0 in B%.
Let ug be a positive solution of problem
(-Ayu<g 9\ {0}
u=h in RV\Q, (2.24)

lim w(x)|z|N 2% = 0.
|z]—0+

Then
(i) for 7 € (2s — N, 0) there exists c14 > 0 such that

ug(7) < caafx[” in Q\{0};
(1) for T € (0,2s), there exists c15 > 0 such that
ug(xz) <ec15 in Q\ {0}.

Proof. Recall that Uy(x) = —(—A)°h(x) for x € By,, which is bounded by [Z23).
(1) For T € (2s — N, 0), we have that

(=A)*|2[" = Co(n)|2|77* in R\ {0},

where C,(7) > 0.
Note that there exists t3 > 0 such that

(—A)°t3(ug — h) < t3(g(x) + Uo) < Cs(m)|2|"* = (=A)*|z[" in Q) {0}
and

lim u,(x)|z|N "2 =0, ug =h in RV \Q.
|z]—0

Then by Lemma 2.J] we have that
tsug(z) < |z|” for z € Q\ {0}.

(1) Take
w3(z) = (2Ro)™ — |z|” in RV \ {0}

and
ws(z) = (2Ro)” — |z|” in Bag, \ {0}, ws(z) =0 in RV \ Bpg,.

Direct computation shows that for x € Bg, \ {0}

(=2 ws(x) = (=A)"ws(x) + (=A)" (ws — ws)(z)

1

> —Cu(r)|a] 2 — e a(2R0)" / o
RN\Byg, 1T — Y[V T2
1
> C()al — en(2Ry) / .
RN\ B, |6y — 2|V 25

1

> —Cy(r)|z|" 72 — 2N+TCN15RT72S/ ——dz,
0 rRM\ B, |2|V T2
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where —Cs(7) > 0 for 7 € (0,2s), é; = 55 and [é; — 2| < % Thus, there exists r € (0,1) such that for
xz € B, \ {0}

] 1 T—28
(=2 ws(z) > ~3Co(r)fal 2.
Consequently there exists ¢4 > 0 such that
1 .
(=A)ta(ug —h) <talg + Vo) € =5Co(n)[2["7** < (=A)*ws i B, \ {0}

and _
wz > (27 = )R > ty(ug —h) in Q\ By,

since ) C Bp,. Together with

lim gy (z)|z[N 72 =0, ug=h in RV\ B,
|z| =0+

it implies by Lemma 2] that
ta(ug —h) <ws for any z € B, \ {0}.

Therefore, we obtain that
ug(z) < ¢ for any xz e Q\ {0}.

This completes the proof. 0

3 Isolated singularity
In this section, we provide rough bounds for the isolated singular solution of (L.T]).

Theorem 3.1 Let u be a positive solution of ({I1l) verifying

lim u(x) = +o0,

lz[—0+
then
upper bound : lim sup u(x)|z|N 72 < 400
|z|—0+
and for any T € (2s — N, 0)
lower bound : lim wu(z)|z]”" = +oc0.

|z|—0t

3.1 Upper bound

Proposition 3.1 Let h € C%(Bag,) N LL(RY) with 0 > 2s, and u be a nonnegative solution of (L),
then there exist r1 € (0, e%] and c16 > 0 such that

u(z) < eigle|* N, Ve B, \{0}. (3.1)
In order to prove Proposition Bl we need following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 Assume that h € C%(Bag,) N LL(RYN) with 6 > 2s, and u is a nonnegative classical solution
of (L1) replaced p* by p > 1. Then uP € L*(2, pdx) and there exists a uniform ci7 > 0 independent of u
such that

/ uPp(x)®dr < a7, (3.2)
Q

where p(x) = dist(z, 09Q).
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Proof. Recall that Up(z) = —(—A)*h(z) for x € Q, which is uniformly bounded in . Let w =u —h
in RV, then we have that

(—AYw=uP +Uy in Q\ {0}, w=0 inRY\Q

From Theorem 2] we have that u? — Uy € L'(Q), so is u, thanks to the boundedness of Uy. Moreover,
we have that

/ w(—A)Edx = / (uP +Up)édx  for all € € C3(9).
Q

Q

Let (A1, &1) be the the first eigenvalue and related positive eigenfunction of (—A)?® in  with zero Dirichlet
boundary condition, i.e.

(=AY =M& i Q, & =0 inRY\Q

The existence and properties could see [33] Proposition 9]. In fact, we have that A\; > 0, & is positive,
& € CE(Q)NC*(RY) and £(x) ~ p*(x) as p(z) — 0. Moreover, for some c1g > 1, there holds

loc

1
—p° <& < cgp° in Q.
C18

Using &1 as a test function, we have that

/upfl d.%'-i—/Uofldl‘ = Al/wfl dx
Q Q Q
1

Al(/glwpgldx);(/gfldx)lp,

IN

which implies

/ wPlp®dx < 17,
Q

where c17 > 0 depends on h. O

Proof of Proposition[3.dl Suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence of points {z} C By, \
{0} and a sequence of solutions uy, of (II)) (we can take the same function if limsup |2|V ~*u(z) = +o00)

|z|—0t
such that |xx| — 01 as k — +oo and
|2k |V "2 up (z) = +o0  as k — 4o0.
We can choose x; again such that
|z |V "2 up(zr) = max |z " ur(x) = +oo  as k — oo (3.3)

TEQ\ B, |

by the fact that the mapping r — max, o\ g, 0(2)" ~2uy(x) is nondecreasing.
We denote
|k

x N—-2s
or(z) == (M — |£C—.Tk|) 2 uo(x) for |x — x| < 5 -

2

Let Zx be the maximum point of ¢y in B., (zx), that is,
2

or(Zr) =  max  op(x).

|-y | < L2
Set )
Vg = 5(@ — |z — x),
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then 0 < 2y, < % and
|
2

By the definition of ¢y, for any |x — | < vy,

— |z — x| > v for |z — Tk < v

ur)N g (Tk) = o (Tn) = dr(zr) = vp  *ug(),

which implies that
2N =2500(Z1) > uo(x)

Moreover, we see that

|2k V250 (k) > 2ur)Y TP uo(Th) =

for any |z — Zg| < vg.

bx(Tx) > or (k)

(M>N72su

> 5 o(zr) = 400 as k — 400

by the fact that |z| > % > 21;,. Denote

1 1 _

Wi(y) = uk(ﬂfk)uk (us(@p) " ¥=2y —21), Yye U\ {X},
where )
Qp = {y eERN : up(zp) VY — 3 € Q}
and
1
X :uk(i‘k)Nfzsfk.
Note that

1
| Xk| = (Uk(fk)|fk|N72s) N-=2 5 100 as k— 4o0.

Thus, we have that for y € Q. \ { X}

(=A)Wily) = —=

that is

(—APWi(y) = WE (y) for o€\ {X}}.
We claim that there is c1g > 0 independent of £ such that

Wil myy < cis

and for any € > 0, there exists k1 > 0 and R > 0 such that

/ W)L+ )N 2dy < c.
]RN\BR(O)

In fact, since |Zr| — 0, we see that

o
A

1

< [ M)l
RN\Qp

= - / wi (un (@) T Ty — 2) (1+ |y) N2 dy
RNA\Qy

uk(zk)
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1
B 7/ h(2)(up(T) 7% + |2 — 2]) "N 2dz
RN\Q

uy, ()
1
uy (Tr) JrN
2
< *7_/ h(z)(1 4+ |z]) ™V "%%dz = 0 as k — +oo.
ui (Tg) Jrw

Taking rj, = |3’ck|uk(9’ck)N128 — +00 as k — +o00, we obtain that

0 < / Wi(y)(1+ [y) N2 dy
Brk(Xk)

T—N—Qs .
< A / g (u(Z) N2y — Zy) dy
Uk(iﬁk) B (Xi)
—N—-2s =\ e
r up(Tp) V-2
- _k k_( k) / ug(z)dz
uk(Zr) By,
E‘mk‘
. £ 1--L4
< NP (2 )N725(/ ul) (z)dz)p (/ d:c) !
Bzl Bz
o Liz,
L
= cpor; N 2suk($k)N725|$k|2s(/ uly (z)dz)p
B3

< clgrlzN%() as k — 4+oo

by Lemma 3.1
Moreover, Wi (y) < 1 in Qi \ By, , then

IN

/ W)Yy < [ @)Yy
Q\Br, (X1) QU \Bry, (Xk)

[l

IN

and

We)(1 + [y)) N 2dy < / (14 1y "2dy < xR,

RN\Bgr

/(m\Brk. (X)) \Br

where ¢39 > 0 is independent of k. Then ([B3) holds true and the claim is proved.
Note that 0 < W, < 2¥=2% in Bz , where

1 1
N (A mk)N*2S — +o00 as k — +oo,

then for any R > 0, there exists kg for any k& > kg

IN

IWellcsres, )

20 (IWellaan) + IWikll o 5, + IWE s,y )

IN

e ([IWill 2wy +2772).

where a € (0, 5) and cgp > 0.
Since 0 < Wy, < ¢g in B,,, so for any R > 0, there exists kg for k > kgr

||Wk||czs+a(312&) < IWellziyy + W L= (B,,)-
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where « € (0, 5).
Since R is arbitrary, up to subsequence, there exists a nonnegative function Wy, € L (R") such
that as k — +o0
Wi = Wa in CZF(RN),

loc
Wi — Ws in LL(RN), (3.6)
0< Wy <2N—2s

for some o’ € (0, ).
For any z € RY take R > 4|z| and R < ry for k large enough, note that

1 : Wi (x) — Wi(y) 1
—APWi(z) = pwv. —— " dy + Wi(x ——dy
g AW be o=y ) fe T =y
Wi
_/ k(]:l{f)JrQsdy
RN\Br lz —yl
= Eii(z)+ E2x(x) — Es (x), respectively.
For any € > 0, by ([B.G]), we have that
Woo (x) — Woo (y) €
YRR g C LN WY
‘ 1,6(T) — PV /BR |z — y|V+2s Y =3
and there exists Ry > 0 such that for R > R
[Ea(a) - wao) [ S
2.5(2) — Woo ( s Y| < -
RN\ Bgr |~’C - y|N+2 3
Furthermore, by (83) we have that
€
0<Bar) < [ W)U+l Ny <
RN\ Bp
for k£ > 0 and R large enough.
Note that 0 < Wy < 2¥=2% in By, where
~ RN N—2s N S
T = Vpup(ZTr) V-2 = (v ug(T) V-2 — 400 as k — +oo,
Then for any R > 0, there exists ki for any k > kg
IWellezeraqs,y < 2o (IWkll gy + IWE w5,y ) < coo(IWrllzemy +2¥7%), (3.7)
where a € (0, s) and cz9 > 0. Therefore, we conclude that
lim (—A)*Wi(z) = (—A)*Weo(x)
k—+oo
and W, is a classical solution of
(AW = WP in RY (3.8)

satisfying N
0 < Wy <2777°,

Since Wuo(0) = 1, then wy, > 0 in RY, thanks to the nonnegative property of W... By [I6 Theorem

3 ] or [I7, Theorem 4.5], problem (3.8) has no bounded positive solution since p* € (1, %fgz) This

completes the proof. O

The upper bound in Proposition Blis to obtain the Harnack inequality for singular solution of (IIJ).
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Proposition 3.2 Let u be a nonnegative solution of (I1]). Then there exists Co > 0 independent of u
such that for all r € (0, ro]

su u(x <C( inf  w(z) +||u )
EEBQRBT (#) = Co € B, \ B, (@) + 1l ”Li(RN)

If additionally u is singular at the origin, then for all r € (0, 1]

su u(z) < C inf  wu(x). 3.9
@) <G nt (@) (3.9

Proof. Note that B,, C Q for some ro > 0 and without loss of the generality, we set ro = 1. Now for
fixed 2o € RY verifying |zo| = 3, from there exists C' > 0 independent of ug such that for any ¢ € (0, 1]

sup  up(z) < C.
z€ B¢ (o)

Let
w(z) = uo(x)(1 = no(4x)) — h(z) in RY,

where 79 be a smooth function such that ng = 1 in B1(0) and 79 = 0 in RY \ By, we recall that h = 0 in
B% . Then

(—A)Y’w = |x|9u’0’*_1w + (=A)’h+ (=A)*(upno(4x)) for x € Bi(xg),
where (—A)*h > 0 in B;. Note that 0 < ugtl < ¢15 for some c¢15 > 0 independent of ug and

0 < (=A)°h(z) + (=A)(uo(x)no (4z))

IN

C22 (||h||L;(RN) + ||U0||L;(RN))

A

< 2ca2||uollL1@y)-

Then [35], Theorem 1.1] (also see [I0, Theorem 11.1]) implies that

sup uo(:c)SC’l( inf uo(:c)+||u0||Lé(RN)),

z€By(zo) z€By(z0)
which infers
sup  wug(x) < Cl( inf  wo(x) + |Juol|l prmw ) 3.10)
€ B2y \Br, ( ) 2€Bary \Brg ( || ”LS(]R ) (

by finite covering argument, the scaling property and the upper bound of wy.

Now we do the scaling:

2

up(x) = PV Sug(re)

for r € (0,]. Then u, also verifies (II)) and from Proposition B}, we have
ru(z)? 1< C for r < |z| < 2

where C' is dependent of ¢.
It follows by (BI0) that

sup  ug(x) < CO( inf  wo(z) + ||U0||L§(RN)).
z€ B, \ By B

Thanks to

we obtain ([B3]). This completes the proof. O
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3.2 Lower bound

Proposition 3.3 Let u be a nonnegative solution of (I1) with non-removable singularity

lim w(z) = +oo.
|z|—0t
Then for any 7 € (2s — N, 0)
lim wu(x)|z]”" = +o0.
|z|—0t
Proof. By contradiction, we suppose that (L) has a solution ug such that
lim inf <+
|;I|IL:(I)1+ uo(z)|x| 00
for 7 € (2s — N,0). This gives

lim sup ug(z)|z]™" < 400
|z|—0+

by Harnack inequality (3.9]).
Note that for some r > 0 and dg > 0

ub () < dola|™"" for z € B, \ {0},

where
Tp* 4+ 25 < N.
Let 9 =7 > 2s— N and
71 1= p 19 + 28,
then
2s

(r— (N —2s)) > 0.

7—1770:N—23

If 71 > 0, by Lemma 27 part (i7), we know that
ug(x) < g3 for x € B, \ {0}

which ends the proof since
lim  ug(x) = 4o0.
|z|—+o00

Ifr € (25 — N, 0], by Lemma 7] part (i), we have that
uo(z) < dq|z|™ for x € B, (0)\ {0}.

Iteratively, we recall that
Tj=prj—1+04+2s, j=1,2,---.
Note that
m—10=(P-D10+0+25s>0

2546

thanks to 79 > — =1

If 7p 4+ 0 + 2s < 74 (s, p) the proof is complete, otherwise, it follows by Lemma 27 that

uo(w) = djpa |z,

where
Tj+1 =P 15 + 25 < 75,

We claim that {7;}; is a increasing sequence and there exists jo € N such that

Tjp <0 and T7j,_1 > 0.
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In fact, for 79 > 2s — N,
Tj = Tjm1 =P (71 = Tj—2) = (p))TH (1 — 1) = +o0 as j = +oo,
which implies that the sequence {7;}; is increasing.
Thus there exists jo € N such that
Tijo <0, Tijo+1 > 0
and
(—A)’up(z) < 029,d§70|30|”0“72S in B, (0)\ {0},

then sup,co o3 uo(z) < 400 and which contradicts the fact that uo has non-removable singularity at
the origin. 0

With the help of Proposition 3] and Proposition [3.3] we are in a position to show Theorem 3]

Proof of Theorem B.Il The upper bound and lower bound follow Proposition Bl and Proposition
respectively. We complete the proof. O

4 Improved singularity

4.1 Important estimates
For R > 0, let ug be a positive solution of
(—=A)su = uP” in Bg\ {0},
u=0 in RV \ Bg, (4.1)

lim u = +oo.
|z]—0+

In this section, we will improve the isolated singularity of ug at the origin.

Theorem 4.1 For any R > 0, any positive solution uy of [{-1]) is radially symmetric, strictly decreasing
with respect to |z|.

The proof of Theorem [£1]is addressed in Appendiz B.

We consider the function
Wo = V_myttp  in RY, (4.2)

where ug is a positive solution of ([@Il), v_,,, is be a smooth, radially symmetric function non-increasing
with respect to |z| satisfying ([ZI2) with
N —2s

25

< 0.

mo = —
Direct computation shows that wg verifies

{ (—A)*wo = v_meul) — Lgug +Qrug  in Bg\ {0},

(4.3)
wy =0 in RN\ Bg,

where
Q1(z) = (=A) v—m, (@)

and

L) = exs /RN (uo<x>—uo@'/;)_(v?;'m(i)_U_mo(y))dy.
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Lemma 4.1 Let ug be a nonnegative classical solution of ({-1)), wo be given in (4.2) and

F(x) = v_mouf — Luo + Qiug in Bp. (4.4)

1

For any ko € (0, (—B_ym,)7 1), there exists ¥ € (0, min{%, & }] such that if

|2st(

uo(x) < kKol —In|z))™ in 0<|z| <T,

then
F(z) <0 for € B\ {0} (4.5)

and ug is bounded.

Proof. We see that the functions v_,,,, ug are radially symmetric and decreasing with respect to ||
by the definition of v_,,, and Theorem [Tl Thus, we have that

(uo(x) = uo(y)) (Vomy (&) = vomo (y)) >0 if |y # |2|

and
—Lgsug < 0.

From the upper bound of g in our assumption, we have that for 0 < |z| < min{%, e%}
Vomo (2)ufy () < K (=Info]) 2|7
Using (ZTI5]), we have that

N—-2s
2s

(=AY v_ppy — B,m0|:c|_28(f In |z|) - < 024|:c|_28(7 1n|z|)N;SZS 2 Vo< |z| < ro.

Thus, for any € > 0, there exists 7 € (0, min{£, ro}) such that

Q1(x) < (B, + )]z (~Infa) =~ for 0< |2| <7, (4.6)
where B_,,, < 0. This implies that for 0 < |z| < T
Qu(z)uo(w) < ko(B-mo + €)(—Infa|)~ [~
Note that
Vot + Quug — Latig < ko(KE '+ By + €)(—In|z)) "Mz ™V, z € B:\ {0}

by an appropriate choice of € could taking Iizo)*_l + B_p, +€ <0 and that ko < (—B_mo)rlfl. Thus, we
have that FF < 0 in By \ {0} and F = max{F,0} is bounded in B \ {0}, where Fy = max{F,0}.
Denote G;|[f] the Green operator of f € L'(Bg) by

Gslfl(z) = ; Gs(z,y)f(y)dy for x € Bg,

where G(-, ) is the Green kernel of (—A)* subject to the zero Dirichlet condition in RV \ Bg. There is
some cg4 > 0 independent of R such that G4 (z,y) < coslr — y|>*= for o # y. Here we refer to [I8] for
the properties of Green kernel. Thus G4[F.] is bounded.

From Lemma [21] we have that

0 < wo(z) < Gu[Fy](x).
Consequently,
uo(z) < (—Infz[)™™° in B\ {0}.
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For some 7/ € (2s — N,0) and ca4 > 0, we have:
uo(z) < coslz|”  in By \ {0} (4.7)
Now we prove that ug is bounded. If not, we can assume that

lim sup ug(z) = +o00,
|z|—0+

which implies by the Harnack inequality Proposition B.2] that

lim wup(z) = +o0
|| =0+

From Theorem Bl we have that ,
lim wugp(z)|z|™" = +oo,
i uo(a)ls

which contradicts [@7). So ug is bounded. O

To improve the upper bound, we need to consider the Liouville type theorem for the fractional Poisson
problem with a weak Hardy potential

4.8
u>0 in RV \ Bg,, (48)

where Ry € (0,2] and f : Bg, \ {0} — R is Holder continuous locally in Bg, \ {0}.

Lemma 4.2 Letv > 0, and f be a nonnegative function such that f € CIBOC(BRl\{O}) for some B € (0,1).
The homogeneous problem (4-8) has no positive solution if

liminf f(z)|zY (~In|z|)' T =© > 0. (4.9)
|z|—0t
Proof. By contradiction, we assume that problem ([LJ]) has a positive solution ug.

From the assumption ([@3), we take

€ (—00,0). (4.10)

Let us set: -

liminf f(2)|z|Y (= In|z|) =™ = 2k,

|| =0+
then there exists r1 € (0, min{rg, Ro}) such that

f(x) > kolz| ™M (=In|z[)™ =1 for 0< |z| <,
where B,,, > 0 for m; < 0. Let Wy be the solution of
(=A)*u = kola| N (~ In]a)™ 1y, in Bg, \ {0}, (411)
uw=0 in RN\ Bpg,, '

where x, is the characterized function of By,. By direct comparison with wn,, (Ry") and Lemma 24
with m = my and D,,, < 0, by re-choice of r; if necessary, we have that

ko

miy

Wo(l') Z

|25~ (= In|z[)™ for 0 < || < ry.

Then Lemma [2.J] implies that
ko

up(z) > Wo(z) > B

|22~ (= In|z[)™ for 0< |z| <
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and now let

ko
ko —
0 Bml,
then
v B S
7|x|25(—1n|x|)u0(z> > kovlz| N(f1n|:r|) = for 0 < x| <y

So we have that
(=A)*ug > (ko + kov)|z| ™™ (= In|z[)™ 1 for 0 < |z| < 1.
Then by Lemma 2] again, we have that
ug > kiWy  for 0 < |z| < Ro,

where _
ko + k
_ ot oy oY

k
! B, B,

ko

and then for 0 < |z| < rq

v B .
Ty @ 2 kkole ™ (= lnfa)™

By repeating the above procedure, we have that

ug >k, Wy for 0<|z| <ry,

where y
k, =k —kn_1.
0+ Bon. 1
Note that
v v
kn —kn1=—=——(kn—1 —kn_o) = "ko = ko,
=B (kn—1 2) (Bml) 0o = ko

where ﬁ = 1 by the choice of my in [@I0) and B,,, = C.(0)m;. Then

k, — 400 as n — +o00o,

which implies that ug blows up in B,, and we obtain a contradiction. (|

4.2 TIsolated singularity of (I.1])

Lemma 4.3 Let h be a nonnegative function in C%(Bag,) N LL(RN) with 0 > 2s and ug be a positive
singular solution of (Il) such that

N—2s

lim sup uo (z)(|z|(— In |z]) %) < +oo.

|z| =0t

Then for r1 € (0, %], there exists m > 0 such that problem (1) with r = r1 has a positive singular
solution uy such that

ug(z) — (= In|z))™ ™ <wuy(z) <wug(z) in By, \ {0}.
Proof. From the upper bound assumption, there exists co5 > 0 such that

ug(z) < cos|z|* N (= In|z[)™ for 0 < |z| < 1.
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Let
vo =ug in RYN.

We denote v, the solution of
(=A)*v, = Ui—l in By, \ {0},
v =0 in R\ By, (4.12)

i @ =0

Obviously, we have that
(7A)S(’Ul - ’Uo) S 0

and the comparison principle implies that 0 < v; < vg in RY \ {0}. Inductively, the mapping

neN— v,

is decreasing. Therefore, by stability results [12] Theorem 2.4] (also see [I1, Lemma 4.3] for bounded
sequence) and the regularity result [I2, Theorem 2.1], the limit of {v,}, v exists,

im0, (z) = veo(z) for any x € RV \ {0},

n—+oo
then vy is a solution of [@Il) and it verifies that
0< v <vy in RN\{O}.
Let v1 = vy — vy, then
(=A)°1, <0 in B, \ {0}

and

n=uy in RY \ B, lim 1/1(x)|gc|N*2S =0.
|z]—0+

Then there exists My > 0 depending on 7; such that

0< 1/1(1') < M.

For n=2,3,---, denote
Vp = Un—1 — Un,

then
(~A)w(x) = vi_y(2) =l ()
< o T @vana(@) < 7 el (o) v ().

In particular, we have that
(—A)va() < s Mola] 2 (— Infa]) .
Let r < e% and then for —Inry > 2 and ¢y > 0, there exists m > 0 such that
(—=A)vy(z) < eolz| (= 1In|z|)™ for 0 < |z| < ry.

Here m > 0 is chosen such that X
€ > (— 1nr1)7m+1c§571M0.

Note that for 0 < |z| < 7y
(=A)wmsi(z) = —Buarle["* (= Infz])™ + O1)|2|~* (= In|a)"

2 (7Bm+1 - 60)|x|72s(7 1n|x|)m,
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where —B,,11 > 3¢9 > 0 since m + 1 > 0.
Therefore, we have that
0 < vo(x) < My(—1In|z)™,

where
€0 1

= < =
—Bmi1—€e 2

By repeating the above process, we can obtain that

M,y

0 <vp(x) < M,(—1In |z|)m+1,

where . . N
M, = M, _ o _ ( 0 ) .
"B — €0 Bri1 — €0
Since
€0
0< —— < =,
Bry1—€ 2
then
+o0
vy > Ueo(x) > wolx) — Vp ()
n=1
— €0 " m—+1
> — —1
> wfe) =Y (groe) (el
n=1
> wolx) — (— 1n|z|)m+1.
Which completes the proof. |

Proof of Theorem LIl Our proof is divided into two parts.
Part I: the Ball Q = By and h = 0. Let ug be a positive solution of (II]) and recall that

N—2s

Ky = Bul

Set e
k:liminfuo(x)(|z|(fln|z|)g) —2s

|z|—0t

(4.13)
If £ =0, from the Harnack inequality, we have that

1\ N—2s
1' 71 s = 0
|I|1n%) uo(x)(|z|( n|xl)?2 )

and Lemma [T implies that ug is bounded.
So if up has a non-removable singularity at the origin, the Harnack inequality implies

i ) = 4o

then we have that & > 0.

Now we claim

k<K
In fact, if
ke (Kg, 400,
letting
. k—Ks
0 — 2’C5 ’



then by Lemma [Z] there exists r1 € (0, e%) such that

)QSiN for 0 <[z <,

uo(x) > Ky (14 eo)(|2](— In |z[) 2

then for 0 < |x| <7

ub (@) > K2 (14 eo)” (Jaf(—Infzf)2) "

= Buo(1+ )" (|2](~ In]af)3) .

Therefore, uq verifies that

) By, .
(—A)*uw0 = gEthEpto +f i By \ {0}, (4.14)
UOZO in RN\BTO,
where
- B
—1 m — mo—
F) = (7 — e ey ) Ho@) = eolel N (= Injal)o
Then

liminf f(2)]z|Y (= In|z[)' =™ >0
|z| =0t

and a contradiction arises Lemma with v = B,,,, from which problem ([IZ]) has no such positive
solution. Therefore we obtain that k& < KC,.

Set
r = limsup ug(z) (|z|(— In |x|)2Ls)N_28. (4.15)
|z|—0+
Let us prove that
Kk > Ks.
In fact, if
Kk < Ks,
letting
. {ICS — K 1}
€1 =minq ———, -
1 2’C5 ) 4 )
then by Lemma (20 there exists 1 € (0, Z) such that
1\25s—N
uo(2) < By (1 — €1)(|@|(— In |z])27) for 0 < |z| <,
then for 0 < |x| <7
- -N

uf (@) < Bh,(1—e)? (a|(~Infa])*)

Set

p*—l)
So € (0, 1 R

then for r; small enough,
(—A)’wp, (z) > Bmo(l — 61)50|$|7N(— 1n|:1:|)7% for 0 < |z| <ry,

since Dy, < 0. Then by Lemma 26, there exists r2 € (0,71] such that

2s—N

g < B (1 — €1)P %0 (Jaz|(— In |]) %) for 0 < |z| < s,
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and then
uf (2) < KE (1= )" @) (a] (= In[a)30) "
By repeating the above procedure, there exists r, > 0 such that

2s—N

ug < Ks(1 = e1) (||(— In|a]) =) for 0 < |z| <,

where

*

to=p* and t, =p*(th—1— s0).

Note that
tn - tnfl = p* (tnfl - tn72) == (p*)n_l(tl - tO)
= ()" (" —so—1) = +o0 as n — 4o,

then there exists n; € N such that Ks(1 — €)' < &, which contradicts (ZI5]) when n > n;.
Now we conclude that

0 < liminf u(z)(|z|(= In|z]) )N 2 < K, < limsupu(z)(|z|(— In|z]) )V < 4o0.
|z]—0+ |z]—0+

However, if lim sup u(z)(|z|(— In |z|) 2 )N ~2% = 400, the Harnack inequality (3) implies that

|z|—0t

lim inf u(2)(|2|(— In |:I:|)i)N*25 = +oo0.
|z|—0t

Therefore, by the Harnack inequality

ICC‘_Z = l‘iz?lj&fu(z)qﬂ(*ln|z|)ﬁ)N72sSICS
< limsupu(z)(|z|(— In|z])2 )N 2 < K,Co.

|z|—0t
By the scaling technique, the classification of singularities for positive solutions of (II]) holds in any
ball B,.
Part II: General domain. In general bounded domain 2

By CQcC Bg,.
Let ug be a positive solution of (II]) such that

li = .
i, wale) = +o0

Note that the argument of the upper bound doesn’t use the radially symmetric property of Theorem 1]
so we have that

ko < limsup uo(z)|z|Y 2% (= In |z|) ™™ < +oo.
|| =0+

By contradiction, we set
lim inf u(z) 2|V 725 (= In|z|) =™ = 0.

|z|—0t
By Lemma 3] problem (@I with R = Ry has a positive singular solution u; such that
uo (@) — e (= In|z[)" <ui(z) <uolw), x € By, \ {0}
for some m > 0 and ¢, > 0. Then there holds

lim sup uy (z)]2|V 72 (= In|z) 7™ > K,

|z| =0+
and
liminf uy (2)]2|V =25 (= In|z)~™ =0,
|z]—0+
which are impossible with our above argument when Q2 = Bp,. O
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5 Existence of singular solutions

5.1 First singular solution

N—2s
2s

From Proposition 2] with m = mg = — <0,

mo(mo — 1)

Bmo = mOC;(O) > 0, Dmo = 5

¢/ (0) <0,

recalling that
Wy (2) = 227N (~Infa])™  for z € B, \ {0},

there exists m € (0,79) such that for 0 < |z| <
(=A) Wiy (2) = Bl ™ (= Infa)™ ™" + Dpyo |~ (— In [y~
+O() ||~ (= Inaf)m0?

< Bl ™V (= In fz])mo
Recall that oo
’CS = Bmgs bl
then wy,, verifies that
(=A)* (Kswm,y) < (Kswimo)”  in By, \ {0} (5.1)

Proposition 5.1 Let N > 2s, then for r € (0,r1] problem

—A)su = uP in B, \ {0},
( \ (0} o)
u=0 in RV \ B,
has a positive singular solution u, verifying for some m > 0
—Kr? N (= Inr)™ < up(x) — Kol N (=In|z))™ < cor|z|** N (= In|z])m0 1,
where co7 > 0 is independent of r.
Moreover, the mapping r € (0,71] — u, is increasing.
Proof. Let
vy = KsWp, in RN

and we first show that

—A)Su = uP” in B, 0},

(-2) A H0) .

u =1 in RV\ B,,
has a solution wu,, verifying
lim ., (z)]z|N 72 (= In|z|) "™ = K,.
|| —0+
To this end, we set
Do 1 Bmo—1—Bm
e (()7 : _ 0 , = 0 0 )’
“ min{ — =%, 5 Bomg—1 + 1 }

where By,,—1 — Bm, = —C.(0) > 0. For 71 > 0, we re-choose it smaller if necessary, there holds that for

0< x| <m

(—=A)%vo() K | 7N (= I Ja] )07 4 K (D + €))7 (= lnfa])™ 2

IN

0} (2) + K (Do + €1)]2] 7 (= In[a]) ™2,

where we recall that D,,, = WC;’(O) <0.
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Inductively, we denote vy, (also use the notation v, , if r is replaced by r) the solution of

(~A)w, =v?_, in By, \ {0},

Up = g in RV \ B,,,

li n N—-2s _ 0.
Jim on (@)l

Obviously, we have that
(—A)s(vl — ’Uo) Z 0

and the comparison principle implies that v; > vy in RY \ {0}. Inductively, the mapping
néeN— v,

is increasing.
Set v1 = v1 — vg, then

(—A)'v1 < Ko(=Ding + )27 (=Infa[)™ ™ in By, \ {0}

and
rv1=0 in RN\BT, lim V1($)|$|N_28 =0.
2| =0+

By the comparison Principle, we have that
0 <wi(x) < Zifa[** N (= In fz)™0

where .(_D
7, = KelPmo b 01),
Bmofl — €1
For n =2,3,---, denote
Up = Up — Un_q1 in RY \ {0}.

If p* <2
(—A)wa(z) = o} () —vf (2) < oF Ma)vi(z)
< (UoJer)p* 1(95)’/1@)
< ) THavi(z) + o (2);
if p* > 2

(—A)wa(z) < (vo+v1)" Nz (2)

< o) TN (x) + 2070 P (2) + 22 (@),

In the case p* < 2, for 0 < |z| < r1 one has that

Bm
0<n(r) < Z1o M0 |g25=N(1In |z[)mo-1
Biny—1 — €1
zv .
+ 1 |1,|257N(7 1n|1‘|)(m071)p +1

B(m071)p*+1 — €

Zolw[** N (= Infal)™ 7,

IN

where
B,

e —_—
2 1 Bt — 1 + €
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and we used the fact that
(mofl)p*+1<m071.

In the case p* > 2, for 0 < |z| <

B, . X
0< (@) < Zig—"—[ef" N (=In|e])" " + 2 22 "N (= In o))"
mo—1 — €1
* Zij* 25— N (mo—1)p*+1
+2r" ( Y122 (= n fa (o0
B(m071)p*+1 — €

< ZofeP N (= Infalymo ",
By iterating the above process, we can obtain that

0 < V() < Zp|2** N (= In|z)™,

where B B
ln= T (B ) = (B )"
! Bm0—1 — €1 ! ! Bm0—1 — €1 !
Note that
0 < Bin +
— ‘e
Bmgfl — €1 !
- Bing—1 — Bmo — €1Bmo—1 + €1 + 6%
Bm0—1 — €1
By —
< 1 (Bmo—l - Bmo)(l - Q(Bmotll-fl)) +er <1
- Bino—1 — €1 ,

where the last inequality holds by the choice of ¢;. Then we have that

v <vn(@) < vol@)+ Y val)

IN

(i( P +61) )|$|257N(_1H|(E|)m071

n=1

< wo(x) + v(x),

where

(z) = Zl(io (35'7”“’61 + 61)n)|z|25_N(fln|x|)m°_1 for z € By, \ {0}.

n—1 mo—1 —

Therefore, by stability results [12, Theorem 2.4] (also see [I1, Lemma 4.3] for bounded sequence) and
the regularity result [I2, Theorem 2.1], the limit of {v,} exists, denoting v,, .,

lim v, (2) = v, 00o(z) in RV {0},

n—-+oo
then vy, o is a solution of (53) and it verifies that
vy < Ury,00 <wvo+v in RY \ {0}’

which implies that

lim v, N=25(—nfz|) ™™ = K.
Jim v @)Y (= In )
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For r < rq,
(=A)sv,, =P in B, \ {0},

rn
Urn = Vg in RV \ B,,
lim vy, (2)|z[N 72 =0

|z| =0+

has a unique solution v, ,. By the comparison principle, there holds
Vpn < v, in RV {0}
and then the limit of {v,,} exists, denoting v, «,
Voo < Upy 0o I RN \ {0}.

Thanks to the nonnegative property of vg, the function vy, o, the solution of (53], is a super solution
of (B2) for r € (0,r1]. Moreover, vy, o — vy, 0(r1) is a sub solution of (5.2]). Repeat above arguments,
(52) has a solution u,, such that

Ury,0 — Url,O(rl) S Upy S Ury,00 S Ury,0 +v in Brl \ {0}

For 0 < r < 7y, comparison principle implies that if v, ; < v,, 1 and inductively, we obtain tha t
Vr o < Up, o and the order could be kept, that is, then

Uy < upy,  for r <.

This completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.1 Let N > 2, then for r € (0, =] problem

’e

—Ay =y~ in B, \ {0},
u=20 on 0B,

has a positive singular solution u, verifying for some m > 0
N
2

KN ()T < up@) — Kilz2 N (= Injz)) T < corle2 N (= Injz)) " F,

where ca7 > 0 is independent of r.
Moreover, the mapping r € (0, 2] — u, is increasing.

Proof. Let n
vo(z) = [z[* N(=Infz[)= in By \{0}

and direct computation shows that
~Avg = (=Infz))T (=AY
—2V[z2V V(= lnfa)F — 2PN (-A)(~lnfz)
(N —2)?

= V(-2 E -

2

N(N +2)
4

2| N (= n|z)) "=,

which gives a sub solution of

{ —Au=u¥= in B, \ {0}, (5.5)

U = Vg on 0B,.

for r € (0, %).
By a similar iterative procedure of Proposition 5. we can construct a desired solution wu,.. (|
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5.2 Infinitely many solutions

Lemma 5.1 Let u, be the solution of (52) obtained in Proposition [51], then
() — Ko|z?* N (= In|z))™0 | < coolz?* N (=In|z])mo VP L for z e Bz \ {0},

where cag > 0 depends on r and
(mo—1)p*+1<my—1.

Proof. From Proposition 5] problem (5.2]) has a positive singular solution w,. verifying

ur(@) = Ksla** N (= Infz])™

< esolz[* N (=In|z))™"t for z € B\ {0},

where c3p > 0 depends on r.
Then we have for x € Br \ {0}:

T e O O e e R G Y R

and

*

|(=2)" (1 = Kswomy) (@) = [ @) = K2 Jal = (= fa)™o !

IN

carfa| N (= In []) (o7,
which, by Lemma 2.6 implies that

|2$—N( (mo—l)p*-i-l.

U — Kgpm| < cz2| —In|z|)

This completes the proof.

(5.6)

O

Proof of Theorem Lemma 5] shows that for any r < rq, problem (5.2) has a positive singular

solution w,. verifying that for 0 < |z| < r
e () = Ko~ (= I Jal)™ | < caplal?* = (— In ) (o =7 1,
Next we perform the following scaling:
w(x) = 1> Nu, (17 z) for x € RN\ {0}.
Then wu; is a singular solution of

(—A)°u = uP” in By \ {0},
u=0 in RV \ By,.

Note that for |z| > 0 sufficiently small,

ICS|:L'|257N(IHZ —In|z|)™ = ’CS|:L'|257N(7 In |z])™° + Ksmo(Inl) |:c|257N(7 In |$|)m071

+O(1) |2 (= In |z )™ 2.
From (5.7), we have that as |z| — 0T

w(@) = Kz (=Infa))™ = Kemo(inl) |z[** (= In]a])m ™!

+O(1)|z|25*N(7 In |z|)max{m0721(m071)p*+1},

where max{mgy — 2, (mo — 1)p* +1} < mo — 1.

34

(5.7)



If we choose [ > 0 such that [ = 1, then

(—A)su = uP” in By \ {0},
u = 0 in RN \ Bl

has a sequence of solutions {u;}; satisfy that
(@) = Kl 7N (= Infa])™ = Ksmo(nl) [z~ (= In |z])™ 7 (1 + o(1)) for |z] — 07,
where mg — 1 = —2%. This completes the proof. 0

Proof of Corollary .11 From Corollary 5.1}

{ ~Au=u¥2 in B, \ {0},

(5.10)
u=20 on 0B,.

has a solution u, for r € (0, %) such that

K2 N (= Inr) T < up@) — Kilz2 N (= Injz)) T < corlz2 N (= Injz)) " F,

where co7 > 0 is independent of r.
For r € (0, e%), we do the scaling

w(z) =1V "2u,.(17'2), =€ By\{0}.

The rest of the proof is omitted here. O

A Appendix: The constant C.(0) and £

We show that N
()T (s)

CL(0) = —227! (A.11)

In fact,

N+T)+ln1"(28_T T N —2s+71

InCs(r) = 2sln2+1InTY(

and then

1 N+71 1 2s—71 1 T 1 N—28+T))

Clr) = Cu(n)(FU(—5T) = Ul

sl F(—N;T)F(%;T) <1/)(N+7') B 1/)(25 — T) B 7/’(N — 25+T))
1—‘(—%) I‘(N_225+T) 2 2 2
+22571F(N;T)F(2527T) v(=3)
N(TEE) T(-3)
where v is the Digamma function, i.e. 1(t) = I;((f)). Note that the term
N+ 2s — T N —2s+T1

W) - (D) — e ()

is uniformly bounded as s — 1+
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By properties of Gamma function and Digamma function, we have that

1T 1
I'(=3) 2Id-3)
and
T T T
— Y =u(l1=-=< z
V(=5) =91 -5)+3
then .
lim d’(*?) -1
70 F(7§)
and
DA (255T) 1 N+ 25 — T
: / 25—1 7: 2 2 . _
i Ci(r) = 27 iy — B iy s (05 ) — ()
N—-2s+7 25—1 1 F(N;T)F(%T_T) . P(=3)
—p(———)) + 2% lim (mm STy
— 22571F(%)F(22_5)
T N—QS)
2
Next we prove that
N —2)2\ 572
lim K, = (( ) ) : (A.12)
s—1— 2
Notice that
T(NY(2s N _9 N—SZS
K, = (225—1 (2}37§2) 5) P ,
NG 2s
where
DEN(E)N -2 N
i (2 AR 2y T
o N(&=) 2 (%57

B Appendix: Radial symmetry

Our method of moving planes is motivated by [22] to deal with the solution w has possibly singular at
the origin. For the moving planes of integral equations, we refer to [I617]. For singular solutions, we use
a direct moving plane method from [22] and we need the following variant Maximum Principle for small
domain.

Lemma B.1 [22, Corollary 2.1] Let O be an open and bounded subset of RN . Suppose that ¢ : Q — R
is in L°(0) and w € L= (RY) is a classical solution of

—(—A)Yw(z) < p(x)w(x), z=€O,
(—A)w(z) < p(r)w(z) (B.1)
w(zx) >0, x € 0°.
Then there is 6 > 0 such that whenever |O~| < 6, w has to be non-negative in O, where O~ = {x €

O | w(z) < 0}.
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Now, we use the moving plane method to show the radial symmetry and monotonicity of positive
solutions to equation ([IJ). For simplicity, we denote

EA:{.T:(.Tl,.T/)EBl |.T1 >)\}, (BQ)

ur(@) = u(zx) and  wi(z) = ua(z) —u(@), (B.3)
where A € (0,1) and z\ = (2\ — z1,2’) for z = (z1,2') € RY and By = By \ {0}. For any subset A of
RV we write Ay = {z) : € A}.

On the contrary, suppose that ¥ = {x € Xy | wx(x) < 0} # 0 for A € (0,1). Let us define

n _ wx(z), xeXy, B4
i (@) {o, z €RV\ T} (B4)
and
0, z € Xy,
= pr— B.5

Hence, vy (z) = wy(z) —wy (z) for all z € RV. It is obvious that (2A,0,---,0) € £}, since lim wu(x) =

|| =0+
+00.
Lemma B.2 Assume that ¥\ # 0 for 0 < X <1, then
(=A)’wy () <0, VzeX). (B.6)

Proof. By direct computation, for z € X}, we have

_ wy () —wy (2) / wy(z)
—A)S — AN AN g — A g
carus) = [ S LR
wy(2)
- R g,
/<61\<61>A>u<<61>x\61> | — 2|2

—/ 711}/\(2) dz—/ 711}/\(2) dz
E\SHUENE), [T — 2 V2 (=5 [T — 2N

- L —IL— I
We estimate these integrals separately. Since uw = 0 in (B1)y \ By and uy = 0 in By \ (B1)a, then

wy(z)

I, = A\
1 ) |z — 2| N+2s

/ dz
(Bi\(B1)x)U((B1)A\B1

ux(2) / u(z)
- ) g, 2 g,
/(Bl)A\Bl |z — 2|V H2e Bi\(B.)x |7 — 2N T2

_ / (=)( ! ! )dz >0
= (BI)A\Bl’U/Az |SC*Z|N+25 |:L'*Z/\|N+25 z 2 U,

since uy > 0 and |z — 25| > |z — 2| for all z € ¥} and z € (B1)x \ Bi.

In order to decide the sign of Iy we observe that wy(zy) = —wy(z) for any 2 € RY. Then,
wy(z)
12 = / B . 7|zfz|N+2SdZ
(EANZ)UEANE )

wx(2) / wx(2x)
- s NGOV
/EA\EA |z — 2N +2s sas; [T — 2V

1 1
= wy (2)( - — -)dz
/EA\EA |z — 2N 425 |z — 23 [N H2s

= 0,
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since wy > 0in X\ \ X} and |z — 2| > |z — z| for all z € ¥} and z € ¥ \ X .
Finally, since wy(z) < 0 for z € ¥}, we deduce

w () wx(2))
I = / N7 N / A g,
(55 |7 —2|NH2 sy o — 2V F2

wy(2)
= — ——<—-dz > 0.
/X:)\ |z — 2y |NT2s

The proof is complete. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem [£1l Our purpose is to show the radial symmetry and decreasing monotonicity and
we divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1: We prove that if A is close to 1, then wy > 0 in Xy. First we show that wy > 0 in Xy, i.e. X}
is empty. By contradiction, we assume that 3, # (. Now we apply (B.f) and linearity of the fractional
Laplacian to obtain that, for z € X7,

(=A)"wy (z) = (=A) wa(@) = (=A) ur(z) — (—=A) u(=). (B.7)
Combining with (B.) and (B.4), for z € X}, we have
(—A) wy (2) (=A)%ur(x) = (=A)u(x)

—df () + ¥ (z) = —p(z)w} (z),

where

_ (ua (@) = (u(@)”
olz) = ux(z) —u(x)

For z € X1 C X5 C RY\ B,(0), ux(z) < u(x). Moreover, there exists My > 0 such that

, YxeXy.

llull oo 3\ By (0)) < M.

Due to h € C'(R), there exists c3; > 0 dependent of A such that
||‘P||Loo(z;) < ¢c31- (B.8)

Note that My — oo as A — 0, since lim wu(z) = co.
|z|—0t

Therefore, for z € X} and then
—(=A)*wi(z) < p(x)wi (z), VzeXj.

Moreover, wy” = 0 in (¥} )¢. Choosing A € (0,1) close enough to 1 we have |X} | is small and we apply
Lemma [BJ] to obtain that
wy=wy >0 in Xj,
which is impossible. Thus,
w) 2 0 in 2)\.

Now we claim that for 0 < A < 1, if wy > 0 and wy #Z 0 in X, then wy > 0 in X). Assuming the
claim is true, we complete the proof. Since the function w is positive in B; and v = 0 on 0B1, w) is
positive on 0B; N JX and then wy # 0 in Xj.

Now we prove the claim. Suppose on the contrary that there exists 2o € X such that wy(z¢) = 0,
ie. ux(zo) = u(zp). Then

(=AY wxr(zo) = (—A) ur(zo) — (—A)°u(xg) = 0. (B.9)
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On the other hand, let K = {(x1,2") € RY | 21 > A\}. Noting wy(z)) = —w(z) for any z € RY and

wx(zo) = 0, we deduce
wy(z wy(z
_/ )\(1\)/+2sdz_/ )\(Z\)Hr?sdz
Ky |20 — 2| RN\, [T0 — 2|
_/ walz) _/ wam)
Ky, |:CO _ Z|N+2s Ky |1.0 _ Z)\|N+2S
1 1
/I()\ (2) [zo — 2|NT25  Jzg — 25|V 28

The fact |zg — z)| > |zo — 2| for z € K , wa(z) > 0 and wy(z) Z 0 in K yield

(—=A) wa (o)

(7A)S’w)\(:60) < 0,

which contradicts (B.9)), completing the proof of the claim.

Step 2: We prove A\ := inf{\ € (0,1) | wx >0 in X5} = 0. Were it not true, we would have Ay > 0.
Hence, wy, > 0 in Xy, and wy, #Z 0 in Xy,. The claim in Step 1 implies wy, > 0 in X,,.

Next we claim that if wy > 0 in Xy for A € (0,1), then there exists € € (0, A/4) such that wy, > 0
in ¥, where Ac = A — e > 3\/4. This claim directly implies that Ay = 0, which contradicts to the fact
Ao > 0.

Now we prove the claim. Let D, = {z € X | dist(z,0X)) > p} for g > 0 small. Since wy > 0 in Xy
and D,, is compact, there exists po > 0 such that wy > po in D,,. By the continuity of wy(z), for e > 0
small enough and Ac = A — ¢, we have that wy_(z) > 0 in D,. Therefore, ¥\ C X \ D, and |} |is
small if € and p are small. Using (B.6]) and proceeding as in Step 1, we have for all 2 € X, that

(=A)ywy (z) = (=4)%ux ()
(=A)%ux, (z)

= p(@)uwy ().

€

- = (A)u(z) = (=4) wy (2)

(=A)*u(z)

Y

€

By ([B8), if A\c > 3)\/4, p(z) is controlled by some constant dependent of A.
Since wy = 0 in (X3 )¢ and [E3 | is small, for € and p small, Lemma [B.] implies that wy, > 0 in

Y. - Combiﬁing with Ae > 0 and wy, # 0 in X,_, we obtain wy, > 0 in Xy . The proof of the claim is
finished.

Step 3: By Step 2, we have \g = 0, which implies that w(—x1,2’) > wu(xy,2’) for 3 > 0. Using
the same argument from the other side, we conclude that u(—x1,2") < w(xq,2’) for 1 > 0 and then
u(—x1,2") = u(xy,2’) for 1 > 0. Repeating this procedure in all directions we see that v is radially
symmetric.

Finally, we prove u(r) is strictly decreasing in € (0,1). Let us consider 0 < 1 < 7; < 1 and let
A= ”“—JQ”“ As proved above we have

wy(x) >0 for x €3y

Then
0<’LUA(§1,0,"',O) = Uk(gl,o,"',o)—U(.,’fl,o,"',o)
= wu(x,0,---,0) —u(Z1,0,---,0),
ieu(x1,0,---,0) > u(x1,0,---,0). From the radial symmetry of v and decreasing in the direction ﬁ, we
can conclude the monotonicity of u. O
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C Non-existence in the whole space

Let L}, be the fractional Hardy operator defined by

LB
L5 = (—A)®
W ( )*+ |25
for s € (0,1) and
FQ(NJrQs)
L 2s 4
B> o = —2 FQ(NZQS

It is shown in [I5] that for u > po the equation
Liu=0 in RY\ {0}
has two distinct radial solutions
|$|7—7(37N) if n > Lo

q)s,,u(l') = N-—2s In (L

and Ty, (z) = |z| &),
2|2 |m|) it p=po

where 7_ (s, u) < 74 (s, u) verifies that
T_(s,p0) + 74 (s,u) =28 — N for all p > po,
T*(Svﬂo) :TJr(SvMO) = QSng T*(Sao):ZS*Nv TJr(SvO) :07

lim 7_(s,u) =—N and lm 74(s,u) =2s.

H—r—+00 p—>+o00

For simplicity, we put 7o = 74 (s, 1), 7— = 7— (s, ).

Theorem C.1 Let > po and p € (1,pj,], where

=14 L
pu B —T- (Sa ,U/) '
Then problem
(-A)*u=uP in RV \ {0} (C.1)

has no positive solution.

Note that the mapping u € [ug, +00) — p;, is strictly decreasing. Particularly, p;, = % for u =0 and

— NA2 —
P = N3, for u=po.

C.1 Basic estimates

Lemma C.1 Let pp > po, O is a bounded domain containing the origin and nonnegative function f €
C? (RN \ O) for some B € (0,1). The homogeneous problem

loc

{[,Zu >f in R_N\O, ©2)

vw>0 in O

has no positive solution if

lim f(@)|z** ™ Ndz = +o0.
T4 B (0)\ By (0)

Particularly, the above assumption could be replaced by

liminf f(x)|z[**~7 > 0.
|z|—=+o0
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Proof. Let us be positive solution of (C.2)) and denote by

O = {:I: eRY: 2 ¢ O} and  u¥(z) = |:I:|25_Nuf(i for x € O*.

P o
Clearly, (RV \ {0})* = RV \ {0} and the Kelvin transformation is the following

xT

(=A)suf(z) = 2| 72N ((—A) uy) (W) for z € OF.

Therefore, u! is a super solution of

Loub(a) > 22N f(@) i OF,

where f(z) = f(i%s).
Note that there exists 1 > 0 such that

B, (0) c O U {0}.

Note that for r > % >0

& —25—N+T S—T}p—
/ A | F()lyl?=m+ N dy
By (0\B1(0) |7 B (0\B 1 (0)

— 400 as r — +oo.

The contradiction follows by [I5, Theorem 1.3]. We complete the proof.

Lemma C.2 Let i > po, € R and ug be a positive solution of (19) in RN \ Q, then

lim inf g (x)]z|Y 2 > 0.
|z|—=+o0

Proof. Let f = QuP, then there exists £g > 0 and 1 > ro > 0 such that
f>eo in By \B,,.
Our problem reduces to -
(=A)Yu>f in RN\ Q,
u>0 in .
Let "
v (x) = |x|25*NU(?) for z € OF,
x
and direct computation shows that

(—A)*vf(z) = IwI‘QS‘Nf(ﬁ) in B\ {0},

Then Maximum principle shows that
v*(z) > c30  in Bi\ {0},
which implies that
uo(ﬁ) > esleN7% i By \ {0}

and then
ug(x) > 032|£E|257N in RY \ Ba,

where 74 +7_ =25 — N.
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Lemma C.3 Let2s+60 >0, 19 <0

25+ 06
pE [1, 1+ ot >

—To

and {1j}; be the sequence generated by

Tj=2s+0+prj_1 for j=1,2,3---.

(C.7)

Then {7;}; is an increasing sequence of numbers and for any T > 1o there exists jo € N such that

Tjp =T and Tj,-1 <T.
Proof. For pe (0,1+ @), we have that
0
Tm—To=2a+T7(p—1)>0

and ‘
T =71 =p(Tjo1 — Tj—2) = P’ (1 — 7o),

which imply that the sequence {7;}; is increasing and our conclusions are obvious.

Lemma C.4 Assume that p > po, O, = RN \ Bi1, the nonnegative function g €

B € (0,1) and there exist T € (1—,74), ¢33 > 0 and r35 > 0 such that
g(x) > ea3lx|77%% in O,
Let ug be a positive solution of problem
KfLng in O,, ©w>0 in RN\OT,

then there exists csq4 > 0 such that
ug(x) > caalz|” in Oy.

Proof. For 7 € (17—, 1), we have that
s T _ T—25 N
Ly |2[" = bs(7)|z] in R™A {0},

where bs(7) > 0.
In the case O = By \ {0}, we use the function

w(@) = |2|” o™ n R\ {0}

as a sub solution
Lou= cs(T)|z|77%% in By \ {0}, u<0 in RV \ By,

where ¢4(7) > 0. Then our argument follows by comparison principle.
When O = RY \ By, we use the function

w(@) = |2 — o[ in RY\ {0}

as a sub solution - -
Liu= cs(T)|z]77%  in RV \ By, w<0 in B

and the left is standard.
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C.2 Nonexistence

Proof of Theorem By contradiction, we assume that (CI]) has a positive solution ug. From
Lemma [C3] we have that
ug(z) > do|z|**™" in RN \ Bs.

Step 1: We first show the nonexistence of

(—A)*u + |;|;s —u? in RY\ {0}, (C.9)

under the assumption that p € [0, o) and p € (0,p;;), where

2
ph =14 —. (C.10)

—T—

Let 7o = 7_, which verifies that for x € RV \ B,
Liuo(x) > dBfaf™+ = dBla| 2 in RV \ B,
where
T1 = pTo + 2s.

If pro > 74+ — 25, then
uf > gl

and a contradiction follows by Lemma We are done.
If not, by Lemma [C.4] we have that
ug(z) > di|z|™ in RN\ B,.
Iteratively, we recall that
TjZ:ij_1+9+28, 7=12,---.

Note that for p € (0,pj ,,)
m—1=(@—-1)70+0+2s>0.

If 7j41 = 7jp+ 60 + 2s € (71—, 74+ ), it following by Theorem [C.4] that
uo(w) = djpa |z,
where
Tj+1 =pTj + 25+ 60 > 75.
If prj41 + 60 > 7_, we are done by lemma In fact, this iteration could stop by finite times since
Tj = +ooas j — oo if p > 1.
Step 2. Nonexistence in the critical case > po p = Py, > 1. Note that for some ooy > 0

1, ;
§up Yz) > oolz|™® in RN\ B,.

Here we can assume that pu — og > o, otherwise, we only take a smaller value for oy3. So we can write
problem (ILT) as following

L5, o > %ug in RV \ B,, (C.11)
which the critical exponent
Dy :1+$>1+L:p*,
e —7—(s, 4 = 00) —Ti(s,p)

where p € (ug,+00) — 74 (s, ) is strictly increasing. Thus a contradiction comes from step 1 for
C11). O

Proof of Proposition .1l It is the particular case u = 0 and p = p* in Theorem [T} O
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