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Classification of solutions to a biharmonic equation
on the half-space and ball with pairs of conformal
boundary operators

Xuezhang Chen* and Shihong Zhang'
*TDepartment of Mathematics & IMS, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, P. R. China

Abstract: We introduce the notion of a biharmonic Poisson kernel associated with certain pair of conformal
boundary operators and present its explicit formula. With this powerful tool, we next establish the classi-
fication theorems of nonnegative solutions to a biharmonic equation on the upper half-space and unit ball
with proper pairs of conformal boundary operators.
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1 Introduction

Caffarelli-Gidas-Spruck [5] established the celebrated Liouville-type theorem: For n > 2, a C?
solution of

—Au=(n+1)(n— 1)uz_ﬁ, u>0 in R™!

is of the form

n—1
£ 2
u(X) = <m> ., e€Ry, XpeR"L
Under an additional hypothesis u(X) = O(| X |'™") as | X| — oo, the same result was also proved
earlier by Obata [28] and Gidas-Ni-Nirenberg [16]. Let R = {X = (v,t)| # € R",t € Ry}
denote the upper half-space with boundary Z?]R’}fl = R" and B"*! denote the unit ball in R"*!,
Escobar [13] used the Obata-type argument to characterize minimizers of a sharp Sobolev trace
inequality on B!, via a conformal map between RTFI and B!, which is equivalent to seeking
smooth solutions to

Au=0, u>0 in R
(1.1)

n+1

—Ou(x,0) = (n — L)unr—1 on ORTH

under an extra hypothesis that u(X) = O(|X|'*™") as | X| — oo. Y. Y. Li-Zhu [26] (see also,
Y. Y. Li-Zhang [25]) employed the moving sphere method to prove the following Liouville-type
theorem without the above hypothesis: A C? solution of (1.1) is of the form

n—1

€ 2
s E€R+,Z’0€Rn.

w@,t) = <(5 +1)? + |z — x0)?

Such Liouville-type theorems of general critical growth second order semilinear elliptic equations
on Rﬁ“ are referred to Escobar [14], Y. Y. Li-Zhang [25] etc.
Sun-Xiong [30] classified nonnegative smooth solutions of the following conformally invariant

; . +2m—1
polyharmonic boundary value problem: Form > 2 n+1>2mand1 < p < %
A"u =0 in ]R’}fl,
A NFu(x,0) =0 on  OR"T (1.2)
(—=1)™m9,A™ tu(z,0) = uP on OR"T

where 0 < k < m — 2. When m is even, assume in addition that u(X) = o(|X|*"!) as

| X | — oo, then for the critical exponent p = %

n—2m+1 m—1

t2m—1 A 2 ok
u(l'? t) :C(n7 m) n+2m—1 dy + Z t P2k) (':U)7

e (o —y[2 4 2) 5\ 4y Pt

where zp € R™, A € R4, ¢(n,m) is a normalized constant and P, (x) denotes a polynomial of

: . . n+2m—1
degree 2k in the variable z; for 1 < p < e

m—1
u(z,t) = Z 2 Py ().
k=1

2



A key step of their approach is to improve the integrability of a Kevin transformation u* for
(—A)™ via an iteration method, and eventually to show that the singularity of u* can be removed
at t = 0; in the next step, the integral equation of ©* on (‘ﬂRﬁH is solved by the classification theo-
rems due to Chen-Li-Ou [9] and Y. Y. Li [24], then the standard method can give the classification
of nonnegative solutions to (1.2).

Conformal boundary operators %’i’ for k € {0,1,2,3} associated with the Paneitz operator
have attracted a lot of attention, see [18, 4, 6, 11] etc. In the study of zeta functional determinants
on a four-manifold with boundary, Chang-Qing [8] discovered a third order conformally covariant
boundary operator %;. The discovery of conformal boundary operators %’2 to an (n+1)-manifold
(X "+1, g) with boundary 0X ntl — MM is due to Branson-Gover [3], Juhl [23], Gover-Peterson
[19], Grant [20], Stafford [29] etc. The Paneitz operator Pf and %i’ enjoy the property (cf. [7,

Theorem 1.1]) that if § = €27 g, then for all ¥ € C>°(X"+1),

Py(T) = e "TTPY (T T) (1.3)
and ~ +2k—3 -3
BIW)=e" 2 He 2 "W). (1.4)

Readers are referred to Case [7] or authors [11] for explicit formulae of Pf and %’,Z’ on mani-
folds with boundary. We are concerned with two conformally equivalent model spaces: ]R’}FH
and B"!. On the upper half-space (Rﬁ“, (WRTFl, |dX|?), the explicit formulae of conformal
boundary operators are %3 (u) = u and

B3 (u) = — dyu;
B3 (u) =0%u — Au;
PB3(u) =0 Au + 2A0,u

for all w € C(R7*!). On the unit ball (B"*+!,S", |d¢[?), these conformal boundary operators
are Z3(U) = U and

oU n-—3
*U oU n—3)(n—-—1
%3(U) o2 AsnU + (n — 2)5 + %()UZ
,@g(U) = — ar — 2AS7LE — B 67‘2 — B ASnU
2 Or 4

for all U € C*°(B"t!), where r = |¢] for £ € B"+!; the corresponding boundary curvatures

(T?) g are constant and set T3 = 253(T73) ., for 1 < i < 3, explicitly,

gsn gsn

— -1 — 2_1 —
T%:n 37 Tg:(n )2(71 3) and ng(n )(n —3)

will be used throughout the paper.



Convention. Let A and A denote the Euclidean Laplacians on R™ and R™, respectively. Let
P = %_kg_?’ for k €{0,1,2,3}, as p;. + 1 is the critical Sobolev exponent associated to %’i’

This motivates us to classify nonnegative smooth solutions to biharmonic boundary value
problems on Rﬁ“ associated with pairs of conformal boundary operators (%f’, %5’ )fori < j €
{1,2,3}: For p;, p; > 0, provided u(x, 0) has some suitable decay at infinity,

A’u=0 in R
B3 (u) = TuPi on IR (1.5)
%’f(u) = ']I‘;-’upj on ORTH.

The nonlinear interaction among %; and 93]3 brings us new obstacles, compared with vanishing
lower order part of derivatives in [30]. So, it has great difficulty in applying the approach in [30]
to (1.5), as well as some peculiar phenomena occur.

An extremely powerful tool in our approach is so-called biharmonic Poisson kernel consisting
of two kernel functions corresponding to a proper pair of conformal boundary operators (%f’ , %?)
In the following, we separate our discussion into two cases: n # 3 and n = 3. In the latter case,
it involves the critical dimension for both the Paneitz operator and %’g’

Definition 1.1 (Poisson kernel for a biharmonic boundary value problem) Fori,j € {0,1,2,3}
and i < j, a pair of kernel functions P? & Pf (X) for X € RTFI is called a biharmonic Poisson
kernel associated to a pair of conformal boundary operators (%’f, %’5’) if the following Poisson
integral

(X) =[PP+ fi + P} = fi](X)
:/ nt1 P;’(x =y, 1) fily)dy + / Pj?’(x - Y, t)fj(y)dy
OR™

1+1
OR™

makes sense, provided f;, f; € C?(R™) have suitable decays at infinity, and gives a classical
solution to

A%v=0 in ]R’}fl,
B3 (v) = f; on ORTH (1.6)
%3 (v) = f; on ORTHL

Obviously, the notion of biharmonic Poisson kernel could be naturally extended to B"+! with
boundary condition (%3, %’5’)

Theorem 1.1 Forn # 3 and X = (x,t) € R’}fl, we let

2(n+1) t3

P3(X) = ;

1) =g (2 + |2[2)"5
2 t2

Plg(X) = T ienl gl

ISP (@2 + |2[2)



1 t .
(n=DIS" (12 4 |z2) "z

1 1
(n—1)(n=3)IS"] (12 4 |z2)"5"

PY(X) = -

PY(X) =

Suppose (i) fo € C2(R™) N L=®(R™) ; (i) k € {1,2,3}, fr € C?(R") and f), = O(|z|7*~%) as
|x| — oo for some 6 € Ry. Then fori,j € {0,1,2,3} and i + j # 3, the explicit formula of
Poisson kernel corresponding to biharmonic boundary value problem (1.6) is PZ-?’ &5, PJ‘?’.

Remark 1.1 It is straightforward to verify that other than two pairs (B3, %83) and (53, %3),
each (%’f, %’5’) satisfies ‘the complementing condition’ introduced by Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg
[1, Section 10], see also [15, Section 2.3].

For a smooth compact Riemannian manifold (X", ¢) with boundary M"™ and n > 4, under
the assumption that a certain conformal invariant Al(Pf ) > 0 (see [7]), the existence and unique-
ness of smooth solutions to the following boundary value problem was studied in [7, Proposition
1.3]: For fo, fi € C°(M™),

PIU =0 in X"t
BU = fo on M",
BIU = fi on  M".

On the model space (B"+!,S™, |d¢|?), for each proper pair of conformal boundary operators,
such a biharmonic boundary value problem is expected to be better understood, serving as a first
step to the prescribing boundary curvature problem on manifolds with boundary.

Theorem 1.2 Suppose n # 3 and f; € C*®(S"™) fori € {0,1,2,3}. For & € B"" and n € S",
we let

- n+1(1- )’

= 1 (1—[¢?)?

=3 -~ 1 1—[¢?
BEN = e
Pien) = ! !

(n—1)(n = 3)[S"] [ —n*=3
Then, fori < j € {0,1,2,3} we have

(i) Fori+ j # 3, the solution of the follow biharmonic boundary value problem

AU =0 in Bt
B3U = f; on  S™ (1.7)
,@;’?U — fj on S,



is unique and has the form of
U©) = [ PHERmVent) + [ P& 0V (o)

(ii) For pairs (0,3) and (1,2), problem (1.7) has multiple smooth solutions.

Remark 1.2 It is notable that restricting £ to S™, 2P§’ (&,m) coincides with the Green function
of fractional GIMS operator Py on S™ (c¢f. the first author and Shi [10, Theorem 1(3)]). As
an application, we can recover a special case in Case [7, Theorem 1.4] about the relationship
between extrinsic and intrinsic GJMS operators, see Proposition 3.1 and its biharmonic Poisson
kernel proof in Appendix A. Moreover, the non-uniqueness in Theorem 1.2(ii) actually arises from
the invertibility of fractional GIMS operators P3 and Py, see [7, 10] for the definition.

We are ready to introduce a biharmonic Green function on B"+! with each of four proper pairs
of conformal boundary operators. Let

1
and )
F(S—n)=W\§—n!)=—mlog!§—n! when n =3

denote the fundamental solution of A% in R®*!. We consider an nonhomogeneous biharmonic
boundary value problem with vanishing boundary conditions

AU = f in Bt
B3U =0 in S", (1.8)
B30 =0 in S"™

Remark 1.3 A clever observation in (4.1) provides a traditional way in understanding bihar-
monic Poisson kernel: Conformal boundary operators 93 indeed act as a bridge between the
biharmonic Poisson kernel and fundamental solution.

Definition 1.2 (biharmonic Green function) Let feC®B ) andi < j € {0,1,2,3} with
i+ j # 3. A function GUI) - (€,n) € B x BnFl i R U {oo} for (1.8) is called a Green
function, if GU9) satisfies

« £ GUI(E ) =T (¢ —n) € C®(BH1) forall n € BT,
. Ag (G(i’j)(g,n) (= 77)) = 0forall (¢£,1) € B"H x B+,

« B3GEI) =, ,@?G(i’j) =0onS"

Formally, the above Green function enables us to express a unique solution to (1.8) as

UE© =G f&)= | G nfmdn
We first notice that G(O1) coincides with the Boggio formula (see, e.g., Boggio [2] or Gazzola-
Grunau-Sweers [15, Lemma 2.27]), next combine this with biharmonic Poisson kernel to derive
explicit formulae of Green functions.



Theorem 1.3 For n # 3, the representation formula of Green function G 10 (1.8) is

2

GOV 1) =T~ )+ 3T(el 1€~ ab [(n -9 - 1)
2

G2 (€ =€ ~ ) 5Tl 16" =1 [ (0= 3 s (0=

GO (¢,m) =T'(¢ — ) — T(|¢] - € = n));
GU3)(&,n) =I(& —n) +T(|€] - [€" —n]);

where £* = |€]72¢ for 0 # £ € B"+1. Moreover, there holds
0<GOD(En) < GO (En) < GII(En) <GP n), VE£neBr
with equality if and only if either £ € S™ or n € S™.
In the critical dimension that n = 3, we have

Theorem 1.4 Suppose i,j € {0,1,2,3} and i < j. The following are explicit formulae of bihar-
monic Poisson kernels on Rﬁ_ and B,

(1) Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1 when n = 3, then the same formulae of PZ-3
are true except for

P(X) = 4]83] log(t + |2|*) + CeR

for X € R4, and the biharmonic Poisson kernel for (1.6) is PZ-3 <) Pj‘?’ when i + j # 3.

(2) Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.2 when n = 3, then the same formulae of PE’
are true except for

Pj(&.n) = 2|Sg|10g|£ n+C, CeR
for & € B,y € S®. Moreover, we have

(i)t = 1,2 and j = 3, the solution of (1.7) is

1
1S3 Jss

:/83 P}”(f —n)fi(n)dVass(n) — ﬁ /83 log |€ — n|f3(n)dVas(n), V&€ BL

U(€) - UdVis

(ii) (2,7) = (0,1) or (0, 2), the unique solution of (1.7) is

U) = [ PAE—miAin) + PHE — n)fynaVes(n), V€ B



Theorem 1.5 The representation formula of Green function G 10 (1.8) is

GO (¢, ) =D(E — ) — D(le] - |€" — nl) + ( £ — ol —1>'
’ s e =~ )

~(2,3) _ - Cle* N 1 |£ - 77|2 i .
G, n) =I€ — )+ T(el- € ) — s +e cem

[€71¢* — nl?
GO (¢ n) =I(€ —n) — T(¢] - [€* — n));
GUA (g ) =T(E = m +T(gl - [¢ —n) + €, CeR;

for €,m € B4, where £ = |€|72€ for 0 # £ € B

We shall assemble the biharmonic Poisson kernel part in Section 3 and the biharmonic Green
function part in Section 4.

We next turn to prove classification theorems of nonnegative solutions to (1.5) in RZL_H. Before
presenting the proof of our results, in Section 2 we first need to study the nontrivial solutions of
an associated homogeneous problem to (1.6) under suitable assumptions on the decay rate at
infinity of the initial data, and also describe asymptotic behavior of two typical singular integrals
originating from the biharmonic Poisson integrals for RT’I.

For simplicity, we introduce a ‘geometric bubble function’ associated to above biharmonic
boundary value problem by

n—3

2e ’ +1
) () eRTH,

(e+1t)2+ |z —x0]?

Uefint) = (

and its boundary function by u. ,,(x) = Uy 4,(z,0), where ¢ € R4, zp € R™.

For the pair (%3, %3), under appropriate decay rate at infinity of initial data, the intrinsic na-
ture of %’g’ boundary condition enables us to determine the explicit representation of » on 8R7}r+1,
see Lemma 5.1. Using basic properties of U, ;, and biharmonic Poisson kernel, we establish
that every nonnegative smooth solution is a sum of a bubble function and a polynomial. When
p3 = pz, a striking feature is that the bubble function (in general, without geometric meaning)
does not vanish even if p; # pj, and is exact U ,, when p; = p]; whereas for p; < pj, the
bubble function vanishes.

Theorem 1.6 Forn > 4 and p1,p3 > 0, let u be a nonnegative smooth solution of

A%u=0 in Rf‘fl,
B3 (u) = TuP! on IR
B3 (u) = TauPs on IR

Assume u(x,0) = O(|z|~¢) as |x| — oo for some constant ¢ > max{3/ps,1/p1}. Then we have

(1) If p3 = p3 = Z—*_’% and p1 > ﬁ then there exist some € € Ry, xg € R™ and nonnegative
constant cqo such that

u(w,t) = My(z,t) + cat?,



where

+ T3P s 50| (z,1).

Ml(:Evt) = [Tspl * ue xo
In particular, if p1 = p] = Z—:é then
w(z,t) = Ue g, t) + cot?.

(2) If0 < p3 < p3, then u(z,t) = cot? for every nonnegative constant cs.

For a nonlinear boundary conditions involving the exceptional pair (%3, %3), there still exists
a surprising classification theorem for problem (1.5) relying not on pq, p, but on py/p;.

Theorem 1.7 Forn > 4 and p1,p2 > 0, let u be a nonnegative smooth solution of

A’u=0 in R
B3 (u) = T3uP! on ORYH,
B3 (u) = TauP? on IR

Assume u(z,0) = O(|x| ™) as |x| — oo for some constant ¢ > 2/ps. Then we have

(1) I f;—f = ”+1 and p1 > 0, then there exist some ¢ € Ry, xg € R™ and nonnegative constant
cg such that

u(z,t) = My(x,t) + c3t?,

where

*

Py

My(z,t) = | P3 s ully, + T3PS % u? 2o | (z,1).
In particular, p1 = p] = Z—:é, then
u(w,t) = Ue g (2, 1) + c3t>,

(2) If i—f < Z—ﬂ , then u(x,t) = c3t> for every nonnegative constant cs.

The pair (%3, %3) becomes more challenging and pj is still the dominant exponent. Espe-
cially, when p; = p; for i = 1,2, 3, the bubble function happens to be the same U, ,,; meanwhile,
the polynomial part varies according to distinct circumstances.

Theorem 1.8 For n > 4 and ps, p3 > 0, let u be a nonnegative smooth solution of

A%u=0 in Rf‘fl,
B3 (u) = TauP? on IR
B3 (u) = TauPs on IR

Assume u(z,0) = O(|z| =€) as | X| — oo for some constant ¢ > max{2/ps,3/p3}. Then we have



(1) If p3 = p3 = ”+3 and pg > = 3, then there exist some € € Ry, xg € R™ and nonnegative
constant c1 such that

u(xz,t) = Ms(x,t) + c1t,
where
M3($’t) [PO *u€w0+T2P2 *uegco] (:Evt)'

In particular, py = p5 = Z—*_’é then

u(z,t) = U po(x,t) + cit.
(2) If 0 < p3 < Z+§’ then u(x,t) = cyt for every nonnegative constant cy.

These classification results demonstrate that the dominant impact of %f’ is different, accord-
ingly, 2} < %3 < %3. In Section 5 we shall present the proof of Theorems 1.6-1.8.

The above classification results in Rﬁ“ enable us to classify nonnegative solutions to bihar-
monic boundary value problems on B"*! with one boundary point singularity.

Theorem 1.9 Suppose n > 4 and U € C*(B"+1\{—e,,1}) is a nonnegative solution to

AU =0 in B,
BIU) = ']1‘3Un+21 on  S™\{—eni1}, (1.9)
#(U) = ']1‘3U = on  S"\{—eni1},
where i,j € {1,2,3} withi < j. Assume that there exist o € (0, (n"+3 )) and C' € R such that
sup UQI€ +ept|* < C. (1.10)

£eS"\{—ent1}

Then there exist some & € B" 1! and nonnegative constant ¢ such that

_ 1 —[&/? >73 _ 3_n< 1— |2 >G—i—j
U<§)_<’§\2’§0!2—250'5+1 FeleFenn T e '

o . (n=1)(n=3)
Remark 1.4 Ifi = 1,5 = 2, then the assumption of « can be relaxed to a € (0, %)

which ensures thatn — 3 — o > % by virtue of Theorem 1.7.

A direct consequence of Theorem 1.9 is to prove the uniqueness of positive smooth solutions
to a certain type of geometric partial differential equations on B"+1,

Corollary 1.1 Suppose n > 4 and U is a positive smooth solution in B"*+1 to

AU =0 in Bt
BIU) = TU 5 s

: =T on ,
BIU) = T?’U"”’ : on S,

10



where i < j € {1,2,3}. Then

n—3

_ 1— |&o)? > ?
U“"‘(m%@w—%mg+1

for some & € BT

We now pause to comment on the decay assumptions at infinity of initial data that u(z,0) =

O(Jxz|~¢) as |z| — oo in Theorems 1.6-1.8. For critical exponents p}, such assumptions are to
3(n—3)
n+3
in Theorem 1.7. As will show in the proof of Theorem 1.9,

ensure that involved Poisson integrals are well-defined. As a result, this deduces that ¢ >
2(n—3)
n+1

we know ¢ = n — 3 — a, then the assumption (1.10) leads to a < n{n— P %) and o < %,

respectively. Another interpretation of assumption of « is as follows: If %3(U) = 3T3Un 3 €

in Theorems 1.6 and 1.8; ¢ >

L'(S™) for a smooth conformal metric § = U*/("~3)|d¢|?, then near the singular pomt —€p41,

n+3 n+3) 1/an
U (€) S 1€+ enm| "5 € LIS,

which requires 0 < a < "gl";;). Intuitively, %35(U) € L'(S") means U € W3(S") —

W25~ (S™). This roughly gives B3(U) € L7"1(S"), and also
ntl % an(n+1) 1/an
(V€)™ Sl + enal D < Lin),

which requires o < %
In Section 6, we give the proof of Theorem 1.9, and as applications we also establish two sharp
geometric inequalities over some Q-curvature flat conformal class of (B"*! |d¢|?) for n > 4,

including a sharp inequality of isoperimetric type.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Professor Qiangiao Guo for bringing [17] into their sight.

2 Preliminaries

We give asymptotic behavior of two prototypes of singular integrals, coming from biharmonic
Poisson integrals on RZL_H.

Lemma 2.1 Suppose f € Ll _(R™) with f(z) = O(|z|™%) as |x| — oo for some a € R..
Assume 0 < o < n/2 and a + 20 > n. We define

_ f)
o) = [ e sy

Then there holds

n—2a—min{a,n} :
|MXN5{X‘ azn

o ) , as | X| — oo.
| X |7 log | X| it a=n

11



Proof. We decompose R = Ay U Ay U A3 with

Ay ={ylly| < |=|/2}, Az = {yllz —y| < |z|/2},
Az ={ylly| > |=|/2,]z — y| > |x[/2} .

|z|

Casel. |X|> landt > 5.
There hold ¢ >> 1 and | X| ~ ¢ due to

X e
- 2 2

<.

In Ay, we have |z — y| ~ |z| and t? + |z — y|? ~ 2, hence

t—2a|p|n—min{a,n}  if
ORI MVIOIYES S oz
A t=2log(lx| +1) if a=n

- |X|n—2a—min{a,n} if a 7& n
~ X2 log | X| if a=n
In Ag, we have |z — y| < |z|/2 < t, |y| ~ |z| and t? + |z — y|> ~ ¢2, then

‘X’n—2a—min{a,n} if a 7& n

Jt <t_20‘/ dy < .
lv(z,t)| < |f ()l yN{\X]‘2alog]X\ $aen

Ao

In Az, we have |z — y| < |y| + || < 3|y| and |y| < |x — y| + || < 3|z — y|, whence
|z — y| ~ |y| . We further decompose A3 = A3y U Ago with

Az = Asn {ylly| > t}, Asz = AN {ylly| < t}.

In A3y, we have t2 + |z — y|? ~ |y|* and

‘U(Z’,t)’ 5/ %dy 5 / ‘y’_“_2ady S t”—a—Qa 5 ’X‘n—a—2a.
A3t |y| ly|>t

In A3z, we have t2 + |z — y|? ~ ¢? and

tn—2a—min{a,n} if a 75 n

t=2]ogt if a=n

|f(y)|dy 5{

- ‘X’n—2a—min{a,n} if a 75 n
~ X2 log | X| if a=n

M%MSFM/

As2

Hence we combine the estimates above to obtain

’X‘n—2a—min{a,n} if a 7& n

v(z,t)| < .
ol o) {|X|_2‘”10g|X| it a=n

12



Case 2. |X| > landt < %'

We have |z| > 1 and | X| ~ |z| due to

.

] Ot

o] < |X|* =2+ |2]* <

In A, we have % <|lz—y| < % and t2 + |z — y|* ~ |z|?, then,

’x‘—2a’x‘n—min{a,n} if a 75 n

,t< —2a/ dy <
@ 0)| S Jo uwnywﬂﬂﬁﬂ%wﬂ+w LT

Aq
- ’X‘n—2a—min{a,n} if a 75 n
~ X% log | X| if a=n

In Ay, we have |x|/2 < |y| < 3|x|/2. Further decompose Ay = As; U Ago with
Aot = A {yllz —y[ >t} and A = AN {ylle —y| <t}

For Ay, we have t? + |z — y|> ~ |z — y|? and

—a 1 n—2a—a
w@msﬁlﬂﬁlwsm / L gy < |xpee,
21

T — y|2> w—y|<lzl/2 [T — Y[**

For Ago, t? + |z — y|? ~ t2, we know

hwmﬂsrmf

If(W)ldy < t—2a’x\_“/ dy < |X|"20,
Az

lz—y|<t

For A3, we know |y|/3 < |z — y| < 3Jyl, |y| > |z|/2 > t, whence, t* + |2 — y|? ~ |y|*. Then,

lv(z,t)] 5/ @dy g/ ‘y’—(2a+a)dy < ’X‘n—2o¢—a.
As ’y‘ ly|>|z|/2
Hence, putting these facts above together we have
X n—2a—min{a,n} if
lv(z,t)] S | ‘2 : atn
| X7 log | X]| if a=n

Lemma 2.2 Suppose f € Li _(R") with the decay that f(x) = O(|z|7°) as |z| — oo for some
positive constant b. We define

B
W(ﬂj‘,t) = A” ( ! ] f(y)dy7 BeR,.

2l y) T
Then there holds
— min{b,n} :
(e, )] <4 X ifb#An as | X| — oo.
|X |7 log | X| it b=n
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Since the same trick works for the above second type singular integral, we omit the proof.
For r € Ry, let B = B.(0) N R and 0¥ B = 9B} N R, Let Py(z) denote a

polynomial with degree k in the variable x, where k € N. Given u € C'* (]R’}FH), we introduce a
Kelvin transform for A? by

uw*(X) = | X|P " (%) . X eRTN\{o}.

For our purpose, we need to refine Sun-Xiong’s results [30, Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2]
on homogeneous biharmonic boundary value problems.

Lemma 2.3 Let u € C®(R"™) be a solution of

A’y =0 in R
Opu(z,0) =0 on OR}H, 2.1
OAu(x,0) =0 on ORM.

Suppose (i) lim ;| u(z,0) = 0; (ii) there exist some 6, C' € Ry such that
w(X) > —-C|X|7° as |X|— . (2.2)
Then, u(z,t) = cot? for some nonnegative constant c.

Proof. It is notable that the nonnegativity of solutions is removed compared with that of Sun-
Xiong [30].

The proof consists of three steps.
Step 1. u* € L' (By").

First, rewrite the boundary conditions as Z3u = 0, Z3u = 0, then it follows from conformal

covariance that u* satisfies the biharmonic boundary value problem (2.1) in R\ {0}.
Define

1 4

—(t — fi t >

et = 4 2 (t—e) or > e,
0 for 0<t<e.

Notice that . € C! (erfl) and u* is biharmonic on RZ‘FH\{O}, then integrating by parts gives

/ u*(X)A%n.dX
Bf
) ) ) )
= A (X) =10, — —Au*(X)ne + u*(X)=—An. — —u*(X)An. | do.
[y (8GOS = G000 (00— (). ) o
Letting € — 0 we obtain
/ W (X)X < C. 23)
B+

1
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Write v*(X) = u} (X) — v* (X). It follows from the assumption (2.2) that u* (X) <
C|X|%+3~™. Using (2.3) we obtain

/ (X)X < C +/ W (X)dX < O
B By

and thus u* € L*(By).

Step 2. u(X) = o(| X|*) as | X| — oo.

For each 7 € R, we set v.(X) = u*(rX), which is biharmonic in R""'\{0}. Now we ex-
tend v, by an even reflection to R"*1\ {0} and apply the local estimates for biharmonic functions
in [27, Proposition 4] to obtain

< < —(n+1)y,,*
orllzoe iy, oy S Norlnsy \mg 0 S 7710 sy, 057 -

Since u* € L!(B;"), we may take r sufficiently small such that

_ —(n+1)
;/4\B;‘r/2) —O(T‘ )

[Ju* HLoo(B
This in turn implies
u(X) = o(|X|1) as | X| — oo.
Step 3. Completion of the proof.

Extend u by an even reflection

iz, 1) u(x,t) for t>0,
u(w,t) =
u(z, —t) for t <O0.

Notice that 0,4 (z,0) = 0 and
IBu(z,0) = 9, Au(z,0) — O Au(x,0) = 0,
so % € C*(R™*1) and is biharmonic in R"*1. By [27, Proposition 4] we obtain

c 1 _ o(R*)
I u|ldX <
~ R*[Bapg] BQR| X< T

Hv4’l,~b||Loo(BR) — 0 as R — +o0.

Thus, we have
3 .
u(a,t) = > t'Py_y(x).
i=0

The homogeneous boundary conditions on 81&1“ give

3
0= Quu(z,0) = Y _it" 'Ps_j(x) = Py(x)
=1
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and
3
0 = d}u( Zzz—l i —2)t" 3Py _i(x) = 6Py ().
i=1

This yields
u(z,t) = Py(x) + t2Pi(z).

Since lim inf| x|, ;o u(X) > 0 by virtue of (2.2) and u(z,0) = o(1) as |x| — oo, we conclude
that P3(x) = 0 and P;(z) = co for some nonnegative constant c2. Hence, the desired assertion
follows. O

Remark 2.1 If we relax the above assumption (2.2) to u(X) > —C|X|° for some constant 0 <
& < 4, which ensures that u* € Ll(Bfr ), then we apply the argument above to show that

u(z,t) = t2Py(z).

Lemma 2.4 Letu € C° (R’}fl) be a solution of

A’u=0 in R
u(z,0) =0 on ORYH, (2.4)
Au(z,0) =0 on IR

Suppose there exist some §, C € Ry such that
u(X) > —C|X|° as | X| — oo. (2.5)
Then,
u(z,t) = tPy(z) + c3t?,
where c3 is a nonnegative constant and

liminf Ps(x) > 0.

|z| =00

Proof. Similarly, the boundary conditions become %g’u =0, %gu =0on 8R:ﬁ+1. By conformal

covariance, u* satisfies the biharmonic boundary value problem (2.4) on R’:"'\{0}. Following
the same lines as before, we have u* € LY(B;") and u(z,t) = o(|X|?) as | X| — oco. Finally, we
extend v by an odd reflection

t f t>0
?l(l',t) — {U(ZB, ) or = Y%

—u(x,—t) for t <O0.
A similar argument as in Lemma 2.3 combined with boundary conditions shows
u(z,t) = tPy(z) + cst®.
This together with the decay assumption at infinity yields the desired assertion. ([l
Remark 2.2 [f we relax the above assumption (2.5) to u(X) > —C|X|% as | X| — oo for some

0 < & < 3, then the same result in Lemma 2.4 still holds.
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3 Biharmonic Poisson kernel

Our purpose is to derive explicit formulae of biharmonic Poisson kernels for R’}fl and B"+1.

3.1 Noncritical dimension: The upper half-space
We start with the standard Poisson kernel for —A in RCLFH:
2 t
Plo,t) = o
IS71 (82 4 Jaf2) "

Moreover, P enjoys the property that let f € C(R™) N L*°(R"™), then (a) the Poisson integral
Px f e C®MRE) N L) and A(P * f) = 0in R (b) for each fixed » € R,
hmt_m P x f(ZL', t) = f(ﬂi‘)
Lemma 3.1 Suppose f € C%(R") N L>®(R") and @ > 1, then for every fixed x € R",

tOé

lim O — f(y)dy = 0.
50 Jn (t2—|—|x—y|2)% )

It is not hard to see that the above result is true provided both f and |V f| are bounded.

Proof. A direct calculation yields

o
B (02 + |z —y[?)
Oéta_l n+a tOH-l
:/ nta ( ) ntat2 f(y)dy
e ey

:g/ f(ac—tgi)w dy — n+a/ f(x_tﬁ)aﬁdy.
tJre (14 |y[2) 2 tJre (1 JyP) 2

For the first term, with some o € (0, 1) we have

—t -1
[ [ L s
re (14 |y|2)" T yi>t=o Jyi<t=e (14 [y[?) 2z

For I, it is not hard to see that

1] 5/ ———— = dy S 77
l>eme (14 [y[2) ™3

For I, as t|y| < t'77 for all |y| < t~7, the Taylor expansion together with symmetry enables us
to estimate

L :/ J(z) ~tV[(x) y + OEP)
ly|<t—<

n+a

1 +[yP) =

17



O t2 y 2
Zf(x)/ Wdy — f(z) Wdy +/ %dy.
r (14 Jy[?) = lyi>t=e (1+ |y[*) > st (14 [y[?) >
As a > 1, we now take o € (é, %) forao > 2and o € (é, 1) for @ < 2. Then we have

"
2

B(3,5)f (@) +0(t™).

I, =

Thus, we obtain

Md:w n o O(470
jg”(1-+lyP)i§¥ v="g Bl i) o).

For the second term, with the same o as above a similar argument yields

fa—ty) |8 0 oaxt?
/Rn( n+a+2d - B(27 9

z) + Oty L O(£?).
Tt ) 5 )f(z) +O(t ) +0(t7)

Therefore, with the above choice of o we combine these estimates to conclude that for ¢t < 1,

ta
e (12 4| — yf2) "
_|S"_1| n o n o+ 2 a1
=5 0BG, ) - 1+ B, S| fl@) + 0
— O(tcmz—l)7
from which the desired conclusion follows. O

Remark 3.1 The result in Proposition 3.1 is sharp. Otherwise, if « = 1 and let f be a nonnegative
function in R™ with compact support, then the classical Poisson integral

u(z,t) = P x f(x,t)

solves Au = 0 in Rﬁ“ and v = f(x) on 8R¢+1. However, for each x ¢ supp(f), the Hopf
boundary point lemma yields Oyu(x,0) > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It suffices to show that fix i, k € {0,1, 2,3}, we define

(B3P * fil (.1) = / (BPP)( — y.1) fu(y)dy,

then we have
(i) A?P? =0in R,
(ii) For each pair (7, k) other than (0, 2), (1, 3), and fixed € R" there hold
lim((%]P)) * fil(w,t) = fi(x);  Lm[(%]F) * fil(z,t) = 0
t—0 t—0
im[(BRF) * fil(z,t) = fu(2);  Lm[(BPPY) * fil(x,t) = 0.
t—0 t—0

18



For (i), notice that
AYXPTm =0, alX]PT = (3 - n)l X'
this yields that P is biharmonic in RCLFH, sois P§ = 9, P3. Observe that
AIX[Tr =0, 9X['T" = (1 —n)lX|7 T,
then

—1—-n —1—n 2 -n
At X7 = A (20,(1X] 7)) = T oPAIX | =0,

from which we know that P} is biharmonic in RT’I. Finally, we use
(X |71m) = 24 X717 — (14 )| X[ G.1)
to conclude that A2P§ = 0 in RZL_H.
In the following, we prove assertion (ii) case by case.

Case 1. Type (%’8’, %3) boundary condition.

The kernel P03 shares the common property as P that
. 3 o
%1_1()% Py * fo(x,t) = fo(x). (3.2)

This is due to

2(n +1) / £ foly)
=0 [SP] Jre (12 4 |z — g2

st ) [ he—ty)
t—% S7] &0 (11 [y]? )n+3 y = fo(z),

n+3 y
)z

where the last identity follows from

2(n+1) / 1 _2(n+1)|Sh e et
ISPl Jre (14 |y[2)"F |Sm| (1+7r2)"z
n—1
:(n+1)|S |B ﬁ7§ 1
S7| 272

Here, we emphasize fo € C'(R™) N L*°(R™) is enough to ensure (3.2), same as P.
Notice that
. 3 T _
%1_13%]31 * fi(x,t) = %L%t[P* fil(z,t) = 0.

By Lemma 3.1 we have

%%[(%?Pg’) x fol(z,t) = —



Again by (3.1) we obtain

i () + fi)(e, 1) = — (@ PY) * fi)(x, 1) = lim[(2P — B) * fi)(z, 1) = fa(a)

Case 2. Type (%’8’, %3) boundary condition.

Rewrite
By =0t —N=AN-2A.
Recall that
2(n+1) 3 1 -
P}(X)=——83IX|73", PI(X)=———xot X'
It has been known in (3.2) that
lim (P * fo)(x,t) = fo(x).
t—0
Also we have
hm(P23 * f2)(x7t) - ! n ! n—1 f2(y)dy
t—0 (n—1)|S"| Jgn &2+ |z —y|2) s
1 t2 —t
—— f22 =) 4, o, (3.3)

(n = 1)IS" Jrn (1 + |y[2)"

where the last identity follows from the following estimate: For each fixed =, we choose M =
M (z) > 2|x| sufficiently large such that fo(x — ty) = O(|z — ty|~27%2) for all |y| > M/t, then

2 fo(x —
/ Fh@—ty) 4
B (14 [yl?) =

2 t2
,S/ 7ndy+/
W< (1 + |y[2)" > [y|" e — by

1
< —02 ——  _dy <t.
Sk /|y>M |y[n+1+o2 W

T

dy

Taking A to Equation (3.1) to show
(n+ DAEIX7) = —0A (¢ HX[71) = 20311 X|77") = 2B (X[,

Then we obtain
B3PS = 2A(P — PBY).

This implies
lilll[(,@g] g)) * fo](‘rv t) = 2lim A[(l I 03) * f()](ﬂf, t) = 0.
t—0 t—0

Next we combine
ARX|FT) =20, X |1 = 2(1 — n)t| X7
and

SOR(X]) = 23X = 21— m)[X ] — 0+ DEX[P] (3

20



to show
B3P3 = P+ (P — PY),

from which we have
lim((Z3P5) = fol(z.t) = fa(a). (3.5)

Case 3. Type (%43, %’g’) boundary condition.

A direct computation yields

2 . 2 2t n+ 1)
BIP} = 0, <—Sn 21Xt ) =T - ( ) —
] ST\ @+ 2% @2+ [T

:=2P — P(?u
Then, it is not hard to see that lim_,o[(%; P}) * f1](z,t) = fi(=).
Since
1
PP = et X[
143 (n_l)’Sn‘ ‘ ’ ’
similar to (3.3) we have
| _ 1 tfs(y)
im[(BiP5) * f3](x,t) =lim 3
AR sl O = DT @ 1 e o)
1 £2 -
= lim . S~ 1) 4y — 0
=0 (n = 1)[S"| Jrn (1 4 |y[2)"2
Recall that x
and 9 1
PY(X) = —==t?|X|7'7", P}(X) = X

S|

A direct computation yields

(n—1)(n —3)[S"|

QA(t - 1| X|H7T) =207 (¢ X7 7™);
200,(t - t| X |71 =2A [2¢[X |71 — (1 +n)| X |37
Since ¢|X|~'~™ is harmonic in R:"!, we have
B3P} = —2A(P — PY).
This directly implies
m[(B3PY) * f1](x,t) = —21im A[(P — P3) * fi](x,t) = 0.
t—0 t—0

A direct computation yields

BAIX P =(3 = mA(HX ") = 2(n = 1) (n — B X |
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200, X [P =2(3 — n)A(t|X|)™).
These together with (3.4) give
B3Py =P —A(P - P3).
This directly implies

lim[(B3P5) * f3] (2, t) =f3(x) — Alim((P = P§) * f3](2,t) = fa().

Case 4. Type (%3, %3) boundary condition.

Since we already have (3.5) and (3.6), it remains to show
. 3 p3 _ : 3 p3 _
%%[(%2133) * f3](z,t) =0, %%[(@3]32) * fo](z,t) = 0.
To this end, notice that

B3| X[P" =AIX]PT" - 28] X P
=203 —n)| X" =23 —n)[(n — DX 4+ | X[
=2(n — 1)(n — 3)t3| X717,

whence, 5
%ng — Mt2‘X’_l_n.
This implies
Lim [(5P5)  fs)(x,t) = Lim[tP * fa(x,1)] = 0.
Since
B X)) =0 A X[ + 280, (¢ X |)
:283|X|1_" + 2K|X|1_" + 2tZ8t|X|1_”
=2(1 — n)t*A|X|7,
we have
2 - —1-n
This gives

Lim((Z3P5) + fo(w.t) = Alim[tP = fo(x, )] = 0.

22
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3.2 Noncritical dimension: The unit ball

Our purpose is to give explicit representation formulae of biharmonic Poisson kernels for B!
with the help of conformal equivalence between B"*! and ]RT’I,
Let F : (R} [dX[?) — (B, |d¢[?)

2(X + eny1)

§=FX) = —enni + g P

3.7

be a conformal map with the property that

2

2
4
m> X = Uo(X) T AT

F(laeP) = (

Clearly, F' is exact an inversion of the sphere centered at —e,, 1 of radius v/2 and thus F' = F~1,
The following important but elementary identity will be frequently used:

2€ + enta| T+ et [THE—nl = [FTHE) — F' (), VEn BT\ {~eni1}. (38)

This can be verified by a straightforward calculation.
Given U € C*°(B"+1), we set

u="Uo FUy. 3.9)

Clearly, u(X) = O®) (| X[>=") as | X| — oo, where O) (| X [>~") means the k-th derivatives of
v belong to O(| X |3~"~%) for every k € N. Moreover, by conformal covariance of the Paneitz
operator, we have

4
n+5 n—3 2
A2y = PP () = PP (U o Fuy) =Ug 2 PP X o Ry
n+5

73 pldef? "3
=Uy (P U)o F = Uy~ (A?U) o F.

Similarly, by (1.4) we have

(%) e ) =V " [(#D) g U] oF  for 0<k<3 (3.10)

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For assertion (i), we first handle (%3, %3) type boundary condition.
Let u define as in (3.9), equivalently,

_ 2 an% o 1
09~ (Framr)  vor©
By virtue of (3.10) we set
2 N\ )\
hio) = (155z) | R (@) md he = (550s)  ReF(@o),
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Then for | X|, || > 1, we know

u(X) = O(IXP™),  fol) = O(ll*™), falx) = O(lz[7'7"),

and u solves

A’u=0 R A
u(z,0) = fo on  OR%T (3.11)
%u(x,0) — Au(z,0) = fo on  ORYT

As a direct consequence of Remark 2.2, the solution to the above problem (3.11) is unique.
This together with Theorem 1.1 gives

3

U(X) _ 2(”‘: 1) / t fO(y) — dy — 1 . tf2(y) — dy.
St Jre (12 + |2 — y[2)"T (n=DIS" Jrn (2 4 |2 — y|2)" =T
If we let
2x 1—t2—|xf?
=) = (G T 7).
2y 1- |y|2>
:F 70 = Y )
1 =00 <1 +ly? 1+ [yl
then )
toF_l — i%
€ + ent1l
and from (3.8) that
21 + eni1| |0+ enga|THE 1l = [(2, 1) — (,0)]-
Therefore, putting these facts together we obtain
ng (to F-1 foo FL(p) (s )
00~ (rer) BT L el
€+ et |? |S"] s ((toF‘1)2+‘(w—y)oF_1‘2)nT+3
( 9 )"23 1 toF~tfyo F7Y(n) <m) 4
_ o1 dY
€ + enta[? (n = DIS" Jen ((to F-1)2 4 |(z — y) o F-1|2) "
3 — —
(n+1) (1—[¢f) / fo(n) (1 —[€*) fa(n)
== dV n - dV n .
T A A T [T A T

As indicated in the preceding discussion, for other pairs of conformal boundary operators it
suffices to show the uniqueness.

The uniqueness for (%3, %3) is trivial. For (%4, %3), the uniqueness follows from a similar
argument above combined with Lemma 2.3 or Remark 2.1.
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The remaining boundary condition is (%3, ,@g), the uniqueness becomes a little subtle. Sup-

pose U is a smooth solution of

AU =0 in Bt
B30 =0 on S,
B30 =0 on S”,

and let u define as in (3.9), then u solves

A’u=0 in R
d?u(z,0) — Au(z,0) =0 on  ORYT
O Au(z,0) + 2A0u(x,0) = 0 on  ORYT

with u(X) = O(|X[]37") as | X| — oo.
By Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 1.1, the unique solution for (%5, %3) is
2 t20;u(y, 0)

u(z,t) = — —dy.
IS?] Jen (#2 + |2 — y2)"s

Since dyu(y,0) = O(|y|*~™) as |y| — oo by definition (3.9) of u, we have
2t toyu(y,0)

im —— -
=0 [SP] Jrn (82 + |z — yP)%l

So, by the uniqueness for (%3, %3) due to Lemma 2.4 we obtain u = 0 and U = 0 as well.

For assertion (i7), the multiplicity of smooth solutions for the remaining two boundary condi-

tions is a direct consequence of the nex Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.2 The following homogeneous biharmonic boundary value problems:

AU =0 in Bt

B3U)=0 on S

B3U)=0 on S”
and

A’U =0 in Bt

B3U)=0 on S”

B3U) =0 on S”

have nontrivial smooth solutions.
Proof. For every ¢ € C°(R"), we introduce

2 to(y) )
S| Jrn (2 4 |2 — y[2)n;1

up(z,t) =

25
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for the boundary condition (%3, %3); and

1 e(y) dy
n—1)(n=3)S"| Jen (12 + |z — y[2)"2

usﬁ(x7 t) = (

for the boundary condition (%3, %3).
As in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we know that u = u,, solves

A2y =0 in R:‘_H
u(z,0) =0 B on IR
OAu(z,0) + 2A0u(x,0) =0 on ORI}
and
A’u=0 in R
dyu(x,0) =0 on  JR"H,
du(z,0) — Au(z,0) =0 on Z?]R’}fl

respectively. Finally, we may obtain nontrivial smooth solutions of (3.12) and (3.13) via

n—3

00 = (eramp)  weoF©) n

f + €n+1 |2
This also reflects the loss of ‘the complementing condition’ for (%3, %3) and (%3, %3 ), under

which boundary conditions problem (3.12) or (3.13) fails to have the uniqueness of the solution as
explained in [1].

3.3 Critical dimension

Motivated by Chen-Shi [10, Theorem 1(1)] we are able to derive explicit formulae of biharmonic
Poisson kernels on Ri and B*.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Based on the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, it suffices to point out several
significant differences.
(1) Observe that
8 t3

BIP5(X) = (0,A + 280,) P (X) = S @+ PP Py (X),

50, limy_,o[(ZB3P3)  f3](x,t) = f3(x). Also, we can apply

t
C2IS3| (82 + |z?)
2 t2

SPY(X) = 55 = —PP(X
%2 3( ) |S3| (t2+|l’|2)2 1( )

B P (X) = —P}(X),
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to show
Hm[(BiP5) * f3)(x,t) =0  and  lLim[(B3P5) * f3](x,t) = 0.
t—0 t—0

(2) Suppose U is a solution of (1.7). In critical dimension four, we introduce

2

u(z,t) = U o F(x,t) + log m

—_ y t) =1
A pe ot i=le

and
fO(:E) :fO o F($70) + U($70)7
fu(@) = [fe o F(x,0) + (T{)g.s | k0@0) 1 e £1,2,3).

This essentially follows from conformal covariance of P{ and %’2 that
X[ = F*(e*V|dg),  PldX]® = Fr(dgf)
and

fr = (B)ax)2(w) =(B)ax2(U o F) + (23)ax 2 (Uo)

(LY k0o ( 553 3 UoF)+ (Tl?)gsg 300

2UO|dX|2(
e’f%( ) agp (V)] 0 F + (T)g,, 00

fk oF + (Tk)gg3)

In particular, (T13)9s3 =1, (Tg’)gss =2, (Tg’)gsg =4,
Suppose u is a solution of (1.6). By the biharmonic Poisson kernel on Ri we have

)
(

=c"U0(BY) e agf2) (U © F) + (T} gy ™0
[
Go(

u(z,t) = /8R4 (PP (x — . 1) fi(y) + Pz — y, 1) f;(y)]dy

— /8R4 [Pf’(a; —, t)eiUo(y,O)fi o F(y) + Pjs(x — vy, t)erO(y’O)fj o F(y)]dy + I(a;, t),

fBR4 3 - 7t)[70 (y7 O) + ‘Pjs (.’L’ - Y, t)erO(%O) (,'TjsA)QSB]dyy
faR4 (2 — 5, 1) W) fi0 F(y) + Pz — y,£)ed WO f0 F(y)ldy  if i #0.

Then it is not hard to see that I = Uy when (4, j) = (0,1),(0,2); I = Uy + C,C € R when
(1,7) = (1,3),(2,3).

Hence, using variable changes as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 we obtain

Ue) = / B3( — n)Fi(n) + P — 1) F(n)dVis ()

SS
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when (4, j) = (0, 1), (0,2); and
U(©) = [ PHE— V() — 5 [ logle = lFadVes(n) + €, (.19
N ' 2[S3| Jgs ’
when (i, 7) = (1,3), (2, 3).

It remains to determine the constant C' in the following way: On S3, a compatible condition
of fs arises from the fact that ker P; = R by virtue of [10, Theorem 1(1)], more explicitly,

. fadVgs = /83(—8?—:] — 2Agsg—g —2AgsU)dVgs = 0. (3.15)

Restricting & to S? in (3.14) we find
1 _
Ul)=—==x [ 1 - dVe C.

(©) =~z [, losle — nlfs(mavis +
Integrating the above equation over S? to give

1 _

[0tV =~ | Rt [ loslé -~ nidves(€) + 18| = I8,
8 2[S%] Jgs 8

where we have used (3.15) and the fact that [, log | — n|dVss(€),V n € S? is constant. This
follows that

1
C=— UdVss.
S Jes
Then the desired assertion follows by inserting the above constant into (3.14). U

It is not hard to see that Theorem 1.4 could give a direct proof of [6, Proposition 2.2, Lemma
2.3]).

We point out that the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is still valid for the case of n = 2.
However, we shall not go deep into this, since it has been well studied by authors [11].

Thanks to biharmonic Poisson kernels on R™t1, we can recover a special case in [7, Theorem
1.4], which clarifies the relationship between extrinsic and intrinsic GJIMS operators, and leave its
proof to Appendix A for clarity. Something about P and Ps.

Proposition 3.1 (cf. [7, Theorem 1.4] and [11, Porposition 2.2]) Suppose U is a biharmonic func-
tion in B"t! for n > 2, then there hold

B3U =2PU  and %5 (U) = 2P (%A3U) on S",
where P, P3 are the fractional GIMS operators with respect to the round metric, see [7, 10].

Proposition 3.1 indicates that a Dirichlet datum is equivalent to a 93??; datum since Pj is in-
vertible; a %i” datum is equivalent to a %’g’ datum since P is invertible. That is exact the reason
why we can construct multiple smooth solutions for a biharmonic equation on B"*! with these
two types of boundary conditions.
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4 Biharmonic Green function

Forn > 2, welet X = (z,t) € RMTY = (y,5) € RT".. We define X = (v, —t), and
¢ = F(X),n = F(Y) with F being the conformal map as in (3.7).
4.1 Noncritical dimension

Recall that the fundamental solution of A? in R"*! is given by

B 1
~ 2(n—1)(n - 3)IS"

NX-Y)=T(X-Y]) X - Y.
Proof of Theorem 1.3. We denote by G(*7) and G(»7) the Green functions in ]RTrl and B"*1,
respectively.

Fix X € ]R’frﬂ, then forall Y € E?]R’ffl, direct computations (cf. calculations in the proof of
Theorem 1.1) show

BT~ V) =3P — .1

t 1
BT(X-Y))=— — =P}z —y,t);
' 2n—1)S"|(|]x —y2 +2)" 27
1 12 1 4.1)
3 _ - _ __-p3 _ .
(n+1) t3

BT(X-Y)) = - = B -.0)

IS" (82 + [ — y2)" =

The above formulae demonstrate an intimate connection between the Poisson kernel and funda-
mental function.

By definition of Green functions on both R’}fl and B!, we invoke the conformal invariance
of Pf to show

n—3 n—3
e . 2 2 2 =
G (¢, n) = GWI)(X,Y <7> <7> 4.2
(&) ( ) N+ ent1]? 1€ + enta? 42
by setting u = U o FUpand f = fo FU(S"%)/("_?’). For brevity, we let
HI)(X,Y)=GH)(X,Y) -T(X - Y)

HE)(En) = GED(g,n) —T(E—n).
Then H %9 solves

A?HI) =0 in R
BIHG) = —23(T) on  OR™1,
3 0,0)\ — 3 n
BIH)) = —B3(T) on  OR™L
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For (i, j) = (0,2), we find
HO2(X,Y)=-I(X -Y).
This gives
GOYX,)Y)=T(X-Y)-T(X -Y).
Let £* = |¢|72¢ whenever ¢ # 0, then it is not hard to see that F'(X) = ¢*. Using
X +ep1|lé +enr1] =2, | X +enr1|l€F +ensi| =2,

we obtain

_ |X +en+1|2 _ |£ +en+1|2
X +ent1? € +enyal?

€2

Also, the following elementary identity
26" — | = € + entalln + enal|[ X — Y]
gives
21€11€" — 0l = |§ + entalln + ena]| X — V. 4.3)

Consequently, by (4.2), (3.8) and (4.3) we obtain

n—3

e =) (rra—p) €02

€ +eny1]? 1N+ eni1?

=I'(§ —n) =T - [€" —nl).

For (i,j) = (1,3), similarly we have

GIAX,Y)=I(X-Y)+T(X -Y)
and
G (&,m) =T(€ —n) +T(E] - € —n)).

For (i,7) = (0,1),(2,3), the Boggio formula (see, Boggio [2] or Gazzola-Grunau-Sweers
[15, Lemma 2.27]) gives

l€]1€* —n]
1

- _n [€—n] _n
GOD(en) =gl = [T (=15

€ —nf?

e e )

=(e = 1)+ 3T0El 16 ) |(n—3)

Set
faly) =~ =) = S PYz 1)
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and
foly) = ~BHT(X = ¥)) = S P — y,1).

We apply Theorem 1.1 together with (4.1) to solve

HEIXY) = [ B- 20 h@t [ P s o)

1

1
=3 / Py — 2,8) P} (x — 2, t)dz + 3 / Py — 2,8)Pd(x — 2,t)dz.

A similar trick gives
HOY(X, V)= -H®)(X,Y).

Hence, by (3.8) and (4.2) we have

n—3
77(2,3) _ 7 23)
o) <|77+en+1|2> < €+ ental? > H=2(X,Y)

n—3 n—3

2 e B
= (!?7 I en+1’2> <m> H(O,l)()g Y)= _H(O,l)(g’n)’

from which we conclude that

€ — n\2
€2 - |&x — nf?

n+1
R-ﬁ-

G (€.) =T(¢ — ) — ST(e]- € ) [( 3) -1

Until now, we have already obtained biharmonic Green functions on at the same time.

Observe that
P —nl? = 1€ —nl* + A= A =),  V&neBrH,
then it follows that

GE(&,m) >T(€ —n) +T(¢] - [€* —nl)
=G (g,n) > GO (g,n) > 0.

On the other hand, we have

2
G0.2) _ GO _n-3 e < &=l ) .
[ 1(€,m) 5 LEl- 1€ =) {1 FERGETE >0

Consequently, we combine these facts together to conclude the second assertion.
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4.2 Critical dimension
The fundamental solution for A2 on Ri is given by

1

log | X — Y.
Proof of Theorem 1.5. Fix X € RY, then for all Y € 9R%, it is straightforward to show
BHT(X ~ V) =3 Pl — 1. 1);
BUT(X ~ V) =3 Pl — 1)
B~ V) =~ PP — 1)
BT V) =~ 3P —y.0).

We next derive the Green function on B* associated with the unique smooth solution of

AU = f in B4
B3U =0 on S3,
%]?-’U =0 on S3,

where f € C°°(B*). We claim that
G (g n) = G(X,Y).

To this end, by conformal covariance (1.3) and (1.4) of Pf and %i’ we have
AU o F) = 00 p 10X (17 o ) = A0 [ PP (1)) 0 B = 400 f o F
and for k € {0,1,2,3},

(B1)jax2 (U o F) = e00(}) (U o F) = e"0[(2) 4¢2U) o F = 0.

6200\dX\2

Hence, we are able to apply the Green formula on Ri for U o F' to obtain

UE)=UoF(X)= [ GUI(X,Y)eMfop(y)dy

RY
_ /B GED(ETHE), P () f (n)dn,

which in turn gives

GO (g,m) = GO (F (), F~ ().
As before, we let

HOD(X,Y) =G0 (X, Y)-T(X —Y)
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satisfy

A2H ) — in ]Rf1H

B3(H)) = —B3(T) on  OR%,
3 L)\ 3

B (H D)) = —B3(T) on  ORY.

For (i, j) = (0,2), we find
HO2(X)Y)=-TI(X-Y)
whence,
GO(X,Y)=T(X-Y)-T(X-Y).
This together with (3.8), (4.3) gives
GOD(&m) =T(€ —n) = T(&]1€" = n))-
We introduce
GU(E,n) =T(E —n) +T(KEIE —n) +C, CeR.

For (i,7) = (0,1), (2, 3), again the Boggio formula gives

1€11€" —n

_ 1 S lg=nl _
GOD (g, n) :M/l (s = 1)s3ds

1 2
~r(e =) (el )+ g (e 1)

Notice that
1 1
H@3) (X,Y) =3 / P23(y -z, S)Pl?’(:E —z,t)dz + 3 / (P:?(Z/ —2,8) + C)PO?’(:E —z,t)dz
]R3 ]R3
1 1 C
— / P;’(y -z, S)P13(:E —z,t)dz + = P??(y -z, s)Pg’(:E —z,t)dz + —,
2 RS 2 RS 2
then
(2,3) _ (00) c
HEH(X,Y) = —HOD(X,Y) + 5.

Consequently, we have

1 [ & —nf?

G (¢, m) =T (¢ —n) + T(lg]|e* —n)) — 8|7 L[ePler —nP?

-1+

0

Eventually, combining the biharmonic Poisson kernel and Green function, we are in a position
to present a Green formula for an nonhomogeneous biharmonic boundary value problem on B"**,
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Corollary 4.1 (Green formula for a biharmonic boundary value problem) Fori,j € {0,1,2,3}
and i + j # 3, suppose f € C®(B"+1), fi, f; € C°(S™). Then the unique solution of

AU = f in Bt
B3U = f; in S",
%’;’U = f] in S",

has the form of S o -
U(€) =[G« F + P} » fi+ P x Fj)(€).

As an application of the Green formula, we are able to obtain the following comparison principles
for biharmonic boundary value problems on B"*1.

Proposition 4.1 Suppose n > 4 and U is a smooth function in B"t1 satisfying

AU >0 in B+,
BU) >0 on s,
%’5’([]) <0 on s,

fori € {0,3},j € {1,2}, then U > 0 in B"+1,

Proof. This is a direct consequent of Corollary 4.1, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. O

5 Classification theorems

As above, let P(X) and Py(x) denote a polynomial with degree k in the variables X and =z,
where k£ € N.

5.1 Proof of Theorem 1.6

Lemma 5.1 Suppose u is a nonnegative smooth function in R’}fl satisfying

A%u=0 in Rf‘fl,
B3 (u) = TouP? on IR

for0 <p3 <pi= Z—J_rg Assume
u(@,0) = O(|z[7%),  du(z,0) = O(|z| ) as |x] — oo
for some constants ¢ > 3/p3 and d > 1. Then we have

(i) If p3 = p3, then there exist € > 0 and xo € R"™ such that

n—3

2e 2
u(z,0) = <—€2+|$_$0|2> )

34



(ii) If0 < p3 < p3, then u(z,0) = 0.

Proof. Notice that f1(z) := —9u(x,0) = O(Jz|~%) and f3(z) := TiuP?(z,0) = O(|z|7P3) as
|z| — oco. We let

2 t2f1(y) d 1 f3(y)

v x7t = T lonl n y n n—3 °
OO e @t o=y B DE e (2 4 e — )

By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, as | X| — oo we have

— 0. (5.1

X |- min{d,n} d X |3—min{pse,n}  if
‘U(.Z',t)’gt{| | 1 #n | | 1 p3C7é7'L

~"log if d=n ~"log if psc=n
X|™™log|X| if d X3 "log |X| if

By Theorem 1.1, w := u — v solves

A?w =0 in R
Ow(x,0) =0 on 8Rﬁ+l,
O Aw(z,0) =0 on  ORYT

Moreover, since u is nonnegative, by (5.1) we have
w(z,t) > —C|X|7° as | X| — oo,
where 6 = min{min{d,n} — 1, min{pszc,n} — 3}/2 > 0, and

1 fs(y) y
(n=3)(n = DIS"] Jgn [ —y|"—>
3—min{pgc,n}

:O(|3:|l 2 )+ O(|z|™¢) — 0, as |z| — oo.

w(x,0) =u(x,0) —

Then it follows from Lemma 2.3 that w(x,t) = cht? for some nonnegative constant cj. This
means
_ntl uPs (y, 0) 2 t*dyu(y, 0)

n—3 n+1

- = dy + dt?.  (5.2)
WM Jor (2 o =y 7 SR @2 4 yf2)" 2

u(x,t)

Letting t — 0 we obtain

n+1 uP3(y,0)
0) = )
U0 = T fon e g3

The classification theorem (see Chen-Li-Ou [9] and Y. Y. Li [24]) for the integral equation above
gives

n—3

% T
O =(—=""_) . ceR.zycR" for ps = pt
u(,0) <€2+]a:—xo!2> 0 o b=y
and
u(z,0) =0 for 0 < p3 < p3. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. For ¢ > max{3/ps,1/p1}, u(z,0) = O(|z|~¢) and dyu(x,0) =
—2=3uP1(2,0) = O(|z|7P*¢) as |z] — cc.

(1)If p3 = p5 = Z—J_rg, then by Lemma 5.1 we have

n—3

2e 2
u(z,0) = <—€2 - x0\2> )

Now u solves

7

A%u=0 in Rf‘fl,
3 9 (nfzfi)m
= — n- < n+1
atU(.Z',O) - 2 <E2 + ‘.Z' _ xOP on 8R+ ’ (53)
(n2 —1)(n — 3) 2% N
PBiu = ORI
{ e 4 <€2+]a:—x0\2> on +
By (5.2) we know
u(z,t) = My(x,t) + cht* 5.4
where ¢/, is a nonnegative constant and
Mg ] 1 < 2 )%3 .
1 :I:, = n—: y
AS™ Jrn (2 + |2 — y2)"5 \€2+ |y — 202
9 (n=3)p1
n—3 t < 2 ) 24
- n 8
IS7 Jre (2 + |2 — y2) "2 \E2+ |y — ol
Especially, assume p; = p] = Z—:;’ On one hand, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 we have
M (z,t) = O(|X|>™™) as |X| — oo. (5.5)
On the other hand, we consider
(@t) = utest) - (g )
w(z,t) =u(z,t) — )
(e + )2 + |z — zo|?
then w satisfies
A’w =0 in R
oyw(z,0) = 0 on OR"T (5.6)
O Aw(x,0) =0 on  OR'T

and for | X|, |z| > 1,

w(X) > —C|XPP™"™  and  w(z,0) = O(|z|” ™irlen=3h,
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Hence, it follows from Lemma 2.3 that the solution of (5.3) has the form of

n—3

_ 2e 2 9
u(z,t) = <(E—|—t)2+ \x—ﬂUOP) + cot”. 5.7

Eventually, we combine (5.4), (5.5) and (5.7) to conclude that 0’2 = co.

(2) If p3 < p3, then again by Lemma 5.1 we obtain u(x, 0) = 0. In this case, u also solves the
same homogeneous biharmonic boundary value problem (5.6), thanks to Lemma 2.3, we conclude
that u(z,t) = cot? for every nonnegative constant c;. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.7

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For cps > 2, fo(x) = u(z,0) = O(|z|7°) and fa(z) = TiuP? =
O(|x|7P2¢) as |z| — oo. Let

2(n +1) £ fo(y) 1 tfa(y)
dy —
|Sn| /Rn ( n+3 n—1

Y
2+ |z —yl?) 2 (n—=1)IS" Jrn (2 4 |z — y|2) "2

v(z,t) =

with

— 0 (5.8)

X [2-min{pac,n}  if X |~ min{c,n} if
|v<:c,t>|s{' | ‘ p2”é”+{' | L

|X|> " log |X| if pac=n | X| " log | X| if pac=n

as | X| — oo by virtue of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2.
By Theorem 1.1, w := u — v satisfies

A?w =0 in R
w(z,0) =0 on ORZLFH,
Aw(z,0) =0 on IR

Moreover, by (5.8) we have
w(z,t) > —C|X[™° as  |X]|— oo,

where 6 = min {min{pac,n} — 2, min{c,n}} /2 > 0. By Lemma 2.4 we have

2(n+1 tu(y, 0 -3 tuP?(y, 0
(. t) = (n: )/ u(y,0) Ly uP? (y, )de
S* Jre (12 4 |z — y2) T 2[S"| Jre (82 + |z — y2) T
+ tPy(z) + c3t?, (5.9)
where c3 is a nonnegative constant.
From Lemma 3.1 that
43
lim 9, —u(y,0)dy =0,

t—0 Rn (t2 + ‘.Z' _ y‘2)T
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and the first boundary condition we obtain

n—3 n—3 u?(y,0)

uP(z,0) = —0wu(z,0) = oS Jan Tz — g dy — P(x). (5.10)

Since u(x,0) = o(1) as |z| — oo, by Lemma 2.1 we have
Py(z) = o(1) as |z| — 400,

so Pa(x) = 0.
Write k(x) = uP*(x, 0), the integral equation (5.10) becomes

1 k7 (1)
ply

(z) = — [ 22 g,

@) = B fon fr =g

(1) If g—f = Z—ﬂ, then we apply the classification theorem (see [9] and [24]) to know

n—1

k(x) ) eR eRrR"
X)) = g X .
g2 + |z — zo)? ’ + 70

Meanwhile, the second boundary condition becomes

n+1

%gu:("—l)(n—z),)( 0 )2.

2 e2 + |z — xo)?

By (5.9) we have

u(z,t) = Mo(xz,t) + c3t?

and
n—1
2 1 3 2 21
Moo =2 = () W
ISP Jre (12 + |z — y2)" T\ + |y — 2o
n—3 t % > = .
- n— y
2|Sn| R (t2—|—|;13—y|2)71 €2+|y—$0|2
Especially, when p; = p] = Z—:;}, we consider
5 n—3
I 2
w(z,t) =u(x,t) — ,
(@) (z,) <(€+t)2+]a:—x0]2>
which satisfies
A?w =0 in R
w(z,0) = on IR (5.11)
Aw(z,0) =0 on ORYH,
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with
w(X) > —C| X" as | X| — oo.
Moreover, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 we have
My (z,t) = O(X|” ™™ 5" L o(X7™) 50 as |X| — .

Hence, by Lemma 2.4 we obtain

n—3

(@.1) 2 I
u(z,t) = cst”.
(e+1)2 + |z — zo|? 3

(2) If g—f < %=1 then the uniqueness theorem in Y. Y. Li [24] yields u(z,0) = 0 in R”, thus

n—3°
u(x, t) satisfies the homogeneous boundary value problem (5.11). This together with Lemma 2.4

yields u(z,t) = et in R’ for every nonnegative constant cs. O

5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.8

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We now consider

A%u=0 in R
—1)(n—3
B3 (u) = (n)#upz on ORTM, (5.12)
2
— D(n —
B3 (u) = (n i(n 3)up3 on ORTHL
As cpy > 2, a similar argument as in Theorem 1.7 yields
2(n+1 tu(y, 0 -3 tuP?(y, 0
(s t) = (n: )/ u(y,0) oy uP? (y, ),Hd
IS™ Jre (2 4 |2 —y2)"2 2[S"| Jrn (12 + |z — y2) T
+ tPy(z) + cst?, (5.13)

where c3 is a nonnegative constant and

lim inf Py(z) > 0. (5.14)

|z| =00

Moreover,

_n -3 up2(y,0)

Ol 0) = ST Jon Tyl

dy — Py(x).
We first claim that
Py(x)=c>0 and c3 =0.

It is known from (5.14) that APy (z) is a nonnegative constant. With é3 := c3 + %ZPg(ac) we
define

a(z,t) =u(z,t) — Py(z)t — c3t® + &5t
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2 1 t3 0 -3 tuP?(y, 0
— (n + ) / U(y, ) s n W (y7 ) — dy + 53t3.
|Sn| R™ ( 2

2tle—y)s A e (2 -y
(5.15)

Clearly, 7 is biharmonic in R’ and 4(z,0) = u(x,0). Recall that #3 = 97 — A and % =
A + 2A0,, then

B3 (1) = B3 (u) + 6(¢3 — c3) — BAP(z) = B3 (u)

and %3 (1) = %3(u) on OR"™. This means that 7 also satisfies the biharmonic boundary value
problem (5.12), though it might change sign.

On the other hand, notice that @(z,t) > —C|X|? as | X| — co. By Lemma 2.1 as |z| — oo
we have

. n—3 uP2(y,0 O (||t~ min{p2cn} if ppc#n
—dy(z,0) = B (yn—)l y = (1 ’1_ ) : pac #
2|8 Jgn |z —yl O(|z|*~™ log |z]) if poc=n
=0(||~7),

where d = min{cps — 1, (n — 1)/2} > 1. For ¢ > max{2/p2, 3/ps}, we apply Remark 2.1 to
obtain

2 t20,u(y, 0 1 Ps(y,0
u(xz,t) = o iy, )n+1 dy + r +n u(y,0) —dy + 2P, ().
IS Jre (2 + |z — y[2) "2 AS™ Jre (82 + |z — y[2) 2
(5.16)
By (5.15) and (5.16), we can apply Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 to conclude that
ést® — 2Py () = o(1) as |X| — oo.
This implies ¢é3 = 0 and P; () = 0. Then, (5.16) becomes
. 2 t20,a(y, 0 n+1 uP3(y, 0
iz, t) = — rily )W dy+ W0 4. 617
IS™ Jrn (12 4 |2 — y[2) "2 AS™ Jre (2 4 |z — y2)" T

Keep in mind that

ZPQ (ZE)
2 Y

0=c3=c3+

s0, c3 = 0 and AP (z) = 0. This together with (5.14) implies P»(z) = ¢; > 0. Thus, we prove
the above claim.

Going back to (5.13) and (5.15) we now have

() :2(n +1) / t3u(y, 0) dy— 3 tuP2(y,0) dy
’ S Jrn (12 4+ o — y2) "2 28" Jrn (12 4 |z — y[2)"2
T+t (5.18)
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and
u(x,t) = u(z,t) — 1t > —C|X| as |X| — oo. (5.19)
Furthermore, letting ¢ — 0 in (5.17) we arrive at

n+1 uP3(y,0)
A Jgn |z —y"?

u(z,0) = u(x,0) =

(1) If p3 = ”+3 and p2 > =5, then the classification theorem in [9] and [24] gives
n=3
u(z,0) = <€2+|5—6_$0|2> i , xo €R" e eR,.
This together with (5.18) yields
u(x,t) = Ms(x,t) + 1t

where

2(n+1) t3
M3(;U7t): Sn / n+3 < 2 _ 2
S* - Jre (12 4 |2 — y[2) T \€ +!y o

(n— 3)172

n—3 t < >
21" Jrn (12 4 |z —y|2) 2 \E¥+ Iy — |2
>

In particular, when py = p3, as before, we notice that (@ — Uy ,)(X) > —C|X| as | X| — oo,

and apply Remark 2.2 to conclude that M3 = U, , and then
uw(z,t) = Uz zo(x,t) + 1t

(2) If p3 < 243 then the uniqueness theorem in [24] implies u(x,0) = 0. This together with

n—3°
(5.18) implies u(x,t) = ¢t in RTFI for every nonnegative constant c;. O

6 Applications to biharmonic boundary value problems on balls

Although we focus on the conformal geometry nature for biharmonic boundary value problems,
we would like to mention that from a physical point of view, the boundary conditions (%’8, B3
and (%’8’, %3) have a close connection with the clamped plate and hinged plate model (cf. [15]),
respectively. However, the study of other boundary conditions is far less developed.

6.1 One boundary point singularity

Proof of Theorem 1.9. It suffices to give a proof for ¢+ = 1 and 7 = 3, since the others are the
same in the spirit due to Theorems 1.7 and 1.8.

41



Let U be a nonnegative solution of (1.9). As before, we introduce

n—3

2 3
u(X) = <m> UoF.
Then u solves
A%u=0 in Rf‘fl,
B3 (u) = Ti{’uz_:; on IR
%’f(u) = ']I‘gu%§ on IR

By definition of the spherical inversion F', we know that | X +e,1||{+€,+1| = 2and F’ (ORCLFH) =
OB" 1. By the assumption (1.10) for U, we obtain

n—3
2 2
we) = (155) | U F@0) S X 4 el S a0, as fof o o0
. 3(n—3)
with n — 3 — a > = —*. By Theorem 1.6, we have

u(z,t) = Uy e, t) + cot?

for some zp € R", ¢ € Ry and nonnegative constant cs.
If we let &y = F(x0,¢) € B™, then it is not hard to verify that

* . 2 4 2
F*(Ug, (§) "3 [dE7) = Uso,e(X) -3 |d X7,

where

U (g);( 1—|50|2 >n73 geBn—l—l
o EPlE —26 - €+1) '

In other words,
n—3

2 >T Umo,e o F_l(g)'

U, = —7
o© = (e
Using ,

‘f + en+1’2
and (6.1) we obtain

n—3

- )jruof“%@

|£+en+1|2

v =

_ 2 N\ -\
—Ugo(§)+cz<m> <m>

This follows the desired assertion. O
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6.2 Sharp geometric inequalities

On a compact manifold with boundary, the maximizing problem of the isometric ratio over a
scalar-flat conformal class was studied in [22, 21]. With comparison principles in Proposition 4.1,
we are motivated to study of the maximizers of the isometric ratio and another sharp geometric
inequality over some Q-curvature flat conformal class on (B"+1,|d¢|?).

More general, for n > 4 we define

My ={g € [|d¢|*] | Q, <0 in B" (T3), >0 on S"};
Ms ={g € [|d€]*] | Q, <0 in B"™', hy >0 on S"}

and
M ={g € [|dE[*) | Qg =0 in B™*', (1), =0 on S}
={g € [|d¢|*]| Q, =0 in B"* h, =0 on S"}
by virtue of Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 6.1 Let g = Uas |d€|2 be a smooth metric in B"+L, Suppose g € My U Ms. Then we
have

(1) there exists a conformal metric § = U = |d¢|? € M suchthatU > U in B withU = U
on S™;

(2) there exists a conformal metric g = U %]dg > € M such that U > U in B"*! with
B3U) = B3(U) on S™.

Proof. For (i), we introduce an auxiliary function by

sy (1) (1 [¢P)° [ L
= e
By Theorem 1.2 we have
AU <0=AU in Bt
U=0U on S”,
BHU) > 0=2U0) on S,

for i € {1,2}. Then the desired assertion follows by Proposition 4.1.
For (ii), we consider

o 1 BV )
YO D =9 Jo e

dVsn (n).

By Theorem 1.2 we have

A’U <0=A%U in Bt
BIU)>0=230) on S,
BU) = B on S,
for i € {1,2}. Then the desired assertion follows from Proposition 4.1. U
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In the following, we consider the isoperimetric ratio over M1 U Mas:

|Bn+1| |Bn+1|g

sup ﬁ = sup o 6.1)
gEMIUM> |Sn|gn gE./\O/I |Sn|gn

by virtue of Lemma 6.1. Given each g = U = |d€[2 € M, notice that

n3 .
/ (T5),1+3dV, = (T) B / |3 (u)| 755 AVisn.

then it follows from Theorem 1.2 that (Tg’) ¢ does not vanish identically. So, again by Lemma 6.1
it is reasonable to study

‘Bn+1’2(7:1—7+31) ’Bn—l—l‘%?:m—:fl)
= Sllp

sup
Lits (Sn.9) geM I(T: ) ”Ln+3 (Sn,9)

gemiums (T3

6.2)

Theorem 6.1 Let n > 4. Then for all g € My U My, there hold

nt1 _n-3
B" g < dnfS"[g" and BT < en|[(T5)gll 2

LT3 (Sn,9)’
where .
_3 2(n+1)
dp = |S"|—%/ 7~"(1+—”4 (1—7%) "= dr
0
and
4 1 3 ) ﬁ
__Tn+3 n — 2(nt1) nt
— |SP|” ZnmtD) n(q 1—r2)) 73 g
en = 3T iy [ )

Moreover, the above two equalities hold if and only if g = CU4/ n=3) |d£ 12 e Mwith ¢ € Ry and

1— |al? "2 n—3 5 1—|al? )”Tl 63)

5 n
Ua(f):(’a\2]§\2—2a§+l> + A (1_’6‘ )(’a‘2’§‘2_2a§+1
for every a € B"tL,

4 °
Proof. Given a conformal metric g = Un—3|d¢|? € M, if we let

n—3

u(z) = <L> Vo F,0),

1+ |z)?

then a similar argument in the proof of Theorem 1.9 yields

n—3

n+3 y

2 N o p(ep o Xt D) thu(y)
<<1+t>2+m2> Vo k(1) == /Rn@uyw_y\)
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To be consistent with notation in Gluck [17], we define

n—3

2 > " Uo F(xt).

E_s3(u)(w,t) == <m

So the extremal problem (6.1) is equivalent to

1250l 0

dy, = sup T (B ) (6.4)
0<ueC*> (R™) n
u=0(|z|3~™) as |z|—oc0 Lﬁ(R

Gluck [17, Theorem 1.1] states that the optimal constant d,, for the extremal problem (6.4) is
attained by

c(|3:—$0|2—|—d2)377n, c,d € Ry, zp € R”,

equivalently, modulo of a positive constant, the extremal metric on S” is a conformal metric

uﬁ/ (n=3) gs» induced by some conformal transformation on S™, which can be expressed as

1— |al? >”T3

P —2a-£+1 on S (6.5)

uq(§) = (

for every a € B"*!. Meanwhile, the uniqueness Theorem 1.2 for both (%§, %3) and (%43, %3)
shows that

(n+1)(1—¢2)° g (n
A=

4 o
such that Uy~ *|d¢|? € M is an extremal metric with U, = u, on S"™. Indeed, the trick in authors
[11, Section 6] can be applied to derive an explicit representation formula of

n—1

1— |al? >"Tg+n—3 9 1— |al?

Ual€) = (\ayz\gp “%aE+1 — (-l )<ya\2y§\2 2t D)

Moreover, we prefer to compute the exact value of d,, in a geometric way: Take 1+ "T_?’ (1—1£)?)
as an extremal function, and then

Jnr (14 253(1 — ¢2)) 5 de

n+1

|S |
1 n—3 2(:j1)
:\S"]_vll/ 7’"< (1—7’2)> dr.
0 4

Similarly, given a conformal metric g = U €2 € M, if we let

dy, =

n+3

2 2
u(z) = <T|x|2> B3(U) o F(x,0), (6.6)
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then

2 "
(ampr) ~ voren
1 u(y)

= n—: dy
(n=3)(n = D)IS"| Jrn (2 + |2 — y|2)"F
To be consistent with the notation in Dou-Zhu [12], we define

n—3

2 >2UoF(ac,t).

o) = (e

So the extremal problem (6.2) is equivalent to

Hﬂ(@h%(mﬂ)

sup (6.7
0ZucC>™(R") HUHL%(R”)

u=0(|z[3~™) as |z|—>o00

Dou-Zhu [12, Theorem 1.4] states that every maximizer for (6.7) has the form of

c(\x—xo\z—i—dz)_n;g, c,d € Ry, zp € R".

Combining the above with authors [11, Section 6], we conclude from (6.6) that, modulo a positive

constant,
n(n—2)(n—4) 23

2PU = B3(U) = 4 ug on S",
where u, is a conformal factor induced by a conformal transformation on S™ as in (6.5). Since
ker P; = {0} implies U = u, on S™, the remaining part of proof is identical to that of (7). O

A Appendix: Proof of Proposition 3.1

The combination of Theorem 1.2 and [10, Theorem 1(3)] demonstrates that the Green functions
of fractional GJIMS operators P; and Ps are

Gp (&) = & —n|*"", Gp(&n) =2P5(E&n),  &neSm

2
(n —1)[S"]

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By (3.10) we set f; = #3U and

n+2i—3

2 ) C FoF((@,0)

1+ |z|?

filz) = <

fori € {0,1,2,3}.
When n # 3, by Theorem 1.2 we have

(1-¢P)? / fi(n)
s

VO =="gg Jou Tyt

dVgn (n)
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1 f3(n)

n+1
=D =35 s [ =y Vo) BT

+

When n = 4, by Theorem 1.4 we have
1
_ _ 1 _ _
= [ Pe- AV ) - g [ ol —nlAmaVem, VBT
53 2[S3 Jss

Using the elementary formula (3.8) and conformal changes we obtain

Q- le22 [ L 2 21(y)
e /. £ gt dVe ()

S| Jgn (t2 + |x — y|2)%1

Since |¢| — 1 means ¢t — 0, we have

(1 [¢P)? fi(n)
! AVan (1) = 0.
Ingl 2|Sn| /Sn & — pntT sn(n) =0

Consequently, we arrive at

VEES", U =Pixfsl€) = 3Gr = fs(€),  when n#3

and
n 1 D3 r 1 r
vVeEeSt U(f)—@/gg UdVgs = P *fg(é)ngPS*fg(é), when n = 3.

Consequently, we immediately obtain
2PU = f3 = B3U on S™.
Similarly, again by Theorem 1.2 we have
(n+1) (1 IP)° / Jo(n)
4[s7| sn [€ — n|"*3

(1—1¢P) f2(n) -
" 2(n— 1)[S"] Jsn ‘g_mn_ld‘@n(n), £ e B

U() = dVsn (1)

Connecting a function v with U as in (3.9) we employ (3.8) and conformal changes to show
2(n + 1) / Phly) 1 tf2(y) dy
|S™| R (12 + |z — y|2)nT+3

=[Pg = fo+ P5 * fo](x).

Then it is not hard to see that

u(z,t) = —
(%) (n—=1)|S"?| Jgn (t2—|—|:n—y|2)Tl

1 f2(y) y
(n—=1)IS"] Jgn [z —y[~=t

. 3 o
lim 5 (u) (1) =
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This together with (3.10) and (3.8) in turn implies that V £ € S™,

2 4 |2 n-l
_ 1 1+ |zf? T hl) .
a [(” —1)[Sn| < 2 ) /Rn |z — y|n—1dy F7(6)

S Faln) R
_(n — 1)|Sn| an |£ — 77|n_1 dVS"(n) = §Gp1 * f27

which leads to

2P, BU = B3U on S™.
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