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SINGULAR YAMABE METRICS BY EQUIVARIANT REDUCTION

ALI HYDER, ANGELA PISTOIA, AND YANNICK SIRE

ABSTRACT. We construct singular solutions to the Yamabe equation using a reduction of
the problem in an equivariant setting. This provides a non-trivial geometric example for
which the analysis is simpler than in Mazzeo-Pacard program. Our construction provides
also a non-trivial example of a weak solution to the Yamabe problem involving an equation
with (smooth) coefficients.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the semilinear elliptic equation
— Agu+hu=u”, u>0, on (M,g) (1)

where (M, g) is a n—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, h is a
C'—real function on M s.t. —Ag + h is coercive and p > 1.

We are interested in finding solutions which are singular at k—dimensional manifolds for
some integer k > 1.

In the critical case, i.e. p =27 —1:= Z—fg when the equation (1) coincides with the Yamabe
equation (for h = Ry the scalar curvature of M), solutions singular at isolated points and
at k—dimensional manifolds are known provided k£ < (n — 2)/2 (see [MP99, MS91, MP96,
Sch88]).

In the present work, we provide a non trivial example of a geometric singular solution, in
a much simpler setting than the original construction in [MP96]. Our idea is to rely on an
equivariant reduction of the problem like the ones described for instance in [CP16].
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For any integer 0 < k <n —3let 2; , = i(f,j% be the (k + 1)—st critical exponent. We
remark that 2;,19 = 22—19,0 is nothing but the critical exponent for the Sobolev embedding
H} (M) < L§(M), when (M, g) is a (n—k)—dimensional Riemannian manifold. In particular,
2,0= % is the usual Sobolev critical exponent.

In order to reduce the problem, we will consider the background manifold M to be given
by a warped product. Let (M,g) and (K, k) be two riemannian manifolds of dimensions
N and k, respectively. Let w € C?(M), w > 0 be a given function. The warped product
M = M x,, K is the product (differentiable) n—dimensional (n = N + k) manifold M x K
endowed with the riemannian metric g = g + w?k. The function w is called the warping
function. For example, every surface of revolution (not crossing the axis of revolution) is
isometric to a warped product, with M the generating curve, K = S' and w(x) the distance
from = € M to the axis of revolution.

It is not difficult to check that if u € C?*(M x,, K) then

1
Agu = Agu + %g(vguvgu) + EAHU. (2)

Assume h is invariant with respect to K, i.e. h(z,y) = h(z) for any (z,y) € M x K. If we
look for solutions to (1) which are invariant with respect to K, i.e. u(z,y) = v(x) then by
(2) we immediately deduce that u solves (1) if and only if v solves

—Agv—%g (Vgv,Vgv )+ hv =12 in (M,g). (3)

or equivalently

~div, WV ) +wVhw =P, v >0 in (M,g).
It is clear that if v is a solution to problem (3) which is singular at a point £ € M then
u(x,y) = v(x) is a solution to problem (1) which is singular only on the fiber {£y} x K, which
is a k—dimensional submanifold of M x,, K. It is important to notice that the fiber {{y} x K
is totally geodesic in M x,, K (and in particular a minimal submanifold of M x,, K) if & is
a critical point of the warping function w.

Therefore, we are lead to consider the more general anisotropic problem
—divy (aVgu )+ ahu = auf, v >0 in (M,g) (4)

where (M, g) is a N —dimensional compact Riemannian manifold, p > 1, h € C*(M) and a €
C%(M) with minys a > 0. We will assume that the anisotropic operator —div, (aVgu )+ ahu
is coercive in H'(M). Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. If % <p< %, then the problem (4) has a solution which is singular at

2
a point &g € M.
As a consequence of the previous theorem and the above discussion, we deduce

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (M,g) is a warped product M x, K. If 0 < k < "T_Q then there
exists a solution invariant with respect to K of

—Agu + Ryu = uZ_J—rg, u>0, in (M,g)

which is singular on {&o} x K, where & is any point on M. Furthermore, if &y is a critical
point of w then the submanifold {&y} x K is minimal in M.

The proof of Theorem (1.1) follows the same strategy developed in [NMP96]. In particular,
we will replace the N —dimensional manifold M by a bounded smooth domain € in R and
we will focus on the Dirichlet boundary problem

—div(aVu) + ahu = auP in Q
u=0 on 09 (5)
u >0 in Q.
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Here h € CY(M), a € C?*(Q) with ming a > 0 and the anisotropic operator —div(aVu) + ahu
is coercive in H}(Q2). We will show the following result

Theorem 1.3. If &5 < p < X2 then the problem (5) has a solution which is singular at
N-2 N—2

a point & € (.

The modification in the arguments to solve the problem on the manifold instead of in the
domain are minor and are described in the last section of [MP96].

The paper is organized as follows. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is carried out in Section
3 and relies on the linear theory studied in Section 4 together with a contraction mapping
argument developed in Section 5. All the necessary technical tools are contained in Section
2 and in the Appendix 6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Function spaces. For o0 > 0 we let N, to be the ball B,(&). For a € (0,1), s € (0,0),
k€ NU{0} and v € R we define the seminorms

k
j i Vk _ vk /
|w|k,a,s = Z s7 sup |ij| + SkJra sup | w(CU) : aw(x )|
Jj=0 NS\N% m,m’ENS\N% |CC - |

; (6)

and the weighted Holder norm (o > 0 is fixed)

)+ sup s Y wlga,s-

lwllgra = lwlcre@ng Sup

The weighted Holder space CE®(€2\ ) is defined by (here ¥ = {&})
Ch @\ ) = {w € OO\ D) : lwll g < 00}
The subspace of Cf *(Q\ X) with Dirichlet boundary conditions will be denoted by
CEAQ\ D) = {w e CEY(Q\ %)t w =0 on 90}
The space Cff, (RV\ {0}) is defined by
Hchff,(RN\{o}) = [lwll ko g o) + ?}211?(7”7”/\|w(7“')||ck’a(32\31))-

We now list some useful properties of the space ok Y\ X), see e.g. [MPI6] and the book
[PR00).
Lemma 2.1. The following properties hold.
i) Ifwe CYTH QN X) then Vw € C2°(Q\ D).
i) If w e CEY(Q\ X) then w e CE*(Q\ X) for every a € [0,1).
iii) For every w; € Cifi’o‘(Q \ X), i=1,2, we have
lwiwallky 92,0 < Cllwt i ,allwalliqs,a

for some C > 0 independent of wy,ws.
iv) There ezists C > 0 such that for every w € Cif’a(Q \ X)) with w >0 in Q\ ¥ we have

prHky%a S CHwHZ,'\/,a'
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2.2. The singular solution. The building block for our theory is the existence of a singular
solution with different behaviour at the origin and at infinity. The following theorem provides
such a solution.

Theorem 2.2 ([MP96]). Suppose that s < p < RE2. Then for every 3> 0 there exists a
unique radial solution u to

—Au=uP in R\ {0}

u>0 inRV\ {0} (7)

limyy| 0 u(z) = o0,

such that ) .
. N—-2 _ : =1 _ e p—1
rll)nélor u(r) = B, r1_1>161+rp Tu(r) = ¢p := [k(p, N)]P—T,
where
2 2
k(p,N) = —— (N - L.
p—1 p—1

Let u be a singular radial solution to (7). Then wu.(z) := e »~Tu(%) is also a solution to
(7). Note that

ue(z) < C(9, u)aN_Q_ﬁ for |z| > ¢,

which shows that u. — 0 locally uniformly in R¥\ {0}. Due to this scaling and the asymptotic
behavior of u at infinity, for a given o > 0, we can find a solution u; such that

7’2u€_1(7’) <a on (1,00).

2.3. The linearized operator around the singular solution. We consider the linearized
operator

=A+ pulf1
where in polar coordinates we denote
9? -10 1
A=— —A
or? + r or -

Following [MP96], we recall that ~; is an indicial root of Ly at 0 if Ly (|z["p;) = o(|z[772),

where ; is the j-th eigenfunction of —Ay on SN=1 that is —Agpj = A\jpj,
=0, N=N-1, forj=1,...,N

)

and so on. Setting
A, = plim 7°2u112_1(7°) = pk(p, N). (8)
r—0

we have that

ﬁ:%P—NiWN—W+MM—%)

For :&5 < p < %2 we have that (R denotes the real part)

and

Since lim, T2u11)71(7“) = 0, the indicial roots of L, at infinity are the same as for the A
itself. These values are given by

|
7}:5[2—Ni (N—2P+4M]
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We shall choose p, v in the region
-2 ) -2 _
P <V<m1n{2T1+1, %(70)} <
so that p+v=2— N.

2—N

<R(yg) < p <0, (9)

We have the following propositions whose proofs can be found in [MP96].

Proposition 2.3. Let w € Cﬁ:g(RN \ {0}) be a solution to Lyw = 0. Then w = 0.

Proposition 2.4. Let w € C2%(RN \ {0}) be a solution to

A
Aw+ 2w =0 in RV \ {0},
T
where A, is given by (8). If v is not an indicial root of the operator A + % then w = 0.

3. A SCHEME OF THE PROOF

Let X = {&} € Q. To construct a solution to (5) which is singular precisely at the point &,
we start by constructing an approximate solution to (5) which is singular exactly on X. For
o > 0 small (to be chosen later) let us first fix a non-negative cut-off function x € C°(B,(&))
such that x =1 in Bg (&0). An approximate solution . is defined by

o) = xlahue(e — &) = = 7Ty (20),

We shall look for positive solutions of the form u = u. + v. Then, v has to satisfy

Lev + fe + Q(v) = 0, (10)
where the linear operator L. is
Lev := div(aVv) + alpa? ™' — h)o, (11)
the error term is
fe := div(aVu,.) — ahu. + au?, (12)

and the non-linear term @ is
Q(v) = af|ae + vf” — @k — pul~'v]. (13)
To prove existence of solution to (10) we will use a fixed point argument on the space
Cf’g(Q \ X)) for a suitable v. We note that if v € Cf’%(Q \ X) solves (10) then by maximum
principle we have that u. +v > 0 in . This is a simple consequence of the fact that we

will choose v > —I%, and therefore, u. + v > 0 in a small neighborhood of ¥, thanks to the
asymptotic behavior of u., around the origin and the coercivity assumption on h.

First of all, we estimate the size of the error term.

Lemma 3.1. The error f. satisfies

2
|| 0.0 < C,, max e (N
e = Gy

=1 ¢ P*l} for e >0 small,

2
for every v <1 — o1

Proof. We only estimate the first term in (6), the estimate for the second term should having
the same order as of the first one. It follows that

2
|z — &| P T for |x — & <e
uE(x _50) R EN—;T"I

for |z — &| > ¢,
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and
2
o — &[T forjo— &l <e
|[Vue(x — &) < C o2,
W for |1E—£0| 26.
We write

fe = alAu. + @¥] 4+ Vi, - Va — ahi..
Since xy = 1 in a small neighborhood of &j, we have
2 2
alAu, +ul| < CeNTrT and us(z — &0)|Vx - Va| < =y
Moreover,

N2
o — &* Ve (o — &)|[Va()] < €777,

&= ol (o — &) < O
The lemma follows.
O

Next, we use the linear theory of L. developed in the Section 4 and, applying the inverse
of L., that is G., we rewrite the above equation (10) as

v+ Gefe + G-Q(v) = 0.
The crucial fact we shall use is that the norm of G; is uniformly bounded if ¢ is sufficiently
small.
By Lemma 3.1, the error f. satisfies the estimate
. 2p 2
| felloap—2 < Ce?, ¢g:=min¢{ N - —— 1—-v———>".
p—1 p—1
Then, there exists Cp > 0 such that ||Ge fz]|2,0,, < Coe?. This suggests to work on the ball
B = {v e C2% : ||v]l2.an < Met}

for some M > 2Cj large. In Section 5 we shall show that the map v — G:[f: + Q(v)] is a
contraction on the ball B. 5; when M is large and ¢ is small enough. That will concludes our
proof.

4. THE LINEAR OPERATOR L.

4.1. Injectivity of L. on Cﬁ%(Q \ X). In this section we study injectivity of the linearized
operator

Low = div(aVw) + a[pa?~! — hjw.
We shall use the following notations:

Q. :=Q\ B:(&), ft.= max{f,0}, [~ :=min{f,0}.

Lemma 4.1. After a suitable normalization of uy, the operator L. satisfies maximum prin-
ciple in Q. for e > 0 small. More precisely, if w € H*(Q.) satisfies

L.w>0 mn Q.
w<0 on 0S),

then w <0 in Q..
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Proof. The crucial fact we shall use is that the operator
v — —div(aVv) + ahv,
is coercive, that is, for some ¢y > 0 we have

/ al|Vo|* + ho?|dz > co/ |Vol2dz  for every v € HY(S).
Q Q

Since w < 0 on the boundary 9., by extending w™ by 0 on B.(&) we see that wt € H}(Q).
Multiplying the inequality L.w > 0 by w™, and then integrating by parts we obtain

/ al|[Vw™ > + h(wh)? — pa? =Y (w™)?]dz = 0.
Q

(w+)2 4 / +12
dr < Vuw™|*dz.
L amt < orap

If we normalize w1 in such a way that

We also have

(N-2)2 1

0
8 Jz—¢&p M

paul 1<

then we have
/ \Vw™ |2dz = 0.
Q
We conclude the lemma. O

Remark 1. The above proof shows that L. satisfies mazimum principle in By (&) \ B:(&o)
for e >0 small.

Lemma 4.2. Fizeg > 0 such that L. satisfies maximum principle on Q.. Let 2— N < v <0
be fixed. Let w. be a solution to L.w. = f. on Q. for some f. € Cgf‘Q(Qg), and 0 < g < gg.
Assume that w. = 0 on 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that

well2,0y < C (erHO,ow—Q + 577“1”6”00(835(50)) . (14)
Proof. For ¢(z) := |x — &|” we have
AQS(x) = CN,'y|x - £0|772, CNyy = W(N +7 - 2) <0.
Since
Va-Vé—ahe =O(|z — &7,
for o > 0 small we have that
alA¢p+ Va-Vo—ahp < CNT”Yakc — &2 on By(&).
This shows that for a suitable choice of u1, we have for some § > 0
Leg(x) < —dlz — &% on Q:= B,(&) \ B:(&)-
Therefore, we can choose ¢ = || fz|[0,a,y—2 so that
Lo(we +c1:.¢0) <0 on Q.
We can also choose
C2e %877“%”()0(635(5@)) + HWSHC’O(aBU(go)) =103 T Chpe,
so that
we + (c1.+c22)p >0 on ON.
Then by Maximum principle we have that (to get the other inequality use —¢)
lwe| < (c1+c22)¢  in Q.
Since, Low: = f. in Q. \ 2, and w. = 0 on 99, we get that
|we(z)| S (1 +c2e) forze Q. \ Q.
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We claim that

cae S eze + [ felloany—2-
We assume by contradiction that the above claim is false. Then there exists a family of
solutions wy = w,, to L., w, = fp with 0 < ey < o, fr € CSf‘Q(QEe), wp = 0 on 9N such that

caep =1 and e3¢, + || follo,ay—2 — 0. (15)
Then, up to a subsequence, 2., — Qz, where
Q: =0\ {&} ifé=0, and Q:=Q:=Q\ B:(&§) if&>0.
From the estimates on w;, we see that wy — w in Qg. Moreover, w satisfies

{ L:w = div(aVw) — ahw —i—pﬂ?ilw =0 in Q:
w=0 on 0f).
Here, for € = 0 the function ;s is considered to be identically zero.

If £ > 0 then by Lemma 4.1 we get that w = 0. Next we consider the case € = 0. We have
that w(z) = O(|z —&y|"), and hence the singularity at &y is removable (note that v > 2 — N),
that is, Lsw = 0 weakly in £2. Thus, we can use coercivity hypothesis on h to conclude that
w = 0. This contradicts the first condition in (15).

In this way we have that there exists C' > 0 independent of ¢, but depending only on the
right hand side of (14) such that

lw:| < C¢ in Q..

The desired estimate follows from Lemma 6.4 and a scaling argument (see e.g. [PR00, Chapter
2.2.1)).
O

Lemma 4.3. There exists €9 > 0 sufficiently small such that if € < g¢ then
2, 0,
L.: Cﬂ’%(Q \X) — CM_O‘Z(Q \ X)
18 injective.

l

Proof. We assume by contradiction that L_. is not injective for some ¢° — 0. Let w, €

Ci’%(Q \ ) be a non-trivial solution to L_w; = 0. We normalize w; so that

# = (")~ =1 16
e () we(a)] = () g we()| = 1 (16)
where p(z) = |z — & in a small neighborhood of &, and outside it is a smooth positive
function. Then by Lemma 4.2 we get that
sup (p(e) @) + pla) ! [Vu(z)]) < C. (17)
ol
We set o
We(w) = (") Hwe(e"w + &), o] < Ry = 2l
Then
Atig(z) + puf iy () = folw),
where

fo(z) := (6627“ (hwg —a 'Va- ng) . yi=clz+ &
= (£")?h(y)de(x) — aly) ™ Valy) - Vide(z).

It follows from (17) that 1wy — W and fy — 0in C2 (RV\By) and C} (RY\ By) respectively.

Next we show that 1, is bounded in C? (B \ {0}). To this end it suffices to prove that
Sp = sup (Il [ Do ()] + 2| 7+ Vide(2)]) < C.
2
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We assume by contradiction that the above supremum is not uniformly bounded. Let 0 #
xy € By be such that
Se =~ || | @e(we)| + |V de(a)|-
We claim that |z;] — 0. On the contrary, if z; — xo, # 0, then setting w, = 15"—5 we see that
Wy — Weo, Where
L1 =0 in BQ\{O}, Weo = 0 In BQ\Bl.
Therefore, Wy = 0 in By, which contradicts to
|Zoo| | Woo (Too)| + |$w|1_u|vw00(x00)| ~ 1.

Thus we get that x, — 0.

Now we set L
r, Pwp(rex
ve(z) = £ e S( ), ro = |z
¢

Then, for every 6 > 0 and ¢ large we have

Livg = 0p(1),  |z*lvg| + || TH| Vg < C for § < |z| <

SN

Therefore, up to a subsequence, vy — vy, Where v, satisfies
pr(p, N)
|z[?
Hence, by Proposition 2.4 we have v, = 0, a contradiction to maxgp, (|vso| + [Vso|) = 1.
This proves that S, < C, and consequently we obtain that @y — e in C} (R \ {0}). Then

the limit function ws, would satisfy
At + puf Mo = 0 in RV \ {0}, dios € CZS(RN \ {0}).

Then by Proposition 2.3 we have W, = 0, a contradiction to (16).

Avoo + Voo = 0, Jveo(x)] < Claf*  in R\ {0}

O

4.2. Uniform surjectivity of L. on Cﬁ%(Q \ ¥). Instead of using general theory of edge
operators as developed in [Maz91], we shall use the notes of Pacard [Paca, Pach] and Pacard-
Riviere [PRO0] for edge operators with point singularity. Denoting p(x) := |z — &, the
weighted space L(Q\ X) is defined by (we may also simply write L3 or L3(Q2))

L3 (Q\ %) = {w €Ll (Q\%): / p~ B w|?dr < oo} .
Q
Let L2 4(Q\ X) be the dual of L3(Q\ X) with respect to the pairing
LEQ\2) x L25(Q\ %) 3 (w1, ws) — / wywep~ 2dz.
Q
We note that the following embedding is continuous

N —2
ChYQ\X) < L3(Q\ %) for § <5+ ——.

Lemma 4.4. Let w € L? be a solution to
Low=0 1inQ\{&}-
Then w € C?’_O‘u (Q) for every Q € Q.
2

Proof. For xy € Q with d(xg,08) > |xg — &o| we set
1
o) = w(eo + Re), R=_lr—6&l | <1
Then using the elliptic regularity for v, namely,

Iollcosy) < Clivllzes,),
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one obtains that |w(z)| < C|z|®~ "2 * for 2 in a small neighborhood of &y. In fact, by elliptic
regularity, this estimate also holds on compact sets in €2. The lemma follows by a scaling
argument and Schauder regularity. O

The natural domain D(L.) of the operator L. is the set of functions w € L such that the
distributional derivative L.w is in LZ ,. More precisely, w € D(L.) if there exists f € L2 ,
such that w satisfies L.w = f in the sense of distributions in 2\ ¥. However, in order to
identify the adjoint of L. in a natural way, one has to consider a smaller space including
the boundary condition w = 0 on 92, which well-defined as a trace according to the next
estimate.

Together with Lemma 6.3 and a rescaling argument (see e.g., [Paca, Proposition 1.2.1])
one can show that the following elliptic estimate holds: for 7o > 0 with Ba,, (&) C

va wllz ey < CUANL 8oy oy + 0l 2280 (601 (18)

In our next lemma we bound the weighted norm ||wl| 2 by L? norm of w and the weighted
norm || f|| L2, for some values of .

Lemma 4.5. Assume that § — Y2 & {?R*yj :7=0,1,...}. Then there exists a compact set
K c Q\ {&} and r > 0 such that
lwll 2B, &) < CEUfllLz_, @ + lwlrz))- (19)

Proof. Let R > 0 be such that Byr(§p) C Q2. Applying Lemma 6.2 on the ball Br(&y) we get
that

HUHLg(BR(go))ﬁcl HhHL2 ,(Br(&)) pll+IVa- VwHLQ ,(Br(&)) )+ llullzemy |

for some C; > 0 and for some compact set K C Bgr(&) \ {&}. Since |Va| € LOO(Q)7 it
follows that

VeVl @)

im =

r=0 [Vwllzz_ (8, ))
Therefore, for r > 0 small enough, the weighted norm ||Va - VwHLz L(By(&)) can be absorbed

one the left hand side, thanks to (18). On the region Br(&) \ B ({0) the weighted norm
IVa- Vw2 is equivalent to [[Va - Vw| 2, and this can be controlled by

1l z2(Ban By (€0) T IFllL2(Bonion By (€0)-

We conclude the lemma. O

As a consequence of (18)-(19) one can prove the following lemma (see e.g., Chapter 9,
[Pach]).

Lemma 4.6. The operator L. : L?; — L?sfz is Fredholm, provided 6 — ¥ ¢ {?)‘iji 1 g =
0,1,...}.

We shall fix § > 0 slightly bigger than u + %, where p is fixed according to (9). Thanks
to the previous comment on the domain of L., the adjoint of the operator

L.: L% — L%, (20)

is given by
Ly = L3, we p*Le(wp™?). (21)
Then the adjoint operator (21) is injective, and L. in (20) is surjective. Using the isomorphism

25 2 2 26
: L% —>L25+5, w — p~lw,
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we identify the adjoint operator as
Li: L5, — L%, wes p> P L (wp®™?).

Now we consider the composition

L=L.oLl:L*5.0— L% 5, wrs Lfp* P Lo(wp®?)).
Then L is an isomorphism, and hence there exists a two sided inverse

Ge: L2550 = L2540
Consequently, the right inverse of L. is given by G, := L}G.. It follows that
Ge: CP%H(Q\ D) —» C25(Q\ %)

is bounded.

Lemma 4.7. Let ¢g > 0 be as in Lemma 4. 3 Then for 0 < € < g9 the system L.w; = 0,
= Liwsy with wy € CVD(Q \X) and wq € C’V+2 »(Q\ X) has only trivial solution.

Proof. We set w = p?*~2wy. Then Le[p2*25L5w] = 0. Multiplying the equation by w and
then integrating by parts we get

O:/pQ_%]LEw\zdx.
Q

Since v 420 > p, we have w € C’V+25(Q \X) C Cﬁ’a(ﬂ \ ). Then by Lemma 4.3 we get that
w = 0, equivalently wy = we = 0. U
Lemma 4.8. There exists eg > 0 small such that if 0 < ¢ < gg, then the sequence of
solutions (wy .¢) C Cf’%(Q \X)N L, [CV+2D(Q \ X)] to L.wy o = foo is uniformly bounded
in C2*(Q\ ), provided (f.c) is umformly bounded in CBf;(Q \ X).

l

— 0
<

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the lemma is false. Then there exists a sequence &
and wy ¢ € Ci’g(Q \Z)NL, [CV+4 p(Q\X)] with L_ew, e = f.c such that || f.. ”CO o

C, and (w; ) is not bounded in C2(Q\ ). By Lemma 4.2

H(O\D)

lwy etll e,y < C+C mzxéc)(eﬁ)—”(|w1,€e|+eﬁ|w1,ez|) =:C +C5.e.

We distinguish the following two cases.
Case 1 S <C.
In this case we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 4.3. Let z; € B.¢(§o) be such that

BSU(IE ) (P |wyce| + p TV Wy e|) & |we—Eol ™ (Jwy ce(@e)| + |xe — &ol|Vwy ce(xe)]) =1 Se — oc.
_e(&o

Then necessarily 7 := |2, — &| = o(e”). Setting

~ 7y "wy ce(rex + &o)
Wy o(T) = 5
14

one would get that w; .« — wy # 0 where

; . A
Loy =0 inR"\{0}, r x| <C, Li=A+=L,
T

where A, is as in (8). Since v does not coincide with indicial roots of Ly, from Proposition
2.4 we get that w, = 0, a contradiction.

Case 2 5.« — 0.
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In this case we set .
- ¢ _Vw1,4(5x+50)
By () = () LET TR
el
Then maxpp, (|1 .| + [V ) & 1. Moreover, proceeding as before (see Lemma 4.3) we
would get that wy . — w1 # 0 where

L1U~}1 =0 inR" \ {O}, T'il/’ﬁ)ﬂ < C.

Since w; decays at infinity, its decay rate is determined by the indicial roots of L; (which
are exactly the same as A) at infinity. In fact, 1; would be bounded by 2~ at infinity, see
e.g., [MP96].

Since wy ¢ € L7, [CV+2 p(Q\X)], we have w, .« = P2

Wy ¢ for some wy o € C, +25D(Q\
Y). Now we set

B (az)*”*%wlez (ez + &)
Wy o(T) = g, .
£

Using that 26 + v > p, and following the proof of Lemma 4.3, one can show that the family
Wy ¢ converges to a limit function wg, where

=|z[* %@ inR"\ {0}, |2]7" || < C.

Thus, Ly [r?=2) Liws] = 0. We multiply this equation by @ and integrate it on RY. Then an
integration by parts leads Lywy = 0 (this is justiﬁed because of the decay of w; at infinity,
provided we choose § > 0 sufficiently close to p+ Y2 ) Again, as 20 +v > p, by Proposition
2.3 we have w9y = w; = 0, a contradiction.

Ly

O

5. THE NON-LINEAR TERM ()

Lemma 5.1. Let My > 1 be fized. Then for eg << 1 we have
1
1Q(v1) = Q(w2)llo,aw-2 = 7 -llv1 = v2ll2.00
1

for every vy, vo € Bear i= {v cCP™. lv]l2,a0 < Maq} .

Proof. In Lemma 3.1, the error term f. is bounded by the maximum of two terms. If the
maximum is the second term eV=2/(°=1) we argue as in [MP96]. Let us consider the case
when the maximum is the first term. Let

2 2
q = <N_—p1>_<1—y——1>:N+l/—3>0.
p— b=

We start by showing that there exists 7 > 0 small (independent of ¢ << 1) such that

lu(x)] < Eus(az) for every x € B (&), v € Be s (22)

where "
Te i = TEVv—2tN — ().
To prove this we recall that there exists ¢q, co > 1 such that
1 2
— <|z|rTuc(z) < ey for |z] <e¢,
C1
1 _
—<e¢ N3t LN 2u(z) < ey fore <|z| <7
C2
On the other hand,
2
e N p(a) 7 fu(a)| < M.

Asv > we have (22) for some 7 > 0 small.

pl’
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We have

1
d _
Q(v1) — Q(vg) = a/o %\ﬂg + v1 + t(vy — vo)|Pdt — pul 1(1)1 — v)

1
= ap(vy — 1}2)/ (\ﬂg + v +t(v; — vg)]p_l — ag_l) dt
0

1
=:ap(v1 — 02)/ Q(v1,va)dt.
0
Next, using that
(1+ r)p_l =14+0(r|) for|r|l <

we estimate for x € B.(&p)

DN |

!Q&mvﬂum>scm4xynmui5zkﬂ@»

< CMerTH+,=2(g)
= CMep(z)72,
and for =z € B;_(&) \ B:(&o)

_2p_

1Q(v1,v9)|(z) < CMp(m)_2 max{a,a(N p_l)(p—2)+q7.€(2—N)(P—2)+v+2}
— CMp(z) 0.(1).

Here we have used that the second term in the maximum is of the order " for some r > 0.
Indeed, from the definition of 7., ¢ and ¢1, the exponent of ¢ is

(N—%) (P—2)+q+[2=N)p—2)+v+2 <1—m>
2-N)(p—2)+v+2

T N+v—2

_(N=2)(p—-1)-2
N+v-—2

>0,

where the last inequality follows from p > % and N +v —2 > 0. Finally, as v > —I%, we
easily obtain for z € Q\ B..(&)

|Q(vr,v2)|(2) < C@" + ot P + Jua P~ 1) (2)
< Cp(a) 2 (a2 (@)p(e)? + Met@D)
— 0.(1)p(z)2.
Combining these estimates we get for ¢ << 1

1Q(v1) = Q(v2)llo.0.—2 = 0c(V)l[vr = v2llo0p = 0=(V)][or = vall2,0,-

Next we estimate the weighted Hoélder norm of Q(v1) — Q(v2) with Hélder exponent o <
p—1. For 0 < s < 0 we write

2t g [Q(v1) — Qv2)](w) — [Q(v1) — Q(v2)](2)]
$7$/€NS\N% ‘.%' - x/‘a
< 4[|Q(v1) — Q(v2)ll0,0,,—2

[Q(v1) = Q(v2)](z) — [Q(v1) = Qv2)](2")]

2—v+a
T |z — |

sup
$7$,€NS\N% Je—a!|<

S
4
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Notice that for ,2’ € Ny \ Ns with |z — 2| < 1, the line segment [z, y] joining = and y lies
in Nag \ Ns. The desired estimate follows on the ball By, (§o) by estimating Q(v1,v2)(z) —
Q(v1,v9)(2") using the following gradient bound (we are using that |u. + v[P~! is C! in this
region)
VQ(vi,v2) = (p— 1) [(Te + v1 + t(v1 — v2)P > — @2 7?)] V.
+ (p = 1)(te + v1 + t(vr — v2)P*V[vy + t(v1 — v)]
= 0@ (Jor] + [v2])[Vue| + O(1) a2 *(|Vor| + [Vual).

In fact, gradient bounds can also be used for the region B, (&) if p > 2. For 1 < p <2, one
can use the following inequalty

1617~ () = [P~ ()] < |¢(x) = d@ )P~ < [VSlo (0l — P,

with ¢ = 4. and ¢ = u. + vy + t(vy — va).
We conclude the lemma.

6. APPENDIX
The following lemma can be proven in the spirit of [Paca, Proposition 1.5.1]

Lemma 6.1. Ford € R set

2 2
sen((M52) ma) L en 23)

Then for 6 € R\ {£d; : j =0,1,...} there exists C = C(N,0d) such that if u is a solution to
d
Au—i—Wu:f in By \ {0},
then
lullz(my < CUSF Lz, + HUHLQ(Bl\B%))-

Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ be a continuous function in By. Let d; be given by (23) with d = ¢(0).
Then for 6 € R\ {£d; : j =0,1,...} there exists a compact set K C By \ {0} and a constant
C > 0 such that for every u € Lg(Bl) solving

Au+#u:f in BI\ {0}, feL3B),

we have
HUHLg(Bl) < C(”f”L?_Q(Bl) + llull L2 (xy)-
Proof. We rewrite the equation as

Au—i-&OZ)u:f—i-f, fi= Mu
|z |=[?

Then by Lemma 6.1 we get
lullz2my < Crllfllzz s + 112250 + HUHL2(31\B%))-

Let r > 0 be sufficiently small so that [ — ((0)| < ﬁ on B,. Then

~ 1
HfHL{ (By) = —HUHLQ(BT) +C(r, HCHLOO(Bl))”uHL2(Bl\BT)-
5-2 2C4 5

The proof follows by absorbing the term ||ul| 12(B,) on the left hand side, and taking K =
Bi\ B,.
U
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Lemma 6.3 (L? estimate). Let Q be a bounded open set in R™. Let b; € L°°() with
[bill o) <A, i=0,1,...,n.

Let u € L?(2) be a weak solution solution to
" ou ,
Au + ;1 bia—xi +bou=f inQ,

for some f € L*(Q). Then for every Q € Q there exists C = C(Q,A) such that
lellyany < OO zz@ + lullzz@y)-
Lemma 6.4 (Schauder estimate). Let Q be a bounded open set in R™. Let b; € C%* () with
||bl'HCO’a(Q) SA, i:O,l,...,n.

Let u be a classical solution to
n
ou .
Au—i—;bia—xi +bou=f in S,

for some f € CO(Q). Then for every Q € Q there exists C = C(Q, A) such that

[ull gy < CUIFlcoa(@) + llullco)-

Additionally, if Q is regular, 92 has two components I'y and I'y, and if u =0 on I'y then for
Qe (QUIy) there exists C = C (2, A) such that

[ull 2oy < CUIFllcoa@) + [[ullcow))-
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