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Abstract

Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemanniamanifold (W > 2). If there exist positive
constantsy, T andg such that

n_ =2 KUl
sup f {ewul P _ Z @ lll:" ]dvg <B,
M k=0 '

ueWL (M), llully,-<1

where||ully- = [Vgullagwy + 7liullngwy, then we say that Trudinger-Moser inequality holds. Sup-
pose Trudinger-Moser inequality holds, we prove that tlesists some positive constansuch
that Voly(Bx(1)) > € for all x € M. Also we give a sficient condition under which Trudinger-
Moser inequality holds, say the Ricci curvature ®f,@) has lower bound and its injectivity
radius is positive. Moreover, Adams inequality is discdsgethis paper. For application of
Trudinger-Moser inequalities, we obtain existence rasidt some quasilinear equations with
nonlinearity of exponential growth.
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1. Introduction

LetQ be a smooth bounded domainif (n > 2) andCg’(Q2) be a space of smooth functions
with compact support i€. LetW{)“p(Q) be the completion o€3’(Q2) under the Sobolev norm

m 1/p
Ulngeo) = [Z fﬂ IV'UIde] . (1.1)
1=0

Assume thatn is an integer satisfying £ m < n. Then Sobolev embedding theorem asserts
thatW(’)“’”(Q) — LUQ), 1 < g < np/(n—mp). Concerning the limiting casep = n, one has
WMM(Q) — LY(Q) for all g > 1. But the embedding is not valid for= co. To fill this gap, it

is natural to find the maximal growth functign R — R* such that

sup g(u)dx < oo.

\n/m Q
UE\N(')“ (Q)s ”u”Wg\n/m(Q)Sl
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In the casem = 1, Trudinger|[38] and Pohozaev [33] found independently tha maximal
growth is of exponential type. More precisely, there exig positive constantsy andC de-
pending only om such that

WP =g 1.2
UWG" (). Ul g, <1/

where|Q| denotes the Lebesgue measurenf Moser [30] obtained the best constant =
nw/ "1 such that the above supremum is finite wheris replaced byr,, wherew,_; is the
area of the unit sphere R". Moser’s work relies on a rearrangement argument [17] téndiure
the kind of inequalities like[(1]2) are called Trudinger-84oinequalities.

Adams [2] generalized inequality (1.2) to the case of gdmaral < m < n as follows. For

anyu e W*"™(Q), thel-th order gradient ofi reads

Azu,  if | is even
Viu= L (1.3)
VAZu, if | is odd
there exits a positive consta@f,, such that
sup ™ 4x < Crnl€2, (1.4)
UEWE" (). lullmoym g, <1 /<2
wherep, is the best constant depending onlyroandm, namely
2mE((m1)/2) :
. o [W when m is odd
Bo = Po(mn) := ) _ (1.5)
S || when m is even

The inequality[(T.4) is known as Adams inequality. Adams fiepresented a functianin terms
of its gradient functiorV™u by using a convolution operator. Then using the O’'Neil'saidigl]
of rearrangement of convolution of two functions and theaigéhich originally goes back to
Garcia, he obtaine@(1.4).

There are many types of extensions for Trudinger-Moseruakty and Adams inequality.
One is to establish such inequalities on the whole euclidizaceR". Cao [8] employed the
decreasing rearrangement argument to prove that far<alr andA > 0, there exists a constant
C depending only o andA such that for alli € W*2(R?) with [, [Vul?dx < 1, [, idx < A,
there holds

fRz (e -1)dx<C. (1.6)

His argument was generalizednalimensional case by do [12] and Panda [32] independently.
Later, Adachi-Tanaka [1] gave another type of generalimatAll these inequalities are subcrit-
ical ones sincer < ay. It was Ruf [35] who first proved the critical Trudinger-Maoseequality

in the whole euclidian spad&? and gave out extremal functions via more delicate analJ$is
result was generalized te-dimensional case by Li-Ruf [25] through combining symrzetr
tion and blow-up analysis. Subsequently, using the deitrgasarrangement argument and
Young’s inequality, Adimurthi-Yang_ [4] derived an intefdation of Trudinger-Moser inequal-
ity and Hardy inequality irR", which can be viewed as a singular Trudinger-Moser ineguali
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Another kind of singular Trudinger-Moser inequality waseatly established by Wang-Yie [39]
through the method of blow-up analysis.

Substantial progresses on Adams inequaliffrwas also made recently. Following lines of
Adams, Kozono et al.[ [19] obtained subcritical Adams indityian the whole euclidian space
R". Based on rearrangement argument of Trombetti-Vazquez RB¥-Sani [36] proved the
critical Adams inequalities ifR" as follows. Letm be an even integer less thanAssume that
ue Wg"”/m(R”) and||(-A + 1)™2ul|nmgn < 1. There exists a consta@t> 0 depending only on

n andmsuch that
3 ol
lum=m _
fn [eg" Z " dx<C,

wherej is the smallest integer great than or equattm.

Another extension is to establish Trudinger-Moser ineipahd Adams inequality on com-
pact Riemannian manifolds. Le¥i( g) be a compact Riemanniammanifold. Foru € W-"(M),
it was shown by Aubin |5] that exp(u|“/(“‘1)||u||\;\;‘1{n(?,\;)1)) is integrable for sfiiciently smalle: > 0
which does not depend an In fact, this is an easy consequence of Trudinger-Mosejualkty
and finite partition of unity oM. Let @ be the supremum of the abows. It was first found by
Cherrier [9] thate™= ay. Cherrier [10] obtained similar results fare Wy n/m(M). Following
the lines of Adams, Fontana [15] obtained critical Adamgyiradity on (M, g). In 1997, using
the method of blow-up analysis, Ding et al. [11] establishadce Trudinger-Moser inequality
on compact Riemannian surface and successfully appliedigal with the prescribed Gaussian
curvature problem. Adapting the argument of Ding et al.,|21,[22] and Li-Liu [23] proved
the existence of extremal functions for Trudinger-Moseinalities. Their idea was also em-
ployed by the author [40, 41, 142] to find extremal functionsvarious Trudinger-Moser type
inequalities. For vector bundles over a compact Rieman2iaranifold, Li-Liu-Yang obtained
Trudinger-Moser inequalities in [24].

Among other contributions, we mention the following result/sing the method of blow-up
analysis, Adimurthi-Druet [3] proved that whenOr < 11(Q), there holds

2 2
sup fe47ru (l+a\|u\|2)dx< 00,
UeWS2(Q), [IVullp<1 Y

wherel;1(Q) is the first eigenvalue of Laplacian on bounded smooth dofai R?. Moreover,
the supremum is infinite whem > 1,(Q2). Later this result was generalized by the author [43]
and Lu-Yangl[2/7, 28, 29].

Although there are fruitful results on euclidian space amdgact Riemannian manifolds, we
know little about Trudinger-Moser inequalities on complabncompact Riemannian manifolds.
In this paper, we concern this problem. L&f,@) be any complete honcompact Riemannian
n-manifold. Throughout this paper, all the manifolds areiassd to be without boundary, and of
dimensiom > 2. We say that Trudinger-Moser inequality holds &h @) if there exist positive
constantsy, T andg such that

n-2

Ky, o DK
_n_ ufn=
sup f gl _ Y @ 'l ~|dvy <5, (1.7)
UEWEA(M), Ul <1 M K

1/n 1/n
lullr = (f |Vgu|”dvg) + r(f |u|”dvg) . (1.8)
M 3 M

where



If the above supremum is infinite for al > 0 andr > 0, then we say that Trudinger-Moser
inequality is not valid on ¥, g). Motivated by Sobolev embedding (Hebey|[18], Chapter8), i
this paper, we propose and answer the following three quresti

(Q1) Which kind of complete noncompact Riemannian manifoldgpoaribly make Trudinger-
Moser inequalities hold?

(Q2) What geometric assumptions should we consider in order taimrudinger-Moser in-
equalities on complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds?

(Qs3) Are those geometric assumptiong @) necessary?

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we statevain results. From section 3 to
section 5, we answer the questio} )-(Qs), respectively. Adams inequalities are considered in
section 6. Finally, Trudinger-Moser inequalities are &ipto nonlinear analysis in section 7.

2. Main results

In this section, we answer questiorg f-(Qs), and give an application of Trudinger-Moser
inequality. Throughout this paper, we denote for simplieifunction : N x [0, o) — R by

1-2 tk
g(l,t):et—kz_(;ﬁ, vl > 2, (2.1)
From ([44], lemma 2.1 and lemma 2.2), we know that
€0, 9)% < ¢(, at) (2.2)
and 1 1
(L) < ;g(l,yt) + ;g’(l,vt). (2.3)

foralll >2,9>1,t € [0, ), andu > 0,v > 0 satisfying Ju + 1/v = 1.
The following proposition answers questidp,|.

Proposition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that Trudinge
Moser inequality holds o(M, g), i.e. there exist positive constants T andg such that[(1.7)
holds. Then the Sobolev spacéVM) is embedded in (M) continuously for any @ n. Fur-
thermore, for any r> 0 there exists a positive constantlepending only on ry, 7, 8 and r such
that Volg(Bx(r)) = € for all x € M, where B(r) denotes the geodesic ball centered at x with
radius r.

From proposition 2.1 we know that there are indeed completeompact Riemannian man-
ifolds such that Trudinger-Moser inequalities are notdsatiamely

Corollary 2.2. For any integer n> 2, there exists a complete noncompact Riemannian n-
manifold on which Trudinger-Moser inequality is not valid.



To answer question,), we have the following:

Theorem 2.3. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppase th
its Ricci curvature has lower bound, namégw g > Kg for some constant K R, and its
injectivity radius is strictly positive, namelyj 5 > io for some constangi> 0. Then we have

(i)forany0O<a < ap = nwiﬁ(f’l), there exists positive constantandg depending only on r,
K and i such that[[1J7) holds. As a consequencéiM) is embedded in94(M) continuously
forany g= n;

(i) for anya > an and anyr > 0, the supremum i (1.7) is infinite;

(ii) for anye > 0 and any ue W-"(M), there holds/(n, a|u”™b) € L1(M).

Now we turn to question(s). The following proposition implies that one of the hypatks
of theorem 2.3, the injectivity radius is strictly positjean not be removed.

Proposition 2.4. For any integer n> 2, there exists a complete noncompact Riemannian n-
manifold, whose Ricci curvature has lower bound, such thadifiger-Moser inequality is not
valid on it.

We shall construct complete noncompact Riemannian masifmh which Trudinger-Moser
inequalities hold, but their Ricci curvatures are unbouhftem below. This implies that the
other hypothesis of theorem 2.3, Ricci curvature has lowenk, is not necessary. Namely

Proposition 2.5. For any integer n> 2, there exists a complete noncompact Riemannian n-
manifold on which Trudinger-Moser inequality holds, bgtRicci curvature is unbounded from
below.

Let us explain the idea of proving proposition 2.1 and theo2e3. The first part of conclu-
sions of proposition 2.MV"(M) — L9(M) for all g > n, is based on an observation

1) dv = kA d
fMg(n,oAul ) Vg = Zn:lﬁj';lml Vg-

To find somee > 0 such that VQJ(Bx(r)) > € for all x e M, we employ the method of Carron
([18], lemma 3.2) who obtained similar result for Sobolevbemiding. For the proof of theorem
2.3, we first derive a uniform local Trudinger-Moser inedtyallemma 4.2 below). Then using
harmonic coordinates and Gromov’s covering lemma, we gaddésired global Trudinger-Moser
inequality. The proofs of corollary 2.2, proposition 2.4groposition 2.5 are all based on con-
struction of Riemannian manifolds.

k

Concerning Adams inequalities on complete noncompact &imian manifolds, we have
the following:

Theorem 2.6. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppase th
there exist positive constant§K} and iy such thath'g‘Rc(M,g)l <CKk),k=01--,m-1,
iNjmg = fo > 0. Let j = n/m when rim is an integer, and § [n/m] + 1 when fm is not an
integer, wherdn/m] denotes the integer part ofm. Then we conclude the following:
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(i) there exist positive constantg andg depending onlyonn, m,(&),k=1,--- ,m-1,and jp
such that
sup [ (jaqu) v <p.
”u”Wmn/m(M)Sl M
As a consequence,"W'™(M) is embedded in4(M) continuously for any @ n/m;
(ii) for anya > 0 and any ue W™"M(M), there holds/(j, a|u/”™m) e L1(M).

The proof of theorem 2.6 is similar to that of theorem 2.3.hibdd be remarked that the
existing proofs of Trudinger-Moser inequalities or Adamesqualities for the euclidian spagé
are all based on rearrangement argument, whicHfigdit to be applied to complete noncompact
Riemannian manifold case. Our method is from uniform lostiheates to global estimates. It
does not depend on the rearrangement theory directly.

Trudinger-Moser inequality plays an important role in rineér analysis. LetNl, g) be a
complete noncompact Riemanniarmanifold. V4 denotes its covariant derivative, and gliv
denotes its divergence operator. Assume the Ricci cumaiti(M, g) has lower bound and
the injectivity radius is strictly positive. We considertlexistence results for the following
guasilinear equation.

— divg(IVgu"2Vgu) + v(X)|u"2u = ¢(x) f (%, U), (2.4)

wherev(x), #(x) and f(x,t) are all continuous functions, ani{x,t) behaves likee""™ as

t — +oo. In the case that\{, g) is the standard euclidean sp&®and¢(x) = X (0 < 8 < n),
problem [Z#) has been studied by@et. al. [18] 14], Adimurthi-Yand [4], Yang [44], Lam-Lu
[20] and Zhaol[45]. LeO be a fixed point oM anddy(:, -) be the geodesic distance between two
points of (M, g). Assume tha#(x) satisfies the following hypotheses.

(91) p(X) € LI';C(M) for somep > 1, i. e., for anyR > 0 there holdg(x) € LP(Bo(R));
(¢2) ¢(X) > 0 for all x e M and there exist positive constals andR, such that(x) < Co for
all xe M\ Bo(Ry).

The potential/(x) is assumed to satisfy the following:

(v1) there exists some constapt> 0 such that/(x) > v, for all x € M;
(v2) eitherv(x) e LY™D(M) or v(X) — +co asdg(O, X) — +co.

The nonlinearityf (x, t) satisfies the following hypotheses.

(f,) there exist constantsg, by, b, > 0 such that for allX,t) € M x R,
[f(x, 1) < bat"™t + byt (n, aotn/(nfl)) :

(f2) there exists some constant- n such that for alkk € M andt > 0,
t
0 < uF(x,1) E/Jf f(x, 9)ds< tf(x t);
0
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(f3) there exist constant®;, A; > 0 such that it > Ry, then for allx € M there holds
F(xt) < Af(xt).
Define a function space

E= {u e WEN(M) : f v(X)|u"dvg < oo}. (2.5)
M

We say thati € E is a weak solution of problerhi (2.4) if for all € E we have

f (IVguI™2VguVge + V(X)IUI™ 2ug) dvg = f P(X) f (%, U)pdvg.
M M
Define a weighted eigenvalue for theLaplace operator by

e ulITgul + vO9Iur)dvg
ueE, u0 fM P(X)lundvy

Then we state the following:

Theorem 2.7. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppase th
Rcg > Kg for some constant K R, andinj gy q > io for some positive constant iAssume
that \(X) is a continuous function satisfyirfgy) and(v2), #(X) is a continuous function satisfying
(¢1) and(g2), f : M xR — R is a continuous function and the hypothegk¥, (f2) and(fs) are
satisfied. Furthermore we assume

(fa) limsup_q, NF(x, t)/t" < A, uniformly in xe M;

(f5) there exist constants ¥ n and G, such that for all(x, t) € M x [0, co)

f(x 1) > Cqt™,

c . (CI _ n)(q—n)/n( pao )(q—n)(n—l)/n <
"\ q (p— D ‘

where

and

B (¥ RO
q

ucE\{0} (fM ¢(X)|U|qdvg)l/q
Then the probleni{2.4) has a nontrivial nonnegative weaktsmi.

2.7)

Remark 2.8. We shall prove thaBy can be attained (lemma 7.2 below). Whew, §) is the
standard euclidian spad®, ¢(x) = |x for 0 < 8 < n, (f1)-(f4) and

n

(Hs) liminfs, o sf(X 5% =By > M

uniformly in x, whereM is some sfficiently large number, we obtained similar existence result
in [44]. The following proposition implies that the set ofnittions satisfying f1)-(fs) is not
empty and assumption$;§-(fs) do not imply Hs).
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Proposition 2.9. There exist continuous functions M x R — R such thaf(f;)-(fs) are satis-
fied, but(Hs) is not satisfied.

We also consider multiplicity results for a perturbationtod problem[(Z}4), namely
— divg(|Vgu"2Vgu) + v(X)|u|"2u = ¢(x) f (X, U) + eh(x), (2.8)

whereh(x) € E*, the dual space dt. If h # 0 ande > 0 is suficiently small, under some
assumptions there exist at least two distinct weak solatior{2.8). Precisely, we have the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 2.10. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppase th
Rcg > Kg for some constant K R, andinj g > io for some positive constant iAssume
f(x, 1) is continuous in Mk R and(f1)-(f5) are satisfied. Both(X) and¢(x) are continuous in M
and(vy), (v2), (¢1), (¢2) are satisfied, h belongs to*Bhe dual space of E, withh 0and h 0.
Then there existg > 0 such that if0 < € < ¢, then the probleni{218) has at least two distinct
nonnegative weak solutions.

The proofs of theorem 2.7 and theorem 2.10 are based on théb8s Mountain-pass theo-
rem and Ekeland’s variational principle. Though similagadvas used in the caskl,(q) is the

standard euclidian spa&® [4,|13,/14| 20, 44], technicalfficulties caused by manifold structure
must be smoothed.

3. Necessary conditions

In this section, we consider the necessary conditions umkieh Trudinger-Moser inequality
holds. Precisely we shall prove proposition 2.1 and complfa2. Firstly we have the following:

Lemma 3.1. Let(M, g) be a complete Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that theseaaristants
g > n, A> 0andr > 0 such that for all ue W"(M), there holds

1/q
( f |u|‘*dvg) < Alldllr, (3.1)
M

where||ull1 . is defined by[{1]18). Then for anyr 0 there exists some positive constauepend-
ing only on A, n, g7, and r such that for all x M, Volg(Bx(r)) > €.

Proof. Letr > 0, x € M, and¢ € W™"(M) be such thatp = 0 on M \ B,(r). By Holder’s

inequality,
1/n - 1/q
(fM '¢'nd"9) < Volg(BA(n) "~ ( fM |¢|‘*va) .

This together with[(3]1) gives

(1 - TAVolg(Bx(r))H)( fM |¢Iq0|vg)l/q < A(fM(IV¢|“dvg)l/n. 3.2)



Fix x e M andR > 0. Then either

1 ng/(g-n)
Volg(B«(R)) > (2 A) (3.3)
or
1 ng/(g-n)
If (B.4) holds, then we have
1 - 7AVOl4(Bx(R)" 1 > 1/2,

and whence for all € (0, R] and all¢ € W-"(M) with ¢ = 0 onM \ By(r),

( fM |¢|deg)l/q < ZA( fM (|V¢|”dvg)l/n. (3.5

r—dyg(x,y) when dyg(x,y) <r
o(y) =
0 when dy(x,y) >r.

Now we set

Clearlyp € WE"(M), ¢ = 0 onM \ By(r), ¢ > r/2 onBy(r/2), and|V¢| = 1 almost everywhere
in Bx(r). It then follows from [3.F) that

%Volg(Bx(r /2))H9 < 2AV0lg(By(r)) ™
Hence we have forall < R,
Volg(B(r)) >( A) Volg(B(r/2)).

By induction we obtain for any positive integex,

na(m ns(m)
Volg(B«(R)) > (Zi) ( )(%) VO|g(Bx(R/2m))(n/Q)m, (3.6)

where . .
a(m) = > (V)L pm) = > j(/a)i
j=1 j=1

On one hand we know from.([7], Theorem 3.98) that{B(r)) = “=2r"(1 + o(r)), wherew,_1
is the area of the euclidean unit spheréRity ando(r) — 0 asr — 0. One can see without any
difficulty that

lim Volg(Bx(R/2M)™a™ = 1,

On the other hand we have

N [ I N ja_ @
jz;(n/q) T Z;J(H/Q) T
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Hence, passing to the limih — o in (3.8), one concludes that

R ng/(g-n)
Voly(B«(R) = (m)

This together with[(3]3)[(314) implies that

] 1 R na/(g-n)
VOIg(BX(R)) > mln{m, Z(ZQT/(Q—n)A}

and completes the proof of the lemma. O

It should be pointed out that the above argument is a moddicatf that of Carron ([18],
lemma 3.2). Note that the condition(B.1) implies th&t"(M) is continuously embedded in
LA(M) for someq > n. This is diferent from the assumption of ([18], lemma 3.2).

To prove proposition 2.1, we also need the following intéaion inequality.

Lemma 3.2. Lett be any positive real number. Suppose there exist positivstants g, o, A1
and A such thatg > q; > 0 and

1/q
(f |U|Qidvg) < Aillulle (3.7)
M
forall u € WX"(M), i = 1,2. Then for all gq: g1 < g < 0 there exists a positive constant
A= A(A]_, Ao, d1, q2) such that
/g
( f |U|qug) < Allulla,r (3.8)
M

for all u € W-"(M).

Proof. For anyu € W-"(M) \ {0}, we sefli = u/||ul|1.. It follows from (3.7) that

1/q;
(f |indvg) <AL i=12
M

Assumeq; < g < gp. Sincelt]d < [U* + [u]%, there holds

f [0dvg < f 0% dvg +f [U%dyy < A" + AR,
M M M
Hence
1/q .
(f Iulqdvg) < (A‘l‘1 + Agz)a”u”lj_
M

TakeA = max{(AT + AR)Y%, (A" + A%)Y%}. Then [3.8) follows immediately. O
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Proof of proposition 2.1.Assume there exist positive constantsr andg such that[(1]7)
holds. For anyi € W*"(M) we sefl = u/||ul|1.. It follows from (I.7) that

kmnl
f dvg <.
M S

Particularly for any integek > n — 1 there holds

K= DK
a |’L‘j‘|n—1
dyg <8,
n-1 n-1

" K k!ﬁ K
(fMIUIn-ldvg) s(?) (ully,-

For anyq > n, there exists somle> n— 1 such that

nk nk+ 1)
<Qg< .
n-1 n-1

and thus

In fact we can choode= [(n—1)p/n], the integer part ofr{— 1)p/n. By lemma 3.2, there exists
a positive constan depending only om, g, @, andg such that

1/q
( f |U|qug) < Allullar-
M

This implies thatVt"(M) < L9(M) continuously. Now we fix some > n, sayq = n+ 1. Then
by lemma 3.1, there exists some constant0 depending only on, «, 7, 8 andr such that for
all x e M, Volg(By(r)) > €. O

Proof of corollary 2.2. For any complete noncompact Riemanniamanifold (M, g), if
Trudinger-Moser inequality holds, then by proposition, 2here exists some constant 0 such
that Voly(Byx(r)) > e for all x e M. Hence if there exists some complete noncompact Riemannian
n-manifold (M, g) such that
LQIT/I Volg(Bx(r)) =0

then we conclude that Trudinger-Moser inequality is notdvah it. Now we construct such
complete Riemannian manifolds. Consider the warped ptoduc

M=RxN, g(t,6) =dt + f()ds,

where (\,d<s{) is a compactrf - 1)-Riemannian manifoldjt is the euclidian metric oR, and

f is a smooth function satisfyinfi(t) > 0,¥t € R and lim_,,» f(t) = 0. If y = (t1,m) and

z = (t2, mp) are two points oM, thendy(y, 2) > [t> — t1]. This together with the compactness of
N implies that M, g) is complete. In addition, for any = (t, m) € M, there holds

By(l)c (t—1,t+1)x N.

11



Therefore

Volg(Bx(1)) < Molg((t—Lt+1)xN)
< Volgg (N) o f(t)dt
-1
= 2Volyg (N)f(&)
— 0 ast— +oo, (3.9)

where we used the integral mean value theoreim,some point int(— 1,t + 1). This gives the
desired result. 0

4, Sufficient conditions

In this section, we investigate icient conditions under which Trudinger-Moser inequality
holds. Precisely we shall prove theorem 2.3 and proposiidn Firstly we have the following
key observation:

Lemma 4.1. LetBo(5) C R" be a ball centered & with radiusé. If 0 < o < an = nwY™,
then there exists some constant C depending only on n sudiotizdl u € Wé'”(IB%o((S)) satisfying
fBo(é) |Vul"dx < 1, there holds

n-1
f ¢ (. elu=r) dx < C&”(ﬁ) f IVul"dx (4.1)
Bo(6) an Bo(5)

Proof. LetU = u/||VUllLn,(s))- Sincel|Vulling,e)y < 1 and 0< @ < an, we have

S

k
aul7
2

k=n-1

ke k.

a ( a )k VU, oy T
|

k=n-1 k!

Z(n. alui)

n

IA

n-1
[0 n
||VU||En(BO(6)) (a/_n) ((n» anl’ﬂln-l). (4-2)

It follows from the classical Trudinger-Moser inequalifL{d) with ag replaced byry) that
f Z(n, enflFT)dx < C8" (4.3)
Bo(6)

for some constan® depending only om. Integrating [[4.2) orBy(5), we immediately obtain
(4.1) by using[(4.13). This concludes the lemma. O

Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannianmanifold with Rigu g > Kg for someK € R and
iNjmg = o for someip > 0. Then we have the following local version of Trudinger-®ros
inequality which is the key estimate for the proof of theor2/3t

12



Lemma4.2. For anya : 0 < @ < ap there exists some constantlepending only on i, K and
io such that for all xe M and all ue C7’(Bx(9)) with [[VgullLs,@)) < 1, there holds

f £(neluFT)dvg < C f [V qul"dvg
M M
for some constant C depending only oranK and .

Proof. By (Hebey [13], theorem 1.3), we know that for any O there exists a positive constant
6 depending only of, n, K andiy satisfying the following property: for any € M there exists
a harmonic coordinate chagt: By(6) — R" such that(x) = 0, and the componentgj() of g in
this chart satisfy

€0 < gj < €9

as bilinear forms. One then has tligB,(d)) c Bo(e/?5). Letu be a function inCg’(Bx(9)) and
IVgullnes)) < 1. Itis not dificult to see that

f [Vgul"dvg
Bx(6)

Z(n, u71) dy,
[ elnairs)avg

For any fixede : 0 < a < an, there exists some depending only om anda such that when
0 < € < ¢, it follows from (4.4) and|Vgulline, ) < 1 that

\%

e f V(o ¢ () "dx (4.4)
Bo(ef/zé)

IA

g/ f £ (n, al(uo g7)(x)I71) dx (4.5)
Bo(e/25)

1/(n-1)
) < e/ < .

a( f V(uo ¢ (9Idx
Bo(e/26)

Now lete = ¢ be fixed and depending only o, n, K andip be chosen as above. By lemma
4.1, there exists a constadt = Cy(n) depending only om such that

f Z(nel(uo ¢ (X)) dx < Cre™/25" f IV(uo ¢ 1)(x)"dx
Bo(e0/26)

Bo(e0/25)

This together with[(4]4) and(4.5) implies that

f g(n, a|u|n%1) dyg < Cleznfoénf [Vul"dv.

M M

TakeC = C,€?"0§". We conclude that depends om, a, K andiy. O
Proof of theorem 2.3(i) For anya : 0 < @ < ay, lets = 6(n, a, K, ip) be chosen as in lemma

4.2. Independently, by Gromov’s covering lemma (Hehey [l8hma 1.6), we can select a se-

guence X;) of points ofM such that

(@ M = U;By,(6/2), and for anyj # | there holdsBy, (6/4) N By (6/4) = 2;

(b) there existdN depending only om, K andé such that each point d¥l has a neighborhood

which intersects at mo#t of the By, (6)'s.

13



For anyj, we take a cut-fi functiong; € C3’(By;()) satisfying 0< ¢; < 1, ¢j = 1 onBy,(6/2),
and|Vge;| < 4/4. It follows that for all j

8
Vool = 201Vagj| < <. (4.6)
By the covering propertieg) and ), we have

1< ¢ <N for all xe M. 4.7)
j

Setr = 8/6. Assumeu € C7’(M) satisfies

1/n 1/n
luller = (f |VU|ndVg) + T(f |U|ndvg) <1l
M M

It follows from (4.8) and the Minkowvsky inequality that

1/n 1/n 1/n
( fM |vg(¢fu)|“dvg) g( fM ¢,?“|vgu|"dvg) +( fM |vg¢§|“|u|“dvg) < lullyr < L.

In view of lemma 4.2, this leads to

fM g(n, (;y|u|nTn1)dvg

IA

Zf g,“(n,cy|u|n7"1)dvg

T Bsa(x)

L[ o

czj: fM IV(¢2u)"dvg (4.8)

for some constant depending only om, @, K andip. In addition we have by using (4.6) and
0 < ¢j < 1that

IA

IA

IA

fM Vg(¢2u)"dvg 2" fM (@3"1Vgul™ + Vg7 "1ul") dvg

16"
2”L¢1|Vgu|”dvg+Fj'\‘n¢j|u|“dvg.

IA

In view of (4.7), it follows that

16"
> f IVo(@?u)"dyy < 2'N f IVquPdvg + —N f |u"dvg
~ Jm ! M on M
16"
< 2'N+oN.
To"

This together with[{4]8) implies

fM g(n, cy|u|nTn1)dvg <C
14



for some constar@ depending only om, a, K andio. By the density oC3’(M) in WLN(M), the
inequality [1.Y) holds for the above r andC.
By proposition 2.1, we have th&¥*"(M) is continuously embedded lfi(M) for anyq > n.
(i) Fix some poinz € M, letr = r(x) = dyg(z x) be the geodesic distance betweeandz
Without loss of generality, we may assume the injectivityina of (M, g) at z is strictly larger
than 1. Take a function sequence

1, when r<e
() =1 (log %)71 log%, when e<r<1
0, when r > 1.

Theng, € W-"(M) and for any constant > 0 there holds

1 (1-n)/n 1 1
lgellrr = ('09 ;) Wy g (1 + O(@)) :

Set. = ¢c/llpcllr.. Then we have on the geodesic BBl(e) c M,

2 i nnTk e n-2
| €

{(naglT) = " -

n—
k=0
1

Note thatew, "* > nfor anya > a,. Hence, whem > an, we have

f {(nalgd™)dvy > Z(n, alel™1)dvg
M By(e)

> Yni (1+0.(1) en-aw, " D(1+0(1/ loge) | 0.(1).

n

— +o00 as e€—0.

This ends the proof ofi().
(iii) Takeag : 0 < ap < an. By (i) there exists somey = 1o(n, ao, K, ip) > 0 such that
Agy = sup | Z(n, aolu™T)dyy < co.
lIUlLrg<1 JM

Given anya > 0 and anyu € WX"(M). SinceCy’ (M) is dense inW-"(M) under the norm
Il - llwznmy, Which is equivalent to the norif ||1.-,, we can choose somg € C’(M) such that

_n_
2%1alu— Wil L < ao. (4.9)

Since(n,t) is increasing irt for t > 0, we obtain by usind (2.3)

f Z(n, &|ul*T)dvg
M

IA

n n n n
fM Z(n, 27T au — Ug| ™1 + 271 ar|ug|™T)dvy

IA

1 n n
—fg(n,Zﬁaylu—uo|ﬁ)dvg
HJIm

1 n n
+—f§(n,2n71av|uo|ﬁ)dvg, (4.10)
VUM

15



where Yu + 1/v = 1. In view of (4.9), we can take > 1 suficiently close to 1 such that
271 agllu — Wl < ao.

Hence
f Z(n, 27 aulu — u0|”Tn1)dVg < Agy- (4.11)
M

Sinceup € C3(M), particularlyus has compact support, there holds
fM £(n, 271 av|ugl 71)dvg < co. (4.12)
Combining [4.1D),[(4.71) an@{4112), we obtain
fM Z(n, ul71)dvy < co.

This completes the proof ofii(). O

Now we shall prove proposition 2.4. Let us recall some notetfrom Riemannian geometry.
In any chart, the Christéel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection are given by

1
1"!‘]- = Egmk(aigmj+ajgmi—6mgij), (4.13)

whereg;;’s are the components @f (g") denotes the inverse matrix ofi(). Here and in the
sequel the Einstein’s summation convention is adopted. ofgethe Riemannian curvature of
(M, g), a (4 0)-type tensor field, by Rg,g. The components of Riig are given by the relation

Rijki = Gie (3k1"ﬁ — o + Fﬁﬁl"‘fl - l"%l"?k). (4.14)
Similarly, the components of the Ricci curvature irg of (M, g) are given by the relation
Ri] = ga'BRi(tjﬁ (415)

Proof of proposition 2.4In view of proposition 2.1, it sfiices to construct a complete non-
compact Riemannian-manifold (M, g) such that its Ricci curvature has lower bound and there
holds

inf Volg(Bx(1)) = 0.
xeM

Again we consider the warped product
M=RxN, g(x6)=d¥ + f(x)d<,

where (\,d<}) is a compactrf — 1)-Riemannian manifold)? is the euclidean metric d&, and

f is a smooth function satisfyinfi(x) > 0,Vx € R. In the following we calculate the Ricci
curvature of M, g). In some product charlR(x U, Id x ¢) ({x,¥%---,y"}), 911 = 1, 01, = O,
Oos = Theg, gt = 1,9 = 0, andg®” = f-1h. Equivalently

g=d¥ + f(Ohysdy’dy’
16



where f,5) denote components of the metds. Here and in the sequel, all indicesg, y, v
andA run from 2 ton. In view of (4.13), the Christidel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection
was calculated as follows:
1 f’
I, =Ty =011,=0 % = -g%0:9,, = ==,
@ 2 2f
1 f’ =
1 _ — Y _ T
Faﬁ - _Ealgaﬁ - _Eha’ﬁ’ Faﬁ - ra,B’

wheres” is equal to 1 whem = 3, and 0 whenr # 8, 'I:Zﬁ’s are components of the Christof-

fel symbols of Levi-Civita connection ofN\(d<}). In view of (Z13), the components of the
Riemannian curvature reads

Riyp = 911311"(1,[;
’2 "
_ f —4 f2f f g
Rugy = Gu1(0pTh, — 0Tk, + Tylh, —T3I%)
= % (_3ﬁhw7 + 67hwﬁ - hﬁuﬁiy + thZﬁ)
Ry = Gaa (3y1"§ﬂ = g, + T, = rﬁkrgv)

= fﬁtﬁw * Goa (r;llréu - rﬁlréy)
. fr 2
= fR(l,By[l + T (h(t/lhﬁy - h”’yhﬁp) )

Whereﬁ,ﬁw’s denote the components of Riemannian curvaturd\ofi€;). In view of (4.15),
we get the components of the Ricci curvature as follows.

Rui1 9% Ruag

f/2 —2ff"”
= (=D —
R, = gByR],Ba/y
f’ - -
= o (~0aNsy + 0y Nap — Do T + 1y, T )

B
Ry = g"Rup + 9 Rypy

AR N (G

= Ny + Ry + (Navhus — haghis )
(2-n)f2-2ff" -

= 4f h(l,B+R(Yﬁ7

Whereﬁaﬁ’s are components of the Ricci curvature N,ds,z\,). If we assume the functionf

f’/f andf”/f are all bounded, then in the chaR & U, Id x ¢), the eigenvalues of the matrix

(Ry) and the matrix@;) are uniformly bounded. Thus there exists some constare R such

that R;) > Ki(gj). Note that N, ds}) is compact. There exists some constiént R such that

Rigm,g > Kg as bilinear forms. If we further assume lim.., f(x) = 0, then by[(3.B), we have
17



Volg(By(1)) — 0 asx — +oco, wherey = (x,m) € R x N. One can check that the following
functions satisfy all the above assumptionsfon
e f is a smooth positive function defined &nand satisfies

(1+x®)e>sinx when x>1
f(x) =
1, when x<0
e f is a smooth positive function defined &and satisfies
1
(09 = Tox when X> 2
1, when x < 0.

This gives the desired result. O

5. Proof of proposition 2.5

In this section, we shall construct complete noncompaamn@ieainn-manifolds to show
that the condition Ricci curvature has lower bound in theo2e3 is not necessarily needed.

Proof of proposition 2.5.1t suffices to construct a complete honcompact Riemannian
manifold on which Trudinger-Moser embedding holds, butRisci curvature has no lower
bound. For this purpose, we consider the Riemannian malr(ifdl g), whereR" is the euclidian
space and

g=dxX + ()X + -+ F(x1)dx,

andf is a smooth function o such that < f < b for two positive constanta andb. Clearly
(R", g) is complete and noncompact. In view of Trudinger-Moseqiraity on the standard
euclidian spac®" [8,112,.32], one can easily see thatifs chosen sfiiciently small, then the

supremum
sup f g(n,cy|u|nfn1)dvg

ueWN(M), [lully1n<1

is finite, i.e. Trudinger-Moser inequality holds on the nfald (R", g), where

Iullwer = ( fR (IVqul" + |u|“)dvg)-

In the following, we shall further choosk such that the Ricci curvature oR(, g) is un-
bounded from below. By (4.15),

f/2 —2ff”

Rip=(n-1) 172

(5.1)

It suffices to find a sequence of poini™) of R" such thaRy1(xX™M) — —co. One choice of is
that f(t) = 2 + sint?. In this case, we have

f/(x1) = 2+ 2x;cosxs, (1) = 2COSX; — 4%5 sin X2,

18



Thus [5.1) implies

(2+ 2x1 COSX2)? — 2(2+ sinX3)(2 cosxé — 4x2 sinx?)

Rual9 = (n-1) 4(2+ sinx)?

Choosing™ = (\/m 0,--- ,0), we obtain
Riu(X™) = —4mr —37+n—-1—- -0 as m- co.
Another choice off is thatf(t) = e In this case, we have
f'(x) = 2xe™icosK, f”(xy) = e (-a& sinxE + 4% cog X + 2 coskd).
In view of (5.), we obtain
Ri1(X) = (N — 1)(2x3 sinX + X§ O X2 — 2x4 cos X5 — COSX3).

Again, we seleck™ = (\/2m7r +31/2,0,- - ,O) and conclud®;1(xX™) —» —oo asm — 0. [

6. Adamsinequalities

In this section, we concern Adams inequalities on completecampact Riemannian man-
ifolds. Precisely we shall prove theorem 2.6. The method eapted here is similar to that of
theorem 2.3.

Proof of theorem 2.6(i) Suppose that igj, 4 > io > 0 and there exist constartt¢k) such that
IVKRgmg)l < C(K), k = 0,1,--- ,m— 1. It follows from (Hebey|[18], theorem 1.3) that for any
Q > 1 anda € (0, 1), the harmonic radiugy = ry(Q, m, @) is positive. Namely, for an@ > 1,

a € (0,1), andx € M, there exists a harmonic coordinate chartBy(ry) — R" such that

{ Qg <gq < Qdq as a bilinear form;
6.1)
Y1<pem 1P dgllco@ iy + Zig=m1Pdiglice @y < Q— 1.

Now we fix Q > 1 anda € (0,1). Without loss of generality, we may assumé&) = 0.
Particularly we have that forany: 0 <r <ry

Bo(r/ v/Q) < w(B(r)) < Bo(\/Q).
Letn € C3'(R") be such that & n < 1, and

0 on R"\Bo(rv/(2VQ)).

Thenn oy € CF(M) satisfies 0< noy < 1,npoy = 1 onBy(ry/(4Q)), andn oy = 0 on
M\ Bx(ry/2). By Gromov’s covering lemma (Hebey [18], lemma 1.6), ¢hexists a sequence
of points () of M such that

{1 on Bo(ru/(4VQ)),
]7:

M = UiBy (1 /(4Q) (6.2)
19



and there exists some integdrsuch that for anyk € M, x belongs to at modi balls in the
covering. Letyy : By, (rq) — R" be as the abowg and sety = r7o . By (€.1), the components
of the metric tensor ar@™-controlled in the chartsBy, (ru), ¥«). It then follows that there exists
some constar€; > 0 depending only ony andQ such thatV'gnkI <Cjiforallalll :0<l<m
and allk € N, whereVy, is defined by[(1]3).

Assumeu € C*(M) satisfieg|ullymmvy < 1. Then we get

MU € CF (B (r/2))

and
||Vg](TIEHlu)”|_%(BXk(rH/2)) <G (6-3)

for some constari@, depending only on, m, andC;. By the standard elliptic estimates (Gilbarg-
Trudinger [16], Chapter 9), one can see that

IVE (R0 0 Ui o vy < Ca (6.4)

for some constar€; depending only om, m, Q, ry andC;. Let j be the smallest integer great
than or equal tov/m. Similarly as we derived (418), we calculate by usihgl(6(&)3) and the
relation ( — 1)n/(n—m) > n/m

fgumwﬁww < zlf Z (. alulw) dvy
M K VBx (ru/(4Q))
< S [ e(ianpiur)a
k Bxk(rH/Z)
IRt -
g Ik L (B (rH/2)) . o
< D, SR f (1, aCF T i o
X 2 By (11/2)
ym m+lu nﬂqn
v 90 g, 2

k [ e(iocsmupiuss )y, ©5)
X cr By (11/2)

Noting thatQ*16|q < gg < Qdiq as a bilinear form, we have
[ efiacupium)og<Qt [ ¢(laCiT o o sl )dx  (66)
By (TH/2) Bo(VQrw)

In view of (6.4), we take
ao = Po/(C2C3) ™. (6.7)

Then for anye : 0 < @ < ay, it follows from Adams inequality[{1]4) that

[ {iaCEm i) o wilis ) dxs CrolBo( VGl (68)
Bo( VQru)

Clearly there exists some constélat> 0 depending only on, m, Q andry such that

Vg < Came V1=0,1,---,m (6.9)
20



Since 1< Y . k(X) < N for all x e M, we obtain by combinind(6.5)-(8.9) that

f’:/lé/(j,6l|U|%1)dVg < CSZflvm(nm+lU)|“ﬂ‘dVg
C5ZZ(C'm)%f|mG +1V|uI dv,
C“CSZ(Cm)m f (an)w Ul dvg

< C4C5NZ(C )mf VLUl ™ dvg
< GCg

IA

IA

for constant<s andCg depending only om, m, Q andry, whereC}, = (nT'_I)I

Accordlng to (Hebey [18], theorem 2.8}7°(M) is dense ifW™m(M). Hence for anyu €
WM (M), there exists a sequenog in Cy'(M) such that|uk — Ullym iy — O ask — oo.
Assume||u||wmm(M) < 1. Thenforanyr : 0 < a < ag there holds

fM_((j,alwﬁ)dvg < imﬂﬂg(j,aluklﬁ)dvgsce.

Using the same method of deriviMy>"(M) < L9(M) continuously for allg > nin theorem
2.3, we obtain the continuous embeddivg"”™(M) — L9(M) for anyq > n/m.

(i) Let@ > 0 be any real number andbe any function belonging to the spaé&*=(M).
SinceC7’ (M) is dense iV (M), there exists some € Cg’(M) such that

allu=Wollf Ty < @0/2, (6.10)

whereaqy is defined by[(617). Usind (2.3) and an elementary inequality
lalP < (1+ e)la— bIP + c(e, P)IbIP,

wheree > 0, p > 1 andc(e, p) is a constant depending only erandp, we have

fM £ (- edul ) dvg

IA

fM {I(J', (1 + €)alu— Uol™ + c(e,n/(N— m))a|u0|ﬁ)o|\/g
1 _ N
< 2 [ (inta+ oiu- ) g
1 _ )
+— f £ (J. ve(e. n/(n - m))alugl ™= ) dvg, (6.11)
VUM

whereu > 1,v > 1 and Yu + 1/v = 1. Choosing suficiently small ang: sufficiently close to
1 such thaj(1 + €)ao/2 < ag, in view of (6.10), we have by pari)(

f £ (J.u(1 + €)alu - ugl™ ) dvg < Ce. (6.12)
M
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Note thatup € C7°(M), particularlyup has compact support. It follows that
f £ (1 ve(e, n/(n - m))alugl 77 ) dvg < oo (6.13)
M

Inserting [6.1P) and(6.13) intb (6]11), we complete theopas part i). O

7. Applicationsof Trudinger-Moser inequalities

In this section, we consider applications of theorem 2.81elg the existence and multiplicity
results for the probleni{2.4) and its perturbation](2.8)efically we shall prove theorem 2.7
and theorem 2.10. Throughout this section, we use the patathtroduced in section 2. Let
(M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemanniamanifold with Rgu g > Kg for someK € R
and injyg = o > 0. Assumeg(x) satisfies the hypothesesJ and @), v(x) satisfies the
hypothesesv) and ). Let E be a function space defined lhy (2.5)ulE E, then theE-norm

of uis defined by
1/n
llulle = (fM(|VgU|n + VIUI")dVg) .

The following compact embedding result is very importarim analysis.
Proposition 7.1. For any g> n, the function space E is compactly embedded!{iv).

Proof. Let (ux) be a sequence of functions wifby|le < C for some constart. It suffices to
prove that up to a subsequenag)(converges irL9M) for anyq > n. Clearly () is bounded
in W-"(M), and thus we can assume that for @ny 1, up to a subsequence

Ug — Up weakly in E

ug — Up strongly in L} (M) (7.2)

U — U ae in M.

If v(x) € LY(™D(M), using the same argument of ([44], Lemma 2.4), we conclbdel —
L9(M) compactly for anyg > 1. So, in view of {»), we may assumeg(x) — oo asdgy(O, X) — oo,
whereQ is a fixed point oM. Given anye > 0, there exists some > 0 such that(x) > (2C)"/e
whendy(O, X) > R. Hence

(2o

€

f ug — Ug|"dvgy < f Viug — up|"dvy < (2C)".
M\Bo(R) M

This gives

f |uk — Up|"dvy < €.
M\Bo(R)

lim f lug — Uo|"dvg = O.
k—o0 Bo(R)

Hence for the above there exists somlec N such that whek > 1,

f |uk — Uo|"dvy < 2e.
M 22

By (Z.1), we have



This impliesux — up strongly inL"(M) ask — co.
It follows from (i) of theorem 2.3 thatlf) is bounded irL9(M) for anyq > n. Now fixing
g > n, we get by Holder’s inequality

1/n D) 1-1/n
f |uk — Ugl%dvy < (f Uk — u0|”dvg) (f |ug — uo|ﬁdvg) )
M M M

This together with the fact thak — up in L"(M) impliesuy — up in LY(M). d
Let Sy be defined by{Z]7). Then we have the following:
Proposition 7.2. For any g> n, Sy is attained by some nonnegative functioa & \ {0}.

Proof. Assumeq > n. Itis easy to see that

Sp= inf f(|Vu|“+v|u|”)dv.
d S eluddvg=1 Jm J

Choosing a sequence of functiong)(c E such thath #lu9dvy = 1 and
i!im f (IVud"™ + viug") dvg = Sg.
—00 M
By proposition 7.1, there exists some& E such that up to a subsequenge— uweakly inE,

ux — ustrongly inL9(M) for anyqg > n, anduy — u almost everywhere iM. Sinceux — u
strongly inL3(Bo(Ry)) for all s > 1 and¢ € LP(Bo(Ro)), we have by using Holder’s inequality

that
Iimf ¢|uk|qdvg=f Blu|9dvy. (7.2)
k=e0 JBo(Ro) Bo(Ro)

In view of (v»), we have

f Pllud® = u%dvg < qCo f (U + Ul ) uy — uldvg
M\Bo(Ro) M

1-1/q 1-1/q
aCGo {( f Iuqudvg) + ( f IUquvg) }
M M
1/q
x(f |ug — u|qdvg)
M

— 0 ask— oo.

IA

This together with[{7]2) implies
f #lul%dvg = lim f Bluldvg = 1. (7.3)
M k— o0 M
Sinceuy — uweakly inE, we have

i 1-3
f|Vu|“dvg = lim f |Vu|“‘2VuVukdvgs Iimsup(f |Vuk|“dvg) (f |Vu|“dvg) ,
M k—oo Jm 2k§>oo M M



from which we obtain

f [Vu"dvg < limsup | [Vu|"dy,. (7.4)
M k—oo M
In addition, we have by Fatou’s lemma
f viu"dvg < limsup | Viug/"dyg. (7.5)
M —00 M

Combining [7.8),[(7}4) and (7.5), we conclude tBatis attained byu € E \ {0}. Since|u| € E,
one can easily see th&j, is also attained bju|. O

Now we get back to the problefn{2.4). Since we are interestadinegative weak solutions,

without loss of generality we may assurfigg,t) = 0 for all (x,t) € M x (o0, 0]. By (f1), we
have for all ,t) € M x R,

by o
FOOI < It + bt (n. 1)

This together with¢,), (¢2) and [2.2) implies that for any € E there holds

fd’F(X,U)dVg < ||¢||LP(BO(RO))||F(X»u)”Lq(M)+C0fF(X»U)dvg
M M
bi . o
< IBlleeo(Ro) Fllulqun(M) + bolluz(n, (U™ )l acmy
by o
+C0FI|U||Ln(M) + CoballuZ(n, ul™1) 2 m)
<

n an oy 1-1
C (Il + il lE 0, U
n n =t
W0y + Tl IR, U )

whereC is a constant depending only onby, by, Co and||éllLrery), @and ¥p+ 1/q = 1. By
theorem 2.3y € LS(M) for all s > n, and for anye > 0 there holdg/(n, a|ul1) € LY(M). Hence

f PF (X, u)dyy < +00, YueE.
M

Based on this, we can define a functionalhby
1 n
J(u) = ﬁ||u||E - | ¢F(x u)dv,. (7.6)
M
By ([13], proposition 1) and the standard argument [34], eee) € C1(E,R). Clearly the
critical point of J is a weak solution td_(Z14). Concerning the geometry,ahe following two

lemmas imply thatl has a mountain pass structure.

Lemma 7.3. Assume thatf;), (f2), and(f3) are satisfied. Then for any nonnegative, compactly
supported function & E \ {0}, there holds (tu) —» —c0 ast— +oo.
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Proof. By (f,) and (f3), there exist;, ¢, > 0 andu > n such thatF(x, s) > ¢; 8" — ¢, for all
(X, 8) € M x [0, +c0). Assume supp c Bo(R;) for someR; > 0. We have

n

I = - f SF (% 1)y,
n Bo(R1)

tn
< —|lullg —cat? f pu'dyy — czf pdvg.
n Bo(R1) Bo(R1)

This gives the desired result singéx) > 0 for all x e M andu > n. O

Lemma 7.4. Assume thaff;) and(f,) are satisfied. Then there exisffgciently small constants
r > 0andé > 0 such that Ju) > ¢ for all u with [Julle = .

Proof. By (f1) and (f4), there exists some consta#ts (0, 1) andC > 0 such that

1-6)4 n
F(x 9 < %w“ + CIs™2Z (n, ol )

for all (x, ) € M x R. By definition of,,
(1-6)1 1-6
—= f gluPdvg < = Jull2. (7.7)
n M n

Note thatp satisfies ¢1) and ¢,). We have by Holder’s inequality and (2.2) that
N 1/q ) 1/q
f U™ (naolul™T ) dvg < IgllLoao(ro) ( f IUI("”)qug) ( f ¢ (n. faolul™) dVg)
M M M

1B . 1)y
+Co (f |u|‘“+1)‘*dvg) (f g’(n,molulﬁ)dvg) . (7.8)
M M

where ¥p+ 1/q+ 1/g = 1 and Y8+ 1/y = 1. Fixa = Bo/2, wheresy is defined by[(115). It
follows from (i) of theorem 2.3 that there exists some constaigpending only o, n, K and
ip such that

Ao = sup | £(nelulF)dyg < +oo. (7.9)
il <1 JM

Letr be a positive constant to be determined later. Now supjgige= r. It is easy to see that

lullr < r +7r/vg". Clearly one can selectsufficiently small such that/aollull;’™ " < « and
n/(n-1)

yaollully; < a. It follows from (Z.9) that

sup §(n, q'a0|u|nT"1)dvg <A,
lule=r JM
and

sup | £(nyaolul1)dvg < A,
jule=r JMm

provided that is chosen sfliciently small. Inserting these two inequalities iffo {7t8gn using
the embedding < LS(M) for all s> n (proposition 7.1) and (7] 7), we obtain

6 ~
J(U) = llullg - Cllullg™
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for some constar depending only o, n, K andi, provided thatjullg is suficiently small.
This gives the desired result. O

To estimate the min-max level df we state the following:

Lemma 7.5. Assumé fs). There exists some nonnegative functidvre e such that

()

supJ(tu) < 1 b0

t>0 n

Proof. Let u* be given by proposition 7.2, namely > O, ||u*|le = Sq, andfM olur9dyy = 1.
Then for anyt > 0 there holds

1
) = IR~ [ SR Gt
n
< %t” — %tq
n q
_ a-n Sgu/(q—n)
- nqg Cg/(Q*n)
. 1((p— 1)an)”1_
n Pao
Here we have used the hypothedig ( O

Adapting the proof of ([44], lemma 3.4), we obtain the folioggcompactness result.

Lemma 7.6. Assumé fy), (f2) and(f3). Let(u;) c E be an arbitrary Palais-Smale sequence of
J,i.e.,
J(u)) > ¢, J(u) - 0inE" asj — o, (7.10)

where E denotes the dual space of E. Then there exist a subseque(gg @fill denoted by
(uj)) and ue E such that y — u weakly in E, y— u strongly in 1%(M) for all q > n, and

Vuj(x) - Vu(x) ae in M
{ d(X)F (X, uj) = ¢(X)F(x, u) strongly inL1(M).

Furthermore u is a weak solution ¢f (2.4).
Proof. Assume (;) is a Palais-Smale sequenceloBy (7.10), we have
%||uj||’,; - fM #(X)F(x, uj)dvg —> c asj — oo, (7.12)
UM (1Vgu;I™2Vgu; Vg + viuj "™ 2ujyr) dvg — fM p()f(x uydyg| < ojlivlle  (7.12)
forall y € E, whereo; — 0 asj — oo. Note thatf(x,s) = 0 for all (x,S) € M x (-0, 0]. By

(f2), we have O< uF(x, uj) < u; f(x, u;) for someu > n. Takingy = u; in (Z.12) and multiplying
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(Z.13) byu, we have

H n
- — l) Uj
(n llujllg

IA

el + fM 000 (1F (% ) = F06 Uy dvg + o lujlle

ulcl + ojllujlle.

IA

Thereford|uj||e is bounded. It then follows froni (7.111) arid(7].12) that

f d(X) T (x, ujujdvy < C, f d(X)F (X up)dyy <C (7.13)
M M

for some constar® depending only om, n andc. By proposition 7.1, there exists some E
such thatu; — uweakly inE, u; — u strongly inL%M) for anyqg > n, andu; — u almost
everywhere irM. By (f3), there exist positive constamds andR; such that~(x, s) < A1 f(x, 9)
for all s> Ry. Particularly for anyA > R; there holds

F(x,9) < Aif(x,s), Vs=>A (7.14)

Now we prove that(X)F(x, u)) — ¢F(x,u) strongly inL(M). To this end, for any > 0, we
takeA > maxA;C/e, Ry}, whereC is given by [Z.IB). Then we have Hy (7114)

d(X)F (X uj)dyy < ﬂf H(X) T (X, uj)u;dvy < e. (7.15)
[uj|>A A M

In the same way

H(X)F (X, u)dyy < €. (7.16)
|u>A

By (f1), we have for, s) € M x [0, o)

f(x 9

IA

b]_Sn_l + bzgj(n, aosn%l)

© Kl (k-n+1)
1 QOSn 1
g by 3 B

k=n-1
_n_
bls”‘l + bggﬂ'ag_le‘msml .

IA

Hence for all & s) € M x [0, A] there holds
f(x,9) < (bl + byall LAGA™T ) g1

It follows that N
by + bza’gflAeloAn_l

F(x s < - s', Vsel0,A].
for all (x, s) € M x [0, A], which implies
() g1y 1< ) F (%, up)l < Cap(R)lul", (7.17)
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whereC; = (b; + bzag‘lAemA"/ m’”)/n andyu;<a)(X) denotes the characteristic function of the
set{x € M : |uj(X)| < A}. By an inequalitylla" — |b"| < nla - bj(ja"* + |o]""!) (va,b € R) and
Holder’s inequality, we get

f Bllujl" — ul"|dvg
M

IA

-1 -1
r‘j‘(lﬁ|uj—ll|(|ui|n +[u")dvg
M

C -7 -7
n(f Pluj — u|“dvg) {(f ¢|uj|“dvg) + (f ¢|u|“dvg) }
M M M

Henceg|u;|" — ¢|ul™ in LY(M) sinceu; — u strongly inL"(M). In view of (ZIT), we conclude
from the generalized Lebesgue’s dominated convergenoedie

IA

J.”_fl]oj';¢(X)Xl|uj|sAl(X)F(X’Uj)dVg=j';l¢(X)X||u\sA)(X)F(X»U)dVg-

This together with[(Z.15) and (7]16) implies that there &xé®mem € N such that wher) > m

there holds
'f q)F(x,u,—)dvg—f¢F(x,u)dvg
M M

_Iimf¢F(x,uj)dvg=f¢F(x,u)dvg.
>0 M M

Using the same method as that of proving ([4], (4.26)), weehau;(x) — V4u(x) for almost
everyx € M and

< 3e.

Therefore

n

[Vgu;"2Vqu; — [Vgu™?Vgu weakly in (Ln%l(M))

Passing to the limif — oo in (Z.12), we obtain

f (|Vgu|“—zvguvl// + V|U|n_2Ul//) dvy — f B(X) F(x Updyg = 0
M M

for all y € C3(M). SinceCi’(M) is dense irE under the nornjl - [|g, u is a weak solution of

22). O

We say more words on lemma 7.6. Suppdsgkd) is the standard euclidian spa@8 and
#(x) = [X”, 0 < B < n. The author|[44] proved thatF (x, u;) — ¢F(x, u) in L}(R") under
the assumptiofe — LYR") compactly for allg > 1. While Lam-Lu [20] observed that the
convergence still holds under the assumptor- L9(R") for all g > n. Here we generalized
these two situations.

The following lemma is a nontrivial consequence of theore® & is suficient for our use
when we consider the existence and multiplicity resultpfoblems[(Z14) and (2.8).

Lemma 7.7. Let(u;) c E be any sequence of functions satisfyfjngle < 1, u; — up weakly in
E, Vgu; — V4up almost everywhere in M, and u g strongly in (M) as j— co. Then
(i) foranya : 0 < a < ay, there holds

supf {:(n, a|uj|nT"1)dvg < o0 (7.18)
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(i) foranya : 0 < a < anand g: 0 < g < (1 - [|uglt)~¥D, there holds
supf Z(n, geluj|™1) dvg < oo. (7.19)
i Jwm

Proof. (i) For any fixedr : 0 < @ < ay, it follows from part {) of theorem 2.3 that there exists a
positive constant, depending only o, n, K andig such that

B, = sup f §(n, a|u|nT"1)dvg < oo, (7.20)
UEWEN(M), [lull, <1 M

Note thatv > vp in M. Sincellujlle < 1, we get

1 1
n n T,
llujllez, = (f |Vguj|ndvg) + Ty (f Iu1|ndvg) <1l+ ‘/’n.
M M v

0

There exists some small positive numhgrsuch tha’rcyo||u,-||l”_z1 < a. Hence by[(7.20), there

holds
supf {:(n,aolu”n%l)dvgssupf g’(n,a
i JM i JM

This allows us to define

at = sup{a : supf ((n,alu,—lrnl)dvg < oo}.
i JIM

To prove [7.IB), it sfiices to prove that* > . Suppose not, we have < an. Take two
constantsy’ anda” such thatr* < o/ < @” < ap. By part () of theorem 2.3 again, there exists
some constant,» depending only o, n, K andig such that

]dvg < 8B,.

i
ujllz,

By = sup f g(n, a'”|u|n%1)dvg < oo, (7.21)
M

UEWRI(M), 1., <1

Sinceu; — U strongly inL"(M) andVgu; — V4up a. e. in M, we obtain by using Brezis-Lieb'’s
lemma [6]

/n
||uj—uo||1,ra,,=( f VU v — f |Vguo|“dvg) +0i(1).
M M

whereo;j(1) —» 0 asj — . Sinceu; — up weakly inE, there holds

lim f|Vgu0|”*2Vgu0Vgujdvg=f|Vgu0|”dvg.
M M

J—o+o0

This immediately implies that

VqUp|"dvy < lim su Voui|"dyy < 1.
g oy gUjl O0Vy
M jo+oo M
Hence
luj — Uollrr,. <1+ 0j(1).
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It follows from (2.3) that for any > 0 there exists some constandépending only or andn
such that

n 1 , oy 1 px
g(n, a’|u,—|ﬁ) < —§(n,a (1 + €ulu; - uo|n,1) + —§(n,a 0v|u0|n—1), (7.22)
M v
where Ju + 1/v = 1. Choosing sufficiently small and: suficiently close to 1 such that

_n_
@ (1+ €ulluj — ol } < a”,

Lty

provided thatj is suficiently large. This together with (7.P1) implies that
sanpr £(n o/ (1+ euluj — uol™T ) dvg < By (7.23)
In addition, we have by partii) of theorem 2.3 that
fM Z(n. o/ Bvlugl 1) dvg < +oo, (7.24)
Inserting [Z.2B) and(7.24) intb (7]22), we get
sanpj';I g’(n,a'|uj|nT"1)dvg < +o0,
which contradicts the definition af* and thus ends the proof of pai}.(

(il) Given anye : 0 < @ < apand anyq : 0 < q < (1 - [Jugll?)~Y-D. By @3), Ve > 0, there
exist constants > 0,u > 1 andv > 1 (1/u + 1/v = 1) such that

n 1 n 1 ~ _n_
f Z(n, galujl™) dyg < —f £ (n, gar(1+ )ulu; - Uol™ ) dvg + —f £ (. qatvlugl™T ) dvy,
M HJIm V.Jm
By Brezis-Lieb's lemma [6],
Iluj = UollZ* < (1= UolI)™T + 05(1).
If we choose sufficiently small and: sufficiently close to 1 such that
Qa(1 + e)ulluj — Uolig™ < (@ + an)/2,
provided thafj is suficiently large. It then follows from part)that
supf £ (n. 0oL + e)uluj — Uol™ ) dvg < +oo.
i JIMm
By part (i) of theorem 2.3, we have
f £ (. ga®vugl™T ) dvg < +oo.
M
Therefore[(Z.19) holds. O
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Remark 7.8. Inlemma 7.7, ifuy = 0, then the conclusion ofif is weaker than that of) If
Up # 0, then the conclusion of)(is a special case of that af). If (M, g) has dimension two, the
assumptiorVquj — Vgup almost everywhere iM can be removed.

Proof of theorem 2.71t follows from lemma 7.3 and lemma 7.4 thatsatisfies all the hy-
pothesis of the mountain-pass theorem except for the Pamaie condition:J € C'(E,R);
J(0) = 0; J(u) = § > 0 when||ullg = r; J(€) < O for somee € E with ||glle > r. Then using the
mountain-pass theorem without the Palais-Smale cond@édh we can find a sequence;j in
E such that

Juj)) »c>0, J(u)—0inE",
where

¢ =minmaxJ(u) > §
yell  uey

is the min-max value of, wherel' = {y € C([0, 1], E) : ¥(0) = 0,¥(1) = €}. This is equivalent
to (Z11) and[(7.12). By lemma 7.6, up to a subsequence, tiutds

u; — u weakly inE
uj; — u strongly inL%M), Ygq=n
J“_rll Jy @OF (X updvg = [ p(X)F(x, u)dvg

u is a weak solution of[{Z]4)

(7.25)

Now suppose by contradictian= 0. SinceF(x,0) = 0 for all x € M, it follows from (Z.11) and

(7.28) that

lim [lujlIg = nc> 0. (7.26)
J—o
—1 .
By lemma 7.5, 0< ¢ < %((p';—io)“”)n . Thus there exists somg > 0 andm > 0 such that
-1 . . _n_
llujl? < ('%Z—O - no)n forall j > m. Chooseq > 1 suficiently close to 1 such thatrllujl|T™ <

(1-1/p)an — aono/2 for all j > m. By (f1),
[T (%, uju;jl < bajuj” + b2|u,-|§(n, aoluj|nTn1).

It follows from (2.2), Holder’s inequality, and paiif ©f lemma 7.7 that

f¢|f(x’uj)uj|dvg < blf¢|uj|”dvg+b2f¢|uj|§(n,aoluj|"%1)dVg
M M M

) /g . 1/q
b1f¢|uj|“dvg+b2(f lu;|9 dvg) (f ¢§(n,qao|uj|ﬁ)dvg)
M M M

yg
b1f¢|Uj|ndVg+C(f ¢|uj|q’dvg) -0 as j— oo,
M M

IA

IA

where Jg + 1/q = 1 andC is some constant which is independentjofHere we have used
(7.28) again (precisely; — uin L"(RN) for all r > n) in the above estimates. Inserting this into
(7.12) withy = u;, we have
lujle =0 as j— oo,
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which contradicts[(7.26). Thereforez 0 and we obtain a nontrivial weak solution 6 (2.4).
Finally uis nonnegative sincé(x, s) = 0 for all (x, s) € M x (=0, 0]. O

Proof of theorem 2.10Since the proof is very similar to that of (|44], theorem 1\@§ only
give its sketch and emphasize th&elience between these two situations. Insteatl:df — R
defined by[(ZJ6), we consider functionals forak E ande > 0

1
Je(u) = ﬁ||u||g - j’;ldy(x)F(x, u)dvg _GfM hudy.

Firstly, lemma 7.6 still holds if we replacé by J.. Namely for any Palais-Smale sequence
(u;) c E of J., there exist a subsequence af)((still denoted by (;)) andu € E such that
u; — uweakly inE, u; — ustrongly inL9(M) for all g > n, and

Vguj(x) = Vgu(x) ae in M
d(X)F (%, uj) = ¢(X)F(x, u) strongly inL(M) (7.27)
u is a weak solution off(2]8)

Secondly, using the same method in the first two steps of thef @f ([44], theorem 1.2), we
have the following:

(a) there exist constants > 0,6 > 0, and a sequence of functiong)(c E such thatl.(v;) — cu
andJ/(vj) — 0 asj — oo, provided that O< € < €. In addition,v; is bounded irE, vj — uw
weakly inE anduy is a weak solution of(2]8). Heim, is the min-max value od, and satisfies

1 1 n-1 « n-1
O<cy < - (1— —p) (a—;) -5 (7.28)

(b) there exists a constaat : 0 < e < € such that for any : 0 < € < &, there exist positive
constant, with r. — 0 ase — 0 and sequence() c E such that

Jeu) = ¢ = inf J (<0, J(u)—0 in E as oo
Ul[e<r¢
In addition,u; — ug strongly inE, whereu, is a weak solution of{2]8) witl.(up) = c..

Thirdly, there existsp : 0 < ¢ < e such that if 0< € < ¢, thenuy # Up. Suppose by
contradiction thatiy = Up. Thenv; — ug weakly inE. By (a),

Je(vj)) = em >0, KIUV)), @)l < vjllglle (7.29)
with y; — 0 asj — co. On one hand we have by (7]27),
f d(X)F (X, vj)dvg — f Hd(XF (X, up)dyy as j— oo. (7.30)
M M

On the other hand, sinag — up weakly inE andh € E*, it follows that

fhvjdvgefhuodvg as j — oo. (7.31)
M M
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Inserting [Z.3D) and(7.31) into the first equality [of (1.29% obtain

%||vj||g =Ccu + jl;l d(X)F (X, ug)dvg + ej';l hugdyvg + 0j(1). (7.32)
In the same way, one can derive

%||uj||’,; =C.+ j';l d(X)F (X, ug)dvg + ej';l hugdvy + 0j(1). (7.33)

Combining [Z.3R) and (7.33), we have
VIR = Ul = n(cm — e + 0j(1). (7.34)

From (), we know thatc, — 0 ase — 0. This together with[{7.28) leads to the existence of
e : 0 < g < & such that if O< € < g, then

1(p-lan\"*
O<cy—-C<—|——— . 7.35
= o ) n( p Oto) ( )
Write
Vi Uo

T e ) n°
(Iluolf? + n(cm - c.))

It follows from (Z.34) and/; — up weakly inE thatw; — wp weakly inE. Note that

Wi

fM $(IZ (N aolvy D) dyg = fM ¢ (. aollvi I 1wy " "Y) dyg.

By (Z.34) and[(7.35), a straightforward calculation shows

n_
-1

i n ny =% 1
j|Er(]ca/o|IVj||E (1 - wollR)™ < 1_6 an

Hence lemma 7.7 together witiL(2.3) implies théx)Z (n, aolv;|"™Y) is bounded inL9(M) for
someq: 1< q<n/(n-1). By (fy),
IF00 V) < balvi[™™ + bz (n, aolvjl ™).
By the definition off there exists a constaat> 0 such that
106V (01 < avi™ T V) su (9] < e, aolv|7T),

whereyg denotes the characteristic function®f- M. Hence

IA

| 0w - o] < [ 900 (i + et oot ) v, - el
M M

c|lptv™t

IA

L7 (M) [IVj = Uolln(m)
+¢ [, aolViI 71| ogyyy Vi = Yollie -
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Since 1< q < n/(n- 1), we haveq’ > n. Then it follows from the compact embedding
E — L"(M) forall r > nthat

lim f d(X) T (X, vj)(vj — ug)dvy = 0. (7.36)
J—o M
Takingy = vj — Ug in (Z.29), we have by using(7.31) arid (17.36) that
f (IFvil™ Vg, Va(v; o) + VOOV ;v ~ o)) v — 0. (7.37)
M
However the fact,, — ug weakly inE leads to
f (195U0l™2VgUoVg(Vj — Uo) + V(X)luol™2Uo(V; — Uo)) dvg — O. (7.38)
M
Subtracting[(7.38) froni{Z.87), using the well known indgydsee [26], chapter 10)
2" b-al" <(Ib"?b-|a"?a,b-a), YabeR"
we have|vj — ull — 0 asj — 0. This together with[(7.34) implies thaf = c., which is ab-
surd sincecyy > 0 andc, < 0. Thereforauy # ug. Sincef(x,s) = 0 forall (X, ) € M x (-0, 0],
one can easily see thag; > 0 andug > 0. This completes the proof of the theorem. O
Finally we shall construct examples 6% to show that {1)-(fs) do not imply Hs).
Proof of proposition 2.9L et ¢ satisfies the hypotheseg f and ¢.), p > 1 be given in §,), | be
an integer satisfying> n, g = nl/(n— 1) + 1 andSq be defined by{(2]7). In view of lemma 7.2,

S, is attained by some nonnegative functioa E. Let Cq be a positive number such that

c . (q _ n)(qn)/n( pao )(qn)(nl)/n
g (p- L)an

Lety : [0, ) — R be a smooth function such thatQy < 1,y =0on [Q A], y = 1 on [2A, ),
and|y’| < 2/A, whereA is a positive constant to be determined later. We set

se.

n 1
| oo (tT —y()ta1)
f(D) = 21Cy i —A—, t>0
0, t<O.

Now we check {1)-(fs) for appropriate choice ok as follows.

(f): If A> 1, then O< tV-D — y()tY(-D < tV(-D for all t > 0. Thus

£(t)

1-1 n 1
n/(n-1)_ n— tn1 —X(t)tnTl)k
211c, [é ooees Y 7 YO
kZ:(:)

k!
I-1 , ok
n/(n-1 tE
2'|!cq[et“ = ]
2,

211Cqz (n, tV (1)
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forallt > 0. So (f1) is satisfied whei > 1.
(f2): Whent € [0, A], we havey(t) = 0 and

ff(t)dt_Z'I'Cqu—dt<2'I'thitln(n_ll = tf(1). (7.39)
k=I k=I :

Whent > A, weclaimthat if Ais chosen sfiiciently large, sayA > 4™1, then

t(t — y(t)tra)K A1 Ot AN
[ty oyt AR 7.40)
A Kl (k + 1)! (k+ 1)!
In fact, if we set
n— 1 —_ nTll k n%l - n%l k+1 A%
0 - f (U O @ p et AT
Kl (k + 1)! (k+ 1)!
theny(A) = 0 and
s (PO ()< (0 a1
y'(t) = ” ” gt X (Ot Ot -
Let A > 41 Then fort € [A, co) there holds
1 1 1 14 n 2\ 1 1 1,
n-1 — 4 -1 — ——— n-1 —_— An—l —_ An—l
me LS Ol LOLEE (n—l A) n_1
n 2 1
4 - _
= (n—l An-1) 4(n—1)2)
> 1
Hencey’(t) < 0 and thus our claini{Z.40) holds. Note that
A _nk n(k+1) n(k+1)
ta-1 AT k+1 1 AT
A TN i 1 S ke D (7.41)
It follows from (Z.40) and[(7.41) that where A,
f (v X(t)t" 1) e < T —xOten)t
= k+l
and whence . L
f f(tydt < f(t) < =tf(t) (7.42)
0 H

for someu > n. This together with[{7.39) implies that,] holds.
(f3): Let A> 4"1 Inview of (Z.42), whert > A,

F(t) = fot f(tydt < f(t).
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Hence f3) is satisfied.
(f4): Sincel > n, we getF(t)/t" — 0 ast — 0+. Hence (4) holds.
(fs): Note thatt™ (™ — /(-1 > /(12 for allt > 2. LetA > 2. Then for allt > Athere holds

(t™1 — (b))

f(t) > 2'1Cq i

> 2'Cy(t+1/2) = Cqtt L.

Whent € [0, A], we get

::|2

f(t) > 2'||c = 2Cqtt L.

Hence (s) is satisfied. In shortf (t) satisfies (1)-(f5) if A> 41

Finally we check thatHls) does not hold. Wheh> 2A, we have

1-1

f(t) = 211y | ™ Z

k=0

n_ L
(l—n

It follows that

n

lim tf(t)e™ = 0.

t—+oc0

Thusf(t) does not satisfyHs). O

Acknowledgements. This work was partly supported by the NSFC 11171347 and ®EN

program 2008-2011.

References

(1]

(2]
(3]

(4]

(5]
(6]

[7]
(8]

9]
[10]

[11]

[12]
[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

S. Adachi, K. Tanaka, Trudinger type inequalitiesR\ and their best exponents, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 128
(2000) 2051-2057.

D. Adams, A sharp inequality of J. Moser for higher orderidatives, Ann. Math. 128 (1988) 385-398.
Adimurthi, O. Druet, Blow-up analysis in dimension 2 aadharp form of Trudinger-Moser inequality, Commun.
Partial Diferential Equation 29 (2004) 295-322.

Adimurthi, Y. Yang, An interpolation of Hardy inequalitand Trudinger-Moser inequality iRN and its applica-
tions, Internat. Mathematics Research Notices 13 (20194-22126.

T. Aubin, Sur la function exponentielle, C. R. Acad. Searis, Series A 270 (1970) 1514-1514.

H. Brézis, E. Lieb, A relation between pointwise coryemnce of functions and convergence of functionals, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 88 (1983) 486-490.

S. Gallot, D. Hulin, J. Lafontaine, Riemannian geome8pringer, 2004.

D. Cao, Nontrivial solution of semilinear elliptic edtians with critical exponent iiR?, Commun. Partial Ofer-
ential Equations 17 (1992) 407-435.

P. Cherrier, Une inégalité de Sobolev sur les vasé&Riemanniennes, Bull. Sc. Math. 103 (1979) 353-374.

P. Cherrier, Cas d’exception du théoreme d'inclaosite Sobolev sur les variétés Riemanniennes et applisatio
Bull. Sc. Math. 105 (1981) 235-288.

W. Ding, J. Jost, J. Li, G. Wang, Theftirential equatiom\u = 87 — 8rhé" on a compact Riemann surface, Asian
J. Math. 1 (1997) 230-248.

J. M. doO N-Laplacian equations iRN with critical growth, Abstr. Appl. Anal. 2 (1997) 301-315.

J. M. doO, E. Medeiros, U. Severo, On a quasilinear nonhomogendiipticeequation with critical growth ilkN,

J. Diff. Equations 246 (2009) 1363-1386.

J. M. doO, M. de Souza, On a class of singular Trudinger-Moser typgunalities and its applications, Math.
Nachr. 284 (2011) 1754-1776.

L. Fontana, Sharp borderline Sobolev inequalities ompact Riemannian manifolds, Comm. Math. Helv. 68
(1993) 415- 454,

D. Gilbarg, N. Trudinger, Elliptic partial dierential equations of second order, Springer, 2001.

36



[17]
(18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
(23]
[24]
[25]

[26]
[27]

(28]
[29]
[30]
(31]
[32]
(33]
[34]
(35]

[36]
[37]

(38]
[39]
[40]
[41]
[42]

[43]
[44]

[45]

G. Hardy, J. Littlewood, G. Polya, Inequalities. Caidige University Press, 1952.

E. Hebey, Sobolev spaces on Riemannian maifolds, kectates in mathematics 1635, Springer, 1996.

H. Kozono, T. Sato, H. Wadade, Upper Bound of the besstom of the Trudinger-Moser inequality and its
application to the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, Ingicniv. Math. J. 55 (2006) 1951-1974.

N. Lam, G. Lu, Existence and multiplicity of solutions ¢quations oN-Laplacian type with critical exponential
growth inRN, J. Funct. Anal. 2012 (In press), arXiv: 1107.0375v1.

Y. Li, Moser-Trudinger inequality on compact Riemaamimanifolds of dimension two, J. Partial flirential
Equations 14 (2001) 163-192.

Y. Li, The extremal functions for Moser-Trudinger ineity on compact Riemannian manifolds, Sci. China, Ser.
A 48 (2005) 618-648.

Y. Li, P. Liu, Moser-Trudinger inequality on the boungiaof compact Riemannian surface, Math. Z. 250 (2005)
363-386

Y. Li, P. Liu, Y. Yang, Moser-Trudinger inequalities okctor bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension 2, Calc. Var. 28 (2007) 59-83.

Y. Li, B. Ruf, A sharp Trudinger-Moser type inequalitprfunbounded domains igN, Ind. Univ. Math. J. 57
(2008) 451-480.

P. Lindgvist, Notes on thp-Laplace equation, Preprint.

G. Lu, Y. Yang, Adams’ inequalities for bi-Laplacian caextremal functions in dimension four, Advances in
Mathematics 220 (2009) 1135-1170.

G. Lu, Y. Yang, The sharp constant and extremal funetifox Moser-Trudinger inequalities involvirig® norms,
Discrete and continuous dynamical systems 25 (2009) 963-97

G. Lu, Y. Yang, A sharpened Moser-Pohozaev-Trudingexquality with mean value zero ®?, Nonlinear Anal.

70 (2009) 2992-3001.

J. Moser, A sharp form of an inequality by N. Trudingerd] Univ. Math. J. 20 (1971) 1077-1091.

R. ONeil, Convolution operators andp, g) spaces, Duke Math. J. 30 (1963) 129-142.

R. Panda, Nontrivial solution of a quasilinear ellipgquation with critical growth ifR", Proc. Indian Acad. Sci.
(Math. Sci.) 105 (1995) 425-444.

S. Pohozaev, The Sobolev embedding in the special giase, Proceedings of the technical scientific conference
on advances of scientific reseach 1964-1965, Mathemata®sg, 158-170, Moscov. Energet. Inst., Moscow,
1965.

P. H. Rabinowitz, On a class of nonlinear Schrodinggrations, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 43 (1992) 270-291.

B. Ruf, A sharp Trudinger-Moser type inequality for unimded domains ifR?, J. Funct. Anal. 219 (2005) 340-
367.

B. Ruf, F. Sani, Sharp Adams-type inequalitieRih Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. (In press).

G. Trombetti, J. L. Vazquez, A Symmetrization Resolt Elliptic Equations with Lower Order Terms, Ann. Fac.
Sci. Toulouse Math. 7 (1985) 137-150.

N. S. Trudinger, On embeddings into Orlicz spaces amdesapplications, J. Math. Mech. 17 (1967) 473-484.

G. Wang, D. Ye, A Hardy-Moser-Trudinger inequalityXar: 1012.5591v1.

Y. Yang, Extremal functions for a sharp Moser-Trudingeequality. Internatinal J. Math. 17 (2006) 331-338.

Y. Yang, A sharp form of Moser-Trudinger inequality oanspact Riemannian surface, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
359 (2007) 5761-5776.

Y. Yang, A sharp form of trace Moser-Trudinger ineqtiabn compact Riemannian surface with boundary, Math.
Z. 255 (2007) 373-392.

Y. Yang, A sharp form of Moser-Trudinger inequality iflgh dimension, J. Funct. Anal. 239 (2006) 100-126.

Y. Yang, Existence of positive solutions to quasi-aneelliptic equations with exponential growth in the whole
Euclidean space, J. Funct. Anal. 2012 (In press), arXivel46P2v1.

L. Zhao, A multiplicity result for a singular and nonhogeneous elliptic problem ", J. Partial Diferential
equations (In press).

37



	1 Introduction
	2 Main results
	3 Necessary conditions
	4 Sufficient conditions
	5 Proof of proposition 2.5
	6 Adams inequalities
	7 Applications of Trudinger-Moser inequalities

