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BLOWUP ANALYSIS FOR INTEGRAL EQUATIONS ON
BOUNDED DOMAINS

QIANQIAO GUO

ABSTRACT. Consider the integral equation

qul(z):/ Ady, fl®) >0, zeqQ,
Q

|z —y["—
where 2 C R™ is a smooth bounded domain. For 1 < a < n, the existence
of energy maximizing positive solution in subcritical case 2 < ¢ < %’ and

nonexistence of energy maximizing positive solution in critical case ¢ = 2n_

n+ao
are proved in [6]. For o > n, the existence of energy minimizing positive solu-

tion in subcritical case 0 < q < %’ and nonexistence of energy minimizing

positive solution in critical case q = % are also proved in [4]. Based on
these, in this paper, the blowup behaviour of energy maximizing positive solu-
tion as ¢ — (ni—"a)+ (in the case of 1 < a < n), and the blowup behaviour of

energy minimizing positive solution as ¢ — (n%r—"a)* (in the case of & > n) are

analyzed. We see that for 1 < a < n the blowup behaviour obtained is quite
similar to that of the elliptic equation involving subcritical Sobolev exponent.
But for a > n, different phenomena appears.
Keywords Blowup analysis, Integral equation, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev in-
equality, Reversed Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the integral equation

fy)

———dy, f(zr)>0, z¢€ Q,
alr—yl

() §17 @) =

where 2 C R" is a smooth bounded domain.

The equation (Py) is quite similar to the classical scalar curvature equation, but
with a global defined boundary condition. The study of this integral equation was
called to our attention by Li in [14], where he was studying the global defined inte-
gral equations. This nonlocal equation is also much closer to the integral curvature
equation introduced by Zhu in [19]. In [6] and [4], the existence of extremal energy
solution as well as the nonexistence (on star-shaped domains) of positive solutions
to (Pgy) are studied for 1 < a < n and a > n respectively. In particular as ¢ going to
the critical exponent ¢, := n%r—”a, the sequence of extremal energy solutions usually
do not converge in L* sense. In this paper, we would like to analyze how does the
sequence of extremal energy solutions blow up in both cases 1 < o < n and a > n.

_ 2n

For simplicity, we denote p, := -, the conjugate exponent of ¢,.
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1.1. For 1 < a < n. In this case the integral equation (P;) is the Euler-Lagrange
equation for the maximizer (if the supremum is attained) of

(@ e sup  Jdad @l =y fy)dady
o FELI(Q),1£0 111200

Due to the classical sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev (HLS for short) inequality
[11], 12| [I8] [I5], one can show (see, for example, Dou and Zhu [6]) that &, ¢, () is
not attained by any functions in any smooth domain €2 # R™, but &, 4(£2) is always
attained by a maximizer f € C'(Q), f > 0, in the subcritical case ¢, < ¢ < 2 in
any smooth bounded domain €.

This indicates that, for smooth bounded domain (2, the integral equation (P,)
admits an energy maximizing positive solution (i.e., a positive solution which is
also a maximizer to &,,4(Q2)) f;, € C*(Q) in the subcritical case ¢, < ¢ < 2, but
does not admit any energy maximizing positive solution in the critical case ¢ = ¢.

Based on these, we claim that the energy maximizing positive solution f; must
blow up as ¢ — (¢o)", that is, max f; = 0o as ¢ — (ga) " (see (i) of the following

e

Theorem[IT]). In this paper we will study the blowup behaviour of f, as ¢ — (ga) ™.
To compare with the semilinear elliptic equation, we denote uq(x) := fg_l(ac),
which is a positive solution to

p—1 _
ui(y_)dy, u(z) >0, x €, (1.1)
o lz =yl

where % + % = 1. For convenience we also call u, an energy maximizing positive

solution to (LT). Notice that g, < ¢ < 2 is equivalent to 2 < p < p, and ¢ — (go)™
is equivalent to p — (po)~ . The first result of this paper is as following.

u(x) =

Theorem 1.1. Let o € (1,n) and Q a smooth bounded domain. For q, < q < 2,
if ug is an energy mazimizing positive solution to (L)), then as ¢ — (qa)™*, up to
a subsequence,

(1). maxug(z) = uy(zy) — 00, and x4 will stay away from OS.

e
p—2

(ii). ug(x) < O(m>¥’ where pg =uq * (z4).

(1i1). ug(xq)uq(z) — # if © # x0, © € Q, where x¢ is the unique point
L'(5) )==
r(==),

such that x4 — x0, and op o = (n%

For the semi-linear elliptic equation

_ -1 :
{—Au =n(n —2)uP™ u>0, in € (12)
u =0, on 01,
where 0 C R"(n > 3) is a smooth bounded domain, p € (2,2%), 2* := 2% is the
critical Sobolev exponent, the blowup behaviour of the extremal energy positive
solutions as p — (2*)~ (i.e., the sequence of positive solutions which is a minimizing
sequence for the Sobolev inequality) has been studied extensively, see for example
[1, @, 10, 16, 17]. Comparing with the semi-linear elliptic equation, no accurate
form of the Green’s function corresponding to the integral equation (II]) can be
used directly, which is the big difference. Again due to this difference, unlike what
has been proved by Flucher and Wei [9] for the semi-linear elliptic equation (2],
the location of the blowup point xg is still not clear in Theorem [I.I] which is our
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next concern. Another difference comes from the nonlocal property of the integral
equation ([I)). Thus some different techniques are needed even we follow the line
of [10].

1.2. For o > n. In this case the integral equation (P,) is the Euler-Lagrange
equation for the mimimizer (if the infimum is attained) of

in fQ fQ f(LL')|£L' - yl_(n_a)f(y)dxdy
FELI(Q).20.1#0 1110 ’

€ag(Q) =

where we still denote L(Q2) := {f| [, |f|9dz < oo}, and ||f]|Ls) = ([q |f|2da)
even it is not a norm for 0 < ¢ < g, < 1.

Due to the sharp reversed HLS inequality [7], we have proved in [4] that &, 4, (2)
is not attained by any functions in smooth domain  # R", and £, 4(€2) is always
attained by a minimizer f € C*(Q2), f > 0, in the subcritical case 0 < ¢ < ¢, in any
smooth bounded domain 2. That is, for smooth bounded domain €2, the integral
equation (P,) admits an energy minimizing positive solution (i.e., a positive solution
which is a minimizer to &, (1)) f4 € CH(Q) in the subcritical case 0 < ¢ < gq, but
admits no any energy minimizing positive solution in the critical case ¢ = ¢, .

Hence, for a > n, we again claim that the energy minimizing positive solution f,

to (P,) must blow up as ¢ — (go)~, that is, max f, — 400 as ¢ — (ga)~ (see (i) of
€N
the following Theorem [[L2)). Then it is interesting to study the blowup behaviour

of the energy minimizing positive solution f; to (Py) as ¢ = (¢a) -

Denote ug(x) = f&~'(x). Then u, satisfies (LT) and, for convenience, we also
call u, an energy minimizing positive solution. Notice that 0 < ¢ < ¢, is equivalent
to po <p <0 and q — (qo)~ is equivalent to p — (pa)*.

We point out that when « > n the integral equation (LIJ) is of negative power.
We have the following analogue of Theorem [L1]

Theorem 1.2. Let a > n and Q a smooth bounded domain. For 0 < q < qa, if
uq is an energy minimizing positive solution to (LII), then as ¢ — (ga)~, up to a
subsequence,

(1). minug(x) ;= ug(zy) = 0, and x4 will stay away from ON.

e
(q)-

(iii). ug(zq)ug(r) — —2=c— if & # 70, T € Q, where zo € ) is the unique

[z—xo|?—

point such that x4 — xo.

p—2

(ii). uq(z) > C(m)%, where g =uq ©

For n = 1, = 2, similar blowup analysis for the following semilinear elliptic
equation with negative power

dugg +u = R(O)u™>", u>0, on S'

was carried out in [I3] and [8], where 0 < € < 2. As in [8] we call zg in Theorem [.2]
the blowup point of u4, which is actually the most important point since uq(zo) — 0
and u, () — oo for x # x¢,7 € Q, as ¢ — (ga) . We can see that for a > n, the
negative power does bring some differences (for example, no Nash-Moser iteration
can be used) comparing with the case 1 < a < n in carrying out the blowup
analysis.
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2. BLOWUP BEHAVIOUR FOR « € (1,n)
Proof of (i) of Theorem [I.1] Let u4(zq) := maxuy(z). We first prove uq(zq) —
Q

o0 as ¢ — (go)". By contrary, we assume uq(x) < C uniformly, then by the results
in [6] it is easy to see that the C' norm of u,(z) is also uniformly bounded, thus
uq(z) is equicontinuous. Then we conclude that uy(x) — w*(x) > 0 pointwise as
q — (ga)t and w*(z) is a nonnegative solution to (LI). So f* = (u*)P=~1 is a
nonnegative solution to (P, ). Notice that f, = u?~! is the energy maximizing
positive solution to (P;), and &4,4(2) = €a.q. () > 0 as ¢ — (ga)™ (see [6]). Then

1 g (Q))7a2
[ fallzog) = (€ag(2) 7= > %

as q close to g and || fy|lLe) = |[f*||Lea (@) a8 ¢ = (¢a)T. So f* # 0 and thus
is positive pointwise, and f* is an energy maximizing positive solution to (P, ),
which is obviously of C*. Hence we obtain a contradiction.

So we have u,(z,) — oo, and z; — x¢ € Q, up to a subsequence.

Now we prove that z, will stay away from 9 as ¢ — (¢o)". For simplicity, in
this part below we write v instead of u,, f instead of f,.

(I). The domain £ is strictly convex.

By using the method of moving planes to integral equation (IL.T]), which is omitted
here since it is similar to Theorem 3.4 in [6] (see also [3]), we can prove that there
exist tg > 0, > 0 depending on the domain only, such that for every z € 91,
u(x — tv) is increasing in t € [0, o], where v € R™, [v| = 1 satistying (v, 7 (z)) > a,
and 7 (z) is the unit outer normal of Q at the boundary point .

Now as in [I0], we know that there are 7,0 > 0 only depending on the domain
Q such that for any z € {z € Q : d(2,00Q) < §}, there exists a measurable set
I, C{z€Q:d(z,00) > §/2} satisfying meas(I'y) > v and u(y) > u(z) for any
y € I'y. In fact, [, can be taken to be a piece of cone with vertex at x. Then for
any z € {z € Q:d(z,00) <}, by @),

u(z) ! / u(y)dy <4110 ( / P (y)dy)

meas(Ty)

flmm/ Fy)dy)s < C < o
Q

>0 (2.1)

uniformly, which implies that x, must stay out of the region {z € Q : d(z,00) < §}
as ¢ = (¢a)™.

(IT). The domain £ is not necessarily strictly convex.

As in [I0], we use the Kelvin transformation at each boundary point and then
apply the method of moving planes. We show the details of the argument here for
the reader’s convenience since it is a little different from Theorem 3.4 in [6].

Pick any point P € 9. For simplicity, we assume the ball B(0,1) contacts P
from the exterior of Q. Let w be the Kelvin transform of u, that is,

1 T S
= — _ Q*

where Q* is the image of © under the Kelvin transform. Then w(z) satisfies

p—1 .
w(z) = / P ) -p) gy e T, (2.2)

z =yl
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Without loss of generality we assume P = (—1,0,---,0) and z; = —1 is the tangent
plane of 9Q* at P. Then it is enough to prove that w(x) is increasing along the x1
direction in a neighbourhood of P.

Assume that we can move the tangent plane at P along the x; direction to the
limiting place 1 = T < 0, denoted by Tp, such that the reflection of Q* N{zy < A}
with respect to T} is also a subset of Q* where T\ = {z € R" | z1 = A\}, A € (-1, 7.

We denote by Q] the reflection of Qy := Q* N {x; < T} with respect to Tp. Now
we apply the method of moving planes to integral equation (2.2 on Q' := Q; UQ.

For any real number A\ € (—1,7), define 2* = (2\ — x1,29,--- ,7,) as the
reflection of point = = (21,2, - ,x,) about the plane Ty. Let
Syi={r= (21,70, ,2,) € | =1 <z <A},

fb\ = {2* | # € £,} be the reflection of ¥, about the plane T, and Ef =Q"\X,
be the complement of ¥y in Q*. Set w) () := w(x*). We shall complete the proof
in two steps.

Step 1. We show that for A\ larger than and sufficiently close to —1,

wy(z) —w(x) >0, Vae Xy, (2.3)

which can be obtained easily by

ow(x) w?” ! (y) —)(p—
= _ V) (11— (n—a)(p—pa) g 0
oz, | 1=—1 (Oé n)~/5* |$_y|n,a+2( y1)|y| Yy >

since w(z) € C1(Q*).
Step 2. Plane T can be moved continuously towards right to its limiting position
To as long as inequality (23] holds. Thus we conclude that w(z) is increasing in

the x; direction for any x € €.
Define

Ao :=sup{A € (—1,7) | wu(y) > w(y),Vy € ¥, —1<p <AL

We claim that A\g = Z. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose not, that is, \g < 7.
We first show that

Wy, () —w(z) >0

in the interior of £y, .
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In fact, since |z — y| < |z — y?°| for z,y € Xy,, we have

w, () — w(z)

1 1
= — wP~ L (y)|y| () P=pe) gy
/ Sy e ey el

1 1
+ [ - w1 )y ") gy
ixo [|£C)‘0 _yln—a |£C _y|n—a}
1 1 _ )
+/ B [ - — - nia]wp 1(y)|y|( )P=pa) gy
¢\, |zt —y| lz =yl
1 1
- _ wP ™ (y)|y| (P PPa) gy
/EAD [Ix—yADI"*“ |z —yI”*“}
—/ [ 1A Ul W)l [y
S A Tl N E el T
1 1
+/ _ WP~ (y)|y| T PP gy
S o e
1 1 4 _ o)
> - (Wi (y) = wP ™ (y)[y| PPy
L, o e
1 1 _ )
+/ B [ - — — nia]wp 1(y)|y|( )(p pa)dy
¢\, |zt —y| lz =yl
1 1
> - W (y)ly| T dy.(2.4)
e e T

If there exists some point £ € Xy, such that w(§) = wx,(§), then, since |z — y| >
|zt — y| for z € B,y € X, we deduce from (Z7) that

w(y) =0, Vye Efo\i,\o.

This contradicts to the assumption that w > 0 since Efo\i X, is not empty. Hence
Wi, () —w(zx) > 0 for all x € Ty,.

For any § > 0, choose 0 < A(0) < Ao but close to Ag such that meas(¥Xx,\Exs)) <
. There is a number C(d) > 0, such that

wy, (z) —w(z) > C(0) >0, Vae Xyy).
Thus, there exists 1 > 0 such that VA € [Ag, Ao + £1),

C(o
wy(z) —w(x) > % >0, Vo€ Xy

We can further assume that £, small enough so that meas(Xx, 1, \Ex(5)) < 20 < 1.
It is easy to see

Vi={r e Xy | wlx) >wy(x)} C E)\0+51\2)\(5)7 YA € [Mo, Ao +€1).
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Similar to (24) and by using the mean value theorem, we have: Vz € XY,

0 < w(;[;) _'LUA(:T)
1 1
= - wP™1 (n—a)(p—pa) g
< [, oy g Wbl )
L 1
+/ — wpfl Yy (nfa)(pfpa)dy
N [|‘T—y|nia |x>‘ —y|n70¢} ( )| |
L 1
< CQ/ — wp—ly _wp—ly dy
( ) PN [|;17_y|n7a |117—y)‘|"7°‘}( ( ) 2\ ( ))
1 1 - )
<o | e P () — W () dy
= |z —y?|

w |z =y

< oW / L wriy) - u )

w |z —y[re

- (p—1)C(Q)/ wP*Q(y)(w(y)—wA(y))dy, 2.5)

) |z —y[n—e

X
where C(Q) > 0. Since w € C(Q*), we have |w| < ¢;. Hence by using HLS
inequality and Holder inequality, we have

([ )~ e

w— wy||prsey < p—lC’Q/
| Lr(sw) (p—1)C()( oo PTE

IN

(p — 1)C(Q)F 2 w(y) — wA(Y) | Ls (mw)

oz |F

—1
=

IN

[|w —U’A”Lr(zy),

where r and s satisfy
1 1
—=-— g, 1<s<r<oo, and |XY| = meas(TY).
r s n

For example, we can take r = po, s = ¢o. Now we choose § > 0 and £; > 0 small
enough such that

Ty <

N =

It implies that
|w —wx||Lr(zw) = 0.

And hence the measure of set ¥ must be zero.
We arrive at

wa(z) —w(x) >0, x € Ty, YA € [Aog, Ao +£1)

since w is continuous. This contradicts to the definition of Ag. Hence, \g = 7.
Thus by using the same argument of convex domain, we conclude that there is
d > 0 only depending on the domain 2 such that for any z € {z € Q* : d(z,90*) <
5},
w(z) < C < oo
uniformly. By using the Kelvin transformation, we conclude that there exists §' > 0

such that x, must stay out of the region {z € Q:d(z,00) < §'} as ¢ — (¢o)". O
To continue, we need the following lemma, which can be seen in [15] 2] [14].
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Lemma 2.1. Let v € L} (R™) be a positive solution to

Pa—1
v(x) :/ SN VS £y_)ady, x € R,
e |2 — Yl

then v = ¢ ( = for some c1,c0 > 0,y9 € R™.

=)
co+|z—yo|?

Proof of (ii) of Theorem [IIl Notice that uy(z) = f¢~'(x) € LP(Q). Denote
ug(zy) = maxu,(z) and
Q
—p=2 Q— x4

g =uqg * (xg), Qui=——={2]z2=
q q q 1 g ™

T — Tq

, Yo e Q}.

Define

a

vg(2) i= pd P ug(pgz + x4), for z € Q.

pP~1 _
vq(z):/Q 4 77 ) dy, z€Q,,

PR

Then v, satisfies

and v,(0) = 1, ve(2) € (0,1].
We claim v4(z) is equicontinuous on any bounded domain Q C 2, as ¢ = (¢a) ™.

~

In fact, for z € €2, we can first write

P 1 P 1
vq(2) =/ e (ny,)a dy +/ — (ﬁa dy
Q,\B(0,R) |z =y Q,,NB(0,R) |z =y

for fixed R > 0. On one hand, if z = == € Q, then |z — z,] < Cpy, for some
C > 0. Hence for z € ﬁ, € > 0 small enough, we have

p—1
/ S LU (yf dy
Q,\B(0,R) |z —y["

_a ub~1 f
I / qi()dg (& = 2q + g?)
a\B(

wq,Riiq) |z — ¢

< wi /Q u (€)d) "7 ( /Q ol

— 2 wP(e)de) S5 (a=n)p eV 5
Ty RCTCIY AN s

g(nta)—2n

< Cpug ?(Rpg)® 7 = CR ipg "7 <e (2.6)

as ¢ close to g, and R > 0 large enough, where we use a < n/q as ¢ close to ¢q,.
—1 s
On the oAther hand, it is easy to see that fsszB(O,R) %dy € C1(Q). Hence for
21,22 € Q,
v (y) v (y)
| / ey — / — =yl
©,NB(0,R) |21 =y 2,NB(0,R) |22 — 9
1
< C N Y) e Wl — 2|
0,.NBOR) |§ — y|r—ott

IN

CRY Yz — 2], (2.7)
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where £ = t21 + (1 — t)29 for some ¢t € (0,1). By 26) and ([Z7) we conclude that
vg(2) is equicontinuous on the bounded domain Qc Qa8 q¢— (qa)".

As ¢ = (ga)™, since z4 will stay away from 9, then we have Q,, — R"™, vy(z) —
v(z) € C} _(R™) uniformly for any 0 < v < 1, where v(z) satisfies

loc
vPe" 1 (y)
v(z) = —dy, v(0)=1.
0= [ e 0(0)
We also have v(z) € LP=(R™) since
pa
/ vPe(2)dz < liminf / vl (2)dz = liminf pg~* /ug(aj)daj <C. (28)
n a=(aa)* Jo a=(ga)* Q
By Lemma 2] and noticing that max v(z) = v(0), we know
zeR™

1 n—a

v(z) = Cl(m)T (2.9)

for some ¢y, co > 0 satisfying

c1ocy? =1 (2.10)
By [6] we know &4, () = €a.q, (R™). Then vP>~! must be an extremal function
to €a.q, (R™) since

Sz VP> (y)dy _ .
(fin 0o (y)dy) 7 ( / v (y)dy)

po

(liminf ,ué’j_n/ﬂug(x)d:z:)_%

g—(qa)™

3R

Soga (R™)

Y

v

> lim inf uP(z)dz)”" "
> (q_)(qa)+ A o(z)dz)

= $a,q0 () = &aqa (R™),
where we use 21)), 23), 2 < p < pa and pg — 01 as ¢ = (ga)". Therefore

o @y = (€, B . (211)

Notice that p — (pq)~ is equivalent to ¢ — (go)*. We claim that
g =1, as p— (pa)”, (2.12)
where s = p, — p — 0%. In fact, it is easy to see that #g < 1. On the other hand,
we know for any R > 0, v4(z) — v(z) in B(0, R) N, uniformly as ¢ — (¢o)". By
@II), for any € > 0 small enough, there exists R > 0 large enough such that
(aga ()75 —¢ (2.13)

/ vPe(2)dz = lim vl (2)dz
B(0,R) p=(pa)™ JB(0,R)NQ,

IN

pa

= lim pl? " / ul (z)dx
p—(pa)” B(24,Rpq)NQ

s(n—a)
< lim  pg?? /ug(x)dx
Q

p—(Pa)”

s(n—a)
. p
lim g ,
p—(pa)

n
o

= ($aaa (V)
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where we use (ZI)) in the last equality. Thus the claim (ZI2) holds by using the
arbitrary chosen of e.

To continue, let wy(§),€ € ¥, be the Kelvin transform of vy, where 2}, is the
image of €, under the Kelvin transform. We have

p—1
wq(§) = / i) || (=) =D =(nte) gy (2.14)
Qx §—mnln—e
1

< C / ) ek gy

o Q |§_77|n_a E

< oof M) dn

- Q; | —nln—e

by using (Z12)).
For fixed 1 > r > 0 small, which will be determined later, we have wq (&) < C(r)
for |§| > 5. On the other hand, for £ € B*(0, 5) := B(0, 5) N Q};, by @14,

wh = (n)
%@soéwﬂgjﬁqm+a>

Take t = 27 > ¢o and p1 > 0 satisfies :0_11 =1

Then

— =, which implies that p; > pq.

(/ Wl (€)de) 7

I
2

wh=( ) 1

<of (f dn)Pdg) s +C(r)

B*(0,r) JB*(0,r) 1€ —nln—
< Cllwk o0, + C(r)
= O(/ (wh=2(n)wy () dn) * + C(r)

B*(0,r)

(P—2) 25 pot 7 i

< off W i) wl T T o)

B*(0,r) B*(0,r)

- a/ uf*“mmmﬂ/ Wl ()dn) % + O(r).
B*(0,r) B*(0,r)

Notice that (p —2)- & < p. Then as in (Z.13)), for ¢y > 0 small enough, there exists
r > 0 small enough such that

n (r—=2)%
/ wt(IP*Q)'a < C(/ wg) P
B*(0,r) B*(0,r)

(r=2)%

< O vh) TP <eo
Q.\B(0,7)
uniformly as ¢ close to g, and then
_9).n a 1
o wf P ® <5
B*(0,r)
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as q close to q,. Hence

(. et @005

< 5[ wpman® o)
B*(0,r)
1 L
< 5[ wpman® +ow).
B*(0,3)

Then w, € LP*(B*(0,3)) and |wy| zs (B(0,5)) < C(r) uniformly as ¢ — (ga)*.

Thus similar to Lemma 3.3 in [6], we know w, € L*(B*(0, 5)) uniformly as ¢ —

(go)T and thus we conclude. O

Now to prove (iii) of Theorem [[TT] we need the following lemma.
Lemma 2.2. We have ul ™! (2)uq(2q) = 0n a0z, () as p = (pa)”

Proof. Take any function ¢(z) € C§°(€2). For any small » > 0, by (ii) of Theorem

il
| ufl’_l(:b)uq(xq)cp(x)dﬂ
Q\B(zo,r)
(n—o)(p—1) U (x )
= C Ha e
Q\B(zo,r) |I - $0|
m=—)(p=1) o
< C(rpg 7 7= 0

as p = (pa)~. On the other hand, by using ([2I2)), (ii) of Theorem [[T], and the
Dominated Convergence Theorem, as p — (p)~, we have

/ Ul (@) () (o) de
B(zo,r)

= <P(330)/ o ugil(.uqz‘kxq)uq(xq).ugdz
B( i q /,qu
_ pa
= e[ ae
B( qu 4 )

— cp(:co)/ Upa*l(z)dz:go(xo)on)a,
since by ([239), (Z10), I,

1 n—a  nta
/nvpail(Z)dZ:/n(61(C +|x|2)T)nth2

0 _ o T ——=d
:czgw/ - 7(5% fo (1+ TT
n n+a - o0 pn—1
o (1+47)—= fo mdr
n (%) a=n
= (n2 (2) ) e =0n.a,

P(52)
where w, is the area of the unit sphere in R™, and

n :ﬂ_(n—a)/2 P(a/2) F(n/2) —a/n
Soran (R") F(n/2+a/2){ I'(n) }

)
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see [15]. Thus

[ @) el
B(zo,

= [ ) o)
B(zo,

= (p(20) + 0r(1))on,a
as p — (pa)~, where 0,(1) — 0 as 7 — 0. Therefore

/ u’q’fl(x)uq(xq)gp(x)dx — ©(20)0n,a
Q

as p — (pa)~. Thus we conclude. O
Proof of (iii) of Theorem [I.1] Firstly by using (ii) of Theorem [[T] it is easy
to see that there is one single point zo such that z, — zo as ¢ = (ga)™, up to a
subsequence, and

1

< —
Uq((Eq)’U,q(.’II) — C|I _ $O|n70‘7

ug(z) — 0 if & # xo, (2.15)

as ¢ = (ga)T. For any ¢ € C§°(Q), it is easy to check that [, Iz (|n) ~dx is
continuous in y € 2. Then by (1)) and Lemma 2 for any ¢ € C5°(Q),

[ wtzayunteystayis —léwWMAﬁigﬁﬁﬂw

|z —y[n—e

- /ng_l(y)uq(ﬂcq)dy/ﬂﬁdx

o(r)

_) - s
o o |r — x|

)

On.,a
|z—zo|m—

as ¢ = (ga)". So in order to prove that ug(xg)uq(z) — pointwise for

x # o, it is left to prove that uq(x4)uq(z) is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous
in Q\ B(zo,r) for any 7 > 0 small enough, as ¢ — (¢o)".

In fact, by using 2I0), ug(xg)uge(z) is uniformly bounded in © \ B(zg,r). On
the other hand, for any |z1 — 2s| < §, 21,22 € Q\ B(xo,7),

|ug(q)uq(r1) uq(xq)“q(x2)|

1
= uy(z uP~Hy)d
q\-*q |/ |.I |n o |$2_y|n,a) q (y) y|
I
Y)
< (”—Of)uq(fq)/Q |§—qy|T"+1dy|xl — T

(€ =tz + (1 — t)xe, for some t € (0,1))
ub ()

= (n—a)uq(xq)(/B(zo §)+/Q\B )mdyul — z2|. (2.16)

r
P

By Lemma 221
ub ™ (y)
Ug(2q) /B L dy

(wo.3) 1€ — 7ot

S C uQ(‘TQ)up 1( )dy — Con ) (217)
B(m()vz)
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as ¢ — (¢o)™. By using (ii) of Theorem [}

ub=! (y)
ug(z )/ ey
e O\B(xo,3) 1§ — "7t

< i G g
< Cugle RN v p—
T o\Beo,g) Mg+ | — @l € —y[rmott

- e ey G- / 1 ;
= % — Yy
! O\B(xo,3) 1§ — [Pt

L+(717°‘)2(p71)

< Cpg 772 -0, (2.18)
as ¢ = (ga)*. Thus combining with (2I6), 2I7) and (2I8)), we conclude that
ug(2q)uqg(x) is equicontinuous in Q \ B(xg,r) as ¢ = (¢a) ™. O

3. BLOWUP BEHAVIOUR FOR « > n

Proof of (i) of Theorem Notice that f;, = u{;_l is the energy minimizing
positive solution to (P,), and ga,q(Q) — @Wa (Q) >0as q— (¢a)” []. Then

(Enga ()72

fallzo@) = (Eag(@) 72 > S0t

>0 (3.1)

as q close to ¢q.
We assume by contradiction that minwu,(z) > Cy > 0 uniformly.
Q

If u,(r) < Co < oo uniformly, then it is easy to see that the C' norm of
ug(z) is also uniformly bounded by []. Thus u,(z) is equicontinuous. Hence
ug(r) — u*(x) > 0 pointwise as ¢ — (o)~ . We also have || f,||re) = |[f*|[Lana ()
as ¢ — (qa)~, where f* = (u*)P=~1. So f* is an energy minimizing positive solution
to (Py..), which is of C' obviously. Then we obtain a contradiction.

If max ug(x) := uqg(&,) — 00, then

Q

ub ' (y)
a T =yl
as ¢ — (q)~, which again gives a contradiction.
Thus we conclude that minu,(z) := uq(zq) = 0 and x4 — 9 € Q as ¢ — (¢a)
Q

00 — Ug(Zq) = dy < C < oo,

up to a subsequence.

To prove that z, will stay away from 02 as ¢ — (go)~, we consider two cases.
For simplicity, in the proof of this part below we write u instead of u4, f instead
of fy.

(I). The domain {2 is strictly convex.

By using the method of moving planes to integral equation (I]), which is omitted
here since it is standard (see for example [3], [4], [5], [6]), we can prove that there
exist tg > 0, > 0 depending on the domain only, such that for every z € 91,
u(x — tv) is decreasing in t € [0, to], where v € R”, |v| = 1 satisfying (v, 7 (z)) > a,
and ﬁ(x) is the unit outer normal of € at the boundary point x.

Now as in [I0], we can prove that there are 7,4 > 0 only depending on the
domain 2 such that for any = € {z € Q : d(z,0) < &}, there exists a measurable
set T, C {z € Q:d(2,00) > §/2} satisfying meas([';) > v and u(y) < u(z) for
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any y € I';. As in Theorem [Tl T'; again can be taken to be a piece of cone with
vertex at x. Then for any x € {z € Q : d(z,00) < ¢}, by B.I),

1

meai(l})/r uly)dy =

1

2

u(z) >

([ v

=

|
_ e q 1
= ([ fily)dy)r» >C >0
12" Jq

uniformly, which implies that x, must stay out of the region {z € Q : d(z,00Q) < §}
as ¢ = (qa) -

(IT). The domain £ is not necessarily strictly convex.

As in the proof of Theorem [L.I] we use the Kelvin transformation at each bound-
ary point and then apply the method of moving planes. We give the details for the
reader’s convenience.

Without loss of generality we assume P = (—1,0,---,0) € 99 and the ball
B(0, 1) contacts P from the exterior of 2. Let w(z),x € * be the Kelvin transform
of u, where 2* is the image of 2 under the Kelvin transform. We also can assume
that 1 = —1 is the tangent plane of 90Q* at P. Thus w(z) satisfies (2.2). Now it is
enough to prove that w(z) is decreasing along the z; direction in a neighbourhood
of P.

Again as in the proof of Theorem [[LI] assume that we can move the tangent
plane at P along the z; direction to the limiting place z1 = T, denoted by Tp, such
that the reflection of Q* N{x; < A} with respect to T} is also a subset of 2*, where
Ty={zeR" |z =2} e (1,7

We denote by ) the reflection of ©q := Q* N {x1 < T} with respect to Ty. Now
we apply the method of moving planes to integral equation (Z2)) on Q' := Q; UQY.

For any real number A € (—1,7), define 2, Xy, i,\, Ef as in the proof of Theorem
LT Set wy(z) := w(z*). We complete the proof in two steps.

Step 1. We show that for A\ larger than and sufficiently close to —1,

w(z) —wyr(z) >0, Vo e Xy, (3.2)
which can be obtained easily by

ow(x) wP~1(y) o) (p—
piee1 = (a0 — A S 7 — G - (n—a)(p—pa) g 0
ox, | 1=—1 (Oé n) ~/Q* |$_y|n,a+2( y1)|y| y <

since w(z) € C1(Q*).
Step 2. Plane T can be moved continuously towards right to its limiting position
T as long as inequality ([B.2]) holds. Thus we conclude that w(x) is decreasing in
the x; direction for any x € ;.

Define

Ao :=sup{X € (—1,7) | w(y) > wu(y),Vy € B, —1<p <A}

We claim that A\g = Z. For that we assume by contradiction that \g < T.
We first show that

w(x) > wx, (), in Xy,
Hence we have
w(z) —wx,(z) > ¢1 >0, inTy_g

for €; > 0 small, which will be determined later.
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In fact, as in ([Z4]), we have for x € 3, that
w(x) —wy,(x) (3.3)

> / B [ L _ L }wp—l(y)|y|(n—a)(p—pa)dy_
Efo\gko

K

If there exists some point £ € Xy, such that w(€) = wy,(£), then since |z — y| >
[zt —y| for z € ¥,y € EF, we deduce from (B.3) that

w(y) =00, Yy€ Efo\i,\o.

This contradicts to that w € C''(Q2*) since Ego\i Ao IS nOt empty.
For fixed small §; > 0, we choose € small and ¢ € (0,¢1) such that for any
X € [Ao, Ao + €), there holds
w(x) > wr(x),Vr € Tag—e,
and
1 1

|z —ylre  Jad —y|ne

| <61, foraxe Xy\Ex,—c-

Write
Y= {z € Trlwar(z) > w(x)}.
Similar to (Z5)), for any = € XY,

0 > w(z)—wr(z)

1 1
> _ wP () — wP ! (n—a)(p—pa) g
= /EA [|I—y|n70‘ |:E)‘—y|”*o‘}( (y) A (y))|y| Yy
1 1
> - (WP (y) = wf () |y| "V E P dy
/z;u [Il’ —yln |t - yl”*“} A

> o [ (@) -] )y,
Y

where C(Q2) > 0. Since w € C'(Q2*), there exists a positive constant Cy such that

CLO <w < (. It follows from the above that

L o) —wenae < o@a [ [ @ @) uk o)
< c@@-p [ [ ) - wl)dyds
< Ohere) [ (uny) - wl)ds

=y
which implies that
[wx — wllLr(zw) =0,
for 61,€,e1 > 0 small enough. Hence XY must have measure zero.
We thus have

w(x) —wy(z) >0, for any = € By, VA € [Ao, Ao +¢)

since w is continuous. This contradicts to the definition of Ag. Hence, \g = .
We hereby complete the proof by using the same argument as Theorem [[L1 O
To continue, we need the following lemma from [14].
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Lemma 3.1. Let v be a nonnegative measurable solution to

Pa—1
v(x) :/ vi(y)dy, z e R,
R

n |z =yl

then v = ¢ ( "% for some c1,c9 > 0,y0 € R™.

)
cat[z—yol?

Proof of (ii) of Theorem Notice that ug(x) = fi~'(z) € LP(Q) :=
{ul [ lu[Pdz < oo}, po < p < 0. Denote ug(xq) := minuy(x) = 0 as ¢ = (ga) -

z€Q
Let
_p-2 O- _
Hq = Uq = (zg) and Q, = Ta _ {z| 2= T % forn € Q}.
Hq Hq
Define
vg(2) 1= ud P ug(pgz + x4), for z € Q..
Then v, satisfies
vh 1 (y) =
’U(Z):/ qiidy, ZEQ,
! Q. |z —yl"e g
and v4(0) =1, vg(z) > 1.
Firstly, we have
1=, (0) = [ ol (3.4
Claim: We have
lim inf vg_l(y)dy > ¢o > 0. (3.5)

—(4)~ Ja,

Otherwise, if up to a subsequence fQu vP~(y)dy — 0 as ¢ — (o), then for fixed
Ry > 0 we actually can prove that vy(z) — 1 uniformly for z € B(0,Rg) N, as
q — (ga)~, which then gives a contradiction. In fact for any € > 0, there exists
R > 0 large enough and ¢ close to ¢4, such that

1 < wy(2)
p—1 p—1
_ / W g / )
Q,\B(Oo,R) |z —y[" B(o,R) |7 —y["

RO — ’Ug_l(y) — -1
< s | Ly + (R R [ gy

R Q,\B(0,R) lyl B(0,R)

R
< T (R RS [ )y

QH

< 1+ g + %, for z € B(0, Ry) N, uniformly.

That is, vg(z) = 1, z € B(0,Rp) N, uniformly as ¢ — (ga) -
It is also easy to see that fﬂu Ug_l(y)dy is uniformly bounded as ¢ — (¢o)~ by
using (34), which then combining with (8 gives that

0<Ci(1+12])*" <wg(2) < Co(1+4 |2|)*™", uniformly for any z. (3.6)
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Now we claim v4(2) is equicontinuous on any bounded domain Qc Q,, when
q — (ga)”. For z € Q, we write

Pl Pl
vg(2) :/ qi(f)adw/ %dy_
Q,\B(0,R) |z —yl Q,NB(0,R) |z =y

For € > 0 small enough, we have for z € Q that

pP—1 pP—1
[ e P W,
Q,\B(0,R) |z =yl Q,\B(0,R) lyl

< C/Oo pla—n)(p=D+a-14. _ ople—n)(p-1)+a - (3.7)
R

as q close to q,, and R > 0 large enough. On the other hand, it is easy to see that
p*l(‘ ) ~ ~
fB(O,R)ﬂQM %dy € C1(Q). Hence for 21,2 € Q,

pP~1 pp~1
I/ e (Z) —dy — / —— (i),a dy|
B(0,R)N%, |21 — Yl B(O,R)N, |72 — Yl

1
< C/ —————dy|z1 — 22|,
B(0,R)NQ, v W) |§ —y[nott | |

S Ra 1|Zl - ZQ| (38)

where & = tz1 + (1 — t)z2 for some ¢ € (0,1). By B.1) and (3:8) we conclude that
vg(2) is equicontinuous on the bounded domain Qc Q, when ¢ — (¢a)~-

As ¢ = (ga)~, since z4 will stay away from 0, we have Q, — R", v4(z) —
v(z) € C(R™), where v(z) satisfies

pPa—1
v(z) = /R 7@)@/, v(0) = 1.

n |z =yl

By Lemma [B1] and noticing that mﬁ@n v(z) = v(0), we know
€

v(z) = e

for some c1, c2 > 0 satisfying

1 n—o
—s) 3.9
ey + |Z|2) ( )

c1ocy? =1 (3.10)
By [4] we know Ea,qa Q) = Ea,qa (R™). Then we know vP=~1 is an extremal function
to €a,q. (R™) since

ga,qa (Rn) < f n VP (y)dy2 _ (/n pPe (y)dy)f%

(Jan vP= (y)dy) 7
= lim 0P (2)dz) "
9—(22)~ Jo q( ) )
L _a
= lim /up z)dx) "
(q%(qa) Hi Q q() )

( lim ug(a:)dx)_%

9—(2.)" Ja

= Caga(Q) = Eag. (RY),

IN
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where we use B8), 1)), po <p <0 and pg — 0" as ¢ = (o). Then

/ VP (y)dy = (aq, (R™)) 7%, (3.11)
To continue, let wy be the Kelvin transform of v,, that is,

L (i
e g2

we(§) = ) € EQ—Z?

which satisfies

wpil(n) n—a)(p—1)—(n+a
wq(g):/ ) )k gy
Qr §—n

where 7, is the image of {2, under the Kelvin transform.

For fixed r > 0 small, which will be determined later, we have w,(§) > C(r) for
€1 > 5

For a fixed rg > 0, we know that v,(z) — v(x) = 1(02 B )% uniformly in
B1/ro(0) \ B1/(2r0)(0) as ¢ = (¢a) ™ Then for § € (B2, (0) \ B, (0)) N €Y,

|,§|2> o(1))

Cri™™(C +o0(1))
C(TQ).

wq(§) < €[ (w(

<
<

Then for any £ € B,-(0) Ny, with 7 > 0 small enough,

wh~' ()
wy(§) > C/ T —=dn > C(ro)
(Barg (0\Bro (00925 1§ — 71|
uniformly as ¢ = (¢o)~. Thus we conclude. O
Remark 3.2. As in (ZI2), we also can prove
py =1, as p— (pa)", (3.12)

where s = p — po — 07, In fact, it is easy to see that uf < 1. By B.6) and B.II),

(Eng. ()& = lim u? (z)da

p=a)t Jo !

T s(n—a)
= lim  pg p72/ ol (2)dz = lim g "* /Qvg(z)dz
n

p=(Pa)t 2% p=(pa)t

s(n—a)

=t [ e = G @) F dm

p—(pa)t p—(pa)t

where we use (BI) in the first equality. Thus ([BI2]) holds.

Now to prove (iii) of Theorem [[2] we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. We have ub™' (z)ugy(xq) = 0n,abey(x) as p — (pa)t.
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Proof. Take any function ¢(x) € C§°(£2). For any r > 0 small, by (ii) of Theorem

2
| uh ™ (@)ug(zq)p(x)dz]
Q\ B(zo,r)
(n—a)(p—1) u (ZE )

= ¢ / Ha ==k
Q\B(zo,r) |I - $0|
m=—a)(p=1) o

< Cpg ° P2 50

as p — (pa)T. On the other hand, by using (39), I0), (311 and (FI2), similar
to Lemma [2.2] we have

[t @uesots > pa) [ @) = laon
B(zo,r)

n

as p — (pa)T. Thus
/| @) (o) + o (D)o
0,7
as p — (pa)T, where 0,.(1) — 0 as r — 0. Hence
| @laeta)ds = (e

asp— (pa)™. O
Proof of (iii) of Theorem From (ii) of Theorem it is easy to see that
there is one single point xy such that z, — o, up to a subsequence, and

ug(zg)ug(x) > Clz — z0]*™",  uq(x) — o0 if & # w0,

as ¢ = (ga)” . For any ¢ € C5°(Q), it is also easy to check that [, %dm is

continuous in y € . Then by (1)) and Lemma 3.3} for any ¢ € C5°(Q),
ub ™! (y)uq(zq)
/Q Ug(zq)uq(z)p(z)dr = /Q(p(a:)da: /Q Bq WHha%a),,

|x_y|n—o¢
_ ()
= u? " (y)ug(z dy/ ———dx
/Q q ( ) q( q) Q |I—y|n70‘
o [

Qv — x|

On.,a
|z—zo|m—

as ¢ — (ga)~. So to prove that ug(zq)us(z) — pointwise for x # o, it
is enough to prove that uq(zq)uq(x) is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous in
O\ B(xg,r) for any r > 0 small enough, as ¢ = (¢a) -

In fact, by using [B.6) and B.12),
T — x4

_ 2a _ 2a
Ug(Tq)uq() = p1g " vg(2) < Cpg "> (L + [T (2= T)
q
_ 2a — —2a 4p g
= Cpg 77 (1+ |u|)a7n < Clq e <cC

Hq
uniformly in Q\ B(zg,7) as ¢ — (¢a)”. On the other hand, similar to the proof
of (iii) of Theorem [[L1] by using Lemma [B.3] and (ii) of Theorem [[.2] we can prove
that ug(zq)uq(x) is equicontinuous in Q \ B(zo,7) as ¢ = (¢a)~ - O
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