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ON A FAMILY OF INTEGRAL OPERATORS ON THE BALL

WENCHUAN TIAN

ABSTRACT. In this work, we transform the equation in the upper half space
first studied by Caffarelli and Silvestre to an equation in the Euclidean unit
ball B™. We identify the Poisson kernel for the equation in the unit ball.
Using the Poisson kernel, we define the extension operator. We prove an
extension inequality in the limit case and prove the uniqueness of the extremal
functions in the limit case using the method of moving spheres. In addition we
offer an interpretation of the limit case inequality as a conformally invariant
generalization of Carleman’s inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Conformally Invariant Generalization of Carleman’s Inequality. In
[4] Carleman proved the following:

Theorem 1. [] For any u € C®(B2) such that u is harmonic in B with respec
to the Euclidean metric then we have

1 2
2u < u
(1.1) /1326 dx_—47T (/Sle d9> .

Where equality holds for either u(z) = ¢ or u(x) = —2In|x — xg| + ¢ where ¢ € R

s any constant and xo € Rz\EQ.

Note that the inequality (L)) is conformally invariant and that it also holds for
subharmonic functions. We will refer to (1)) as Carleman’s inequality through out
this article.

Using inequality (I.T)) Carleman proved that isoperimetric inequality holds in two
dimensional minimal surfaces in R?® [4]. Beckenbach and Rado also used inequality
(@I to prove that the isoperimetric inequality holds in analytic surfaces in R? with
nonpositive gaussian curvature [2].

There are several generalizations of Carleman’s inequality to higher dimensional
unit ball. For example, Hang, Wang and Yan [I5] proved proved the following
generalization for harmonic functions in higher dimensional unit ball:

Corollary 1. [15] Corollary 3.1] Assume n > 3, then for fe Lee(Sn1),
™ d

1
n

n <n " twp,
Ln—T (Bn)

Ll(Snfl) ’

Here ]2
~~ 1 1—|z|° ~
P = — - d
J@) = | gl @
is the harmonic extension of f, wy, 18 the volume of the unit ball in R™ with the
Euclidean metric. Moreover, equality holds if and only if f is constant.
1
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Note that the inequality in the corollary also works for subharmonic functions
but it is not invariant under conformal transformation.

In [§] Chen proposed another way to generalize the Carleman’s inequality in
dimension 4. He considered the extension inequality related to the equation stud-
ied by Caffarelli and Silvestre [3], as a limit case of the inequality he proved the
following:

Corollary 2. [8, Corollary 1] For any u : B* — R satisfying A*u < 0 and —3% < 1,

</We4“dz>i §S</Sse3“d§)%.

Note that here A is the Laplacian in B* with the Euclidean metric, v is the outer unit
normal vector with respect to the Euclidean metric. Here S is the sharp constant,
and is assumed by the solution to the equation

A2y =0, in B*
(1.2) u=0, onS?
—% =1, on S5.

Note that Chen did not prove uniqueness of extremal function for this gener-
alization, and as he pointed out at the end of [8] that this generalization works
well because the Green’s function of equation (L2)) is positive. As a result will be
difficult for us to find similar generalizations in higher dimensions.

In this article, we propose another way to generalize the Carleman’s inequality:

Corollary 3. Assume n > 3, then for any f € Lee(Sn1)

<S5, ef‘

Hefn"l'ﬁ27n]?
Ln(]Bn)

Lnfl(Snfl) ’

efn ~
Hw. Moreover, equality holds if and only if f(£) =

Sn—1|n-1

—In|1 =¢ &+ C. Where C € R is a constant and ¢ € B™.

The sharp constant S, =

Note that this inequality is invariant under conformal transformation and that
it also holds for hyperbolic subharmonic functions.

‘The function I,, shows up naturally in the proof. When n is even, we can think of
[|efntP2=nT | 1 gy as the L™ norm of ef2-»/ measured using the Fefferman-Graham
metric _

g = Indz?
where dz? is the standard Euclidean metric on the unit ball. For further information
related to the Fefferman-Graham metric, we refer the reader to [5], [I] and [10].

1.2. Notations. Through out this article, we let
R = {(y',yn) € R" such that ¢ € R"', y,, > 0},

and

B" = {x € R" such that |z| < 1},
here |z| denotes the norm of z with respect to the Euclidean metric. We also use
the notation

S" ! = {x € R™ such that |z| = 1}
to denote the unit sphere in R™.
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Through out this article we use notations like (y',v,) and (2/,x,) to denote
points in R” where 3/, ' € R* ! and y,,, =, € R.

In [3] Caffarelli and Silvestre considered an interesting generalization of Laplace
equation in the upper half space. They considered for —1 < o < 1 the equation

div (yyVu) = 0, for y € R7,
u(y',0) = f(y'), fory’ e R*~.
In this article we want to consider the case 2 —n < a < 1 and transform equation

from the upper half space to the unit ball.
Let ¥ : R} — B™ be the projection map defined by

2 -1 2
(&' 20) = U () = A i U]
L+ 2y, +yl” 14 2y, + |y

(1.3)

(1.4)

B <(1+yn)2+|y’|27 (1 +yn) + v
with the inverse U~1 : B" — R7

(y/,yn) — gyl (I/,:Z?n) _ (( 2z 1— |z ) .

L—a)" + |27 (1= a0)” + |2/

2 204y )

It is useful to record

1— 2z, +[z]® 2
2 L2y, + )
Which means that if we define [¥(y)], to be the n—th component of ¥(y) (note
that by definition [¥(y)], = %), then we have
) Lo w2
2 1+ 2y, + |y

The restriction of ¥ on y,, = 0 is the stereographic projection R*~! — S»~1
From the calculation in Proposition[l] in particular ([2:2)), we see that

4dy?

2\?
(1+ 20+ 1P)

It means that ¥ : R} — B" is a conformal transformation. Here the conformal
factor is very important for our calculation, through out this article we will use
|W’(y)| to denote the conformal factor, in particular for any y € R’} we have

U*da? =

2
1.6 v’ =
and for any w € R"~! = OR” we have

2
1.7 '’ =—.
(17) ¥ w) = o

For a function f on B™ or "1 we define

n—2+4+a
2

~ 2
. ! n) = oW /7 n EEPNEEEEEEY)
(1.8) JWyn) = fo¥(y y)<1+2yn+|y|2>



4 W. TIAN

It is easy to check that this map is an isometry from L7»-2+« (S”‘l) to Ln—2%a (R"‘l)
and from L+ 27a (B™) to L+ 3a (Ri) The inverse map is

n—2+4+a

(1.9) f(a,z,) = fo¥™ (2, 2,) <#>

1— 2z, + |z

In the limit case when a = 2—n we still use notations fand f to denote functions
on S ! and R*! respectively, but the relation between them is different. Given
any f:S"! — R, such that e/ € L"~1(S"71), define

(1.10) J(w) = Fo¥(w) + I |¥(w)]

then it is easy to see that we have el

Lnfl(gn71) = HefHLn,l(Rn,l).

1.3. Main Results. In this article, we revisit the extension problem studied in [§].
We derive an explicit formula for P, in [2.6) and then carry out the analysis on
B™.

In Theorem Bl we prove that the following inequality has constant function as
optimizers.

Theorem 2. Assumen >3 and o € (2 —n,1). For every f € L= (S™71), we
have

Where Sy« is a constant that only depends on n and o. Up to conformal transfor-
mation any constant is an optimizer..

Pot||, s < Snallfll 2w
L L

n—2+a (]Bn) n—2+a (Sn71) .

Our proof of the existence of optimizer uses subcritical analysis which is similar to
the proof in [I5]. Note that we do not proof uniqueness in this theorem. Uniqueness
is proved in [§].

In the limit case @« — 2 — n. We prove

Theorem 3. For dimension n > 2, and any function Fe L% (S"™1) we have

(1.11) Hefn“s%nf‘

eF

<S5,

Ln (]Bn)

Ln—1(gn—1)

Where I, (z) = 29%a1 wes_n- When n is even we have

n/2—1 n—2
) L DT m—k=1)
I(z) = e - (1= [a[)".
kz;: 2k T'(n—2)T' (% —k)
In
The sharp constant S, = HH%
‘Snfl‘nfl

Our proof of the limit case inequality is very similar to that of [§]. What is
different is that we found a very useful induction relation concerning the function
I~n. The induction relation is proved in Lemma [Bl In the case when n is even we
found an explicit formula for the function I, using the induction relation.

We also consider the variational problem

_ 1} |
Lr—1(sn—1)

Sn = sup{

elntPo—nf ef

’:feL”@”*L
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and derived the Euler Lagrange equation
L=F(O) / P FG €\
n

We prove the following uniqueness result

Theorem 4. For any integer n > 2, sze L>°(S"1) satisfies the equation

(=D :/ erItnPandpy (2, €)d,

then for all & € S*~1

7 1-¢)?
f(§) =In + Cn,
S ==
where ¢ € B" and C,, = —ﬁln‘S”‘l‘ is a constant. Here ‘S"‘l‘ denotes the

volume of the standard sphere.

This uniqueness result in the limit case is new; the proof uses the moving sphere
method.

The method of moving spheres is a powerful tool to prove uniqueness of solu-
tions to equations that have conformal symmetry. The method relies on maximum
principle and the conformal symmetry of the equation. The moving sphere method
was invented by Li and Zhu in [I7]. For further information related to the moving
sphere method we refer the reader to [16] and [I1]. The method of moving spheres
can be considered as a powerful generalization of the method of moving planes. For
more information about the method of moving planes we refer the readers to the
articles [9], [12] and [I4].

This article is organized as follows: in section 2.4] we transform the equation
studied by Caffarelli and Silvestre [3] from the upper half space to the unit ball.
We also identify the Poisson kernel of the corresponding equation in the unit ball
and study how the Poisson kernel transforms under conformal transformation of
the unit ball. In section [3] we prove a family of conformally invariant extension
inequalities. Note that this is the same result as in Chen’s work [§]. For the proof,
we use the method from [I5] which is different from Chen’s proof. In section [ we
take limit o — 2 — n to obtain a limit case inequality. Our proof of the limit case
inequality is very similar to Chen’s proof in [8], but we use a slightly better way
to estimate the extension of constant function. We also prove important results
about the function fn in section [ these results are used in section [f] to establish
uniqueness of the limit case inequality. In the proof of uniqueness, we used the
method of moving spheres.

2. THE PoI1ssoON KERNEL IN THE UNIT BALL

In this chapter we transform the equation (3] from the upper half space to the
unit ball. We also identify the Poisson kernel of the corresponding equation in the
unit ball and study how the Poisson kernel transforms under conformal changes.

2.1. The Equation in the Unit Ball. Now we are ready to transform the equa-
tion (L3) from the upper half space to the unit ball. For any 2 —n < « < 1 define
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the operator £ in B™ such that for any x = (2/,z,) € B" and for any u € C?(B")

n+2—a)/2
Ci = (1—2In+lxl2>( /

2
2\ @1
+a(2—n—a) 1— || =
2 2

2 «
()

Note that in B™ we have Lu = 0 if and only if
a a—1
1—|z|? 2—n— 1—|z|?
2.1)  div l(%) vii| 4 a2=n=a) < 2] ) i=0.

2 2
Proposition 1. (How the operator tranforms) For any 2 —n < a < 1 and any
u € C*(R7) define u using (L9) then we have

div(yy Vu) =0, in RY

if and only
Lu=0, in B"”
Proof. In the following, for any y = (v/,y») € R™, let p = (1 + 2y, + |y|2) /2.

Then we have Vp = (y/,1+y,). Let a, b, ¢, d =1, 2, ..., n be indices. Suppose
x = ¥(y), then by direct calculation we have, when ¢ # n,

P _%7 a#canda#n,
T ) : B
I T2, O~ g C=0F M
Yec lYn -
T2y ty2 a=n,
and when ¢ =n
2Ya 2y.(1=]y]?)
Oxn = { 1+2yn+|y|? +2((11+Tyf§;r(|f|2)2), a ?é n,
2y —ly[D) U tyn _
9 1+2yn+|y|? + I 2yntyP)z 2 =1
From it we have
n
Oz Oxg p72 c=d
2.2 — ) )
( ) ; 8ya 8ya { 0, c 75 d.
"\ Oz, O -1
Le 9P — =P "Ye, c 7& n,
a—1 8ya 8ya pfl (1 + yn) c=n. '’
= %% (n=2)p>(1+yn) c=n

We calculate

)

Ju _ Ju Oz n+a)..0p
— ,—(nta)/2 ¢ 1—
. " {” Oz Dya < 2 > “aya]
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div(yaVu) 0 ( o Ou )

0Ya Yn 8—%
0%u Oz, Ox ou 0%z
_ a,—(nta)/2| Y % c d ou c
Ynp [p 02014 Oyq OYq + paxc oy?2

n 2_n+a dp 8178:1:C+ 1_n+a ~
2 0Yq 0% 0Yq " 2 v

n+a (n+a)/21%[ ou Oz, <l_n+a)~8p}

R dya | 0. Oya 2 ) “oya
1 Ou Ox n+a\ . 0p
a—1 (n+a)/2 o Yre 1— "
T |:paxc OYn - ( 2 )uayn:|
ou 0%z
_ « (n+a)/2 71A~ c
= Ynp P u—+p
[ dxe Y2

= ypp T2

~ Ju ou n+a\ .

. —1 _ -1 7% I _
{p At —ap (6% (L+yn) 7z, y;) o (1 5 ) U}
+aygtpm (/2 {P Y1+ yn) (% (1+yn) — %%)

ou n+o\ -
—a—%+<1— 5 >u(1+yn)]

— yspf(nJra)/prlAa + aysflpf(nJra)/Q

o o o n+a\
. 7]‘ —_— —_—— . e —— —_
P G- gen) g (557

1— |z ou 2—n—
= yg_lp_(n+a)/2 72|x| AU — ax, 8:;: + 7a( 2n a)ﬂ
a—1 (n+2—a)/2
(12 1 -2z, +|z|°
B 2 2
1—|z|” - ou  a2-n-—a)_
. [ 5 A’U, — Oéi[,'aa—xa + f’u

O

Remark 1. For any integer n > 2 and any o € (2 —n,0), we can apply theorem
1.1 in [18] to show that solution to the equation

{Eu =0, inB"

u=f, in S"1
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is unique in C%(B™) N C°(B™).

Remark 2. Note that the equation (21)) is a special case of equation (4.2) in [T

if we take g as the Euclidean metric in the unit ball, g as the hyperbolic metric in

1|z
2

the unit ball, and p = as the defining function.

2.2. Poisson Kernel in the Unit Ball. Caffarelli and Silvestre [3] found a Pois-
son kernel that solves the Dirichlet problem (L3). For any —1 < a < 1, y € R}
and any ¢ € R"!

1_
Y

(2.3) Pa(y, ) = Cpa—"—=-
ly —w| ™=

Here ¢y, o is the constant given in (Z5). For any f:R"™! — R regular enough, we
can define

P.f= Rnflp“(y’g)f(w)dw’

such that P, f solves the Dirichlet problem (L3]).
We want to find the corresponding Poisson kernel in the unit ball. For any
a € [2—mn,1) define

~ S, (o)
2.4 Palz, &) =2°"1ep ot
(2.4 (2,6) T
here
(2.5) 1= ‘Sn72‘ > rTdr _ L(5*rts) ‘Sn—2"

For any function ¢ : S*~! — R, define

(2. Pdte) = [ ol (€1
Then we have the following proposition:

(n-1)
Proposition 2. For any integern > 2, any a € (2—n, 1), any f € Lntzia (R*1),
define f as in (1.9), then we have

P.f=P,f.

Here ﬁ;;f is the transformation of P, f as defined in (I.9), and P, f is the extension
of f in the unit ball as defined in (2.4).

Proof. The proof is by direct calculation. Note that for any w € R"~! using the
fact that (IL8) and (L9) are inverse to each other, we have

n—24ao
2

fw) = Foutw) ()
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As a result, we have

(Paf)ow™ (a/,an)
-2\
- ¢ / 122, +|z]?
e Rn—1

2’ 2 17|I|2 2 L;a
[CE R L B G e P

n—24+a
~ ) 2
oV (w) | ———= dw
/ ()<1+mf>
1-z2 \'7@
- ¢ / 122, +|z|?
" Jana 2 NG
2z’ 14 1—|z|
(’ (lfzn)er\z’\z T 1-¢, + (172xn+|z\2) >
FEO—&)7 de

l1-a
= ol=m/i2e (1 — 2z, + W)ﬁ / ) %f(ﬁ) dg.
-

o —&""

n—2+a«

o s . 1—2mn+\w\2 2
Divide both sides by | ——5—— then we are done. (Il

Remark 3. For any integer n > 2 and oo = 2 — n we can prove similar result. For
any f € L®°(R"1), define

f=fout,

then the same calculation as in the previous proposition show that
(Poyf) o0 =Py (foU ) =Py, f.
Remark 4. We note that
Pa (z,€) d€

Snfl
is not constant in x except when o =0 or 2 —n.
Proposition 3. For any o € [2—n,1) and for any f € C (S*71)

vy o L Jon s o @O F (@) d e B
f(z),z e S"!

defines a continuous function on B"™ which is smooth in B™ and satisfies Lu = 0.

Proof. The integral [o, , pa(z,&)dé = = fsz}—l Da(x, £)dz is a function that only
depends on |z|. Define h(|z]) = [g.—1 Pa(®,£)dE, then by Lemma Bl and remark 6]
we know that for r € [0, 1]

( 2 )n-mf(%)r("%) SW( 2 )gz

147 I(n—1)r (152) 147

By dominated convergence theorem as in Remark [7, we know that for » € [0, 1],
h(r) is continuous and that
lim A(r) = 1.

r—1
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By the continuity of f on S"~!, we can choose § > 0 small, such that when
|€1 — &2| < 6, we have |f(&1) — f(&)| < e. By the continuity of A(r) on the interval
[0,1] and the fact that it is strictly positive on [0, 1] we can choose § > 0 smaller if

needed, such that when |z — x| < § we have ‘m - m’ < €. Define

T(n - 1) (152)
T T ()

M = || fll Lo (sn—1y

Note that we have

for all r € [0,1].
Suppose zg € S"7!, and 2 € B" such that |x — x| < §/2 consider

u(z) —ulzo)] =

i B e
| mewas©de= [ 5o

Pa(® — f(= T ~ f(xo)
< [ 5o (190 - sl + | e - L ) ae
Dol _ f(xo)
+/f—wo>5pa( ’g)lf(g) n(ial) |
< C(n,a)e+ C(n, )M (1 — |z|?)t—

6n—a

As a result u(z) is continuous at zg.
The part that Lu = 0 follows from dominated convergence theorem and direct
calculation. ]

Based on the Martin theory for harmonic functions, we make the following con-
jecture:

Conjecture 1. (The representation theorem) Let i : B™ — R be a positive solution

of

Lu = 0.

Then there exists a Borel measure v on S* ! s.t.

Fay= [ m@ow).

2.3. Poisson Kernel under Conformal Transformation. We want to know
how the Poisson kernel transforms under conform transformation. We prove the
following:

Proposition 4. For any integer n > 2, any a € [2 —n,1), any y € R’ and any
w € R"! we have

1) Bal (), Tw)) = poly.w)| ¥ ()| > (w)] 2,

Here U is the conformal transformation defined in (1.7), |¥'(y)| and |¥'(w)| are
the conformal factors in (I.6) and (1.7) respectively.
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Proof. For any x € B" and any £ € S"~!, by definition we have

_ ey
Pa 17,5 =2 1Cn,a7_
(=€) g

From this we have for any y € R’} and any w € R—!

(1= [w()P)—
"0y — w(w)

Pa(P(y), ¥(w)) =2""¢

Through direct calculation we have

4Yy
I ) e p——) Ty
P = T, = 2V )
and
W(y) — T(w)? C—r Do —2 )|
- W(w = |l/—7/——W,"Yn—1) - ————(w,—
Y T+ 2y, + g2 0 Y T+ [wp?

4

= ly — w|?

(14 [w)(1 + 2yn + [y]?)
=y —wP ¥ (w)][¥'(y)]

Note that here we use the notation (y’, —y, — 1) and (w, —1) to denote points in
R™ and use the notation (w,y’) to denote the Euclidean inner product in R"~!.
Combine these calculations together, then we can get ([2.7]). O

We also want to consider how the Poisson kernel transform under the isometry
group of (B™, gx). Here g, = ﬁdﬁ denotes the hyperbolic metric in the unit
ball. We use the notation SO(n, 1) to denote the isometry group of the unit ball
with the hyperbolic metric. For any ® € SO(n, 1) any z € B" and any £ € S"~! we
use |®'(z)| and |¥’(€)| to denote the conformal factors in B" and S"~! respectively.
We prove the following;:

Proposition 5. For any integern > 2 any € [2—n, 1), any v € B", any £ € S*~!
and any ® € SO(n,1) we have

(28)  Pa(®(2),®(9) =P (2,8) |@ (2)|*7" 72 |07 (972

Proof. For any ® € SO (n,1), since it is an isometry of B™ with the hyperoblic

metric g, = ﬁ;dw{ it is a conformal transformation with respect to the
—|T

Euclidean metric. We have for any z € B”
. 4 4 . 4
v (o) ~ TR )~
and
O*dr? = | (2)|*da”.
Here |®'(z)| is the conformal factor, it is a notation similar to |¥’(y)|. From this
we conclude that for any z € B”

(29) @ (@) = %
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For any z, z € B", define d(x, z) as the distance between the two points measured
by the hyperbolic metric. Then we have

o — 2

(1=12f) (1= 1)

Since ® is an isometry with respect to the hyperbolic metric, we have Thus

|z — 2[* _ @ () — @ (=)

(1=1a) (1=17)  (1-12@P) (1-12()P)

Letting z — & € S"~! yields
(2.10) |® (x) — @ (&) = @' (&)] ¥’ ()] |z — &I
Plug (Z9) and ZI0) into po(P(x), ®(£)) we have

(1 —|®(z)[*)'
() - e()ne
. (1 — |o[*) ]! (z) '~
o= g ()[R
Do, )| @' (2)| BT 2@ (g)[ (o772,

coshd(z,z)=1+2

Pa(®(2),®(€) = 2°7'¢c

20(71

O

It is also important to know how the Poisson kernel in the upper half space
transforms under the group SO(n,1). Using the definition of ¥ as in (I4]), through
direct calculation, we have

_ 1]y
2yn, '

%' (y)l
Lemma 1. For any ® € SO(n,1), define
p=U"1odoU,

then for any y € R and any u € R"~! we have

(2.11) P2—n((y), $(w)) = p2—n(y, u)|¢' (w)[' 7",
as a result, for any f : R} — R we have
(2.12) (Po-nf)o¢=Pon(foo)

Proof. Since we have
VoU =14,
using chain rule, we have
V(U (@) - (01 (2) = 1d
for all z € B". Note that we think of the left hand side of the equation as matrix
multiplication. As a result we have

(2.13) (0 (@) = (P ()7
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Using both 27) and ([2:8]) we have
P2-n(0(y), o(w)) P2-n(P 0 @0 U(y), U™ 0 d o U(w))
= Pon(®oU(y),®o W (w)|¥ (T 'odoW(w)"*
= Do-n(T(y), ¥(w))|®' (T (w))]' " [T (T" 0 @ o U(w))[" "
= pa-a(y, w)| ¥ (w)" 7@ (W (w) [T (T o P o W(w))|"
= p2on(y,w)[¢ (w7

Note that in the last step we used chain rule and (ZI3]) by plugging in z = ®o ¥ (w).
Using (ZTI1)) we have

(Prnf)20(0) = cnan [ paalél)w)f(w)du

— oo / (0, o) ()| ()]
— o / P2y, ) f($(w) )
.

n—1

= Pon(foo)(y)

Lemma 2.
(2.14) In|¢(y)] = Pr—pIn |¢' ()]
Proof. Since ® = Wo¢o W=t by (52), we have
I, o ®(z) +In|®' (z)| = In(z) + Pa_,(In|®'(€))).
If we define y = ¥~!(z), then using (5.3)) we have
fn(x) = fno\IJ(y)
= Pron(In[¥'(u)]) — In [¥(y)],
and
Lo®(z) = I,o®o0U(y)
)
= (Pr—nIn [T (w)]) 0 ¢(y) — In [T ((y))]
= Py In|¥($(w))|(y) — In [T (4(y))];

where the last step follows from (Z12)).
On the other hand, using chain rule, we have

In|®'(z)] = In|¥(¢o ¥~ (2))| +1n|¢' (¥ (2))| +In|(¥7)(2)]
= In|¥(¢(y))| +1n|¢' ()] + I [(¥H) (T (y))]-
If we define w = U1(¢), then using chain rule, we have
In[@'(€)] = In[¥'(¢ 0 TTH(€))] +In e (T (€))| + In [(T~) (€)],

and by (X)) we have
(Pr—n In @ (€)])0 ¥ = Pooyy In [ W' (¢(w) |+ Poor In ¢ (w) [+ Po—y In [(271) (T (w))].
Putting everything together and using (ZI3) we have

In |¢/(y)| = Po—p In|¢' (w)].
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For any ® € SO (n,1) and any f € L= (S"~1) we define
(2.15) Ju €)= Fo® (@) (€)%
Then it is easy to see that fp € L= (S"~1) and that

||J7<I>||L

oy T ||J7|\L2<n71>

2(n—1 .
n(77l2+(1 (S n—2+a (Sn—l)

Moreover, the extension of fg as defined in 230) transforms in the following way:

(2.16) P, (ff;) (x) = (ﬁaf) o ® (z)|@ ()| H/2,

3. A FaAMILY OF CONFORMALLY INVARIANT EXTENSION INEQUALITIES

3.1. Compactness. The goal of this subsection is to prove that the extension
operator P, : LP(S"~1) — L4(B™) is compact for certain choices of p and . This is
done in Corollary[dl Before we can prove Corollary @ we need to prove an estimate
in Proposition

We need the following definition:

Definition 1. Forr € (0,1], define St™t ={z € B" : |[x| =7} and B" = {z € B" :
|z] < r}.

The proof of Proposition [l depends on the following important technical lemma,
which is also used in section 24t

Lemma 3. For anyn > 2, a € [2—n,1) and r € (0,1)
[ o<t
S

The notation ST~ is as in definition [

Proof.

[ Pty

— ga-1, |Sn72|7¢n71(1_,’¢2>17a¢/ﬂ- sin™ " 2(¢)
7 o (

72 + 1 — 2rcos(¢))(n—)/2

do.

Using u-substitution, take u = tan(¢/2), we get
o (r2+1—2rcos(¢))m—/2

= /OO (2_)n_2 1 2du
(3.1) o 14+u? (r2 1o (kuz))(n—a)/z 1+ u2

14+u?

an—1 > un 2 du
- (1 _ T)n—a o (1 + u2)(n72+a)/2 2 (n—a)/2
((#2) e 01)

147
1—r
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147
1—

o (r2+1—2rcos(¢p))n—)/2
B 2n=1(1 — et /°° "2 dv
= (1 ¥ ,r,)n 1 o 2 (n—2+4a)/2 (’U2 + 1)(n—o¢)/2
(1 + (1+T) v2>

2n=L(1 — )t /°° v 2dw
(I+r)1 o (v2+41)n—a)/2
2721 = ) ()
(i)

Using u-substitution again, take v = ;=" u, we have

Overall, we have

/ _ (x 5) - 2n73+a7"n710n,a|Sn72|r(1_7a)r(n7_l)
o - (T )2 rer(25e)
2n72+arn71
(1 + T)n—2+a
< L

Here we used (23] and the fact that the function M%jm is an increasing function
ofrfor2—m<a<land0<r<l1. O

Remark 5. From (31) we see that when o =2 —n

" (9)
/0 (r2 + 1 - 2rcos(¢))) 749

_/"O( 2u ) - 1 2du
- 2 n—1 2
0 1+u (7.24_1_276(1711‘2)) 1+u

B on—1 /OO u"2du
T

Now if we take v = i”
-r

T sin""2(¢) oot < 2dy
/0 (r24+1—2rcos(¢))»1 dp= (1—r2)n-t /0 (1+v2)n1
I )
(1 =210 (n — 1)’

where in the last step we used (Z0). As a result, for any x € B"™

/Snilﬁzfn(ﬁfaf) =1
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Remark 6. From the calculation in Lemma Bl we can also get a lower bound for
the integration. Note that

" sin"_2(¢)
/(; (r2 +1-2r Cos(gb))(nfa)/Q do

B 2n=L(1 — )t /°° "2 dv

= (1 +,,,)n—1 o - 2 , (n—2+4a)/2 (’U2 + 1)(n—o¢)/2
1+ (1+T) v

- 2n71(1 _ T)afl /00 vn72dv

- 14+r)=t Jy (v241)nt

221 - 1) (D(25L)?
1+ T(n—1)

As a result, we have

2n72+a7¢nflr(%)r(n_—l)

~/S?1 ﬁa(l',g)d% > (1 + T)n—2+ocr(n _ 1)F(IQT)

Remark 7. In the calculation of Lemmal3, we have

,Un—2 ,Un—2

2 (n—24+a)/2 = (’U2 + 1)(77,704)/2’
(1 + () u2) (02 + 1)(n=a)/2

for allr €10,1] and all v > 0. As a result, by dominated convergence theorem, for
any ro € [0,1] we have

. > v 2y
lim

=10 Jq . 2 (n—24a)/2
(o)) e

B i v 2dy
- o 2 (n—2+a)/2 ’
(1+ (1) ) (02 + 1)no2
In particular, we have
. & v 2dy
lim

r—1 J, 2 (n—2+0a)/2
<1 + (}%) 1)2) (v2 4 1)(n—a)/2

B e v 2dv
- o (v2 4 1)(77,704)/2'
Before we can prove the estimate in Proposition [6] we need to define the weak
norm:

Definition 2. Define the weak norm L3, (B™) , such that
1
u|pe gny = supt||lu| > |7 .
[l ) = supt ful > 1

Here ||u| > t| is the measure of the set {|u| > t}.
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We are now ready to prove the following estimates, the proof uses the same
method as in [15].

Proposition 6. For anyn > 2 and any 2 —n < a < 1 the extension operator ﬁa
satisfies

f)a _n_ < (C , no1y,
‘ f LT By (n, )| fllzrsn-1)
and

ﬁa B <C ) Gy n—

’ f L7—1(Bn) (n o p)HfHLP(S 1)

Proof. Note that we only need to prove the weak estimate. The strong estimate
follows from Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem and the fact that for any « € B™

Paf @) < [flimenr [

Sn—=

) Palz,€)dE < C(n, a)|flLe=(sn-1),

here the last step follows from Lemma[Bl The constant C'(n, «) here only depends
on n and «. Note that it is different from the notation ¢, o, and that C(n,a)
changes through out the dissertation. To prove the weak type estimate. Assume
that f > 0 and |f|p1(sn-1) = 1. Note that

a— (1 B |w|2)1—o¢
Pal\T, =2 ! n,a —
( ) | _ §|n «
(1= Jz[*)t
(32) <C(n,a
) T s
C(n,a)
(1 — [zt
As a result, we have
D C(H,OZ)
3.3 0< P,f <
(33) T Ja T

From (33) we conclude that
Paf>AN=|{ze€B":1—|z| <Cn,a)A\ 77, P0f > \}|

If1 <C(n, a))\_ﬁ, then we have

Puf >N < 5 / P, fdude
1 -
< 5[0 [ muw o
_ Clna)
- A
< C(n,a))\_ﬁ)\ﬁ
< C(n,a)\" 71,

Note that here we used Lemma [3 and the fact that A7 1 < C(n,a). Note also that
the constant C(n, «) changes along the argument.
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If C(n, oz)/\7ﬁ < 1 then we can define o = 1 — C(n, a)/\fﬁ, then we have

~ 1 ~
Paf>Al < = / P, fdude
)\ ]B"\]B?O
1 ~
< 5L @[ patdede
sn—1 B~\B7,
< C(n,a)(1 —ro)
- A
< C(n,a)\" 7.
This finishes the proof. (I

With the help of Proposition [6l we can prove the following:

Corollary 4. Foranyn >2,2-n<a<1,1<p<oo, and 1 < q < 5 the
operator P, : LP(S"™1) — L4(B") is compact.
Proof. First assume 1 < p < oco. Suppose we have a sequence of function f; €
LP(S"~1) such that |fi|ppsn—1y < 1. Then from [B3) we have for all i and all
e B”

C(n,a)
(1= =)=t
By Schauder estimate, there exists u € C?(B") such that P, f; — u in CZ.
As a result we have: for r € (0,1)

\Pofi — Pafjlrawny < |Pafi — Pafjlra@n) + |Pafi — Pafjlpomn\en

|Pafil)| <

(B").

< |Puafi— PafilLamn)
~ ~ N, %7717;1
+|Pafi - Pafj|Ln—ﬁ%(En\Bﬁ)|B \Brl
~ ~ 1_m-1
< |Pafi— Pafj|Lq(IB?) + C(n, o, p)|B"\By |1~ =,

where we used Holder inequality and Proposition[6l Hence

. o = n\ pn|t—nr=1

limsup |Pu fi = PofjlLa@n) < C(n, a,p)[B"\By[«~ =0 .

i,j—00
Letting 7 — 1, we see that P,f; is a Cauchy sequence in L(B™), hence P, :
LP(S"1) — L9(B") is compact. O

jng (n—1) n
We can see that P, : Lo“sra (SP=1) — L ira (B™) is not compact in the fol-
lowing example, which is inspired by the example given in [6, Chapter 1].

Remark 8. We consider a sequence of conformal transformation ®, : B* — B"
defined by

oy — Azl A=) a )
|af?|a* — xz[?

Here a € B™ such that a = (0,...,0,1 — ¢€) for some € € (0,1), and a* = # From

(2:9) we see that for any € B"

1— |<I>a(9c)|2 1— |a|2
P’ = =
| @4 ()] 1—|z|? la|?|a* — z|?’
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take limit x — £ for some &€ € S*™1 we get

, 1—lal? €(2+¢€)
(b = = .
| a(§)| |a|2|a*_§|2 (1—6)2|a*—§|2

If € # (0,...,0,1), then it is easy to see that lime_,o | P, (&)] =0. If ¢ = (0,...,0,1)
ﬁ, then we have
@/ i _ 6(2+6)
“Nlal /|~ e 7
hence lim._,q “b ( al)‘ = o0o.

Now consider the function f: St — R such that f = 1. Define ﬁpa as in
(213)), then it is easy to see that

IFoll o o, = 1P 2o

and that f:pa weakly converges to the zero function in Lnf{ﬂ (S"=1). For any given
x € B™, think of pa(x, &) as a function of &, using the L™ bound (33) we can show
that

lg%Pafqh(x) =0.

Now we can show that ﬁaﬁpa weakly converges to the zero function in L7 (B™).
For any function in the dual space h € L= (B™) and any r € (0,1), we have

/ P, fo, (x)h(z)dz
= / P.fs, (x)h(z)dz + / P. fo, (x)h(z)dx
B \By 4
< |[Pufe
where the second step follows from Holder’s inequality. Note that from (210) we

can see that
B p

By dominated convergence theorem we have

hm 12|l L ) 0.

2 il

L7=2Fa (Bn) Ln+2 & (B \B")

+ / ) P.fs, (z)h(z)dz,

2n — 2n .
L7n=2Fa (Bn) ‘ L7—2Fa (Bn)

Combine the L bound (33) with dominated convergence theorem we see that for
any r € (0,1)

lim [ Pafo,(x)h(z)dz = 0.

e—0 Bn
Now for any 6 > 0 small, we can choose r € (0,1) such that

For this given r, we can choose € > 0 small such that

n+2 = (B™\B7)

Po fo, (z)h(z)dz < 6.
By
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Combine these results, we see that

lim P, f~<[>a (x)h(z)dz =0

e—0 Bn

for any h € Lt (B™).
But since

~ 2(n—1) n
we conclude that P, : Ln—2v« (S"71) — L sra (B™) is not compact.

j . - } 0,
[0 — #

R

2n
Ln—2Fa (Bn)

3.2. Extremal Function. Using Corollary dl we can identify the extremal func-
tion in the same way as in [15]. In order to do so we need the help of the Kazdan-
Warner type condition which is proved in the following lemma

Lemma 4. Suppose a € (2—n,1), and K, f € C*(S"~1) such that for any € € S*~1

n+2—«

KOHO™F = [ Falw6) (Pus(@) " do.

Let X be a conformal vector field in B", then we have

i 71XK.fi(f{+lld§: 0.

Proof. Consider the functional

I(K, f) = |Paf|L"*2—§“*<B">
1) = 2(n—1) =
(Jonos K - pome )

with Euler-Lagrange equation

n+2—«

KON = [ Falw6) (Pas(@) " do.

Consider ®; as the 1-parameter family of conformal group generated by X. Define

n—2+4+a

fo, = fo @ (I2Y(E)]

Since f is a critical function for the functional I(K, f), we have

d
— I(K =0.
dt —o ( )f‘:bt)
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Where according to the calculation of conformal invariance in the beginning, we
have

|Pofo,| _2n_
I(Kv f‘bt) = Lree )'n.72+oz
2(n—1) 2(n—1)
(1 x1744)
) Pafl, e
2(n=1) s
(Jons K 0 @0 @u(€) - (F 0 @e()) ™ 57 |0 () " 1dg)
) Padl, 2t g0
(foos K0 0i(6) - F%50ag) ™
= I(Ko®_4f).
As a result, we have
d d
dt —o ( 7f'i>t) dt - ( o t;f)
From this we can conclude that
XK - fi(lelfl d¢ = 0.
S’nfl
O

Now we can find the extremal function and the sharp constant using subcritical
approximation as in [15].

Theorem 5. Assumen >3 and o € (2 —n,1). For every f € Loz (S™71), we
have
n < n,o "
‘ Ln722+0¢ (Bn) - ”fH 2( 1) (Sn 1)

Where Sy, o is a constant that only depends on n cmd a. Up to conformal transfor-
mation any constant is an optimizer.

Proof. For p > 2(n 2+) , by corollary @] the operator

Po: LP(S*™1) — Li=37a (B")
is compact. Consider the variational problem
. f € LP(S™!) such that Hf|| 26-1)

Sna—sup{‘ 2 1}.
+o¢(n +o<(Sn 1)

We show that the supremum is achieved as follows:
Consider a maximizing sequence f; € LP(S"~1), with f; > 0,

I fill Lpsn—1y = 1

and
lim || fill Lrsr—1) = Snya-
11— 00

By uniform boundedness of LP norm, we know that there exists a subsequence f;
weakly converges to some function f, € LP(S"~'). By compactness of P, we also
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know that there exists a subsequence f; such that P, f; converges to v in L727= (B™)

norm. By the weak LP convergence of f; to f,, we also have P, f; converges to P, fp
pointwise. As a result we have B, fp = v and the supremum S,  is achieved at f.
Replacing f;, by f, if necessary, we may assume that f, is radial symmetric and
decreasing. Meaning that for £ = (&1, ...,&,) € R™ such that |[¢| = 1, the function
f(¢) only depends on &, and that £ (£) <0.
After rescaling, we may assume f, satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation

_2(n—-1)

[l Py ) F5 dn = e = fy(O) 7T (e R

Apply Proposition [Tl from the appendix, we know that f, € C*(S*™!). By Lemma
[, we have

2(

= e = 0.

/S (V£ (§)PF55, V) £y €)

Consider the function g,(r) = fp(0,...,0,sinr,cosr) for r € [0,7]. The equality
becomes

/ g;(r)gp(r)p_l sin™ % (r)dr = 0.
0
Note that g;, = =0, f sin(r) > 0. Hence we know that f, is actually a constant. [

4. LimiT CASE INEQUALITY

In this chapter we want to take limit &« — 2 — n and study the limit case
inequality. In the process of taking the limit, a very special function :fn shows up.
The property of the function I,, is crucial in the study of the limit case inequality.
We prove several important properties of the function INn in Section

Through out this Section @l Section [l and Section [6] we still use notations f
and f to denote functions on S*~! and R"~! respectively, but the relation between
them is different from the relation discussed in previous sections. We will specify
their relation in ([6.2]) below.

We consider the limit case « — 2 — n in the same way as [§], our statement and
proof are slightly different.

For any F € L>(S""!), define f = 1+ ”*—?O‘Fv We have f € L%(Sn_l) for
all @ € (2 —n,1). We prove the following theorem for F'.

Theorem 6. For dimension n > 2, and any function Fe L>°(S"~1) we have

(41) ||€In+P27nF||Ln(]Bn) < Sn”eFHLn—l(Sn—l).
Where I,(z) = 2d§gl wa_n- When n is even we have
n/2—1 n—=2
~ 1 T(23A)T(n—k-1)
Tn(z) = — .2 - (1= [a*)*,
1; 2k T(n—2)T (2 k)
T’Vl
The sharp constant S, = ”‘6”1%
Sn—1|n—-1

Proof. For any F € Lo°(S"1), define f=1+ ”7—?0‘}?‘ Define € = n — 2 + «, from
theorem [B] we have

[ Pa(l + €F)

I e ooy < Smalll b Pl 2y
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which is equivalent to

3=

/ (P,1)* <1+ dj“F> < (Spa)* </ (1+eﬁ)"71)" .
n Pa]_ S§n—1

As in [8], we need to find a lower bound for P,1 and an upper bound for (P,1)
We handle the lower bound for P,1 firstly. From remark [6] we know that
- r (u) r (u)

> 2 2 .
Pal 2 I'(n— 1T (52)

o3

n
€

is a continuous function of « for all o € [2 — n, 1), and

D (252) 1 (+5)

P(n— 1) (452)

>0

for a < 1. As a result for some 0 < ag < 1, there exists m > 0 such that

e

P(n—1)r (452) ~

for all « s~uch that 2 —n < a < ag < 1. Here m will be the lower bound for the
function P,1(x). Note that it does not depend on « or x.

n
€

Now we consider the upper bound for (ﬁal) . From Lemma [3| we have

- n-1 Doz, &)dx n—2+a
Pa1:fg7‘ 1 Pa(2,0) g( 2 ) :
1+r

pn—1

for all @ € [2—n,1). As a result we have an upper bound

= n 2 "
P1)¢ < <9
IHERD

for all @ € [2 —n,1). If we define I~n = Q%M:%n, then with the help of the

lower bound for ]Bal(:zr) and the upper bound for (]Sal)%, we can apply dominated
convergence theorem to get

S PF\" S
lim (Pal)? <1+ 6~ ) :/ entnPrnF

e—=0 Jpn Pal

For the right hand side of the inequality we can get

lim (1+ eﬁ)n;l :/ en=bF,
€—0 Jon—1 §n—1

In order to find the limit 1im€H0(Sn7a)%, first note that since constant is an opti-

mizer in theorem Bl As a result, if we take F' = 0, then we can have

1

(f n(Pal)?) et lzn ey

lim (Sy,o)° = lim n = .
e—0 e—0 |Sn71|ﬁ |Sn71|ﬁ

1
3
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When n is an even integer, using mathematical induction and (EI0) it is easy to
prove that
/Z DO R ) ey
— |x|%)".
2k T(n—2)T (2 —k)

This finishes the proof. (I

5. THE FUNCTION fn

The function :fn naturally appears in the process of taking limit; its properties
are very important for subsequent analysis. Yang [19] found an explicit formula for
the function :fn when n is an even integer. In this section we prove an induction
relation concerning fn, in particular the relation (5.I0). When n is an even integer,
this induction relation can be used to find explicit formula for INn as discussed in
the proof of Theorem [6l When n is odd we do not have an explicit formula for fn,
but the same induction relation still applies.

In Subsection[5.Ilwe consider how I~n transforms under conformal transformation.
In Subsection we prove the induction relation (5I0). The induction relation
(EI0) is the basis for the proofs in Subsection and Subsection

5.1. Conformal Transformati~on of fn In this subsection we want to take a
closer look at how the function I,, transforms under conformal transformation ® :
B" — B", as well as how the it transforms under the projection map ¥ : R} — B".
These are given in ([B.2]) and (&3] respectively.

To begin with, we have

~ _ 2\1l—«
Pt [ =Ry
gn—1

|z =gl

taking derivative with respect to o at &« = 2 — n, we get

D [ 2yn—1 _
dPa]‘ — 2l—ncn 2—n/ (1 |fL'| ) ]‘ri|w §|d§
(5.1) 4 azzon B
0 _ 0O(n—1
—In(1 — |z|*) + In(2) — 2 ("2 D + i (22 )

where ¢°(z) = L In(I'(z)) is the polygamma function.
Under conformal transformation ®, we can see that

| pal@(@. o) [o(o) — gl

B /S (e, ©)Infe - €)19' (@) 75 @ (©)] " dg
/Sn ) (Pa(z, &) In|®' (¢ )|%)|<I>'(gc)|2727"‘|(1)/(§)|nf§+ad€
[ Balw @ @]} (@) @) e
§n—1
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When we take limit o — 2 — n, we get
[ Pea(®@).Omie) s = [ Faa(eg)lne - glag
Sn—= Sn—=

5P [#(©)]) + 3 0] ()]

dPa

From which we can get the conformal transformation for ‘a 9 n

dP,1
da

dpP,1
da

0 B(x) + 3 In|¥/(a)] = () + 3 Po (0|2

a=2—n a=2—n

Recall that for any z € B", we define
dP,1

In(z) =2 -

(),

a=2—n

then we have
(5.2) I, 0 ®(z) + In|®' (z)| = In(2) + Po_p(In |’ (£)]).

From this we see that fn is a radial function, as a result, we sometimes think of
I,(z) as I,(r) for r = |z.

We also want to consider how I, changes under the transformation ¥ : R} — B".
Since through change of variable we have

1 rn2q
Palzcn,a/ PN T Cnalgn 2|/ :a =1,
et (Ju2 + 1) (2 +

we have

dP,1

=0
do

a=2—n

for all y € R7}.
Define
dP,1

do

In(y) =2
then using (27)) we can show that
(53) o W(y)+ ()] = Lu(y) + oy [(w)] = Pyyln |[¥(w)].

Note that here w € R"~!, whereas |¥'(y)| and |¥’(w)| are as in (L6]) and (L)
respectively.

3
a=2—n

5.2. Simplify the Function I,. In this subsection we want to further simplify

the function fn We write the integration in the polar coordinate in the Euclidean
ball B, then (&) becomes

dP,1 2T (n—1) (1= 21 /7r sin”"2 ¢In(1 — 27 cos ¢ + 12)do

da {oy p, T (252)? 0 (1—2rcos¢+r2)n—1
Po-1) |

2 2 '

Note that here we also used the explicit formula for the constant ¢, 2—, from (23).

—In(1 —7%) +1n(2) —
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Polygamma functions have two special properties that are useful to us. The first
property is

n—1
1

5.4 O(n) = —y+ —, where n € NT.
(5.4) P =13

Here v is the Euler Mascheroni constant. The second property is

(5.5) ¥0(22) = % (wo(z) + (2 + %)) +1n(2), where z € C*.

For any n € NT such that n > 2, plug z = 25 into (E.5) we get

2
Combine (5.6) and (5.4) we get that when n € N is an even integer then

60 0 (55) - - D=1 -0 (3) - ),

(5.7) ¢°<”_1>——1n(4)— + iz 1+7§1
' 2 )~ i k %
k:'n,/2 k=1

Now combine ([B.4)), (.6) and (5.7) we see that for any n > 2 such that n is an even
integer:

n—2
ofn—1 0 - 1
y < . ) W 1) = g+ Y T
k=n/2
Using (B.4]) we can see that for any n > 2 such that n is an odd integer:
n—2
ofn—1 0 B 1
w22 - ¥ L
k=(n—1)/2

As a result, when n > 2 is an even integer, equation (&) simplifies to

dP,1
dov a=2—n
21="D(n —1) (™ (1 =72 'sin" 2 ¢In(1 — 2rcos d + 12)
(5.8) - 2 2yn—1 d
F(nT—l) o (1 —2rcos¢+12)

12
2
—m1-r) 45 Y -
k=n/2

When n > 2 is an odd integer, equation (51I) simplifies to
dP,1
do a=2—n
_2'7"D(n—1) /’T (1—r2)""1sin" 2 pIn(1 — 2rcos ¢ + 72)
(5.9) T (anl)Q 0 (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n-t

d¢

n—2 1

1
—1n(1—7“2)+1n2—§ Z E
k=(n—1)/2
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5.3. Induction Relation. We have the following induction relation.

Lemma 5. For n € Nt such that n > 3, I, satisfies the induction relation

~ 1—r d ~ ~ 1—r?

(5.10) I, = y

Proof. The main calculation here is to use integration by parts to evaluate the
integral

/7r sin"? ¢In(1 — 2rcos ¢ + r2)d¢'
0

(1—2rcos¢+r2)n-t
Take
v=sin""3¢

then we have

dv = (n — 3)sin"~* ¢ cos ¢pdo.
Take
= sin ¢In(1 — 27 cos ¢ + 7?)

(1 —2rcos¢+r2)n—1

de,

then we have

1 In(1 — 2rcos ¢ + 1?) 1
2 ((n —2)(1—2rcos¢p+1r2)"=2  (n—2)2(1 — 2rcos¢ + 7‘2)"_2> '

w = —

As a result, we have
/’T sin" 2 ¢1In(1 — 27 cos ¢ + r2)d¢
0 (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n-t
_ (n=3)(1+1?) / sin” "1 ¢In(1 — 2rcos ¢ + 72)do
(n—2)4r2 (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n—2
(n—3) / sin" " pIn(1 — 27 cos ¢ + 72)do
(n—2)4r2 (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n—3
(n—3)(1+r?) / sin"~* pdo
(n —2)%24r2 (1 —2rcos¢ +r2)n—2
n—3 / sin"~* ¢do
(n—2)24r2 | (1 —2rcos¢ +r2)n—3"
We evaluate each one of the integrals separately in the next subsection. Using the
results from next subsection, namely by (514), (515) and (G.I6]), we have

+

/” sin" "2 ¢In(1 — 27 cos ¢ + 72)do
0 (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n—1
B (1+72) d sin”* ¢In(1 — 2rcos ¢ + 12)do
T (n—2)4r(1—12) dr (/ (1 — 2rcos¢ + r2)n=3 )
(n —3) sin" " pIn(1 — 27 cos ¢ + 72)do
2(n—2)(1—12) / (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n—3
1 2m0(%58)2 (n—3 1402 1
n—2 T(n-23) <n—2 2 >(1—r2)"—1
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If we define
217"T(n — 1) (12 / sin" "2 ¢In(1 — 2r cos ¢ + r2)do
ap,=—————5>(1—-7r ,
F(anl)Q (1 —2rcos¢+r2)n—1
then we have the following induction relation
1—-7* d 1 1472
5.11 n=———<—(an— n—
(5:11) “ 4r(n—3)dr(a 2) +a 2+2(n—2)+4(n—3)
When n is even, from (G5.8)) we see that
> n—2
~ dP,1 9 1
(5.12) I = 2= |mp = 20, — 2In(1 = %) + > =
k=3
Taking derivative with respect to r we see that
d ~ d 4r
1 —(Iph—2) =2—(an— —.
(5.13) dr( 2) dr (an—2) + 1—1r2
Combine (511, (5I12) and (EI3) we get that
~ 1—7r% d 1 1472
I, = ———2an— 20y,
4T(n—3)dr(a 2) +2a 2+n—2+2(n—3)

n—2
1
—2In(1 —7%) + Z A

k=n/2
11— d ~ 4r
4r(n — 3) (dr( 2) 1—r2)
n—4 1
+ 20,2 — 2In(1 — r?) + Z %
k=(n—2)/2
1 1+72
+ n—3 + 2(n—3)
1—7% d ~ ~ 1—72
S G S U I
4r(n — 3) dr( 2) + 2_'—2(71—3)

This is the end of the calculation for the case when n is even.
In the case when n is odd, from (B.9) we have
n—2 1
=0 =2a, —2In(1—7) +Ind - > -
k=(n—1)/2

~ dP,1
I, =202

Going through similar calculations as in the case when n is even, we can see that
for the case n is odd we have exactly the same induction relation. O

Using the induction relation (5.10) and the fact that I = 0, it is casy to find an
explicit formula for I, when n is even.

5.4. Supplementary Calculation. In this subsection we continue several calcu-
lations from previous subsection. We use k to denote any positive integer.

Lemma 6. For any k € NV such that k > 2

s s k—1
(5.14) /0 : sin®" " opdo 2k 1

1—2rcos¢g+r2)k  |SE1cpyq -k (1 —r2)k’
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Proof. This follows directly from Remark

Lemma 7. For any k € NV such that k > 2

/,, sin® ! gdep _ 2 ND(k/2))2 1402
o (

(5.15) 1 —2rcos¢ +r2)k+l (k) (1 —r2)k+2

Proof. By taking derivative with respect to r, we get

r d m sin®* ! ¢pdo
m% /0 (1 —2rcos¢+r2)k

_ / sin" ! ¢de 1 / sin®~! ¢dp
Jo (1 =2rcosg+r2)ktt 1 —¢2 [ (1 —2rcos¢ +r2)k

Combine this with (5I4]) then we are done.

Lemma 8. For any k € NV such that k > 2

/’f sin* 1 ¢In(1 — 2r cos ¢ + r2)de
0 (1 —2rcos¢ + r2)k+1

ord </,, sink_lqbln(l—2rcos¢+r2)d¢>
0

_k(li—r?)% (1 —2rcos¢+r2)k
1 ™ sin® ! ¢In(1 — 2 cos ¢ + 12)dg
1—r2/0 (1 —2rcos¢ +1r2)k
2F—1(T(k/2))? 2r2
r'(k) k(1 —r2)k+2’

+

29

k—1 2
Proof. Take derivative of [ =2 ¢ In(1-2rcos ¢-£r7)dé with respect to r, we can get

0 (1—27 cos p+12)F

/” sin* ! ¢In(1 — 2r cos ¢ + r2)de
0 (1 —2rcos¢ + r2)k+l

B r d </” sin* ! pIn(1 — 2r cos ¢ + r2)d¢>
0

T k1 —12)dr (1 —2rcos¢ +r2)k
1 /” sin* =1 ¢In(1 — 2r cos ¢ + 72)d¢
0

+1—7°2 (1 —2rcos¢ +r2)k
1 /,, sin* ! ¢dg
k(1 —12) Jo (1 —2rcos¢+r2)k
N 1 /’T sin* ! ¢dg
kJo (1—2rcosg+r2)kt+l’

By (£14) and (5I5), we have

1 / sin® =t ¢do B 1 / sin® =1 ¢do
kEJ (1-2rcos¢+r2)k1  Ek(1—72) ) (1 —2rcos¢+r?)k
~ 2P HD(k/2))2 272
B (k) k(1 — r2)k+2
Combine these two equations we can get (G.10).
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5.5. Hyperbolic Harmonic Through Induction. Using the induction relation
(5I0), we can prove that I, o U(y) + In|¥’(y)| is harmonic with respect to the
standard hyperbolic metric. We prove it in the unit ball model of hyperbolic space.

Lemma 9. Forn > 2, in B"™ we have

SO D Ny A
Ax (In+1n++|$|> —o.

Here Ay is the Laplacian in hyperbolic space. For any function u € C*°(B"™) we
have

1—|zf?

Apu = (1_2|“’|2)2Au+(n—2) (2, V).

Where A is the Laplacian in Euclidean space and {x,Vu) is the inner product in
FEuclidean space.

Proof. Through direct calculation we have

1— 2z, + |z|? 2x — 2e,
n —

V1 = ;
2 1—2x, + |z|?

here e,, means the unit vector in the direction x,,.
As a result, we have

1— 2z, + |z|? 2n—4
Al =
" 2 1 =2z, + |22’
and
AHln1_2I"+|x|2 _ 1—|xf? ? 2n —4
2 2 1 -2z, + |z|?

1—|xf? 2z — 2e,
-2

(= Jz?)?(n = 2) + (n = 2)(d — [2*) 2lz|* — 22n)
2(1 — 2z, + |z)?)
(n—2)(1 — |=*)
2

Next we want to show that

~ —2)(1 — |z|?
(5.16) Agl, = _w'
Since fn is a radial function, we can verify this in polar coordinates in the Euclidean

unit ball. Where we have

" .2\ 2 2N 2 . ~ - 2 _
Agl, = <1 " > 021, + (1 " ) n 13T1n+wwn
2 2 T 2

For n = 2 it is easy to see that fg = 0, and for n = 3, we can integrate by part to get

Is = 1In(4) + (1-r)* ln(lfr)i(lw)zln(l”). So it is easy to verify by direct calculation

that (5I6) is true for n =2 and n = 3.
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When n > 3, suppose (5.10) is true for I,_, from which we have

- 1—r2\2 - 1—r2\%n—-3 -~
A]HIIn—2 = ( 2T> 672“[71—2—"_< 2T> nT38rIn—2
— — 2 o~
+(n 4)r(1 T)8r1n72
2
_22\2 2
— (1 2T (’“)f]n_g—i—l (m=3)4+(n—5)r
T
B _(n—4)(1—7°2)
B 2

After rearranging we get

2(n—4) 2(n—-4r_, ~ n—3
_ oL, o —
1—1r2 1—1r2 2 r

Consider (510)), take derivative with respect to r, we get

(5.17) Pl oy =—

4

~ 1—r ~ 1+ 3rt ~
Ol = ———02I,_ l-———= )0 Ip—2—

dr(n—3) " 2+( 4r2(n—3)) >
and

4

o1,

2.

r
-3’

~ _ ~ 4 ~
azln = 177‘83["—2 + (1 &> azln—2

4r(n — 3) ©2r2(n —3)
-3t - 1

+2T3(TL - 3)(%[“_2 -3

Using (B.17), we have

72 (1 —1r2)2

(
_(n—3+2(n—4)r

~ B 4(n—4)r n—3 2n-4)(1+r? ~
83177,72 - 1 + < >8’I"

) 872‘fn727
and

1—rt

.
— 0,
4r(n —3) Ol

(n—3)(1—1r2) 4r3 2r(n—3)(1 —r?)

1—rt  (n=4)(1+7?) =
B ( 4r2 + 2(n—3) ) OrIn-2

As a result, we have

~ (= +Drt+2n—-2)r*— (n—1) ~
Ol = ( 4r2(n — 3) ) 07 In—

C(n—4)(A+1?) (1—r4 (n—4)(1+r2)2)6r~

(n—1)—Bn—-9)r? - (5n—13)r* — (n — 11)r
+( 13 (n —3)(1 = 12)
(n—3)+ (n—5)r?
(n—=3)(1—-1r2)

In72

In—2

) 6rfn—2

31
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(7).
( (n+ 1)t +2(n — 2)r2 — ("—1))(1_T2)28ﬁn—2
.

Hence

4r2(n — 3) 2
m—1)—=GBn—-9)7r2—=GBn-13)r*—(n—11)r%\ 1 —r? _ ~
T3( 87‘171 2

n—3) 2

8
(n=3)+mn—->5)r% [1—1r2
2(n —3) 2
1—72 2n—l
(e
(n—1) 1—1" 1— 2 9%
4r2n— < > O In—s

(n— 1) -2 (n—-1)(1—-7%)2(1+3rh) ~
+ ( 4r B 1673(n — 3) ) Orln—s

(=11 - r?)?

4(n — 3)

(n—2)r(1—72), ~

faﬁ[n

=24 (1-12\? -
- 2(n — 3) ( 2 ) Ol
1+ 3r% (n—2)r(1—1?)_ ~
* <1 B 4(n — 3)r2> 2 Orln—s
B (n —2)r?(1 —1r?)
2(n —3)
Adding them up, we get
AHTn _ (TL;2_)3—7°2 (1—2r2> 672:[;1_2
—(n=5)rt+(n?-8n+13)r* + (n—2)(n—3) (1 —1r?
* 2r(n — 3) ( 2 ) Orles
(A =r)((n—2) + (n—4)r?)
2(n —3)
Note that we have
(n—2)—1? ' (n—3)+ (n—5)r?
(n—3) 2r
—(n—=5)rt+ (n? —8n+13)r* + (n — 2)(n — 3)
B 2r(n —3) ’

as a result, we have
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Aul,
_ (n;2_)3—r2 <(1—2r2> 92T, 5+ (n—3)-;:n—5)r2 (1_2T2arfn—2>>
(@ =r)((n—2) + (n—4)r?)
2(n —3)

Use induction assumption in the form

2\ 2 5 2
(F55) et (=3 + (=520 T,n = - D),

2 2
Then we get
Awl, = — (n— 2)2(1 - 7‘2)'
Which finishes the proof. O

5.6. Boundary Value Through Induction. Using the induction relation (&I0),
we can find boundary value for I,,. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 10. For n > 2 we have
lim I,, = 0,
r—1
lim 0,1, = —1,
r—1

and

I,—0
lim

r—1 r—1

= —1.

Proof. For n = 2, we have :fn = 0. For n = 3 we have
~ (1—7)2In(l—7)— (1 +7)2n(1l+7)

Is =In4 + .
2r
It is easy to see that B
lim Ig = O,
r—1
lim 0,15 = —1,
r—1
and _
Is—0
lim =2~ = 1.
r—1r—1
In general we use induction to prove that
lim 7, = 0
r—1

and B
lim 0,1, = C.
r—1
Here C' =0 for n = 2 and C = —1 for n > 3. Suppose the induction assumption
holds for n — 2, then we have N
lim In_g =0
r—1
and B
lim 6TIn_2 =C.
r—1



34 W. TIAN

Now consider I,,. By (5.10), we have

4 2

1—r 1—r

Vi £ = T gy i Or Lo o i Lo o+l 52—

Using the induction assumption for fn_g, it is easy to see that
lim I,, = 0.
r—1

Start with (B.I0), take derivative with respect to r, we get

~ 1+ 3r? ~ r
021, l-——— )0 Ip—2—
" 2+( 4r2(n—3)) 2T -

~ 1—74

Ol = L=

Use (B.I7) to substitute 021,_5, then we get

~ 11—t 2(n—4) 2(”—4)7‘ ~ n—3 ~
Oln = 4r(n —3) <_ 1—r2 1_,2 Oplp—2 — . Opl,_o
1+ 3rt ~ r
+ (1 — m) (9TIn_2 — -

Use the induction assumption and take limit we have
lim 0,1, = —1.
r—1
Now we use induction to show that

I(r) =0
i 20 =0 _ ¢

r—1 r—1
again, we have C'= 0 for n = 2 and C' = —1 for n > 3. Suppose it is true for n — 2
then we have the induction assumption

In_o(r) =0
tim 2220 =0 _
r—1 r—1
Use (EI0), then we have
I, — 1 1+472)  ~ Iy o— 1
0_ 00+, ;  Ta-0  1ir
r—1 4r(n — 3) r—1 2(n —3)
Now take limit and use the induction assumption, then we have
. L(r) =0 c 1
1 =— C - .
r r—1 n—3 + n—3
When n > 5, we have lim,. 8TI~n,2 = —1 and lim, _,; f";_zl_o = —1, and as a result
we have B
I,(r) —
lim ) =0

r—1 r—1

When n = 4, we have lim,._, 8TI~n,2 =0 and lim,_,q I"T*fl—o =0, and

I,(r) — 1
lig () =0 _ _ -1
r—1 r—1 n—3

This concludes the proof. (I
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6. UNIQUENESS IN THE LiMIT CASE THROUGH THE METHOD OF MOVING
SPHERES

In this section, we prove Theorem [l For the convenience of calculation, it will
be easier for us transform the inequality (£1]) and its corresponding Euler-Lagrange
equation to the upper half space using the transformation ¥ : R} — B" as given
in (TC4).

Note that in (]) we have the inequality

||61n+P27nf||Ln(]En) S Sn||6f||Ln—1(Sn*1)7

with Euler-Lagrange euquation

(6.1) ((n=DF(©) / TP T, (0 €)da
For any ]76 L°°(B™), if we define a corresponding f such that
(6.2) F(w) = foW(w) +1n ¥ (w)],
then by change of variable we have
Hel—; n—1 _ / e(n—l)fdé-
Lnfl(Snfl) sn—1
_ / (=1 (Fou+In |9 (w)]) gy,
Rn—1
n—1
= ||ef||L"*1(]R"*1) :

On the other hand, using change of variable, [27)) and (5.3]) we have

~ = ~||n
H61n+P27nf

— enfn+nﬁ27nf~d$
Ln (Bn) n

/ en‘fno\ll-i-n(ﬁg,nfy)o\ll—i-nln |\Il'(y)\dy
R}
— / enpz,n(fo\pﬂn\w/(w)|)dy
R}
P27n f

= He ‘Zn(m)'

Hence we have the inequality

(6.3) le” = | Ln @y < Snlle’ || Ln-1@n-1y.

Moreover, if we assume that f € L*(S"1) is a solution to (1), then the corre-
sponding f as defined in satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(6.4) e Df(w) — / enPr=ntpy L (y, w)dy.
R%

This section is organized as follows: we define several notation related to the
inversion with respect to a sphere in Subsection We prove Theorem H in
Subsection [6.2 to Subsection We start by assuming f € C1(S"71) is a solution
to (G.1)), then define the corresponding f asin ([G6.2]). We will prove that the function
f as a solution to the equation (6.4) is unique up to conformal transformation.
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Note that this is different from directly proving uniqueness of smooth solutions
to (G4). Since by starting with smooth solutions of (G.I) we gain the asymptotic
behavior In |®’(u)| as in ([62]). This asymptotic behavior helps us to start the sphere
in Subsection [6.3]

6.1. Notation. For any w € R""! and A € R, define v = (w,0) € R™. For all
y € R™ such that y # v define the inversion with respect to a sphere centered at v
with radius A as

(6.5) Druly) = v+ —

PETA

Note that ¢y, (y) maps the upper half space into the itself, and ¢, (y) : R} —
R is a conformal transformation. We use [¢ , (y)| to denote the conformal factor
such that

Ady® = |64, () Pdy?
Note that |¢} ,(y)|" is the Jacobian in R%}. Through direct calculation using (6.3,
we can see that

>\2n
¢/ v " = )
| A, (y)| |y —’U|2"
and
)\2
/ _
(66) |¢)\,v(y)| - |y _ 1)|2

Note that since ¥ o ¢y, o ¥~! is a conformal transformation that maps B" to
itself, we have Wo ¢y ,o0 WU~ € SO(n,1). For any f: R"~! — R, we can define f,
as the conformal transformation of f under ¢y , such that

(6.7) faw =Ffodry+In|d) |
In addition we define
B)\,’U = {yERn : |y—’U| < )‘}7

with BY | =By, N R? and E;v denotes the closure of BY  in R™. We also use Ri
to denote the closure of RY} in R™.

6.2. Inversion with Respect to Spheres. Suppose f € C>(S"~1) is a solution
to (B.1)), for w € OR} = R™~! define

f(w) = fo¥(w)+In|¥' (w)].

Through the discussion before ([6.4]) we know that f is a solution to (G4]). Under
transformation ¢y ,, as defined in ([G.5]) we can define fy ., as in ([G.7)

Fawo(w) = fodxu(w)+1In|d),, (w)

= foWodru(w)+In[¥(dxu,(w)]+ (¢, (w)
oW odyu(w)+1 a
= oW oy g, (w n .
Ao (1 + [vo[2)Jw — vo]? + M + 232 (vo, w — vp)
Note that here |W'(¢x v, (w))] is as in (L7) and |}, ,, (w)|is asin @8). The notation
(vg,u — vg) denotes the Euclidean inner product in R™.
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In the special case vg = 0, we have
(6.8) Fro(v) = foWopro(v) +1 -
. v)=foWo v n .
2,0 2,0 N ¥ o

Remark 9. Note that for any f € C°°(S" 1) and any X\ > 0 the function fro
is smooth in R"~. We can see this using the definition of ¢x ., and ¥, for any
we R

)\2
Vo dro(w) =1V (Ww>

2\ A4
| _Ew —ltap
- AL 24

B 222w M — |w|?
AWM+ w2 M+ w2 )
If we define U o ¢y 0(0) =(0,...,0,1) € R™ then it is easy to see that the map
Togpyo: R - st

is smooth. The other parts of the function fx o is also smooth.

Through similar calculation we can also conclude that for any f € O (S" 1),
any A > 0 and any vo € R"™1, the function fx., is smooth in R"~1.

On the other hand, for any f € C°°(S"1) define f as in (62) then we have

Poy(f)=Poy(foU) + Py (In |V (w)]).
Using (53)) and Remark Bl we see that
Pron(f) = Pa—n(f 0 0) + I 0 U(y) + In[¥'(y)|
= (P-nf) oW + I, 0 U(y) + In |V (y)].
For fi v, using (ZI2) and 2.I4), we have for any y € R’
P2—nf)\,v0 (y) = P2—n(f) © ¢)\,v0 (y) + llfl |¢I)\,v0 (y)|
= Prn(f o) 0 dnu(y) +Ino T odru(y)
+1n (W (G 00 ()] + I [@) 4, ()]

= Pon(fol)odru(y) + InoWodu,(y)
2)\2
(14 Jvol?)|ly — vo|? + A* + 2X2(vg, y — vo) + N2y

Using result from Remark Bl we have
Pynfaw(y) = (152fnf> oW o P (y) + I~n oW o P u(Y)

2)2
(1+ lvo?)ly — vol? + A* + 2X%(vo, y — vo) + A yn’

(6.9)

+1n

(6.10)

+ In

Remark 10. Note that when f~€ C(S™™1), both functions Py_, f and Po_p fan, are

continuous in EZ. We can see this from (6.3) and (610) using similar calculations
as in Remark[d
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Again, note that . When vy = 0, we have
272

(611) P2—nf)\,0(y) = (P2—7lf> o \I] o (ZSX,O(Q) + I’ﬂ o \I] o (ZSX,O(KJ) + ln m
We can show the following result, which will be used in subsequent parts.

Lemma 11. Suppose f € C(S"™1). Define f, fawo as in [63) and (6-7) repec-
tively. Define the coresponding extensions Po_n f and Pa_p f v, as in (6.9), then
Py f and Po_y, f ., are harmonic in R with the standard Hyperbolic metric and
with boundary values f and fy ., respectively.

Proof. We consider P,_,, f firstly. Using (6.9) and (Z7)) we can see that
Prn(f) = Prn(fo®)+I0¥(y) +In|¥(y)
= (Ponf) oW+ 1,0 (y) + In W (y).
From Proposition [3] we can see that (Ps_,f) o ¥ is harmonic in R? with the Hy-
perbolic metric and that Py_,, f o U(u) = f o U(u) for all u € OR" =R L.

From Lemma [@ we see that in B” the fucntion I,, () +1n % is hyperbolic
harmonic. Since ¥ : R} — B" is an isometry between two models of hyperbolic
spaces, we have I, o U(y) + In [¥’(y)| is also harmonic in R’} with the Hyperbolic
metric. Note that here we used the relation ().

_ From Lemma we see that [, is continuous up to the boundary and that
I, 0¥ (w) =0 for all w € IR} = R"'. As aresult, we have I,, o0 U(w)+1In [¥'(w)| =
In[¥/'(w)| for all w € IR’} = R"~*. This finishes the proof for P_, f.

Now we consider Py_j, f4,- By Remark @ fy ., is continuous on OR”. Using

the definition of fy 4., (Z12) and (2.14), we have
P2fnf)\,'uo = P2fnf © (bA,vo +1In |¢/>\,vo |
Since ¢y,v, is an isometry of R’ with hyperbolic metric, we have P2y f 0 ¢y 4, is
harmonic in R} with the hyperbolic metric. On the other hand, using (6.6), by
direct calculation we can see that In |} , | is hyperbolic harmonic in RY.
From (GI0) and similar calculations as in Remark@lwe see that Py_,, fi v, is con-

tinuous in Ei. As a result, Po_,, f) 4, is hyperbolic harmonic in R?} with boundary

value fx y,-
O

Note that in this proof we only need the asymptotic behavior (6.8)) and ([G.I1]) and
Proposition[Bl We also need the regularity f € C(S"~!) in order to use Proposition
B but we do not need to assume f to be a solution of (G.1I).

6.3. Start the Sphere. Now we start the moving sphere argument. The first step
is called start the sphere; and we prove it in the following two propositions. The
proof of Proposition [7 relies on the asymptotic behavior (G.8) while the proof of
Proposition [§ relies on the asymptotic behavior (6.11]) and the maximum principle.

Proposition 7. For any f € C>®(S™') any A > 0 and any vy € ORY. = R"1,
define f and fi ., as in (62) and (6.7) respectively. Then there exists A\g > 0
depending only on vy, such that for all 0 < A < Ao

e Do (w) < e DF (1),

for all |w — vg| > A.
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Proof. Our proof uses similar ideas as in Lemma 3.1 of [16] and Lemma 2.1 of [I7].
Our proof is even simpler since we have the asymptotic behavior ([G.8]).

Consider in polar coordinate of R"™1, w = (r,0) € R"! where r > 0 and
0 € S"2. Since f € C>®(R" 1) (actually we only need f to be C*) and e~/ > 0,
there exists rg > 0 such that

d

a (r"_le("_l)f(r, 9)) >0

for all 0 < r < ro and all § € S*~2.
As a result, when 0 < A < |w| < ry we have

2\ 71 2
AN s (A e ()
|wl |w]? ’
and hence using (G.7]) we have

e D0 () < DS (1)

for all 0 < A < |w| < rg. (Note that here we used the fact that when 0 < A < |w],
we have HQT“\]F = % < |wl.)
For |u| > rg, from ([@2) and (68) we have

X ) n—1 -
(n=1)f I (n—1)folr
17 (1) (1 . W) ¢ (w)

and

2 n—1 _ 2
(=1 fx0 (w) — ( 2A > e(n=1)fo® ()\_U)) .

At |w]? |w]?

Define m = infgegn—1 ef(ﬁ) and M = supgcgn—1 ef(é). Note that we have 0 < m <
M. Choose )y small enough such that 0 < A\g < 79 and

m— XM >m/2,
and
rem/2 > A3 M.

Then we have for all |w| > 79 and 0 < X < Ag

(m—NM)w]* > (m—NM)rg
> mrg/2
> A\oM
> MM
> MN(M - \?m).

As a result, we have for all 0 < A < Mg < 19 < |w],

2m < 2A2 M
T+ w2 7 |w]?2 + A%
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and hence
n—1)f _ n—1 fo\I/
eV () = (1+ |w|2) eIV (1)

S 2m

- 1+ |w|?

2)\2 n—1
>
(le2 + /\4)

—1
e(n—1)fo¥ )‘2_w
le2 Jw[2+ 2 lw|?

e(n=1 f“’(w).

With the chosen Ay, combining the two cases together, we get for all 0 < A < X\g
and all |w| > A, we have

DI () > e=Dixo ().

Remark 11. Note that

(=1 x v (w) < e("_l)f(w)
for all |w — vo| > A is equivalent to

e Dxwo () > DS (1)

for all jw —vy| < A. Since for any w such that |w — vo| < A, we can define
Wxvo = P (w). Then we have

(612) ¢>\,U0 (w%vo) = ¢)\,v0 o ¢)\,v0 (w) =w,
and
A2 A
[Wawe = Vol = |davo (w) — vo| = o]
As a result, using Theorem[7, we have for |w — vo| < A
eI (w) =@, ()P T (wy )
> @0 (@) eI (1) )

[0 0 ()" H Dy (wr,00)[* e D (w)

eV (w).
Note that in the last step we used
(6.13) [0 00 (W) THOR g (WA )" =1,

which follows from (612) and chain rule.

With the help of the previous remark, we can use maximum principle to prove
similar results for Po_,, f.

Proposition 8. For any f € C>=(S"~1Y), define f and fi., as in (63) and (6.7)
respectively.

For any vy € ORY = R"™! there exists \g > 0 such that for all 0 < X < Ao we
have

enP27nf(y) < enPQ—nf)\,vD (y)
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for all |y — vo| < .

Proof. From Lemma[ITlwe see that Py_,, f and P>_y, f) 4, are Hyperbolic harmonic
with boundary values f and fy 4, respctivly. By the discussion at the beginning of
this section, all four functions f, fx v,, Po—nf and P>_, f) ., are continuous at the
point vg € OR"} = R"~!. Choose the same \g as in Theorem[7l Using the previous
remark we have

=D (1) < D0 (1),
for any 0 < A < Ag and for all w € R"~! such that [w—wvg| < \. Which is equivalent
to

f(w) < f)\,vo (w)
for all w € R"~! such that |w —vg| < A. On the other hand, using the definition of
o, ZI2) and 2I4), we can see
P2—nf(y) = P2—nf)\,v0 (y)

for all y € R"} such that |y — vg| = A\. By maximum principle we can see

P2—nf(y) < P2—nf)\,v0 (y)
for all |y — vo| < A. O

Note that in this subsection we only used asymptotic behavior (6.8)), (€.11]) and
the maximum principle. We did not use the fact that f is a solution to the integral

equation (G.II).

6.4. The Case )\ = co. In the previous subsection we showed that Ay > 0 exists.
In this subsection we will show that it can not go to infinity.

Define
(6.14)

Ao = sup{\ > 0 such that e~/ (w) < D0 (w) for all |w — vo| < .}

In the following lemma we show that Ag can not equal to co.

Lemma 12. For any f : Hg"_l — R, such that ef € L" Y (R"™Y), and for all
vg € ORY} = R™ 1, we have Ay < 00.

Proof. We can prove this by contradiction following [IT]. Suppose for some vy €
OR" = R"!, we have \g = oo, then we can find a sequence \; — oo such that

e("_l)f(w) < (D500 (w)

for all jw — vg| < A; and for all i. For a given i, by the previous inequality, (6.13)
and change of variable we have

eV (wydw < e Do (w)dw
BY BY
Aisv0 Aisvo
= / e (w)dw.
AV
As a result, we have
1
0< —/ e W (w)dw < / e (w)dw.
2 Jgn—1 [w—wvo|>A\;

But the right hand side of the inequality goes to zero as A\; — oo by dominated
convergence theorem. (|
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Note that in the this proof we only need e/ € L™ }(R"~!) in order to use
dominated convergence theorem. We don’t need f to be a solution to the integral

equation (G.1I).

6.5. The Case )y < oco. Note that since A\g > 0, this is the last case we need to
consider. In this subsection we will show that at the critical value Ay, we have

oo = 1

But firstly we need to show three lemmas. The first lemma is about the kernel
function pa_n (y, u).

Lemma 13. For any vy € OR? = R"™! and any A > 0, define ¢y, as in (6.3).
Then for any y € IB%IUO and any w € ORT = R"™! such that |w — vo| < X, we have

(615) P2—n (y7 ’LU) — P2—n (¢)\,v0 (y)u ’U}) >0
Proof. By [2II]), we have

p?*n(d))\,vo (y)a w) =DP2—n (yv ¢>\,vo (w)) |¢/)\,v0 (w)|n71,
so we only need to prove

W
[y w2y o (w) P2

for any y € IBS;\F v, and any w € R™™1 such that |w — vo| < A. By direct calculation
using (G.3]), we have

>0,

)\2
/ —
|¢)\,v0(w)| - |’LU . ’U0|2.

So the proof follows from

(A = w = vo*)(A* — |y — vol?)
A2 ’

|2 |w - U0|2
2
which is positive when both |w — vg| < A and |y — vo| < A.

Y = Dxu0 (W) —ly—wl=

If we define

K(Uo, A Y, w) = p2fn(ya w) - p27n(¢>\,vo (y), U})

as in [I6] (right before Lemma 3.1 in [I6]), then we can show the following result
about the derivative of K with respect to w (as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [16]).

Lemma 14.

(6.16)
2(n—1)cpa_pny? !

|w_y|2n (|w_v0|2_|y_v0|2)7

(VK (vo, Ay, w), w — v0>‘\w—v0|:>\ ==

for all y € RY.

Proof. Here (V,,K (v, \;y,w), w — vg) denote the inner product in R"~! (or R")
with respect to the Euclidean metric. And V,, denotes the gradient in R"~! with
the Euclidean metric. The subscript w emphasizes the fact that the derivative is
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taken with respect to w. The proof follows from direct calculation. As in the
previous lemma, use 2.11] we can have

K (vo, As y, w)
. yn,1 1 ( A )271—2 1
n,2—ndn 2n—2 2n—2
w — w — v A2 (w—v
o=y =nl) iy e
As a result, we can calculate V, K to be
VK
Cn,27ny371
2(n — 1)(w—1y") 2(n — A2 |w — P4 ( )
- _ - w —
lw —y[*" [(y = vo)|w — vo]> = A?(w — o) [*"~2 ’

n (n — VA2 |w — vo > 2(4]y — vo|*|w — vo|? — 422 (y — vo, w — vg))
I(y = vo)|lw — vol> = A2(w — vo) [*"
2(n — DA w — vp|?" 2

|y = vo)lw — o2 = X2 (w —vg

(w — vg)

(10 = o’y = w0) = X%(w = v0)).

Here (y — v, w — vg) denotes inner product in R™. Then for the inner product we
have
—2(n —1D)cpo_ny?t

(VK ,w—
|w — y|

00}y 2 = (Jw = vol* = ly — vol?).

O

In the next lemma, we use change of variable to rewrite equation (64) into a
new form.

Lemma 15. For any vy € OR" and any A > 0, define the inversion ¢ ., as in
(E3). For any f € C>®(R"1) that is a solution to (6.1)). Define f and fx .y, as in
(62) and (67) respectively, then we have

e =Dfrg _ o(n=1)f

(6.17)

_ /B+ (enpzfnf,\,yo _ enP27nf) (p27n(y, w) _ p2in(¢>\7vo (y),w))dy

g

Proof. Since fis a solution to [G.I] through change of variable we can see that f is
a solution to ([@4]). Using equation (64) we have

eI = /+ enpz’"fpzfn(y,w)dy+/ "= py i (y, w)dy
]B)\ v

n +
R+ \]Bk,vo

- /+ (enpzinfp2—n (y7 ’LU) + enP27nf/\’v0p2—n(¢>\7’Uo (y)7 ’LU)) dy7
]B)\,UO
where the second step follows from change of variable and (2.14]). Similarly

e i = / e by (y,w)dy + / ¢"Prn oy (y, w)dy
B

n +
RJr\IB/\,vO

- /+ (e"P2—nf>\,v0p2_n(y, ’U}) + enP27nfp2—n (¢)\,U0 (y)u w)) dy
B

X,vo

g
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Subtracting the first inequality from the second one, we get the desired result.
O

We now prove f = fy . by contradiction.

Proposition 9. Suppose f € CYR"™') is a solution to (64). For any vy €
OR" = R"™1, with \o defined as in (6.14), f and [y defined as in (6.2) and
(6-7) respectively, we have

fw) = 15, 0, (W),
for all w € R*~1,
Proof. We prove this by contradiction. Our proof is similar to a combination of

Lemma 2.4 in [I7] and Lemma 3.2 in [I6]. Suppose there exists v € R} = R" ™!
such that

f(U) < fxoﬂlo (U)7
then by maximum principle (note that by Lemma[[T] we can use maximum principle
here), we have

Poonf(y) < Panf5, 00 ):
for all y € IB%%L . As a result, using (6.4) and Lemma [I[3] we see that
0,v0
(6.18) f(w) < f3; 0 (@)
for all w € OR? = R"~! such that |w — vy| < Ao. By (6.8), f3, .0, 18 continuous
on JR’. Using compactness of E;o/Zvo’ there exists v > 0 such that

Pronf5g00W) = Pa=nf(y) 27> 0

=t
for all y € By /2,4,
Consider a sequence {A;}5°, such that for each ¢ we have

/\i > >\i+1 > Xo,

and that
i — XO
as i — 0o. We can also require that
(6.19) Panfan(®) = Pronf(y) = 5 >0,

since by (611 we know that Pa_, f 4, (y) is continuous function of .
For each 7 by compactness of Ej\;yvo, there exists w; € Ej\:-,v(, such that

P27nf)\i,vg (w’L) - P27nf(w1) = _Jirnf P27nf)\i,vo - P27nf-

3000
Since X is the critical value, we must have
Py fag v (Wi) — Pap f(w;) < 0.
By maximum principle, we also know that w; € E;UD NORY, and that
Friwo(Wi) = f(wi) = Pacn fxi oo (0i) = Pa—p f(w3) < 0.

In addition, by [6.19 we have % < |w; —vo| < A;. We have strict inequality because
Faswo(w) = f(w) for all |w — vg| = A
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. . o . .ot n
Since wj; is an interior minimum for fy; ., — f in B, , N IR’} we have

v(f)w',’llo - f)(wl) =0.
Here we use V to denote the gradient in R”~! with the Euclidean metric. It is the
same notation as in Leiri_ma @4
By compactness of By, , , we can choose a subsequence (still denote it {w;}$<;
and {A;}32,) such that w; — wp for some wy € E—fmvo NOR%. By (6.8) we can
see that both fy ,,(w) and V £y, (w) are continuous for A > 0 and |w| # 0. As a
result, we can take limit ¢ — oo to get

(6.20) Fxg o (Wo) — f(wo) <0
and
(6.21) V(S50 — D) = 0.

Because of (6.20) and (6.I8) we have |wp —vg| = Ag. But by Lemma [[5 and Lemma
[ we can see that

(n— 1)€(n_1)'f(w0)<v(fxo,vo — f)(wo), wo — vo)
= (V(" M Rovo — D) awp), wg — vo)

= / (e”&’"f?o“o - e”PQ’"f(y)> (VK (v0, Ao; Y, wo), wo — vo)dy
B

20570
n—1

—nfx —nf Yn 2 2
= —2(n—1)cpo- / (enp2 "Rowo — gnPe-nt ) ———(Xy — |y — vo|?)d
( ) n,2—n ]B;O . (y) |w0 . y|2n( 0 |y | ) Y

< 0.

Which is a contradiction to (6.21)).
O

6.6. Proof of Theorem [ For the proof of Theorem M we need the following
Lemma proved by Li and Zhu [I7]

Lemma 16. [I7, Lemma 2.5] For any integer n > 3, suppose f € CHR"™1)
satisfying: for any b € R"~1, there exists A\, € R such that

oA a1 b)+b HweR"M\{b
) = 2 (2w =) +0)  for altw € BN,

Then for some a >0, d > 0, wy € R* 1,

rw) = (

a (n—2)/2

m) 5 fO'I" all w € ]Rnil,
— wo

or

a

(n—2)/2 )
_ 1l R™™.
|w—w0|2+d> , for allw €

rw) =-(
We restate Theorem [ here for the convenience of the reader:

Theorem 7. For any integer n > 2, sze L>(S"1) satisfies the equation

e(”l—l)f(f) — / e"il"l‘nﬁZ—n.fﬁb_n(‘/B’ §)d$,
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then for all € € SP~1

r 1-|¢P
f(&)=In + Ch,
=i
where ¢ € B and C,, = —ﬁln‘S”fl‘ is a constant. Here ‘S”fl‘ denotes the

volume of the standard sphere.

Proof. By Proposition [[2] in the appendix we know that f € CY(S"1). Forw €
R"~! define f(w) as in (6.2)) then we have f € C*(R"~!). By discussion before (6.4))
we know that f satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation (6.4]). Then by Proposition[d
we know that for any vy € OR"} = R™~1, there exists g > 0 depending on vy, such
that

f(w) = f5, .0, (W),
for all w € R*!. Note that here
Frpwn (@) = Fo b5, (W) + Il (w)
—2 —2
=f (L(M — o) +Uo> +1n7)\0

|w — w2 |w — w2

is as in ([G.1).
Define
plw) = " 1),
then it is easy to check that ¢ satisfies the assumption of Lemma As a result

we have
a (n—2)/2
() = (s
v (|w —wol? + d)

for some a > 0, d > 0 and wy € R*~!. From this we know that
f(w) = —In(jlw — wo|* + d) + Ina.

Define
C = \I](’LUQ, \/a)u

where (wo,V/d) is a point in R”. Then we have

ry _ 1- |<|2 n—1
f(f)—1n|g <|2+Cn, for all £ € S"7°.
Note that here the constant C,, = —ﬁ In }S"’l} is determined by the restriction
|7 -
Ln—1(sn—1)
This finishes the proof. (I

APPENDIX A. REGULARITY

2(n—1)
n—2+a

regularity of the function f € LP(S"1) such that f is a solution to the integral
equation for any £ € S*1

[ pue6) (Paf) @555 = Fley .

Here po(x,&) is the Poisson kernel in the unit ball as in (24). The normalizing
constant ¢, o is as in ([2.3]).

For any integer n > 3 any o € (2 —n,1) and any p > we want to prove
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The corresponding integral equation in the upper half space is

(Fowt)™ = [ poluw) ¥/ ()|"=* (Puf) o) 757 .

n
+

here p,(y,w) is the Poisson kernel in the upper half space is given in (Z3)).
The integral equation in the upper half space can be simplified to

(A1) ()" )3 ) (P ) T
A.l. From LP to L.

2(n—1)
n—24+«a

00 suppose fe LP(S™™1Y) is a solution to the Euler-Lagrange equation
SO ntg;a .
[ &) (BaF) @) do = Flo

then we have f € L>®(S*1)

Proposition 10. For any integer n > 3, any o € (2 —n, 1) and any <p<

Proof. Note that the operator Py : LP(S*™1) — L3 (B™) is bounded and com-
pact when i(fT_Jrl(i < p < oo. For w e LI(B") where 1 < g < n, define the operator
T

Tou = / Doz, &)u(z)dx.
Using a duality argument as in [I5] we can prove
(A2) Il e, < Wl

Suppose ]76 LP(S"1) is a solution to the Euler-Lagrange equation

+2-

[ et ((BF) ) o = Ty,

From Proposition [(] we see that

P.f e L""1(B").

n—2+o

prors e then we have

As a result if we define vy =
(Po )V € Lv55 (B).

Using (A.2) we have

yp(n—1)

e LB e,

and hence
yp(p—1)(n—1)

Fer™ == (s

If we keep going we can have f € Lee(Sn1. O
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A.2. Derivative of p, with respect to x. Next, we want to prove regularity for
f in using the same idea as in the book by Gilbart-Trudinger [13, Chapter 4]. (The
way they handle the Newtonian Potential) So firstly, we take derivative of p, with
respect to x and with respect to £&. Through direct calculation we get

—(n - o)) iy
Oy,Pa(y, w) = { v S
—(”—Q)W+(1—Q)W7 1=n
awipa(yuw):(n_a)yn (yi_wZ) _1, 2,.., TL—l

A.3. CP Regularity for F. Suppose we have the integral equation
e’
Yn
Fw) =cne [ M UGy,
R

o |y —wlrme

where y = (y',yn) € R} and v/, w € R"'. We assume U(y) € L*(R") and
U(y) > 0 for all y € R”}.
For any R > 0 we can write

F // g dy'dy,
) S w|w W

/ / I yr(y)dydy.
Ro—1 |y — w|
Define

(A.3) / /Rn Ty w|" U (y)dy' dys,.

It is easy to see that F — Fg € C°°(R"~!), since there is no local singularity,
and the singularity at oo is still summable after taking derivatives.

Lemma 17. For any 2 —n < o < 1. For any R > 0 and for U € L>(R"), and
U > 0, define Fr as in (A.3). Then for any B such that 0 < 8 < 1, we have
Fr € 8 (Rn—1).

loc

Proof. For any v, w € R"!, consider

11—«

Y /
Fr Fr( _cna// ( n )Uydydyn.
(1) = F( re-1 \ |y — wl"”‘ ly — o[~ )

Define 7 = |v — w|. Suppose we have 0 < r < £. Define

A= {yeRY : such that [y —v| < 2r and |y — w| < 2r}.

Then we can write

-«
FR(w) - FR(U) = (|y w|n a |y fnv|na> U(y)dyldyn

—« 11—«
Yn
+ / / ( T na) Ul(y)dy'dyy,
Rr-1\A \|Y — wl Cy =l
I+11
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yl—a
/ / ( T > na) Ul(y)dy' dyy,
ly — wl Cy -l

For I we have

yn “ly —wl? /
< na// U(y)dy dyn
ity —upress )
C(n,a) / = W=y,
A ly —ov[nmat
< Blw—lfC Uoon// dy' dyy,
< Pl —ofCm U, R>( = w|n Y

/
/ /Aly—vl" “*dedy”>’

in the last inequality we used the fact that |y —w| < 2r = 2|v w|, ly—w| < 2|v w|
and U > 0 in R". By change of variable, choose 2’ = yy;w with dz’ ydy then

n

/ dyn/ dz’'

Rn—1 |Z’|2 + 1)" o+p
g2 dyn rT 2dr
| | o (r2 + <a )

R1-6 r(il*g—m)r(%l)
-8 or (n—(g—ﬁ))

we have

dy/ dy,,
//Aly wl" “*By Y

IN

= 5"

Note that when 2 —n < o < 1 and 0 < 8 < 1, we have 17(375) > 0 and
# > 0. As a result, we have

Similarly for v we have

/ /A|y—v|n w75/ dys < C(n. . 3. R).

As a result, we have

I <C(n,a,B,R)||U| L Rn)|w —U|5

Now we consider I1. Notice that

ylfa
|Dwpaly, w)| < (n— Q)Cn,am-

Using mean value theorem we have: for some wy lying on the line segment between
v and w

[Pa (Y, w) = pa(y,v)| < [Dwpaly, wo)|lw —vl.
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As a result, we have

1]

IN

R
Ol Wiy [ [ 1Dupaly o)l =oldy'dy,

—Q
(na||U||Lm(Rn / /R e w0|" a+1|w—v|1—3|w—v|r@dy/dyn.

In R\ A, we have
ly — wol > |w—v|=r.

We can prove this by contradiction. Suppose we have

|y - U}0| <,
then by triangle inequality, we have

ly —wl| < |w—wol + [y —wo| < |w—v[+ ]y —wo| < 2r.

Similarly for v, we have

ly — v] < 2r.

As a result, we have y € A, which is a contradiction.
Now we have

|11 C(n,a) |U||Loo(Rn/ / e w0|” a+1|y—w0|1—3|w—v|r@dy/dyn

IN

—Q

C(n,a)||U|| w—vﬁ/ / — 2 dy dy,.
( )H ||L (R )l | Rn-1\ A |y w0|n aJrﬁ

By previous calculation we have

—
’
/ /]R" W |y U}o|" a+ﬁdy dyn / /R” L |y wo |n a+5dy dyn.

< C(n,o, 3, R)

IN

As a result, we have
11| < C(n, 0, B, R)|U | poo g lw — o]
All together, for any 0 < 5 < 1 we have
|Fr(w) — Fr(v)| < C(n,a, 8, R)|U || poany o — o],

which means Fr € o’

loc(]Rn 1) .
A.4. CP Regularity for U.

Lemma 18. For some2—n<a <1,0< <1 such that a4 3 < 1 and for some
fec? R1)N Lo(RY), define
ylfa
uy:Pafy:Cn,a/ —— f(w)dw.
W) = Pof ) = eue | Hy)
Then for any y' € R"~1 we have
lim u(y’,yn) = f(y"),

Yn—>

and u € Cﬁc(@i)
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Proof. Through change of variable we see that

dw
n—a *

UlY)| = Cn,«a TN
|u(y)| v (0P 4 1)

/
/ f(y'ﬂw + f,)a dw
ot (Juf2 1)

< ”f”LOO(R"*l)Cn,a/
R

From which we can get
ullLoo@r) < Ifllpoe@n-1)-

In addition, by dominated convergence theorem, we get

!/
im u(y',yn) = na / tim SV gy gy,
Yn—0 Rr-1¥n =0 (Jw|2 + 1)

Since it is easy to see that U € C*°(R"} ), we only need to show that U is Hélder
continuous up to the boundary.
For any y € R and any v € R"™!, define D = {w € R"~! such that |(y,w +

y') —v| < 1}. Note that D is a ball in R"~! centered at ”;—ny, with radius i Also,
note that for any w € D we have

lynw + 3| <14 [v]
Choose R > 0 large enough such that
1+ v|<R
then for all w € D we have
lynw + 9| <1+ |v] < R.

Since f € CF

1 J(R™1), we have

wp L) = Fwa)

= KR < O0.
lwi|<R, jws|<k w1 —wal?
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Consider

J(ynw + y/) - f(U) dw

)=o)l = ena [

(w2 + 1)
/_
el / foww +v) = 10,
p| (w2 +1)%
/_
o / oo +1/) - {(v) .
Rn-1\D <|w|2+1>
_ B
|w|2
ynw+ yl_v B
+ 26l Fll oty / o + (' —0)I°
Rn—1\D (|w|2+1) 3
nwﬁ_;’_ /—’UB
< c<n,a,ﬁ,m,|\f|\m>/ lynwl” + [y = v
root (w2 + 1)
MCIE ol
. C(n,a,ﬂ,n,HfHLao)/ AT O
woon \ ([l + 177 (wl? +1)%3
B
< Clua b=y — ol | S U —
ro-t (ol + 1)%
1

+C(ny B, | )Ny — o / S S
Rot ([wf? + 1)%

Note that in the third inequality, we used subadditivity of concave function. Also,

note that
aJrﬁ) n+8—1
’ r(= ) )
/ L& = |S"7?| (=2) ,
rr-1 (w2 +1) =

and

[ alCECR)

root (w2 +1)°7 oI (%52)
Both integrals are finite when 2—n <a < 1,0 < <1 and o+ < 1. As a result,
we have

[u(y) = u(v)| < C(n, o, B,k || fll =)y — o]
for all v € R™! such that [v|+1 < R and for all y € R". Note that since £ depends

=N

on R, the function u is only locally Hélder continuous. We have u € C’f)c Ry). O

A.5. C' Regularity for F. For any v € R*~! = 9R" and for any R > 0 define
Bro ={y € R": |y —v|] < R}, and IBBJI%U = Bgr,, NR}. We also define the n — 1
dimensional ball as B’é)_vl ={w e R"!: |w—wv| < R}. We also use notation Bp,
IB%E and IBS"71 to denote Bp o, IB;%O and IB%%TOl respectively.

We prove C}!

! J(R™"1) regularity using the same argument as in [13, Lemma 4.2].
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Lemma 19. Forany2-n<a <1,0< 8 <1 and foranyU € LOO(R”)ﬁCf)C(_n),
U > 0 such that

ylfa
F(w) = e / Uy

n ly —wlrme
is well defined. We have F € C (R"™1).

Proof. Note that for any R > 0 we can write
yl—a yl—a
F(w) = Cn,a/ nim(](y)dy + Cn,a/ ”7HU(y)dy,
B ly — w] R?\BF, ly — w]
where

Cn,a/R yni (y)dy € Cl(:)OC(BTIl%il)v

"\Br [V —w["
so we only need to consider
yl—a
e [ LU
Extend U(y) to R™ by defining

U yn), for y, >0,

U /7 n) =
W' ym) {U(y',—yn), for y, < 0.

for all ' € R*~!. Then it is casy to sce that U € L>®(R") N C/

1oc(R™). Extend
Pa(y, w) to R™ in the y variable by defining

_ |yn|lia
Doy, w) = Cn,a7— -
ly — w]
As a result we have
1 _ _
[ pew Uy =5 [ 0T
B}, 2 Jpg

for all w € B%!. Now we only need to consider fB Po (v, w)U (y)dy. We can use
the same argument as in Lemma 4.2 of [I3] to prove that

D, < / Balyu)T ) / Doy, w) (T(y) - T(w)) dy
- (w)/aBRpa(y, w)v; (y)dSy,

fori =1,2,...,n—1. Here derivative is taken with respect to w, OBp is the boundary
of B in R", dS, is the standard measure on OBp. ([

A.6. Application to the Non-limit case. Now we are ready to prove regularity
results which was used in Theorem

2(n—1)
n—24«a

suppose we have fe L (Sn 1, fz 0 and that fNis a solution to the Euler-Lagrange

equation s
[ w6 ((Paf) @) ao = Fe .
then f € CH(S"1).

Proposition 11. For any integern > 3, for any2—n < a < 1 and any p >
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Proof. If for any w € R"™! we define

n—2+4+a

f(w) = Fo (w) (ﬁ)

as in [[L8 then by Proposition @ and change of variable we can see that f satisfies
the the integral equation

o _(p=D(n—2+a)

(F ()P 0 ()] 25 = / paly:w) (Paf)() 7555 dy.

As an immediate result, we have f(w) > 0 for all w € R""1, since otherwise we
have f = 0. Where |Poflzeay) < |fllo=zn-t). and hence ((Paf)(y))F55 e
L>(RY).

Using Lemma[I7] choose some 3 suchthat 0 < 8 < 1,8 <p—1 and Tta <1,
we get that

a_(p=1H(n=2+a)
2

(f( )P (w)| 72 ®R").

> is smooth as a function of w and that it is always positive,

B
Cloc

Since |¥'(w)| =

we have

1+\ \

ey

loc(Rn 1)
and as a reuslt
fe CP b1 (R™~ 1)

loc

Now apply Lemma [I8 we get

PfeCr. P (RY).

loc
Finally apply Lemma [I9 to get

a_ (p=1)(n=2+a)

(f (w))" ™ W' (w)| 757 € Cloe(R™),
and hence
(F@)"™" € Cle(R").
Lastly, since f(w) > 0 for all w € R"~!, we have

f(w) € Clloc(Rn_l)'
Transform f back to the unit ball we see that
fecis .

A.7. Application to the Limit Case a =2 — n.

Proposition 12. For any integer n > 3, suppose we have ]76 L*(S" 1) and that
f is a solution to the Euler-Lagrange equation

(A4) R ey ERTE

then f e C1(S"1).
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Proof. Suppose f € L>=(S"~!) satisfies the integral equation (A.4). Define

f(w) = fo¥(w)+In|¥(w),
then from the discussion before ([6.4]) we see that f(w) satisty the following integral
equation:

(A5) I = [y
R%
Since enf2-n/(y) = |‘P’(y)|”e"7n+"ﬁ2*"fo U(y) € L=(R%), we can apply Lemma
M7 to get
eI e off (R™).
Since e~ Vf (W) > 0 for all w € R"~!, we have

f(w) € Cp R

loc

Now from Lemma [I8 we know that P, f € Cﬁc(ﬁi). Using Lemma [I9] and
equation (A5 we eventually get f € CL_(R"!). Eventually, transform back to

the unit ball we get f € C1(S"1). O
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The author would like to thank his thesis advisor Xiaodong Wang for his guidance
throughout this project.



56

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

W. TIAN

REFERENCES

. Antonio G. Ache and Sun-Yung Alice Chang, Sobolev trace inequalities of order four, Duke

Mathematical Journal 166 (2017), no. 14, 2719 — 2748.

. E. F. Beckenbach and T. Rado, Subharmonic functions and surfaces of negative curvature,

Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 35 (1933), no. 3, 662-674.

. Luis Caffarelli and Luis Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian,

Communications in Partial Differential Equations 32 (2007), no. 8, 1245-1260.

. Torsten Carleman, Zur theorie der minimalflichen, Mathematische Zeitschrift 9 (1921), no. 1,

154-160.

. Jeffrey S. Case and Sun-Yung Alice Chang, On fractional GJMS operators, Communications

on Pure and Applied Mathematics 69 (2016), no. 6, 1017-1061.

. Sun-Yung Alice Chang, Conformal invariants and partial differential equations, Bull. Amer.

Math. Soc. (N.S.) 42 (2005), no. 3, 365-393.

. Sun-Yung Alice Chang and Maria del Mar Gonzélez, Fractional Laplacian in conformal ge-

ometry, Advances in Mathematics 226 (2011), no. 2, 1410-1432.

. Shibing Chen, A new family of sharp conformally invariant integral inequalities, International

Mathematics Research Notices 2014 (2012), no. 5, 1205-1220.

. Wenxiong Chen, Congming Li, and Biao Ou, Classification of solutions for an integral equa-

tion, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics 59 (2006), no. 3, 330-343.

Charles Fefferman and C. Robin Graham, Q-curvature and Poincaré metrics, Mathematical
Research Letters 9 (2002), no. 2, 139-151.

Rupert L. Frank, Tobias Konig, and Hanli Tang, Classification of solutions of an equation
related to a conformal log Sobolev inequality, Advances in Mathematics 375 (2020), 107395.
B. Gidas, Wei Ming Ni, and L. Nirenberg, Symmetry and related properties via the mazximum
principle, Communications in Mathematical Physics 68 (1979), no. 3, 209 — 243.

David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger, FElliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order,
Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2001.

Qiangiao Guo and Xiaodong Wang, Uniqueness results for positive harmonic functions on
B" satisfying a nonlinear boundary condition, Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential
Equations 59 (2020), no. 5, 146.

Fengbo Hang, Xiaodong Wang, and Xiaodong Yan, An integral equation in conformal geom-
etry, Annales de I'Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire 26 (2009), no. 1, 1-21.
Yanyan Li, Remark on some conformally invariant integral equations: the method of moving
spheres, Journal of the European Mathematical Society 6 (2004), no. 2, 153-180.

Yanyan Li and Meijun Zhu, Uniqueness theorems through the method of moving spheres, Duke
Mathematical Journal 80 (1995), no. 2, 383 — 417.

Lei Wang and Meijun Zhu, Liouville theorems on the upper half space, Discrete and Contin-
uous Dynamical Systems 40 (2020), no. 9, 5373-5381.

Qiaohua Yang, Sharp Sobolev trace inequalities for higher order derivatives, arXiv e-prints
(2019), arXiv:1901.03945.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA, CA 93106
Email address: wtian@math.ucsb.edu



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Conformally Invariant Generalization of Carleman's Inequality
	1.2. Notations
	1.3. Main Results

	2. The Poisson Kernel in the Unit Ball
	2.1. The Equation in the Unit Ball
	2.2. Poisson Kernel in the Unit Ball
	2.3. Poisson Kernel under Conformal Transformation

	3. A Family of Conformally Invariant Extension Inequalities
	3.1. Compactness
	3.2. Extremal Function

	4. Limit Case Inequality
	5. The Function I"055DIn
	5.1. Conformal Transformation of I"055DIn
	5.2. Simplify the Function I"055DIn
	5.3. Induction Relation
	5.4. Supplementary Calculation
	5.5. Hyperbolic Harmonic Through Induction
	5.6. Boundary Value Through Induction

	6. Uniqueness in the Limit Case Through the Method of Moving Spheres
	6.1. Notation
	6.2. Inversion with Respect to Spheres
	6.3. Start the Sphere
	6.4. The Case 0=
	6.5. The Case 0<
	6.6. Proof of Theorem 4

	Appendix A. REgularity
	A.1. From Lp to L 
	A.2. Derivative of p"055Dp with respect to x
	A.3. C Regularity for F
	A.4. C Regularity for U
	A.5. C1 Regularity for F
	A.6. Application to the Non-limit case
	A.7. Application to the Limit Case =2-n

	Acknowledgement
	References

