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Abstract

We study local behavior of positive solutions to the fractional Yamabe equation with a
singular set of fractional capacity zero.

1 Introduction

In the classical paper [3], Caffarelli-Gidas-Spruck studied the local behavior of positive solutions
of
— Au=g(u) >0 (1)

in the punctured unit ball By \ {0} of R", n > 3. With some condition on the nonlinear function
g(t), they proved that every local solution u is asymptotically radially symmetric, and showed
that u has a precise behavior near the isolated singularity 0. Typical examples of g are g(t) =
P, 15 <p< Z—J_rg Such equations are of Yamabe type equations with isolated singularities,
and they have attracted a lot of attention. We refer the reader to [3, 21, 27, 28, 29, 32, 38] and
references therein. In [7], Chen-Lin studied a more general case that is the equation (1) in B; \ A,
where A is a singular set other than a single point. The importance of studying solutions of (1)
with a singular set was indicated in the work of Schoen [35] and Schoen-Yau [36] on complete
locally conformally flat manifolds.

In this paper, we are interested in the positive singular solutions of the fractional Yamabe
equation B

(=A)Yu=wur2 inQ\A, u>0 inR", ()

where n > 2,0 € (0,1), Q is an open set in R™, A is a closed subset of measure zero, and (—A)?

is the fractional Laplacian defined as

(=A)u(z) = PV.cpo /R Mdy 3

n o —y|m e
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with ¢, , = and the gamma function I'. Throughout this paper, we assume that

2 |u(x)]
u€ C*(2\A) and /Rn T 2 dz < oo,

which will make the formula (3) well-defined in 2\ A. Each solution u of (2) induces a conformal

metric g := u |dz|? of constant fractional Q-curvature [6] in 2\ A. In view of the singu-
lar Yamabe problem, one may ask that if A C € is a k-dimensional smooth compact manifold,
can we construct a complete conformal metric g of constant fractional (J-curvature? Can we de-
scribe asymptotic behavior of the singular (not necessary complete) conformal metrics of constant
fractional (Q-curvature? Due to the nonlocality, they are hard to answer. Under some conditions,

Gonzilez-Mazzeo-Sire [16] showed that I'(§ — % +3) / (g — % —§) > 0is necessary to have a

complete metric (see Theorem 6.1). They also constructed complete metrics when o is very close
to 1 and established a blow up rate. When A is an isolated point, Caffarelli-Jin-Sire-Xiong [4]
proved asymptotic radial symmetry of the singular solutions and their sharp blow up rate . The
radial singular solutions have been studied by DelaTorre-Gonzélez [11] and DelaTorre-del Pino-
Gonzalez-Wei [12]. In particular, in [12] they constructed a class of Delaunay-type solutions.
There are other work on the singular Yamabe problem, for example, Qing-Raske [34] and Zhang
[39]. For the fractional Yamabe problem on compact manifolds, we would like to refer to the work
Gonzélez-Qing [17], Choi-Kim [9], Gonzéalez-Wang [18] and Kim-Musso-Wei [25, 26].

To analyze (2), we will use the fact that the fractional Laplacian (—A)? can also be realized
as a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator. This was discovered by Caffarelli-Silvestre [5]. In order
to describe in a more precise way, let us first introduce some notations. We use capital letters,
such as X = (z,t), to denote points in R™™!, and ¢ > 0 usually. Bg(X) denotes the ball in
R™*1 with radius R and center X, B (X) as Br(X) N R, and Bg(z) as the ball in R”
with radius R and center z. We also write Br(0), 8% (0), Br(0) as B, B, Br, for short. We use
' BE(X), 8" B (X) to denote the straight and curved boundary portion of 9B, (X), respectively.
Through the extension formulation for (—A)? in [5], the equation (2) is equivalent to a degenerate
elliptic equation with a Neumann boundary condition in one dimension higher:

div(t'=2VxU) =0  inR™,
U n+2o (4)
By = Un—2 forx € Q\ A,
where U
W (‘Ta 0) - = tl—i>1(1)1+ tl_zo—atU(wa t)a

and u(z) = U(z,0).
For an open set E C R™"!, we define the weighted Sobolev space W12(|t|1=27 E) as the
space of weakly differentiable L' functions with bounded norm

1/2
1Ulwr2(ep—20 1) = </ |75|1_20U2dX+/ [t 27|V x U|? dX) .
B B

The weight [t|'~27 belongs to the A, class and the weighted Sobolev space is well understood;
see Fabes-Jerison-Kenig [15] and the book Heinonen-Kilpeldinen-Martio [22]. A solution of (4)



is understood as a function in W12(|¢|'~27, K) for every compact set K C Rt U {Q\ A}
satisfying (4) in the sense of distribution. Many regularity properties for such weak solutions of
linear equation related to (4) can be found in Cabre-Sire [2], Jin-Li-Xiong [23] and etc.

Our first theorem is a cylindrical symmetry result when (2 is the whole space and A is a lower
dimensional hyperplane. Namely,

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < k < n — 20 and U be a nonnegative solution of

div(t*=2VxU)=0  inR™,

W (2, 0) % on R™ \ RE.
Suppose there exists x¢ € R¥ such that lim SUP¢_y (20,0) U (&) = oc. Then
Uz, 2", t) =U (', 3",t)
where 2’ € RF and ", 3" € R"7F that |2"| = |z"|.

The condition k& < n — 20 will ensure that Cap,(A) = 0 (see (8) and Theorem 2.2). If there
is no singular point of U in RZL_H U ORT'I, Jin-Li-Xiong [23] proved a Liouville theorem. If there
is only one singular point on E?]R’}fl, Caffarelli-Jin-Sire-Xiong [4] prove that U(z,0) is radially
symmetric. If {2 is not R”, one should not expect to have the cylindrical symmetry. However,
we can show an asymptotic cylindrical symmetry. In fact, we can prove it when A is a smooth
submanifold of R". To this end, we assume that A C B, is a smooth k—dimensional closed
manifold with k < n — 20. Let N be a tubular neighborhood of A such that any point of N can be
uniquely expressed as the sum 2 + v where z € A and v € (T, A)*, the orthogonal complement
of the tangent space of A at . Denote II the orthogonal projection of /N onto A. For small » > 0
and z € A,

' (z) ={y e N, | (y) =z, [y — 2| = r}.
We prove the following

Theorem 1.2. Suppose U > 0 in B;r is a solution of

div(t'=2°VxU) =0  inBJ,
U nt2o / 12+ ©)
Hpe = Un—2 forz e I'By \ A,
and N, A and 11 are as above. Then we have, for x,x’' € II- 1(z),
U(z,0) =U(2,0)(1+O(r)) asr— 0T, (7

where O(r) is uniform for all z € A.

Since we do not use any special structure of the half ball, B; can be replaced by general open
sets containing B;—/? When A is a point, the above theorem has been proved in Caffarelli-Jin-Sire-
Xiong [4].

Finally, we provide an asymptotic blow up rate estimate for solutions with a singular set of
fractional capacity zero, which is not necessary to be a smooth manifold. Let us introduce the
fractional capacity. For every compact subset A of R™ and 0 < o < 1, define

Cop, ()=t { [ (6@ s S e OEY, S z1imab @
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This is a modification of the classical Newtonian capacity for our purpose. By the Caffarelli-
Silvestre’s extension formula, we will give an equivalent definition in Section 2. Two properties
on the relation between this capacity Cap, and the Hausdorff dimension are presented in Theorems
2.2 and 2.4.

Theorem 1.3. Let A C B/, be compact and Cap,, (A) = 0. Let U be a nonnegative solution of
(6). Then there exists C > 0 such that

n—2o

u(x) < Cdist(x,A)” =2

)
forallz € By \ A.

Remark 1.4. Note that we assumed that A C B, /5 in Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. Both of these
two theorems also apply to A C By being compact. This assumption is only used to guarantee that
U is lower bounded away from zero near 0" B; . If one knows from other means that U is lower
bounded away from zero near 9" B; , which is indeed the case of U obtained as the extension of
the solution u of (2) via the Poisson integral (12), then it does not matter whether A intersects the
boundary OBs or not in either of these two theorems.

Notice that the definition (3) makes sense when v € L!'(R™). we are considering compact
sets with Hausdorff dimension less than n (so that its Lebesgue measure is zero). Thus, singular
solutions are well defined for the fractional Laplacian as long as u € L'. In fact, one can deduce
corresponding results for solutions of the nonlocal equation (2) easily from Theorem 1.1, 1.2 and
1.3. When o = 1, these are proved by Chen-Lin [7] by the moving plane method. The proofs of
our results are along the similar ways in Caffarelli-Jin-Sire-Xiong [4] when A = {0}, which in
turn adapts ideas from Li [29]. An important ingredient is that the equation (6) is invariant under
those Kelvin transformations with respect to the balls centered on ORT'I. More precisely, for
each z € R™ and A\ > 0, we define, X = (z,0), and

A n—20 . )\2 _7
0= () (X R (10

the Kelvin transformation of U with respect to the ball ), (Y) If U is a solution of (6), then U XA
is a solution of (6) in the corresponding domain. Such conformal invariance allows us to use the
moving sphere method introduced by Li-Zhu [31]. This observation has also been used in [23]
and [4]. The main difficulty here is that A is a set of (fractional) capacity zero instead of a single
point.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In the Section 2, we discuss the fractional capacity
and a weighted capacity, and recall some basic properties of solutions of linear equations. From
Section 3 to 5 we prove Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 in order. In the last section,
we give an application of Theorem 1.3 and slightly improve a main result in Gonzédlez-Mazzeo-
Sire [16].

Acknowledgments: the authors would like to thank the referee for his/her valuable suggestions.



2 Preliminaries

Since we shall use (6) to study (2), it will be convenience to give another equivalent definition of
the fractional capacity Cap, (A) by viewing A as a set in R"*1. For a compact set A C R and an
open set Q C R™"*! satisfying A C €2, we define

po (A, Q) ::inf{/ ("2 | VxGPdX : G € CX(), G(x,0) > 1in A}. (11)
RnJrl

The functions G € C2°(Q) satisfying that G(x,0) > 1in A will be called admissible test func-

tions for evaluating i, (A, Q). When Q@ = R™*!, we write j5(A) = po (A, R for short.

Notice that the weight |¢|'~27 is an A5 function, and p(A) is a weighted capacity, whose general

theory can be found in Fabes-Jerison-Kenig [15] and the book Heinonen-Kilpeldinen-Martio [22].
We are going to show that

Proposition 2.1. For every compact set A C R", there holds
po(A) = 2N(0) Cap,(A),

where N (o) =2'72T'(1 — o) /T(0).

Proof. For f € C°(R™), let

F(‘Tat) = - ,PU('Z' - yat)f(y) dy7 (12)
where
Po(z,t) = B(n J)L
o (e )

with constant 3(n, o) such that fR" P,(z,1)dz = 1. By [5], we have
[ BRI PRAY = N(o) [ eI e
Ri+1 Rn

On one hand, for any G(x,t) € O (R UORT) with G(z,0) = f(z), by Lemma A.4 of
[23] and the evenness of F'in t, we have

/ rt11—2“vaF\2dxs/ it =2 |VxG? dX
Ri+l R1+1
and

/H tl_QU\VXF\ZdX:/ » ]t]l_Z(’]VXF\Zng/ . [t 27| Vx G|? dX.
R” R™ R™

+
Thus,
2N (o) / €771 £ (€))2 e < / ' VxG|? dX,
Rn Rn+1



from which it follows that
2N (o) Capy(A) < po(A).

On the other hand, for every € > 0, there exists f € C2°(R"™), f(x) > 1 on A such that

Cap, () + = [ JeIf(©) .

Let F be the one defined by f through (12). Let ¢ be a radial smooth cut-off function supported
in By and equal to 1 in By, and let ¢, (X) = ¢(X/r). It is elementary to check that

/ 27|V x (o, F) | — / 2|\ Vx F|* asr — oo.
RnJrl Rn+l

We choose R large enough such that A C Bg/, and

/ 112 |V x (prF) 2 < / 12|V FP? + e
Rn+1 Rn+1

Let 7 be a standard mollifier in R"*! and 75(X) = 6"~ 1n(X/6). Let G5 = ns * ((1 + &)prF).
Then G5 € C°(R™1). Since G5 — (1 + €)¢grF uniformly in compact sets, and (1 +¢)prF >
14 ¢ on A, we have that G5 > 1 on A for all sufficiently small §. Hence,

fio(A) g/ t|1 27|V x G5 |?
Rn+1
=/ [t 727 s * (Vx (1 + €)prF)) >
Rn+1

S (14 e)? / 1121V (prF)? as 6 — 0,
Rn+l

’1—20

where in the last limit we used the fact that |¢ is an Ay weight. Thus, we have

Ho(A) < (14 6)? / 1172 |V x (o F)

RnJrl

< (149 / 112V 2 + <)
Rn+1

= (14PN () [ lePIf©F at+e)
< (1+4¢)?(2N(0)(Cap,(A) +¢) +¢).

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we have
Ha(A) < 2N (0)Cap, (A).

This finishes the proof of this proposition. O

For Q ¢ R™*1 let

WE2(t'727,Q) = {w : w € L*(Jt|'727,Q), Vxw € L*(|t|'7,Q)}



and
We = CoR™1) n WH2(e]! =27, R™), (13)

Then for every w € W, that w(x,0) > 1 on A, we have that

N Nl 2

This can be proved by the similar proof of Proposition 2.1, which is as follows. Let ¢, > 0 and
ns be the mollifier. Then as before, one has (14 ¢)ns *w € C°(R™ 1) and (1 +&)ns *w > 1 on
A for all sufficiently small §. Then

Ho(A) < / 11271V (1 + s # w)?
Rn+1
—(1+e) / 1727 s 5 (V xw)
RnJrl
— (1 —|—E)2/ [t' 2|V xw|* asd — 0.
Rn+l

By sending € — 0, we finish the proof.
This means that the admissible test functions for evaluating yi,(A) in (11) can be chosen from
a larger set W

po(A) = inf{/ =2 |VxG]?: GeW., G>1on A}.
Rn+1
One further observes that
1o (A) = inf {/ 27| VxG)?: GeW, 0<G<1inR"™™ G=1on A} .
Rn+1

We have the following two properties on the connection between Cap,.(A) and the Hausdorff
measure of A C R"™. The definition of Hausdorff measure can be found in Evans-Gariepy [13].

Theorem 2.2. Let A C R™ be compact. If H" 2 (A) < oo, then Cap,(A) = 0.

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem 3 in Section 4.7 of [13].
Claim: There exists a constant C' depending only on n, o, A such that if V' c R"*! is any
open set containing A, there exists an open set  C R™*! and f € W, (defined in (13)) such that

ACONR",QcC{f =1},

supp(f) C 'V,

/ 27| Vx fIPdX < C.
Rn+1

This claim can be proved as follows. Let § = %dist(A, R™\ V). Since H" 2 (A) < oo and A is
compact in R”, there exists a finite collection { B, (x;)} of open balls such that 2r; < ¢, B, (z;)N
A#0,A CU™, B, (x;) and

m

Z T < OHMT(A) + 1
=1



for some constant C'. Now set Q = U", B, (X;) with X; = (x;,0), and define f; by

1 if |X — (:Ei,0)| § T,
fz(X) =<2 7|X_7(ji’0)| if r; < ’X — (.Z'Z,O)’ < 2r;,
0 if |X — (21,0)] > 2rs.
Then

[ vasPax = [ 4127 dX < O,
Rn+1 Bg(xi,o)\Bl (:L‘i,O)

Let f = maxj<j<m fi. Then Q C {f = 1}, suppt(f) C V and

/]R B ’t’1_2U’VXf‘2 dX < Z/R o ’t’1_2U’VXfi‘2 dx < CZTZTL—QO' < C(%n—2a(A)+1)
i=1

i=1

This finishes the proof of this claim. Using the claim inductively, we can find open sets {V},}7
in R"*! and functions fj, € W, such that

AC Vi1 NR™, Viyy C Vg,

Vi1 C{X e R™: fi(X) =1},

supp(fx) C Vi,

/ L' Vx fol?dX < C.
Rn+1

Set

Notice that g; > 1 on Vj41 NR™, and each g; € W,. Since supp(|Vx fx|) € (Vi \ Vit1), we
have

1
A< — =2 12 dX
Cap,(8) < 57 [ 1y

1 : 1 1—20 2
~ 2N(0)S? Zﬁ/wﬂt Vo fil”dX

I 1

_c
2N(0)S]2 — k2

IN

— 0 asj— oo.

We will need a trace version of Poincaré inequalities:

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that f € WY2(|t|'=27, B,.). Then
£ U= P < oo f g pax,
B, By
where (), = {5 f(x,0)dz, B, = B, NR", and C' > 0 depends only on n, 0.

8



Proof. We are going to use f to denote both, the function and its restriction to R™. By scaling, we
only prove the case r = 1. Let

g:=f—4 f(§ds.
Bi1

By the Poincaré inequality (Theorem 1.5 in [14]), we have

11292 < C / 1172V x g1,
81 Bl

where C' > 0 depends only on n and o. It follows

HQH%/VLZ(HP—ZJ’B” < C/ ’t’1_2U’VXg’2.
B1
By Theorem 1.1 in [10], we can extend g to § € W12(t'=20 R"*1) such that

=112 2
Hgle,Q(It‘172o‘7Rn+1) < CHQHW1,2(|H1720731),
where C' > 0 depends only on n and ¢. Then we have

2 n—=2o

z,0)? dz z,0)|7-27 dz) "=
/Bl|g< 0)2d gc(/ l9(z, 0)] 757 da)

B1

n—2o

~ _2n n—20 ~
< ([ 13,0175 d)" 7 < Cllgilnagop-so oy

where we used the standard trace embedding in the last inequality. Combining all the inequalities
in the above, we obtain

[ 11@o)~f s@aar<c [ 10 vasp
Bl Bl Bl
Then the conclusion follows from the fact that
[ w04 swoaiars [ 15w -f s dg
B B By B

O

Theorem 2.4. Assume that A C R" is a compact set and Cap,(A) = 0, then H*(A) = 0 for all
s > n — 20. Namely, the Hausdorff dimension of A is less than or equal to n — 20.

Proof. We only need to prove it for s close to n — 20. We follow the proof of Theorem 4 in
Section 4.7 of [13]. Suppose Cap_(A) = 0 and s > n — 20. Then u,(A) = 0, and thus, for all
i > 1, there exists f; € C°(R™*1) such that A C {f; > 1} and

/ IV APax <27
R™

Let g = > 2, fi. Then
([P0 2 < Y[ P a2 < .
Rn+1 i—1 Rn+1

9



Note that A C interior of {g > m} for all m > 1. Fix any y € A, then for » small enough that
B, (y) C interior of {g > m}, (9)y,r := JEBT(y) g > m, and therefore, (g),, — coasr — 0. We
are going to show that

1
lim sup — / 27|V x g? dX = 4o00.
r—0 T8 B (y,O
If not, then there exists a constant A/ < oo such that
1
[ gl ax < v
T BT-(y,O)

for all 0 < r < 1. Then by the Poincaré’s inequality in Lemma 2.3,

][ |9 = (9)y’da < Cr2‘7+l][ [t 727 |V xg)? dX < Mre=(0720) - (14)
Br(y) Br(y,0)
Thus,
@)y — (yA—CFW/ (9)yrla]
7/2

< C][ lg — (9)y,rldx

<c f 19— (9)yr 2d)V?
B (y)

s—(n—20)
2

< Cr
Hence if £ > j, we have

s— (n 20)

1(9)y,1/28 — (9)y,1/2i] < Z 1(9)y,1/20 = (@)y,1/2i11 < C Z (2"
i=j+1 i=7+1

Since s > n — 20, {(g),,1/2+ }3=; is a Cauchy sequence. This contradicts with that (g),,, — oo
asr — 0.
Therefore,

1
A C{y € R": limsup —S/ 77|V x g dX = oo}
r—0 BT(yvo)

T
1
C{yeR": 1imsgp;/8 o 1727 |V x g2 dX > 2} = A,
T—r r (Y,

Let V C R” be an open bounded neighborhood of A and § > 0. Let V =V x (—R, R), where
R = diam(V') < 2diam(A). By Vitalli’s covering theorem, there exists countably many disjoint
open balls {B;, (y;)}32, such that every By, (y;) C V,r; < 4, & fBr(ymO) [t1727|Vxg)?dX > 1
and A C US2 1357«1 (x;). Thus

Y o< 0/ |t|1_2"|VXg|2dX < C/ [t|' 2|V xg|> dX.
857“ -'Ezy f/

10



Since s < n, it follows that A is of R"-Lebesgue measure zero. Thus, we can choose |V |gn
arbitrary small and thus |V |gn+1 arbitrary small. Since

lim [ #7727 |Vxgl?dX =0,
[V]—=0JV
we have that
H?(A) = 0.
O

For a compact set that Cap, (A) = 0, we will have the following observation.
Suppose A C R™ is compact such that Cap,(A) = 0. Then for every e there exists G €
C°(R™*1), G > 1 on A such that

/ #]127|V G2 dX < e.
Rn+1

We may further assume that G < 2 in R"™!. Let f(z) = G(z,0) and F(xz,t) be defined as in
(12). Then we have

/ ' 2| Vx FI?dX s/ 12| VxGPdX <e.
Rn+1 Rn+1

Let 79 > 0 be such that A C B,,, and g € C2°(B,,) that g > 1 on A. Then Fg € W, N C%(B,,)
and F'g > 1 on A. Moreover, we have

/ t|1 27|V x (Fg)|> dX g2/ |t|1—20|vXF|2g2dX+2/ 1t 27|V xg|? F? dX
RnJrl RnJrl Rn+1

S2H9I!Loo€+2HVXgHLoo/ [t F2dX.

Bry

For the second term on the right hand side, we have

/ |t F?dX < / ' F?dX +/ L' F?dX
ro Bron{[t|<e} Bron{|t|>e}
C,
< drp " g2720 4 (ré_z" + 51_20) / F?dX.
2-20 BroN{lt|>e}
Furthermore,
2(n+1) n—2c
/ F2 dX S Cnré+20'(/ ‘F‘ n—2oc dX) n+21
BroN{|t|>e} BroN{|t|>e}

2(n+1) n—2o
< G2 / FIREs dx) S

n+1
RJr

< Crg 7|1 F (2, 0)

< Cnré+20' /

R
< C’mé”"e,

2
[ ks (')

[t 2|V x F|?dX
+1

11



where we used Holder’s inequality in the first inequality, we used Lemma 1 in [8] in the third
inequality, and the trace inequality in the last inequality. Combining the above inequalities, we
have

L o(Fg P ax

C
< 2glme + AT xlie (108520

5 62—2(7 + (,r,é—2o + 81—2(7)Cvn7,,(1)—|—2cr€> ]
g

By taking a mollification 75 * (2Fg), we obtain h € C2°(8,,) for 6 small such that h > 1 on A
and

/ 11727V k2 dX < Cln,0,mo)(e + 22,
Rn+1

where C'(n, 0, 1() is a positive constant depending only on n, o, . Since ¢ is arbitrary, we have
that
/’LO'(A7 BT’Q) = 0

for every 7o > 0 such that A C B,,.

Therefore, it follows from Lemma 2.9 in [22] that Lemma 7.34 in [22] applies to A when
Cap,(A) = 0, so that A is removable for super-solutions. This is where we use the assumption
that the singular (closed) set has zero fractional capacity. Consequently, we have the following
maximum principle (Proposition 2.5), which is crucial for our proofs.

We say that U € Lﬁf’C(RTrl) itU € LOO(B_R+) for any R > 0. Similarly, we say U €
w2 (=20, B \ A)if U € Wh2(¢1=29 B\ O) for all open neighborhood O C @Trl of A.

loc

Proposition 2.5. Suppose A C R"™ is compact and Cap,(A) =0, U € VV{L? 172, B\ A)n
C(By \ A) and

liminf U(Y) > —oco forallz € A andforallY € By .
Y —(z,0)

Suppose U solves
div(t'=2°VxU) <0  in By,
90 > on OB\ A,

o —

in the weak sense. Then

U(X)> inf U forall X € By \ A.
6//Bir

Proof. Let

m:= inf U
"B

and
H™ (z,t) = min{U(x,t),m}.

We make an even extension of H —:

H (x,t) ift>0
H™ (z,—t) ift <0.

H(m,t):{

12



Then it follows that
div (#'"?VxH(X)) <0 in By \ A.

Notice that for every z € AN B; there exists r(x) > 0 such that H is bounded in B,.(,(z) \ A.
Since Cap,(A) = 0, it follows from Lemma 7.34 [22] that the set A is removable, that is, H €
W2 (|t =2, By) and

div (#"*VxH(X)) <0 in B

in the sense of distribution. It follows from standard maximum principle that

H(X) 2 inf H(Y)=m, [X]<1. (15)

We conclude that L
UX)>m, X €Bf\A.

O

The following Harnack inequality will be used frequently in our proof. We state it here for
convenience. See [2] or [37] for the proof.

Proposition 2.6. Let 0 < U € W12(t1729 B}) be a weak solution of

div(t'™2°VxU)=0  inBj,
597[{1 = a(z)U(x,0) on ' Bpg.
If a € LP(BR) for some p > n, then we have

sup U < C(R) inf U,
B;/Q B;/Q

where C depends only on n,o, R and ||a||1»(p,).-

3 Upper bound estimate near a singular set
Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose the contrary that there exists a sequence {z;} C B \ A such that
dj :=dist(xzj,A) - 0 asj — oo,

but

n—

|d;| 220u(xj) — 00 asj — oo. (16)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that 0 € A and z; — 0 as j — oo.
Consider

—20

;] = d;]
w@ = (1F lo-al) * ue) ool <G

Let |Z; — x| < @ satisfy



and let

il -
2,uj = TJ - ‘.Z'j - .Z'j‘.
Then J J
0<2,uj§% and |2—J|—|:E—:Ej|2,uj Ve — 2] < py. (17)
By the definition of v;, we have
n—20 _ _ n—2o0 —_
(2u5) 2 w(@y) = v;i(T) = vi(x) = (1) 2 ule) Ve —z;] < py. (18)

Thus, we have

‘We also have

) F u(ws) = vita) = vl = (11) 7 atay) o (19

where

u(zj)m=2 u(z;)"

t _
Qj::{(y,t)eRTl:(ijr i —, > )er\A}

and let w;(xz) = Wj(x,0) if ¢ A. Then W satisfies w;(0) = 1 and

diV(tl_zoij’) =0 in Qj,
awj n+2o0 , (20)
ave = wi(x)n—27 on 0'Q;.

Moreover, it follows from (18) and (19) that

n—2o0

wj(y) <2 2

in BRJ.,

where R; := ,uju(ij)nf?a — 00 as j — 00.
By Proposition 2.6, for any given ¢ > 0 we have

0<W; <C(t) inBg;x[0,1),

where C(t) depends only on n, o and . Thus, after passing to a subsequence, we have, for some
nonnegative functions W € I/Vll’z(tl_%, Rty N C2 (R*H) and w € C?(R™),

oc

W; — W weakly in ﬂ/llof(tl_%,R’frH),
W, — W in CHRY),
w; —w inC} (R"),

14



where w(z) = W (x,0). Moreover, W satisfies

div(t!=2VW) =0  inR%™,
9 n+2o0 1 (21)
% = wn-20 on 8R7}r+ ,
and w(0) = 1. By the Liouville theorem in [23], we have,
W(y,0 L - 22
w = ) = \7 72 )
(y) (y,0) <1+M» (22)
upon some multiple, scaling and translation.
On the other hand, we are going to show that
wrz(y) Sw(ly) YA>0,zeR", Jy—z|> A\ (23)

By an elementary calculus lemma in [30], (23) implies that w = constant. This contradicts to
(22).
Let us fix 29 € R™ and A9 > 0. Then for all j large, we have |z¢| < %, 0< A < %. For

A > 0, we let .
A n- XY - X)
W, )= = Wil X + ————=5~
(W5)xA(Y) QY—XO ﬂ< +|Y—X|2>’

forY € Q; with |Y — X| > A Let X = (0, 0).
Claim 1: There exists a positive real number A3 such that for any 0 < A < A3, we have
(Wj)xoa (&) < W;(€)  in Q;\BY (Xo)-

The proof of Claim 1 consists of two steps as the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [23].
Step 1. We show that there exist 0 < A; < A2 < Ag, which are independent on j, such that

(W) xo 0 (&) S W5(E), VO <A< A, A< € — Xo| < Ao

A2 (£—Xo)
|E—Xo[?

Forevery 0 < A < A\; < Ay, & € 9"B),(Xo), we have X +
choose \; = A1(A2) small such that

€ B;\rz (Xo). Thus we can

(W), (6) = (ﬁ)z w; (o +

A n—20
< <—1> sup W; < inf W, < W;(8),
A2 BXQ (Xo) 8HBiz (Xo)

)\2(§—X0)>
1€ — Xo/?

where we used that w; — w in C%(B),(Xo)) and Harnack inequality. Hence
(Wj)xox < Wj ond"(By, (X0)\By (Xo))

forall Aa > 0and 0 < A < A\ (A2).

15



We will show that (W;)x, » < W; on (B;; (X0)\BY (Xo)) if Mg is small and 0 < A < A1 (Ag).
Since (W;)x,.x also satisfies (20) in By, (Xo)™ \ B;\rl (Xo), we have

diV(t1_20V((Wj)XO7)\ — Wj)) =0 in B;\: (X())\B;—(Xo),
lim 17270, (W) 5.1 — W) (24)
n+2oc n+2o0

= W77 (2,0) — (W) 5, 5% (,0)  on &' (BS (X0)\B} (X0))-

Let (W;)x,.1 — W;)T := max(0, (W;) x,.» — W;) which equals to 0 on 8”(8;\; (X0)\BY (Xp)).
Hence, by a density argument, we can use ((W;)x, » — W;)" as a test function in the definition
of weak solution of (24). We will make use of the narrow domain technique from [1]. With the
help of the mean value theorem, we have

/ 121V (W) x00 — W) 2
312 (X0)\Bj (X0)

n+2o0 n+2o0
= (W) 3,5 (2,0) = W27 (2,0)) (W) x0.0 — W)™

Bi, (X0)\Bx(Xo)
4o
< C/ (Wi)xox = W) P2WHEX
B, (X0)\Bx(Xo)

n—2oc 20

_2n " 2 "
( / (W) x0n — Wmn%) ( / (W»}é&)
B, (X0)\Bx(Xo) B, (X0)\Bx(Xo)

20

IN
Q

2n n
</ AW =W P ([ )
sz(Xo)\Bf(Xo) B, (Xo)

where Proposition 2.1 in [23] is used in the last inequality and C'is a positive constant depending
only on n and o. Since w; — w in C%(B),(Xp)), we can fix Ao small independent of j such that

20

2n \ ™
C / wiT | <1/2.
B,

Then
V((Wj)xon = W;)" =0 in By \BY.
Since
(Wj)xex = Wj)T =0 ond"(BY,(X0)\By)(Xo),
we have

(W) xon = W)t =0 in By (X0)\By (Xo).

‘We conclude that
(Wj)xox < Wj i By (X0)\By (Xo)

for0 < A < A\ := )\1(/\2)
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Step 2. We show that there exists A3 € (0, A1) such that V0 < A < As,
(W) xon(§) S W;(E), VIE — Xo| > A2, § € Q.

(e \"F o ,
Let ¢(§) = <|§_ Xo\) a"BIA]ZjEXO) W;, which satisfies

div(t'™*V¢) =0  in R\ B (Xo)
- %ing)tl_z"(‘)ttb(w, t)=0  onR™\ By,(Xo),
_)

and ¢(&) < W;(€) on 0"B),(Xo). Let us examine them on 9" ;.
Since u > 1/C > 0 on B; /2. it follows from the Harnack inequality (Proposition 2.6) that

1

W > >0 9" 25
12 Gy 0 oY (23)
Note that we assumed z; — 0 without loss of generality. Then @ < |3_:]| < 3‘92% | << 1. Thus,
for any £ € 9", i.e., Xj +—=& | =1, we have
u(Z;) =27

2
€] ~ u(z;) ™2

Thus

PP G S < A2 >HG inf W, ond'Q (26)
: in . .
7T Culzy) T out(z5) T\ €~ Xol "By, (Xo) ’

where we used the fact that I¥; converges to a solution W of (21) locally uniformly in the last
inequality. By Proposition 2.5, we have

A n—2o .
W;(€) = <|§—72XO|> 6”Binf(X()) Wi, V€ — Xo| > X2, § € . (27)
2

Let
1
A3 = min(Aq, A inf W,/ sup W,)n-20),
K s 2(8/1&2()(()) J/B,\2(Xo) ) )

Then for any 0 < A < A3, [£ — Xo| > Ao, £ € Q;, we have

(W) x00(6) < (=)™ Wi(¥o +

A3 -2
——)""* sup W;
€ — Xo By, (Xo)

/\2 ) .
— = )29 inf W, < W.(€).
1€ — X0|) 0" By, (Xo) 7 j(g)

N?(€ — Xo)

- xop

< (
< (

Claim 1 is proved.
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We define

A= sup{0 < g1 < Xo| (W) xo0(6) S W5(E), VIE—Xo| =\, €€y, VO << pl}.
By Claim 1, ) is well defined.

Claim 2: X = ).

To Prove Claim 2, we argue by contradiction. Suppose A < \q. It follows from the strong
maximum principle and (26) that (W;) y, 5(£) < W;(€) if [€ — Xo| > A, € € Q;\ A. For 6 small,
which will be fixed later, denote K5 = {{ € Q; : | — Xo| > A+ d}. Then by Proposition 2.5,
there exists co = c2(0) such that

W;(&) — (Wj)x,,53(§) > c2 in K.

By the uniform continuity of W; on compact sets, there exists € small such that for all A< A<
Ate
Wi)xox — Wj)xon > —c2/2 in Ks.

Hence
Wj — (Wj)XO,)\ > 62/2 in Ks.

Now let us focus on the region {¢ € R/ : A\ < [¢ — Xo| < X + }. Using the narrow domain
technique as that in Claim 1, we can choose d small (notice that we can choose ¢ as small as we
want) such that

Wj > (Wj)Xo,A in {f S Ri—i_l A< |£| < 5\—1—5}

In conclusion, there exists & such that forall A < A < A+ ¢

(Wi)xon(€) SW;(E), VIE—Xo| > A, £,

which contradicts with the definition of X. Claim 2 is proved.
Thus

(W) xon (&) SW;(€), VI|E—Xol =X £€Q\A, VO <A< A
Sending j — oo, we have
wre A (Y) Sw(y) VO <A< Ao, [y — a0 > A

Since g, A\g are arbitrary, (23) has been verified.
Theorem 1.3 is proved. O

4 Symmetry for global solutions
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality, we assume that

lim sup u(x) = 0. (28)

z—0

18



Denote 0, as the origin in R,
First, we would like to show that for all y € R"~*\ {0} there exists A3(y) € (0, |y|) such that
forall 0 < X < A3(y) we have

Uyr(§) SUE) VI[E—-Y|> )\ € ¢ R x{0,_1} x {0}, (29)

where Y = (0, y,0) € R**! and

A\ (X —Y)
Uy a(X) = | == UlY+——5 -
w0 (o) ()
This can be proved similarly to that for 1¥; in the proof of Theorem 1.3, and we sketch the proofs
here. The first step is to show that there exist 0 < A\; < A2 < |y| such that
UyJ(f) < U(f), Vo< A< /\1, A< |f—Y| < Aa.

The proof of this step follows exactly the same as that for WW; before. The second step is to show
that there exists A3(y) € (0, |y|) such that (29) holds for all 0 < A < A3(y). To prove this step,
we only need to make sure that (26) holds for U, i.e.,

A n—2o
U2 (e2) oty U VI YIS e €2R < 0,00 < (0 (O

where \y < |y| is small. And (30) can be proved as follows. Let A is the inversion of R* with
respect to OB}, (y). So A is a k-dimensional sphere passing through y, and A C B, (y).

n+2o0

225Uy p, = Uy on By, (y) \ A.

{div(tl—%v xUyy) =0  inR"

Since k < n — 20, it follows from Theorem 2.2 that Cap,(A) = 0. By Proposition 2.5, we have
that
U > inf Uyy, = inf U forallé € By, (Y)\A.
vae(§) = gy Ure = o, b U fora §€By,(Y)\
This will exactly lead to (30).
Now, we can define
Ay) =
sup{0 < pu < [y] | Uya(§) SUE),VIE=Y] =2 A £ €RF x {04} x {0}, VO < A < pu}.
Secondly, we will show that

Ay) =yl (31
Suppose A(y) < |y| for some y # 0. Notice that

Uy x)(€) = U(€) forall € € By, (y) \ A

where A is the inversion of R* with respect to OBy, (y). So A C By, (y) is a k-dimensional
sphere passing through y. Because of (28), we know that Uy 5, (§) # U(§). Thus, by strong
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maximum principle we have Uy 5, (§) > U(§) for € B;\r(x) (y) \ A. Choose r < A(y) but close
to A(y) such that A C B,(y). It follows from Proposition 2.5 that

Uy (€) ~U(©) 2 _min (Uys,)(§) ~U() =2 forall ¢ B, (Y)\A.

Denote K. ; = {{ € B;\r(y)_5(Y) . dist(¢,A) > €}. We can choose ¢,¢; sufficiently small

(61 < €) such that for all A € (A(y), A\(y) + €1),

Aly)?
)\2

Ay C{€:dist(¢&,A) <e} and {V + (€ —Y) :dist(€,A) < e} € B (Y),

where A, is the inversion of R* with respect to B (y). Then for ¢ that dist(£, A) < e and € & Ay,

Uy (€) = <¥>Ho Uy 500 (Y 4 X(Ayzﬁ (= Y))

Notice that there exist 1 small that for all £ that dist(£, A) < e and all A € (A(y), M(y) + 1), we
have

My) " My)?
<m> <U(Y + 3 E-Y))+ c> > U(€) + ¢/2.

This statement can be proved quickly by contradiction arguments. Therefore, we have shown that

there exist £1 small that for all £ that dist(&,A) < e, & € Ay, and all A € (A(y), \(y) + €1), we
have

Uya(§) 2 U(E) +¢/2.

Choose ¢ small, which will be fixed later, there exists ¢s > 0 such that

UY;\(y)(f) >U() +cp forall§ e Ks,.

. . . . . —=n+l
Since U is locally uniformly continuous in RTF \ {R*}, we can choose £; even smaller such that

Uy (&) — Uy (§) = —c2/2 forall{ € K.

Hence,
Uy (&) —U(&) > c2/2 forall€ € K.

Now, in the region £ € By (Y) \B;\r(y)_ 5(Y'), the narrow domain technique applies as before if we
choose ¢ sufficiently small. Thus, one can get

Uya(©) > UE) inBi(Y)\B_,(¥).
In conclusion, we have shown that there exists £1 > 0 such that for all A € (A\(y), A(y) + €1),
Uya(€) 2 U(E) in By (Y)\ Ax.
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This is a contradiction to the definition of A(z). This proved (31). Thus

Uya(€) SU®E), VIE-Y[2X EZRY x {04} x {0}, VO<A<|yl. (32

For any unit vector e € {03} xR™ ™, forany a > 0, = (x, 2,t) € R’}fl satisfying (z—ae)-e <
0, (32) holds with y = Re and A = R — a. Sending R to infinity, we have

U(z,z,t) >U(x,z —2(z - e —a)e,t).

Since e € {0} x R"™* and a > 0 are arbitrary, this shows the radial symmetry in the R"~*-
variables, and proves this theorem. O

S Asymptotic symmetry for local solutions near a singular set
Proof of Theorem 1.2. As before, we have that for all 0 < dist(z, A) < %, X = (z,0),

M) =sup{0 < p < [z [ Uxa(§) SU(S), VI[E-X[=A EFA VO<A<pu}

is well-defined and A\(z) > 0, where we denote & = (y,t). This statement can be proved very
similarly to those in the previous two sections, as long as one notices that we can choose Ay small
such that

)\2 >n—20 ‘ oo
U > f U VEed' BT, 33
© = <\§ - X a'/z;i()() ¢ (33)

which implies by Proposition 2.5 that

A n—20 ‘
Ule) <‘§_2X‘> S U e X > A A (34)

Fory € By, 2 <|y| < 2and 0 < A < dist(z, A) < £,

20y —
T+ % — x| <4)\? < 4dist(z, A)? < dist(x, A)/2.
Then
20 _ 2(y —
dist(x + M,A) <lz+ M — x| + dist(z, A) < 3dist(z,A)/2
ly — =] ly — 2|
and ) )
dist(x + H,A) > dist(z,A) — |z + % — x| > dist(z, A)/2.

It follows from Theorem 1.3 that

20

2 - —n
u <x + Lﬂ?) < Cdist(z,A) "z .
ly — x|

Thus,

20 n—20

up A (y) = Uxa(y,0) < OX2 dist(z, A) "2 < Cdist(z, A) 2
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forall 0 < A < dist(z,A) < &, £ < |y| <
|€| = 1, we have

. By Harnack inequality in Proposition 2.6, for all

ot

n—2o0

Ux (&) < Cdist(x,A) 2

<U(€) VO<A<dist(z,A) <eg/2, || =1
for € > 0 sufficiently small. Therefore, it follows from Proposition 2.5 that

liminf(U (&) — Uxa(§)) > ¢ >0

E—zeN
for some ¢ > 0 independent of z € A. As before, given these two properties with narrow domain
techniques, the moving sphere procedure may continue if A\(z) < dist(z, A). Thus we obtain
A(z) = dist(z, A) for 0 < dist(x, A) < /2, where ¢ is sufficiently small. Thus, we have proved
that there exists some constant € > 0 such that

Uxa(€) SUE) VY0 <A<dist(z,A) <e/2, |€— X| >\, €ZA. (35)
In particular
upa(y) <uly) VO<A<dist(z,A) <e/2, |[y—z| >\, y €A (36)

We can choose ¢ even smaller so that the tubular neighborhood N of A in Theorem 1.2 contains
the set {z : dist(z, A) < e}.
Let r > 0 small (less than £2), 21, x5 € I1-!(z) be such that

u(zry) = max u(z), u(z) = min u(z).
I (2) I (2)

Lete; = o1 — 2,69 = oy — 2,03 = o1 + £(e; — e2)/(4er — ea]). Then ey, e € (ToA)*
and thus, e; — e € (T.A)*. Let A = /%(Je; — e[ + 5), which can be directly checked that
A < |z3 — z| = dist(z3,A) < /2. It follows from (36) that

Ugy A (T2) < u(2).

Notice that

A n—2o
Uz \(2) = (m) u(z1)

n—2o n—2o

(o) 0z (5) W

max u(z) < (8r/e + 1)% min u(z).
117 (2) I (2)

Thus,

Thus, we have
u(z) = (14 0(r))u(z) forallz,z’ eI (z) asr — 0.

Theorem 1.2 is proved. U
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6 Application to the singular fractional Yamabe problem on confor-
mally flat manifolds

In this section we give an application to the singular Yamabe problem, slightly improving a the-
orem in [16]. Problem (2) arises in the study of the fractional version of the singular Yamabe
problem, which has been initiated in [16, 6]. The original Yamabe problem is related to the so-
called conformal laplacian on a compact manifold (M, g), i.e.,

4(n—1)

L, =
g n—2

Ay + Ry,

where R, is the scalar curvature of M. Generalizations of this operator (in the covariant frame-
work) are known as GJMS operators [20]. The conformal laplacian is conformally covariant in

the following sense: if f is any (smooth) function and g = u% g for some u > 0, then

n+2

Ly(uf) = un=2Lg(f). (37)

Higher order versions of this operator are denoted PY, which exist for all k € N if n is odd, but
only for k& € {1,...,n/2} if k is even. The first construction of these operators, by Graham-
Jenne-Mason-Sparling [20]. This leads naturally to the question whether there exist any confor-
mally covariant pseudodifferential operators of noninteger order. A partial result in this direction
was given by Peterson [33], who showed that for any o, the conformal covariance condition de-
termines the full Riemannian symbol of a pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol [£]2°.
The breakthrough result, by Graham and Zworski [19], was that if (M, [g]) is a smooth compact
manifold endowed with a conformal structure, then the operators Pg can be realized as residues
at the values 0 = k of the meromorphic family S(n/2 + o) of scattering operators associated
to the Laplacian on any Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X, G) for which (M, [g]) is the conformal
infinity. These are the ‘trivial’ poles of the scattering operator, so-called because their location
is independent of the interior geometry; S(s) typically has infinitely many other poles, which
are called resonances. Multiplying this scattering family by some o factors to regularize these
poles, one obtains a holomorphic family of elliptic pseudodifferential operators PJ. An alternate
construction of these operators has been obtained by Juhl, and his monograph [24] describes an
intriguing general framework for studying conformally covariant operators. The operators PJ are
elliptic of order 20 with principal symbol |£ |?70 ; finally, we have the following covariance property

n+2o0

ifg=urzg,  then PY(uf) = un 2 PY(f) (38)

for any smooth function f. Generalizing the formula for scalar curvature and the Paneitz-Branson
Q-curvature (when o = 2), we make the definition that, for any 0 < o < n/2, the quantity Q7.
which we call the Q)-curvature of order ¢ associated to a metric g, is given by

QJ = PI(1). (39)

It is interesting to construct complete metrics of constant (positive) (), curvature on open
subdomains 2 = M \ A, or in other words, to find metrics g = u*/("=29) 5 which are complete on
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(2 and such that u satisfies the Yamabe equation for the operator ] with (), a constant. This is
the fractional singular Yamabe problem. As a matter of fact if w is a solution of (2) then the metric

4
g = un-2|dz|?

has constant (= 1) fractional curvature ), and is singular along A. The following has been proved
in [16].

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that (M", g) is compact and g = unf?c g is a complete conformally flat
metric on Q0 = M \ A, where A is a smooth k-dimensional submanifold with k < n — 20. Assume
furthermore that u is polyhomogeneous along A. If 0 < o < n/2, and if Q% > 0 everywhere for
any choice of asymptotically Poincaré-Einstein extension (X, G) which defines Py and hence Q%,
then n, k and o are restricted by the inequality
n k o n k o

r2 -2, / 2.2 0 40
where T is the ordinary Gamma function. This inequality holds in particular when k < (n—20)/2,
and in this case then there is a unique extension of u to a distribution on all of M which solves the
same equation, or in other words, u extends uniquely to a weak solution on all of M.

Recall that « is said to be polyhomogeneous along A if in terms of any cylindrical coordinate
system (r, 6, y) in a tubular neighbourhood of A, where r and 6 are polar coordinates in disks in
the normal bundle and y is a local coordinate along A, u admits an asymptotic expansion

u~ Y agp(y, 0)rt (logr)*

where 11 is a sequence of complex numbers with real part tending to infinity, for each j, ajj is
nonzero for only finitely many nonnegative integers k, and such that every coefficient a;;, € C*°.
The number i is called the leading exponent R(z;) > R(po) for all j # 0.

Thanks to Theorem 1.3 it is possible to weaken the degree of polyhomogeneity of the leading
exponent of u in the previous theorem. But at the same time, we have to assume that the fractional
capacity of the singular set is zero.

4
Corollary 6.2. Suppose that (M™, g) is compact and g = un=27 g is a complete conformally flat

metric on Q2 = M \ A, where A is a smooth k-dimensional submanifold with k < n — 20. Assume
furthermore that u is polyhomogeneous along A with leading exponent o such that

a>(n—20)/2.
If0 <o <1, andif Q2 > 0 everywhere for any choice of asymptotically Poincaré-Einstein
extension (X, G) which defines P3 and hence Q, then n, k and o are restricted by the inequality
n k o n k o
NG-5+3)/TG-3-3 ) >0, (1)
where 1 is the ordinary Gamma function.

Proof. Since the new metric is conformally flat, the conformal factor u satisfies the critical equa-
tion (2). Let u be a polyhomogeneous distribution on M with singular set along the smooth
submanifold A. Because of the bound in Theorem 1.3 and Remark 1.4, the leading term in the
expansion of u is a(y)r~™/?*7. One is then in the framework of [16] and the proof follows. [

24



References

(1]

[23]

[24]

H. Berestycki and L. Nirenberg, On the method of moving planes and the sliding method. Bull. Braz.
Math. Soc. 22 (1991), 1-37.

X. Cabre and Y. Sire, Nonlinear equations for fractional Laplacians I: Regularity, maximum princi-
ples, and Hamiltonian estimates. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 31 (2014), no.1, 23-53.
L. Caffarelli, B. Gidas and J. Spruck, Asymptotic symmetry and local behavior of semilinear elliptic
equations with critical Sobolev growth. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 42 (1989), 271-297.

L. Caffarelli, T. Jin, Y. Sire and J. Xiong, Local analysis of solutions of fractional semi-linear elliptic
equations with isolated singularities. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 213 (2014), no. 1, 245-268.

L. Caffarelli and L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian. Comm. Partial
Differential Equations 32 (2007), no. 7-9, 1245-1260.

S.-Y. A. Chang and M. Gonzdlez, Fractional Laplacian in conformal geometry. Adv. Math. 226
(2011), no. 2, 1410-1432.

C.C. Chen and C.-S. Lin, Local behavior of singular positive solutions of semilinear elliptic equations
with Sobolev exponent. Duke Math. J. 78 (1995), no. 2, 315-334.

S. Chen, A new family of sharp conformally invariant integral inequalities. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN
2014, no. 5, 1205-1220.

W. Choi and S. Kim, On perturbations of the fractional Yamabe problem, arXiv:1501.00641.
S.-K. Chua, Extension theorems on weighted Sobolev spaces. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 41 (1992), no. 4,
1027-1076.

A. DelaTorre, M. Gonzélez, Isolated singularities for a semilinear equation for the fractional Lapla-
cian arising in conformal geometry. Preprint. arXiv.1504.03493

A. DelaTorre, M. del Pino, M.d.M., Gonzalez, J. Wei, Delaunay-type singular solutions for the frac-
tional Yamabe Problem. Preprint. arXiv:1510.08504

L.C. Evans and R. Gariepy, Measure theory and fine properties of functions. Studies in Advanced
Mathematics. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1992.

E. B. Fabes, C. E. Kenig and R. P. Serapioni, The local regularity of solutions of degenerate elliptic
equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 7 (1982), 77-116.

E. Fabes, D. Jerison and C. Kenig, The Wiener test for degenerate elliptic equations. Ann. Inst. Fourier
(Grenoble) 32 (1982), 151-182.

M. Gonzilez, R. Mazzeo and Y. Sire, Singular solutions of fractional order conformal Laplacians. J.
Geom. Anal. 22 (2012), 845-863.

M. Gonzélez and J. Qing, Fractional conformal Laplacians and fractional Yamabe problems. Anal.
PDE 6 (2013), no. 7, 1535-1576.

M. Gonzdlez and M. Wang, Further results on the fractional Yamabe problem: the umbilic case,
arXiv:1503.02862.

C. R. Graham and M. Zworski, Scattering matrix in conformal geometry. Invent. Math. 152 (2003),
89-118.

C. R. Graham, R. Jenne, L. J. Mason, and G. A. J. Sparling, Conformally invariant powers of the
Laplacian. I. Existence. J. London Math. Soc. (2) 46 (1992):557-565.

Z.-C. Han, Y.Y. Li and E.V. Teixeira, Asymptotic behavior of solutions to the oy-Yamabe equation
near isolated singularities. Invent. Math. 182 (2010), no. 3, 635-684.

J. Heinonen, T. Kilpeldinen and O. Martio, Nonlinear potential theory of degenerate elliptic equa-
tions. Oxford Mathematical Monographs. Oxford Science Publications. The Clarendon Press, Oxford
University Press, New York, 1993.

T. Jin, Y.Y. Li and J. Xiong, On a fractional Nirenberg problem, part I: blow up analysis and com-
pactness of solutions. J. Eur. Math. Soc. JEMS) 16 (2014),no. 6, 1111-1171.

A. Juhl, Families of conformally covariant differential operators, QQ-curvature and holography. vol-
ume 275 of Progress in Mathematics, Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 2009.

25


http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.03493
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.08504

[25]

[26]

T. Jin

S. Kim, M. Musso and J. Wei, A non-compactness result on the fractional Yamabe problem in large
dimensions, arXiv:1505.06183.

S. Kim, M. Musso and J. Wei, Existence theorems of the fractional Yamabe problem. Preprint, 2016.
arXiv:1603.06617v1.

N. Korevaar, R. Mazzeo, F. Pacard and R. Schoen, Refined asymptotics for constant scalar curvature
metrics with isolated singularities. Invent. Math. 135 (1999), no. 2, 233-272.

C. Li, Local asymptotic symmetry of singular solutions to nonlinear elliptic equations. Invent. Math.
123 (1996), no. 2, 221-2231.

Y.Y. Li, Conformally invariant fully nonlinear elliptic equations and isolated singularities. J. Funct.
Anal. 233 (2006), 380-425.

Y.Y. Li and L. Zhang, Liouville-type theorems and Harnack-type inequalities for semilinear elliptic
equations. J. Anal. Math. 90 (2003), 27-87.

Y.Y. Li and M. Zhu, Uniqueness theorems through the method of moving spheres. Duke Math. J. 80
(1995), 383-418.

R. Mazzeo and F. Pacard, A construction of singular solutions for a semilinear elliptic equation using
asymptotic analysis. J. Differential Geom., 44 (2) (1996), 331-370.

L. J. Peterson, Conformally covariant pseudo-differential operators. Differential Geom. Appl., 13(2)
(2000)197-211.

J. Qing and D. Raske, On positive solutions to semilinear conformally invariant equations on locally
conformally flat manifolds. Int. Math. Res. Not. 2006, Art. ID 94172, 20 pp.

R. Schoen, The existence of weak solutions with prescribed singular behavior for a conformally in-
variant scalar equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 41 (1988), no. 3, 317-392.

R. Schoen and S.-T. Yau, Conformally flat manifolds, Kleinian groups and scalar curvature. Invent.
Math., 92(1988), 47-71.

J. Tan and J.Xiong, A Harnack inequality for fractional Laplace equations with lower order terms.
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 31 (2011), 975-983.

L. Zhang, Refined asymptotic estimates for conformal scalar curvature equation via moving sphere
method. J. Funct. Anal. 192 (2002), no.2, 491-516.

R. Zhang, Non-local Curvature and Topology of Locally Conformally Flat Manifolds. Preprint, 2015.
arXiv:1510.00957v1.

Department of Mathematics, The Hong Kong University of Science and Technology

Clear

Water Bay, Kowloon, Hong Kong

and

Department of Computing and Mathematical Sciences, California Institute of Technology

1200

E. California Blvd., MS 305-16, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA

Email: tianlingjin@ust.hk / tianling@caltech.edu

0O.S.

de Queiroz

Universidade Estadual de Campinas, IMECC, Departamento de Matemadtica
Rua Sérgio Buarque de Holanda, 651, Campinas, SP, Brazil. CEP 13083-859
Email: olivaine@ime.unicamp.br

Y. Sire

Johns Hopkins University, Department of mathematics,
Krieger Hall, Baltimore, USA

Email: sire@math.jhu.edu

J. Xiong

26



School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University
Beijing 100875, China

Email: jx@bnu.edu.cn

27



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Upper bound estimate near a singular set
	4 Symmetry for global solutions
	5 Asymptotic symmetry for local solutions near a singular set
	6 Application to the singular fractional Yamabe problem on conformally flat manifolds

