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SOME UNIFORMIZATION PROBLEMS FOR A FOURTH ORDER
CONFORMAL CURVATURE

SANGHOON LEE

AsstrAcT. In this paper, we establish the existence of conformal deforma-
tions that uniformize fourth order curvature on 4-dimensional Riemann-
ian manifolds with positive conformal invariants. Specifically, we prove
that any closed, compact Riemannian manifold with positive Yamabe in-
variant and total Q-curvature can be conformally deformed into a metric
with positive scalar curvature and constant Q-curvature. For a Riemann-
ian manifold with umbilic boundary, positive first Yamabe invariant and
total (Q, T)-curvature, it is possible to deform it into two types of Rie-
mannian manifolds with totally geodesic boundary and positive scalar
curvature. The first type satisfies Q = constant, T = 0 while the second
type satisfies Q = 0, T = constant.

1. INTRODUCTION

In conformal geometry, the Q-curvature of a 4-dimensional Riemannian
manifold (M, g) is a curvature invariant associated to the Paneitz operator
P4. They are defined respectively by

1
(1.1) Q= E(—AR + R? - 3|Ric]?)

(1.2) Pyp = A*p — div(%Rg — 2Ric)d¢

for any smooth function ¢ on M. Here, R is the scalar curvature, Ric is
the Ricci curvature, A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and div is minus of
the adjoint of the exterior derivative d. Let g, = ¢*“¢ be the conformally
deformed metric where w is a smooth function on M. The Paneitz operator
the Q-curvature exihibit the following conformal covariance property:

(Py)w(() = e Py(h), Pyw +2Q = 2Q,,e*

where (Py),, and Q,, are the Paneitz operator and the Q-curvature for the
metric g,,. They are defined in any dimensions greater than or equal to three
as discussed in [HY] and other related references. However, an especially
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interesting aspect in dimension four is that Q-curvature is related to the
topology of M through the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula:

f(Q+w AV = 4y (M),

where W is the Weyl curvature and x(M) is the Euler characteristic of M.
The total Q-curvature defined by k;, := fM QdV is a conformal invariant. In
this regard, Q-curvature serves as a four-dimensional analogue of Gaussian
curvature of Riemannian surfaces, as both the Laplace-Beltrami operator
and the Gaussian curvature exhibit similar conformal covariance properties.
The Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula involving the Q-curvature is considered
as a four-dimensional version of the Gauss-Bonnet formula.

The study of the analytic aspects and applications to geometry and topol-
ogy of the Q-curvature and the Paneitz operator has been a topic of extensive
research in recent decades. Notable works in this field include Chang and
Yang [CY], Chang-Gursky-Yang [CGY], Djadli and Malchiodi [DM], Gursky
[G1]), [G2], and Malchiodi [M].

In the context of manifolds with boundary, represented as (M, dM, g), a
natural boundary operator P3 and its associated curvature invariant, the
T-curvature, have been introduced by Chang and Qing and [CQ2].
They are defined as follows:

JdA 0 R A . R P
(13) P3¢ = %a_;j) + Aga—f — 2HA¢ + LV, V) + VH - Vb + (F - %%

_ 14R 1 S TP
(1.4) T——E%+§R-H—<G,L)+3H —gTr(L)+AH
for any smooth function ¢ on M. Here, A, V are the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator and covariant derivative with respect to the induced metric on the
boundary ¢ = glon- L is the second fundamental form of the boundary, H is
the mean curvature, F = R4, (G, L) = RyypnLay where 1 is the inward nor-
mal vector field along the boundary and 4, b denote tangential components

along the boundary.
They also have the conformal covariance property,
(1.5) (P3)w = € 3¥P3, Paw + T = Tpe®®.

In four dimension, we the have the following Chern-Gauss-Bonnet for-
mula involving Q-Curvature and T-curvature:

(1.6) f Q + WP dV + SéM(T — Ly — L5)dSq = 4 x (M)

where L4 and L5 are curvature quantities defined explicitly in [CQ1]]. As
we will be focusing on manifolds with totally geodesic boundaries in this
paper, the pointwise conformally invariant quantity (£4 + £5)dS, is not
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relevant to our discussion as it vanishes in such cases. Also note that the
total (Q, T)-curvature kp, p,) ‘= fM Qdv + §Td5 is a conformal invariant.

It is natural to consider the uniformization theorem for Q-curvature, and
for manifolds with a boundary, the pair (Q, T). This was first studied for
closed manifolds in and subsequently in for more general cases.
Uniformization theorems for (Q, T)-curvature have been investigated in

works by Catino and Ndiaye [CN], Ndiaye [N1], and [N2].

In this paper, we present a stronger uniformization theorem that not only
controls the Q-curvature, but also the sign of the scalar curvature under the
condition that the Yamabe constant and total Q-curvature are positive.The
Yamabe constant, defined for a 4-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, )
as

RdVol;
(1.7) Y(M,g) = inf fM—f
gelsl Vol(M, )}
is known to be positive if and only if there exists a metric in the conformal
class [g] with positive scalar curvature. In dimensions greater than or equal
to 6, it has been established that the existence of a conformal metric with
positive scalar and Q-curvature is equivalent to the positivity of both the
Yamabe invariant and the Paneitz operator, as shown in Gursky-Han-Lin
[GHL]. In dimension 4, Gursky [G2] proved that the Paneitz operator is
non-negative when both the Yamabe invariant and total Q-curvature are
non-negative. With this in mind, our uniformization theorem can be stated
as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be a four-dimensional closed manifold with conformal
invariants k, and Y (M, [g]) positive. Then there exists a conformal deformation w
such that Qy, is constant, and Ry, > 0.

For manifolds with a boundary, the first Yamabe invariant is defined as
follows

RdVols + ¢, HdS,
(1.8) Y(M, oM, [g]) = inf Ju l éAf il
gelgl Vol(M, §)}
We present a uniformization theorem for manifolds with an umbilic

boundary. Note that an umbilic boundary can always be conformally de-
formed to a totally geodesic boundary.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, §) be a compact manifold with an umbilic boundary and pos-
itive conformal invariants kip, p,y and Y(M,0M, [g]). Then there exist conformal
deformations wy and wy such that

_  keypy =
{Qwﬁﬁfﬁwl)mwgo(}nz\/f o {sz—O/RwROOﬂM

_ _ keypy _
Twl =0, le = 0on dM = Vol(&?\/l,fguq)’ HwZ = 0on oM.
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Now we describe our strategy and plan of this paper to prove the main
Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. InPart 1, we study compact closed manifolds
and prove Theorem 1.1. There are two major steps toward the proof of
Theorem 1.1. The first step is to deform the background metric using the
continuity method so that both the scalar curvature and the Q-curvature
are positive pointwisely. Then, we apply the Leray-Schauder degree theory
to a 1-parameter family of fourth-order equations to establish the existence
of the conformal metric described in Theorem 1.1.

In Section 2, we review functionals that were defined in and ap-
peared while computing explicit formulas for functional determinants of
conformally covariant operators in 4-dimensional Riemannian manifolds.
These functionals are studied in [CY], [CGY] and [G2] to derive interesting
geometric results. Followng the approach used in [CGY] and [GHL], we
use the method of continuity for critical points of suitable linear combina-
tions of those functionals. We prove that we can find a minimizer with
positive scalar curvature at the starting functional. The closedness part of
the continuity process follows from the uniform W??(M)-estimate of critical
points.

In Section 3, we prove the openness part of the continuity process by
showing contant functions are the only solutions linearized problems. Com-
bining this with the uniform W??2(M)-estimate of critical points, we conclude
that the background metric can be conformally deformed into a metric with
positive scalar curvature and Q-curvature using the method of continuity.
The main key ingredient is that the positivity of scalar curvature can be
preserved throughout this process. This concludes the first step towards
proving the main theorem.

In Section 4, we study a 1-parameter family of equations of the form

(1.9) Pyw; = 2thk,e™™ — 2tQ

subject to the constraint R; > 0 and normalization fM e*@ = 1. Note that
when t = 0, the equation is simply a linear equation, and that the solution of
theequationatt = 1 gives us the desired conformal deformation of Theorem
1.1. The compactness result is essential to apply the Leray-Schauder degree
theory to this 1-parameter family of equations. A more general compactness
theorem than we need has already been proved in [M]. The theorem states:

Theorem 1.3. ( Theorem 1.1]) Suppose Ker Py = {constants} and that {u;};
is a sequence of solutions of

P4Ml + 2Ql = 2k1€4u1, f €4uldV =1
M
with {Qy); satisfying Qi — Qo in CO°(M). Assume also that k, # 8kr? for
k=1,2,---. Then {u;}; is bounded in C*(M) for any a € (0, 1).

Under our assumptions, we provide an alternative proof by utilizing the
concept of a normal metric introduced in [CQY].
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Definition 1.1. ([CQY)|, Definition 3.1]) Let (R*, go) be the standard Euclidean
space. A conformal metric >V g satisfying f1R4 |Qule™ < oo is defined to be normal

if
(1.10) W) = —— f log =20 (e Wy + C.
42 R4 |x — yl

We will employ the following criterion to determine whether a metric is
normal.

Theorem 1.4. (J[CQY| Theorem 1.4]) Suppose that the Q-curvature of a metric
e?“|dx|> on R* is absolutely integrable and suppose that its scalar curvature is
nonnegative at infinity. Then the metric is normal.

A blow-up analysis shows that the limit conformal factor we, on R*
satiesfies Ry, > 0. By Theorem[1.4] we know that w, is normal. The proof
for the compactness of solutions is concluded by the following blow-up
profile classification of Xu [X].

Theorem 1.5. ([X, Theorem 1.2]) Suppose w(x) € CY(IR™) is a solution of the
equation

vl
(1.11) w(x) = apy fm [log(m)]emw(y)dy + Co
for a dimensional constant a, such that e™®) is integrable over R™. Then there
exist a positive constant A and a point xo € R™ such that
27 ]

?/U(X) = lOg [m

Note that the dimensional constant a, is explicitly computed by substi-
tuting the specific solution defined above into the equation (LII). Itis easy
to see that a,, is independent of A and xo.

In Section 5, we provide a proof of Theorem 1.1 by using the Leray-
Schauder degree theory. We also discuss an example that illustrates a limi-
tation of the method of continuity for the 1-parameter family of equations
studied in Section 4.

In Part 2, we investigate compact manifolds with totally geodesic bound-
ary. Since the method is similar to that of closed manifolds, we will briefly
outline each section’s contents.

The first step is to prove that we can conformally deform the metric so that
the curvatures satisfy certain positivity conditions. In Section 6, we review
functionals that appeared in [CQ1] and [CQ2] when computing explicit
formulas for functional determinants of conformally covariant operators in
4-dimensional Riemannian manifoldswith boundary. Suitable linear com-
binations of these functionals are used for the method of continuity, similar
to Section 2. The existence of minimizers for the starting functional and the
closedness of critical points are established in Section 6. In Section 7, we
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prove the openness part of the continuity method and conclude the proof
of the first step.

In Section 8, we establish the compactness result for 1-parameter fam-
ilies of equations which are Neumann boundary valued versions of (1.9).
These compactness results are essential to apply the Lerau-Schauder de-
gree theory. Analogous to the closed manifold case, we will also show that
the metrics in these boundary value problems are “normal” in the sense of
Definition [I.1 and use the classification result of Theorem Finally, in
Section 9, we provide a proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Part 1. Closed manifolds
2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout Section 2 and 3, we study critical points of linear combina-
tions of some functionals intoduced in [CY], [CGY].

We assume k, = fM QodVy > 0 and Y(M, [go]) > 0. By Theorem B],
we have k, < 812, and if ky = 872, then M is conformally equivalent to
the standard sphere 5*. Hence, we may assume that k, < 87%. We fix the
background metric to be a Yamabe metric so that R is constant.

Let 17 be a fixed (2,0) tensor defined on M with |q|é > 0 everywhere. We
define some functionals as follows:

I[w] = f4|r]|%de0 - (flqlédVo)logJCe‘ldeo

H[w] = fw(P4)0de0 + f4Q0?/UdV0 — kp logfe4wdvo

= f[(AOZU)Z + §R0|V0w|2 _ 2Ric0(V0w, V()ZU) + 4Q0w]dvo _ kp log fe4wdvo

w] = 31—6( f R2 AV, — f R2dVy) = f | (Agw + IVowP)? - %Rowowﬁ]dvo
We consider a one-parameter of family of functionals
(2.1) Fi[w] == y®)I[w] + tl[w] + (1 — H)[1I[w]
where y(t) = fl:zlt—Zlm' The Euler-Lagrange equation for a critical point w;
0

and the corresponding metric g; := e*“ ¢y of this functional is as follows:
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o Yo +1Q:+ T2 ar) =0

and the weak formulation is as follows; see [CGY, Lemma 3.2].
(2.2) onthmP +(1- t)[z(vowt - Vod)(Aows + [Vowl?) + |V0wt|2Ao<P]

= f[(% —1)Rogo + ZfRiCo](Vowt, Vo) — f(ZfQo +2y(HInld)e

for ¢ € W22(M).
We will vary the parameter ¢ from £ to 1. The reason for choosing % as
the starting point is motivated by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Lemma 1.2] Let (M, g) be a four-dimensional compact Rie-
mannian manifold. Suppose that the scalar curvature R of g satisfies

(2.3) AR — éRz <0.

Then
(1) if Y(M,[g]) >0, R > 0on M.
(2)if Y(M,[g]) =0, R=00n M.

By using the above lemma we can prove that for any critical point of F 2

the deformed metric has positive scalar curvature. Let tg = 2.

Lemma 2.2. There exsits a smooth minimizer wy, of Fy,. For wy,, Ry, is positive.

Proof. By [G2| Theorem A], it is known that (Py4)y is non-negative operator
on W>2(M) which also implies that [, w(Ps)ow > Cllw— 4, wlly22u) for some
constant C. Additionally, f R2dVy, > (f RudVy,)? = (f RodVo)? = § R2dV,
where we used the fact that the Yamabe metric minimizes the total scalar
curvature when the volume is fixed. Note that there is no fM e*dV, term
in the functional F;, due to our choice of y(ty). Therefore F;, is bounded
below and coercive, and we can find a minimizer wy, with the normalization
f wy,dVo = 0. wy, is smooth by [UV].
From the equation[(+), we have

1 2
—A Ry, + ngo = —12y(§)|17|t20 +2|E; > > 0.

where E;, is the traceless part of the Ricy,. By Lemma[2.1] R, is positive.
O

Next, we observe that any critical point w; of F; satisfies ||w¢|[yy2. < C for
some constant independent of f for 2 < t < 1. This fact will be used to prove
closedness part when we apply the method of continuity in Section 3.
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Proposition 2.3. Let w; be a critical point of the functional Fy with normalization
wy = fwthO =0 for % <t < 1. Assume Ry > 0. Then, |[wi||y22 < C where C is
a constant independent of t.

Proof. Substituting ¢ = w; in (2.2), we have

f(Aowt)2 + (1 = H[3|Vow* Aoy + 2|Vowy|*]

1 ,
=—(t- g) f Ro|Vowil? + 2t f Rico(Vow, Vowy) — f (2tQo + 2y (t)Inl3)ew

Recall the scalar curvature equation
1 1
Agwwr + [Vowil® + =Rie*™ = =Ry.
As R; > 0, we have fM Vow > = fM Aow; + |[Vowl? < %fM Ry which is an
uniform bound on f [Vowyl?.
By Young’s inequality, we have a?+3(1—t)ab+2(1-t)b* > [1- 9(1 Na? > 20°

for any real number a,b and t > 3. Applying this inequality to the left hand
side,

f(Aowt)z (1 = B[BIVowi*Agw; + 2[Vowl*] > f(Aowt)z

For the right hand side,
1 .
—(t- §) f Ro|Vow[* + 2t f Rico(Vowy, Vowy) — f (2tQo + 2y(HInl3)w
< 2Ricoli f Vow? - f (2tQo + 20 (OINR)awr — 1)

1 1 _
< Cjtlvowtl2 +5 f(ZfQo +2y(B)nlG)* + 3 f(wt —wy)?
< cf|vowt|2 +C

where at the last line, we used the Poincaré’s inequality. As w; = f wy =0,
this gives us an upper bound on the full W2?(M)-norm of w;. m|

3. THE METHOD OF CONTINUITY

In this section we establish positivity of linearized operators for the equa-
tions considered in Section 2 and prove that we can conformally deform
the background metric so that both the scalar curvature an Q-curvature are
positive pointwisely.

Let w; be a critical point of the functional F; defined in equation @.1),
and let ¢t = ¢?“ ¢y be the corresponding metric. Denote the linearization
of the equation at g; by L;. When L; is restricted to the Holder space
C*(M) for 0 < a < 1, Ly : C**(M) — C%M) is a bounded linear operator.
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The explicit formula for L; is derived in the proof of Theorem 2.1] and
is as follows.

6 o) =Ko+ 1 -0] [(@or -3 [ Raviof]

for ¢ € W22(M). To prove the opennes part of the continuity method, we
need to prove that ker L; is trivial when the scalar curvature R; is positive.

Lemma 3.1. Let w; be a critical point of the functional (2.1) with positive scalar

curvature Ry where % < t < 1. Then, L; is a non-negative operator on W>2(M)
and ker L; ~ R.

Remark. The proof uses the same techiniques appeared in Lemma 3.1] and
Lemma 4.2]. The only difference is that the ratio between the coefficients
of ll[w] and I1I[w] in the functional being considered lies in a different interval.

Proof. Denote the traceless part of the Ricci cuvature of the metric g; by E;.
Let ¢ € W22(M). The equation [(¥)]is rewirtten as

t
(3.2) — ARy + ZR? = BHE? = —12p(t)Inl* > 0.

We have the following inequality using the equation (Z.I])

4 f EVi, Vih) > f “2 VBV

> f —2e(7‘f)2|Et| IVip? — 267 RV,

> = = Vol - (5+32) f RAVil.

where € is a positive number to be determined later.
In addition, we have

f VIO = f ViR V(R )IVigR - < ViV
- f 'vﬁtl Vil — 2V2¢(Vig, vth)
> |Vth| |V ¢|2 f[lvgqblz |Vth| |V ¢|2]
t
=- f |V$¢|2
= [ @R+ EVig,Vig) + gRAVIE.

where at the last line, we used the Bochner formula.
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Combining above inequalities, we get

—4f (Vich, thb)>——fAtq5t +—f Vi, Vi)~ +——8€t)th|vtq>|2.

Hence we have

2
63 4-5) [ECo Vo> -5 [aor+ (g -5-2) [ Rmol

By plugging the inequality (3.3) into the right hand side of the equation
, we have

Lio,0) = [(of -2 [ Eo v+ G- [ Wi

> Cy(e f Atp)* + Cae f Ry|V;¢?

where C;(€) = ( ) = 1t———(4+t )E+2- %)

Now we check that we can choose € so that both of coefficients C1(€) and
Ca(€) is positive when % <t<L1.

For Cy(€), we see 1 — 4% >0

4

-1 (% )(8+———)>0<=>(2 5)?4+§)€—2t(§+5—§)€>0<=>

% - g)e + (2t - 3)6 — 4t > 0. The later inequality is quadratic w.r.t € so

4
_1
2t

> € and for Cy(€) we compute:

it is enough to show the inequality holds for € = 1

equivalent to t > g Thus, we can Choose € so that Cl(e) and Cy(e) are both
positive. It is trivial to see that L;¢p = 0 if and only if ¢ is constant. |

Now we are ready to prove the main proposition of this section which
implies that we can conformally deform the background metric so that
both the scalar curvature and the Q-curvature are positive. The strategy
is to apply the continuity method to equation Roughly speaking, the
opennes part follows from the Lemma [3.1land the closedness part follows
from the Proposition[2.3]

Proposition 3.2. Let (M, go) be a closed manifold with conformal invariants k,
and Y (M, [go]) positive. Then, there exists a conformal deformation w such that
Qu > 0and R, > 0.

Proof. We use the method of continuity to solve the one-parameter family
of equations|(*)] We define

S = {t € [2/3,1]|[(*)] has a smooth solution with positive scalar curvature}.
Fort = %, we find a minimizer wz for the functional y1(2/3)I + 8II + %HI .

Then by Lemma[2.2] 82 has positive scalar curvature. Hence 2 eS. Wewill
show that S is both open and closed to conclude S = [2/3, 1].
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First we prove that S is open. Assume t; € S. Since the linearization of
the equation|(x)is positive by Lemma[3.1] there is a unique smooth solution
wy of[()for all ¢ sufficiently close to t; if we normalize by f wdVy = 0by the

perturbation theorem. By taking a suffciently small C*#(M)-neighborgood
of wy,, we can guarantee that these solutions w; and g; := e Qo also have
positive scalar curvature. This shows that S is open.

Now we prove that S is closed. Suppose t, € S, and t, — t'. Let wy,
denote the corresponding solutions of [(x) By Proposition there exists
wy € W?2(M), such that w;, — wy in W»*(M). 1t is easy to check that wy is
a weak solution to the[(x)]for t = #’. The regularity theorem of shows
wy is smooth. Next, we prove that Ry > 0. Since the scalar curvature R;, is
always positive, for any non-negative smooth test function ¢, the following
inequality holds:

1 1
[ ot oo P = [ 2R0 =R < [ SR

As w;, — wy, we also have

f%(Ro—Ryezw“)qb:fqb(AowtfHVowt,F)gf%RO(p

Thus Ry is non-negative in weak sense which also implies that Ry is non-
negative pointwisely. If Ry achieves 0 at some point, it is a contradiction
by the strong maximum principle applied to the equation —AR; + {R? =
3HE? — 12)/(t)|17|f > 0. Hence t’ € S and S is closed. O

4. COMPACTNESS OF SOLUTIONS : CLOSED MANIFOLDS

Let (M, g) be a closed compact Riemannian manifold with k,, Y(M, [g]) >
0. By Proposition[3.2] We can deform the metric so that both the Q-curvature
and the scalar curvature are positive. Hence, without loss of generality,
we may assume that the background metric satiesfies Q,R > 0 to prove
Theorem[I.J] Also, we normalize the volume of the background metric to
be 1.

We will consider the following 1-parameter family of fourth order equa-
tions with constraint for ¢ € [0, 1].

() Qi = thy + (1 = HQe™ &= Pyw; = 2tkpe™ — 2tQ
*3%
t with R; > 0, and normalization Vol(M, g;) = fM gy =1

where g == e gand Ry, Q; denote the scalar curvature and the Q-curvature
of the metric g;, respectively. Observe that

f QidV; = f (tky + (1 — HQe™*)dV, = th, + (1 — t) f QdV =k,
M M M

which implies that the equation is consistent wth the fact that k, is a confor-
mal invariant. In this section and the next section, w; will denote a solution

of the elliptic PDE instead of the equation|[(*);
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Our goal in this section is to establish the compactness of the set
{wy | wy is a solution of the equation [(++); for some ¢ € [0,1] }

in C**(M)-topology for any 0 < a < 1. This compactness result will be used
in the next section to prove that the equation [(*+)] indeed has a solution at
t = 1 while we apply Leray-Schauder degree theory to the one-parameter
of equations|(++){ for 0 < t < 1. Since P4 is a non-negative operator, wy = 0
is the only solution to the equation|[(+*)Jat t = 0, and gy = &.

We first establish some a-priori estimates for the equation[(x)} Through
out this section we will denote constants independent of w; and ¢ by C.

Proposition 4.1. Let w; be a solution of the PDE[(x)|for some 0 < t < 1. Letp €
M and B,(p) be a geodesic ball centered at p with radius r. Then, fM [Vawyl?, fM(wt -
wy)? < C, and fB ® IV < %for sufficiently small r, where C is a constant

independent of t and r, and w; = f wedV.

Proof. We have Aw; + [V l? < %R from the scalar curvature equation. If we
integrate both sides and apply Poincaré’s inequality, we get the first two
inequalities.

For the second inequality, suppose r is sufficiently smaller than the in-
jectivity radius. We multiply a cut-off function n? on the scalar curvature
equation. 7, is a smooth test function satisfying 1, = 1 on B,(p), - = 0 on
Boi(p), and |Vn),| < % for some constant C. We have the following estimate

1
f 773|th|2§] ERT?3+2f NV, - Vwy
Ba:(p) M Bo(p)

1 1
Sf gR’?3+§f U%lth|2+2f Vi
M Ba:(p) Bar(p)

<1 f n2Vw? + CR|p=7* + Cr2.
2 JBy(p)

This gives us the desired estimate. m|

Next, we prove the following energy estimate for solutions of fourth
order PDEs having bi-Laplacian as a leading-order term.

Proposition 4.2. (Energy estimate) Suppose w is a weak solution to a fourth order
PDE A*w + 8(A)dw + f = 0 where A is a smooth symmetric 2-tensor and f is a
function in L>(M). In other words,

f AwAG + A(Vw, Vo) + fb =0
M
for every ¢p € W>2(M). Then, for all sufficiently small r > 0,

IV*Wlir2g,) < Crlllwlinizgs,,) + 11 flli2m,)

where B, and By, are two concentric geodesic balls and C, is a constant depending
on r and ||A|lr=B,,)-
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Proof. We test with ¢ = n?w. 7, is a cut-off function defined in the proof of
Lemma [T with an additional property |[V21,| < r% We have the following
series of integral identities,

f AwA(nfw) :f Aw[rﬁAw +4n,Vn, - w + 2n,An, + 2|Vn,|2)w]
M M
= f (A(mw))? — 4V, - Vo> = (An, - w)? + 2|V, PAw - w
M
—4Vn, - VwAn,w
= f (A(nyw))* = 2\Vn, PV = 2(V|Vi, - Vew)w
M

— 4|V, - Vo> — (An, - w)? — 4V, - Vw)An, - w

2 2
> | (Atw)?-C fB Vwl +Z:—4)

2
By, 14

where at the last line, we use Young’s inequality. For the lower order terms,
we follow the standard argument.

f A(Vw,V(qfw)): f rﬁA(Vw,Vw)+2wq,A(Vw,Vm)
M M

2 w?
<C AllL>B,) (VW + —)
B2r r

f frw=— | Ifilol = =llfllzg, lollze,)
M BZr

As V(n,w)lgs, = 0, integral by parts formula gives us fBzr(A(mw))2 =

J,, Vo) = [ VPP
This completes the proof.
o

Following lemma establishes an a-priori estimate for a strong solution of
PDEs considered in Proposition 4.1l

Lemma 4.3. Suppose w € W*2(M) is a strong solution to the equation A*w +
6(A)dw + f = 0 where A is a smooth 2-tensor and f € L*(M). Then, for for
sufficiently small r,

||V2w||w2,2(3,) < Cr(||f||L2(BZ,) + ||w||w1,2(32,))-

where B, and By, are two concentric geodesic balls and C, is a constant depending
on r and ||Allr=B,,), lIVAllL=(B,,)-
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Proof. We start from the identity A(Aw) = —f + Ajjw;; + Ajjw; By the L?-
theory of second order elliptic PDE, and Proposition4.]]

AWz, < Crlll flirzyy) + Al @) VWl 28, + VAN @) IV0llr2(8,) + 1AWIIE2G5,))
<Crlll fllz2 (B, + llwllw22(s,,))
<Cr(lfllc2,,) + llwllr2(s,,))-

Applying integral by parts forumla gives us the full control of W*2(B,)-
norm of w. |

Now we are ready to prove the following compactness result for solutions

of[(+)] Let0 < a < 1.

Theorem 4.4. There exists C, > 0 such that |[wy||cse < Cy for every solution wy
of the equation [(++)| where C, independent of 0 < t < 1.

Proof. Firstwe claim that it suffices to show supw; < C to prove the theorem.
Assume supw; < C. Then the right-hand side of is bounded above
pointwisely. Note that w; —w; satiesfy the same equation[(*+)]with different
normalization. We apply Lemma[d.3/to w¢—w; This gives us llwe—wtllws2 0y <
C+Cllw - wtllwl,Z(M). Lemma[4.3]is a local estimate, but we can patch those
estimates to get a global estimate. Proposition.Tlgives us a uniform upper
bounded for [[w—w|ly12(ap). We need to prove that w is uniformly bounded.
w; is bounded above as sup w; < C. From the Moser-Trudinger’s inequality
[CY| Theorem 1.2],

kyp log f M) < f w;Pw; = f (w; —;)Pa(w; — @) < C.

As f ' =1, we have 0 < C + 4k, log ; from the above inequality. Hence
we have a uniform bound of [[wt|lys2p. By Sobolev mbedding theorem,
IIVzwlle(M) < Cp for any 2 < p < oo. Applying LF estimate to w; as we
applied L%-estimate in Lemma [£.3] we see that lAwllwzrpny < Cp. Again by
the LP-estimate, [[wllys2p) < Cp. By the Morrey’s inequality, [[w|lc2a ) < Ca-
We repeat the argument of Lemma.3|by applying the Schauder’s estimate
instead of thel?-estimate, to see IAwl|c2aapy < Ca- The Schauder’s estimate
gives us |[wl|csepn < Ca-

Now we prove that sup w; < C. Assume the contrary. We choose t;, — to,
w,, solutions offor tn, Wn(pn) = +00, py = p.

For 6 smaller than the injectivity radius, we use the exponential map
and the dilation map to define a normalized sequence @,. Specifically, let
Wy(x) = wy, (rux) + log r, where r, is chosen to satisfy 1 = w,(p,) + logr, =
w,(0) + logr,. Obviously, r, — 0 and @, < 1. The PDE for @, defined on a
Euclidean ball B s (0) is as follows:

4.1) Py, Wn (%) + 274ty Q(rnx) = 2t,k,e*™®
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where g, is the rescaled metric converging to the Euclidean metric. Note
A0, _ Aw,,
that we havefB & "= ka(xn)e <1

71‘!

Let p, = £. Obviously, p, — +oo. For a fixed p > 0 choose suitabl
p T Y P p y

large n such that Pn > 2p By Proposition 1] and the scaling argument,

Sy V05
2 Bopry, (0) n . , . .
fsz(O) [V, == < Cpp?. From Poincaré’s inequality, we have

fBz L J% ) @ul* < Cpp*. Now by applying Proposition 4.2 and Lemma
43 to w, — J%p(()) W, we have ||, — J%p(()) wn||w412(Bp(0)) < Cp. In particular
this inequality gives us an uniform C'#(B,(0))-norm bound on @, — pr ) ©n
for some > 0. Since sup@, = @,(0) = 1, and ||V67)n||L°°(BP(0)) = [|V(@, —
J%p 0 @n)llL=(8,(0)) is bounded, this yields the uniform bound on W*42(B,(0))

norm for @, on B,(0).

From the above paragraph, we immediately see that there exists w., €
WA(RY) st w, — we in W3(B,(0) and w, — we in WH(B,(0)) for
every p > 0. It is easy to see that w. is a weak solution of the PDE
A2we, = 2tookpe4w°° with fe4w°° <1,supwe =1, or

Az(woo - M) — otlwe- (10g3/(tookp>)]
4
Let e = oo = w. As R is non-negative and f1R4 |Qeole?> < oo,

by Theorem [[4] @ is normal. Hence we have the following integral
representation of W

|y| 4o (1)
Woo(x) = = ‘L; 10g(|X—y|)e dy + Co.

By Theorem-, we know that the solution to the above integral equation
is Weo(x) = log( pea I2) for some A > 0. Then, we have Si f]R4 Ao —

f]R4 i -(Tp), or f1R4 Ao — 8” > last<landk, < 8m2. This contradicts

f]R4 et < 1.
|

Remark. The conclusion of Theorem 4.4 remains valid under the normalization

f wdV = 0. This can be easily observed by the shifting solutions by appropriate
constants.

5. Proor oF THEOREM [L1]

Theorem 5.1. Let (M, g) be a four-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold
with conformal invariants k, and Y (M, [g]) positive. Then there exists a conformal
deformation w such that Qy, is constant, and Ry, > 0.
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Proof. By Proposition[3.2) we may assume that the background metric satis-
ties Q,R > 0. We will apply Leray-Schauder degree theory to a 1-parameter
family of equations[(+¥){ but with different normalization f widVy = 0. Let
O = {u € C*M)R, > 0,|[ullcsa < Ca, [, udV, = 0} where R, denotes the

scalar curvature of the metric g, := ¢?*¢, and C, is the constant appearing
in the remark after Theorem4.4l O is a bounded open subset of the Banach
space Cy* (M) = {f € C**(M)| [ f =0}.

We define operators F; : Cg’“(M) — Cg’“(M) by Fi(u) = 2tP~ (ke* — Q)
where t runs from 0 to 1. F; is a continuous 1-parameter family of compact
operators by the regularity argument discussed in the proof of Theorem[4.4]
Solving [(++),] is equivalent to solving equations (Id — F;)(w;) = 0. Att =0,
Fo = 0 and wy = 0 is the unique solution. Thus, the degree of (Id — F;) in o)
at the point 0 € Cé’“(M) is 1.

The degree of maps (Id — F;) in O at the point 0 is well-defined and
homotopy invariant if 0 ¢ (Id — F¢)(dO). Suppose w; € JO is a solution
to the equation (Id — F;)(w;) = 0. w; € JO implies either |[wl|cse = Cg, OF
Ry, = 0 and Ry, (po) = 0 for some pg € M. The first case is obviously a
contradiction to the Theorem The second case contradicts the strong
maximum principle applied to Q,, > 0. Hence the degree of a map (Id — F;)
in O at the point 0 is also 1, and there exists a solution to the equation [(x+)]
att=1.

O

In order to apply the method of continuity to prove Theorem [T, we
need to show that the kernel of the linearized operator L of [(++)is {0}. For
smooth ¢ with fM ¢dVy =0, L; at a solution wy is given by

it(¢) = (Py)dp — 8tkqu.

As L; is non-negative operator at t = 0, a reasonable approach is to prove
that L; is non-negative for t € [0,1]. This is equivalent to showing that
the first non-zero eigenvalue of L, is greater or equal to 8tk,. Note that
Qr =ty + (1 - H)Qe 4w > tk,. Hence one would try to estimate a lower
bound on the first eigenvalue of when the Q-curvature is bounded below
by a positive constant, and the scalar curvature is positive.

When (M, g) is a 2-dimensional Riemannian surface, the Gaussian curva-
ture is a curvature quantity analogous to the Q-curvature, and such estimate
is true by Lichnerowicz and Obata’s theorem. For o,-curvature, which is
another type of conformal curvature that is widely studied, there is a similar
result by Gursky and Streets [GS].

For a four-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M?*, g), we denote the
Schouten tensor by A = %(Ric — %Rg). Then the op-curvature is defined

as 02(A) = —3|EP + 3;R?. Observe that Q = —AR + 302(A).
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Proposition 5.2. Corollary 3.15] Let (M?, g) be a closed Riemannian man-
ifold such that the scalar curvature R and the oo-curvature is positive. Given
¢ € C*(M) such that fM pdV =0, then

_1 P )
L 02(Ag)T1(A8) ViV > 4 fM $*dV.

where Ty is the Newton transform. The equality holds if and only if ¢ = 0 or
(M?, g) is isometric the round sphere.

The above inequality is inspired by Andrews” inequality, which is proved
in his unpublished work.

Proposition 5.3. pg. 517] Let (M™, ) be a closed riemannian manifold
with positive Ricci curvature. Given ¢ € C*(M) such that fM ¢dV =0, then

% L P2V < L (Ric™ IV, V j¢p.

One may consider an inequality similar to Andrews’ inequality for a four-
dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) with positive scalar curvature and
Q-curvature.

(5.1) fp4¢.¢28fQ¢zor f(P4<g¢)28f¢2

for smooth ¢ such that fM ¢dV = 0. While those two inequalities are true if
(M, g) is an Einstein manifold, they are not true in general.

Example 5.1. (5.1) is false for some manifold (S*, §) where g is a perturbed metric
of the standard metric g.

Proof. We embed S* in IR® as usual. Let x; be a coordinate function. Recall
that fi = x; and f, = 5x] — 1 are the first and second eigenfunctions of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator ,respectively. Let g = ¢! g, for some sufficiently

small t. We will show that for some small ¢, f P, f1- fldVOZ§ <8 f @ fdeolg.
From the conformal covariance of the Paneitz operator,

f Pyfy - fidVolg = f Psfi - f1dVoly = 8Q f 2dVolg,

8 f QffdVols = f (4tP4f> + 8Q) f7dVol,
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Note that [ f,dVoly = [ fie*2dVol,, =0 as f is an odd function while £, is
an even function. Now we compute :

f Pyfy - fidVolg -8 f QffdVolz = 8Q f fidVolg, — f (4tPsf> + 8Q) fidVoly,
= —4t f Pyfs - f7dVoly,

= —4t f P4(5x7 — 1) - x3d Vol

4t
=-= Py(5x2 - 1) - (523 — 1)

The value of the last line is positive as f, is a eigenfuction of the laplacian.
If we choose t to be positive, the assertion is proved. Also note that we can
also perturb g further to make it stay out of the conformal class [g.]. The
same method gives a counter example to the second inequality of (5.).

O

Remark. If one can prove either of (5.1 for (M, g) with positive scalar curvautre
and constant positive Q-curvature, then the solution to[(+)]at t = 1 is unique by
degree theory.

Part 2. Manifolds with umbilic boundary
6. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout Sections 6 and 7, we consider critical points of linear com-
binations of some functionals that were studied in [CQ1]] and [CQ2] in the
case of manifolds with boundary. Let (M, JdM, go) be a four-dimensional
Riemannian manifold with a totally geodesic boundary. Note that we can
always conformally deform a manifold with an umbilic boundary to a man-
ifold with a totally geodesic boundary.

We assume kep, p,) = fQ + §T > 0. and Y(M,dM, [go] > 0. By
Lemma 5.2], we have kp, p,) < 47% and k, = 47? if and only if M is con-
formally equivalent to S? with the standard metric. Therefore, we may
assume kp, py) < 4m°. In addition, by [E, Theorem 6.1], we can assume
that the bacground metric Ry is the boundary Yamabe metric and that the
boundary is totally geodesic. In particular, R is constant. For manifolds

with a totally geodesic boundary, we have simplified expressions for the

functionals considered in [CQI] and [CQ2]]. The expressions (1.3) and ([L.4)

are simplified to Psw = %% for %—f‘; =0,and T = —%2—5-

Let 11 be a fixed (2,0) tensor defined on M with |;] > 0 everywhere.
In addition, let 1, be a fixed (2, 0)-tensor defined on dM with M2lgols > 0
everywhere on dM.
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I[w] = f4|q1|3deo - (flmlngo)logJ[ A0qv,
M

I[w] = 563|q2|0de0 (95 |n2|2dV0 log ]g SvdV,
M

IT,[w] = f (wPyw + 4Qow)dV0 + 56 (2wP3w +4Tw)dSy
oM

2
= f[(Aow)z + §R0|V0w|2 - 2RiC0(V0w, Vow) + 4Q0w]dV0 + ﬁ 4T wdSy
M

Iw] = %( f R2dV,, - f R2dVp) = f [(Aow + VowP)? - %Rowowﬁ]dvo

Here, we have used the same notations for I[w], IlI[w] because the ex-
pressions are the same as in the closed manifold case. Also note that Ty =0
as Ry is constant.

We recall the following useful lemma for our computations from now on.
Note that Ry is constant in our case.
Lemma 6.1. ( Lemma 2.10]) Let (M, 9, o) be a Riemannian manifold with
totally geodesic boundary. If u is a C? function with 3‘9—2‘0 =0, then a'g—g;‘lz =0, and
Rico(ng, Vou) = 0 on the boundary JM.

In this section and the next section, we are interested in the following
two problems as a preliminary step for proving Theorem[1.2]

Problem 1: We would like to find a conformal deformation w; such that
Quw, >0onM
Ry, >0on M
Ty, =0 e 25 =0 on oM
Hy =0 = aawl =0 onJdM.
Our strategy is to find a one-parameter family of critical points w; of
functionals

Flw] = y1(®)[w] + tIT,[w] - kp, p,)) log ][ e dvg) + (1 — HIw]

defined on the set {w € WZZ(M)I S = 0}, using the method of continuity.
~tk,

[ImPdve

The Euler Lagrange equation for a critical point of the functional F} is

Here, y1(t) =

1O + Qs + EL(-AR,) = 0
(*)t Tt 0
Ht =0
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Obviously H; = 0 is automatically satisfied since gw = 0. The weak formu-

lation of the above equation is

(6.1) onthOQD +(1- f)[z(vowt - Vod)(Aow; + [Vowl?) + |Vowt|2Ao¢]

1 .
= f |3 = HRogo + 2tRico|(Vowr, Vo) - f (2tQo + 2y1(HImR)p
for any ¢ € W*2(M) with g—)f) = 0.

Problem 2: We would like to find a conformal deformation w» such that
sz =0 & (Py)o+2Qp=00onM
Ry, >0on M
Tw, > 00on dM
Hy, =0 & 32 =0o0n oM.
Likewise, our strategy is to find a 1-parameter family of critical points w;
of functionals

th[w] = 1 (O [w] + (11 [w] - %k(p4,p3) logJC ) + (1 — HI[w]
oM

—4tk(p4/p3)
3 [ Inalydve”
The Euler Lagrange equation for for a critical point of the functional F? is
1-
tQr + 2 (- Ath) 0

(t): Ez—ﬂdmmh
Ht:O

The weak formulation of the above equation is

defined on the set {w € W 2(M)I aw = 0}. Here, y2(t) =

(6.2) onthOQD +(1- f)[z(vowt - Vod)(Aow; + [Vowl?) + |Vowt|2Ao¢]

= f[(% — f)Rog() + ZfRiCQ](VQZUt, V()qb) - foQogi) - %yz(t)émzlégb

for any ¢ € W>2(M) with 5 a¢ =
We will vary the paramter t from % tol. Letty = %

Lemma 6.2. There exist minimizers for both F}O and tho. For a minimizer wy, of
F}O or Pt20, the scalar curvature Ry, is positive.

Proof. By Theorem 1.9], (P4)o is non-negative operator and ker(Py)o =
IR. Therefore, we can find minimizers of F 12 or 1—”22 as in Lemma These

3 3
minimizers are smooth on the interior by [UV]. On boundary points, the
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same method asin isapplied, except that we have to use W2?-estimates
for Neumann boundary problems.

By [E, Lemma 1.1], and [E| Proposition 1.3], the first non zero-Neumann
eigenvalue A of the linear elliptic operator (-Ay, + £Ry,) is positive. The

eigenfunction f corresponding to A, is positive on M. We have (-A, +
1 - of _
1R)f = Af, % = 0.

If wy, is a solution of either problem 1 or problem 2, the Q-curvature
equation gives us (=Ay, + %)Rto > 0 and the T curvature equation gives us

Ry,
e <0.

Choose pp such that ming; Rf = &(Po)- If po is on the interior, we

Ko AigRip— 6Rt0 ARy o
compute Atg( )po) = [——F— + —1(po) < —(po As f > 0, we get
Ry, (po) = 0. If Rto (po) = 0, then by the strong maximum principle Ry, = 0,

which contradicts Y (M, dM, [go]) > O Hence Ry, > 0 in this case. Next,

suppose py is on the boundary. If Ko (po) < 0, then by Hopf’s lemma we

IR . .
have 2 3;‘)[”) > 0. This contradicts the T-curvature equation.
0

O

Next, we observe that any critical point w; of F} or F? satisfies |[wylly22 < C

for some constant independent of ¢ for 2 < t < 1. This fact will be used to
prove closedness part when we apply the method of continuity in the next
section.

Proposition 6.3. Let w; bea critical point of F} or F? with normalization fM wy =0

for F} and éM w; = 0 for F2. Assume Ry > 0 for both cases. Then llwellwz2any < C
for some C independent of t and wy.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition2.3] O

7. THE METHOD OF CONTINUITY

In this section we prove the positivity of linearized operators for equa-
tions considered in Section 6. The basic strategy follows that of the Section
3 with only minor differences.

Lemma 7.1. Let 3 <t < 1. Linearized problems for[(x)and[)only have trivial
solution under normalization fM w; =0or SQM w; = 0 when Ry > 0.

Proof. By direct computation, both linearized equations are as folllows:

Lt(gi) Ang + tdlUt(gRtgt 2Ric; dgi) + Vt(RtVtgb OonM

aaA'q) 0 on oM

—¢—Oon8M
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Let ¢ be a function with t(b =0and 5 ¢ = 0 on the boundary. We prove
that

f(Lt(Qb),Qi))th > 0.
M

Since the boundary is totally geodesic, Rici(n;, Vi) = 0 and Mg_flz = 0 by

Lemma
Denote the traceless part of the Ricci cuvature of the metric g; by E;. Let

¢ € W22(M). The equation [(¥){is rewirtten as
t
(7.1) — AR + ZR? = 3HE* = —12p(t)Inl? > 0.

There are two identities in the proof of Lemma[3.Jlthat include additional
boundary integral terms. The first identity is

{Lip, ) = mef@bV -2t fM EVi, Vi) + 51 3) f Vi
I I¢ 2R\ I
_ SéM o, ¢+ 9§M At(P&_’,It + SéM(— T)a_ + 2Ricy(Vip, ny)

_ 2 1, 1 2
—L(Atgb) ZtLEt(Vt¢rvt¢)+(2t 3)L|Vt¢|'

The second identity is
AR ViR 1 dR
f — Vio = f ~ViR: - ViR Vgl = = wwﬁ—sﬁ X Vil
M ny

R
= f —ViR; - VIRTIVipP = —= - ViIVigp + 56 12(E)|vtq>|2.
M oM t

The rest of the proof is exactly the same as the closed manifold case. We
have the inequality

(Lip, ¢) > Ca(t) f (Arp)? + Ca(t) f RilVi$P + Ca() ggM(%)wtch.

for some positive constants Cy(t), Ca(t), and Cs(f). As both of and
imply Ty > 0, we obtain the result.

O

Proposition 7.2. Let (M, M, go) be a compact manifold with umbilic boundary
and the conformal invariants kep, p,) and Y (M, M, [go]) positive. Then, there are
conformal deformations wq, wy with follwowing properties

Quw, >0,Ry, >00n M p Quw, =0,Ry, >00n M

Tw, =0,Hy, =00n M Tw, > 0,Hy, = 00n oM

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Proposition B.2] using Lemma
Proposition[6.3] and Lemma[Z.1] except for that we have to use Hopf maxi-
mum principle to show the scalar curvature is strictly positive. m|
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8. COMPACTNESS OF SOLUTIONS : MANIFOLDS WITH BOUNDARY

We aim to prove a compactness result for solutions of two one-parameter
families of equations, which is a key step in establishing Theorem[1.2] This
section is analogue of Section 4 for manifolds with boundary. Let (M, dM, g)
be a compact Riemannian manifold with totally geodesic boundary. once
again, we assume k(p, p,), Y(M, M, [g]) > 0.

Firstly, we describe an one-parameter family of equations that will be
used to find w; in Theorem [1.2] In this case, we conformally deform the
metric g into g1 so that the boundary is totally geodesic, T1 = 0, and both
Q1 and R; are positive pointwisely, according to the first part of Proposition
Under these assumptions, we show that there exists an uniform CAa
bound on solutions to the following equations:

Qt = tkp€_4wt + (1 - t)Ql — (P4)1ZU¢ = ka(p4,p3)€4w’ — thl
R;>0onM
(k) (Ti=0 e B =0
Hi=0 & 94 =0
fM €4w’ =1

where Q;, R;, T;, and H; denote the Q-curvature, scalar curvature, T-
curvature, and mean curvature of the metric g; := ¢*” ¢y respectively.

Secondly, we describe an one-parameter family of equations that will be
used for finding w; in Theorem [[.2] In this case, we conformally deform
the metric g into g» so that the boundary is totally geodesic, Q, = 0, and
both of T, and R; are positive pointwisely according to the second part of
Proposition Under these assumptions, we show that there exists an
uniform C** bound on solutions of following equations:

Q=0 &= (Pyow;=0

R; > 0on M

() AT =thppye > + (1 = )Ty & (P3)aw; = thp, pye*™ — T,
H =0 dw _ 0

97’12
3wt —
faMe =1

where Q;, R;, T;, and H; denote the Q-curvature, scalar curvature, T-

curvature, and mean curvature of the metric g; := ¢*" ¢, respectively.
Fornotational convenience, we will suppress subscripts 1 and 2 whenever

the argument is independent of whether background metric is g1 or g>.

Proposition 8.1. Let w; be a solution of the PDE or for some 0 <
t < 1. Let p € M and B,(p) be a geodesic ball centered at p with radius r. Then,

fM |th|2/ fM(wt - JCaM wt)zl fM(wt - JCaM wt)z < C/ and fBr(p)ﬂM |VZUt|2 < y%for
sufficiently small v, where C is a constant independent of t and r.
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Proof. Taking into account of the fact %4 — 0, there is no difference in the

computation with the closed manifold case Proposition 4.1 m|

Next, we prove the following energy estimate for solutions of Neumann
boundary valued fourth order PDEs having bi-Laplacian as a leading-order
term.

Proposition 8.2. (Boundary energy estimate) Suppose w € W>?(M) is a weak
solution to the following fourth-order PDE with Neumann boundary condition.

A*w + 5(A)dw + f =0
(8.1) B =g
where f, g are bounded functions, A is a smooth symmetric 2-tensor and such that
A(Vw,n) = 0(See Lemmale.1). In other words,

f AwA¢ + E(Vw, V) + fo +f gh=0
M oM

for every ¢p € W*2(M) with g—f == 0. Then, for all sufficiently small r > 0,

||V2w||L2(B,) < Crlllwllwrzgs,,) + 1 f 2y + 1828, nan)

where B, and By, are two concentric geodesic balls and C, is a constant depending
on rand ||Allr=(s,,)-

Proof. We test with ¢ = n?w. The only difference is that we have to choose
1 with % = 0 on M. This can be achieved by choosing 1, depending only

on the distance from a point on the boundary. As the boundary is totally

geodesic, it is easy to see that % = ( is achieved. The rest is the same as
that of Proposition4.2]
O

Also, we record a basic fact regarding the boundary regularity.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose w € W¥2(M) is a strong solution to the equation (81) with
the same conditions on A and f, g. Then , we have

||V2w||w2,2(3,) < Crlllfllz2 sy + l0llwnzs,,) + 18llwiz2s,,nam)-
where B, and By, are two concentric geodesic balls and C, is a constant depending
on r and ||All=B,,), IVAIlL>(8,,)-
Proof. The only difference with Lemma 3] is that we use the L2-estimate
for Neumann boundary problem:

do
||V20||L2(B,) < G(lAVlI 2 g,y + I0llr2 (8, + ||%||Wl/2,2(82rnaM))-
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Now we are ready to prove the following compactness results for solu-
tions of |(xx)/]and |(t1)/ Let0 < a < 1.

Theorem 8.4. There exists C, > 0 such that |[wy||cse < Cy for every solution wy
of the equation [(x %) where C, independent of 0 < t < 1.

Proof. We use the notation g instead of g; for conveniece. It is enought to
show that sup, w; < C uniformly. Suppose there exists t, — to, w;, solution
at t,, wy(py) = +o0, py — p. Letd, = dist(p,, M), and choose r, > 0 such

that w,(p,) + logr, = 1. Clearly r, > 0 and , — 0. Denote €, = ‘f—: and
let 6 be the injectivity radius of M. Depending on whether limd, = 0 or
limsupe, < oo, we have separate arguments.

Case 1: liminfd,, > 0. This is the case when p,, uniformly stays away from
theboundary. Letd, > € for some e > 0. We define @,,(x) = wy, (,x) +1og(r,)
for x € Bmine/r,,5/r,}(0) using the exponential map. In this case, the blow up
argument is the same as the closed manifold case.

Case 2: limd, = 0, and limsup e, = co. In this case, p, approaches the
boundary at a relatively slow pace so we do not observe the boundary when
we blow-up. We define @,,(x) = w,(r,x) +log(r,) for x € B, /2(0). Again, the
blow up argument is the same as the closed manifold case.

Case 3: limd, = 0, and €, — € for some € > 0. This is the only case we
take the boundary into account after the blow-up. Let g, € dM such that
dist(p,, g.) = dist(p,, IM). Using the exponential map centered at g, and
since the boundary is totally geodesic, we can define @, (x) = w(r,x)+log(r,)

for x € Bg/(zm)(o)‘ wn(0,€,) = w(p,) = 1. By Proposition 8.2 Lemma B3]

there exists we € Wﬁf(]Rf{) s.t. W, — We in W3'2(B1§(0)). Wy, — Wo IN
WH2(BE(0).

It is straightforward to observe that w., is a weak solution of the equation

AW = 2teok(p, pye*“> with boundary conditions a;”—y"" =0, a%}"" =0on R%.

Clearly, we have f etle < 1, SUp Weo = 1.
Define We (X, ) = Weo(x, y) for y > 0, Weo (X, ) = Weo(x, —y) for y < 0. Since

% =0, W € W;LU’CZ(]R‘L). We check below that w, is a weak solution of

the equation A%We = 2teok(p, py)e*™> on R

f]R ) WeoN2h = fR 4 Weo N2 P + Weo A2 (X, —Yy)

- f]R4 PN Weo + P(x, —y) A’ Weo

IAP dp IAP dp
+ f]l;s woo&—y + Awm@ + wooa—y(x, -y) + Awm@(x, )

= j]l; ) 2tookip,, py)e* = (P(x, y) + P(x, —1)) = f 2beok(p, py)e > .

R4

+
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Now the rest of the proof is now the same as in the closed manifold case.

Since f]R4 ¢*¥~ < 2and kp, py < 472, the argumentis applied to we— 10%2.

Theorem 8.5. There exists C, > 0 such that |[wy||cse < Cy for every solution wy
of the equation [(t1)] where C, independent of 0 < t < 1.

Proof. Again, we abuse the notation ¢ with g for conveniece. Assume
that sup, w; < C uniformly. We apply L*-esimtate for Neumann boundary
problem to wy — (wy)ypr. We have

IV willwzzy < Cllwe = @ amllwrz gy + ke, 2oy lwirzzann + T2z aan)-
As [[ws — (Wramllwi 2 is bounded by Lemma we have the estimate

€% w221y < CeM (L+lwor—=@pamllwz2any) < CeM A+[wr—(@wr)amllnn 2 )

by the trace Sobolev inequality. Thus, we have uniform bound on |lw; —
(wt)amllws2agy- The upperbound on (wy)ss is given by the Jensen’s inequal-
ity, and the lower bound is derived from the boundary Moser-Trudinger in-
equality Lemma 2.4]. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that sup, w; < C
to prove the theorem.

Suppose there exists t, — to, W, solution for t,, w,(p,) — +o0, p, = p.
Letd, = dist(p,, M), and choose r,, > 0 such thatw,(p,)+logr, = 1. Clearly
r, > 0and r, — 0. Denote €, = ‘f—: and let 6 be the injectivity radius of M.
Case 1 and Case 2, as in the proof of Theorem [8.4] are dealt with by the
exactly same argument. We only need to take care of Case 3: limd, = 0,
and €, — € for some € > 0.

Let g, € M such that dist(p,, g,) = dist(p,, IM). Using the exponential
map centered at q,, and since the boundary is totally geodesic, we can

define @, (x) = w,(r,x) + log(r,) for x € Bg/(Zrn)(O). W, (0,€4) = wu(pn) = 1.

By Proposition[8.2] Lemma[8.3] there exists we, € ch’)i(]Ri) s.t. Wy — W in
W32(B%(0)). wy, = weo in WH(BE(0)).

It is easy to show that w., satisfies the equation A’w. = 0 with the
boundary conditions % =0 and ag% = 2tok(p, p;)¢>> on the boundary
R3. Clearly, we have Awe + [Vwe|? <0, flRS e < 1, sup weo = 1.

Our next goal is to prove that w is normal for our T-curvature problem,
as defined in a manner similar to Definition .11 We imitate the proof of

Theorem [T.4]

Lemma 8.6. we(x) = ﬁ f]R3 log (%)twk(p4,p3)€3ww(y)dy + Cp.

Proof. Let v = 54 f]R3 log (%)tmk(p%p”ew%(y)dy and h = we — v. Then,
we have A%l = 0 on the upper half plane and 3—]; =0 and %—Ayh = 0 on the
boundary. We will show that & is a constant.

Ah is a harmonic function with %Ayh = 0 allowing us to consider its even
reflection, which yields a smooth, entire, harmonic function. We can also



SOME UNIFORMIZATION PROBLEMS FOR A FOURTH ORDER CONFORMAL CURVATURE27

extend h, we and v to be C? functions on the entire plane using even
reflection. We abuse notations /1, w., and v to refer to these extended
function. By the mean value theorem, we have

Ah(XO) = JC Ah
‘9Br(x0)
< - JC Ve |* — JC Av
3B,(x0) 3Br(x0)

1
= —— |tk e3We(y)
‘jl;?’ [ s3 |1’U + Xo — ylZ] (P4,P3)

C
< ——.
ir?

If we take r — o0, we obtain Ah(xp) < O for all xp € R*. Therefore, by
Liouville’s theorem, we have Al = ¢y for some ¢y < 0.

Again by applying the mean value theorem and Cauchy Schwartz in-
equality, we obtain

IVh(xo) < C f |Vh|?.

B, (x0)
Next, we observe that
IVh*(x0) < 2|Vwel*(x0) + 2Vol* (xo)
< —2Awe(x0) + 2|V (x0)
< —2¢q — 2A0(x) + 2[Vol(xo).

We handle the Av term as shown previously. To estimate [Vol?(xg), we have

1 1
Vol (xg) < C —k 30 (Y) f k A=Yy < Cf 30eoy)
Volto) (fnzs lxo — yI? (PuPs) X R3 (P4 P5) ) r3 X0 — yI?

This can also be estimated as Av using the same technique. Hence, taking
r — oo, we see that |Vh[? is bounded. Since every partial derivative of
h is a harmonic function, it is contant by Liouville theorem. Therefore,
Ah = ¢y = 0, and we can conclude that / is a constant. O

Now by the above lemma, we have

log 2/(teok(p, ps)) 1 [yl _ log2/(teok(p, p3))
) = () = [ log (= e Dy Gy

Let Woo(X) = Weo(x) — (w). The following integral equation
holds.
1 yl | 52
2 Vo) = = | log (—=—)e¥*=Wdy + C,.
(82) Do (¥) = — f}RS og(lx_yl)e y+Co



28 SANGHOON LEE

By Theorem [L.5] we have W« (x) = log( A2+|x|2) for some A > 0. Then, we
2 _ Bt _ N fwk<P4P3 Bwe

see that 27 —fIRSew —fwe (—==E fIR3 Weo = = k<p4p)>1 This

contradicts f1R3 eV < 1. O

9. Proor or THEOREM 1.2

Theorem 9.1. Let (M, g) be a closed manifold with umbilic boundary and the con-
formal invariants kp, p,) and Y(M, M, [g]) positive. Then there exists conformal
deformations wq, wy such that

k _
QW1E%§))1RW1>OonM and sz=0ka2>00nM
7, 'lUl (P P ) _
Ty, =0, Hy, =001 M Tw, = Vaan gy Hen = 00n M.

Proof. To apply the degree theory, we use Theorem [8.4] and Theorem
However, unlike the proof of Theorem B.I] we need to use the Hopf’s
strong maximum principle to demonstrate that the degree is well-defined
and invariant with respect to the parameter ¢. m|
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