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THE YAMABE PROBLEM WITH SINGULARITIES

FARID MADANI

ABSTRACT. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3. Under some
assumptions, we prove that there exists a positive function ¢ solution of the following Yamabe
type equation

Ap + hp = fup%
where h € LP(M), p > n/2 and h € R. We give the regularity of ¢ with respect to the value
of p. Finally, we consider the results in geometry when g is a singular Riemannian metric and

h= ng, where Ry is the scalar curvature of g.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3. Denote by R, the
scalar curvature of g. The Yamabe problem is the following:

Problem 1. Does there exists a constant scalar curvature metric conformal to g7
If § = ¢*("2g is a conformal metric to g with ¢ a smooth positive function, then the scalar

curvatures R, and Rj are related by the following equation:

(1) 4(n_—21)

where N = =5 and A, is the geometric Laplacian of the metric g with nonnegative eigenvalues.
To solve the Yamabe problem it is equivalent to find a function ¢ solution of equation above
where Ry is constant. Equation () is called Yamabe equation. Yamabe [11] stated the following
functional, defined for any v € Hi(M) — {0} by

/ vy 2 L

Agp+ Ryp = R_;,cpN’l

(2) I,(¥) =
I ||¢|| N II?!)IIN
and he considered the infimum of I, defined as follow
w(g) = inf  Iy(¥)

YeH: (M)—{0}

He solved the case when p(g) is nonpositive. Aubin [I] showed that it was sufficient to solve the
following conjecture:

Conjecture 2 (Aubin [II). If (M, g) is not conformal to (Sy, gean) then
(3) u(M,g) < p(Sn; gean)
where u(M.g) = inf{I,(¥), % € Hi(M) - {0})

It is known that 1(Sy, gean) = K 2(n,2) = tn(n — 2)w72/", where w, is the volume of the unit
sphere S, and K(n,2) is defined in theorem [7]

In the following, we write u(g) instead of (M, g).

Aubin proved that the conjecture is valid for all smooth compact non conformally flat Rie-
mannian manifolds of dimension n > 6 and conformally flat manifolds with finite non trivial
fundamental group. The case of conformally flat manifolds and the dimensions 3,4 and 5 were
solved by Schoen [9] using positive mass theorem. Hence the conjecture above holds. By works
of Yamabe [11], Aubin [I] and Schoen [9], the Yamabe problem is completely solved, when the
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manifold is compact and smooth.
The purpose of this paper is to study the following equation
~ n+2
(4) Agp + hyp = hypn=2
where h € LP(M), and h € R. We call this kind of equation "Yamabe type equation". We will
n—2

give a special consideration for the case h = ng.

2. REGULARITY THEOREMS FOR YAMABE TYPE EQUATIONS

Theorem 3. Let Q be an open subset of R™ and L an uniformely elliptic linear operator of the
second degree, defined by

(5) L(u) = Z aijﬁzju + Z blﬁzu + hu
1,5 i

where the coefficients a;j, b; and h are real valued bounded functions of class C* with k € N.
Let u be a weak solution of the equation Lu = f.

(i) If f € C*(Q) then u € CkT22(Q)

(it) If f € HL(Q) then u € H} ()
This theorem is the standard regularity theorem, we can find a proof in the book of Gilbarg and
Trudinger [7].
The following two theorems allow us to find the best regularity for the solution of Yamabe type

equations. Using the theorem M Trudinger [I0] Showed that the weak solutions of the Yamabe
equation (I]) are smooth. Yamabe [II] had already used implicitely this theorem.

Theorem 4. On a n—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold (M,g), if u > 0 is a non
trivial weak solution in Hy(M) of equation Agu+ hu = 0, with h € LP(M) and p > n/2, then
u e CY[/PLB(M) and positive.

[n/p] is the integer part of n/p, 5 € (0,1).

Notice that if u satisfies the assumptions of this theorem, then Au € LP(M). Regularity theorem

Blimplies that u € HY(M) and using Sobolev embedding, we find u € C*~[*/PLB( A1)
Theorem M permits to proof the following theorem:

Theorem 5. Let (M, g) be n—dimensional compact smooth Riemannian manifold. p and h are
two reel numbers, with p > n/2. If ¢ € Hi(M) is a non trivial, nonnegative weak solution of

(6) gt + hip = hap=2
then ¢ € HY(M) c CY=IM/PLB(M) and ¢ is positive.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that there exists € > 0 such that ¢ € L(5+2”)/(”*2)(M). Indeed, if
¢ satisfies the assumptions of theorem and belongs to L(ET27)/(n—2) (M), then it is a solution of

Agu+ (h — ngﬁ)u =0

with h — ichﬁ € L"(M) and r = min(p, 242) > n/2. Using theorem H] we deduce that ¢
is positive and continuous. Theorem [3] and Sobolev embedding imply that ¢ € HY(M) with
p>n/2.

Let I be a positive reel number and H, F are two continuous functions in R defined by:

o ifOo<t<l
H(t) = —1(,7q—1 :
19 (ql 't — (¢ — 117 ift>1

F(t) =
®) qli='t — (g — 1)14 ift >1

2

{ﬁ f0<t<lI



n(p—1)

p(n —2)

¢ is positive, belongs to Hy(M). H o ¢ and F o ¢ belong also to Hy(M). Notice that for any
te R+ — {l}

(8) qH(t) = F(t)F'(t), (F'(t))? < qH'(t) and F?(t) > tH(t)

(7) where v =2¢—1, and 1 < ¢ <

If p is a weak solution of equation (@), then

. _7 N-1
(9) Vi € Hi (M) /M V- Vipdo + /M hpydo h/M o T pdo
where N = 2n/(n — 2).

Let us choose 1) = n?H o o, where 1 is C!'—function with support in the ball Bp(26) and radius
2§ sufficiently small, such that 7 =1 on Bp(d). If we substitute in ([@l), we obtain

(10) / n2H'ogp|Vgp|2dv+2/ nH opVe-Vndv = B/ glen2Hogpdv—/ hon* H o pdu
M M M M

Let f = F o ¢ be a function. We estimate the forth integrals above, using function f and
relations (8). We have Vf = F’ 0 ¢V, the second relation in () implies

VI = (F o 9)*|Vel” < qH 0 p|Vel?
We deduce that the first integral of equality (I0) is bounded from below.
1
~[nV I3 < / 1 H' 0 p|Vol*dv
q M

The first relation of (8) and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality imply that the second integral of ([I0])
is bounded from below by:

2 —2
2 / nH o ¢V - Vido = 2 / nfV FVnd > 2| ValalnV il
M q9JMm q

By the last relation in (8), we have pH o ¢ < f2. The two integrals in the right side in (I0) are
bounded by:

'ﬁ/ goN_lnzHogodv—/ hon*H o pdv
M M

where HcpH%r = pr(r) ©Ndv. If we take together these estimates, equality (I0) becomes:

7 4/(n—2
< il 2 s 13 + Wellp 1 13, oy

7 4/(n—2
(11) IV £113 = 201V ullallnV £ll2 < a(Blllel NS 2 nf I + 1al 0 13,0-1)

Notice that for all nonnegative reel numbers a, b, ¢ and d, if a®>—2ab < c?+d? then a < c+d+2b.
Using this remark, inequality (LI]) becomes:

(12) 19 £llz < A/ alblllel3Ss > nflly + \/albllplng -1 + 217 Vallz

By Sobolev embedding, we know that there exists a positive constant ¢, which depends only on
n, such that

Inflln < e[V fllz +11FVallz + Infll2)
The choice of ¢ (¢ < N) and inequality (I2]) permit to write

2/(n—2)
(13) (1 =/ Nlalllelx Sy nflly < c(y NIRllplnfllpp-1) + 31F V0l + [nf]2)
We choose § sufficiently small such that

el 55> < 1/(2¢\/ NIRl)
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when [ goes to +oo, we deduce that there exists a postive constant C', which depends on
n, 9, [7llocs IVNllocs [|h]lp and |R| such that

[e%nv25 < Cl€%l2 + 167 ll2p/o-1))
%q < N and ¢ is bounded in L", hence

lellgnos < C
If (m;)ier is a partition of unity subordinate to the covering {Bp,(J)}ics on M
N N
lelliny = D lmelins, < C
i€l
Hence ¢ € L% with gN > N. The remark in the begining of the proof implies the theorem. [J
Proposition 6. Let (M, g) be n—dimensional compact smooth Riemannian manifold. L :=

Ay + h is a linear operator, with h € LP(M) and p > n/2. If the smallest eigenvalue X of L is
positive then

i. L est coercive, in other words there exists ¢ > 0 such that

Vi€ Hi(M) (L )2 2 eIVl + 114]2)
ii. The opertor L : HY(M) — LP(M) is invertible.

Proof. L admits a smallest eigenvalue because if A is an eigenvalue associated to the eigenfunction
1 then there exists C' > 0 such that

MWl = (Lep, )2 = [ V13 + /M hp*dv > [ Blpl1Y 35, -1y = =ClIRlpl1v 13
Hence A > —C/||h||p. If X is the smallest eigenvalue of L then

B E(y)
= 11 2
peH: (M)—{0} ||lo]l5

where
E(p) = (Lp,¢) 2 = /M [Vel* + ho?dv
So, for any ¢ € Hi(M)

(14) E(p) > Nlgll3
Suppose that L is non coercive, then there exists a sequence (v;);en in Hi (M), which satisfies

B < (V63 + vol(M)*/") and ]y = 1

It implies
2/n
(- Dew) < B 1 hgta
i i i
because | [}, hp?dv| < [|Rl|;, 2, lim; s o0 E(;) < 0. On other hands E(t;) > Al[¢h;]|5 with A > 0.
Which is impossible.
If Ly = 0, then, using (1)), ¢ = 0. So L is injective.
Let f € LP(M). Let us prove that the following equation admit a solution ¢ € HY (M)

(15) Ap+hp=f
We minimize the functional F defined in the begining of the proof. Let define p as follow
(16) p=nt(E()/o € 1), [ fodo=1)

and (¢;)ien a sequence in Hq(M) which minimizes F, then

lim E(v¢;) = p and / fiidv =1
M

i——4o00
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Without loss of generalities, we suppose that for any nonnegative integer i, E(v;) < p+ 1. It
implies
c(IVill3 + lill3) < E(gi) <p+1

because L is coercive. We conclude that (1;);en is bounded in Hy(M). The Kondrakov theorem
and Banach theorem imply that there exists a subsequence (1;);en such that

% 1p; — ¢ weakly in Hi(M)

* 1pj — 1) strongly in L¥(M) for all 1 <s < N

* 1); — 1 almost everywhere.
Then (1;) converge strongly in L2/~ (M) because 2p/(p — 1) < N. So

/ fiodv =1 and / hapsdo — / hip*dv
M M M
The weak convegence in Hy(M) and the strong convergence L2(M) imply

tim [z 2 [Vl
J—+oo

We conclude that E(v) < u, hence E(¢) = u. If we write Euler—Lagrange equation for ¢, we

find that it is a weak solution in Hy (M) of equation (IH). It remains to prove that ¢ € HE(M).
psi psi_

Suppose that ¢ € L% (M). Then hu € Lr+si (M), Hence Au € Lr+si (M). Regularity theorem [3]

psq
assures that u € Hy ™" (M). We know that H(M) C L¥(M) if r < n/2 with s = nr/(n — 2r),
and Hj (M) c C*="/"LB(M) if r > n/2. These inclusions imply the following results

S — N
i . — npsi : . np
u € L9i+1 (M) where Si+1 = m if S; < %p—n
p .
u € Hy (M) if si > 57

If there exists ¢ € N such that s; > 52, which is equivalent to 2L > n/2 then u € CO8(M),
which implies Au € LP(M), hence u € HY(M). If there exists ¢ € N such that s; = 5yl then
u € L®(M) and we conclude by regularity theorem that u € HY(M). Suppose that for any
1 €N, s < 2;;—1’”, the sequence (s;);en is increasing and bounded from above, it converges to

s = 0 which is impossible. O

Theorem 7. Let (M,g) be a n—dimensional smooth compact Riemannian manifold. For all
e > 0, there exists A(g) > 0 such that

Vo € Hi(M) lolly < (K(n,2) +)[Vell2 + Ale)ll¢ll2

where N = 2% and K(n,2) = 2t

n—2 \/n(n—2)
The inequality of this theorem is a particular case of a more general one. More further details
are given in the Aubin’s book [2].

3. EXISTENCE THEOREM

We consider the following equation :
(17) Agp + hip = hypns

where ¢y € Hy(M), h € LP(M) with p > n/2 and h is a reel number. As mentionned in the
introduction, this kind of equation are called Yamabe type equation. In the particular case when
h = 4(’;—121)1%9, equation (I7) is the Yamabe equation (IJ). To solve this equation, we use the
variational method.

We define the energy F of ¢ € Hi(M) by:

(18) E@) = /M VY[ + hap?do
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and we consider the fonctional I, defined for all ¢» € H{(M) — {0} by

E(¥)
19 I =
(19) W =R,
We denote
(20) D = el 00207 = 2 e T

with N = % the main result of this section is

Theorem 8. If p > n/2 and

nlg) < K7%(n,2)
then equation (IT) admits a positive solution ¢ € HY(M) C C'=MPLB(M), which minimizes I,
(i.e. E(p) = pu(g) =h and ||p|n =1). where 5 € (0,1).

To proof this theorem, we need the following lemma, proven by Brezis and Lieb[4]

Lemma 9. Let (f;)ien be a sequence of mesurable functions in (0,3, 1). If (f;)ien is uniformely
bounded in LP with 0 < p < +o00 and f; — f almost everywhere, then

WFlls =N fi = FI) = (1 £115
Proof of theorem [8. We check that p(g) is finite. In fact, using Holder inequality, we have

E() = —[Allns2llvl%
we deduce that u(g) > —|[|h|l,/2 > —oo.
Let (p;)ieny be a minimizing sequence:
(21) E(pi) = ulg) +o(1), [lgillv =1 et ¢; >0
Applying Holder inequality again for the equation above, we obtain
IVill3 < [1Allns2 + 1(g) + o(1)
i3 < (vol(M))*/™
We conclude that (¢;);en is bounded in Hy(M). Without loss of generalities, we suppose that
there exists ¢ € Hy(M) such that
x: ; — ¢ weakly in Hy (M)
x: @; — @ strongly in L*(M) for any s € [1,N)
x: ; —  almost everywhere
We deduce that

lim
i——+00

| Thllg: = v < llles = 1B,y = 0 strongly because 2p/(p — 1) < N

Let ¥; = p; — ¢, then ¢; — 0 weakly in Hy (M), strongly in LY(M) for any ¢ < N.
We have ||[V;||3 = [Vill3 + |[Vell3 + 2 [, Vb - Vdu. Hence
E(pi) = E(p) + Vi3 + o(1)

We know that E(p) > M(Q)HCPH?V by definition of pu(g), and E(y;) = u(g) + o(1) by definition of
(pi)ien. We conclude

(22) w(@llelk + IVeill3 < plg) +o(1)
Using lemma [0l for (¢;)ien, we obtain

(23) lIN + lelly +o(1) =1
(24) Ivill% + lellz +o(1) > 1

Theorem [7 gives
lill3 < (B3 (n,2) + )l Veill3 + o(1)
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Inequality (24]) becomes
(K*(n,2) + &) [Vahill3 + |l +o(1) > 1
Using the last inequality in (22)), we obtain

u@)leliy + IVeill3 < u(@)I(K3(n,2) + ) Veill3 + eI %] + o(1)
Finally
[ = u(g) (53 (n,2) + )]V 3 < o(1)
If u(g) < K—2(n,2), we can choose € such that the first factor of this inequality becomes positive.
We deduce that (v;);en converges strongly to zero in Hy (M), ¢; — ¢ strongly in Hy(M) and

LN(M). Hence I, () = u(g).
We have just found a non trivial solution of the following Yamabe type equation

A+ hyp = p(g)ypN !

which satisfies |||y = 1 and ¢ > 0. Theorem [{ implies ¢ € HY(M) c C'=[*/PLA(M) and
> 0. O

4. THE CHOICE OF THE METRIC

From now until the end of this paper, M is a compact smooth manifold of dimension n > 3.
Denote by T*M the cotangent space of M.

Assumption (H): g is a metric in the Sobolev space H5(M,T*M @ T*M) with p > n. There
ezists a point Py € M and § > 0 such that g is smooth in the ball Bp,(0).

We can suppose that g is C? instead of C™ in this ball, but it is not an important point.
Actually our objectif, in this section is to study the Yamabe problem when the metric g admits
a finite number of points with singularities and smooth out side these points. The assumption
(H) generalizes this conditions and define the notion of "singularities".

By Sobolev embedding, HY (M, T*M&T*M) C C*A(M,T*M&T*M) for some 3 € (0,1). Hence
the metrics which satisfy assumption (H) are C'#. The Christoffels belong to HY c C#(M).
Riemann curvature tensor, Ricci tensor and scalar curvature are in LP. An example of metric
which satisfies assumption (H) is g = (1+d(Py, -)*>%)™go where go is a smooth metric, o € (0,1)
and d(P, -) is the distance function.

We obtain many results which are true for metrics in HY(M,T*M ® T*M), with p > n/2. In
the assumption (H), we add the condition that p > n to have a continuous Christoffels for
g € HY(M,T*M @ T*M). The assumption (H) is sufficient to prove the Aubin’s conjecture
(cf. theorem 1)), and to construct the Green function of the conformal Laplacian (cf. section
).

We consider the following problem:

Problem 10. Let g be a metric which satisfies the assumption (H). Does there exist a conformal
metric g for which the scalar curvature Rj is constant 7

It is clear that if the initial metric g is smooth then the problem above is the Yamabe problem
[0, which is completely solved. We will prove that the answer to this problem is positive. The
following proposition tell us that the conformal class of the metrics is well defined when the
metrics are in HY.

Proposition 11. Let g be a metric in HY and ¢ € HY(M) a positive function. If p > n/2 then
the metric g = wﬁg is well defined, and it is in the same space as g.
Proof. Using Sobolev embedding, it is easy to check that HY(M) is an algebra for any p > n/2.

This proposition is a consequence of this fact. U
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In their paper [6] about the Yamabe problem, Lee and Parker proved that on every compact
Riemanniann manifold (M, g), there exist a normal coordinates system {(U;, x;) }icr and metric
¢’ conformal to g such that det ¢’ = 1+ O(|z|™) with m as big as we want. Cao [5] and Giinther
[8] proved that we can get detg’ = 1.

Definition 12. g is a Cao—Giinther metric if it is conformal to g and there exist a coordinates
system such that det g = 1.

Theorem 13 (Cao-Giinther). Let M be C*t%P compact manifold of dimension n with a € N,
B € (0,1), g be a CotLB_ Riemannian metric , and P be a point in M. Then there exists a
CotL8 _positive function ¢ with ' € (0,8) such that det(¢g) = 1 in a normal coordinates
system with origin P.

Notice that if the metric g € HY(M,T*M @ T*M) with p > n then it belongs to C#. Hence
the manifold (M, g) admits a Cao—Giinther metric. It is not really useful to suppose that the
metric is smooth in a ball, for the existence of this kind of metrics.

5. CONFORMAL LAPLACIAN

Definition 14. The conformal Laplacian of Riemannian manifold (M, g) is the operator Ly,

defined by :
n—2
=Ny
+4( _1)R

It is known that the conformal Laplacian, when ¢ is smooth, is conformally invariant. Actu-
ally it verifies (23] strongly. We prove that we have this property even when the metric is in
HY(M, T*M @ T*M).

Proposition 15. g € HY(M,T*M ® T*M) is a Riemannian metric on M with p > n/2. If

g= wﬁg is a conformal metric to g with ¢» € HY(M) and v > 0 then L is weakly conformally
invariant, which means that

(25) Vu € Hi(M) w%L{u) = Ly(Yu) weakly
Moreover if 1i(g) > 0 then the conformal Laplacian Ly = Agy+5 ( )R is invertible and coercive.
Proof. Recall that dvg = w%dv and

Vu,w € L*(M)  (u,w)y 2 :/ uwdvy
M

is the scalar product in L?(M) with the metric g.
For all u,w € Hy(M):

2n
(w n-2 L[)“’a w)g,L2 = (L§u7 w)§7L2
- n—2
= /M §(Vu, Vw) + nguwdvg
n—
7) 91/1 (uww)dvg

:/Mq/JQg(Vu, Vw)+4(n

We know that the scalar curvatures R, and Rj are related by Yamabe equation (), which is
equivalent to

n—2 n+2
Ly = ngwn% weakly

n — n+2

m( Rgypn—2 uww)g L2
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Hence

(¢%LQU,M)9,L2 = /M V2 g(Vu, V) + g(V, V(uwy)) + %ng(uww)dvg
(26) = [ ). Vi) + T o) (i)

= (ng(wu)’ w)g,LQ
We used the fact that ui) and wi) belong to Hy (M), indeed we have the the following Sobolev
embedding

HE(M) © CY=IVPLB(A), HP(M) € Lns (M) and Hy(M) C L2 (M)
Let us prove that L, is invertible and coercive. Let A be the smallest eigenvalue of L, with
positive eigenfunction ¢ € Hi (M), then
Mlel3 = (Lgp, 9)g,12 = Ig(@)lleli > ulg)lleliy > 0
hence A > 0. We conclude the result, by applying proposition [6l

6. YAMABE CONFORMAL INVARIANT

In the case of smooth metrics, 1(g) is conformally invariant, which means that if g and g are two
smooth conformal metrics then u(g) = u(g). The next proposition shows that we can extend
this property to metrics in HY.

Proposition 16. Let M be a smooth compact manifold of dimesion n > 3. Let g and g = wﬁg
be two metrics in HY, with ¢ € HY(M) positive. if p > n/2 then
1(g) = m(g)

Proof. Let w € Hy(M) be test function for the Yamabe functional I;. Notice that E(u) =
(Lg(u),u), 2. then

Ig(u) = (Lg(u), u)g 2 lud) || i
Using proposition [[5] we deduce that

I3(u) = (Lg(tu), Yu) g e |lut|| 3

Finally

(27) Ig(u) = Iy(du)

Which implies that p(g) = p(g). So this invariant depends only on the conformal class [g] and
the manifold M. 0

7. GREEN FUNCTION

Definition 17. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and P be a point in M. We call
Gp the Green function on P of the linear operator L, if it satisfies

LGp=dp(<=VfeC®M) (Gp,Lf)=f(P))

Proposition [I8 shows the existence of such function for the operator L = A + h with a positive
continuous function h. Unfortunately, the method used to construct this function doesn’t work
when h belongs to LP(M). This case holds for the conformal Laplacian operator Ly, because
R, € LP(M). But, using proposition [[9, we construct this function and we obtain corollary 20l

Proposition 18. Let h be a positive continuous and P € M. g is a metric satisfying assumption
(H). There exists a unique Green function Gp for the operator L = A, + h which satisfies
LGP = 5P and

(1) Gp is smooth in Bp,(0) — {P}

(i1) Gp € C*(M —{P})



(iii) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any Q € M — {P}, |Gp(Q)| < cd(P,Q)*™"

Proof. Gp is unique because L is invertible. In fact, if A is an eigenvalue of L and ¢ is a positive
eigenfunction associated to A then

Mlells = (Lp, @) 12 = B(p) > 0

Hence A > 0. To conclude, it is sufficient to apply proposition [6l For the existence of such
function, we follow Aubin’s 2] construction for the Laplacian, in the case of smooth metrics.
We choose a decreasing positive smooth radial function f(r), equal to 1 for < §/2 and zero for
r > 6(M) the injectivity radius of M. We define the following functions

H(P,Q) = %ﬁ" with 7 = d(P, Q)

Fl(Pa Q) = _LQH(P’ Q)

vie N*  T'"TYP Q)= / (P, S)T(S, Q)dw(S)
M

Then
NP, Q)| < cd(P,Q)*™
We show that

cd(P, Q)% if 2i <n
Vi>1 [IP,Q) <{ cl+logd(P,Q)) if 21 =n
c if 20 >n
In the last case I'? is continuous.
More details are given in Aubin’ book [2].
The Green function of L is given by
k .
(28) Gr(@ = H(P.Q)+Y [ TUP.SH(S.Qu(S) + FrlQ)
i=1

where F'p satisfies
LFp =TFL(P,.)

We choose k = [n/2], I*+1(P,.) is continuous. Regularity theorem [ implies that Fp is C2.

(1) LgGp = 0 in Bp)(d) — {P} and the metric is smooth on Bp,(d), regularity theorem assure
that Gp is smooth on Bp,(0) — {P}, with P € M.

(ii) We have also LGp = 0 in M — {P}. We conclude that Gp is C? in M — {P}.

(797) In the expression (28), we notice that the leading term, in the neighborhood of P, is
H(P,Q), then for all P # Q,

|Gp(Q)] < cd(P,Q)*™"
O
Proposition 19. Let g be a metric in HY (M, T*M ® T*M), g = wﬁg is conformal to g with

¢ € HE(M) positive and p > n/2. We suppose that Lj admits a Green function on P, denoted
Gp, then L, admits a Green function, denoted G p and it is given by

vQe M —{P}  Gp(Q)=v(P)(Q)Gr(Q)

10



Proof. For any function ¢ € C*°(M):
(PYGr. Lyghy = (P) [ G [u(D)ldy,
=Y(P) /M GPngdvg
= ¥(P)(GP, Lg%ky

= ¢(P)
The second equality above is obtained by the weak conformal invariance of the conformal Lapla-
cian (see proposition [[5]). We know that for any Q € M — {P}

Gr(Q)] < cd(P,Q)*™"
then Gp € L*(M), for any s € [I,n/(n — 2)) and Lg% € LP(M) with p > n/2. We choose s
such that (Gp, Lgﬁ)g is finite. Hence the third equality is well defined. O

Corollary 20. g is a Riemannian metric, satisfying assumption (H). If pu(g) > O then the
conformal Laplacian L, admits a Green function G'p, which satisfies LGp, = dp, and
(1) Gp, is smooth in Bp,(0) — {Fo}
(ii) Gp, € HY(M — Bp,(r)) for any r > 0.
(iii) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any Q € Bp,(0) — {Po}, |Gp, (Q)] < cd(Py,Q)*™™

Proof. j1(g) > 0, Lg is invertible. We deduce that L, admits a unique Green function. Using

standard variational method (see the proof of poroposition [0l ), we can show that the equation
n—2

(29) Ay + 1

— " R= q—1
(n _ 1) gT/J /’Lq7G(g)w
admits a positive solution ¢ € HY(M) when 2 < ¢ < N, with

_ .. Ew
verm (M)—{o} [P
Moreover, g is smooth in Bp,(d), regularity theorem shows that 1 is also smooth in the same

Mq,G(g)

ball. The metric g := 1»-2g satisfies assumption (H). Using Yamabe equation (IJ), we deduce
that the scalar curvature of g is

4(n—1)
n—2

R = pg.c ()N

Hence Rj is positive continuous because pi4c(g) > 0. Now, we are able to use proposition
8, which assure the existence of the Green function Gp, for Lz with the metric g. using
proposition [[9, we conclude that Gp, = »(Py)pG P is the Green function of Lg. The metrics g
and § are smooth in Bp, () and Gp, satisfies the properties of proposition I8 then the properties
announced for Gp, are valid. O

8. EXISTENCE THEOREM

Theorem 21. Let M be a smooth compact manifold of dimension n > 3, g is a Riemannian
metric which satisfies the assumption (H). If (M,g) is not conformal to the sphere (Sp, gean)
then u(g) < K—2(n,2).

This theorem assure that Aubin’s conjecture 2l still valid for any metric satisfying the assumption

To prove this theorem, we use the results of Aubin and Schoen, when the metric g is smooth.

The strategy is the following: we construct a test function for the functional I,, with a support

in small geodesic ball. Then the problem is local. We know that the metric g is smooth in

Bp,(0), so the proof of this theorem is the same as when the metric is smooth everywhere (this
11



is the point where we need the assumption : g is smooth in Bp,(d)). After, we consider Aubin
and Schoen’s test functions.
We need also the following result obtained by Aubin [3], for the Green function of L,:

Theorem 22. If g is a Cao—Glinther metric, L, is invertible and the normalized Green function
G p, have the following expression

Gp(Q)=r*"+A+0(r)

in a neighborhood of Py with r = d(Py, Q), then A > 0, except if (M, g) is conformal to (S, gean)
for which A = 0.

Proof of theorem [2Z1l If ;1(g) < O then the inequality is obvious. From now until the end
of the proof, we suppose that p(g) > 0. without loss of generalities, we suppose that ¢ is a
Cao—Giinther metric given in theorem [I3] In fact, u(g) is conformally invariant (see proposition
15).

There are two cases which can happen :

(a) The case (M,g) is not conformally flat in a neighborhood of Py and n > 6. We define
Ve = NUg, 1 is a cut-off function with support in Bp,(2¢), n =1 in Bp,(g), 2¢ < § and

n—2

)" rmama

€
72 + g2

@ =

suppp C Bp,(d) and the metric g is smooth in this ball, we obtain the following lemma (see
Aubin [1):

Lemma 23.

mmsngS{ B0, 2) = dWy(R)PPe + ofe") sim > 6

K=2(n,2) — c|Wy(Py)|?e*log L + O(e*) sin =6
where |W4(FPo)| is the norm of the Weyl tensor on Py.

( Lee et Parker [6] gave a simple proof of this lemma, using the conformal normal coordinates
on Pp). Using this lemma, we conclude that u(g) < K~2(n,2).

(b) The case (M,g) is conformally flat in a neighborhood of Py or n = 3, 4 or 5. In this
coordinates system, the Taylor expansion of the Green function is:

Gp(Q)=r*"+A+0(r)

with r = d(Py, Q) (see Lee and Parker’s paper [6] for the proof of this expansion).
If g satisfies assumption (H) and (M, g) is not conformal to (Sy, gean), then theorem 22] assure
that A > 0. Hence we can consider Shoen’s test function ., defined for any Q € M by:

ve(Q) if Q € Bpy (po)
p(Q) =19  colGr —n(Gp, — ¥ = A)(Q) if Q € Br,(2p0) — Br,(po)

60GPO(Q) ifQeM— Bp0(2,00)
with 2py < 0, (inEQ )2/ = ¢4 (p2~™ + A) and 7 is a smooth nonnegative decreasing function
0
on R, with support in (—2p9, 2p0), equal to 1 in [0, po], the gradient |[Vn(r)| < py*. g is smooth
in Bp,(2p0) C Bp,(0) and Gp, € HY(M — Bp,(po)) (see corollary 20), then we have the estimate
of 1(g), obtained by Schoen[9]:

Lemma 24.
1(g) < Iy(p:) < K72(n,2) + c=j(cpo — A)

The fact that A > 0 allows us to choose pg sufficiently small (cpg < A) such that p(g) <
K=2%(n,2).
O
12



Now, we can state the main theorem which solves the problem [I0 for any metric which satisfies
assumption (H).

Theorem 25. Let M be a smooth compact manifold of dimension n > 3 and g be a metric
satisfying assumption (H). There exists a metric g conformal to g such that the scalar curvature
R; is constant everywhere. This metric solves the problem 10

It means that we can always solve the equation of type Yamabe (IT) when h = 481—121)1%9.

Proof. If (M, g) is conformal to (Sy,, gean) then the result is obvious because the scalar curvature
of (Sn, gean) 18 constant. Otherwise (M, g) is not conformal to (Sp, gean). In this case, we have
the inequality

ulg) < K*(n,2)
given by theorem 2Il Using theorem [B, we get a positive solution ¢ € HY(M) of ([I7), where
h= 4&—7_21)}39 and h = p(g). Using Yamabe equation (), we deduce that the metric § = wﬁg

has a constant scalar curvature Rz = % w(g). O

9. UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS

When the metrics are smooth, if x(g) is nonpositive then the solutions of the Yamabe equation
() are proportional. The following theorem generalizes the uniqueness theorem in the singular
case.

Theorem 26. Let g be a metric in HY(M,T*M @ T*M), with p > n. If u(g) < 0 then the
solutions of (I) are proportional.

4

/% g have a constant

Proof. Let 1 and @9 two positive solutions of (). The metrics g; = ¢
4

scalar curvatures R;, where ¢ = 1 or 2. Define ¢ = %, then g; = ¢»-2go. It implies that ¢
satisfies
(30) Ago+ "2 Ryp= 72 pyith

2V A =1 4n—1)
By regularity theorem [ we deduce that ¢ is C*# because the coefficient of the Laplacian are
CP. In fact, in a local coordinates system :

Agtp = =ViV' = —g"7 (90 — T};011)
and the Christoffels are in H} (M) then continuous if p > n. In other hands, notice that Ry, Ro
have the same sign. Hence, if u(g) < 0 then R; < 0 for ¢ =1 and 2. Let @ € M (resp. Q2 € M)

be a point for which ¢ is maximal (resp. minimal ). Then Ay (Q1) > 0 and Ay, (Q2) < 0.
Hence, if we evaluate equation ([B0]) at @1 and Q2, we obtain :

(n

4 Ry 4 Ry
n—2 < —= d n—2 > -
P2 (Qr) < R, and v (Q2) = 7
We conclude that ¢ = %7 1 and 9 are proportional.
If 11(g) = 0 then Ry = Ry = 0 and (B0) becomes Ay,v) = 0, hence ) is constant. O
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