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1 Introduction

The geometric inequality on balls and spheres has a long history. We are interested in the conformally
covariant Sobolev (trace) inequality. In a celebrated paper [1], Ache and S.-Y. A. Chang established fourth
order sharp Sobolev trace inequalities on the unit ball B" for n > 4, which are natural counterparts of
inequalities by Lebedev-Milin [19] and Beckner [2].

For readers’ convenience, we restate Ache-Chang sharp Sobolev trace inequalities on B” for n > 5.

Theorem A Letu € C(S"~ ') and n > 5. Then for all U € C*°(B") satisfying

ou n—4 ne1
U=u and i U on S"T°, (1.1)
there holds
Ca|SPY (/ | =2 dVSn1>
§n—1
g/ (AU)Qda:+2/ IVul2, 1 dVen1 +bn/ u?dVgn-1, (1.2)
n Sn—1 S§n—1

where ¢, = n(n — 2)(n — 4)/4 and b, = n(n — 4)/2. Moreover, equality holds if and only if U is
the biharmonic extension of u.,(x) = c|l — zo - z|*~™/2 on S"~' and satisfies the Newmann boundary
condition, where ¢ € R\{0}, zp € B".

A natural question left in Ache-Chang [1] arises: Does there exist a sharp Sobolev trace inequality
of Ache-Chang type on three-balls? The most striking feature is that it can reduce to a fractional GIMS
equation with a negative critical Sobolev exponent on S?, which is particularly challenging. The idea of
such a reduction traced back to Osgood-Phillips-Sarnak [23], where a derivation of the Lebedev-Milin
inequality from Moser-Trudinger-Onofri inequality was presented. See also Ache-Chang [1, p.2739]. Our
contribution is to give an affirmative answer to the above question.
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Theorem 1.1 Given 0 < u € C*(S?), let U be a smooth extension of u to B satisfying

1
%—g = 5u on S? (1.3)

then

1
2
313 (/ u—4dV§2)
4 -

with equality if and only if modulo a positive constant,

U() lal?|z]? —=2a-24+1 1—|z[? 1 —al?
x) = -
1—lal? 4 la]?|z]? — 2a -2+ 1

is biharmonic in B3, where a € B3.

3
g/ (AU)zd:v—i—Q/ (V|2 dVa: ——/ u?dVse, (1.4)
B3 s2 2 §2

Theorem 1.1 justifies that Ache-Chang’s Sobolev trace inequality (1.2) still holds for B3. This com-
bined with Ache-Chang’s inequality draws a complete figure for sharp trace inequalities of order four on
balls. As in Ache-Chang [1], we prefer to use powerful tools in conformal geometry but in a different way,
emphasizing the importance of spherical harmonics similar to Beckner [2].

Next we shall involve a fractional GIMS operator P; on S2. Although this case is not covered by the
scattering theory due to Graham-Zworski [14], Branson [3, Theorem 2.8] introduced the fractional GIMS
operators P, on S"~! for n > 3, as intertwining operators from the viewpoint of representation theory, in
the most general case for v € C with —v ¢ "T_l + N. In particular, as in [3] we introduce

. (n—2)?
P;=(B-1)B(B+1) with B =14/—Agn-1 + g (1.5)
which has the conformal covariance property that for a conformal metric § = " ggn-1,
n_dr nt2r A oo (gn—1
Py(e @ "p)=e2 "P3(p), Vel (S" ). (1.6)
Theorem 1.2 The conformal invariant
;s = inf (] a2 (1.7)

0<u€H3/2(S2?)

is achieved by a smooth positive function u(z) = c|x — a|~! on S, where ¢ € R, a € B3, which together
with ¢ = 1 solves

3
Pyu = —§u75 on SZ

We would like to point out that the Beckner’s inequality on two-spheres is absent.

A closely related topic is the Sobolev inequality associated to the Paneitz operator on three-manifolds,
especially three-spheres. See [16, 27, 28, 29] etc. Due to extra difficulties arising from the fractional GIMS
operator P53, some new techniques have to be developed.

A final step to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the transition from the extremal function on S?
to its biharmonic extension on B3. Our unified approach, which is of geometric favor, can be also used to
determine extremal functions on balls of Ache-Chang’s inequalities, which was recently studied by Ndiaye
and L. Sun [22] using a different method.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary results of conformal
boundary operators, and give an elementary proof of the intimate connection between P53 and an extrinsic



GIMS operator %3 in a class of functions on B", which is of independent interest. Just for consideration of
notations, we postpone the outline of proof of Theorem 1.1 including the equivalence of inequalities (1.4)
and (1.7) to Section 3. The proof of Theorem 1.1 occupies the remaining sections. A delicate analysis is
conducted to unveil a hidden secret between a constrained %3 on B? and (—A)3/2 in R2. Section 5 is
devoted to the extremal problem (1.7) on two-spheres. In Section 6, we determine the explicit extremal
functions on the unit ball of (1.4) and Ache-Chang’s inequalities.

2 Background

To be self-contained, we collect some basic facts about conformally covariant boundary operators, as these
emerged in various literatures. Besides this, a follow-up paper of the same authors is closely related to these
conformal boundary operators.

To continue, we set up some notation. For n > 3, we define

N = {U € 0> (B")

ou —4
U=u and W:—n2 u  on S"_l}.
Throughout the paper, let B,.(z) denote a geodesic ball of radius 7 and center at x( in space forms: S?, R?
or R®. Denote by R} := {z = (2/,2,) € R"| 2/ € R""! 2, > 0} the upper half-space. Denote by
I :R? — S?\{S} the inverse of stereographic projection, where S is the south pole.

2.1 Conformally covariant boundary operators

Suppose (M, g) is a smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 with boundary OM and g =
glrom. Let Ry and Ric, be the scalar and Ricci curvatures. The second fundamental form is 7(X,Y") =
(Vxv,,Y) and its trace-free part is 7(X,Y) = n(X,Y) — he(X,Y) for X, Y € TOM, where v, is the
outward unit normal on 9M. Denote by H = (n — 1)h, the mean curvature. The following conformally
covariant operator of order four are discovered by Paneitz [24]:

2 4n+8 4 n—4
Py =A2—5|(— Ryg — ——Ricy | d| + ——
17 % 2 —T)(n—2) 9~ g% ) 4] 50,
where ¢ is the divergent operator, d is the exterior differential. Branson emphasized the zeroth order term
of Paneitz operator Pf , the Q-curvature for n # 4 (cf. Fefferman-Graham [12] in critical dimension four)

defined by

1 n3 —4n? 4+ 16n — 16
——A/R
2(n—1)"7 9t

2
R? 5 [Ricg|*.

@ =- 8n—12(n—22 9 (n—2)2

Under conformal change of metrics g, = ¢27g, there holds

_nt4

Pir(p)=e T TP(eT Tp), Ve O®(M) @.1)

On four-manifolds with boundary, Chang-Qing [8, p.341] introduced a third order conformally covari-
ant boundary operator by

1 0 — Ou

2 — =2
(Py)gu=— 5 2—Agu — B, ~ HBu+ (V)

1 —  — . R ou
+ g(VH, Vu) — (Rlcg(Vg,l/g) — %) 8—1/9



and its associated T5-curvature

1 OR, 1 1 1 1
( 3)9 12 8Vg <R(V97'7ng')77r> +§H3_ gtrfl(ﬂﬁ) - gAHv
where R(:,-, -, ) is the Riemann curvature tensor. Moreover, P} and T3 have conformally covariant prop-

erty that if g, = €27 g, then
* (P?E))gf = eng(Pé’)g;
* (Pg)g + (I3)g = (T3)9Te3

Regarding the generalization of the Chang-Qing boundary operator P? to dimension n, we prefer to
the formulae of conformally covariant boundary operators introduced by J. Case [6]: For ¥ € C*°(M),

B =;
oV n-—4
B3V =— + ——h,V;
Ovg Tt 2 9
_ ov —4
B =~ B + VU (v, vy) + (n = Dhyp— + L T
Vg
0 oV n-—4 4 . =2
BV = — 6_Ag\1: 2Aa—yq - hgv2qf(ug, vg) + — (% V')
3n 5 O —4
—2(n —5)(Vhy, VU) + 526— + 5 T3,
Here A;; = W(Rw (ffl)gij) is the Schouten tensor, J = try(A), and
3n? —13n+ 16 n—8 3n—8- 1,
Sg =- 2 h; + 2 Ay, vg) + J+ §|7T|2§
T3 =J — Alvg,vg) + nT_:;h?
oJ 4 . - n—4
T3 :(’“)—l/q —2Ahg — n— 2<777A> + Tth(Vga Vg)
3n—4. - n n?>—3n+4
hyJ hg|7|* — —————h3.
T ety ol 1 g
Moreover, if we let g, = €27g, then
_nt2hod, nd,
(2)g, (V) = e T(Bg(e T ), k=0,1,2,3. 22)

The discovery of the conformal boundary operator %3 is due to Branson-Gover [5] in non-critical dimen-
sion n # 4, and later extended by Grant [15] to the critical dimension four together with a local formula
for 43, see Juhl [18], Stafford [26], Gover-Peterson [13] and J. Case [6] for other treatments. J. Case [6]
used a different approach to find all conformal boundary operators %; and established the self-adjointness
of these involved boundary operators. Readers are referred to [6] for details.

It is remarkable (cf. [6, Lemma 6.3]) that for n = 4, there hold %3 = 2(P?), and T3 = 2(T3), + Eq,

where E; = 4(W (vy,-,vg,"), %) + Strg(7#3) with W as the Weyl tensor, has the property that £, =
e 37 E,. Due to similar reason, the boundary curvatures T} for dimension n are in general not umque
On the model space (B",S" 1, |dz|?), for U € N, the third order boundary operator %3 becomes

3 OAU n—40°U n (n—4)(n2—3n+4)u

U =~ ar 2 or? —§Asn71u—|— 4

2.3)



2.2 The equivalence of P; and % in class N/

Let {V; k € N} be a complete L?(S™~!)-orthonormal basis consisting of spherical harmonics of degree
k as eigenfunctions for —Agn-1, solving —Agn-1Y, = A\ Vi with A, = k(k + n — 2). Here, in order to
simplify our presentation we use ) to denote an orthonormal basis of the space of spherical harmonics of
degree k. Then, for each k we may write )V, = Y |Sn,1 for a harmonic homogeneous polynomial Y}, of
degree k on R™. In other words, Y3, = |z|* .

The following elementary result is standard, for instance, see Stein [25, p.276]. Whereas for readers’

convenience, we include its proof here.

Lemma 2.1 Expand each f € L?(S"™1) as

+oo
f= Zakyk-
k=0
Then, f € C>(S"~1) ifand only if a, = O(k~) for every N € Z as k — oo.

Proof. If f € C>°(S"~1),thenV N € Z, we have

/ (=Agn-1)N fVpdVanr = F(=Agn-1)N VedVanr = apAl.
S§n—1 S§n—1
This yields
1 C(N, f
lar| < w /Sni1 (—Agn—l)N fVedVgn—1| < % for E> 1.

Conversely, if ap = O(k=) forevery N € Z, as k — oo, then we claim that for every multi-index
«, there exists a positive constant C, such that

< Cpklalt (=172, (2.4)

max
|z|<1

o 1 H0)

Recall that || V|| 2(s»-1) = 1,V k € N. Then for any £ > 0 we have

1+e
/ IYi(2)[2dz :/ / Vi (2)[2dodr
2| <1te 0 9B..(0)

1+¢ 1 n+2k
:/ r"*1+2kdr/ |V (0)]*dVen-1(0) = d+e)m=
0 S

n+ 2k

Fix an arbitrary 2o € B". By local estimates of higher order derivatives for harmonic functions we obtain

ololy, C 12
\ “(wo)| STt / |Yi()[*da
gl |z—z0|<e

oze
1/2
Oa Ca (1 + E)k+n/2
<o Y (z)]2d < .
laltn/2 </|x|<1+s V()] :17) Py R T

Take ¢ = 1/k, the above inequality becomes

’alayk

k4+n/2
Tk ()| < ko2 (1 N %) < Okl -1/,

5



Hence, for every fixed a, choose N > |a| + n such that the series
= alely;,
Z @k oxre
k=0

is uniformly convergent on S” 1, which implies f € C°°(S"1).

Proposition 2.1 Letn > 3 andu € C>(S"1). If we expand

+oo
u(x) = Z upVi (),
k=0

then the unique solution to

A*U =0 in B~

U=u on sn—1
oU n—4 el
i U on St

can be expressed as

gukym 1+ (3475 0ok e @)

(2.5)

Proof. We shall solve PDE (2.5) by separation of variables. For each k, we seek the unique solution of the

form
Up(z) = Yi(z)(a|z|* +b) for a,beR
to
AU, =0 in B",
Uk =Yk on sm=
(9Uk - n—4 n—1
W = 5 y]g on S .

Using z - VY () = kY (x) we have
A?Uy, = 2a(n + 2k)AY(z) = 0.
Substituting Uy, into these two boundary conditions to show

n—4

a+b=1 and (k4+2)a+ kb= — )

Eventually we obtain

Us(z) = Yi() [1 + <§ + ”;4) 1- |x|2)] .

Next, we claim that

Ul(z) := ;izukYk(x) [1 + (g 4+ - 4) 1- |x|2)] e 0= (B")



is a solution to (2.5).
On one hand, it follows from (2.4) that V m € N, there holds

HYk ||Cm B) S <Chn kar(n 1)/2
On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that V N € Z_ we have

Combining these facts together, for any = € B™ and sufficiently large IV, we have

VU |(2 <ZC (14 R Yl o oy |

+oo

< Z C(n,m)(1 + k)E™T=D/2)y, | < 400.

k=0

Hence, we invoke Ascoli-Arzela theorem to know U(x) € C>(B").

O

Branson [4] clarified the relationship between the fractional GIMS operator Ps and its corresponding
scattering operator of Graham and Zworski. See also Ache-Chang [1, Theorem 4.3]. We give an alternative
but elementary proof to show that the extrinsic GIMS operator %3 in class NV agrees with 2P, which is a

special case in [6, Theorem 1.4].

Proposition 2.2 On the model space (B™,S"~1,|dz|?) for n > 3, we have
(1) B3U = 2P3uforallU € N satisfying A*U = 0inB" and u = U

§n—1°

2_py(1) = =2

(2) Whenn # 4, the fractional Q-curvature is Q3 = = 1

Proof. Forall U € N, the third order boundary conformally covariant operator becomes

‘%gU: - _ASnfl'LL‘i‘

OAU n—40°U n (n —4)(n? — 3n +4)
u

o 2 o2 2
and the fractional GIMS operator P; is given in (1.5).
By Proposition 2.1, we know that

4

Up(z) = Yi(z) |1+ (g + n ; 4)(1 - |x|2)

is the unique smooth solution to

AU =0 in B,

U=, on snt
oU n—4 S
E = — 2 yk on S .

Using © - VY (x) = kYy(x) a direct computation yields

AUi(z) = —(k + 2= 4)(2k +n)Yi(z)

and
92Uy,

5z = k(k—l)—(2k+1)(k+T) Vi () on

smt



Hence, on S”~! we arrive at

OAU, n n —4 02U, n—4)n?—-3n+4
#5(Uk) =~ or o §Asn71yk 2 (“)rzk + : . 4 )yk
—4 —4 —4
:{(k+nT)(2k+n)k+g/\k—n2 [-k?-(n—m—”

+(n - 4)(n24— 3n+4) } e

=2<k+n;4> <k+n;2> (k-l—g)yk

o2 1/2 _ 9\2
—9 ()\k—l-%) <Ak+%—1)yk_2pgyk.

This together with Proposition 2.1 directly implies the first assertion.
For the second assertion, we take a biharmonic function Uy = 1 + 274(1 — |z[?) € N forn # 4 to
see that

n—4
2

nin—2)(n—4)
8

- %%’gUO =DP(1) = Q3. O
3 Fourth order sharp Sobolev trace inequality on three-balls

To make our proof transparent, we would like to explain our strategy first. The complete proof of Theorem
1.1 occupies the rest sections.

3.1 Outline of the proof

Strategy of proof of Theorem 1.1. We consider a constrained minimization problem

. 2
UHel/f\/ . (AU)* du, 3.1

where

NZ{U‘UZU and (?3_[1{:% on Sz}.

A direct method can show that the minimizer U; of (3.1) exits and satisfies

AU, =0 in B3,
Ui =u on S?,
BUl - u 9
W = 5 on S .

By Proposition 2.2, integrating by parts gives

3
/ (AU1)2dx+2/ |Vu|Z:dVee — —/ u?dVie
B3 2 2 2

= / uBsUdVge = 2 / uPsudVa:.
S2 S2



Replacing U by U; on the right hand side of (1.4), we are motivated to study

e (/ u_4dVSz)
8 o

and the associated extremal functions.
We remind that the discussion above indeed demonstrates the equivalence of (3.2) and (1.4).
Suppose u is a minimizer of the inequality (3.2), and modulo a positive constant, solves

1
2
< / uPsudVie (3.2)
SZ

3
Psu = —§u75 on S2. (3.3)

Heuristically, pulling back I*(u"%gs2) = v~*|dy|?, that is,

1+ [y
o) =uo Iy Ly er?

has certain decay at infinity and satisfies
(A 2y = —Zp~° in R2. (3.4)

Next we consider the Euler-Lagrange equation of the constrained functional associated to the inequality
(1.4): For U, = u,

AU =0 in B3,
3 3 —5 2
BsU = _ZU on S=.

After some delicate analysis, we are able to show that v also satisfies the following integral equation

3
v(y) = Tom /Rz ly — z|vi5(z)dz. (3.5)

See Theorem 4.1 for a precise statement. At this stage, the classification theorem of Yan Yan Li [20] gives
the extremal functions of the above integral equation. A direct but short geometric proof, originating from
the first author, Wei and Wu [11], can be utilized to determine the extremal functions on three-balls from
the ones on two-spheres.

Regarding the inequality part for (3.2), some extra difficulties arise from the nonlocal operator Ps, in
comparison of Hang-Yang [16]. Fortunately, a deep insight into the relationship among the equations (3.3),
(3.4) and (3.5) paves the way to a complete proof of Theorem 1.2, as well as Theorem 1.1. 0

4 A bridge between %; and (—A)3/?

When n = 3, the situation becomes a little subtle. For any spherical harmonic YV (z) of degree k on S2?,

there holds
1\ /2 3
P3(Vy) = )\k'f‘z /\k_z Y.

Clearly, P; on S? has a negative eigenvalue —%.



On (B3,S?, |dx|?), for U € C*°(B?) with u = Uls2, the conformally covariant boundary operators
become

ou 1
3077Y — _ 2t 2
B (U) = 5 U on S
and
OAU 3 10%U
3 = - - = 2 -V 3 — . .
BU) ==~ Shsutzos —u  when  B(U)=0 @.1)

The purpose of this section is to build a bridge between the extrinsic GIMS operator %j in class " and
(—A)3/2 in R?, through the investigation of an extension problem on B? and an integral equation in R

4.1 An extension problem of % in the upper half-space

In this section, we extend to consider a more general setting: For some qualified candidate T € C>°(S?),
we can assume the solvability of positive solutions to

AU =0 in B3,
%—[i = % on 827 “4.2)
B3U =2TU® on S2.

As before, we let u = U ‘SQ. As we shall show, one among obstructions to the above prescribed curvature
problem (4.2) is the Kazdan-Warner type condition.

Proposition 4.1 Let U be a smooth positive solution to PDE (4.2) with uw = U |S2’ then for any conformal
vector field X on S?,

X(T)u *dVg = 0.
Sz

Proof. We consider a functional

I[U] = [/ (AU)de+2/ |Vu|2:dVge — g/ u2dVS2:| (/ Tu_4dng)
]BS Sz Sz Sz

forall0 < U € N. _
Suppose 0 < U € N is a critical point of the above functional I over /. For any ® € C>°(B?), we
consider a smooth path in AV through U att = 0:

1
U, :U+t<I>—Z(1— |z|?)t(® — 22 - V), for |t| < 1.
Then, we can apply
d
0=—| IU
dt lt=0 U]

with little effort to show that modulo a positive constant, U solves PDE (4.2).
Let ¢; be one-parameter family of conformal transformation on S? generated by the conformal vector
field X. We may construct a new smooth path in N (still denoted by Uy) as follows: Write

(pe)« (W *gs2) = uy “gse,

10



let U, be the unique solution to

AU, =0 in B
Ut = U¢ on SQ,
8Ut . Ut 2
W = 3 on S .

By Proposition 2.2 and (4.1), integrating by parts yields

3
/ (AUt)de+2/ |V |22 d Ve ——/ udVie
B3 §2 2 §2

:/ UtA2UtdI+/ UtggUtd‘/Sz
B3 S2
:2/ utPguth:gz = 2E[ut]

S2

Since E[v] is conformally invariant, we obtain

d

0=—
dt

1[Uy] = 2B[u]~

t=0 de

This directly yields

/ X(T)u*dVg = 0.
S2

Let F: (B3, [dz[?) — (B, |dz|?):

2(2 —+ eg)

r=F(2)=—e3+
(2) 3t TP

denote a conformal map with the property that

2
(1 + 23)% + [/

F(asf?) =

Notice that I = F| ors_ 1s the inverse of stereographic projection from S2\{S} to R2.

We now let

V=UUoF = FX(Udz|?) = V(2)"4|dz|*

Notice that 5V
3 —_——
(%B71)1a-2V = 925

and

OAV 0? 9% oV
e 42yt oy
823

3 _ -
(%3)‘dz|2(v) - 82% 823)823

=

d
(/ To (ptu4dVS2>
t=0 S2

2
) |dz|? := Up(2) " *dz[?, 2= (¢, 23) € R3.

For the above PDE (4.2), using conformal change formulae (2.2) and (2.1) we are natural to consider

A%V =0 in
6_V =0 on
9o 2(T o F)V ™5 on

11

(4.3)



under constraints that

/ V4(,0)d = / w4 AV
R2 S2

and

fim L&) > 0. (4.4)

u(s)
|z|—+o0 |Z| \/5

4.2 An integral equation

For clarity, instead we define R} := {(z,¢)| « € R?,¢ > 0} and let

1 2
v(x) :V|6Ri :uoI(x)\/#. (4.5)

Theorem 4.1 Suppose U is a smooth solution of PDE (4.2) with u = Ulsz, and v is defined as (4.5), then
v satisfies both the integral equation

1
o) === [ Je—yiTe M) )y +6)
™ JRr2
and
(A2 0(z) =T o I(z)v™°(2) in R?, 4.7)

The PDE (4.3) together with constraint (4.4) suggests us study the following boundary value problem
inR3 :
+

A?u(z,t) =0 in R3,
Ou(z,0) =0 on ORY,
0 Au(z,0) = —f(z) on OR?
with a decay at infinity that
) u(z,t)
lim ——%==c>0.
[(z,)|=+oo /12 4 |x|?
Here f € C*°(R?) satisfies that for some constant a > 3,
fl) =0(lz["*)  as [z = o0

We now introduce the following singular integral

1
it = 1= [ VEF=iP ) @8

Then it is not hard to see that v solves

A?5(2,t) =0 in R3,
0¢0(x,0) =0 on BRi, 4.9)
O AO(x,0) = — f(x) on OR?.

12



Let X = (z,t) and

1

s 47

f(y)dy,
]RZ

then

; 1 |~y — |2
t) — B X| = —
’U(.Iv ) ﬂ| | 47 /}R2 \/t2+|x—y|2+\/t2+|17|2

T

f(y)dy.

Lemma 4.1 Let © be defined as (4.8). Then for | X | > 1, there exists a positive constant C such that
otat) = AXY < C [ Il ).

Proof. We decompose R? = A; U Ay U A3, where

a={ult < 511, aa={ulle 1 < 511,

] ]

A: 2_7 - 2_ .
o={ul = i -1 511

Our discussion is divided into two cases.
Case 1. |X|> landt > |x|/2.
We have ¢t > 1 and

L XP 2P
<X

12 12 <5

In Ay, we know % <lz—y| < % and t? + |z|? ~ t2 + |z — y|? ~ 2, hence
2
y|© +2|z||y
m<e|[ P | <o [ b @10
Aq R2
In Ay, we have |z — y| < |z|/2 < t, |y| ~ |z| and * + |z|> ~ ¢2, then

IZ| <
t

[ L= 0| < ¢ [ i @1
As Az

In As, we have |z — y| < |y| + |z] < 3|y| and |y| < |x — y| + |z] < 3|z — y|. This directly implies
that |« — y| ~ |y|. We further decompose A3 = A3; U A3z by

Az = Az N {ylly| > t}, Aszz = A3 N {yllyl <t}
In A3y, we have t2 + |z — y|? ~ |y|? and t2 + |z|* ~ t2, and then

(lz =yl + |=)ly| /
~ = dy<C dy. 4.12
Aas t+ [y [/ (y)ldy " lyllf (y)Idy (4.12)

In Az, we have t? + |z — y|? ~ t? and t? + |z|? ~ t2, and then

7l <C

mec [ R <o [ wirwla @.13)

13



Combining (4.10), (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13), we obtain
olat) = AIXII<C [ allf@ldy.

Case2. | X|> landt < |z]/2.
We have |z| > 1 and

LXP_eepp s
STEE T T RE ST

In A1, we have 2 < |2 — y| < 220 then #2 + [2]> ~ |z[? and 2 + |z — y[?> ~ |2]2. Thus,

(lz =yl + |=])

zi<c i <c [ wifela<c (@14)

Ay |z]

In As, there holds |z|/2 < |y| < 3|x|/2, which means |y| ~ |z|. Further decompose Ay = Ag; U Ago
by

Aoy = Ax N {yllz —y| > t} and Ay = Ax N {yllz —y| < t}.

For Aa1, we have t? + |z — y|? ~ |z — y|? and then

Iz — o] + ]Iyl
m</ e = ol 2Dl covay <o [ lirew)d. @.15)
Ay T =yl + 2] Agy
For Ago, we have t2 + |z — y|? ~ 2 and then
T — + |z
m<c/ Q—ﬁLimﬁﬂmwgo/‘WW@My 4.16)
Aagg t+ |$| Aoz

In Az, we have |y|/3 < |z — y| < 3|yl, |y| > |z|/2 > t. Thus, t? + |z — y|? ~ |y|%, 2 + |z|* ~ |z|?,

there holds

r—vy|l+ |z

7 [ R g0y < [ i @i
As |lz| + |y As

Combining (4.14), (4.15), (4.16) with (4.17), we conclude that

lo(z,£) - BIX|| < /Nmf|@ O

Theorem 4.2 Assume f € C>(R?) satisfies f(z) = O(|z|~%) as |x| — oo for some constant a > 3. Let
u be a smooth solution of

Au(z,t) =0 in R?,
Opu(z,0) =0 on  OR3,
O Au(z,0) = —f(x) on OR3,
under the constraint that
. u(z,t)
| ——=c>0. 4.18
I(ryt)ngroo V2 + |z|? ¢ ( )

Then there exists some constant C such that

1
:,_/ P Te —yPf(y)dy + C.
7TR2

14



Proof. By (4.9) and Lemma 4.1, we know that
w(z,t) = u(x,t) — o(z,t)

solves the following PDE

Aw(z,t) =0 in R3,
Oyw(z,0) =0 on IR,
O Aw(z,0) =0 on  OR%,

with decay at infinity that
lw(z,t)| = O(X]|) for |X|>1.
We extend w to R? by an even reflection
swn= {1
then 0w (x,0) = 0 and
dBw(z,0) = o Aw(z,0) — dAzw(zx,0) = 0 — ALdyw(z,0) = 0.

So, w is biharmonic on R3. Then the higher derivative estimates for biharmonic functions (for example,
see [21, Proposition 4]) implies that

C

_ N C
V20| Lo () < ﬁ/ |w|dX < = 0 as R — +oo.
Bar

This implies
u?(ac,t) = a121 + asxs + azt + b, a;,beR.
On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1 and (4.18) we know that the limit lim x|, % exists. Hence, it is not

hard to see that a; = 0 and the desired assertion follows. [l

4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1
We now apply Theorem 4.2 to PDE (4.3) together with v as in (4.5) and obtain

1
o) =3 [ o= ulfwi+C. (4.19)
T JRrR2
where
f(z)=—=2ToI(z)v™5(x) =0 (ﬁ) for || > 1.
x
Recall that

v(x):uo[(:c)\/LJxP.

We introduce Is : y € R? — I(|y|~?y) € S*\{V}, where N is the north pole. Then near S corresponding
to || = +o0, we obtain the following expansion:

x 14+ |z?

15



(ve 150+ Ve 190 5 +0 () (Il +0(5))
(S)z| + 22: aifi + O <ﬁ) , (4.20)

=1

where § = |z|~1z and

1
@ = ZsOiuols)0), =12

= % /Rz |z —ylf(y)dy

In the next lemma, we give the expansion of w at infinity.

We simplify

Lemma 4.2 For |z| > 1 there holds
w(x )—a|x|+2b9 +0 (—|)
i=1

where o = (4m) 1 [o, f(y)dy

Proof. Observe that

_ _ [ P2y
in(ufa) ~olal) = [ (sl ~le) sy = [ Lo )y

= [ )dy+0(| |>

where the last equality follows by |y|?| f(y)| € L*(R?). Moreover, the first term can be estimated via

Loy = [ e +O(| |)
L et~z = v/

| [ s sy

|| + [ = yl)||

lyl> =2z -y .
| T (y)dy‘

eyl e (z-y)?
L s P+ [ s sl

L / w21 ()l d.

“Tal

This is due to

N

[y

Hence we obtain

w(z )—a|x|+2b9 +O(—|)

i=1

16



with

1
bi=—5= %f( )y, =12 O
21

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Lemma 4.2 and (4.20), we apply (4.19) to know that for |z| > 1,

1
7 u(S) |x|+Za19 —a|w|+2b9 +C+O(| |>

i=1 i=1

Comparing coefficients on both sides, we deduce that o = %u(S), a; = b;,i = 1,2, and also C = 0.
Thus, the desired assertion follows. O

S Third order sharp Sobolev inequality on two-spheres

Let {Vx; k € N} be a complete L?(S?)-orthonormal basis consisting of spherical harmonics of degree k as
eigenfunctions for —Agz, solving —Ag2 Yy, = A\ Vi, where A\, = k(k + 1) and

MN=1l<AM=X=XA3=2< <

The Sobolev space H*(S?) for 0 < s € R is given by

:{U_Zukyk‘ Z +1uk<oo}

coupled with its norm

llwll s (s2) =

The following interpolation inequality is needed:

[l 212 g2y < Cllull L2y llull i (s2)- (5.1
This directly follows by
||“||§11/2(sz) = Z(/\l/2_|_1 YuZ <V Z )1/2( Z Mo + 1)u2)l/?
k=0 k= k=0

Z\/_||U||L2(S2)HUHHI(S?)-

For convenience, we simplify the average of u over S? by 4, and use another equivalent norm of H'/2(S?):

1/2
lullavsiy = | [ uto) [ MO D ave i) + [ alavia)

where |z — y| means the distance of x and y in R3.
By definition (1.5) of P; we have

+o0 1 1/2 3
Pyu = Z Ak + 1 i — i wp V. (5.2)

k=0

17



We introduce a quadratic functional on H3(S?) x H?3(S?) by

1
Elu,v] = yp /g? vP3udVge.

T
In particular, we define the energy for P; by setting E[u] = E[u, u], and introduce

WS = oy B I W)

Clearly, it follows from (1.6) that Y;"(S?) is a conformal invariant.
A direct consequence of the expansion (5.2) is that the operator Psu + %a is nonnegative. Notice that

B 1 3 +oo 1 1/2 3
E[u,v]:E/Sﬂv(l%u—i— gu) dVie2 :Z ()\k—kZ) ()\k_Z) ULV

k=1

+00 1\ /2 3 /2 /400 1\ /2 5 1/2
() (D) (E0erd) (D))
k=1 k=1
3

This yields

3 \1/2 3 \Y2 3
Elu,v] < (E[u] + gﬂQ) (E[v] + §EQ> — gﬁ@. (5.3)

Next, our goal is to prove the following Proposition 5.1. However, the conformally covariant nonlocal
operator P53 brings us some challenges in comparison with [16].

Lemma 5.1 Suppose u € H3/%(S?), [|u=!||pas2) < 1, w|l prss2(s2y < A for some A € Ry, then there

exists a positive constant ¢ such that v > cAe—A”,
Proof. By Sobolev embedding theorem we have
lullr/zgsy < CA.
Fix an arbitrary o € S, then for any # € By (zo) C S? there holds
()| < Ju(zo)] + Cdsa (w0, 2)/2.

From the assumption,

—4
1 2/ Ju(z)]~*dVs: 2/ (|u(x0)| +CAdSQ(:Co,£C)1/2) dVg:
Bl(x[)) Bl

>C (lu(zo)|* + CAYdg2 (w0, 2)%) " dVia
B1 (Io)
C |u(zo)|* + A*
>—log———F+— - C.
AT ufag )T
This implies the desired assertion. 0

18



Lemma 5.2 Suppose u € H>/?(S?) satisfies u(S) = 0. Let n. € C*(S?) be a cut-off function such that
ne = 1in B.(S) and 1. = 0 in S*\ Bo.(S), then n.u — 0 in H>/?(S?).

Proof. We first claim that
HnEuHW1,4(S2) —0 as e —0. 54

To this end, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we know H3/2(S?) < W14(S2) — C1/2(S?), then we
use the assumption u(S) = 0 to estimate

1/4 1/4
(/ |V(775u)|4dV§2> <(/ |V77€|4u4dV§2> +</ |vu|4n§dvgz>
S2 S2 s2

1/4
<e Mulerrzp,.(s)) (/B (S)d82(57$)2st2($)> + IVull 4B, (s))
2e

1/4

<C ([ulcr/z(p,.(s)) + 1VullLas,. (s))
<OullwraBs. (sy) — 0. (5.5)

Clearly, there holds ||n-u|/p1(s2) — 0ase — 0.
It remains to estimate [|;(1-u)|| 1/2(s2). Notice that

10 ) 13252y < © (In050l3 252 + 10l 32s2) ) -

For the first term, we have

|z —yl3

_ /S (@) () /S 2 M) = W) gy () aVis ()

|z —yf?

+/S2 ng(x)aiu(x)/ na(y)(aiU(iv)—@u(y))dvy(y)d%z(x)

|z —y]?

S2
1 = (2)ne O;u(x) — O;u 2
<CIulpio + 5 [, [ B A v aves @), 5

where the last inequality follows by

/ ne () — ne(y)
g2

|z —yf?

1
dVS2(y)‘ Ny [ ity
Bac(S) |90 - y|

C 1 C
<—2/ Ve (y) < <.
€% JBs.(z) |z — vy €

Notice that Vu € H'/2(S?) for any u € H3/%(S?). It suffices to show that given u € H'/2(S?), there
holds

_ 2
e20 Js2 Jg2 |z -yl
1
For u € C*°(S?) we have
1
ROl [ [ Ve < Clulties. 69
Ba.(8) J Bau(s) 1T = Y
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Since C>°(S?) is dense in H'/2(S?), given u € H'/?(S?) there exists a sequence {u,, } C C*(S?) such
that [|uy, — ul| 1722y — 0. If we let v, = u — uy, then

i Un (@ () B
Sk /Sz /Sz |x_y|3 s Ve (y)dVs: (z) = 0. (5.9)

n—-+oo

By (5.8) we have

//ns(x)ns(y)(U(I)—U(y))z’dvsz(y)dvszm
s2 Js

2 |z —yl?
Ne ()N (y) (vn (@) — va(y))?
<2/82 /S PR—E dVez (y)dVes ()
z Up(T) —u 2
+2/Sz /S2 ne( )ns(y)li i(y|)3 n(y)) Vs () Ve ()

(vn (z) _Un(y))2 2 3
§2//—dV2 dVaz (z) + Clluyn || ey e°.
o o z —y[° 52 (y)dVs2 (2) l[unll (S?)

Thus, we obtain

. Un ))
limsup I} < /S /S |x_y|3 ~ I AV (y)dVie (). (5.10)

e—0
Next let n — oo, the claim follows by (5.10) and (5.9).
Therefore, going back to (5.6), by (5.7) we have

I, <C||Vu|\%4(325(5))+08(1)—>O as ¢ = 0.

For the second term, similarly we have

I = /S2 Dune(2)u(z) /S2 Oine(w)u(x) — 9ine(y)u(y) AVis () dVas ()

|z —yl?
:/ 81775(117)'“2(3;)/ 8i775(|1£76)__y(?|i3776(y)d‘/§2(y)dv§2 (@)
—uly)?
/82 /82 ine(x 8775|I z(y|(3) (y)) AVer () Vs ()
=11} +II?.

For I1}, by (5.4) we estimate
1 3 2 1
1| —IIV Mell o sz>/ u (:v)/ —— Vi (y)dVe: (x)
Bac\B:(S) Byc(S) |I - y|

Clulgn(p,.(s))

<
X 23

/ ds2 (S, z)d Vg2 ()
B2E\B ( )
<C[u]2cv1/2(32€ () — 0.

For 112, we have

112 <%/ / (u(x)——u(g))dvgz( YdViz ()
&2 Jpa\B.(8) JBa\B(5) 12— Y
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c (n2e (2)u(x) — nac(y)u(y))?

<—= dVas2 (y)d Va2

L Tt Ves (y)dViz (o)
C 2

§§||772su”}11/2(§2)-

The interpolation inequality (5.1) gives

Im2ettl|F1 252y < Cllmacull L2 s2)lIm2ewll a1 (s2).-
(8%

Observe that

1/2
dgz (S, .’L‘)dng (ac)
2&\35(5)

[m2eullL2(s2) <Clulcr/2(p,. (s)) </B

<Clulor/2(p,. (s

1z 1/2 1/2
</ |V(775u)|2dVS2> <= / u?dVie +C / |Vu|?dVse
S2 € B (S) B2c(S)

1/4
|Vu|4dV§2> el/2,

and

<Clilerp.sys'’? +C (/
B3 (S)

Thus, we obtain

[m2=ull 172 (s2) < Cllullwra(,. (s))e:
whence,
112 < Ollullfyrap,. sy = 0-

Finally, combining the estimates above we deduce that
1041l < 1o+ 2o+ | (V) PV =0
s

and thus n.u — 0 in H3/%(S?).

The following result is straightforward, so we omit the proof.

Lemma 5.3 Suppose u € H>/?(S?), there exist positive constants Cy and C' such that

/ uPsudVg2 + 01/ UdeS2 2 C”“”iﬁ/?(S?)'
§2 S?

Very recently, it has been known in the first author and Shi [10, Theorem 1 (3)] that the representation

formula of Green function for P; on S? is

1
Gy (1) = —=—| - —x0] for some z € S*
27
satisfying P3G, = 0y, in the distribution sense, where | - —zo| means the Eclidean distance from z¢ in

R3.
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Proposition 5.1 Suppose u € H*/?(S?) and u(x¢) = 0 for some xo € S?, then E[u] > 0. Assume
additionally that u > 0, then E[u] = 0 if and only if u = CG,, for some C € R_.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume xp = S. By Lemma 5.2, there exists a sequence {u,} C

C°(S?) such that u,, vanishes near S and ||t — || rs/2(g2) = 0 asn — 4o0. Setv(z) = uol(x) ﬁ

and vy, (z) = u, o I(x)y/ % € C°(R?). Then by Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 4.1 combined with the

estimate | E[u]| < C||u||§{3/2(82), we obtain

3/4 2
/ ((—A) / (v, — vm)) dz = Elup — upm] =0 as n, m — +00.
R2

This indicates that (—A)** v,, is a Cauchy sequence in L2(IR2). Then there exists f € L2(R?) such that

as n — +00.

s s

For any ¢ € C2°(R?) we have
/ (—A)3/4 vppdr = / U (—A)3/4 edx — v (—A)3/4 edx as n — +o0.
R2
On the other hand,

/ (—A)3/4vn<pdx—>/ fodx as  n — 4oo.
R2 R2

This means (—A)S/ * v = f in the distribution sense.
Observe that

‘E[un] — /R fdx

/RQ ((—A)3/4 Ve — f) ((—A)3/4 n + f) de

< H(_A)3/4 Up — f‘ ‘(_A)SM Up + f‘

L2(R2) L2(R2)

<CH(—A)3/4Un - f‘ 0.

L2(R2)

By (5.3) and the fact that up to a subsequence, u,, — uin C?(S?), V 6 € (0,1/2), we have

|Elu] — Elun]| <

/ (u — up) Pyu,dVgz + / uPs(u — up)d Va2
S2

S2
3\ 3 \NV2 o
< (E[u—un]+§|u—un|2) (E[u]—i-gu?) +§|u—un|(|a|+|m|)
3 1/2 3 1/2
+ (E[u — Up| + §|u - un|2) (E[un] + §|M|2>
—0.
Hence, we obtain
2
Bl = [ fde= / ((-2)*0) dr >0,
R2 R2
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Now assume » > 0 and E[u] = 0, then
(=A)**y=0 in R?
in the distribution sense. Notice that u(.S) = 0 and [|u|c1/2(s2) < C, then for |z] > 1,
0<wuol(z)<Clz|~Y?

and thus 0 < v(z) < C|x|1/2. By the Liouville theorem in [30], we know v = C, that is,

2
I(x) = — .
uoI(x) O”l—l—|x|2

u=—2V2rCG,,.

The opposite direction follows from (5.11).

This together with (5.11) implies

O

The following is a simple observation: If there exists 0 < u € H3/? (S?) vanishing somewhere such
that Eu] < 0, then for any ¢ > 0, we have E[u + €] — FE[u], and a contradiction argument together
with Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 yields ||(u + &) 7" pa(s2) — 00 as e — 0, thus Y57 (S*) = —oo. In this sense,

Proposition 5.1 provides a necessary condition of Y3 (S?) to be finite.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By conformal covariance we can find a sequence of positive functions {u,} C

H?3/2(S?) such that

max y, = 1 and E[un]|\u;1||2L4(Sg) — Y57 (S?).

We point out that at this stage Y5 (S?) might be —oo. Then ||lu;, || z4(s2) > [S?|'/# and
Elun]|luy 742y < C.
By Lemma 5.3 we have
||un||§{3/2(§2) - CHun”%ﬁ(S?) < Elun] <C.
This implies ||uy| r3/2(s2) < C. Then up to a subsequence we have
Up = s in HY?(S?) and Up = Us  in CYS?),

where 6 € (0,1/2).
Now two possibilities of 1, = 0 occur.

Case 1. uso > 0 on S?.
We have u,, ! — u_ ! uniformly on S?, and ||u,, ! || La(s2) = ||us! || £as2)- Then
Blusd]lluz a2 < hEJSrUPE[Un]HUElH%Al(S% = Y57 (8%).

This implies

Y5" (8%) = Eluce]uze [ Zas2)-
Case 2. ux (o) = 0 for some zo € S%.

23
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Without loss of generality, we assume zg = S. It follows from Lemma 5.1 that ||u || LA(s2) = +00,
then

+00 = [lus! a2 < Hminf fuylzsee).
This implies

FElus] < limsup Efuy,] < 0.

n—-+o0o
This together with Proposition 5.1 yields E[us] = 0 and uo, = —7Gyy, thatis, us o I(y) = (1+|y|*) 7L
On the other hand, we can find x,, € S? such that u,,(z,) = mingz u, := \,, and lim,, oo 7, = S.
Denote by I, : R? — S*\{—z,} and 05(y) = Ay for y € R?, where A\ € R,. We consider a
conformal transformation on S?:
o, =1y, 08y, © I;nl.

We define

1 /\2 2 1/2
+ Aulyl )> tn 0 I, (Any) (5.13)

ot = (LT

such that v, *gs> = ¢} (u,*gs2). Then, it follows from conformal covariance of Pj that v, is another
minimizing sequence of Y;" (S?).
By definition (5.13) of v,, we have

_ _ o vn(N)
Un(Xn) = vp 0 I, (0) = v/ \p and nll}lf_’r_loo Nl 1. (5.14)

Let v,, = maxg2 v,, and v, := Z—", then up to a subsequence, the same argument as above yields
Up — oo in HY%(S?*)  and 0, = s in CYS?),

where 6 € (0,1/2). By (5.14) and Proposition 5.1, we must have 0o, (N) = U (S) > 0, whence ¥, (N) =
% — Do (N). On the other hand, for all y € I7(S*\{S, N}) we have

Up 0 Iy,

1/2
() o Ten @) _ (1Nl "%t 0 I, (M)
Un (L [yP?) v

A_n< 1+A%|yl2))”2 - B ()

—ts > 0.
Vn \An(1+ lyf? L+ [y[?)1/2

=

Hence, we arrive at 9o, > 0 on S? and also
Y3H(S?) = Elveo] |10 |7 4(s2) -

Therefore, the minimizer, a positive functionu € H 3/2 (Sz), is achieved and satisfies, modulo a positive
constant,

3
Psu = —gu_‘r’.

1 2
o(y) = wo 1)) I (5.15)
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By Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 4.1, we know

3 _
o) = o= [ =2

By the classification theorem for conformally invariant integral equations in Yan Yan Li [20, Theorem 1.5],

we obtain
2 — 2
v(y):\/a+|‘7;7y0| for some yo €R?, € Ry.
€
Hence, the representation of solution on S? follows by an appropriate stereographic projection. g

6 Extremal functions on balls for Sobolev trace inequalities

Recently, Ndiaye and L. Sun [22] invoked an integral equation method to study extremal functions on balls
for Ache-Chang’s Sobolev trace inequalities. Our purpose is to make a geometric interpretation of these
biharmonic extremal functions on balls, as well as the ones for ours. Our approach is of geometric favor,
based on the explicit formula of extremal function on spheres due to Theorem 1.2 and Theorem A, and thus
is more straightforward. We emphasize the importance of boundary defining function on B" .!

Forn > 3, fix a € B™ and set a = |a|_2a whenever a # 0. We define by a conformal transformation
on B" by

y = (o) =50 lelfat 2a D)o Jal'e ©.)

1—2a-x+ |a]?|z|?

_z—a—|r—alfa—2@@-z)a+lal*a+2(a-z)a—|az

for every a # 0

|af?|lz — af?
Cas (1—|a|?)(x —2(a- x)a + a)
- |af?|z —al?
— 2 _ 1 _ 2 = —
:—d—i—('a' )(|x _(; r)a+a) —x as a—0,
r—a
with the property that

1— af? ?
¢::<|dy|2>—< il ) da?

|z|2|a|]? = 2a -z + 1
and 1, (B"™) = B", 1, (0B™) = B". Moreover we have

dyl>  _ _ |daf?

L—1lyP)? A —[az®)?

In other words, 1), is also an isometry on the Poincaré ball (B", (=% )?|dz|?). See L.-K. Hua [17,

T—[a]?
Chapter 1]. The following is a geometric interpretation of ¢,: If we denote by
—alal? =1
o) = DL o
x — al

an inversion with respect to a sphere with radius 4/|a|? — 1 and centered at @, then

Ya(2) = p-alr —2(a- x)a).

!'This idea originates from  a toy model * , which is set up for examples of optimal constants by the first author, Wei
and Wu [11, Section 2].
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Suppose F is an inversion with respect to the sphere OB (—ey), which conformally maps from
(R7,]dz|?) to (B™, |dz|?), explicitly,

2(z+ep,) (22,1 — |2]?)
r=F(z) = —e, + =
) yred (Lt =)t ]oP

forz = (2, z,) € R}

Now we define
2e

Stz T 2 B

Wiz o) (2) = log (

and
1 —|af?

la]?|z]? = 2a -2z + 1

Ua(z) = log such that  e20+(®)|dz| = ¢} (|dy|?).

One can verify that
F*(e2Ve@|dzf?) = 793 |22 for some € € Ry, 2) € R™2, (6.2)
via the change of parameters

_ 1- |a|2 I 2a’ / _ F71 —F 6.3
E—Wv Zo—m = (20¢) = (a) = F(a). (6.3)
For scalar flat conformal metrics with constant boundary mean curvature problem, the above formulae (6.2)
and (6.3) represent the relationship between standard bubbles in B™ and R’} .

We first restrict consideration to n > 3 and n # 4. A similar argument as Proposition 4.1 shows that
modulo a positive constant, a smooth positive minimizer of (1.2) solves

AU =0 in B",

oU n—4 el

o 2 v on  §*, (6.4)
BU = —n(n—2i(n—4)u% on sh=1,

where %3 is given in (2.3).
Let

0.0) = ()

la]?|z|? = 2a -2+ 1
such that 1 (|dz|?) = U,(x)77|dz|2. We introduce

1—|af?

Ug(z) = Uy(z) + 5

h(x) for some h € C™(B").
Here g is chosen to fulfill the Neumann boundary condition in (1.3) and (1.1)

U, n—4 oU, n—4.
+

0= 5 Va=m 5 Va—hl®)
n—4. 1 — |a?fz/? -
=177, —h sn 1,
2 (x)|a|2|:17|2 —2a-z+1 (z) on

Besides the above condition, meanwhile requiring that (1 — |z|?)h(x) is biharmonic in B", we may choose

h(z) n—4( 1 —al? )%
x) = .
2 \|a?|z]2=2a-z+1
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Thus, for each a € B™,

1—la|? = on—4 1—af? e
Ua :( ) L T ( ) 6.5
@ = Grer—2az+1) T 1 OO Gmmr e a1 ©5)

forms a family of smooth solutions on B" to PDE (6.4).

The same trick also works for extremal functions for the Sobolev trace inequality by Ache-Chang [1]
on B4, which is stated as follows.

Theorem B Given u € C°°(S3), let U be a smooth extension of u to B* satisfying

oU
E =0 on SS.
Then with @ := [y, udpgs /(272), there holds
1 - 3
log (= [ " dVes ) < — / AU)*d 2/ VulZs Vi 6.6
Og<27r2 /Sse ) S Tgpz | [, (AU dr 2 | [VulsdVes |, (6.6)
with equality if and only if U is a biharmonic extension of some function u.,(x) = —log|l — zo - x| + C

on S?, and satisfies zero Neumann boundary condition, where zy € B*, C € R.

It is not hard to see that modulo a constant, a smooth minimizer of the inequality (6.6) solves

AU =0 in B4,
%_[7{ =0 on S3, (6.7)
BIU + 2 = 23" on S3,

where %g is given in (2.3) for n = 4.
To fulfill the vanishing Neumann boundary condition, we introduce

1—|z|?, 5 —
il h(x) for some h € C*(B4)

Uu(z) := Ua(x) +
such that

ou, aU, -
or  Or — @)

Besides the above condition, ensuring that (1 — ||2)h(z) is biharmonic in B?, forces us to take

0= on S3.

o 1 —af?
h = —
() lal?|z]2 —2a-z+1 7
whence,
1—|al? 1—[z]? 1—laf 4
Ua =1 -1 R cB
(0) =log porEr =50 71t 2 (PP —zews1 ) °

forms the set of smooth solutions in B to PDE (6.7).
Combining (6.2) and (6.3) we deduce that

F*(62Ua(m)|dx|2) _ 62‘/(26’5)(2)|d2|2-

Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.1. As indicated in Section 3, the combination of Theorem 1.2 and
the representation formula (6.5) of extremal functions for n = 3 is enough to finish the proof of Theorem
1.1. O

As an application, we include a sharp Sobolev trace inequality on B® without constraints.
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Corollary 6.1 Suppose U € C™(B?) with U|, = u > 0. Let

. 2 3 1— 2
i 4+ U+ 2|x| z-VU+V, (6.8)
forall Ve O (B3) satisfying
V=0 and 8—‘/:0 on  S%
or

Then

3122 —4 m: 2\ 2 2 3 2
—2Is?)3 lu|~1dVez ) < (AU) de+2 [ [VulZdVe — 2 | u2dVis,
4 S2 B3 S2 2 Js2

Moreover, equality holds if and only lfU is biharmonic on B3 as in Theorem 1.1.

Proof. A direct computation yields

U=u and 8—U — on S2.

Then, this is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.1. O

Remark 6.1 The choice of V in (6.8) could be wide. For instance, V is every function in C°(B?), or

V:

(1 — |x|?)**W (2) for some k € 7 and W € C>(B3), etc. In particular, taking V = 0 we obtain a

fourth order sharp Sobolev trace inequality without constraints on B3.

References

[1]
(2]

A. Ache and S.-Y. A. Chang, Sobolev trace inequalities of order four. Duke Math. J. 166 (2017), no.
14, 2719-2748.

W. Beckner, Sharp Sobolev inequalities on the sphere and the Moser-Trudinger inequality. Ann. of
Math. (2) 138 (1993), no.1, 213-242.

T. Branson, Sharp inequalities, the functional determinant, and the complementary series. Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 347 (1995), no. 10, 3671-3742.

T. Branson, The Functional Determinant. Lecture Notes Ser. 4, Seoul National Univ., Research Insti-
tute of Mathematics, Global Analysis Research Center, Seoul, 1993.

T. Branson and A. Gover, Conformally invariant non-local operators. Pacific J. Math. 201 (2001), no.
1, 19-60.

J. Case, Boundary operators associated with the Paneitz operator. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 67 (2018),
no. 1, 293-327.

J. Case and S.-Y. A. Chang, On fractional GIMS operators. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 69 (2016),1017-
1061.

S.-Y. A. Chang and J. Qing, The zeta functional determinants on manifolds with boundary. I. The
formula, J. Funct. Anal. 147 (1997), no. 2, 327-362.

S.-Y. A. Chang and P. Yang, Prescribing Gaussian curvature on S2. Acta Math. 159 (1987), no. 3-4,
215-259.

X. Chen and Y. Shi, Green functions for GIMS operators on spheres, Gegenbauer polynomials and
rigidity theorems. Preprint (2024), arXiv:2401.02087.

X. Chen, W. Wei and N. Wu, Almost sharp Sobolev trace inequalities in the unit ball under constraints.
Preprint (2021), arXiv:2107.08647.

28


https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.02087
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08647

C. Fefferman and C. Graham, Q-curvature and Poincaré metrics. Math. Res. Lett. 9 (2002), no. 2-3,
139-151.

A. Gover and L. Peterson, Conformal boundary operators, T'-curvatures, and conformal fractional
Laplacians of odd order. Pacific J. Math. 311 (2021), no. 2, 277-328.

C. Graham, M. Zworski, Scattering matrix in conformal geometry. Invent. Math. 152 (2003), 89-118.
D. Grant, A conformally invariant third order Neumann-type operator for hypersurfaces, Master’s
thesis, The University of Auckland, 2003.

F. Hang, P. Yang, The Sobolev inequality for Paneitz operator on three manifolds. Calc. Var. Partial
Differential Equations 21 (2004), no. 1, 57-83.

L.-K. Hua, Starting with the unit circle. Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1981, xi+179 pp.

A. Juhl, Families of conformally covariant differential operators, Q)-curvature and holography. Progr.
Math., 275 Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 2009, xiv+488 pp.

N. Lebedev and 1. Milin, On the coefficients of certain classes of analytic functions (Russian). Mat.
Sbornik N.S. 28 (70) (1951), 359-400.

Y. Y. Li, Remark on some conformally invariant integral equations: the method of moving spheres. J.
Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 6 (2004), no. 2, 153-180.

L. Martinazzi, Classification of solutions to the higher order Liouville’s equation on R?>™. Math. Z.
263 (2009), no. 2, 307-329.

C. Ndiaye and L. Sun, Remarks on extremals of sharp Sobolev trace inequalities on the unit balls.
Preprint (2022), arXiv:2210.00256.

B. Osgood, R. Phillips and P. Sarnak, Extremals of determinants of Laplacians. J. Funct. Anal. 80
(1988), no. 1, 148-211.

S. Paneitz, A quartic conformally covariant differential operator for arbitrary pseudo-Riemannian
manifolds, preprint, 1983. See also, SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl. 4 (2008),
Paper 036, 3 pp.

E. Stein, Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions. Princeton Math. Ser. No. 30,
Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1970, xiv+290 pp.

R. Stafford, Tractor calculus and invariants for conformal sub-manifolds, Master’s thesis, The Uni-
versity of Auckland, 2006.

X. Xu, Exact solutions of nonlinear conformally invariant integral equations in R3. Adv. Math. 194
(2005), no.2, 485-503.

P. Yang and M. Zhu, On the Paneitz energy on standard three sphere. ESAIM Control Optim. Calc.
Var. 10 (2004), no.2, 211-223.

S. Zhang, A Liouville-type theorem of the linearly perturbed Paneitz equation on S?. Int. Math. Res.
Not. IMRN (2023), no. 2, 1730-1759.

R. Zhou, W. Chen, X. Cui and Z. Yuan, Symmetry and non-existence of solutions for a nonlinear
system involving the fractional Laplacian. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 36 (2016), no. 2, 1125-1141.

29


https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.00256

	Introduction
	Background
	Conformally covariant boundary operators
	The equivalence of P3 and B33 in class N

	Fourth order sharp Sobolev trace inequality on three-balls
	Outline of the proof

	A bridge between B33 and (-)3/2
	An extension problem of B33 in the upper half-space
	An integral equation
	Proof of Theorem 4.1

	Third order sharp Sobolev inequality on two-spheres
	Extremal functions on balls for Sobolev trace inequalities

