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Abstract

Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemanniann-manifold (n ≥ 2). If there exist positive
constantsα, τ andβ such that

sup
u∈W1,n(M), ‖u‖1,τ≤1

∫

M

e
α|u|

n
n−1 −

n−2∑

k=0

αk|u| nk
n−1

k!

 dvg ≤ β,

where‖u‖1,τ = ‖∇gu‖Ln(M) + τ‖u‖Ln(M), then we say that Trudinger-Moser inequality holds. Sup-
pose Trudinger-Moser inequality holds, we prove that thereexists some positive constantǫ such
that Volg(Bx(1)) ≥ ǫ for all x ∈ M. Also we give a sufficient condition under which Trudinger-
Moser inequality holds, say the Ricci curvature of (M, g) has lower bound and its injectivity
radius is positive. Moreover, Adams inequality is discussed in this paper. For application of
Trudinger-Moser inequalities, we obtain existence results for some quasilinear equations with
nonlinearity of exponential growth.
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1. Introduction

LetΩ be a smooth bounded domain inRn (n ≥ 2) andC∞0 (Ω) be a space of smooth functions
with compact support inΩ. Let Wm,p

0 (Ω) be the completion ofC∞0 (Ω) under the Sobolev norm

‖u‖Wm,p
0 (Ω) :=


m∑

l=0

∫

Ω

|∇lu|pdx


1/p

. (1.1)

Assume thatm is an integer satisfying 1≤ m < n. Then Sobolev embedding theorem asserts
thatWm,p

0 (Ω) →֒ Lq(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ np/(n−mp). Concerning the limiting casemp = n, one has
Wm,n/m

0 (Ω) →֒ Lq(Ω) for all q ≥ 1. But the embedding is not valid forq = ∞. To fill this gap, it
is natural to find the maximal growth functiong : R→ R

+ such that

sup
u∈Wm,n/m

0 (Ω), ‖u‖
Wm,n/m

0 (Ω)
≤1

∫

Ω

g(u)dx< ∞.

Email address:yunyanyang@ruc.edu.cn (Yunyan Yang)

Preprint submitted to *** November 8, 2018

http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.0724v1


In the casem = 1, Trudinger [38] and Pohozaev [33] found independently that the maximal
growth is of exponential type. More precisely, there exist two positive constantsα0 andC de-
pending only onn such that

sup
u∈W1,n

0 (Ω), ‖u‖
W1,n

0 (Ω)
≤1

∫

Ω

eα0|u|
n

n−1 dx≤ C|Ω|, (1.2)

where |Ω| denotes the Lebesgue measure ofΩ. Moser [30] obtained the best constantαn =

nω1/(n−1)
n−1 such that the above supremum is finite whenα0 is replaced byαn, whereωn−1 is the

area of the unit sphere inRn. Moser’s work relies on a rearrangement argument [17]. In literature
the kind of inequalities like (1.2) are called Trudinger-Moser inequalities.

Adams [2] generalized inequality (1.2) to the case of general m : 1 ≤ m < n as follows. For
anyu ∈Wm,n/m

0 (Ω), thel-th order gradient ofu reads

∇lu =


∆

l
2 u, if l is even,

∇∆ l−1
2 u, if l is odd,

(1.3)

there exits a positive constantCm,n such that

sup
u∈Wm,n/m

0 (Ω), ‖u‖
Wm,n/m

0 (Ω)
≤1

∫

Ω

eβ0|u|
n

n−m dx≤ Cm,n|Ω|, (1.4)

whereβ0 is the best constant depending only onn andm, namely

β0 = β0(m.n) :=



n
ωn−1

[
πn/22m

Γ((m+1)/2)
Γ((n−m+1)/2)

]
when m is odd

n
ωn−1

[
πn/22m

Γ(m/2)
Γ((n−m)/2)

]
when m is even.

(1.5)

The inequality (1.4) is known as Adams inequality. Adams first represented a functionu in terms
of its gradient function∇mu by using a convolution operator. Then using the O’Neil’s idea [31]
of rearrangement of convolution of two functions and the idea which originally goes back to
Garcia, he obtained (1.4).

There are many types of extensions for Trudinger-Moser inequality and Adams inequality.
One is to establish such inequalities on the whole euclidianspaceRn. Cao [8] employed the
decreasing rearrangement argument to prove that for allα < 4π andA > 0, there exists a constant
C depending only onα andA such that for allu ∈ W1,2(R2) with

∫
R2 |∇u|2dx≤ 1,

∫
R2 u2dx≤ A,

there holds ∫

R2

(
eαu2 − 1

)
dx≤ C. (1.6)

His argument was generalized ton-dimensional case by dóO [12] and Panda [32] independently.
Later, Adachi-Tanaka [1] gave another type of generalization. All these inequalities are subcrit-
ical ones sinceα < αn. It was Ruf [35] who first proved the critical Trudinger-Moser inequality
in the whole euclidian spaceR2 and gave out extremal functions via more delicate analysis.This
result was generalized ton-dimensional case by Li-Ruf [25] through combining symmetriza-
tion and blow-up analysis. Subsequently, using the decreasing rearrangement argument and
Young’s inequality, Adimurthi-Yang [4] derived an interpolation of Trudinger-Moser inequal-
ity and Hardy inequality inRn, which can be viewed as a singular Trudinger-Moser inequality.
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Another kind of singular Trudinger-Moser inequality was recently established by Wang-Ye [39]
through the method of blow-up analysis.

Substantial progresses on Adams inequality inR
n was also made recently. Following lines of

Adams, Kozono et al. [19] obtained subcritical Adams inequality in the whole euclidian space
R

n. Based on rearrangement argument of Trombetti-Vazquez [37], Ruf-Sani [36] proved the
critical Adams inequalities inRn as follows. Letm be an even integer less thann. Assume that
u ∈Wm,n/m

0 (Rn) and‖(−∆ + I )m/2u‖Ln/m(Rn) ≤ 1. There exists a constantC > 0 depending only on
n andm such that ∫

Rn

e
β0|u|

n
n−m −

j−2∑

k=0

βk
0|u|

nk
n−m

k!

 dx< C,

where j is the smallest integer great than or equal ton/m.
Another extension is to establish Trudinger-Moser inequality and Adams inequality on com-

pact Riemannian manifolds. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemanniann-manifold. Foru ∈W1,n(M),
it was shown by Aubin [5] that exp(α|u|n/(n−1)‖u‖−n/(n−1)

W1,n(M)
) is integrable for sufficiently smallα > 0

which does not depend onu. In fact, this is an easy consequence of Trudinger-Moser inequality
and finite partition of unity onM. Let α̃ be the supremum of the aboveα’s. It was first found by
Cherrier [9] that ˜α = αn. Cherrier [10] obtained similar results foru ∈ Wm,n/m(M). Following
the lines of Adams, Fontana [15] obtained critical Adams inequality on (M, g). In 1997, using
the method of blow-up analysis, Ding et al. [11] establisheda nice Trudinger-Moser inequality
on compact Riemannian surface and successfully applied it to deal with the prescribed Gaussian
curvature problem. Adapting the argument of Ding et al., Li [21, 22] and Li-Liu [23] proved
the existence of extremal functions for Trudinger-Moser inequalities. Their idea was also em-
ployed by the author [40, 41, 42] to find extremal functions for various Trudinger-Moser type
inequalities. For vector bundles over a compact Riemannian2-manifold, Li-Liu-Yang obtained
Trudinger-Moser inequalities in [24].

Among other contributions, we mention the following results. Using the method of blow-up
analysis, Adimurthi-Druet [3] proved that when 0≤ α < λ1(Ω), there holds

sup
u∈W1,2

0 (Ω), ‖∇u‖2≤1

∫

Ω

e4πu2(1+α‖u‖22)dx< ∞,

whereλ1(Ω) is the first eigenvalue of Laplacian on bounded smooth domainΩ ⊂ R
2. Moreover,

the supremum is infinite whenα ≥ λ1(Ω). Later this result was generalized by the author [43]
and Lu-Yang [27, 28, 29].

Although there are fruitful results on euclidian space and compact Riemannian manifolds, we
know little about Trudinger-Moser inequalities on complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds.
In this paper, we concern this problem. Let (M, g) be any complete noncompact Riemannian
n-manifold. Throughout this paper, all the manifolds are assumed to be without boundary, and of
dimensionn ≥ 2. We say that Trudinger-Moser inequality holds on (M, g) if there exist positive
constantsα, τ andβ such that

sup
u∈W1,n(M), ‖u‖1,τ≤1

∫

M

e
α|u|

n
n−1 −

n−2∑

k=0

αk|u| nk
n−1

k!

 dvg ≤ β, (1.7)

where

‖u‖1,τ =
(∫

M
|∇gu|ndvg

)1/n

+ τ

(∫

M
|u|ndvg

)1/n

. (1.8)
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If the above supremum is infinite for allα > 0 andτ > 0, then we say that Trudinger-Moser
inequality is not valid on (M, g). Motivated by Sobolev embedding (Hebey [18], Chapter 3), in
this paper, we propose and answer the following three questions.

(Q1) Which kind of complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds canpossibly make Trudinger-
Moser inequalities hold?
(Q2) What geometric assumptions should we consider in order to obtain Trudinger-Moser in-

equalities on complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds?
(Q3) Are those geometric assumptions in(Q2) necessary?

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we state ourmain results. From section 3 to
section 5, we answer the questions (Q1)-(Q3), respectively. Adams inequalities are considered in
section 6. Finally, Trudinger-Moser inequalities are applied to nonlinear analysis in section 7.

2. Main results

In this section, we answer questions (Q1)-(Q3), and give an application of Trudinger-Moser
inequality. Throughout this paper, we denote for simplicity a functionζ : N × [0,∞)→ R by

ζ(l, t) = et −
l−2∑

k=0

tk

k!
, ∀l ≥ 2. (2.1)

From ([44], lemma 2.1 and lemma 2.2), we know that

(ζ(l, t))q ≤ ζ(l, qt) (2.2)

and

ζ(l, t) ≤ 1
µ
ζ(l, µt) +

1
ν
ζ(l, νt). (2.3)

for all l ≥ 2, q ≥ 1, t ∈ [0,∞), andµ > 0, ν > 0 satisfying 1/µ + 1/ν = 1.

The following proposition answers question (Q1).

Proposition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that Trudinger-
Moser inequality holds on(M, g), i.e. there exist positive constantsα, τ andβ such that (1.7)
holds. Then the Sobolev space W1,n(M) is embedded in Lq(M) continuously for any q≥ n. Fur-
thermore, for any r> 0 there exists a positive constantǫ depending only on n,α, τ, β and r such
that Volg(Bx(r)) ≥ ǫ for all x ∈ M, where Bx(r) denotes the geodesic ball centered at x with
radius r.

From proposition 2.1 we know that there are indeed complete noncompact Riemannian man-
ifolds such that Trudinger-Moser inequalities are not valid, namely

Corollary 2.2. For any integer n≥ 2, there exists a complete noncompact Riemannian n-
manifold on which Trudinger-Moser inequality is not valid.
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To answer question (Q2), we have the following:

Theorem 2.3. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that
its Ricci curvature has lower bound, namelyRc(M,g) ≥ Kg for some constant K∈ R, and its
injectivity radius is strictly positive, namelyinj(M,g) ≥ i0 for some constant i0 > 0. Then we have

(i) for any0 ≤ α < αn = nω1/(n−1)
n−1 , there exists positive constantsτ andβ depending only on n,α,

K and i0 such that (1.7) holds. As a consequence, W1,n(M) is embedded in Lq(M) continuously
for any q≥ n;
(ii ) for anyα > αn and anyτ > 0, the supremum in (1.7) is infinite;
(iii ) for anyα > 0 and any u∈W1,n(M), there holdsζ(n, α|u|n/(n−1)) ∈ L1(M).

Now we turn to question (Q3). The following proposition implies that one of the hypotheses
of theorem 2.3, the injectivity radius is strictly positive, can 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 that Trudinger-Moser inequality is not
valid on it.

We shall construct complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds on which Trudinger-Moser
inequalities hold, but their Ricci curvatures are unbounded from below. This implies that the
other hypothesis of theorem 2.3, Ricci curvature has lower bound, 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, but its Ricci curvature is unbounded from
below.

Let us explain the idea of proving proposition 2.1 and theorem 2.3. The first part of conclu-
sions of proposition 2.1,W1,n(M) →֒ Lq(M) for all q ≥ n, is based on an observation

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg =

∞∑

k=n−1

αk

k!

∫

M
|u| nk

n−1 dvg.

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

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

Theorem 2.6. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that
there exist positive constants C(k) and i0 such that|∇k

gRc(M,g)| ≤ C(k), k = 0, 1, · · · ,m − 1,
inj(M,g) ≥ i0 > 0. Let j = n/m when n/m is an integer, and j= [n/m] + 1 when n/m is not an
integer, where[n/m] denotes the integer part of n/m. Then we conclude the following:
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(i) there exist positive constantsα0 andβ depending only on n, m, C(k), k = 1, · · · ,m− 1, and i0
such that

sup
‖u‖Wm,n/m(M)≤1

∫

M
ζ
(
j, α0|u|

n
n−m

)
dvg ≤ β.

As a consequence, Wm,n/m(M) is embedded in Lq(M) continuously for any q≥ n/m;
(ii ) for anyα > 0 and any u∈Wm,n/m(M), there holdsζ( j, α|u|n/(n−m)) ∈ L1(M).

The proof of theorem 2.6 is similar to that of theorem 2.3. It should be remarked that the
existing proofs of Trudinger-Moser inequalities or Adams inequalities for the euclidian spaceRn

are all based on rearrangement argument, which is difficult to be applied to complete noncompact
Riemannian manifold case. Our method is from uniform local estimates to global estimates. It
does not depend on the rearrangement theory directly.

Trudinger-Moser inequality plays an important role in nonlinear analysis. Let (M, g) be a
complete noncompact Riemanniann-manifold. ∇g denotes its covariant derivative, and divg

denotes its divergence operator. Assume the Ricci curvature of (M, g) has lower bound and
the injectivity radius is strictly positive. We consider the existence results for the following
quasilinear equation.

− divg(|∇gu|n−2∇gu) + v(x)|u|n−2u = φ(x) f (x, u), (2.4)

wherev(x), φ(x) and f (x, t) are all continuous functions, andf (x, t) behaves likeeαtn/(n−1)
as

t → +∞. In the case that (M, g) is the standard euclidean spaceR
n andφ(x) = |x|−β (0 ≤ β < n),

problem (2.4) has been studied by doÓ et. al. [13, 14], Adimurthi-Yang [4], Yang [44], Lam-Lu
[20] and Zhao [45]. LetO be a fixed point ofM anddg(·, ·) be the geodesic distance between two
points of (M, g). Assume thatφ(x) satisfies the following hypotheses.

(φ1) φ(x) ∈ Lp
loc(M) for somep > 1, i. e., for anyR> 0 there holdsφ(x) ∈ Lp(BO(R));

(φ2) φ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ M and there exist positive constantsC0 andR0 such thatφ(x) ≤ C0 for
all x ∈ M \ BO(R0).

The potentialv(x) is assumed to satisfy the following:

(v1) there exists some constantv0 > 0 such thatv(x) ≥ v0 for all x ∈ M;
(v2) eitherv(x) ∈ L1/(n−1)(M) or v(x)→ +∞ asdg(O, x)→ +∞.

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

( f1) there exist constantsα0, b1, b2 > 0 such that for all (x, t) ∈ M × R+,

| f (x, t)| ≤ b1tn−1
+ b2ζ

(
n, α0tn/(n−1)

)
;

( f2) there exists some constantµ > n such that for allx ∈ M andt > 0,

0 < µF(x, t) ≡ µ
∫ t

0
f (x, s)ds≤ t f (x, t);

6



( f3) there exist constantsR1, A1 > 0 such that ift ≥ R1, then for allx ∈ M there holds

F(x, t) ≤ A1 f (x, t).

Define a function space

E =

{
u ∈W1,n(M) :

∫

M
v(x)|u|ndvg < ∞

}
. (2.5)

We say thatu ∈ E is a weak solution of problem (2.4) if for allϕ ∈ E we have
∫

M

(
|∇gu|n−2∇gu∇gϕ + v(x)|u|n−2uϕ

)
dvg =

∫

M
φ(x) f (x, u)ϕdvg.

Define a weighted eigenvalue for then-Laplace operator by

λφ = inf
u∈E, u.0

∫
M

(|∇gu|n + v(x)|u|n)dvg∫
M
φ(x)|u|ndvg

. (2.6)

Then we state the following:

Theorem 2.7. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that
Rc(M,g) ≥ Kg for some constant K∈ R, and inj(M,g) ≥ i0 for some positive constant i0. Assume
that v(x) is a continuous function satisfying(v1) and(v2), φ(x) is a continuous function satisfying
(φ1) and(φ2), f : M ×R→ R is a continuous function and the hypotheses( f1), ( f2) and( f3) are
satisfied. Furthermore we assume
( f4) lim supt→0+ nF(x, t)/tn < λφ uniformly in x∈ M;
( f5) there exist constants q> n and Cq such that for all(x, t) ∈ M × [0,∞)

f (x, t) ≥ Cqtq−1,

where

Cq >

(
q− n

q

)(q−n)/n (
pα0

(p− 1)αn

)(q−n)(n−1)/n

Sq
q

and

Sq = inf
u∈E\{0}

(∫
M

(|∇gu|n + v(x)|u|n)dvg

)1/n

(∫
M
φ(x)|u|qdvg

)1/q
. (2.7)

Then the problem (2.4) has a nontrivial nonnegative weak solution.

Remark 2.8. We shall prove thatSq can be attained (lemma 7.2 below). When (M, g) is the
standard euclidian spaceRn, φ(x) = |x|−β for 0 ≤ β < n, ( f1)-( f4) and

(H5) lim inf s→+∞ s f(x, s)e−α0s
n

n−1
= β0 >M

uniformly in x, whereM is some sufficiently large number, we obtained similar existence result
in [44]. The following proposition implies that the set of functions satisfying (f1)-( f5) is not
empty and assumptions (f1)-( f5) do not imply (H5).
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Proposition 2.9. There exist continuous functions f: M × R → R such that( f1)-( f5) are satis-
fied, but(H5) is not satisfied.

We also consider multiplicity results for a perturbation ofthe problem (2.4), namely

− divg(|∇gu|n−2∇gu) + v(x)|u|n−2u = φ(x) f (x, u) + ǫh(x), (2.8)

whereh(x) ∈ E∗, the dual space ofE. If h . 0 andǫ > 0 is sufficiently small, under some
assumptions there exist at least two distinct weak solutions to (2.8). Precisely, we have the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 2.10. Let (M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that
Rc(M,g) ≥ Kg for some constant K∈ R, and inj(M,g) ≥ i0 for some positive constant i0. Assume
f (x, t) is continuous in M×R and( f1)-( f5) are satisfied. Both v(x) andφ(x) are continuous in M
and(v1), (v2), (φ1), (φ2) are satisfied, h belongs to E∗, the dual space of E, with h≥ 0 and h. 0.
Then there existsǫ0 > 0 such that if0 < ǫ < ǫ0, then the problem (2.8) has at least two distinct
nonnegative weak solutions.

The proofs of theorem 2.7 and theorem 2.10 are based on theorem 2.3, Mountain-pass theo-
rem and Ekeland’s variational principle. Though similar idea was used in the case (M, g) is the
standard euclidian spaceRn [4, 13, 14, 20, 44], technical difficulties caused by manifold structure
must be smoothed.

3. Necessary conditions

In this section, we consider the necessary conditions underwhich Trudinger-Moser inequality
holds. Precisely we shall prove proposition 2.1 and corollary 2.2. Firstly we have the following:

Lemma 3.1. Let(M, g) be a complete Riemannian n-manifold. Suppose that there exist constants
q > n, A> 0 andτ > 0 such that for all u∈W1,n(M), there holds

(∫

M
|u|qdvg

)1/q

≤ A‖u‖1,τ, (3.1)

where‖u‖1,τ is defined by (1.8). Then for any r> 0 there exists some positive constantǫ depend-
ing only on A, n, q,τ, and r such that for all x∈ M, Volg(Bx(r)) ≥ ǫ.

Proof. Let r > 0, x ∈ M, andφ ∈ W1,n(M) be such thatφ = 0 on M \ Bx(r). By Hölder’s
inequality, (∫

M
|φ|ndvg

)1/n

≤ Volg(Bx(r))
1
n−

1
q

(∫

M
|φ|qdvg

)1/q

.

This together with (3.1) gives

(
1− τAVolg(Bx(r))

1
n−

1
q

) (∫

M
|φ|qdvg

)1/q

≤ A

(∫

M
(|∇φ|ndvg

)1/n

. (3.2)
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Fix x ∈ M andR> 0. Then either

Volg(Bx(R)) >

(
1

2τA

)nq/(q−n)

(3.3)

or

Volg(Bx(R)) ≤
(

1
2τA

)nq/(q−n)

. (3.4)

If (3.4) holds, then we have
1− τAVolg(Bx(R))

1
n−

1
q ≥ 1/2,

and whence for allr ∈ (0,R] and allφ ∈W1,n(M) with φ = 0 onM \ Bx(r),

(∫

M
|φ|qdvg

)1/q

≤ 2A

(∫

M
(|∇φ|ndvg

)1/n

. (3.5)

Now we set

φ(y) =


r − dg(x, y) when dg(x, y) ≤ r

0 when dg(x, y) > r.

Clearlyφ ∈ W1,n(M), φ = 0 on M \ Bx(r), φ ≥ r/2 onBx(r/2), and|∇φ| = 1 almost everywhere
in Bx(r). It then follows from (3.5) that

r
2

Volg(Bx(r/2))1/q ≤ 2AVolg(Bx(r))1/n.

Hence we have for allr ≤ R,

Volg(Bx(r)) ≥
( r
4A

)n
Volg(Bx(r/2))n/q.

By induction we obtain for any positive integerm,

Volg(Bx(R)) ≥
( R
2A

)nα(m) (1
2

)nβ(m)

Volg(Bx(R/2m))(n/q)m
, (3.6)

where

α(m) =
m∑

j=1

(n/q) j−1, β(m) =
m∑

j=1

j(n/q) j−1.

On one hand we know from ([7], Theorem 3.98) that Volg(Bx(r)) =
ωn−1

n rn(1+ o(r)), whereωn−1

is the area of the euclidean unit sphere inR
n, ando(r) → 0 asr → 0. One can see without any

difficulty that
lim

m→∞
Volg(Bx(R/2

m))(n/q)m
= 1.

On the other hand we have

∞∑

j=1

(n/q) j−1
=

q
q− n

,

∞∑

j=1

j(n/q) j−1
=

q2

(q− n)2
.

9



Hence, passing to the limitm→ ∞ in (3.6), one concludes that

Volg(Bx(R)) ≥
( R

2(2q−n)/(q−n)A

)nq/(q−n)

.

This together with (3.3), (3.4) implies that

Volg(Bx(R)) ≥ min

{
1

2τA
,

R
2(2q−n)/(q−n)A

}nq/(q−n)

and completes the proof of the lemma. �

It should be pointed out that the above argument is a modification of that of Carron ([18],
lemma 3.2). Note that the condition (3.1) implies thatW1,n(M) is continuously embedded in
Lq(M) for someq > n. This is different from the assumption of ([18], lemma 3.2).

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

Lemma 3.2. Letτ be any positive real number. Suppose there exist positive constants q1, q2, A1

and A2 such that q2 > q1 > 0 and

(∫

M
|u|qi dvg

)1/qi

≤ Ai‖u‖1,τ (3.7)

for all u ∈ W1,n(M), i = 1, 2. Then for all q : q1 < q < q2 there exists a positive constant
A = A(A1,A2, q1, q2) such that

(∫

M
|u|qdvg

)1/q

≤ A‖u‖1,τ (3.8)

for all u ∈W1,n(M).

Proof. For anyu ∈W1,n(M) \ {0}, we set̃u = u/‖u‖1,τ. It follows from (3.7) that

(∫

M
|̃u|qi dvg

)1/qi

≤ Ai , i = 1, 2.

Assumeq1 < q < q2. Since|̃u|q ≤ |̃u|q1 + |̃u|q2, there holds
∫

M
|̃u|qdvg ≤

∫

M
|̃u|q1dvg +

∫

M
|̃u|q2dvg ≤ Aq1

1 + Aq2

2 .

Hence (∫

M
|u|qdvg

)1/q

≤ (Aq1

1 + Aq2

2 )
1
q ‖u‖1,τ.

TakeA = max{(Aq1

1 + Aq2

2 )1/q1, (Aq1

1 + Aq2

2 )1/q2}. Then (3.8) follows immediately. �
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Proof of proposition 2.1.Assume there exist positive constantsα, τ andβ such that (1.7)
holds. For anyu ∈W1,n(M) we set̃u = u/‖u‖1,τ. It follows from (1.7) that

∫

M

∞∑

k=n−1

αk|̃u| nk
n−1

k!
dvg ≤ β.

Particularly for any integerk ≥ n− 1 there holds

∫

M

αk |̃u| nk
n−1

k!
dvg ≤ β,

and thus (∫

M
|u| nk

n−1 dvg

) n−1
nk

≤
(
k!β
αk

) n−1
nk

‖u‖1,τ.

For anyq ≥ n, there exists somek ≥ n− 1 such that

nk
n− 1

≤ q <
n(k+ 1)

n− 1
.

In fact we can choosek = [(n− 1)p/n], the integer part of (n− 1)p/n. By lemma 3.2, there exists
a positive constantA depending only onn, q, α, andβ such that

(∫

M
|u|qdvg

)1/q

≤ A‖u‖1,τ.

This implies thatW1,n(M) →֒ Lq(M) continuously. Now we fix someq > n, sayq = n+ 1. Then
by lemma 3.1, there exists some constantǫ > 0 depending only onn, α, τ, β andr such that for
all x ∈ M, Volg(Bx(r)) ≥ ǫ. �

Proof of corollary 2.2. For any complete noncompact Riemanniann-manifold (M, g), if
Trudinger-Moser inequality holds, then by proposition 2.1, there exists some constantǫ > 0 such
that Volg(Bx(r)) ≥ ǫ for all x ∈ M. Hence if there exists some complete noncompact Riemannian
n-manifold (M, g) such that

inf
x∈M

Volg(Bx(r)) = 0,

then we conclude that Trudinger-Moser inequality is not valid on it. Now we construct such
complete Riemannian manifolds. Consider the warped product

M = R × N, g(t, θ) = dt2 + f (t)ds2
N,

where (N, ds2
N) is a compact (n− 1)-Riemannian manifold,dt2 is the euclidian metric ofR, and

f is a smooth function satisfyingf (t) > 0,∀t ∈ R and limt→+∞ f (t) = 0. If y = (t1,m1) and
z = (t2,m2) are two points ofM, thendg(y, z) ≥ |t2 − t1|. This together with the compactness of
N implies that (M, g) is complete. In addition, for anyx = (t,m) ∈ M, there holds

Bx(1) ⊂ (t − 1, t + 1)× N.

11



Therefore

Volg(Bx(1)) ≤ Volg ((t − 1, t + 1)× N)

≤ Volds2
N
(N)

∫ t+1

t−1
f (t)dt

= 2Volds2
N
(N) f (ξ)

→ 0 as t→ +∞, (3.9)

where we used the integral mean value theorem,ξ is some point in (t − 1, t + 1). This gives the
desired result. �

4. Sufficient conditions

In this section, we investigate sufficient conditions under which Trudinger-Moser inequality
holds. Precisely we shall prove theorem 2.3 and proposition2.4. Firstly we have the following
key observation:

Lemma 4.1. LetB0(δ) ⊂ R
n be a ball centered at0 with radiusδ. If 0 ≤ α ≤ αn = nω1/(n−1)

n−1 ,
then there exists some constant C depending only on n such that for all u ∈W1,n

0 (B0(δ)) satisfying∫
B0(δ)
|∇u|ndx≤ 1, there holds

∫

B0(δ)
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dx≤ Cδn

(
α

αn

)n−1 ∫

B0(δ)
|∇u|ndx. (4.1)

Proof. Let ũ = u/‖∇u‖Ln(B0(δ)). Since‖∇u‖Ln(B0(δ)) ≤ 1 and 0≤ α ≤ αn, we have

ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
=

∞∑

k=n−1

αk|u| nk
n−1

k!

=

∞∑

k=n−1

(
α

αn

)k αk
n‖∇u‖

nk
n−1

Ln(B0(δ)) |̃u|
nk

n−1

k!

≤ ‖∇u‖nLn(B0(δ))

(
α

αn

)n−1

ζ
(
n, αn|̃u|

n
n−1

)
. (4.2)

It follows from the classical Trudinger-Moser inequality ((1.2) withα0 replaced byαn) that
∫

B0(δ)
ζ
(
n, αn|̃u|

n
n−1

)
dx≤ Cδn (4.3)

for some constantC depending only onn. Integrating (4.2) onB0(δ), we immediately obtain
(4.1) by using (4.3). This concludes the lemma. �

Let (M, g) be a complete Riemanniann-manifold with Ric(M,g) ≥ Kg for someK ∈ R and
inj(M,g) ≥ i0 for somei0 > 0. Then we have the following local version of Trudinger-moser
inequality which is the key estimate for the proof of theorem2.3:
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Lemma 4.2. For anyα : 0 < α < αn there exists some constantδ depending only on n,α, K and
i0 such that for all x∈ M and all u∈ C∞0 (Bx(δ)) with ‖∇gu‖Ln(Bx(δ)) ≤ 1, there holds

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg ≤ C

∫

M
|∇gu|ndvg

for some constant C depending only on n,α, K and i0.

Proof. By (Hebey [18], theorem 1.3), we know that for anyǫ > 0 there exists a positive constant
δ depending only onǫ, n, K andi0 satisfying the following property: for anyx ∈ M there exists
a harmonic coordinate chartφ : Bx(δ)→ R

n such thatφ(x) = 0, and the components (g jl ) of g in
this chart satisfy

e−ǫδ jl ≤ g jl ≤ eǫδ jl

as bilinear forms. One then has thatφ(Bx(δ)) ⊂ B0(eǫ/2δ). Let u be a function inC∞0 (Bx(δ)) and
‖∇gu‖Ln(Bx(δ)) ≤ 1. It is not difficult to see that

∫

Bx(δ)
|∇gu|ndvg ≥ e−nǫ

∫

B0(eǫ/2δ)
|∇(u ◦ φ−1)(x)|ndx, (4.4)

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg ≤ enǫ/2

∫

B0(eǫ/2δ)
ζ
(
n, α|(u ◦ φ−1)(x)| n

n−1

)
dx. (4.5)

For any fixedα : 0 < α < αn, there exists someǫ0 depending only onn andα such that when
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0, it follows from (4.4) and‖∇gu‖Ln(Bx(δ)) ≤ 1 that

α

(∫

B0(eǫ/2δ)
|∇(u ◦ φ−1)(x)|ndx

)1/(n−1)

≤ αenǫ0/(n−1) < αn.

Now let ǫ = ǫ0 be fixed andδ depending only onǫ0, n, K andi0 be chosen as above. By lemma
4.1, there exists a constantC1 = C1(n) depending only onn such that

∫

B0(eǫ0/2δ)
ζ
(
n, α|(u◦ φ−1)(x)| n

n−1

)
dx≤ C1enǫ0/2δn

∫

B0(eǫ0/2δ)
|∇(u ◦ φ−1)(x)|ndx.

This together with (4.4) and (4.5) implies that
∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg ≤ C1e2nǫ0δn

∫

M
|∇u|ndvg.

TakeC = C1e2nǫ0δn. We conclude thatC depends onn, α, K andi0. �

Proof of theorem 2.3.(i) For anyα : 0 < α < αn, let δ = δ(n, α,K, i0) be chosen as in lemma
4.2. Independently, by Gromov’s covering lemma (Hebey [18], lemma 1.6), we can select a se-
quence (x j) of points ofM such that

(a) M = ∪ j Bx j (δ/2), and for anyj , l there holdsBx j (δ/4)∩ Bxl (δ/4) = ∅;
(b) there existsN depending only onn, K andδ such that each point ofM has a neighborhood
which intersects at mostN of theBx j (δ)’s.
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For any j, we take a cut-off functionφ j ∈ C∞0 (Bx j (δ)) satisfying 0≤ φ j ≤ 1, φ j ≡ 1 onBx j (δ/2),
and|∇gφ j | ≤ 4/δ. It follows that for all j

|∇gφ
2
j | = 2φ j |∇gφ j | ≤

8
δ
φ j. (4.6)

By the covering properties (a) and (b), we have

1 ≤
∑

j

φ j(x) ≤ N for all x ∈ M. (4.7)

Setτ = 8/δ. Assumeu ∈ C∞0 (M) satisfies

‖u‖1,τ =
(∫

M
|∇u|ndvg

)1/n

+ τ

(∫

M
|u|ndvg

)1/n

≤ 1.

It follows from (4.6) and the Minkowvsky inequality that

(∫

M
|∇g(φ2

j u)|ndvg

)1/n

≤
(∫

M
φ2n

j |∇gu|ndvg

)1/n

+

(∫

M
|∇gφ

2
j |n|u|ndvg

)1/n

≤ ‖u‖1,τ ≤ 1.

In view of lemma 4.2, this leads to
∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg ≤

∑

j

∫

Bδ/2(x j )
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg

≤
∑

j

∫

Bδ(x j )
ζ
(
n, α|φ2

j u|
n

n−1

)
dvg

≤ C
∑

j

∫

M
|∇(φ2

j u)|ndvg (4.8)

for some constantC depending only onn, α, K and i0. In addition we have by using (4.6) and
0 ≤ φ j ≤ 1 that

∫

M
|∇g(φ2

j u)|ndvg ≤ 2n
∫

M

(
φ2n

j |∇gu|n + |∇gφ
2
j |n|u|n

)
dvg

≤ 2n
∫

M
φ j |∇gu|ndvg +

16n

δn

∫

M
φ j |u|ndvg.

In view of (4.7), it follows that

∑

j

∫

M
|∇g(φ2

j u)|ndvg ≤ 2nN
∫

M
|∇gu|ndvg +

16n

δn
N

∫

M
|u|ndvg

≤ 2nN +
16n

τδn
N.

This together with (4.8) implies
∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg ≤ C

14



for some constantC depending only onn, α, K andi0. By the density ofC∞0 (M) in W1,n(M), the
inequality (1.7) holds for the aboveα, τ andC.

By proposition 2.1, we have thatW1,n(M) is continuously embedded inLq(M) for anyq ≥ n.
(ii ) Fix some pointz ∈ M, let r = r(x) = dg(z, x) be the geodesic distance betweenx andz.

Without loss of generality, we may assume the injectivity radius of (M, g) at z is strictly larger
than 1. Take a function sequence

φǫ(x) =



1, when r < ǫ
(
log 1

ǫ

)−1
log 1

r , when ǫ ≤ r ≤ 1

0, when r > 1.

Thenφǫ ∈W1,n(M) and for any constantτ > 0 there holds

‖φǫ‖1,τ =
(
log

1
ǫ

)(1−n)/n

ω
1/n
n−1

(
1+O

(
1

logǫ

))
.

Setφ̃ǫ = φǫ/‖φǫ‖1,τ. Then we have on the geodesic ballBz(ǫ) ⊂ M,

ζ(n, αφ̃
n

n−1
ǫ ) = eαφ̃

n
n−1
ǫ −

n−2∑

k=0

αkφ̃
nk

n−1
ǫ

k!
≥ ǫαω

− 1
n−1

n−1 (1+O(1/ logǫ))
+O


(
log

1
ǫ

)n−2 .

Note thatαω
− 1

n−1
n−1 > n for anyα > αn. Hence, whenα > αn, we have

∫

M
ζ(n, α|φ̃ǫ |

n
n−1 )dvg ≥

∫

Bz(ǫ)
ζ(n, α|φ̃ǫ |

n
n−1 )dvg

≥ ωn−1

n
(1+ oǫ(1))ǫn−αω−1/(n−1)

n−1 (1+O(1/ logǫ))
+ oǫ(1).

→ +∞ as ǫ → 0.

This ends the proof of (ii ).
(iii ) Takeα0 : 0 < α0 < αn. By (i) there exists someτ0 = τ0(n, α0,K, i0) > 0 such that

Λα0 := sup
‖u‖1,τ0≤1

∫

M
ζ(n, α0|u|

n
n−1 )dvg < ∞.

Given anyα > 0 and anyu ∈ W1,n(M). SinceC∞0 (M) is dense inW1,n(M) under the norm
‖ · ‖W1,n(M), which is equivalent to the norm‖ · ‖1,τ0, we can choose someu0 ∈ C∞0 (M) such that

2
n

n−1α‖u− u0‖
n

n−1

1,τ0
< α0. (4.9)

Sinceζ(n, t) is increasing int for t ≥ 0, we obtain by using (2.3)
∫

M
ζ(n, α|u| n

n−1 )dvg ≤
∫

M
ζ(n, 2

n
n−1α|u− u0|

n
n−1 + 2

n
n−1α|u0|

n
n−1 )dvg

≤ 1
µ

∫

M
ζ(n, 2

n
n−1αµ|u− u0|

n
n−1 )dvg

+
1
ν

∫

M
ζ(n, 2

n
n−1αν|u0|

n
n−1 )dvg, (4.10)
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where 1/µ + 1/ν = 1. In view of (4.9), we can takeµ > 1 sufficiently close to 1 such that

2
n

n−1αµ‖u− u0‖
n

n−1

1,τ0
< α0.

Hence ∫

M
ζ(n, 2

n
n−1αµ|u− u0|

n
n−1 )dvg ≤ Λα0. (4.11)

Sinceu0 ∈ C∞0 (M), particularlyu0 has compact support, there holds

∫

M
ζ(n, 2

n
n−1αν|u0|

n
n−1 )dvg < ∞. (4.12)

Combining (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12), we obtain
∫

M
ζ(n, α|u| n

n−1 )dvg < ∞.

This completes the proof of (iii ). �

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

Γ
k
i j =

1
2

gmk
(
∂igm j + ∂ jgmi − ∂mgi j

)
, (4.13)

wheregi j ’s are the components ofg, (gi j ) denotes the inverse matrix of (gi j ). Here and in the
sequel the Einstein’s summation convention is adopted. Denote the Riemannian curvature of
(M, g), a (4, 0)-type tensor field, by Rm(M,g). The components of Rm(M,g) are given by the relation

Ri jkl = giα

(
∂kΓ

α
jl − ∂lΓ

α
jk + Γ

α
kβΓ

β

jl − Γ
α
lβΓ

β

jk

)
. (4.14)

Similarly, the components of the Ricci curvature Rc(M,g) of (M, g) are given by the relation

Ri j = gαβRiα jβ. (4.15)

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

inf
x∈M

Volg(Bx(1)) = 0.

Again we consider the warped product

M = R × N, g(x, θ) = dx2
+ f (x)ds2

N,

where (N, ds2
N) is a compact (n− 1)-Riemannian manifold,dx2 is the euclidean metric ofR, and

f is a smooth function satisfyingf (x) > 0,∀x ∈ R. In the following we calculate the Ricci
curvature of (M, g). In some product chart (R × U, Id × φ) ({x, y2, · · · , yn}), g11 = 1, g1α = 0,
gαβ = f hαβ, g11

= 1, g1,α
= 0, andgαβ = f −1hαβ. Equivalently

g = dx2
+ f (x)hαβdyαdyβ,
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where (hαβ) denote components of the metricds2
N. Here and in the sequel, all indicesα, β, µ, ν

andλ run from 2 ton. In view of (4.13), the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection
was calculated as follows:

Γ
1
11 = Γ

α
11 = Γ

1
1α = 0, Γβ1α =

1
2

gµβ∂1gµα =
f ′

2 f
δ
β
α

Γ
1
αβ = −

1
2
∂1gαβ = −

f ′

2
hαβ, Γ

γ

αβ
= Γ̃

γ

αβ
,

whereδβα is equal to 1 whenα = β, and 0 whenα , β, Γ̃γ
αβ

’s are components of the Christof-

fel symbols of Levi-Civita connection on (N, ds2
N). In view of (4.14), the components of the

Riemannian curvature reads

R1α1β = g11∂1Γ
1
αβ

=
f ′2 − 2 f f ′′

4 f
hαβ

R1αβγ = g11

(
∂βΓ

1
αγ − ∂γΓ1

αβ + Γ
1
βkΓ

k
αγ − Γ1

γkΓ
k
αβ

)

=
f ′

2

(
−∂βhαγ + ∂γhαβ − hβµΓ̃

µ
αγ + hγµΓ̃

µ

αβ

)

Rαβγµ = gαλ
(
∂γΓ

λ
βµ − ∂µΓλβγ + ΓλγkΓ

k
βµ − ΓλµkΓ

k
βγ

)

= f R̃αβγµ + gαλ
(
Γ
λ
γ1Γ

1
βµ − Γλµ1Γ

1
βγ

)

= f R̃αβγµ +
f ′2

4

(
hαµhβγ − hαγhβµ

)
,

whereR̃αβγµ’s denote the components of Riemannian curvature of (N, ds2
N). In view of (4.15),

we get the components of the Ricci curvature as follows.

R11 = gαβR1α1β

= (n− 1)
f ′2 − 2 f f ′′

4 f 2

R1α = gβγR1βαγ

=
f ′

2 f
hβγ

(
−∂αhβγ + ∂γhαβ − hαµΓ̃

µ

βγ
+ hγµΓ̃

µ

αβ

)

Rαβ = g11Rα1β1 + gµνRαµβν

=
f ′2 − 2 f f ′′

4 f
hαβ + R̃αβ +

f ′2

4 f
hµν

(
hανhµβ − hαβhµν

)

=
(2− n) f ′2 − 2 f f ′′

4 f
hαβ + R̃αβ,

whereR̃αβ’s are components of the Ricci curvature of (N, ds2
N). If we assume the functionsf ,

f ′/ f and f ′′/ f are all bounded, then in the chart (R × U, Id × φ), the eigenvalues of the matrix
(Rjl ) and the matrix (g jl ) are uniformly bounded. Thus there exists some constantK1 ∈ R such
that (Rjl ) ≥ K1(g jl ). Note that (N, ds2

N) is compact. There exists some constantK ∈ R such that
Ric(M,g) ≥ Kg as bilinear forms. If we further assume limx→+∞ f (x) = 0, then by (3.9), we have
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Volg(By(1)) → 0 asx → +∞, wherey = (x,m) ∈ R × N. One can check that the following
functions satisfy all the above assumptions onf .
• f is a smooth positive function defined onR and satisfies

f (x) =


(1+ x2)e−x+sinx when x > 1

1, when x < 0

• f is a smooth positive function defined onR and satisfies

f (x) =



1
log x when x > 2

1, when x < 0.

This gives the desired result. �

5. Proof of proposition 2.5

In this section, we shall construct complete noncompact Riemannainn-manifolds to show
that the condition Ricci curvature has lower bound in theorem 2.3 is not necessarily needed.

Proof of proposition 2.5. It suffices to construct a complete noncompact Riemanniann-
manifold on which Trudinger-Moser embedding holds, but itsRicci curvature has no lower
bound. For this purpose, we consider the Riemannian manifold (Rn, g), whereRn is the euclidian
space and

g = dx2
1 + f (x1)dx2

2 + · · · + f (x1)dx2
n,

and f is a smooth function onR such thata ≤ f ≤ b for two positive constantsa andb. Clearly
(Rn, g) is complete and noncompact. In view of Trudinger-Moser inequality on the standard
euclidian spaceRn [8, 12, 32], one can easily see that ifα is chosen sufficiently small, then the
supremum

sup
u∈W1,n(M), ‖u‖W1,n≤1

∫

Rn
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg

is finite, i.e. Trudinger-Moser inequality holds on the manifold (Rn, g), where

‖u‖W1,n =

(∫

Rn
(|∇gu|n + |u|n)dvg

)
.

In the following, we shall further choosef such that the Ricci curvature of (R
n, g) is un-

bounded from below. By (4.15),

R11 = (n− 1)
f ′2 − 2 f f ′′

4 f 2
. (5.1)

It suffices to find a sequence of points (x(m)) of Rn such thatR11(x(m))→ −∞. One choice off is
that f (t) = 2+ sint2. In this case, we have

f ′(x1) = 2+ 2x1 cosx2
1, f ′′(x1) = 2 cosx2

1 − 4x2
1 sinx2

1.
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Thus (5.1) implies

R11(x) = (n− 1)
(2+ 2x1 cosx2

1)2 − 2(2+ sinx2
1)(2 cosx2

1 − 4x2
1 sinx2

1)

4(2+ sinx2
1)2

.

Choosingx(m)
=

(√
2mπ + 3π/2, 0, · · · , 0

)
, we obtain

R11(x(m)) = −4mπ − 3π + n− 1→ −∞ as m→ ∞.

Another choice off is that f (t) = esint2. In this case, we have

f ′(x1) = 2x1esinx2
1 cosx2

1, f ′′(x1) = esinx2
1

(
−4x2

1 sinx2
1 + 4x2

1 cos2 x2
1 + 2 cosx2

1

)
.

In view of (5.1), we obtain

R11(x) = (n− 1)(2x2
1 sinx2

1 + x2
1 cos2 x2

1 − 2x2
1 cos2 x2

1 − cosx2
1).

Again, we selectx(m)
=

(√
2mπ + 3π/2, 0, · · · , 0

)
and concludeR11(x(m))→ −∞ asm→ ∞. �

6. Adams inequalities

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

Proof of theorem 2.6.(i) Suppose that inj(M,g) ≥ i0 > 0 and there exist constantsC(k) such that
|∇kRc(M,g)| ≤ C(k), k = 0, 1, · · · ,m− 1. It follows from (Hebey [18], theorem 1.3) that for any
Q > 1 andα ∈ (0, 1), the harmonic radiusrH = rH(Q,m, α) is positive. Namely, for anyQ > 1,
α ∈ (0, 1), andx ∈ M, there exists a harmonic coordinate chartψ : Bx(rH)→ R

n such that


Q−1δlq ≤ glq ≤ Qδlq as a bilinear form;
∑

1≤|β|≤m‖∂βglq‖C0(Bx(rH )) +
∑
|β|=m‖∂βglq‖Cα(Bx(rH )) ≤ Q− 1.

(6.1)

Now we fix Q > 1 andα ∈ (0, 1). Without loss of generality, we may assumeψ(x) = 0.
Particularly we have that for anyr : 0 < r ≤ rH

B0(r/
√

Q) ⊂ ψ(Bx(r)) ⊂ B0(
√

Qr).

Let η ∈ C∞0 (Rn) be such that 0≤ η ≤ 1, and

η =


1 on B0(rH/(4

√
Q)),

0 on R
n \ B0(rH/(2

√
Q)).

Thenη ◦ ψ ∈ C∞0 (M) satisfies 0≤ η ◦ ψ ≤ 1, η ◦ ψ ≡ 1 on Bx(rH/(4Q)), andη ◦ ψ ≡ 0 on
M \ Bx(rH/2). By Gromov’s covering lemma (Hebey [18], lemma 1.6), there exists a sequence
of points (xk) of M such that

M = ∪kBxk(rH/(4Q)) (6.2)
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and there exists some integerN such that for anyx ∈ M, x belongs to at mostN balls in the
covering. Letψk : Bxk(rH)→ R

n be as the aboveψ and setηk = η ◦ψk. By (6.1), the components
of the metric tensor areCm-controlled in the charts (Bxk(rH), ψk). It then follows that there exists
some constantC1 > 0 depending only onrH andQ such that|∇l

gηk| ≤ C1 for all all l : 0 ≤ l ≤ m
and allk ∈ N, where∇l

g is defined by (1.3).
Assumeu ∈ C∞(M) satisfies‖u‖Wm,n/m(M) ≤ 1. Then we get

ηm+1
k u ∈ C∞0 (Bxk(rH/2))

and
‖∇m

g (ηm+1
k u)‖L n

m (Bxk (rH/2)) ≤ C2 (6.3)

for some constantC2 depending only onn, m, andC1. By the standard elliptic estimates (Gilbarg-
Trudinger [16], Chapter 9), one can see that

‖∇m
Rn((ηm+1

k u) ◦ ψ−1
k )‖L n

m (B0(
√

QrH )) ≤ C3 (6.4)

for some constantC3 depending only onn, m, Q, rH andC1. Let j be the smallest integer great
than or equal ton/m. Similarly as we derived (4.8), we calculate by using (6.2),(6.3) and the
relation (j − 1)n/(n−m) ≥ n/m
∫

M
ζ
(
j, α|u| n

n−m

)
dvg ≤

∑

k

∫

Bxk (rH/(4Q))
ζ
(
j, α|u| n

n−m

)
dvg

≤
∑

k

∫

Bxk (rH/2)
ζ
(
j, α|ηm+1

k u| n
n−m

)
dvg

≤
∑

k


‖∇m

g (ηm+1
k u)‖L n

m (Bxk (rH/2))

C2



( j−1)n
n−m ∫

Bxk (rH/2)
ζ

(
j, αC

n
n−m

2 |η
m+1
k u| n

n−m

)
dvg

≤
∑

k

‖∇m
g (ηm+1

k u)‖
n
m

L
n
m (Bxk (rH/2))

C
n
m

2

∫

Bxk (rH/2)
ζ

(
j, αC

n
n−m

2 |η
m+1
k u| n

n−m

)
dvg. (6.5)

Noting thatQ−1δlq ≤ glq ≤ Qδlq as a bilinear form, we have

∫

Bxk (rH/2)
ζ

(
j, αC

n
n−m

2 |η
m+1
k u| n

n−m

)
dvg ≤ Q

n
2

∫

B0(
√

QrH )
ζ

(
j, αC

n
n−m

2 |(η
m+1
k u) ◦ ψ−1

k |
n

n−m

)
dx. (6.6)

In view of (6.4), we take
α0 = β0/(C2C3)

n
n−m . (6.7)

Then for anyα : 0 < α ≤ α0, it follows from Adams inequality (1.4) that
∫

B0(
√

QrH)
ζ

(
j, αC

n
n−m

2 |(η
m+1
k u) ◦ ψ−1

k |
n

n−m

)
dx≤ Cm,n|B0(

√
QrH)|. (6.8)

Clearly there exists some constantC4 > 0 depending only onn, m, Q andrH such that

|∇l
gη

m+1
k | nm ≤ C4ηk, ∀l = 0, 1, · · · ,m. (6.9)
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Since 1≤ ∑
k ηk(x) ≤ N for all x ∈ M, we obtain by combining (6.5)-(6.9) that

∫

M
ζ
(
j, α|u| n

n−m

)
dvg ≤ C5

∑

k

∫

M
|∇m

g (ηm+1
k u)| nm dvg

≤ C5

∑

k

m∑

l=0

(Cl
m)

n
m

∫

M
|∇m−k

g ηm+1
k ∇l

gu| nm dvg

≤ C4C5

m∑

l=0

(Cl
m)

n
m

∫

M
(
∑

k

ηk)|∇l
gu| nm dvg

≤ C4C5N
m∑

l=0

(Cl
m)

n
m

∫

M
|∇l

gu| nm dvg

≤ C6

for constantsC5 andC6 depending only onn, m, Q andrH , whereCl
m =

m!
l! (m−l)! .

According to (Hebey [18], theorem 2.8),C∞0 (M) is dense inWm, n
m (M). Hence for anyu ∈

Wm, n
m (M), there exists a sequence (uk) in C∞0 (M) such that‖uk − u‖Wm, n

m (M) → 0 ask → ∞.
Assume‖u‖Wm, n

m (M) ≤ 1. Then for anyα : 0 < α < α0 there holds

∫

M
ζ
(
j, α|u| n

n−m

)
dvg ≤ lim

k→∞

∫

M
ζ
(
j, α|uk|

n
n−m

)
dvg ≤ C6.

Using the same method of derivingW1,n(M) →֒ Lq(M) continuously for allq ≥ n in theorem
2.3, we obtain the continuous embeddingWm,n/m(M) →֒ Lq(M) for anyq ≥ n/m.

(ii ) Let α > 0 be any real number andu be any function belonging to the spaceWm, n
m (M).

SinceC∞0 (M) is dense inWm, n
m (M), there exists someu0 ∈ C∞0 (M) such that

α‖u− u0‖
n

n−m

Wm, n
m (M)

< α0/2, (6.10)

whereα0 is defined by (6.7). Using (2.3) and an elementary inequality

|a|p ≤ (1+ ǫ)|a− b|p + c(ǫ, p)|b|p,

whereǫ > 0, p > 1 andc(ǫ, p) is a constant depending only onǫ andp, we have
∫

M
ζ
(
j, α|u| n

n−m

)
dvg ≤

∫

M
ζ
(
j, (1+ ǫ)α|u− u0|

n
n−m + c(ǫ, n/(n−m))α|u0|

n
n−m

)
dvg

≤ 1
µ

∫

M
ζ
(
j, µ(1+ ǫ)α|u− u0|

n
n−m

)
dvg

+
1
ν

∫

M
ζ
(
j, νc(ǫ, n/(n−m))α|u0|

n
n−m

)
dvg, (6.11)

whereµ > 1, ν > 1 and 1/µ + 1/ν = 1. Choosingǫ sufficiently small andµ sufficiently close to
1 such thatµ(1+ ǫ)α0/2 ≤ α0, in view of (6.10), we have by part (i)

∫

M
ζ
(
j, µ(1+ ǫ)α|u− u0|

n
n−m

)
dvg ≤ C6. (6.12)
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Note thatu0 ∈ C∞0 (M), particularlyu0 has compact support. It follows that
∫

M
ζ
(
j, νc(ǫ, n/(n−m))α|u0|

n
n−m

)
dvg < ∞. (6.13)

Inserting (6.12) and (6.13) into (6.11), we complete the proof of part (ii ). �

7. Applications of Trudinger-Moser inequalities

In this section, we consider applications of theorem 2.3, namely the existence and multiplicity
results for the problem (2.4) and its perturbation (2.8). Specifically we shall prove theorem 2.7
and theorem 2.10. Throughout this section, we use the notations introduced in section 2. Let
(M, g) be a complete noncompact Riemanniann-manifold with Rc(M,g) ≥ Kg for someK ∈ R

and inj(M,g) ≥ i0 > 0. Assumeφ(x) satisfies the hypotheses (φ1) and (φ2), v(x) satisfies the
hypotheses (v1) and (v2). Let E be a function space defined by (2.5). Ifu ∈ E, then theE-norm
of u is defined by

‖u‖E =
(∫

M
(|∇gu|n + v|u|n)dvg

)1/n

.

The following compact embedding result is very important inour analysis.

Proposition 7.1. For any q≥ n, the function space E is compactly embedded in Lq(M).

Proof. Let (uk) be a sequence of functions with‖uk‖E ≤ C for some constantC. It suffices to
prove that up to a subsequence, (uk) converges inLq(M) for anyq ≥ n. Clearly (uk) is bounded
in W1,n(M), and thus we can assume that for anyq > 1, up to a subsequence

uk ⇀ u0 weakly in E

uk→ u0 strongly in Lq
loc(M) (7.1)

uk→ u0 a. e. in M.

If v(x) ∈ L1/(n−1)(M), using the same argument of ([44], Lemma 2.4), we conclude that E →֒
Lq(M) compactly for anyq > 1. So, in view of (v2), we may assumev(x)→ ∞ asdg(O, x)→ ∞,
whereO is a fixed point ofM. Given anyǫ > 0, there exists someR> 0 such thatv(x) > (2C)n/ǫ

whendg(O, x) ≥ R. Hence

(2C)n

ǫ

∫

M\BO(R)
|uk − u0|ndvg <

∫

M
v|uk − u0|ndvg ≤ (2C)n.

This gives ∫

M\BO(R)
|uk − u0|ndvg < ǫ.

By (7.1), we have

lim
k→∞

∫

BO(R)
|uk − u0|ndvg = 0.

Hence for the aboveǫ, there exists somel ∈ N such that whenk > l,
∫

M
|uk − u0|ndvg < 2ǫ.

22



This impliesuk→ u0 strongly inLn(M) ask→ ∞.
It follows from (i) of theorem 2.3 that (uk) is bounded inLq(M) for anyq ≥ n. Now fixing

q > n, we get by Hölder’s inequality

∫

M
|uk − u0|qdvg ≤

(∫

M
|uk − u0|ndvg

)1/n (∫

M
|uk − u0|

n(q−1)
n−1 dvg

)1−1/n

.

This together with the fact thatuk→ u0 in Ln(M) impliesuk→ u0 in Lq(M). �

Let Sq be defined by (2.7). Then we have the following:

Proposition 7.2. For any q> n, Sq is attained by some nonnegative function u∈ E \ {0}.

Proof. Assumeq > n. It is easy to see that

Sn
q = inf∫

M
φ|u|qdvg=1

∫

M
(|∇u|n + v|u|n) dvg.

Choosing a sequence of functions (uk) ⊂ E such that
∫

M
φ|uk|qdvg = 1 and

lim
k→∞

∫

M
(|∇uk|n + v|uk|n) dvg = Sn

q.

By proposition 7.1, there exists someu ∈ E such that up to a subsequence,uk ⇀ u weakly inE,
uk → u strongly inLq(M) for anyq ≥ n, anduk → u almost everywhere inM. Sinceuk → u
strongly inLs(BO(R0)) for all s > 1 andφ ∈ Lp(BO(R0)), we have by using Hölder’s inequality
that

lim
k→∞

∫

BO(R0)
φ|uk|qdvg =

∫

BO(R0)
φ|u|qdvg. (7.2)

In view of (v2), we have
∫

M\BO(R0)
φ||uk|q − |u|q|dvg ≤ qC0

∫

M
(|uk|q−1

+ |u|q−1)|uk − u|dvg

≤ qC0



(∫

M
|uk|qdvg

)1−1/q

+

(∫

M
|u|qdvg

)1−1/q


×
(∫

M
|uk − u|qdvg

)1/q

→ 0 as k→ ∞.

This together with (7.2) implies
∫

M
φ|u|qdvg = lim

k→∞

∫

M
φ|uk|qdvg = 1. (7.3)

Sinceuk ⇀ u weakly inE, we have

∫

M
|∇u|ndvg = lim

k→∞

∫

M
|∇u|n−2∇u∇ukdvg ≤ lim sup

k→∞

(∫

M
|∇uk|ndvg

) 1
n
(∫

M
|∇u|ndvg

)1− 1
n

,
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from which we obtain ∫

M
|∇u|ndvg ≤ lim sup

k→∞

∫

M
|∇uk|ndvg. (7.4)

In addition, we have by Fatou’s lemma
∫

M
v|u|ndvg ≤ lim sup

k→∞

∫

M
v|uk|ndvg. (7.5)

Combining (7.3), (7.4) and (7.5), we conclude thatSq is attained byu ∈ E \ {0}. Since|u| ∈ E,
one can easily see thatSq is also attained by|u|. �

Now we get back to the problem (2.4). Since we are interested in nonnegative weak solutions,
without loss of generality we may assumef (x, t) ≡ 0 for all (x, t) ∈ M × (−∞, 0]. By ( f1), we
have for all (x, t) ∈ M × R,

|F(x, t)| ≤ b1

n
|t|n + b2tζ

(
n, |t| n

n−1

)
.

This together with (φ1), (φ2) and (2.2) implies that for anyu ∈ E there holds
∫

M
φF(x, u)dvg ≤ ‖φ‖Lp(BO(R0))‖F(x, u)‖Lq(M) +C0

∫

M
F(x, u)dvg

≤ ‖φ‖Lp(BO(R0))

(
b1

n
‖u‖nLqn(M) + b2‖uζ(n, |u|

n
n−1 )‖Lq(M)

)

+C0
b1

n
‖u‖nLn(M) +C0b2‖uζ(n, |u|

n
n−1 )‖L1(M)

≤ C
(
‖u‖nLqn(M) + ‖u‖Lqn(M)‖ζ(n,

qn
n− 1

|u| n
n−1 )‖1−

1
n

L1(M)

‖u‖nLn(M) + ‖u‖Ln(M)‖ζ(n,
n

n− 1
|u| n

n−1 )‖L1(M)

)
,

whereC is a constant depending only onn, b1, b2, C0 and‖φ‖Lp(BO(R0)), and 1/p+ 1/q = 1. By
theorem 2.3,u ∈ Ls(M) for all s≥ n, and for anyα > 0 there holdsζ(n, α|u| n

n−1 ) ∈ L1(M). Hence
∫

M
φF(x, u)dvg < +∞, ∀u ∈ E.

Based on this, we can define a functional onE by

J(u) =
1
n
‖u‖nE −

∫

M
φF(x, u)dvg. (7.6)

By ([13], proposition 1) and the standard argument [34], we have J ∈ C1(E,R). Clearly the
critical point of J is a weak solution to (2.4). Concerning the geometry ofJ, the following two
lemmas imply thatJ has a mountain pass structure.

Lemma 7.3. Assume that( f1), ( f2), and( f3) are satisfied. Then for any nonnegative, compactly
supported function u∈ E \ {0}, there holds J(tu)→ −∞ as t→ +∞.
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Proof. By ( f2) and (f3), there existc1, c2 > 0 andµ > n such thatF(x, s) ≥ c1sµ − c2 for all
(x, s) ∈ M × [0,+∞). Assume suppu ⊂ BO(R1) for someR1 > 0. We have

J(tu) =
tn

n
‖u‖nE −

∫

BO(R1)
φF(x, tu)dvg

≤ tn

n
‖u‖nE − c1tµ

∫

BO(R1)
φuµdvg − c2

∫

BO(R1)
φdvg.

This gives the desired result sinceφ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ M andµ > n. �

Lemma 7.4. Assume that( f1) and( f4) are satisfied. Then there exist sufficiently small constants
r > 0 andδ > 0 such that J(u) ≥ δ for all u with ‖u‖E = r.

Proof. By ( f1) and (f4), there exists some constantsθ ∈ (0, 1) andC > 0 such that

F(x, s) ≤
(1− θ)λφ

n
|s|n +C|s|n+1ζ

(
n, α0|s|

n
n−1

)

for all (x, s) ∈ M × R. By definition ofλφ,

(1− θ)λφ
n

∫

M
φ|u|ndvg ≤

1− θ
n
‖u‖nE. (7.7)

Note thatφ satisfies (φ1) and (φ2). We have by Hölder’s inequality and (2.2) that

∫

M
φ|u|n+1ζ

(
n, α0|u|

n
n−1

)
dvg ≤ ‖φ‖Lp(BO(R0))

(∫

M
|u|(n+1)qdvg

)1/q (∫

M
ζ
(
n, q′α0|u|

n
n−1

)
dvg

)1/q′

+C0

(∫

M
|u|(n+1)βdvg

)1/β (∫

M
ζ
(
n, γα0|u|

n
n−1

)
dvg

)1/γ

, (7.8)

where 1/p+ 1/q+ 1/q′ = 1 and 1/β + 1/γ = 1. Fix α = β0/2, whereβ0 is defined by (1.5). It
follows from (i) of theorem 2.3 that there exists some constantτ depending only onα, n, K and
i0 such that

Λα := sup
‖u‖1,τ≤1

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg < +∞. (7.9)

Let r be a positive constant to be determined later. Now suppose‖u‖E = r. It is easy to see that
‖u‖1,τ ≤ r + τr/v1/n

0 . Clearly one can selectr sufficiently small such thatq′α0‖u‖n/(n−1)
1,τ < α and

γα0‖u‖n/(n−1)
1,τ < α. It follows from (7.9) that

sup
‖u‖E=r

∫

M
ζ
(
n, q′α0|u|

n
n−1

)
dvg ≤ Λα

and

sup
‖u‖E=r

∫

M
ζ
(
n, γα0|u|

n
n−1

)
dvg ≤ Λα,

provided thatr is chosen sufficiently small. Inserting these two inequalities into (7.8), then using
the embeddingE →֒ Ls(M) for all s≥ n (proposition 7.1) and (7.7), we obtain

J(u) ≥ θ

n
‖u‖nE − C̃‖u‖n+1

E
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for some constant̃C depending only onα, n, K andi0, provided that‖u‖E is sufficiently small.
This gives the desired result. �

To estimate the min-max level ofJ, we state the following:

Lemma 7.5. Assume( f5). There exists some nonnegative function u∗ ∈ E such that

sup
t≥0

J(tu∗) <
1
n

(
(p− 1)αn

pα0

)n−1

.

Proof. Let u∗ be given by proposition 7.2, namelyu∗ ≥ 0, ‖u∗‖E = Sq, and
∫

M
φ|u∗|qdvg = 1.

Then for anyt ≥ 0 there holds

J(tu∗) =
1
n
‖tu∗‖nE −

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, tu∗)dvg

≤
Sn

q

n
tn −

Cq

q
tq

≤ q− n
nq

Snq/(q−n)
q

Cn/(q−n)
q

<
1
n

(
(p− 1)αn

pα0

)n−1

.

Here we have used the hypothesis (f5). �

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

Lemma 7.6. Assume( f1), ( f2) and( f3). Let (u j) ⊂ E be an arbitrary Palais-Smale sequence of
J, i.e.,

J(u j)→ c, J′(u j)→ 0 in E∗ as j → ∞, (7.10)

where E∗ denotes the dual space of E. Then there exist a subsequence of(u j) (still denoted by
(u j)) and u∈ E such that uj ⇀ u weakly in E, uj → u strongly in Lq(M) for all q ≥ n, and


∇u j(x)→ ∇u(x) a. e. in M

φ(x)F(x, u j)→ φ(x)F(x, u) strongly inL1(M).

Furthermore u is a weak solution of (2.4).

Proof. Assume (u j) is a Palais-Smale sequence ofJ. By (7.10), we have

1
n
‖u j‖nE −

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, u j)dvg→ c as j → ∞, (7.11)

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

M

(
|∇gu j |n−2∇gu j∇gψ + v|u j |n−2u jψ

)
dvg −

∫

M
φ(x) f (x, u j)ψdvg

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ σ j‖ψ‖E (7.12)

for all ψ ∈ E, whereσ j → 0 as j → ∞. Note thatf (x, s) ≡ 0 for all (x, s) ∈ M × (−∞, 0]. By
( f2), we have 0≤ µF(x, u j) ≤ u j f (x, u j) for someµ > n. Takingψ = u j in (7.12) and multiplying
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(7.11) byµ, we have

(
µ

n
− 1

)
‖u j‖nE ≤ µ|c| +

∫

M
φ(x)

(
µF(x, u j) − f (x, u j)u j

)
dvg + σ j‖u j‖E

≤ µ|c| + σ j‖u j‖E.

Therefore‖u j‖E is bounded. It then follows from (7.11) and (7.12) that

∫

M
φ(x) f (x, u j)u jdvg ≤ C,

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, u j)dvg ≤ C (7.13)

for some constantC depending only onµ, n andc. By proposition 7.1, there exists someu ∈ E
such thatu j ⇀ u weakly in E, u j → u strongly inLq(M) for any q ≥ n, andu j → u almost
everywhere inM. By ( f3), there exist positive constantsA1 andR1 such thatF(x, s) ≤ A1 f (x, s)
for all s≥ R1. Particularly for anyA > R1 there holds

F(x, s) ≤ A1 f (x, s), ∀s≥ A. (7.14)

Now we prove thatφ(x)F(x, u j) → φF(x, u) strongly inL1(M). To this end, for anyǫ > 0, we
takeA > max{A1C/ǫ,R1}, whereC is given by (7.13). Then we have by (7.14)

∫

|uj |>A
φ(x)F(x, u j)dvg ≤

A1

A

∫

M
φ(x) f (x, u j)u jdvg < ǫ. (7.15)

In the same way ∫

|u|>A
φ(x)F(x, u)dvg < ǫ. (7.16)

By ( f1), we have for (x, s) ∈ M × [0,∞)

f (x, s) ≤ b1sn−1
+ b2ζ

(
n, α0s

n
n−1

)

= b1sn−1
+ b2sn

∞∑

k=n−1

αk
0s

n
n−1 (k−n+1)

k!

≤ b1sn−1
+ b2snαn−1

0 eα0s
n

n−1
.

Hence for all (x, s) ∈ M × [0,A] there holds

f (x, s) ≤
(
b1 + b2α

n−1
0 Aeα0A

n
n−1

)
sn−1.

It follows that

F(x, s) ≤
b1 + b2α

n−1
0 Aeα0A

n
n−1

n
sn, ∀s ∈ [0,A].

for all (x, s) ∈ M × [0,A], which implies

|φ(x)χ{|uj |≤A}(x)F(x, u j)| ≤ C1φ(x)|u j |n, (7.17)
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whereC1 = (b1 + b2α
n−1
0 Aeα0An/(n−1)

)/n andχ{|uj |≤A}(x) denotes the characteristic function of the
set{x ∈ M : |u j(x)| ≤ A}. By an inequality||a|n − |b|n| ≤ n|a− b|(|a|n−1

+ |b|n−1) (∀a, b ∈ R) and
Hölder’s inequality, we get

∫

M
φ||u j |n − |u|n|dvg ≤ n

∫

M
φ|u j − u|(|u j |n−1

+ |u|n−1)dvg

≤ n

(∫

M
φ|u j − u|ndvg

) 1
n



(∫

M
φ|u j |ndvg

)1− 1
n

+

(∫

M
φ|u|ndvg

)1− 1
n

 .

Henceφ|u j |n → φ|u|n in L1(M) sinceu j → u strongly inLn(M). In view of (7.17), we conclude
from the generalized Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem

lim
j→∞

∫

M
φ(x)χ{|uj |≤A}(x)F(x, u j)dvg =

∫

M
φ(x)χ{|u|≤A}(x)F(x, u)dvg.

This together with (7.15) and (7.16) implies that there exists somem ∈ N such that whenj > m
there holds ∣∣∣∣∣

∫

M
φF(x, u j)dvg −

∫

M
φF(x, u)dvg

∣∣∣∣∣ < 3ǫ.

Therefore

lim
j→∞

∫

M
φF(x, u j)dvg =

∫

M
φF(x, u)dvg.

Using the same method as that of proving ([4], (4.26)), we have∇gu j(x) → ∇gu(x) for almost
everyx ∈ M and

|∇gu j |n−2∇gu j ⇀ |∇gu|n−2∇gu weakly in
(
L

n
n−1 (M)

)n
.

Passing to the limitj → ∞ in (7.12), we obtain
∫

M

(
|∇gu|n−2∇gu∇ψ + v|u|n−2uψ

)
dvg −

∫

M
φ(x) f (x, u)ψdvg = 0

for all ψ ∈ C∞0 (M). SinceC∞0 (M) is dense inE under the norm‖ · ‖E, u is a weak solution of
(2.4). �

We say more words on lemma 7.6. Suppose (M, g) is the standard euclidian spaceRn and
φ(x) = |x|−β, 0 ≤ β < n. The author [44] proved thatφF(x, u j) → φF(x, u) in L1(Rn) under
the assumptionE →֒ Lq(Rn) compactly for allq ≥ 1. While Lam-Lu [20] observed that the
convergence still holds under the assumptionE →֒ Lq(Rn) for all q ≥ n. Here we generalized
these two situations.

The following lemma is a nontrivial consequence of theorem 2.3. It is sufficient for our use
when we consider the existence and multiplicity results forproblems (2.4) and (2.8).

Lemma 7.7. Let (u j) ⊂ E be any sequence of functions satisfying‖u j‖E ≤ 1, uj ⇀ u0 weakly in
E,∇gu j → ∇gu0 almost everywhere in M, and uj → u0 strongly in Ln(M) as j→ ∞. Then
(i) for anyα : 0 < α < αn, there holds

sup
j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg < ∞; (7.18)
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(ii ) for anyα : 0 < α < αn and q: 0 < q < (1− ‖u0‖nE)−1/(n−1), there holds

sup
j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, qα|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg < ∞. (7.19)

Proof. (i) For any fixedα : 0 < α < αn, it follows from part (i) of theorem 2.3 that there exists a
positive constantτα depending only onα, n, K andi0 such that

Bα = sup
u∈W1,n(M), ‖u‖1,τα≤1

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u| n

n−1

)
dvg < ∞. (7.20)

Note thatv ≥ v0 in M. Since‖u j‖E ≤ 1, we get

‖u j‖1,τα =
(∫

M
|∇gu j |ndvg

) 1
n

+ τα

(∫

M
|u j |ndvg

) 1
n

≤ 1+
τα

v1/n
0

.

There exists some small positive numberα0 such thatα0‖u j‖
n

n−1
1,τα
≤ α. Hence by (7.20), there

holds

sup
j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α0|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg ≤ sup

j

∫

M
ζ

n, α
∣∣∣∣∣∣

u j

‖u j‖1,τα

∣∣∣∣∣∣

n
n−1

 dvg ≤ Bα.

This allows us to define

α∗ = sup

{
α : sup

j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg < ∞

}
.

To prove (7.18), it suffices to prove thatα∗ ≥ αn. Suppose not, we haveα∗ < αn. Take two
constantsα′ andα′′ such thatα∗ < α′ < α′′ < αn. By part (i) of theorem 2.3 again, there exists
some constantτα′′ depending only onα′′, n, K andi0 such that

Bα′′ = sup
u∈W1,n(M), ‖u‖1,τα′′ ≤1

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α′′|u| n

n−1

)
dvg < ∞. (7.21)

Sinceu j → u0 strongly inLn(M) and∇gu j → ∇gu0 a. e. in M, we obtain by using Brezis-Lieb’s
lemma [6]

‖u j − u0‖1,τα ′′ =
(∫

M
|∇gu j |ndvg −

∫

M
|∇gu0|ndvg

)1/n

+ o j(1),

whereo j(1)→ 0 as j → ∞. Sinceu j ⇀ u0 weakly inE, there holds

lim
j→+∞

∫

M
|∇gu0|n−2∇gu0∇gu j dvg =

∫

M
|∇gu0|ndvg.

This immediately implies that
∫

M
|∇gu0|ndvg ≤ lim sup

j→+∞

∫

M
|∇gu j |ndvg ≤ 1.

Hence
‖u j − u0‖1,τα ′′ ≤ 1+ o j(1).
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It follows from (2.3) that for anyǫ > 0 there exists some constant ˜c depending only onǫ andn
such that

ζ
(
n, α′|u j |

n
n−1

)
≤ 1
µ
ζ
(
n, α′(1+ ǫ)µ|u j − u0|

n
n−1

)
+

1
ν
ζ
(
n, α′c̃ν|u0|

n
n−1

)
, (7.22)

where 1/µ + 1/ν = 1. Choosingǫ sufficiently small andµ sufficiently close to 1 such that

α′(1+ ǫ)µ‖u j − u0‖
n

n−1

1,τα′′
< α′′,

provided thatj is sufficiently large. This together with (7.21) implies that

sup
j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α′(1+ ǫ)µ|u j − u0|

n
n−1

)
dvg ≤ Bα′′ . (7.23)

In addition, we have by part (iii ) of theorem 2.3 that
∫

M
ζ
(
n, α′c̃ν|u0|

n
n−1

)
dvg < +∞. (7.24)

Inserting (7.23) and (7.24) into (7.22), we get

sup
j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, α′|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg < +∞,

which contradicts the definition ofα∗ and thus ends the proof of part (i).

(ii ) Given anyα : 0 < α < αn and anyq : 0 < q < (1− ‖u0‖nE)−1/(n−1). By (2.3),∀ǫ > 0, there
exist constants ˜c > 0,µ > 1 andν > 1 (1/µ + 1/ν = 1) such that
∫

M
ζ
(
n, qα|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg ≤

1
µ

∫

M
ζ
(
n, qα(1+ ǫ)µ|u j − u0|

n
n−1

)
dvg +

1
ν

∫

M
ζ
(
n, qαc̃ν|u0|

n
n−1

)
dvg.

By Brezis-Lieb’s lemma [6],

‖u j − u0‖
n

n−1
E ≤ (1− ‖u0‖nE)

1
n−1 + o j(1).

If we chooseǫ sufficiently small andµ sufficiently close to 1 such that

qα(1+ ǫ)µ‖u j − u0‖
n

n−1
E ≤ (α + αn)/2,

provided thatj is sufficiently large. It then follows from part (i) that

sup
j

∫

M
ζ
(
n, qα(1+ ǫ)µ|u j − u0|

n
n−1

)
dvg < +∞.

By part (iii ) of theorem 2.3, we have
∫

M
ζ
(
n, qαc̃ν|u0|

n
n−1

)
dvg < +∞.

Therefore (7.19) holds. �
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Remark 7.8. In lemma 7.7, ifu0 ≡ 0, then the conclusion of (ii ) is weaker than that of (i). If
u0 . 0, then the conclusion of (i) is a special case of that of (ii ). If (M, g) has dimension two, the
assumption∇gu j → ∇gu0 almost everywhere inM can be removed.

Proof of theorem 2.7.It follows from lemma 7.3 and lemma 7.4 thatJ satisfies all the hy-
pothesis of the mountain-pass theorem except for the Palais-Smale condition:J ∈ C1(E,R);
J(0) = 0; J(u) ≥ δ > 0 when‖u‖E = r; J(e) < 0 for somee ∈ E with ‖e‖E > r. Then using the
mountain-pass theorem without the Palais-Smale condition[34], we can find a sequence (u j) in
E such that

J(u j)→ c > 0, J′(u j)→ 0 in E∗,

where
c = min

γ∈Γ
max
u∈γ

J(u) ≥ δ

is the min-max value ofJ, whereΓ = {γ ∈ C([0, 1],E) : γ(0) = 0, γ(1) = e}. This is equivalent
to (7.11) and (7.12). By lemma 7.6, up to a subsequence, thereholds



u j ⇀ u weakly in E

u j → u strongly in Lq(M), ∀q ≥ n

lim
j→∞

∫
M
φ(x)F(x, u j)dvg =

∫
M
φ(x)F(x, u)dvg

u is a weak solution of (2.4).

(7.25)

Now suppose by contradictionu ≡ 0. SinceF(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ M, it follows from (7.11) and
(7.25) that

lim
j→∞
‖u j‖nE = nc> 0. (7.26)

By lemma 7.5, 0< c < 1
n

(
(p−1)αn

pα0

)n−1
. Thus there exists someη0 > 0 andm > 0 such that

‖u j‖nE ≤
(

p−1
p

αn
α0
− η0

)n−1
for all j > m. Chooseq > 1 sufficiently close to 1 such thatqα0‖u j‖

n
n−1
E ≤

(1− 1/p)αn − α0η0/2 for all j > m. By ( f1),

| f (x, u j)u j | ≤ b1|u j |n + b2|u j |ζ
(
n, α0|u j |

n
n−1

)
.

It follows from (2.2), Hölder’s inequality, and part (i) of lemma 7.7 that
∫

M
φ| f (x, u j)u j |dvg ≤ b1

∫

M
φ|u j |ndvg + b2

∫

M
φ|u j |ζ

(
n, α0|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg

≤ b1

∫

M
φ|u j |ndvg + b2

(∫

M
φ|u j |q

′
dvg

)1/q′ (∫

M
φζ

(
n, qα0|u j |

n
n−1

)
dvg

)1/q

≤ b1

∫

M
φ|u j |ndvg +C

(∫

M
φ|u j |q

′
dvg

)1/q′

→ 0 as j → ∞,

where 1/q + 1/q′ = 1 andC is some constant which is independent ofj. Here we have used
(7.25) again (preciselyu j → u in Lr (RN) for all r ≥ n) in the above estimates. Inserting this into
(7.12) withψ = u j , we have

‖u j‖E → 0 as j → ∞,
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which contradicts (7.26). Thereforeu . 0 and we obtain a nontrivial weak solution of (2.4).
Finally u is nonnegative sincef (x, s) ≡ 0 for all (x, s) ∈ M × (−∞, 0]. �

Proof of theorem 2.10.Since the proof is very similar to that of ([44], theorem 1.2), we only
give its sketch and emphasize the difference between these two situations. Instead ofJ : E→ R

defined by (7.6), we consider functionals for allu ∈ E andǫ > 0

Jǫ(u) =
1
n
‖u‖nE −

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, u)dvg − ǫ

∫

M
hudvg.

Firstly, lemma 7.6 still holds if we replaceJ by Jǫ . Namely for any Palais-Smale sequence
(u j) ⊂ E of Jǫ , there exist a subsequence of (u j) (still denoted by (u j)) andu ∈ E such that
u j ⇀ u weakly inE, u j → u strongly inLq(M) for all q ≥ n, and



∇gu j(x)→ ∇gu(x) a. e. in M

φ(x)F(x, u j)→ φ(x)F(x, u) strongly inL1(M)

u is a weak solution of (2.8).

(7.27)

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

(a) there exist constantsǫ1 > 0,δ > 0, and a sequence of functions (v j) ⊂ E such thatJǫ(v j)→ cM

andJ′ǫ(v j) → 0 as j → ∞, provided that 0< ǫ < ǫ1. In addition,v j is bounded inE, v j ⇀ uM

weakly inE anduM is a weak solution of (2.8). HerecM is the min-max value ofJǫ and satisfies

0 < cM <
1
n

(
1− 1

p

)n−1 (
αn

α0

)n−1

− δ; (7.28)

(b) there exists a constantǫ2 : 0 < ǫ2 < ǫ1 such that for anyǫ : 0 < ǫ < ǫ2, there exist positive
constantrǫ with rǫ → 0 asǫ → 0 and sequence (u j) ⊂ E such that

Jǫ (u j)→ cǫ = inf
‖u‖E≤rǫ

Jǫ(u) < 0, J′ǫ(u j)→ 0 in E∗ as j → ∞.

In addition,u j → u0 strongly inE, whereu0 is a weak solution of (2.8) withJǫ(u0) = cǫ .

Thirdly, there existsǫ0 : 0 < ǫ0 < ǫ2 such that if 0< ǫ < ǫ0, thenuM . u0. Suppose by
contradiction thatuM ≡ u0. Thenv j ⇀ u0 weakly inE. By (a),

Jǫ (v j)→ cM > 0, |〈J′ǫ(v j), ϕ〉| ≤ γ j‖ϕ‖E (7.29)

with γ j → 0 as j → ∞. On one hand we have by (7.27),
∫

M
φ(x)F(x, v j)dvg→

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, u0)dvg as j → ∞. (7.30)

On the other hand, sincev j ⇀ u0 weakly inE andh ∈ E∗, it follows that
∫

M
hvjdvg→

∫

M
hu0dvg as j → ∞. (7.31)
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Inserting (7.30) and (7.31) into the first equality of (7.29), we obtain

1
n
‖v j‖nE = cM +

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, u0)dvg + ǫ

∫

M
hu0dvg + o j(1). (7.32)

In the same way, one can derive

1
n
‖u j‖nE = cǫ +

∫

M
φ(x)F(x, u0)dvg + ǫ

∫

M
hu0dvg + o j(1). (7.33)

Combining (7.32) and (7.33), we have

‖v j‖nE − ‖u0‖nE = n
(
cM − cǫ + o j(1)

)
. (7.34)

From (b), we know thatcǫ → 0 asǫ → 0. This together with (7.28) leads to the existence of
ǫ0 : 0 < ǫ0 < ǫ2 such that if 0< ǫ < ǫ0, then

0 < cM − cǫ <
1
n

(
p− 1

p
αn

α0

)n−1

. (7.35)

Write
w j =

v j

‖v j‖E
, w0 =

u0(
‖u0‖nE + n(cM − cǫ)

)1/n
.

It follows from (7.34) andv j ⇀ u0 weakly inE thatw j ⇀ w0 weakly inE. Note that

∫

M
φ(x)ζ

(
n, α0|v j |n/(n−1)

)
dvg =

∫

M
φ(x)ζ

(
n, α0‖v j‖n/(n−1)

E |w j |n/(n−1)
)
dvg.

By (7.34) and (7.35), a straightforward calculation shows

lim
j→∞

α0‖v j‖
n

n−1
E

(
1− ‖w0‖nE

) 1
n−1 <

(
1− 1

p

)
αn.

Hence lemma 7.7 together with (2.3) implies thatφ(x)ζ
(
n, α0|v j |n/(n−1)

)
is bounded inLq(M) for

someq : 1 < q < n/(n− 1). By (f1),

| f (x, v j)| ≤ b1|v j |n−1
+ b2ζ(n, α0|v j |

n
n−1 ).

By the definition ofζ there exists a constantc > 0 such that

| f (x, v j)χ{|v j |≤1}(x)| ≤ c|v j |n−1, | f (x, v j)χ{|v j |>1}(x)| ≤ cζ(n, α0|v j |
n

n−1 ),

whereχB denotes the characteristic function ofB ⊂ M. Hence
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

M
φ(x) f (x, v j)(v j − u0)dvg

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ c
∫

M
φ(x)

(
|v j |n−1

+ ζ(n, α0|v j |
n

n−1 )
)
|v j − u0|dvg

≤ c
∥∥∥φ|v j |n−1

∥∥∥
L

n
n−1 (M)

‖v j − u0‖Ln(M)

+c
∥∥∥φζ(n, α0|v j |

n
n−1 )

∥∥∥
Lq(M)

‖v j − u0‖Lq′ (M).
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Since 1 < q < n/(n − 1), we haveq′ > n. Then it follows from the compact embedding
E →֒ Lr (M) for all r ≥ n that

lim
j→∞

∫

M
φ(x) f (x, v j)(v j − u0)dvg = 0. (7.36)

Takingϕ = v j − u0 in (7.29), we have by using (7.31) and (7.36) that
∫

M

(
|∇gv j |n−2∇gv j∇g(v j − u0) + v(x)|v j |n−2v j(v j − u0)

)
dvg→ 0. (7.37)

However the factvn ⇀ u0 weakly inE leads to
∫

M

(
|∇gu0|n−2∇gu0∇g(v j − u0) + v(x)|u0|n−2u0(v j − u0)

)
dvg→ 0. (7.38)

Subtracting (7.38) from (7.37), using the well known inequality (see [26], chapter 10)

2n−1|b− a|n ≤ 〈|b|n−2b− |a|n−2a, b− a〉, ∀a, b ∈ Rn,

we have‖v j − u0‖nE → 0 as j → ∞. This together with (7.34) implies thatcM = cǫ , which is ab-
surd sincecM > 0 andcǫ < 0. ThereforeuM . u0. Sincef (x, s) ≡ 0 for all (x, s) ∈ M × (−∞, 0],
one can easily see thatuM ≥ 0 andu0 ≥ 0. This completes the proof of the theorem. �

Finally we shall construct examples off ’s to show that (f1)-( f5) do not imply (H5).

Proof of proposition 2.9.Let φ satisfies the hypotheses (φ1) and (φ2), p > 1 be given in (φ1), l be
an integer satisfyingl ≥ n, q = nl/(n− 1)+ 1 andSq be defined by (2.7). In view of lemma 7.2,
Sq is attained by some nonnegative functionu ∈ E. Let Cq be a positive number such that

Cq >

(
q− n

q

)(q−n)/n (
pα0

(p− 1)αn

)(q−n)(n−1)/n

Sq
q.

Let χ : [0,∞)→ R be a smooth function such that 0≤ χ ≤ 1,χ ≡ 0 on [0,A], χ ≡ 1 on [2A,∞),
and|χ ′| ≤ 2/A, whereA is a positive constant to be determined later. We set

f (t) =


2l l!Cq

∑∞
k=l

(t
n

n−1 −χ(t)t
1

n−1 )k

k! , t ≥ 0

0, t < 0.

Now we check (f1)-( f5) for appropriate choice ofA as follows.

( f1): If A > 1, then 0≤ tn/(n−1) − χ(t)t1/(n−1) ≤ tn/(n−1) for all t ≥ 0. Thus

f (t) = 2l l!Cq

e
tn/(n−1)−χ(t)t1/(n−1) −

l−1∑

k=0

(t
n

n−1 − χ(t)t
1

n−1 )k

k!



≤ 2l l!Cq

e
tn/(n−1) −

l−1∑

k=0

t
nk

n−1

k!



≤ 2l l!Cqζ(n, tn/(n−1))
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for all t ≥ 0. So (f1) is satisfied whenA > 1.
( f2): Whent ∈ [0,A], we haveχ(t) = 0 and

∫ t

0
f (t)dt = 2l l!Cq

∞∑

k=l

∫ t

0

t
nk

n−1

k!
dt ≤ 2l l!Cqt

∞∑

k=l

t
nk

n−1

k!
= t f (t). (7.39)

Whent ≥ A, weclaim that if A is chosen sufficiently large, sayA ≥ 4n−1, then

∫ t

A

(t
n

n−1 − χ(t)t
1

n−1 )k

k!
dt ≤ (t

n
n−1 − χ(t)t

1
n−1 )k+1

(k+ 1)!
− A

n(k+1)
n−1

(k+ 1)!
. (7.40)

In fact, if we set

γ(t) =
∫ t

A

(t
n

n−1 − χ(t)t
1

n−1 )k

k!
dt− (t

n
n−1 − χ(t)t

1
n−1 )k+1

(k+ 1)!
+

A
n(k+1)
n−1

(k+ 1)!
,

thenγ(A) = 0 and

γ ′(t) =
(t

n
n−1 − χ(t)t

1
n−1 )k

k!
− (t

n
n−1 − χ(t)t

1
n−1 )k

k!

(
n

n− 1
t

1
n−1 − χ ′(t)t 1

n−1 − 1
n− 1

χ(t)t
1

n−1−1

)
.

Let A ≥ 4n−1. Then fort ∈ [A,∞) there holds

n
n− 1

t
1

n−1 − χ ′(t)t 1
n−1 − 1

n− 1
χ(t)t

1
n−1−1 ≥

(
n

n− 1
− 2

A

)
A

1
n−1 − 1

n− 1
A

1
n−1−1

≥ 4

(
n

n− 1
− 2

4(n− 1)
− 1

4(n− 1)2

)

> 1.

Henceγ ′(t) ≤ 0 and thus our claim (7.40) holds. Note that

∫ A

0

t
nk

n−1

k!
dt =

A
n(k+1)
n−1

(k+ 1)!
k+ 1
nk

n−1 + 1
A−

1
n−1 ≤ A

n(k+1)
n−1

(k+ 1)!
. (7.41)

It follows from (7.40) and (7.41) that whent ≥ A,

∫ t

0

(t
n

n−1 − χ(t)t
1

n−1 )k

k!
dt ≤ (t

n
n−1 − χ(t)t

1
n−1 )k+1

(k+ 1)!
,

and whence ∫ t

0
f (t)dt ≤ f (t) ≤ 1

µ
t f (t) (7.42)

for someµ > n. This together with (7.39) implies that (f2) holds.
( f3): Let A ≥ 4n−1. In view of (7.42), whent ≥ A,

F(t) =
∫ t

0
f (t)dt ≤ f (t).
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Hence (f3) is satisfied.
( f4): Sincel > n, we getF(t)/tn→ 0 ast→ 0+. Hence (f4) holds.
( f5): Note thattn/(n−1)− t1/(n−1) ≥ tn/(n−1)/2 for all t ≥ 2. LetA ≥ 2. Then for allt ≥ A there holds

f (t) ≥ 2l l!Cq
(t

n
n−1 − χ(t)t

1
n−1 )l

l!
≥ 2lCq(t

n
n−1 /2)l = Cqtq−1.

Whent ∈ [0,A], we get

f (t) ≥ 2l l!Cq
t

nl
n−1

l!
= 2lCqtq−1.

Hence (f5) is satisfied. In short,f (t) satisfies (f1)-( f5) if A ≥ 4n−1.
Finally we check that (H5) does not hold. Whent ≥ 2A, we have

f (t) = 2l l!Cq

e
t

n
n−1 −t

1
n−1 −

l−1∑

k=0

(t
n

n−1 − t
1

n−1 )k

k!

 .

It follows that
lim

t→+∞
t f (t)e−t

n
n−1
= 0.

Thus f (t) does not satisfy (H5). �
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[13] J. M. doÓ, E. Medeiros, U. Severo, On a quasilinear nonhomogeneous elliptic equation with critical growth inRN,

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