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Linear potentials and applications in conformal geometry
Shiguang Ma' and Jie Qing?

ABSTRACT. In this paper we derive estimates for linear potentials that hold away from thin
subsets. And, inspired by the celebrated work of Huber (cf. [15| 21]), we verify that, for a
subset that is thin at a point, there is always a geodesic that reaches to the point and avoids
the thin subset in general dimensions. As applications of these estimates on linear potentials,
we consider the scalar curvature equations and slightly improve the results of Schoen-Yau [33}
34] and Carron [10] on the Hausdorff dimensions of singular sets which represent the ends of
complete conformal metrics on domains in manifolds of dimensions greater than 3. We also
study -curvature equations in dimensions greater than 4 and obtain stronger results on the
Hausdorff dimensions of the singular sets (cf [12]). More interestingly, our approach based on
potential theory yields a significantly stronger finiteness theorem on the singular sets for Q-
curvature equations in dimension 4 (cf. [14, [11]), which is a remarkable analogue of Huber’s
theorem [[15} 21]].

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we employ the linear potential theory to study scalar curvature equations and
(2-curvature equations in conformal geometry. This is a continuation of our recent work on
n-superharmonic functions (cf, 7,18, 23, 24]) inspired by the Huber’s theorem and related work
in superharmonic functions in dimension 2 (cf. [15} 21} 4} 20]).

Linear potential theory has always been a major subject in analysis and partial differential
equations. For this paper, we refer readers, for instance, to [27, 1} 3]], for good introductions on
potential theory. For clarity, the definitions of Riesz potentials and Log potentials are given in
Section 2L For our purpose, the kernel functions are not chosen for discussions on the boundary
behavior of potentials and we focus on the outer capacity and thin subsets (please see Definition
2.2 and Definition in Section 2). We also push to make some of the potential theory work
on Riemannian manifolds. The interesting result on Riesz potentials we obtain is
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (M™, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold and y is a finite non-
negative Radon measure on a bounded domain G C M". Let S be a compact subset in G such
that its Hausdorff dimension is greater than d, where d < n — o and o € (1,n). Then there is
a point p € S and a subset E that is a-thin at p such that

1 C
1.1 dp <
(a-b /Gd(w,y)"‘“ "= A, e
for some constant C and all x € Bs(p) \ E for some small § > 0.

The proof of Theorem [I.1] uses a general decomposition result [22, Proposition 1.4] and
multi-scale analysis. We also give a proof of a slight extension of [27, Theorem 6.3] for Log
potentials on manifolds, which is closely related to [[15 21} 4} 23, 24] for us. What makes these
estimates useful is the following key observation about thin subsets in general dimensions (cf.
(150 211 4, 23] [24]).

Theorem 1.2. Let E be a subset in the Euclidean space R" and p € R"™. Suppose that E is
a-thin at the point p for a € (1,n]. Then there is always a ray from p that avoids E at least
within some small ball at p.

The proof of Theorem [I.2] uses only the scaling property (Lemma[2.2)), the contractive prop-
erty (Lemma 2.3)), and the calculation of C*(S™™!, By(0)) (Lemma [2.4) for the outer capacity
C*(E, Q) defined in Definition[2.2] and «-thinness in Definition

In conformal geometry, the scalar curvature equation describes the conformal transformation
of the scalar curvature

4(n — 1) _ _ 4 . nt2
(1.2) — ﬁA[g]u + R[g|lu = Rlum2glun—2.
There have been many works on singular solutions after the seminal paper [33], where the singu-
larities represent the ends of complete conformal metrics on domains in Riemannian manifolds
(cf. for instance, (34, Chapter VI] [10] and [32, 26, 25]).

Theorem 1.3. Let (M", g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and S be a compact subset in

M™". And let D be a bounded open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = wie g is a conformal
metric on D \ S and is geodesically complete near S. Then the Hausdorff dimension

n—2

2
provided R™[g] € Ltz (D\'S,g9) N LP(D\ S, g) for some p > n/2, where R~ [g] is the negative
part of the scalar curvature of the metric g. Consequently, (1.3)) holds when the scalar curvature
Rlg] of the conformal metric g is nonnegative.

Theorem is a slight improvement of [33, Theorem 2.7] and [10, Theorem C]. Our ap-
proach is based on Theorem [L.1] and Theorem Particularly, Theorem [L.3] covers domains
in general manifolds, while others (cf. [33,[10]) are restricted to domains in round spheres.

(1.3) dim(S) <



3

The use of auxiliary testing functions built from the level sets is the key analytic technique (cf.
(16} 16, 23] 24]). We remark that, for our approach, the complement M™ \ D is not relevant (cf.
Theorem 3.1in Section [3)).

In conformal geometry, one considers the Paneitz operator

—4
Pi= A+ div(44-V = (n = 2)JV) + Q4
and the associated )-curvature,
Qu=—AJ + 572 = 2|AP,

where the Schouten curvature A = ﬁ(Ric — Jg)and J = Z(n—l—l)R' The curvature ()4, under

a conformal change of the metric, transforms by the ()-curvature equation:
n — 4 4 n

(1.4) Py[glu = 5 Q4[Um§]un_tjll in dimensions > 5

and
(1.5) Py[g)u + Q4[g] = Q4[e**gle*™ in dimension 4.
On (Q-curvature equations in dimensions greater than 4, we have

Theorem 1.4. Let (M™, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold for n > 5 and S be a compact

subset in M". And let D be a bounded open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = uﬁg is
a conformal metric on D \ S with nonnegative scalar curvature R|g] > 0 and is geodesically
complete near S. And suppose also that

_ 2n_
Q4 [g] S Lin+a (D \ Su 9)7
where (), [g] is the negative part of Q-curvature of the metric g. Then

(1.6) dimp(5) < "2

There have been a lot of works on the study of singular solutions to ()-curvature equations on
manifolds of dimensions greater than 4, notably [28,, 29,12, [19], for example. Theorem[L4lis an
improvement of [12, Theorem 1.2] in terms of curvature conditions and the coverage of domains
in general manifolds. The preliminary estimates in Lemma [4.1] serve to facilitate the argument
of treating the bi-Laplace as the iteration of the Laplace, which are interesting alternatives to
usual elliptic estimates of ()-curvature equations. Again, the complement //™\ D is not relevant
for our approach (cf. Theorem [4.1lin Section [4]).

On @-curvature equations in dimension 4, there have been several attempts to establish ana-
logue results of Huber’s theorem on finiteness of singularities (cf. [14, 11,23 24]]). Q-curvature
in dimension 4 indeed plays a similar role as the Gaussian curvature does in dimension 2 (please
see (L) for instance). Our following result is a significant improvement of the finiteness re-
sult of [14, Theorem 2] (cf. also [13]]). It covers domains in general manifolds and drops
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other additional curvature assumptions in [14, Theorem 2]. The potential theory approach here,
particularly Theorem and Theorem seems to be more effective. And the preliminary
estimates in Lemma are interesting for ()-curvature equations in dimension 4 too. Once
again, the complement M™ \ D is not relevant for our approach (cf. Theorem[4.2]in Section [4]).

Theorem 1.5. Let (M*, ) be a complete Riemannian manifold and S be a compact subset in
M™. And let D be a bounded open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = €*“§ is a conformal
metric on D\ S with nonnegative scalar curvature R|g] > 0 and is geodesically complete near
S. And suppose that

/D @ [g]dvol[g] < oo,

where Q9] is the negative part of Q-curvature of the metric g. Then S consists of only finitely
many points.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In Section 2| we define linear potentials and
develop potential theory with the outer capacity and the notion of a-thinness. Then we prove
Theorem and Theorem In Section [3] we build the framework to use potential theory
developed in Section [2] to estimate the Hausdorff dimension of singular sets which correspond
to the ends of complete conformal metrics on domains of manifolds. And we prove Theorem
In Section 4, based on the framework built in Section 3] we prepare some preliminary
estimates and prove Theorem [1.4] and Theorem for (Q-curvature equations.

2. ON LINEAR POTENTIALS

The study of linear potentials has been extensive and full of great achievements. For this
paper, readers are referred, for instance, to [27, [1, 3] for good introductions. In this section
we will introduce the theory of linear potential to facilitate the discussion of some estimates
of linear potential that is inspired by the one in [15, 21, 4}, 23| 24]. The estimates provide
us some alternative tools to study the problems on the Hausdorff dimensions of singularities
of solutions to a class of geometric partial differential equations in conformal geometry (cf.
[33134] 12, [11] for instance). We will introduce the potential theory in the way that is brief,
mostly self-contained, and suffices to serve our purpose.

2.1. Linear potential and the outer capacity in Euclidean spaces. For the purpose to relate
potentials on Euclidean spaces to that on manifolds, we want to introduce potentials that are
possibly confined to an open subset {2 C R" in the Euclidean space. We will use the definition
of a Radon measure on locally compact Hausdorff spaces in [30, page 455].
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Definition 2.1. Let (2 C R" be a bounded open subset in the Euclidean space R". Then, for
x €, let

1
/ ﬁdu(y) when a € (1,n)
0t B olr—vy n—o
@.1) Re9(z) = b

/ log du(y) whena=n
Q |z —y|
for a Radon measure p on §), where D is the diameter of €.

For basic properties of the potential Rg’ﬂ(m), readers are referred to [27, Chapter 2]. Most
facts, results, and arguments in [27, Chapter 2] that are relevant for the discussions in this paper
hold with little or slight changes.

Definition 2.2. Let E be a subset in ) and ) be a bounded open subset in R". For a € (1,n],
we define a capacity by

(2.2) CYE,Q) =inf{u() : p > 00nQand RZ‘Q(x) > 1forall x € E}.
Because of the choice of the kernel functions in Definition the capacity C*(E,?) in
Definition is not intended to be the same as relative capacity where the kernel function is

the Green function for a so-called Greenian domain (2. Similar to [27, Theorem 4.1 in Chapter
2] and [27, Section 2.6], we have

Lemma 2.1. Let C* be the capacity defined as in Definition[22for o € (1, n).
(1) C% is nondecreasing, that is,
C*(E1,Q) < CY(FE, Q)

when By C B, C Q C R™
(2) C% is countably subadditive, that is,

C“(D E;,Q) < i C*(E;, Q)
=1 =1

for subsets F; C ().
(3) C% is an outer capacity, that is,

CYE,Q) =inf{C*(U,Q) : ECUandU C 2 open}.
The immediate and important property of the outer capacity C'* in Definition2.2lis the scaling
property (cf. [3, page 135]).
Lemma 2.2. For a positive number ), let
Ay ={ z:x € A}
for any subset A in R™. Then, for a € (1,n],
CYEN, Q) = A"CY(E, Q).
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Proof. For a nonnegative Radon measure ;. on €2, we associate it with a nonnegative Radon
measure

1 (Ax) = pu(A)
on {2,. Then 5
(e RSN _ ya—n pa,f)
Ry (Ar) = X" RO (o)
for x € (2. Therefore
C(Ey, ) = inf{p" () : R B (\z) > 1forallz € E}
= A" inf{A* (B« RS2, () > 1forall v € E}
= \"TCY(E,Q).
O

Next important property of the outer capacity C'“ in Definition[2.2]is the contractive property
(cf. [27, 111 31]).

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that
d:0—0

is a contractive map, that is,
|®(z) — P(y)| < |z —y|
forall x,y € Q. Then, for a € (1,n),

CH(@(E), Q) < C*(E,Q)
for any subset E2 C (.

Proof. Let 11 be a nonnegative Radon measure on €2 such that RZ‘Q(:):) > 1lforall z € E. Then
let 1* be a nonnegative Radon measure on € such that ;*(A) = u(®~1(A)) forany A C Q and

therefore
/ @) / f o B(y)dp(y
Notice that
du(y)
/Iq) —y\”a /\CI) y)|n—
> 7duy = R*%(z) > 1.
Thus

C*(®(E),Q) = inf{v(Q) : v > 0on Qand R*%(z) > 1 forall z € ®(E)}
< inf{p*(2) : p* induced from p and RZ‘;Q(CI)(x)) > 1forallz € E'}
= inf{u(Q) : p > 0onQand R} (x) > Lforallz € B} = C*(E, Q).

The argument for v = n is similar and the proof is complete. U
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Before we introduce the notion of thinness by C', for completeness, let us calculate the outer
capacity C®(S™1, Bg) where
={r e R":|z| <2}and "' = {zx € R": |z| = 1}.
Lemma 2.4. ([27, Example 5.4.3]) For a € (1,n],
CS" 1 By) = c(n, )
for some positive constant c(n, av).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that C®(S"!, By) is finite and positive. Let o be the volume measure
for the unit sphere so that the total measure of S”~! is 1. First we realize that the potential, for
a € (1,n]and z € S™71,

Ry (z) = m
for some m = m(n, a) > 0. Therefore C*(S™™!, B,) < & < oo by Definition2.2l To see that
C*(S™ ! By) > 0, for any 1 on Bs, we use Lemma[2.3]below to pick up a point p € S"~! such
that (2.3) holds and calculate, for « € (1,n),

RE‘,B2 (p) =(n—a) /OOO N({% — % > s} mB2) e ll)n_a_H ds + 3n1 1 w(Bs)
— (0= a) [ ulB,)(Bar ™"+ (B

< M(n, a)u(B,)

for some M (n,«) > 0 and r = |x — p|. For a = n,

Ryt ) = [ lZ =15 5B

1 4
] Sds + log g/,L(BQ)

- /0 w(B,(p) ﬂ Bg)%dr + log % 1(Bs)
< M(n,n)u(Bs)

for some M (n,n) > 0. In the above we used [31}, Theorem 8.16]. This implies C*(S™~1, B,)

>
i (n o7 > 0by Definition[2.2] Thus the proof is complete. O
By the Vitali covering lemma, we prove the following fact used in the above.

Lemma 2.5. Let n > 2 and p be a finite nonnegative Radon measure on By C R". Then there
is a point p € S"~! such that

(2.3) (B, (p) ﬂ By) < c(n)u(By)r" ! for all r > 0.

for some dimensional constant ¢ = c(n).
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Proof. For convenience, let ;1(Bs) = 1. Assume otherwise, for any ¢ € S™~*, there is r, > 0

such that
mB2 > C ri 1.

Using Vitali covering lemma, we have {ql, G2y qr} C S "1 such that the collection of balls
{Br,, (@1), Bry,(@2), - By, (ar)}

are disjoint but the collection of balls
{Bsrql (Ch)a B3rq2 (Q2)7 e B3qu (Qk)}

cover the sphere S"!. Therefore, on one hand,
k

c(n) Z"1<Zu v, qzﬂB2 ) < u(By) = 1.

i=1
On the other hand,

k
S <Y 1By, (@) (5" < 157 He(n) Y™

i=1 i=1

=

when c(n) is sufficiently large, where | - | stands for the Lebesgue measure on S™ 1. Therefore
the lemma is proven by contradiction. U

Now let us introduce the geometric definition of thinness. For notions of thinness in terms of
the fine topology and Wiener criterion, readers are referred, for instance, to [27, 11, 3]. Let

wf(p) = {ZIZ’ e R": |{L’ —p| c [2—i5’2—i+15]}
and
Qf(p) = {Zlf e R": |[L‘ —p| c (2—i—15’2—i+25)}‘

Definition 2.3. Let E be a subset in the Euclidean space R" and p € R" be a point in R". The
subset E is said to be a-thin at the point p for a € (1,n) if

aEnw<xm@»
Zm @Bs-5 (), Bovora(p))

for some small 6 > 0. The subset F is said to be n-thin at p if

> iC"(E(\wl(p), 2 (p) < oo

i>1

< 00

i>1

for some small § > 0.

Combining Lemma [2.1H2.4] with the above definition, we observe the following important
property of a-thin sets, inspired by [4] (see also [23, 24]). We recall Theorem from the
introduction for readers’ convenience.
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Theorem 2.1. Let E be a subset in the Euclidean space R™ and p € R" be a point. Suppose
that E is a-thin at the point p for o« € (1,n]. Then there is a ray from p that avoids E at least
within some small ball at p.

Proof. First of all, due to the translation invariance, we may simply assume p is the origin of
the Euclidean space. Then, by the scaling property of the outer capacity C'“ in Lemma[2.2] one
notices that
CHENw, )  _ CUSi(E) Nwy, )
C*(0By-i5, By-it15) C*(0By, Bs)

where the scaling map: S;(v) = %v Then we consider the projection
Y Whenv e R" and |v] > 1
Pv) =< vl :
v whenv € R"and [v] <1

which is contractive. Therefore, in the light of Lemmal[2.3] we have

C(P(Si(E)Nwy), Q) < CSi(E) Nwg, ).
Next, using the countable sub-additivity in Lemma[2.1l we have

C (U P(Si(B) Nwg), Q) < Y C*(P(Si(E) Nwy), ).
i>k i>k
Thus,
Co(\J P(Si(B) Nwp), ) < Y CHSi(E) N, Q)
i>k i>k

C*(Si(E) Nwp,
< C*(0B1,Ba) ) (ca((ag? Boz) :
i>k ’

*(ENwi, Q)
< C“ B
< CY0By, Bs) ; C*(OBy-i5, By-it15)

which is arbitrarily small when £ is appropriately large using Lemma[2.4lfor C*(0By, Bs). And
then this implies that

0B\ | P(Si(E) Nwy) # 0.

i>k

The argument for « = n is similar and easier. And the proof is complete. U

2.2. Linear potential on manifolds. On a given complete Riemannian manifold (M™", g), let
d(-, -) be the distance function associated with the given Riemannian metric g.
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Definition 2.4. Suppose that (M™, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold and U C M" is a
bounded open subset. For o € (1,n), the linear potential on the Riemannian manifold (M™, g)
of order o for a Radon measure pon U is given as

1
%a,U(x) _ /[]Wd,u(y) when o € (1,n)

D )
/ log ——du(y) whena =n

where D is the diameter of U.

From the discussion in the previous subsection, it is easily seen that one may generate an outer
capacity ¢€*(F, U) for any subset E C U C M™ that behaves like the counter part in Euclidean
spaces. To use R%**(x) and C*(E, Q) on Euclidean spaces in the previous subsection to study
Z¢Y(p) and €“(A,U) on manifolds, we first introduce the correspondence between Radon
measures on the tangent space 7),M/™ at each point p € M"™ and those on (M™,g). Suppose
that (M™, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold. Let p € M™ and U be a convex normal
coordinate neighborhood at p on (M", g), where the exponential map serves as the convex
normal coordinate

expl, : @ — U.
The domain U is said to be convex if the unique geodesic joining any two points in U stays
in U. Moreover, we may assume in the coordinate chart U the exponential map be uniformly
bi-Lipschitz throughout this paper.

Then, for a Radon measure ;. on U C M", one may introduce the Radon measure p* on
2 C T,,M™ such that, for a subset &/ C 2,

' (B) = nlexplyB)and. [ foexplydi = [ fap
Q U
It is then easily seen that the following equivalence between the linear potential RZ‘;Q, the outer
capacities C(-, ) and the corresponding Z;'V, €°(-, U) holds. Namely,
Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (M™, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and p € M™. Let

expl, : Q1 —=U

be the convex normal coordinate chart, where the exponential map is uniformly bi-Lipschitz.
And let o € (1,n]. Then, for AC U and E = (exp|,) A C Q,

CT'Ry! <Y < CR®
C'CY(E,Q) <€*(A,U) < CC*(E,Q)

for some constant C = C(M", g, U, p). Consequently, a subset A C U is a-thin at p if and only
if E = (expl,) ' (A) C Qis a-thin at the origin of T,M".
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Proof. The proof is straightforward based on the properties of the convex normal coordinate
chart at a point in a complete Riemannain manifold, where the exponential map is bi-Lipschtiz.
O

2.3. Estimates of Riesz potential. In this subsection, we introduce our estimates of Riesz po-
tentials on manifolds. We will recall some well known estimates for Riesz potential in Euclidean
spaces [27, Chapter 2].

Our estimates on Riesz potentials are designed to help understand the Hausdorff dimensions
of singularities of solutions of partial differential equations on manifolds. Let us start with a
general decomposition theorem for nonnegative Radon measures on a complete Riemannian
manifold based on [22, Proposition 1.4], which is related to Lemmal[2.3and a broad generaliza-
tion of the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem in some way.

Lemma 2.7. ( [22, Proposition 1.4]) Let 1 be a nonnegative Radon measure on a complete
Riemannian manifold (M™, g) and let

GF ={x € M" : limsupr¢u(B,(r)) = +oo}

r—0
forany d € [0,n]. Then
Ha(Gg’) =0
where 7 is the Hausdorff measure of dimension d.
Proof. Based on the general decomposition theorem [22, Proposition 1.4] on the Euclidean
space and the correspondence of Radon measures in Lemma 2.6, this lemma is easily seen.
Specifically, we first prove the statement for Radon measures supported in a convex normal

coordinate chart used in Lemmal[2.6. Then the lemma follows by using a countable covering for
(M, g) by convex normal coordinate charts. O

Now we are ready to state and prove one crucial analytic result in this paper on the behavior
of the Riesz potentials. For readers’ convenience, we recall Theorem from the introduction.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (M™, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold and 1 is a finite Radon
measure on a bounded domain G C M™. Let S be a compact subset in G such that its Hausdorff
dimension is greater than d. And let o € (1,n) and d < n — . Then there is a point p € S and
a subset E that is a-thin at p such that

1 C
- A< =
/G d(l’, y)n—a = d(x’p)n—a—d
for some constant C and all x € Bs(p) \ E for some 6 > 0.

Proof. First, due to the assumption that the Hausdorff dimension of S is greater than d,

%4_5(5) =00
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for some small € > 0. Then, in the light of Lemmal[2.7] there is a point p € S such that

limsup r~ 9 u(B,(p)) < C < .

r—0

That is to say
(2.4) w(B.(p)) < Crite

when r is appropriately small. Secondly, we may confine ourselves to a convex normal co-
ordinate neighborhood U of p and we may work on the Euclidean space without the loss of
generality in the light of the discussion in the previous subsection, particularly, Lemma 2.6,
where exp|, : © — U and exp|,(0) = p. For convenience, we will not differentiate ;. and p* if
no confusion rises. Therefore, for x € w? C Q when ¢ is sufficiently small and 7 is appropriately

large,
RaQ /
= s a

1 1
_/ n— ad’u—i_/ n—ad’u—i_/ n—ozd’u’
OB, iy 125 1T |z — y| B, g2\ [z =yl Q2 |z —y|

where iy < i to be fixed. For the first term in the right hand side of (2.3)),

1 1 1
= et < (G (@) < (o) ()
/Q\B o125 |[L’ _ y|n—a M= ((2—10—',-25 _ 2_H—16) IU“( ) = (2_2()+15) ,U( )

Recall that 276 < |z] < 271§ for » € w;, we have

(2.5)

—i+1$\n—a—d
(2-+15) Lo !

(2—i0+15)n—a |$|n—a—d — |x|n—a—d

(2.6) I < ()

where C' = C(n, a, d, §, iy). For the second term in the right hand side of (2.3)),
1 1 1
/ ——73W=/ __73W+/ =
By igt2,\20 |z =yl B, ig+2,\By—it2g |z =yl By_i_1; el

<

1
—dp+ (o=5)" " 1(Ba-i-15)
/; i0+25\32*i+26 |‘rl7 - y|n 2 16

<Z/

k=io B, k+25\B2*k+15

1
oy L e (Byi
|$—y|n_a M+(2—z—15) ,U( 2 15)

1 —a
B2 k+25) + (2_7;_15)” IU(B2*’L'*15)‘

kzo
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Using for e = 0, we continue from the above,

i—1

1 1
Il < 4d n—a—d : n—a—d
N
(27) 4d 1 n—a—d 1 n—a—d
< C(l _ 9—(n—a—d) (2—2‘4—15) + (QT—l(;) )
1
|x|n—a—d’

where C' = C'(n, «, d, §,ip). To handle the third term in the right hand side of (2.3), we let
1 )
E)={zecuw: / ———du > )\2’("_0‘_60},
o |z —y|"e

where A > 0 to be fixed. By Definition 2.2} we know

(Q&) - C( —i+25)d+e B C4d+e

A Of
C(E Q) )\22(nad—)\ 2z(nad)_ A

2—ie(2—i)n—a’

where (2.4) for some € > 0 is used and 0 C By-it25. Now, from Lemma 2.4] and the scaling
property, we know

Ca(8327i6, B27i+15) = C(n, Oé) (2—i5)n—a

and

Co (BN, Q) ;
an 8B2 igy Bo- L+15 - )\ 22

1>10 1>10

Thus, by Definition 2.3] the proof is completed. O

As a consequence of Theorem 2.1]and we have

Corollary 2.1. Suppose that (M", g) is a complete Riemannian manifold and i is a finite Radon
measure on a bounded domain G C M". Let S be a compact subset in G such that its Hausdorff
dimension is greater than d. And let o € (1,n) and d < n — . Then there is a point p € S and
a subset E such that

/ 1 du < C
a d(z,y)n—e = d(x, p)r—o—d

for some constant C' and for all x along a geodesic ray from p at least within a small geodesic
ball.
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2.4. Estimates of Log potential. First, as stated in [27, Theorem 6.3], for the Log potential
U, p(x) on Euclidean spaces defined in [27, page 82],

Untt@) _ o).

lz—p|

The following is our version of [27, Theorem 6.3] on manifolds. For us it is a general-
ization of [4, Theorem 1.3] in higher dimensions and linear version of such behaviors for n-
superharmonic functions (cf. [21} 7,8} 23} 24]). For convenience, we present a brief but full
proof based on the potential theory developed in previous subsections in this paper.

z—pand z€Q\E IOg

Theorem 2.3. Suppose (M", g) is a complete Riemannian manifold. Let i be a finite Radon
measure on a bounded domain G C M™. Then, for p € G, there is a subset A that is n-thin at
p and

J 108 grmydulz)

lim _ .
Proof. Let
expl, : Q= U

be a convex normal coordinate at p € M™. Clearly, it suffices to show that, there is a subset A
in U, which is n-thin at p, such that

n,U T
(2.8) lim L(l) = u({p}).

x—pand z€U\A log d(@p

=~

Therefore, for z € w?(p), we write

#3(e) = [ 10w T2 duty)

29) D D D
= / log dp + / log dp + / log du.
U\B,—ig+2 d(ﬂ?, y) B2,Z~O+26\Q? d(.ﬁ(}, y) Q0 d(l’, y)

Here we omit the center p for each ball or annulus for simplicity. For the first term in the right
hand side of (2.9),

D D 1
2.10)0 I= / log —dp < p(U)log ———— = o(1) log —— as © — p.
U\B,—ig+2; d(z,y) 27iotl§ d(z,p)

For the second term in the right hand side of (2.9),

D D D
/ log du(y) = / log dp + / log du
B27i0+26\9? d(x7 y) B27i0+25\B2*H’16 d('r7 y) B d(x7 y)

2—1—25

< O[> kp(By-rizs \ By-rirg)] + pi(By-i-25) log

k=19

27125
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Due to the regularity of Radon measures and d(z, p) € [277714,270], we know

D 1 1
2.11 By—i—25)log ——— = log — log —
( ) ,U( 2 (5) 0og 9—i—2§ ,U({p}) 0g d([lﬁ',p) + O( 0og d(l',p)) asxr —p
and
i 1
2.12 E Bo—ki25 \ By—rt15) = 0(1)i = o(1) log ———
( ) = ku( 2—k+25 \ 2~ k+ 6) O( )Z O( ) 0g d(l’,p)

as 1 — oo or equivalently z — p. To see (2.12)), for any € > 0, we first find & such that
1
p(By-i25 \ By-m15) < €
for all m > [ > kg due to the regularity of x. Next, we find /V such that

1 kpt(By-riz5 \ By-ring) -1
1 -2

€

for all 7 > N. Together, this gives

Z;C:ZO ku(327k+26 \ BZ*lﬁLlé)
1

"o o kL (By-r25 \ By-ri1) . S st Ki(By-rszs \ By-ri1s)

1 1
ko i
O ku(Bo—k By«
— k=0 Iu( 2 ,+25\ 2 +16) + Z ,U(Bszﬂé \ BZ*kH(S)
)
k=ko+1
<e€
for all ¢ > N. Thus we conclude that
1
(2.13) IT = (u({p}) +0o(1))log as xr — p.
({p}) + of1)) ot s

To handle the third term in the right side of (2.9)), for A; > 0 to be determined, we consider

AN ={recuw: /
QZ
where D; is the dimeter of . By Definition 2.2}

D.
log ———du > i)\
6ogd($,y) H2 ik,

1(29)
Y

(AN, Q) <
In the light of Definition 2.3] we consider

Z i(gn(A)\i’ Qf) < Z N(Q?)

i>ig 1>10




16

and pick up A\; — 0 as ¢ — oo by the classic Paul du Bois-Reymond Theorem (cf. [9, (5) Page

40] and [17]) for infinite series such that )., = (iz D converges when Y. () converges.

This is to say that the third term in the right side of (2.9))

D D, D .
I]I:/ log du(y :/ log ——du(y) + log — (!
o d(z,y) ) o d(z,y) ) D; (%)

(2.14) <N+ (0+ llog 1),u(Qf;)) log

D
i 0 d(z,p)

1
=o(1)log——asz € !\ E% and z — p.

d(z,p)
Finally, if let A = |, A*i| we have
n,U
2, (x)

z—pand z€U\A log

— = u({p}),
d(z,p)
where A is n-thin at p. The proof is complete. U

3. ON SCALAR CURVATURE EQUATIONS

In this section we focus on the scalar curvature equations for conformal deformation of met-
rics. Let (M™, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold for n > 3. Let R;j,;[g] be the Riemann
curvature tensor, R;;[g] = R;;1.g"" be the Ricci curvature tensor, and R[g] = R;;g" be the scalar
curvature. The scalar curvature equation in conformal geometry is

4n—-1) , _ _ 4, n+2
A0 D Al + Rl = Rlus g
for a positive function u. The scalar curvature equation describes how the scalar curvature trans-
forms under conformal change of metrics. In this section we want to use the estimates for the
Newton potential in the previous section to study the Hausdorff dimensions of the singularities

of solutions « to the scalar equations which represent the ends of a complete conformal metric
4

un-2g.
We remark here that all of the results in this section hold if we assume S is compact, D C
M™ is a bounded domain that contains S, and (M", g) is just complete, because the possible

noncompact part M™ \ D is not relevant for the purpose here.

3.D

3.1. Preliminaries. Let us start with [24, Lemma 3.1], which is a slight improvement of [12,
Proposition 8.1].

Lemma 3.1. ( [24, Lemma 3.1]) Let (M", g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a

closed subset in M"™. And let D be an open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = wiz gisa
conformal metric on D \ S and is geodesically complete near S. Then

u(zr) - +ooasx — S
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if R™[g] € LP(D \ S, g) for some p > n/2, where R™[g] = max{—R|g|,0} stands for the
negative part of the scalar curvature R[g| and LP(D \ S, g) is the L? space with respect to the
metric g.

For a preliminary estimate on the Hausdorff dimension of S, we follow the proof of [24,
Theorem 3.1] and get

Proposition 3.1. Let (M", g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a closed subset in
M™. And let D be an open neighborhood of S where the scalar curvature R|g| is nonpositive.

Suppose that g = = g is a conformal metric on D \ S and is geodesically complete near S.
Then the Newton capacity of S is zero and therefore the Hausdorff dimension

dimy(S) <n—2,
provided that
R-[g] € L##2(D\ S.9) () L*(D\ S.9)
for some p > n/2.

Proof. Recall the scalar curvature equation

4 _1 nt2 n+2
(3.2) - %Au = —Ru+ R+[g]u%z _ R—[g]uﬁ inD\ S,
where
/ s [g]uz_fgdyol < (/ (R~ [9])"2_&U%d1105)%v01(l))%
D\S D\S
(3.3) .

R™[g]) 752 dvol[g]) = vol (D) 5
< /D (g Fdvollg) ol D)
< 0.

Here, and from now on in the following, all geometric quantities are under the background
metric g unless indicated otherwise. And, in the light of Lemma 3.1l we know

u(z) — +ooasx — S.

As in the proof of [24, Theorem 3.1] (adopted from [6, Lemma 1.2]), we use the following test
functions. First we let

{ B u>a+p;
uaﬁ:

U— o U/<OK—|—B and¢a,6:uo¢ﬁ_6+ﬁ(1—n),

where n € C°(X,,) is a fixed cut-off function that is equal to one in a neighborhood of S and
Yo = {x € D : u(x) > a}. Notice that, for 5 sufficiently large,

ua,g6(O,ﬂ]inzaandgbaﬁ:OOH{xGD:u(x):a}U{xED:u2a+ﬁ}



18

and
Voas = Vuap+ Vnand Vu = Vu, g when Vu, g # 0.
We then multiply ¢, s to the equation (3.2) and get

4 - 1 n+2
% Vu - Vg gdvol = / (—Ru + R[g]un_f?)qbaﬁdvol.
_ 5. §
Therefore
4(n—1)
ﬁ/a |Vua,5|2dv0l
—ﬁ/ (=2 Gy Vi + (—Ru+ Rlglui3)(1 = n))dvol
= STy u-Vn U glu n))dvo
3.4) n+2

— / (—Ru + R*[glun—2)(8 — uag)dvol

+/ R_[g]uz_fg(ﬁ — Uq, ) dvOL
< Cp,

where C' depends on « and 7 but does not depend on /3, due the support of 1 — 7 and (3.3). That
is

/ \vugﬁﬁdvoz < % —0

as J — oo, where is a function that is identically one in a neighborhood of .S. This implies

the Newton capacity Cap, (.S, D) of S is zero. Consequently, we know S is of the Hausdorff
dimensions not greater than n — 2 (cf. [2] and [34, Theorem 2.10 in Chapter VI]). So the proof
is complete. U

Ua,p

3.2. —Auis a Radon measure on D. In order to use the estimates of potentials in the previous
section, we need the following lemma (cf. [24, Lemma 3.2 - 3.4]).

Lemma 3.2. Let (M",g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a closed subset in
M?™. And let D be an open neighborhood of S where the scalar curvature R|[g| is nonpositive.

Suppose that g = us g is a conformal metric on D\ S and is geodesically complete near S.
Then —Au is a Radon measure on D and —Au|g > 0, provided that

R-lg) € L#2(D\ S.9) (| L*(D\ S.9)
for some p > n /2.

Proof. Again, recall the scalar curvature equation

4 _1 n n
— Lz)Au = —Ru+ RJr[g]unitg — R_[g]untg =finD)\S,
n J—

(3.5)
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where
n+42
/ R~ [gJu»—2dvol < 0.
D
And, in the light of Lemma 3.1l we know
u(r) - ocoasx — S.

Then we claim the right hand side f of the equation (3.3) is in L*(D). To prove this claim, we
follow the argument in the proof of [24, Theorem 3.2] (stated as [24, Lemma 3.2]) . Let

tot<s
as(t) = < increasing ¢ € [s,10s];
2s t>10s

(this functions was used in [16]). Notice that one may require o, € [0,1] and o/ < 0. We
calculate

—Aay(u) = —a’ (u)|Vul* + o, (u)(—Au)
and, for s > max{u(x) : x € 0D},

@da = / Aag(u)dvol = / (—a” (u)|Vul® + o/(u)ni_Qf)dvol.
ap OV D D 4(n—1)
Hence
/ (—a(w)|Vul?® + o (u)ﬂfr) dvol < @da + L_Q/ R7| ]uz_fgdvol
b A1) “Jop o T 1) ), Y
and 5
/ |Aas(u)|dvol = / (—a” (u)|Vul® + o/(u)n;(Jch + f7))dvol.
D D 4(n—1)
By Fatou’s lemma, as s — co, we have
/ fTdvol < n—1) a—uda—i-/ R~ [glu=2 dvol.
D n — 2 oD (91/ D
So the claim is proven. Moreover,
ou n—2 n2
Aag(u)|dvol < —do + 7/ R~ |glun—=2dvoal.
[ 180.0) [ Spdr+ i [ Rl

Consequently, for ¢ € C°(D),
|- Ay (u)(@)] = | /D (— Advy (1) )bewol]

< / | Ac () |dvol]| 8| o)
D

n+2

ou n— 2
= v 5 m — 1) - n-2 0
<( oD 8uda+ 2(n—1) /D\SR [g]un=>dvol) || ¢|cop),
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for any s larger. Before we show —Auw is a Radon measure, let us state and prove a lemma
which is useful for the proof now and later in the following sections.

Lemma 3.3. Let (M",g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a closed subset in
M™. And let D be an open neighborhood of S where the scalar curvature R[g] is nonpositive.

Suppose that g = = g is a conformal metric on D \ S and is geodesically complete near S.
Then

(3.6) Vu € LP(D) and u € LY(D)
forp € [1,-25) and q € [1, "5), provided that

R[g) € L+2(D\ S,9) () L/(D\ S, 9)
for some p > n/2.

Proof. In fact, we continue from the above, for ¢ € C°(D),

\/Vozs - Vodvol| = \/ )p)dvol|

du n—2 nt2
< —d — - n=2dvol 0
@ <([ S+ gt /D \SR g1 dool) 8oy

ou n— 2

= oo+ o —= ~[glunz dvol .
= ap OV * 2(n—1) /D\SR [glun=2 dvol) [V | 1 p)

for any A\ > n due to the Sobolev embedding theorem. Therefore, for any s appropriately large,
IVas(u)llzrp) < Cand [as(u)|Lap) < C

for some constant C'and p = )\ € (1, -"5) and ¢ € [1,-"5), where C' is independent of s.
Therefore we first have, by Fatou’s lemma,

|ul Lapy < C

for some C and ¢ € [1, -"5). Moreover, we calculate

|Vu(p)| = \/ uVeodvol| = | hm / as(u)Veodvol| = | hm/ u)Vupdvol|

(3.8)
< limsup || (u) V|| Lo(p) |9]l 2 < Cll¢]x-
S§—00
This implies
3.9 Vu € LP(D) and u € LY(D)

for p € [1, 1) and ¢ € [1, -25). This lemma is proven. O
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Back to the proof of Lemma[3.2]

(—Au)(¢) = /DVu - V¢ dvol

(3.10) = lim [ o (u)Vu-Vedvol

= lim (—Aay(u))(¢))

where the dominated convergence theorem is applied due to Vu € L'(D). Thus, for ¢ €
(D),

m

ou n—2 2
“A < Mg+ 172 1105 dvol) || 6| co
ol (f Sare 7= [ Rl ],

which implies that —Aw is a Radon measure on D. To show that —Aul|gs > 0, we calculate, for
a nonnegative function ¢ € C'°(D),

(—Au)(¢) = /DVu -Vedvol = lim [ Vag(u) - Vodvol

S§—00 D

= lim [ (—Aas(u))pdvol

S—0Q D
. / n—2 nt2 " 2
= lim [ [(oj(u)(7——=(=Ru+ Rlglu»=2) — af(u)|Vul~]¢dvol
s—oo | 4(n - 1)
n — 2 n+2
Aqp [ 1= Ru Rigla®E dvo) ol oo, - 0
4(n - 1) suppp\S @)
as [ oog s dvol — 0 and [|¢]|co(py = 1, which implies —Auls > 0. O

3.3. Main result on the Hausdorff dimensions. Now we are ready to state and prove our
result on the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set S, which is a significant improvement of
Proposition For convenience of readers, we recall Theorem [I.3| from the introduction.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M", g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a closed subset in M".

And let D be an open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = uﬁg is a conformal metric on
D\ S and is geodesically complete near S. Then the Hausdorff dimension

n—2
2

provided R™[g] € Lt (D\ S, 9) LP(D\ S, g) for some p > n/2. Consequently, 3.11)) holds
when the scalar curvature R|[g| of the conformal metric g is nonnegative.

(3.11) dimy(S) <

Proof. The outline of the proof is as follows: We first show that one may assume the scalar
curvature RR[g] is nonpositive without loss of generality for our purpose. Then we use the Green
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function to construct the integral representation of the solution to the Laplace equation. Finally
we apply Lemma[3.2] Theorem 2.2} and the geodesic completeness to complete the proof .

Step I In this step, we find a conformal change h = pie g such that the scalar curvature
R[h] is nonpositive (or even negative) in D, based on the similar idea used in the proof of [24,
Lemma 3.1]. This is trivial if the Yamabe constant of (M™, g) is nonpositive. Otherwise, take
apoint p € M™\ D and consider a connected sum of M™ with another compact Riemannian
manifold (M7, g, ) with very negative Yamabe constant in such way that the conformal structure
on the connected sum M"§M7 is unchanged in D C M"gM7'. Then, by [18, Theorem 5], the
Yamabe constant of such connected sum is negative. Therefore one easily finds a conformal

metric i = vi2 G whose scalar curvature is negative in D, where the function v € C°°(D) and
(3.12) C'<v<CinD

. 4 4=
for some positive constant C'. In any cases, we have g = un-2g = (%)»-2h and the scalar

curvature R[h] is nonpositive. In conclusion, due to (3.12), we may simply assume R|[g] is
nonpositive (or even negative) in D without loss of any generality for the purpose of obtaining
the growth estimate like the one given in Theorem 2.2

Step II  In this step, we use the Green function to construct the integral representation of the
solution u. In the light of Lemma[3.2] we may write

—Au=pin D

for a Radon measure 1 on D. Let G(x,y) be the Green function on D given by [5, Theorem
4.17]. Then

UZ/DG(:C,y)dM(th

for a smooth function A that is harmonic in D. By [5, Theorem 4.17 (c)], we have

< _ -
0<G(x,y) < RN

for some constant C' and x,y € D. We therefore arrive at, for x € D,
(3.13) u(r) < / G(z,y)du* + h(z) < C%’if(x) + h(zx).
D

Step III  Assume otherwise that dim»(S) = d > “52. From Theorem 2.2] there is a point
p € S such that

C

2,D

X, (1) < Az p)y

at least for = along a short geodesic ray ~y from p, which implies
2 C

(314) u(x) n2 < 2(n—2—d)

d([lj’, p) n-2
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at least for = along a short geodesic ray ~y from p, where

2n—2-d) _, 2

<1
n— 2 n—2

. . 4
when d > "T_Z Now the length of the curve  with respect to the conformal metric g = u=»—2g
is

lo 1
L(v,9) SC/ =gy 45 < 0
0

S n—2

when d > =2 which contradicts with the geodesic completeness of the conformal metric

T2
g= u g. The proof is complete. U

The study of singular solutions to the scalar curvature equations started from the seminal
paper [33] (see also [34, Chapter VI] [10] and [32} 26, 25]]) on domains of the sphere. Theorem
3.1l here can be considered as a necessary condition for the existences of singular solutions
on domains in general Riemannian manifolds and compared with [33, Theorem 2.7] and [10,
Theorem C], which stated the similar result for domains in the round sphere S™ and slightly
stronger curvature assumptions. Clearly [33] Proposition 2.4] and the quantity d(M/) there are
not of local nature, while our approach here is very much local in nature.

4. ON (Q-CURVATURE EQUATIONS

In this section we will use linear potential theory developed in Section[2to study ()-curvature
equations and prove our results on the Hausdorff dimensions of the singular sets of positive
solutions of ()-curvature equations which correspond to ends of complete conformal metrics on
domains of a compact Riemannian manifold.

Again we remark here that all of the results in this section hold if we assume .S is compact,
D C M" is a bounded domain that contains S, and (M", g) is just complete. Because the
possible noncompact part M™ \ D is not relevant for the purpose here.

4.1. (Q-curvature equations in dimensions greater than 4. In this subsection we focus on the
equation in dimensions greater than 4. We will always assume that the scalar curvature of
4

the conformal metric ¢ = u»—4g is nonnegative. We will first prove some preliminary estimates
based on discussions in the previous section. Our strategy is to consider the bi-Laplace operator
as the composition of the Laplace operators. Let us write the scalar curvature equation and its
consequence:

n—2 n — 2 n—=2 n — 2 n+2

4.1 VT = S - ) = “iin D
4.1) u +4(n_1)Ru 4(n_1)R[g]u inD\ S
and
2 2 - 4 n
(4.2) — Au = [Vl " (—Ru + R[glu=1) inD\S.

n—4 u 4(n—1)
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Here, and from now on in the following, all geometric quantities are under the background
metric g unless indicated otherwise.

Lemma 4.1. Let (M", §) be a compact Riemannian manifold forn > 5 and S be a closed subset
in M". And let D be an open neighborhood of S where the scalar curvature R < —cy < 0.

Suppose that g = uﬁg is a conformal metric on D \ S with nonnegative scalar curvature
Rlg] > 0 and is geodesically complete near S. And suppose also that

Qilgl € L*#1(D\ S, g).

Then
as a functionon D\ S, — Au — +ooasz — S;
(4.3) as a Radon measure on D, Au|s = 0;
in fact, Au € LP(D) foranyp € [1, LQ)
n —

Proof. First, using Lemma[3.3| for u%, we know that

(4.4) ue LP(D) forp € [1, ——).
n—4

Also, from Lemma[3.1] for = ,

4.5) u(zr) - +ooasx — 9,
which implies, by (@.2),
—Au — +ocasxr — S.

To prove —Auw is an integrable function in distributional sense, we first realize —Aw is a Radon
measure on D following and Lemma[3.2] And, as a side product, we also have

2 |VU\2 n—4 e
- n—4 l .
/D[n —4 T A(n — 1)( Ru + R[glun—1)]dvol < 0o

n—2
In fact, from (@.1I)) and Lemma [3.2] we also know —Awu~»=% is a Radon measure on D. To use
this fact we calculate

_ atyat _m=d ok szy, 2 [Vos()P
AOés (U) = A(as (u) ) - + n—4 Qg (u) .

To prove —Au|s = 0, we consider
(—Au)(¢) = / Vu - Vodvol
D
where Vu is integrable in distributional sense directly from (3.8) and (3.9). Therefore

/ Vu - Vodvol = lim [ o (u)Vu-Vodvol = lim | (—Aas(u))ddvol
D

S—00 D 5§—00 D
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and
—4 .
(~8u)(9) = =5 lim | ()75 (~Bay ()3 gdvol
2
+ lim Mgbdvol
n—4s=0 Jp  as(u)
—4 n— 2 2
= Z_ 2u_ﬁ(—AuTj)(¢) + p— 4/[) |V:| ¢dvol
— 0
as | oo g 40Ol [g] = 0 and ||¢||copy < 1. The proof will be complete after the following L”

estimate. To get the L” estimate, we first calculate

Qlalu ool = ([ (@Qrlal) 1 dool) 5 vol(D) 4
4.6) D\S D\S

2n

— / (@5 lg)) 5 dvollg]) 5 vol( D) < oo,
D\S

Then we continue to use notations in the proof of Proposition[3.1]and let
a =max{u(z) : x € 0D}

and o < 3. And recall

5 YIS Ea—l—ﬁ;
Yo = {u(m) —a €Y, \Zats

and

ua,ﬁ_ﬁn:u_ (a+ﬁ)+5(1_77)7 inZa\Za+g
Gop = = 0 on 0%,
=0on0X,4p

where 7 is a fixed cut-off function in C2°(X,,) and is identically one in a neighborhood of S, and
[ is arbitrarily large. We now first multiply 1 — 7 to the Q-curvature equation (I.4), integrate
over D, apply integral by parts multiple times, and get

(4.7) / (1 —n)QFunidvol < / Qruridvol + C
D D
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for some constant C' depending on the cut-off function 7, u at D, and ||u||z1(p). We then
multiply ¢, s to both sides of the ()-curvature equation , integrate over X, \ X, 3, and get

/ AUA¢Q7BCZ'UOZ_/ Au@da—/ @Auda
So\Easts 2o ov O aip ov

(4.8) — / (A4A(Vu, V) — (n —2)JVu - Vo, g)dvol
Ea\2a+ﬁ

—4
n / Que, pdvol =
2 Za\2a+6

where v is the outward normal direction at the boundary and the boundary term | s s % (—Au)do

n—4

ntd
/ Qulglu" L b sdvol,
Ea\2a+ﬁ

is nonnegative due to @.2) and %|5s.. ., , = |Vu|. Therefore,

/ (Au)?dvol + /3 (Au)(A(1 —n))dvol
Se\asts Sa\Sass
du 9
< —/ (—Au)—do +C |Vu|“dvol
(4.9) 0% ov Ta\Zats
-6 [ (4A(Vu,V(1—n))—(n—2)JVu- V(1 —n))dvol
Ya

n+4

+C’ﬁ/ udvol+Cﬁ/ Q; [glur—*dvol,
D D

where we use (@.7) and |¢| < fin X, \ X, 4. After applying integral by parts, we get,

(4.10) / | Aul?dvol < C/ |Vul*dvol + C3
Ea\2a+5

Ea\2a+5

for some constant C' depending on the cut-off function 7, u at 9%, and ||u/|| 11 (py, because

/ AuAndvol = / uA*ndvol
La\Za+s La\Za+s

and similarly we may unload all derivatives from « by integral by parts for the other terms in
the above (4.9)). Now, to get a priori estimate, we calculate

1 4 —14
/ |Vul*dvol < ——— |VZ| dvol + u/ u*dvol
Za\Yatp (n B 4)C Se\Zars U 4 Sa\Xa+tp
1 —-4)C
< — | Auldvol + u(a + 5)/ u dvol,
20 Ea\2a+5 4 D



due to @.2), which implies, from (4.10Q),

4.11) / | Aul?dvol < C(a+ ).
La\Zats

We claim that (4.11)) implies

(4.12) Au € LP(D)

for all p € [1, -"5). To prove #.12)), we first derive from (4.11),
2_i/ | Aul*dvol < C,
Yoi—1\Zqi

for ¢ > 1, large, which implies

A 2
/ A )01 < 20
Yoic1\Zg U

and, for s > 0 appropriately small for any p € [1, -%5),

|Aul? e / |Aul?
/2 dvol = Z g = dvol

2ig—1\5 ulte =10 2i—1\Zy
0o ' A 9
< 223(_“’1)/ Ayl dvol < co.
i=ig Z21'*1\222' u
Thus Aul?
(1+5)
/ | AulPdvol < (/ | 17“+‘| dvoz)‘z’(/ w i dvol)' ™ < oo
D\S D\s U D\S
where )
(1+s)p _n
2—0p n—4

Corollary 4.1. Under the same assumptions as in Lemmad. Ilwe have
Proof. Consequently from and , we have

2 4
/ V222 4ol < @/ A A
La\Zaqtps p p Za\Zats U
2
< M/ | Au|*dvol
B So\Sats

(a+p)°
54

<C

27
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for some « appropriately large and 3 — oo, which leads to Cap,(S) = 0 and completes the
proof similar to the proof of Proposition[3.1l(cf. [2] and [34] Theorem 2.10 in Chapter VI]). [J

Lemma 4.2. Let (M™, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold forn > 5 and S be a closed subset

in M™. And let D be an open neighborhood of S where the scalar curvature R[g] < —cy < 0.

Suppose that g = uﬁg is a conformal metric on D \ S with nonnegative scalar curvature
Rlg] > 0 and is geodesically complete near S. And suppose also that

_ 2n_
Qqlgl € Lv+i(D\ S, 9).
Then A*u is a Radon measure on D and A2u|5 > 0.
Proof. Let v = —Au. We will follow the proof of Lemma [3.2] to show that —Awv is a Radon

measure on [ using Lemma We continue to use the notations from the proof of Lemma
We calculate

—Aay(v) = o/ (v)(=Av) = o (v)| V],

where, by the Q-curvature equation (I.4)), we have
—Av = —div(4A(Vu) — (n — 2)JVu) — nT—éle + Qulglur1in D\ S
and
Ao (v) = ~al(©)| Vo + o/ (0) (~div(4A (V) — (n — 2)7V) — 2 Quu + Qulgu)

in D. In the light of Lemma [4.1] terms in the right hand side of the above equation are all

integrable except —a” (v)|Vo|? + QF [g]ui%i Therefore the argument in the proof of Lemma
3.2l works from this point and completes the proof. O

We now are ready to state and prove our main results for ()-curvature equations in dimensions
greater than 4. For this, we recall Theorem [1.4] from the introduction.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M", g) be a compact Riemannian manifold for n > 5 and S be a closed

subset in M". And let D be an open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = u g is a conformal
metric on D\ S with nonnegative scalar curvature R[g| > 0 and is geodesically complete near
S. And suppose also that

Qilgl € L*#1(D\ S, g).

n—4

Then

Proof. In the light of Step I in the proof of Theorem [3.1l we may assume the scalar curvature
R < —¢y < 0 for some ¢q without loss of any generality. Then we use Lemma [4.1] and 4.2l and
conclude that

Ay = p
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for a Radon measure ;o on D. We use [5, Theorem 4.7] first to write
~du= [ Gla.y)dn-+ hi)
D

for some harmonic function h(z), where G(z, y) is the Green function for —A. Then we have

u(x):/DG(x, z)/DG(z,y)d,u(y)dvol(z)—I—b(x)

where b 1s bi-harmonic, where

/ze /Gzyd,u dvol(2) / /zeG(zy)dvol( Vdu(y)
and

C
0< /D G(z, 2)G(z,y)dvol(z) < Ty
for constant C' and n > 5 due to [S) Proposition 4.12], where [} Proposition 4.12] can be easily
proven to be available for bounded domains in Riemannian manifolds. Hence

u(z) < %ﬁf(m) + b(z).

From now on, using the same argument of the proof of Theorem 3.1l based on Theorem 2.2] for

o =4 and n > 5, we conclude
—4
dim(S) < = >

and finish the proof. d

There have been a lot of works on the study of singular solutions to ()-curvature equations
on manifolds of dimensions greater than 4, notably [28}, 29} 12| [19], for example. Theorem 4.1]
for instance, is an improvement of [[12, Theorem 1.2] in terms of curvature conditions. And the
approach here is different from [12].

4.2. ()-curvature equations in dimension 4. In this subsection we will study the ()-curvature
equation (I.3). Our approach here in principle is similar to that in the previous subsection but
different in calculations and details. We will always assume that the scalar curvature of the
conformal metric ¢ = €2“g is nonnegative. We will first derive some preliminary estimates
from the scalar curvature equation for w = " and the Q-curvature equation (L.3)) for u. Let us
write the scalar curvature equation for e

1
(4.13) — Aet = 6(—Re“ + R[g]e*)in D\ S
and consequently,

(4.14) — Au= |Vu* + =

6(—R + R[gle**)in D\ S.
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Lemma 4.3. Let (M*, ) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a closed subset in M™.
And let D be an open neighborhood of S where the scalar curvature R < 0. Suppose that
g = €*'g is a conformal metric on D \ S with nonnegative scalar curvature R[g] > 0 and is
geodesically complete near S. And suppose also that

Qrlgl € L'(D\ S, g).
Then

as a Radon measure, — Aulg = 0;

(4.15) 4
in fact, Au € LP(D) forany p € |1, §)

Proof. First, by Lemmal[3.1lfor e, we have
u(r) > ocoasz — S.

Then, by the proof of Lemma[3.2] and , we know that

e —Auw is a Radon measure on D;
e Vue LP(D) foranyp € [1,3) and uw € LP(D) forany p € [1,2);
o |[Vul> + :(—R + R[gle®™) € L(D).

The same argument as in the proof of Lemma [4.1] we can prove that —Au|s = 0 as a Radon
measure. Also, for the LP estimate, following the proof of Lemma 4.1l we multiple 1 — 7 to
both sides of (I.3) and get

/ (1 —n)Qfe*dvol < / Q; lgldvol[g] + C.
D D

Next we multiple ¢, s to both sides of (I.5) and integrate

/ AulA¢, gdvol — / Au%da _ / Au O0a.p do
La\Zats %4 v O ats ov

- / (4A(Vu, Vo) — 2JVu - Vo, gdvol
Lo\ Zats

+/ Q4¢a,5d00l=/ Q4[gle™ du, pdvol
SR SO

and, again, the boundary term at 0%, is with the sign in our favor, thanks to (4.14) and
)y s = |Vul for the outward normal v of 2, \ X4 4. Similar to the estimates in the proof
of Lemmal.1] we get

/ | Aul?dvol < C/ |Vul*dvol + CB.
Ea\2a+5

Sa\Zass
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And we handle [ » |Vu|*dvol similarly as before

1 1
/ |Vul*dvol < —/ |Vul*dvol + C < —, | Au|*dvol + C.
La\Xats 2¢ La\Zayp 20 La\Yats
due to . Therefore
(4.16) / |Aul*dvol < CB.
Sa\Zaqp

Now, using the same idea as in the proof of Lemmald.1l we rewrite (4.16) as

2
/ Al )0 < ¢
Spic1\Zy U

and, for s > 0 appropriately small for any p € |1, %), we derive

A 2
/ | 1u| dvol < C,
D\S u +S

which implies

(1+s)p

(/ w2 dvol)'~3
D\S

[S]iS)

Aul?
/ |Au|Pdvol < (/ | 1u| dvol)
D\S p\s u't?

(1+s)p
2—p

when

< 2.

O

Corollary 4.2. Under the assumptions as in Lemma we know the singular set S is of zero
Hausdorff dimension.

Proof. From and in the above we have
/ (V2B 4 qyol < O
So\Sass D

for some « appropriately large and 5 — oo, which leads to Cap, (.S, D) = 0 and completes the
proof as in Proposition 3.1l (cf. [2] and [34] Theorem 2.10 in Chapter VI]). d

What follows is to go beyond that S is of zero Hausdorff dimension. We now are ready
to state and prove our main result on the finiteness of singularities for the ()-curvature equa-
tion in dimension 4. This is inspired by [15} 21} 4} 23, [24]. We recall Theorem from the
introduction.
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Theorem 4.2. Let (M*, §) be a compact Riemannian manifold and S be a closed subset in M™.
And let D be an open neighborhood of S. Suppose that g = €*“g is a conformal metric on D\ S
with nonnegative scalar curvature R|g| > 0 and is geodesically complete near S. And suppose
that

L@MW@M<w

Then S consists of only finitely many points.

Proof. As before, we use the argument in Step I on Theorem to assume that the scalar
curvature of the background metric g is less than a negative number, i.e. R < —cy < 0, without
loss of any generality for our purpose. Let

v=—Au-+u
and claim —Aw is a Radon measure on D with —Awv|g > 0. Let us start with
(4.17) — Av = A’u — Au = —div(4A(Vu) — 2JVu) — Q4 + Q4fgle™ — Aw.

By Lemma[4.3]and , we know

e v(r) > o0asx — S,
e All terms in the right side of (.17) except Q) [g]e* is integrable.

Therefore, folowing the same argument as in the proof of Lemma [4.2] the claim is proven.
Obviously, the same conclusion holds for A%y = —Av 4+ Au from —Av and what we know
about Av in Lemmal4.3]l Thus we let

A%u = p
for a Radon measure on D with A?u|s > 0. Like in the proof of Theorem 4.1} we first write

-Amwzéawwwm+mw

by [5, Theorem 4.17], where h(x) is a harmonic function. Then we write

u(m):/DG(x,z)/DG(z,y)d,u(y)dvol(z)—i—b(x)

where b(z) is a bi-harmonic function and, due to [5, Proposition 4.12],

/DG(x, 2)G(z,y)dvol(z) < C(1 4+ log d(m,y))

for some constant C' in dimension 4, where [5, Proposition 4.12] can be easily made available
on bounded domains in manifolds. Therefore

u(z) < C’%ﬁf(x) + b(z).
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Applying Theorem 2.3 we have

) ot () = Cul{p))

d(z,p)

where F is a subset that is n-thin at p. Next, in the light of Theorem 2.1l we conclude that
w({p}) > 1/C for each p € S by the completeness of the metric g near S, which indeed
implies that S can only have finitely many points. So the proof is complete. U

lim
z—pand ¢ E lOg

Theorem 4.2]is a significant improvement of [14, Theorem 2] (please see also [11. [13} 24]).
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