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ON THE HARDY-SCHRODINGER OPERATOR WITH A
BOUNDARY SINGULARITY

NASSIF GHOUSSOUB AND FREDERIC ROBERT

ABSTRACT. We investigate the Hardy-Schrédinger operator Ly = —A — #
on domains 2 C R™, whose boundary contain the singularity 0. The situation
is quite different from the well-studied case when 0 is in the interior of 2. For
one, if 0 € Q, then L~ is positive if and only if v < (n;2)2, while if 0 € 9Q
the operator L. could be positive for larger value of «, potentially reaching

2
the maximal constant "T on convex domains.

We prove optimal regularity and a Hopf-type Lemma for variational solu-
tions of corresponding linear Dirichlet boundary value problems of the form

2% (s)—2
Lyu = a(x)u, but also for non-linear equations including L. u = %7

where v < %2, s € [0,2) and 2*(s) := 2(::25) is the critical Hardy-Sobolev
exponent. We also provide a Harnack inequality and a complete description
of the profile of all positive solutions —variational or not— of the corresponding
linear equation on the punctured domain. The value v = ”2471
to be another critical threshold for the operator L, and our analysis yields a

corresponding notion of “Hardy singular boundary-mass” m- (Q2) of a domain
2

Q having 0 € 99, which could be defined whenever ”2471 << T

As a byproduct, we give a complete answer to problems of existence of
extremals for Hardy-Sobolev inequalities of the form

turned out

2% (s)

u o 2 u? 1,2
C | fq e < Jo IVul?de — v [ de for all w € DH2(QY),

n2

whenever v < 7, and in particular, for those of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg.

These results extend previous contributions by the authors in the case v = 0,
02 2

and by Chern-Lin for the case v < %, Namely, if 0 < vy < - 4717 then

the negativity of the mean curvature of Q2 at 0 is sufficient for the existence

2 2
of extremals. This is however not sufficient for % 471 << %7 which then
requires the positivity of the Hardy singular boundary-mass of the domain

under consideration.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For any smooth open domain 2 C R™, define the best constant in the corre-
sponding Hardy inequality by,
Vu|?d
0 () = in  J VA e gy
Jo Tap? A2

where D%2(Q) is the completion of C2°(Q) with respect to the norm given by

[ul|> = [, [Vu|?dz. It is well known that vz () = ("_42)2 for any domain € having
0 in its interior, including R™, and that it is never attained by a function in D1:2(€2).
On the other hand, it has been noted by several authors (See for example Pinchover-
Tintarev [43] Fall-Musina [I8] or the book of Ghoussoub-Moradifam [21]) that the

situation is quite different for the half-space R}, in which case, vz (R"}) = "4—2.

More generally, if 0 € 92 the boundary of €, then vy (€2) can be anywhere in the

(n=2)% n?
4

interval ( , T} (see Proposition [B]). Moreover, vy () is attained whenever

() < ’1—2 (See Section Pl). This already points to the fact that the Hardy-
Schrodinger operator Ly = —A — # behaves differently when the singularity 0 is
on the boundary of a domain €2, than when 0 is in the interior. The latter case
has already been extensively covered in the literature. Without being exhaustive,
we refer to Ghoussoub-Yuan [25], Guerch-Véron [29], Jaber [33], Kang-Peng [34],
Pucci-Servadei [44], Ruiz-Willem [46], Smets [49], and the references therein.

The study of nonlinear singular variational problems when 0 € 92 was initiated
by Ghoussoub-Kang [20] and was studied extensively by Ghoussoub-Robert [22H24].
For more recent contributions, we refer to Attar-Merchén-Peral [I], Davila-Peral
[12], and Gmira-Véron [28]. We also learned recently —after a first version of this
paper was posted on arxive— about a paper of Pinchover [42], and a more recent one
by Devyver-Fraas-Pinchover [I3] that also treat the Hardy potential when 0 € 9.



HARDY-SCHRODINGER OPERATOR 3

Our main goal in this paper is to show that the above noted discrepancy —
between the case when the singularity 0 belongs to the interior of the domain and
when it is on the boundary— is only the tip of the iceberg. The differences manifest
themselves in both linear problems of the form

@) {—Au—’y% = a(z)u onQ

u = 0 on 0,

and in nonlinear Dirichlet boundary value problems associated to L., such as:

u2*(s)71

—Au — 7# = EE on §)
(3) u > 0 on )
u = 0 on 02,

where 0 < s < 2 and 2*(s) := 2(" S) . Actually, Ghoussoub-Kang noted in [20] that
even when v = 0, the situation can already be quite different whenever 0 belongs to
the boundary of a bounded C?-smooth domain © as long as s > 0. Ghoussoub and
Robert [221[23] eventually proved that if the mean curvature at 0 of such domains
is negative, and provided s > 0, then minimizers for the functional

J. |Vu|2dx
(1) IO () = Ao U
(Ja msdx
exist in DV2(Q) \ {0} = HL(Q) \ {0} and are solutions to equation (@) in the

case when v = 0. While this new phenomenon occured because of the presence of
the singularity |z|~% in the nonlinear term, we shall show in this paper, that the
differences also appear on the linear level, as soon as v > 0, but also as one varies
~ between 0 and "TZ.

Another motivation for this work came from the recent work of C.S. Lin and his
co-authors [9,T0] on the existence of extremals for the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
(CKN) inequalities [4]. These inequalities state that in dimension n > 3, there is a
constant C' := C(a,b,n) > 0 such that for all u € C°(R™), the following inequality
holds:

®) ([ ) < [ lorvupas
R™ R™

2n

n—2
6 — — 0<b—a<landg= —————.
(6) o <a< 5 0= a<1andgq T2 r20—a)

A proof and various extensions of (Bl will be given in section

For a domain © in R", we let D!?(Q) be the completion of C°(Q) with respect to
the norm |[ul|2 = [, |#|72*|Vu|?dz. Consider the best constant defined as:

Jo 12|72 Vul*dx '

(7) S(a,b, ) = inf —;
(Jo [zl =alule) ? da

€ D% ()\{0}
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The extremal functions for S(a,b,€?) are then the least-energy solutions of the
corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations:

—div(|z|72*Vu) = |z|7%u9"t  on Q
(8) u >0 on
u =0 on ON.

The existence or nonexistence of minimizers for ([7), when the domain € is the whole
space R™, have been extensively studied for the past twenty years, see Catrina-
Wang [5], Chou-Chu [6], Dolbeault-Esteban-Loss-Tarantello [14], Lin-Wang [37]
and references therein. The result can be briefly summarized in the following:

Theorem A: Suppose n > 3 and that a,b and q satisfy condition (6). Then
minimizers exist for the best constant S(a;b;R™) if and only if a,b satisfy

(9) eithera<b<a+1orb=a>0.

If now  is any domain in R™ that contains 0 in its interior, one can easily see
that scale invariance yields for any A > 0, that S(a;b;A\Q) = S(a;b;Q) where
AQ = {dx;z € Q}. Tt follows that if 0 € Q, then S(a;b;Q) = S(a;b;R™), which
means that S(a;b; ) can never be achieved unless 2 = R™ (up to a set of capacity
zero). However, as mentioned above, if 0 belongs to the boundary of a smooth
bounded domain €2 and if the mean curvature at 0 of such domains is negative, then
minimizers for the best constant S(0;b; €2) were shown to be attained [20,22]23].
This result was later extended by Chern and Lin [I0], who eventually established
existence of minimizers under the same negative mean curvature condition at 0
provided a, b satisfy one of the following conditions:

(10) {(1) a<b<a+landn>3

(ii) a = b and n > 4.
They left open the case whenn =3 and 0 <a =b < "7_2 open, a problem that we
address in Theorem [I.9] (see also Section [IT]).

To make the connection, we note that by making the substitution w(x) = |z|"%u(x)
for x € Q, one can see that if a < 252, then u € D1?(Q) if and only if w € DV2()
by the Hardy inequality, and

U)2
Jo 2729 VuPde Jo|Vol* =7 [q i

2 w2* )
(fq || ~ba|ula) @ (Jo |m|5d'r
where v = a(n —2 —a), s = (b —a)q and 2* = #g(bfa). This means that u is

a solution of () if and only if w(z) is a solution of equation (B where 0 < s < 2
and 2* := 2*(s) = w Therefore, instead of looking for solutions of (§) one can

study equation (B]). To state the result of Chern-Lin in this context, we define the
functional

fQ |Vu|? — ’ny %daz
(Ja o dr) 7

Jz[*

(11) JS () =

and its infimum on D¥2(Q) \ {0}, that is
(12) oy, s (82) : 1nf{ ;ue DV2(Q)\ {0}}.
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Theorem 1.1 (Chern-Lin [I0]). Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R™ (n > 3).

Assume v < % and 0 < s < 2. If either {s > 0} or {n >4 and v > 0}, then
there are extremals for j1y 5(2), provided the mean curvature of 92 at 0 is negative.

The case when n = 3, s = 0 and 7 > 0 remained open. Moreover, as we shall see

in section 2 the infimum p. () is finite for all v < ”72, whenever 0 € 9. This

means that equation (@) may have positive solutions for v beyond % and all

n?

the way to

. This turned out to be the case as we shall establish in this paper.

We first note that standard compactness arguments [10,20,21] —also described in
section [l yield that for 1, s(£2) to be attained it is sufficient to have that

(13) U'y,s(Q) < /Lv,s(Ri)v

where the latter is the corresponding best constant on R”}. In order to prove the
existence of such a gap, one tries to construct test functions for 1, +(€2) that are
based on the extremals of y, (R’ ) provided the latter exist. The cases where this
is known are given by the following standard proposition (see for instance Bartsch-
Peng-Zhang [3] and Chern-Lin [I0]). See Proposition 2] in the appendix for a
proof.

Proposition 1.2. Assumey < "Tz, n >3 and0 < s < 2. Then, there are extremals
for piy s(R7) provided either {s > 0} or {n >4 and v > 0}.
On the other hand,
(1) If {s = 0 and v < 0}, then there are no extremals for jiyo(R%) for any
n>3. .
(2) Furthermore, whenever pi o(R%) has no extremals, then necessarily

Jon [Vul?dz 1

14 RY) = puiB B ’
(14) M’Y;O( +) we D12 (R)\ {0} (fRn Mk dx)% K(n,2)?

where the latter is the best constant in the Sobolev inequality and 2* :=

2%(0) = -2,

n—2
The only unknown situation is again when s = 0, n = 3 and v > 0, which we

address below (see Theorem [[L9) and in full detail in Section[IIl For now, we shall
discuss the new ingredients that we bring to the discussion.

Assuming first that an extremal for 11, (R’ ) exists and that one knows its profile
at infinity and at 0, then this information can be used to construct test functions for
H,s(€2). This classical method has been used by Kang-Ghoussoub [20], Ghoussoub-
Robert [22123] when v = 0, and by Chern-Lin [10] for 0 < v < ("_42)2 in order to
establish (I3)) under the assumption that 02 has a negative mean curvature at 0.
Actually, the estimates of Chern-Lin [I0] extend directly to establish an analogue of

Theorem [I.1] for all v < "24_1 under the same local geometric condition. However,
the case where v = "24*1 already requires a much more refined analysis of the

Hardy-Schrodinger operator L := —A — # on the half-space R}.

The remaining range (”24*1, ”TQ) for v turned out to be even more interesting for

the operator L. Indeed, the curvature condition at 0 is not sufficient anymore to
insure existence, as more global test functions are required. We therefore proceed
to isolate a notion of “Hardy boundary-mass” m,(2) for any bounded domain
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(with 0 € 09) that is associated to the operator L. This is stated in Theorem [B1]
below and is reminiscent of the positive mass theorem of Schoen-Yau [48] that was

used to complete the solution of the Yamabe problem.
In order to explain the new critical threshold that is "2; L we need first to consider
the Hardy-Schrédinger operator L, := —A — # on R%. The most basic solutions

for Lyu = 0, with v = 0 on JR’} are of the form u(z) = x1]z|~, and a straight-
forward computation yields —A(z]z|~*) = %xﬂxra on R, which means
that

(—A - ﬁ) (1)2]*) = 0 on R?,

for o € {a_(7), a4 (v)} where as(y) := § £ \/"72 — 7. Actually, any non-negative

solution of Lyu = 0 on R? with v = 0 on OR is a (positive) linear combination of
these two solutions ( Proposition [[.H below).

Note that a—(y) < & < a(y), which points to the difference between the “small”
solution, namely  — z1]|2z|~* (), and the “large one” z + z|z|~*+(). Indeed,
the “small” solution is “variational”, i.e. is locally in D%?(R"), while the large
one is not. This turned out to be a general fact since we shall show that x —
d(z,09Q)|z|~*- ) is essentially the profile at 0 of any variational solution —positive
or not— of equations of the form L,u = f(z,u) on a domain Q, as long as the
nonlinearity f is dominated by C' (|v|+%) Here d(z, 9§2) denotes the distance
function to 92. To state the theorem, we use the following terminology. Say
that u € DV2(Q)10¢,0 if there exists n € C2°(R™) such that = 1 around 0 and
nu € DY2(Q). Say that u € DY2(Q)10¢,0 is a weak solution to the equation

—Au=F € (D**(Qioe0)
if for any ¢ € D¥2(Q) and n € C°(R™), we have [,(Vu, V(np))dz = (F,1¢) .
The following theorem will be established in section

Theorem 1.3 (Optimal regularity and Generalized Hopf’s Lemma). Let Q be a
smooth domain in R™ such that 0 € 92, and let f : Q2 x R — R be a Caratheodory
function such that

]2 (9)-2
|[®
Assume v < "Tz and let w € DY2(Q)1p¢,0 be such that for some T > 0,
7+ 0(z[")

||

Then, there exists K € R such that

|f(z,v)] < Cv| (1+ ) for all x € Q and v € R.

(15) — Au u= f(zx,u) weakly in D**(Q)1oc.0-

: u(x) _
(16) T T e

Moreover, if u >0 and u # 0, then K > 0.

This theorem can be seen as an extension of Hopf’s Lemma [27] in the following
sense: when v = 0 (and therefore a_(y) = 0), the classical Nash-Moser regularity
scheme then yields that u € Clloc, and when v > 0, u # 0, Hopf’s comparison
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principle yields d,u(0) < 0, which is really a reformulation of (I8) in the case
where a_(y) = 0.

The proof of this theorem is quite interesting since, unlike the regular case (i.e.,
when L, = Ly = —A) or the classical situation when the singularity 0 is in the
interior of the domain ) (see Smets [49]), a direct application of the standard Nash-
Moser iterative scheme is not sufficient to obtain the required regularity. Indeed,
the scheme only yields the existence of pg, with 1 < pg < ﬁ such that v € LP
for all p < pg. Unfortunately, py does not reach ﬁ,
of integration needed to obtain the profile (I6]) for u. However, the improved order
po is enough to allow for the inclusion of the nonlinearity f(z,w) in the linear term
of (IH). We are then reduced to the analysis of the linear equation, that is (I3l with
f(xz,u) = 0, in which case we get the conclusion by constructing suitable super-
and sub- solutions to the linear equation that have the same profile at 0 as (IG)).
For details, see Section
As a corollary, one obtains the following description of the profile of variational
solutions of (B) on R’} , which improves on a result of Chern-Lin [10], hence allowing

us to construct sharper test functions and to prove existence of solutions for (3)
n?—1
-

which is the optimal rate

when v =

Theorem 1.4. Assume v < %2 and let w € DY2(R7), u > 0, u # 0 be a weak
solution to

2% (s)—1
g u .
(17) —Au— —u=———inR7}.
|| |z[® "
Then, there exist K1, Ko > 0 such that
u(x) ~zs0 KlL and  u(T) ~|zjoto0 K e

|;I;|0‘7 ()

lajer®

The above theorem yields in particular, the existence of a solution wu for ()
which satisfies for some C' > 0, the estimates

(18)  w(x) < Cxilz|~*+®)  and  |Vu(z)| < Clz|=*+®) for all 2 € R7.
Noting that

n?—1

<
i 1

& ap(y)—a-(y) > 1,

it follows from (I8)), that whenever v < "24_1, then |2’|2|0yu|? = O(|2/ |22+ () as

|2’| = 400 on IR = R™~!, from which we could deduce that ' — |z'|?|9yu(z’)|?
is in L*(9R?% ). This estimate ~which does not hold when v > n’=1 g key for the

1
construction of test functions for ., s(£2) based on the solution w of (7)), in the
case when v < "2;1.
In order to deal with the remaining cases for ~, that is when v € (#, ”TQ), we

prove the following result which describes the general profile of any positive solution
of Lu = a(x)u, albeit variational or not.
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Theorem 1.5 (Classification of singular solutions). Assume v < "4—2 and let u €
C?(B5(0) N (2\ {0})) be such that

—Au — %u: 0 in QN Bs(0)

(19) >0 inQnNBs(0)
u=0 on (02N Bs(0))\ {0}.

Then, there exists K > 0 such that

(20) either u(x) ~z_0 KM
|$|0‘7 (v)

d(z, 09)

or ul@) ~vamo Kooy
In the first case, the solution u is variational; in the second case, it is not.

This result then allows us to completely classify all positive solutions to L,u = 0
on R, a fact alluded to in Pinchover-Tintarev ([43], Example 1.5).

Proposition 1.6. Assume vy < "Tz and let w € C*(R7 \ {0}) be such that

—Au—zu=0 inRY}

B
(21) u>0 in R%
u=20 on IR’} .
Then, there exists A_, Ay > 0 such that
(22) u(z) = A_xi|z| "= 4 Xpa ||+ for all x € R
n?—1

As mentioned above, the case when v > #—— is more intricate and requires isolating
a new notion of singular boundary mass associated to the operator L, for domains
of R™ having 0 on their boundary. The following result will be proved in section

Theorem 1.7. Assume that "t < v < v (). Then, up to multiplication by a

4 p—
positive constant, there exists a unique function H € C*(Q\ {0}) such that
(23) —AH—%H:OinQ,H>OmQ,H:OonaQ.
T

Moreover, there exists ¢y > 0 and co € R such that

H(z)=c ‘d(m’(m) + ey A9 (d(m’aﬂ) ) as v — 0.

1‘a+(’v) |I|a7(v) |I|a7(’v)

The quantity m~(Q) = Z—f € R, which is independent of the choice of H satisfying
@3), will be referred to as the Hardy singular b-mass of Q.

Indeed, another interpretation of the threshold is the following. The case v >

n?—1

is the only situation in which one can write a solution H to (23] as the sum of
the two profiles given in (20) (plus lower-order terms) for any bounded domain §2.

When v < "24_1, there might be some intermediate terms between the two profiles.

We show that the map Q — m(£2) is a monotone increasing function on the class
of domains having zero on their boundary, once ordered by inclusion. We shall also
see below that it is possible to define the mass of some unbounded domains, and
that m. (R) = 0 for any ”2; Loy ”72, from which follows that the mass of any
one of its smooth subsets having zero on its boundary is non-positive. In particular,
m~ () < 0 whenever Q is convex bounded and 0 € 9.

We shall however exhibit in section [I0] examples of bounded domains €2 in R™ with
0 € 09 and with positive mass. Among other things, we provide examples of
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domains with either positive or negative boundary mass, while satisfying any local
behavior at 0 one wishes. In other words, the sign of the Hardy b-mass is totally
independent of the local properties of 92 around 0.

This notion and the preceeding results allow us to establish the following extension
of the results of Chern-Lin.

Theorem 1.8. Let Q be a bounded smooth domain of R™ (n > 3) such that 0 € 99,
hence (nf)z <vr() < ”Tz. Let 0 < s < 2.
(1) If yu(Q) <y < %2, then there are extremals for p s(2) for all n > 3.

(2) If v < vyu () and either s > 0 or {s =0, n >4 and v > 0}, then there are

extremals for py s(2), under either one of the following conditions:
n?-1

o v <

and the mean curvature of 02 at 0 is negative.

n%—1

o v > and the Hardy b-mass m., () is positive.
(3) If{s = 0 and v < 0}, then there are no extremals for ji,0(?) for anyn > 3.

We shall also address in section [II] the remaining case, i.e., n = 3 and s = 0 and
2
v € (0,%). In this situation, there may or may not be extremals for s, o(R"}).
If they do exist, we can then argue as before —using the same test functions— to
2
conclude existence of extremals under the same conditions, that is either v < ™ 1
and the mean curvature of J€2 at 0 is negative, or v > "24_1 and the mass m,(£2)
is positive. However, if no extremal exist for p,,0(R’}), then as noted in (I4)), we
have that

Jan |Vu|? dz 1
R?) = inf R = ,
,UJ’y,O( Jr) w€DL2(R™)\ {0} (fRn |u|2* dx)z% K(TL, 2)2

and we are back to the case of the Yamabe problem with no boundary singularity.
This means that one needs to resort to a more standard notion of mass R (£, z¢)
associated to L, and an interior point xp € €. One can then construct suitable
test-functions in the spirit of Schoen [47]. In order to define the “internal mass”,
we show that for a given v € (0,vx(€2)), any solution G of

—AG—#Gzo in Q\ {zo}
G>0 inQ\{zo}
G=0 ond0N\{0},

is unique up to multiplication by a constant, and that for any xg € 2, there exists
R, (Q,z0) € R (independent of G) and cg > 0 such that

G(a:)—cc;< !

W + R'Y(Qa IO)) + 0(1) as r — Xo.
The quantity R, (€2, zo) is well defined, and we prove the following.

Theorem 1.9. Let 2 be a bounded smooth domain of R® such that 0 € 9Q. In
particular 3+ < yu () < 3.

(1) If vu(Q) < v < §, then there are extremals for pyo(€2).

(2) If 0 < v < yu (), and if there exists xg € Q such that R (2, zo) > 0, then
there are extremals for pi,0(Q2), under either one of the following conditions:
(a) v <2 and the mean curvature of 9 at 0 is negative.
(b) v > 2 and the mass m~(Q) is positive.
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More precisely, if there are extremals for j., o(R?), then conditions (a) and (b)
are sufficient to get extremals for i, o(€2). If there are no extremals for j., o(R?),
then the positivity of the internal mass R+ (£, zo) is sufficient to get extremals for
try.0(92). We refer to Theorem [IT.3] for a precise statement. The following table
summarizes our findings.

TABLE 1. Singular Sobolev-Critical term: s > 0

| Hardy term | Dimension | Geometric condition | Extremal |
—00 <7y < "24_1 n>3 Negative mean curvature at 0 Yes
"24_1 <v< %z n>3 Positive boundary-mass Yes

TABLE 2. Non-singular Sobolev-Critical term: s =0

| Hardy term | Dim. | Geometric condition | Extr.
0<y< "24*1 n = 3 | Negative mean curvature at 0 & Positive internal mass | Yes
n>4 Negative mean curvature at 0 Yes
# << % n=23 Positive boundary-mass & Positive internal mass Yes
n>4 Positive boundary mass Yes
<0 n>3 - No

Notations: in the sequel, C;(a,b,...) (i = 1,2, ...) will denote constants depending
on a,b,.... The same notation can be used for different constants, even in the same
line.

2. OLD AND NEW INEQUALITIES INVOLVING SINGULAR WEIGHTS

The following general form of the Hardy inequality is well known. See for example
the thesis of Cowan [I1] or the book of Ghoussoub-Moradifam [2I]. We include here
a proof for completeness.

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a connected open subset of R™ and consider p € C*(Q)
such that p > 0 and —Ap > 0. Then for anyu € D%2(Q) we have that \/p=1(—A)pu €
L?(Q) and

(24) /_Apuzdx§/|Vu|2dx.
Q P Q

Moreover, the case of equality is achieved exactly on Rp N DY2(Q). In particular,
if p & DY2(), there are no nontrival extremals for ([24)).

Proof of Theorem [2.1: The proof relies of the following integral identity:
—-A
(25) / IV (pv)[? da _/ "2 ()2 da = / p2|Vo)2 dz > 0
Q Q P Q
for all v € C2°(§2). This identity is a straightforward integration by parts. Since

p,—Ap >0 in Q, it follows from density arguments that for any u € D12(£2), then
p~1(—=A)pu € L?(Q) and (24) holds.
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Assume now that there exists ug € DV?(Q) \ {0} that is an extremal for 24)). In
other words, we have that

Aﬂz

d;C—/ |Vug|? de.
Q

Let (u;); € C2°(Q) be such that lim;, ;o0 u; = ug in DV2(2) and define v;(x) =

7; ;)) for all z €  and all ¢. This is well defined since u; has compact support in

Q: therefore v; € C2°(Q) for all i. Since D}?(Q) C DY2(R"), Sobolev’s embedding
theorem yields convergence of u; to ug in L2”/("’2)(Q). Since p > 0 in Q, we then
get that (v;); is uniformly bounded in H1 1oc(£2). It then follows from reflexivity
and a diagonal argument that there exists v € H7 ;,.(€2) such that

lim v; = v in Hy 1, ().

i—>+400

Applying @8) to v; = p~'u; yields lim;_, 4o [ p?|Vv;|* dz = 0. Therefore, for any
w CC €2, we have that

/ |Vo|? de < 1_im+inf/ |V | dz = 0.
w 1—+00 w

Therefore [ |Vu|[*dz = 0 for all w CC €, and then there exists ¢ € R such that
v = ¢. Up to extracting additional subsequence, we can assume that u;(z) and
v;(x) converges respectively to ug(z) and v(x) respectively when i — 400 for a.e.
x € Q. Therefore, ug(z) = c- p(z) for a.e. & € Q. Since ug # 0, we have that
¢ # 0 and then p € DV2(Q). For dimensional reasons, the equality is then achieved
exactly on Rpn D1:2(R™). This ends the case of equality in case there is a nontrivial
extremal.

Assume now that p € DV2(Q). We let (p;) € C°(2) such that lim; o0 p; = p in
D2(Q)). Without loss of generality, we can assume that p;(x) — p(z) as i — +o0
for a.e. x € Q. We define v; := £ € C2°(2). We have that vi(z) — 1 as i — 400
for a.e. z € Q. For any 14, j, (25) yields

—Ap

[ 0= o= [ =22 gy dn = [ V(- 0P o
Q P Q

Therefore (pVv;); is a Cauchy sequence in L?(2,R™), and therefore, there exists

X € L*(Q,R™) such that

(26) lim pVo; = X in L2(Q,R™).

1——+o00
Arguing as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 2.1l we get that there exists
v € HY,,.(Q) such that lim; s o0 v; = v in H} . (Q). Since vi(x) — 1 as i — 400

for a.e. x € , we get that v = 1 and therefore Vv = 0, which yields X =0 It
then follows from (26) that (pVv;); goes to 0 in L?(Q,R™). Using again (2] yields

A
(27) Q|sz|2d:1c—/ —ppfd:E:/Qp2|Vvi|2dx.

Therefore, letting i — 400 yields [, [Vp[*dz = [, _TApp2 dx, and then p is an
extremal for (24)).

The general case follows from the case of the existence of an extremal and the case
p € D*%(Q). This ends the proof of Theorem 2.11 O
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The above theorem applies to various weight functions p. See for example the
paper of Cowan [11] or the book [2I]. For this paper, we need it for the following
inequality.

Corollary 2.2. Fiz 1 <k <n, we then have the following inequality.
n+2k—2\> ka xR~k |Vul? dx
— ) = inf —* =
“ fRixR"*k Tap? 4
where the infimum is taken over all u in DV“2(RX x R"=%)\ {0}. Moreover, the
imfimum is never achieved.

Proof of Corollary[2.2: Take p(z) := x1...xx|z| " for all z € Q :=RE x R"=#\ {0}.
Then %Ap = o2k 2-0) e then maximize the constant by taking a := (n+

3

[
2k — 2)/2. Since p ¢ D"?(RE x R"~*), Theorem 21l applies and we obtain that
2k — 2\ 2
(28) <L> / L da g/ V|2 da
2 RE xR7—F |z| RE xRm—F

for all u € DV2(RE x R"7F).

It remains to prove that the constant in (28] is optimal. This will be achieved via the
following test-function estimates. Construct a sequence (pc)eso € DV2(RE x R =F)
as follows. Starting with p(z) = z1...xk|z|~%, we fix § > 0 and define

‘f|ﬁp($) if |z| < e
(29) pe(z) =9 p(z) ife<|z| < %

le-al Pp(a) iffa] > 1
with o := (n + 2k — 2)/2. As one checks, p. € D'2(RE x R"™*) for all € > 0. The
changes of variables z = ey and = = e~ 'z yield
2
JB.(0) 1tz dz = O(L), .10 VPl dz = O(1),

o Edr = O0(), famg o [Vpe2dz = O(1)
R™\B, 1 (0) Ta[? » JrR\B, 1 (0) IV Pe

(30)

when € — 0. Integrating by parts yields

.\
/ VpPde — / 282 2 e 4 O(1)
B, 1(0\B(0) B1(0\B:(0) P

2k —2\? 2
(31) — (L ) / Lz +0(1),
2 B, (0\B.(0) 7]

when € — 0. Using polar coordinates yields

& 2
Hl‘i do.

? 1
(32) / L dz = C(2)In - where C(2) := 2 /
B, (0\B.(0) || € P

§n—1
Therefore, 30), 1) and B32)) yield
Jar i [Vpe|* dz 2%k — 2\ 2
i = (n+ ) +o(1)

2
Pe_ 2
f]R’jrx]R"*k [z|2 dx
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as € — 0, and we are done. Note that the infimum is never achieved since p ¢
DV2(RE x R™~F). This ends the proof of Corollary 221 O

Another approach to prove Corollary2.2]is to see Ri xR"* as a cone generated by
a domain of the sphere. Then the Hardy constant is given by the Hardy constant of
R™ plus the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian of the above domain of the canonical
sphere. This point of view is developed in Pinchover-Tintarev [43] (see also Fall-
Musina [18] and Ghoussoub-Moradifam [21] for an exposition in book form).

We get the following generalized Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality.

Proposition 2.3. Let Q be an open subset of R™. Let p,p' € C*(Q) be such that
p,p >0 and —Ap,—Ap' > 0. Fiz s € [0,2] and assume that there exists € € (0,1)
and p. € C*(Q) such that

AN -A
e <(1—e) Pe
P Pe
Then we have that

in Q with pe, —Ape > 0.

—Ap s/2 . =
(33) /( - ) p¥ D |u|? ) dy SC/p2|Vu|2dx
Q P Q
for alluw € C°(Q).

Proof of Proposition [Z.3: The Sobolev inequality yields the existence of C(n) > 0
such that

2

(/Q lul? da:>2_F SC(n)/Q|Vu|2dx

for all w € C°(Q), where 2* = 2*(0) = -2&. A Holder inequality interpolating

between this Sobolev inequality and the Hardy inequality (24]) for p’ yields the
existence of C' > 0 such that

_ / 5/2 N 2%(5)
(34) / (ﬁ) [u|?" ) da §C/ |Vul|? de
Q P Q

for all u € C°(£2). The identity ([25]) for p and @24)) for p. yield for v € C°(Q),
—-A
[k = [ Voo [ =20 ds
Q Q P

Q

2 Xr — — _Aps 'UQ X
/Q|v<pv>| dr — (1 >/ (p)? d

Pe

Y]

Y]

e [ IV(pv)l?
Q

Taking u := pv in ([B4) and using this latest inequality yield (33). This ends the
proof of Proposition 2.3 O

Here is an immediate consequence.

Corollary 2.4. Fiz k € {1,...,n — 1}. There exists then a constant C :=
C(a,b,n) > 0 such that for all uw € C(RE x R"™F), the following inequality holds:

2
(39) ( [l (Hi—f_lxi)‘ﬂuw) <c (0 y,)” ]|V,
R RE xRk

k —k
T xR
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n—2+2k _ 2n
T n—2+20b-a)

Proof of Corollary[27) Define p(x) = p/(x) = (IIE_ 2;) |2~ and pe(x) = (ITE_ 2;) [z~
for all z € Ri x R"~F. Here, we have that
Ap' aln—242k—a) —Ap: (n—2+ 2k)?
- = 2 and = 2
p || pe 4|
Apply Proposition 23] with this data, with suitable a, b, ¢ to get Corollary 24l [

n— 2+2k

Remark: Observe that by taking k& = 0, we recover the classical Caffarelli-Kohn-
Nirenberg inequalities (B). However, one does not see any improvement in the
integrability of the weight functions since (II¥_; ;) [z[~ is of order k —a > —(n —
2)/2, hence as close as we wish to (n —2)/2. The relevance here appears when one
considers the Hardy inequality of Corollary

3. ESTIMATES FOR THE BEST CONSTANT IN THE HARDY INEQUALITY

As mentioned in the introduction, the best constant in the Hardy inequality

~vu () := inf {7

does not depend on the domain € C R™ if the singularity 0 belongs to the interior

(n—2)*
1

of Q. It is always equal to . We have seen, however, in the last section that

the situation changes whenever 0 € 09, since yug(R"}) = "Tz. Some properties of

the best Hardy constants have been studied by Fall-Musina [I8] and Fall [I7]. In
this section, we shall collect whatever information we shall need later on about g .

Proposition 3.1. vy satisfies the following properties:

. n— 2
(1) For any smooth domain Q such 0 € Q, we have vy (2) = ( 42) .

(2) If0 €09, then (2" (@) <
(3) vu(Q) =2 for every § such that 0 € 9Q and Q C R”}.
(4) If yu(Q) < " then it is attained in DY2(Q).
(5) We have 1nf{7H( ); 0 €09} = ("72)2 forn > 3.
(6) For every € > O there exists a smooth domain R C Q. C R™ such that
2
0 € 990, and = —eS”yH(QE) <.
Proof of Proposition[31l: Properties (1)-(2)-(3)-(4) are well known (See Fall-Musina
18] and Fall [I7]). However, we sketch proofs since we will make frequent use
of the test functions involved. Note first that Corollary already yields that

TL2
vu(RY) = o

Proof of (2): Since  C R™, we have that yg(Q) > yg(R") = ("_42)2. Assume
by contradiction that g () = @. It then follows from Theorem [£4] below
(applied with s = 2) that vy (Q) is achieved by a function in ug € D?(Q) \ {0}
(note that po~ () = vu(2) — 7). Therefore, vy (R™) is achieved in D?(R™).
Up to taking |ug|, we can assume that ug > 0. Therefore, the Euler-Lagrange
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equation and the maximum principle yield ug > 0 in R™: this is impossible since
2
up € DV2(Q). Therefore vy (Q) > %.

For the other inequality, the standard proof normally uses the fact that the domain
contains an interior sphere that is tangent to the boundary at 0. We choose here to
perform another proof based on test-functions, which will be used again to prove
Proposition 1l It goes as follows: since 2 is a smooth bounded domain of R™ such
that 0 € 09, there exists U, V open subsets of R™ such that 0 € U, 0 € V and there
exists ¢ € C*°(U, V) be a diffeomophism such that ¢(0) = 0 and

e(UN{z1 >0})=¢U)NQand (U N{x1 =0}) = (U) NON.

Moreover, we can and shall assume that dgo is an isometry. Let n € C°(U)
such that n(z) = 1 for x € Bs(0) for some 6 > 0 small enough, and consider
(ate)es0 € (0,400) such that ae = o(e) as € = 0. For € > 0, define

n—2

(37) uo(z) = ny)ae * pe (ai) forall z € p(U)NQ, z = o(y),
0 elsewhere.

Here p. is constructed as in (29) with & = 1. Now fix o € [0, 2], and note that only
the case o = 2 is needed for the above proposition. We then have as € — 0,

Ue 2" (U) Ue © (T 2% (o)
/ | |y||v -/, Iso((:v))l" Hac(p)(w)| dx
+

e 0 ()2 @)
= [ A Ofel o

2* (o)
= / U0 Y07y 1 O(ja])) di + O(1).
Bs(0)NR7 |$|

Dividing B;s(0) = (B5(0) \ Be-14,(0))U(Bc-14,(0) \ Bea, (0)) UBeq, (0) and arguing
as in (30) to [B2), we get as e — 0,

Jue(y)[* ()|* (U) / uz o p(z)% (@
- = ————— (1 +O(|z])) dz + O(1)
/ |y| [B. 1., (0\Bea, (0)]NRY ||
2" (o)
= / 0 f@7 7 ony
[Be*1a€ (0\Bea (0)]0R1 |$|
2* (o)
_ / p(x) D ot o)
(Bt (O\Bea, ()L 12]
Passing to polar coordinates yields
2" (o) 1
(38) /Mdyzcw)ln——i-O(l) as € — 0,
Q ly|” €
2 (o)
where C(0) := 2 [g, 1 [[[i; do.
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Similar arguments yield

/|VU5|2 dy = / |vusO@($)|2(1+O(|I|)d{p—|—0(1)
@ B -1, (0\Bea, (0)NRY}

/ Ve o o(x)* do + O(1)
B.-1,, (0\Bea. (0)NRY

/ Vo) dz +0(1)
B,_1(0)\B.(0)NR"

as € — 0. Using BI) and 32) yield
9 n? 1
(39) [Vue|*dy = ZC@) In-+0(1) ase—0.
Q €

As a consequence, we get that

Vu|*d 2
%—%—I—o(l) as € — 0.
@ Taf? 47

In particular, we get that vy (Q) < ”TQ, which proves the large inequality in (2).

Proof of (3). Assume that O C R7, then D"?(Q) c D"?(R7), and therefore
Yu () > vu (R} ) = n?/4. With the reverse inequality already given by (2), we get
that v (€2) = n?/4 for all Q C R such that 0 € 9.

Proof of (4). This will be a particular case of Theorem .4l when s = 2.

Proof of (5). Let Qg be a bounded domain of R™ such that 0 € Q¢ (i.e., it is
not on the boundary). Given § > 0, we chop out a ball of radius 6/4 with 0 on its
boundary to define

— =
Qs = QO\B% <(T’O""’O))
Note that for § > 0 small enough, Q2 is smooth and 0 € 9{2. We now prove that

(n—2)?

(40) lim v (Q5) = )

Define n; € C°°(R"™) such that

{0 i<l
M= 1 i 2] > 2,

and let ns(z) := (67 1x) for all § > 0 and z € R™. Fix U € C2°(R") and consider
for any § > 0, an €5 > 0 such that

lim — = lim es = 0.
6—0 €y 6—0

For § > 0, we define
_n-2
us(z) :=ns(v)e; 2 Uley'x) for all x € Qs.

For 6 > 0 small enough, we have that us € C°(s). A change of variable yields

2 2
/ u_gdx:/ U (22) da
E] e |Z] Y
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for all § > 0 small enough. Since § = o(g5) as § — 0, the dominated convergence
theorem yields
2 U2
lim Yo gy = / dz.
R

5—0 Jo, |z|? . a2

For € > 0 small enough, we have that

/ Vus|?de = / |Vu5|2dx=/ v (U-ni) 2 do

Qs R™ R €5

(41) = / |VU|2772i da:—l—/ s (—Ani) U?dz.
n £s Rn €6 £s

Let R > 0 be such that U has support in Bg(0). We then have that

€s

/nn% (—An%) Ulde = O<(?)2V01(BR(O)ﬂSupp (—An;;é)))

of(8) )

as § — 0 since n > 3. This latest identity, (@Il and the dominated convergence
theorem yield

lim |Vu§|2dx:/ |VU|? da.
6—0 Qg Rn

Therefore, for U € C°(R™), we have
fszé |Vus|? dx _ Jgn IVU|? dx

lim sup vg (2s) < ;im

550 20 fo ek da Jan B dr
Taking the infimum over all U € C°(R"™), we get that
] ) fRn |VU|? dx (n—2)2
lim su Q) < inf = = R™) =
msupyn (o) < ik [ vu(R") 1

Since vy (Q5) > ("_42)2 for all § > 0, this completes the proof of [{0), yielding (5).

Proof of (6). The proof uses the following observation.

Lemma 3.2. Let (®))reny € CH(R™,R™) be such that

(42) L (@ = Tdgnlloo + V(@5 — Idge)]lo) = 0 and @x(0) = 0.

Let D C R™ be an open domain such that 0 € 9D (the domain is not necessarily

bounded nor regular), and set Dy := @i (D) for all k € N. Then 0 € Dy, for all
k€N and

(43) lim yp(Dy) = yu(D).

k—+oo

Proof of Lemma 32 If u € C°(Dy,), then uwo & € C°(D) and

/Dk Vul?dr — / V(10 @), g e do,

+

u_2 . - (uo ®p(x))? ae .
/D d /R o Pl 5. (@) de

w2l no [ @x(@)]?
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Assumption ([2) yields that

lim sup (" ’ + sup |(9; ®x(2), 0Py () — diz)| + [Jac(Py,) — 1|> =0
k=400 zep || 4]

where §;; = 1 if i = j and 0 otherwise. Therefore, for any € > 0, there exists ko
such that for all u € C°(Dy) and k > ko,

(1+€)/D|V(UO‘I)1€)|2dJC2/ |Vu|? dz > (1—6)/D|V(uo<1>k)|2dx,

Dy,
and
P 2 2 P 2
(1+5)/ (wo®il@))? kQ(I)) dx z/ Zdr> (1 5)/ (w0 ()" ’“2(;”)) da.
D || Dy 17 D ||
We can now deduce [#3) by using a standard density argument. This completes

the proof of Lemma O

We now prove (6) of Proposition Bl Let ¢ € C*°(R"™1) such that 0 < ¢ < 1,
©(0) = 0, and @(2’) = 1 for all 2/ € R"! such that |2/| > 1. For t > 0, define
®y(x1,2') = (21 — to(a’),a’) for all (z1,2') € R™. Set € := ®,(R7) and apply
Lemma [3.2] to note that lim._,q WH(Q,:) =vuRY) = ”72. Since ¢ > 0, ¢ Z 0, we
have that R} C Q, for all t > 0. To get (6) it suffices to take Q. := € for t > 0
small enough.

4. ESTIMATES ON THE BEST CONSTANTS IN THE HARDY-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

As in the case of vy (), the best Hardy-Sobolev constant

fQ [Vul? dz — 'Vfﬂ \1\2

w2* (s) 2*(3)
fQ \z\s

will depend on the geometry of € whenever 0 € 02. In this section, we collect
general facts that will be used throughout the paper.

foy,s(€2) := inf ;u € DY2(Q)\ {0}

Proposition 4. 1 Let Q be a bounded smooth domain such that 0 € OS2.
(1) If v < 2, then .y s(Q) > —oc.

(2) If v > I, then py s(Q) = —oo0.
Moreover,

(3) If v <ym(§), then py,5(€2) > 0.
(4) If vu(Q) <y < - then0>,u,ys(ﬂ)>—oo.
(5) If v = ”YH(Q) 4 , then /L’y,S(Q) =0.

iy . 2
Proof of Proposztzon [£.1 We first assume that v < %-. Let € > 0 be such that

(1 +e)y < 2. It follows from Proposition 3] that there exists C. > 0 such that
for all v € D1 2((2),

n? u? 5 5
— [ —zdr<(1+¢ | [Vul*do+Cc [ u”dz.
4 Jq || Q Q
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For any u € DY2(Q) \ {0}, we have
(1- i—l(l +€)) [o |Vul* dz — i—gCe Jou?dx
|u‘2*(s) 2*2(3)

fQ R

4 2dx
e, Jou —.
n \u|2 (s) 2% (s)
fQ Tzls

It follows from Holder’s inequahty that there exists C' > 0 independent of u such

that [, u*dz < (fQ B ‘s( ) dx) e . It then follows that JS (u) > ~23C.C for all

u € D2(Q) \ {0}. Therefore pu (€2) > —co whenever v < 72.

Q
Js(u)

Y

Assume now that v > 42 and define for every € > 0 a function u. € DV?(Q2) as in
@7). Tt then follows from [B8) and [B9) that as e — 0,

79 ) - (%2—7) 0(2)1n%+(2)(1) _ <<n_2_7) LQ)Q+O(1)> (ml)%.

(C(s)In L +0(1)) = O(s)7

Since s < 2 and vy > "4—2, we then get that lim._,q Jﬁs(ua—) = —o0, and therefore
fiy,s(§2) = —o0.

Now assume that v < v (€2). Sobolev’s embedding theorem yields that 1o s(£2) > 0,
hence the result is clear for all v < 0. If now 0 < v < vy (Q), it follows from the
definition of vy () that for all u € D¥2(Q) \ {0},

Q _
I, (u) =

Jo IVul? = Jo 1 |m|2 N <1_ 0 ) Jo | Vul? dx
> 5 (

w2 () 27 (s) Q * T
—dx)? ® () 7@ g \F®
(Jo “rr—d) Jo 2 g )

B
> <1 - #@) Ho.(9).

Therefore fiy 4(2) > (1 - #@D) to,s(€2) > 0 when v < vg ().

We now assume that v5(2) < v < "TZ. It follows from Proposition B.] (4), that
v () is attained. We let ug be such an extremal. In particular J (2,5 (u) >

0= J»?H(Q),s(uf))v and therefore (i, (0 s(22) = 0. Since vH(Q)2< v < ’Z , then
J(ug) < 0, and therefore 1, 4(€) < 0 when v (Q2) < v < Z-. This ends the
proof of Proposition .11 O

Remark 4.2. The case v = "Tz is unclear and anything can happen at that value

of 4. For example, if v () < "Tz then ”%Q,S(Q) < 0, while if v5(Q) = ”TQ then

P2 () > 0. It is our guess that many examples reflecting different regimes can
=,

be constructed.
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Proposition 4.3. Assume v < "4—2 and s € [0,2]. Then, for any € > 0, there exists
C: > 0 such that for all u € DY2(Q),

(44)

2
) <y (o)
dx < | ———+c¢ Vul® — dr + C u” dx.
(sz |z =\ Hy,s(RY) Q [V FY| |2 ° Ja

Proof of Proposition [{.3: Fix ¢ > 0. We first claim that there exists . > 0 such
that for all v € C° (22N By, (0)),

|U|2*(S) =® 1 2 u?
@) ([Ma) T < @D e [ (19 -0ty )
o |7l Q | |

Indeed, for two open subsets of R™ containing 0, we may define a diffeomorphism
@ : U — V such that ¢(0) = 0, o(UNRY) = p(U)NQ and p(UNIRY ) = o(U)NOQ.
Moreover, we can also assume that dipg is a linear isometry. In particular

(46) |¢"Eucl — Eucl|(z) < Clz| and |p(z)| = [z] - (1 + O(Jz|))

for x € U. If now u € C(p(Bs(0)) N ), then v := uo p € CF(Bs(0) NRY). If
g := ¢~ ™Eucl denotes the metric induced by ¢, then we get from (@6),

2 2

2% (s) 2% (s) 2% 2% (s)
(/ ful . dx) < / [0 S|Jac o(x)| dx

o |7l Bs(0)NR? ()]
2

e B0

T
Bs(0)NR™ ||

2
(1+05)MS(R1)—1/ (|W|2 . 2) dz
B5(0)NR? ||

IN

IN

1+C6 / ( 2 yu? ) 1
< - Vul; — ————5 | |[Jac ¢ " (z)| dx
i) Jomsona \ - ™ 1 ) 1720 ¢ @)

2
< o@D [ (190 o) ds
Q
U2
(47) +Cs6 <|Vu|2 ||2) dz.
Q

We also have that
2

2
u v
—dx = / dx = / ———|Jac(p)(x)| dx
a |z? (Bs(0)NR7) |33| Bs(0)NR7Y lo(@)[?

2
= / 2(1+O(|x|)dw< (1+015)/ L da
Bs(0)NR? |z] R |z

and

|Vu|*de = / |Vul|? de = / |Vol?, |Jac(p)(z)| dz
/Q ©(Bs(0)NR™) Bs(0)NR™ ¢*Eucl

/ |Vol2(1 + O(|z]) do > (1—026)/ |Vv|? d,
Bs(0)NR"

RY
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where C1,Cs > 0 are independent of 6 and v. Hardy’s inequality (28] then yields
for all u € C°(¢(Bs(0) NRY)),

n2/ u? 1+ Ch6
<

—dx < Vul?dz < 1+C§/Vu2d:1c.
) = 1—0C%% Q| | ( 29) sz' |

Since v < ”TQ, there exists then ¢ > 0 such that for § > 0 small enough,

2
cfl/ |Vul? dz §/ <|Vu|2—’yu—2) dz Sc/ |Vul? de
Q Q || Q

for all u € C(¢(Bs(0)) N Q). Plugging these latest inequalities in (A7) yields (5]
by taking J. small enough.

Consider now 7 € C*°(R™) such that /77, /T — 7 € C*(R™), such that n(z) = 1 for
x € Bs_/5(0) and n(z) = 0 for ¢ Bs_(0). We shall use the notation

wl? N7
||w||p7|w|7s = ( dzr .

o |zl

For u € C2°(Q2), use Holder’s inequality to write

|u|?" () P , . 2
0 [2] dx = NPllzw e = e’ + (=)l

A

= P [ P8

2 2

IVul3e ), jw)—e + 1V = 0ull3e (5), )
Since (/nu € C(Bs, (0) N ), it follows from inequality (&3] that

Ja] =+

IN

2
u2*(s) 2%(s) B nu?
([Era)™ = @ a0 [ (WGP -2 ) d
o |7l 9) ||
VT = null3e o). o)~
<

2
@D ) [ (1VaP - ns) o0 [ i
Q || Q
(49) HIVT = nul3e (g) o)

Case 1: s =0. Then 2*(s) = 2* and it follows from Sobolev’s inequality that

VI =l e < K(n,2)? /Q IV (/T 7)) de
(50) < K(n, 2)2/(1—77)|Vu|2d;v+0/ u? dr,
Q Q

where K (n,2) is the optimal Sobolev constant defined in ([[4). Since s = 0, it
follows from ([253) that K (n,2)? < p s(R%) ™. It then follows from (B0) that

VTl < @D 40 [ (902 =2 ) ao

Q
(51) +C / u? da.
Q

Plugging together (@9) and (5I)) yields (@4]) when s = 0.
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Case 2: 0 < s < 2. We let v > 0 be a positive number to be fixed later. Since
2 < 2*(s) < 2*, the interpolation inequality yields the existence of C, > 0 such
that

||\/1 — ’I]UHS*(S)"EVS < CH V 1- 77“”3*(5)
< C(u||\/1—nu||§*+cu||v1—77u||§)
< O (vEm 22 IV(/T=m)l} + CllVT=nul3)

We choose v > 0 such that vK (n,2)? < pu, s(R7?)™' + €. Then we get (5I) and we
conclude (4) in the case when 2 > s > 0 by combining it with (Z9).

Case 3: s = 2. This is the easiest case, since then

1—n)u)?
|Wummmﬁs_éﬁﬂ%lmsmﬁwm

This completes the proof of ({4 for all s € [0,2], and therefore of Proposition 13
.

Now we prove the following result, which will be central for the sequel. The proof

is standard.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that v < "72, 0 < s <2 and that piys(Q) < piy,s(R7Y).
Then there are extremals for piy (). In particular, there exists a minimizer u in
DY2(Q) \ {0} that is a positive solution to the equation

“Au—yy = p S(Q)Lsifl on O

[z] v [z]

(52) u > 0 on 00
u = 0 on 0.

Proof of Theorem [[} Let (u;) € DY2(2) \ {0} be a minimizing sequence for
fiy,5(€), that is J$ (u;) = py,s(Q) 4+ 0(1) as i = +o0. Up to multiplying by a
constant, we can assume that

|’LL7;|2*(S) )
(53) dr =1 for all i,
o |zf°
u?
(54) / <|Vui|2 - ’Y|$T2) dz = p1y,(Q) + 0o(1) as i — +o0.
Q

We show that (u;); is bounded in D*?(Q). Indeed, (53) yields that

(55) quidr < C < oo for all 4.
Fix ¢y > 0 and use Proposition 3 and (G3) to get that

(56) %2 Jo % de < (1+4€o) [, |[Vui|*de+C  for all i.

Since v < "4—2, up to taking ey > 0 small enough, this latest inequality combined
with (54) yield the boundedness of (u;); in DY?(Q). It follows that there exists
u € D12(2) such that, up to a subsequence, (u;) goes to u weakly in D>?(Q) and

strongly in L?(Q) as i — +oo.
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*(s)
We now show that fQ lu]? 9

EE

dr = 1. For that, define 0; := u; — u € DY2(Q)
for all i. In particular, 6; goes to 0 weakly in D%?(Q) and strongly in L*() as
i — +00. In particular, we have as i — 400,

2% (s) 2% (s) 0. 2% (s)
(57) 1_/|“| de = |“|| e 0" 4 o(1)

|[* Q |7 o |z

and

(58) [y, s(€2) :/Q (|Vu|2 —7| |22> d:c—i—/ (|V6‘ 2 —7|972) dx + o(1),

For € > 0, it follows from the definition of i, s(€2) and from ([@4) that, as i — 400

|u|2*(s) 2*2(5) )
(59) @ ([ 2L 2a00) 7 < [ (1vup -t o
o |7l Q 2|

and

9 2% (s) 2*2(\) 92
60 Goe®@) -0 ([ BETa) ™ < [ (1902 - ) aoot)

Summing these two inequalities and using (B7) and (B8) and passing to the limit,
as ¢ — 400, yields

|u|2*(s) 2%@) |u|2*(s) 2%(3)
Hy,s(Q) [ 1= ( . dw) > (py,s(RY) —€) (1 - . dw)
o |z o |z
|u|2 (s) 2%(5)
2 (@) =0 |1 f P )

Since f1y,6(Q2) < fiq,s(R7}), then by taking e > 0 small enough, we finally conclude

IERE)
that [, l \‘m\s de =1.

It remains to show that v is an extremal for p. 4(€2). For that, note that since
ENE) .
Jo [l " da = 1, the definition of 11, () yields Jo (|Vu|2 7‘1‘2) dz > fiy,5(9).

EIE
The second term in the right-hand-side of (B8] is nonnegative due to (G0). There-
fore, we get that [, (|Vu|2 - 7%) dx = i, s(Q). This proves the claim and ends

the proof of Theorem [£.4] O

5. SUB- AND SUPER-SOLUTIONS FOR THE EQUATION L,u = a(z)u

Here and in the sequel, we shall assume that 0 € OS2, where ) is a smooth
domain. In this section, we shall construct basic sub- and super-solutions for the
equation L,u = a(x)u, where a(x) = O(|z|"~2) for some 7 > 0.

First recall from the introduction that two solutions for L,u = 0, with v = 0 on
OR" are of the form u(z) = z1|x|~%, where a € {a_(7), ay(y)} with

(61) a () =%-\% -7 and ap(y)=%+% -7

These solutions will be the building blocks for sub- and super-solutions of more
general linear equations involving L.
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Proposition 5.1. Let v < "72 and o € {a_(7),ayr(y)}. Let 0 < 7 < 1 and
B € R such that o — 7 < 8 < a and B & {a—(y),ar(v)}. Then, there exist
Uty Ua,— € C(Q\ {0}) such that

Ug, 45 Ue,— > 0 in QN B,.(0)

Ug, 45 Ue,— = 0 in 00N B.(0)
(62) —Atg + — %uoﬁr >0 inQNB,.(0)

—Aug - — %"fmua,, <0 inQnNB.(0).

Moreover, we have as ¢ — 0, x € Q, that

(63) w0+ (2) = T2 (1L 0(121°0)) and e, () =

||

d(x,00)

||

(1+0(|z|*=7)).

Proof of Proposition[2.1t We first choose an adapted chart to lift the basic solutions
from R’}. Since 0 € 02 and € is smooth, there exists U, V' two bounded domains of

R” such that 0 € U, 0 € V, and there exists ¢ € C°°(U, V) a C*°—diffeomorphism
such that ¢(0) =0,

c(UN{z; >0})=c0)NQand ¢(UN{x; =0}) =c(U)NA.
The orientation of dQ is chosen in such a way that for any 2’ € U N {z; = 0},
{810(05 I/)a 820(05 I/)v KRR 8716(07 'I/)}

is a direct basis of R” (canonically oriented). For 2/ € UN{xz; = 0}, we define v/(z’)
as the unique orthonormal inner vector at the tangent space T 502 (it is chosen
such that {v(z'), d2¢(0,2'),...,0,c(0,2')} is a direct basis of R™). In particular,
on R? := {x; > 0}, v(z') := (1,0,...,0).

Here and in the sequel, we write for any r > 0
(64) B, := (—r,r) x Bl"(0)

where Bﬁn_l)(O) denotes the ball of center 0 and radius r in R*~!. It is standard
that there exists § > 0 such that

Bgls — R™
(r1,2") e Rx R ¢(0,2') + z1v(2')

(65) .
is a C*° —diffeomorphism onto its open image cp(f?g(;), and

(66)  @(Bas N {1 > 0}) = ¢(Bas) N2 and @(Bas N {1 = 0}) = (Bas) NOQ.
We also have for all 2/ € Bs(0)"~1),

(67)  w(z') is the outer orthonormal vector at the tangent space T,y 5)0f2.

An important remark is that

(68) d(p(z1,2'),0Q) = |x1| for all (z1,2") € Bas close to 0.

Consider the metric g := ¢*Eucl on Bags, that is the pull-back of the Euclidean

metric Eucl via the diffeomorphism ¢. Following classical notations, we define

(69) gij () = (0sp(x), 050(7)) Fy for all z € Bosand i,j =1,...,n.
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Up to a change of coordinates, we can assume that (92¢(0), ..., 9,9(0)) is an or-
thogonal basis of Tpd€2. In other words, we then have that

(70) 9ij(0) = §;; for all 4,5 =1,...,n.

We claim that
(71) gi1(x) = 01 for all x € Bos and i =1, ...,n.

Indeed, for any & = (21, ') € Bas, we have that d;¢(z) = v(z'), which is a unitary
vector. Therefore g11(x) = 1. For ¢ > 2, we have

g1i(x) = ((2"), 0i0(0,2") + 210i(2") ) gyl = ((2'), 0ip(0, 7)) pyer +210; (Jv(2")]?) /2.
Since v(z') is orthogonal to the tangent space spanned by (J2¢(0, '), ..., In(0,2"))
and |v(z)| = 1, we get that g1;(z) = 0, which proves (I)).

Fix now o € R and consider © € C®(Bys) such that ©(0) = 0 and which will
be constrllcted later (independently of «) WiNth additional needed properties. Fix
n € C°(Bas) such that n(z) = 1 for all x € Bs. Define u, € C*(Q\ {0}) as
(72) Ug 0 (1,2 := )z || ~(1 + O(x)) for all (z1,2') € Bas \ {0}.
In particular, u,(z) > 0 for all € ¢(Bas) NQ and uq(x) = 0 on Q \ p(Bas).

We claim that with a good choice of ©, we have that

(73) —Aug = 2, + 0 (—“‘*(w)) as x — 0.

]
Indeed, using the chart ¢, we have that
(—Aug) o p(a1,2") = —Ag(uq o @) (w1, ")

for all (z1,2') € Bs \ {0}. Here, —A, is the Laplace operator associated to the
metric g, that is

—Ag = —g" (9;; —T500),
where

1 m
F?j = Egk (azg]m + 5J£hm - Bmgij) ,

and (¢g%/) is the inverse of the matrix (g;;). Here and in the sequel, we have adopted
Einstein’s convention of summation. It follows from (1)) that

(“Aug)op = —Aguuacy)— > (97 —67) 0 (uq o )
i,j>2
(74) +g T} 01 (ua 0 @) + > g7TF0(ua 0 ).
k>2

It follows from the definition (72]) that there exists C' > 0 such that for any 4, j, k >
2, we have that

104 (a0 @) (w1,2")] < Cla| - [2|7*7% and |0k (ua © @) (21,2")| < Clan| - 2|77,

for all (z1,2') € Bs \ {0}. Tt follows from (70) that ¢g* — 67 = O(|z|) as z — 0.
Therefore, (T4) yields that as  — 0,

(75) (—Aug)op = —Ague(ta o)+ g7T};01(uq 0 @) + O(wy|z| =)
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The definition of g;; and the expression of ¢(z1,’) then yield that as z — 0,

g 1 g
gl = —529”3191‘]‘

§,5>2

- Z 9" (21,2") ((9ip(0,2"), 0jv()) + 21(8i(a"), 9jv(a")))
= > 97(0,2") (9i0(0,a"), djv(a')) + O(J1)

©,5>2
H(z') + O(Ja1 ),

where H (') is the mean curvature of the (n—1)—manifold 92 at ¢(0, 2’) oriented by
the outer normal vector —v(a’). Using the expression (72)) and using the smoothness

of ©, ([[3) yields
(~Aug)op = (~Apga@le™®) - (1+6) + 2]~ (H(')(1 +©) - 20,6)
+O0(z1|z|7*7h) as ¢ — 0.

We now define
O(z1,2') == e 2@ HE) 1 for all & = (z1,2') € Bas.
Clearly ©(0) = 0 and © € C™(Bss). Noting that
—« CY(TL - a) —a
~Apuc (11l#77) = ==l
we then get that as z — 0,
aln — )
|z[?
With the choice that g;;(0) = d;;, we have that (0;¢(0));=1,...» is an orthonormal
basis of R™, and therefore |p(z)| = |z|(1 + O(|z])) as © — 0. It then follows from

([T6) and (72)) that
(77) —Augy =

(76) (—Aua) o 1|27 (14 ©) + O(z1]2|~*7)

a(n — a)

P U + O(|z] ™ ug) as x — 0.

This proves ([73)). We now proceed with the construction of the sub- and super-
solutions. Let o € {a_(7), a4+ ()} in such a way that a(n — ) = v and consider
B, X € R to be chosen later. It follows from (3] that

(—A s |2|(2|x|7)) (U + Aug) = A(B(n |;|f) - W)Uﬁ
+%u T O(a] " ) + Ol2]"2us)
- |Z_|62 (B - B) —7)

+0(|2]7) + O(|2["TF =) + O(|z|+F~))

as ¢ — 0. Choose /8 such that & — 7 < f < « in such a way that § # a_(v) and
B # a4 (7). In particular, 8 > a — 1 and B(n — 8) — v # 0. We then have

(78) (—A - M) (Ue + Aug) = z_ﬁ (MB(n — B) =) + O(jx|+P~)))

jz? 2
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as  — 0. Choose A € R such that A\(8(n—F)—=) > 0. Finally, let uq, + 1= uq+Aug
and g, := uq — Aug. They clearly verify (62)) and (63]), which completes the proof
of Proposition (.11 O

6. REGULARITY AND HOPF-TYPE RESULT FOR THE OPERATOR L,
This section is devoted to the proof of the following key result.

Theorem 6.1 (Optimal regularity and Generalized Hopf’s Lemma). Fiz v < "72
and let f: QxR — R be a Caratheodory function such that

|v|2*(s)72
el <l (14 2
Let w € DY2(Q)10c.0 be a weak solution of
_ 7+ 0(z]")

|[?

for some T > 0. Then there exists K € R such that
: u(x)
1 =
250 d(z, 09) x|~ )
Moreover, if u > 0 and u # 0, we have that K > 0.

>fora11x€Qandv€]R.
(79) —Au

u= f(z,u) in D1’2(Q)10610

(80)

As mentioned in the introduction, this can be viewed as a generalization of Hopf’s
Lemma in the following sense: when v = 0 (and then a_(y) = 0), the classical
Nash-Moser regularity scheme yields v € C}_, and when u > 0, u # 0, Hopf’s
comparison principle yields d,u(0) < 0, which is a reformulation of (80) when

a—(y)=0.
The remaining of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [6.]] We shall need
the following two lemmae, which will be used frequently throughout the paper.

Lemma 6.2. (Rigidity of solutions) Let u € C?(R\{0}) be a nonnegative function
such that
(81) —Au—%uinnRi;uzOonaRi.

x
Suppose there exists o € {a_(7y),a(y)} such that u(z) < Clax|*=%, then there
exists A > 0 such that

u(x) = Azq|x|”* for all x € RY}.

We note that this lemma is only a first step in proving rigidity for solutions of
L,u = 0 on R%. Indeed, the pointwise assumption above is not necessary as it
will be removed in Proposition [Z.5] which will be a consequence of the classification
Theorem [T.1]

Proof of Lemma[GZ2: We first assume that a := a_ () and prove that

(82) either v =0 or liminf u(@)

——— > 0.
|z|—+o0 $1|{E|70‘* @)

Indeed suppose that the second situation does not hold, that is there exists (x;); €
R? such that

lim |z;| = 400 and lim u(;) =0.

i—+00 i—>+o00 (xi)1|xi|*0¢—(’>’)
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Define r; = |zs], 0; == 17 and us(@) = ==y (r) for all i and all z € R7. It
follows from the hypothesis of the theorem that for all 7,
—Au; — #uz =0in R ; u; =0 on ORY,

and 0 < w;(z) < Clz['~* ) for all z € R?. It follows from elliptic theory that
there exist @ € C?(R") such that u; — @ in CZ_(R™ \ {0}). In particular, we have

that
Y

||
Let 6 := lim;_, { o 0;. It follows from the convergence that 4(6) = 0 if 6 € R, and
o1u(f) = 0 if § € OR". Hopf’s maximum principle yields that @ = 0. In particular,
we get that

lim sup ———— =0.
1——+4o00 IeaBri (0) T |I|70‘*(’Y)

—Ad @=0inRY ; 4 >0in R}, ; 4 =0 on ORY.

For ¢ > 0, there exists 4o such that u(x) < ex|z|~* ) for all # € dB,,(0) and i >
ig. Since u — exy|z|~* ) is locally in D%? and (—A — ) (u— exy|z) =) =0,
it follows from the maximum principle (and coercivity) that u(z) < exy|z|~*~ ()
for x € B,,(0) with i > ig. Letting i — oo yields u(z) < exi|z|~* ) for all
z € R} and all € > 0. Letting € — 0 yields u < 0, and therefore u = 0. This proves
the claim (82]).

We now assume that u #Z 0. It then follows from (82)) that there exists ¢g > 0
and Ry > 0 such that u(z) > epxi|z|~* ) for all |z| > Bg,(0). Applying again
the maximum principle on Bg, (0), we get that u(z) > eoz1|z|~*= () for all z € R7.
We have so far proved that

(83) w =0 or there exists ey > 0 such that u(z) > ez |z|~*= ) for all z € R’ .

Let now A := max{k > 0 such that u(z) > kaq|z|~*-() for all z € R?}. Then
a(z) == u(z) — Azy|z| =) > 0 satisfies (8I). Tt then follows from (83)) that @ =0
or 4(z) > eori|x|~* ) for all x € R? for some €y > 0. This second case cannot
happens since it would imply that u > (A+e€g)x1|x|~*~ (), which is a contradiction.
Therefore @ = 0 and the Proposition is proved when a = a_ ().

To finish, it remains to consider the case where @ = a4 (). Here we define
w(x) = |z/* "u(z/|z|?) to be the Kelvin transform of w. The function @ then
satisfies (BI) with a_(7). It then follows from the first part of this proof that
@ = Azy]z|~* (). Coming back to the initial function u yields u = Az |z|~*+ ().
This completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 6.3. Let f : Q x R — R be as in the statement of Theorem [6.1, and
consider uw € DY2(Q)1pe.0 such that ([T9) holds. Assume there exists C > 0 and
a € {ayr(y),a_(v)} such that

(84) lu(z)| < Clz|*~* for x — 0, x € Q.
If f £ 0, we assume that « = a_(7).
(1) Then, there exists Cy > 0 such that

(85) |Vu(z)| < Cilz|™ as z — 0, z € Q.
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(2) Iflimg_o |2|* tu(x) = 0, then lim, o |2|*|Vu(z)| = 0. Moreover, if u > 0,
then there exists 1 > 0 such that
|| u(x)

(86) iﬂ%m =1 and m—»(%l,gleaﬂ |z|*|Vu(x)| =1

Proof of Lemma[6:3: Assume that (4] holds. As a first remark, we claim that we
can assume that for some 7 > 0,

_ 2+ 0(=)
|2

Indeed, this is clear if f =0. If f # 0, since « = a_(v), we have as x — 0,

(87) — Au u=0in D172(Q)loc,0-

|f(z,u)] < mm(Lﬂﬂ*urW@%MmM%n)

<clul <|$|2 @ O-DE ) Z <|x|f/i> < C)

|22 |2

for some 7/ > 0. Plugging this inequality into ({9) and replacing 7 by min{r, 7'}
yields (&1).
] 1€

In the sequel, we shall write w(z) := d(z—aﬂ)) for z € Q. Let (z;); € Q be such that

li i =

(88) Jm @ 0

Choose a chart ¢ as in (65 such that dpg = Idg~. For any i, define X; € R
such that z; = o(X;), r; := | X;| and 6; := \?I' In particular, lim; 4. r; = 0 and

|6;]=1 for all i. Set
i (z) :=r® tu(p(riz)) for all i and o € Br(0) NRY ; x # 0.

Equation (87) then rewrites

(89) {‘A%f‘f‘%%:o in Br(0) NR?

;=0 in Bgr(0)NIR",

where g;(x) := (¢*Eucl)(r;x) is a metric that goes to Eucl on every compact subset
of R" as i — oo. Here, o(1) — 0 in C _(R™ \ {0}). It follows from (B4) and (B8)
that

(90) lui(z)| < Clz|' = for all i and all z € Br(0) N R,

It follows from elliptic theory, that there exists @ € C?(R'} \ {0}) such that @; — @
in CL.(R7% \ {0}). By letting 6 := lim;, o0 0; (|6] = 1), we then have that for any
j=1,..,n, 0;u;(6;) — 0;u(0) as i — +oo, which rewrites
(91) ‘li_rgl |z:|“0u(z;) = 0;u(f) for all j =1,...,n.

1—>+00
We now prove (BH). For that, we argue by contradiction and assume that there
exists a sequence (x;); € 2 that goes to 0 as i — +oo and such that |z;|*|Vu(z;)| —
+o0 as i — +o00. It then follows from ([@I]) that |z;|%|Vu(z;)| = O(1) as i — +o00. A
contradiction with our assumption, which proves [83]). The case when |z|*u(z) — 0
as * — 0 goes similarly.



30 NASSIF GHOUSSOUB AND FREDERIC ROBERT

Now we consider the case when u > 0, which implies that #; > 0 and @ > 0. We
let I € [0, +00] and (x;); € © be such that

(92) lim 2; =0and lim w(z;) =1

1——+o00 1—~+00

We claim that

(93) 0<!l< 400 and lir%w(:zs) =1€0,+00).
T

Indeed, using the notations above, we get that

lim i(0:)

=1.
i——+00 (91-)1

The convergence of @; in C}L (R% \ {0}) then yields | < 4+co. Passing to the limit
as i — +oo in (8I)), we get

—AEUCI’EL — #’EL = 0 m Ri
u>0 inRY
=0 in JR7.

The limit ([@2) can be rewriten as @(f) = 16, if § € R} and 0,4(0) =1 if 6 € OR}.
The rigidity Lemma then yields

(x) = lzi|z|~ for all z € RY}.

In particular, since the differential of ¢ at 0 is the identity map, it follows from the
convergence of %i; to @ locally in C' that
(94) lim sup —_— = sup — =

1=+ 2eQndB;, (0) d(x, 0Q2) x|~ x€RTNIB;(0) x|z~

and

(95) lim N L C.) P S ) B
i—+00 2€QNIB,, (0) d(z,0N)|x|~%  zeRmNIB.(0) 1|z~

We distinguish two cases:

Case 1: a = ay(v). Let W and u((i)(,y) _ be as in Proposition [[.3] and fix € > 0.

)

It follows from (@8] that there exists ig such that for ¢ > iy, we have that

u(z) > (1= ul | _(x) for all 2 € W N B, (0).

Since (—A — (v + O(Jz[")|z|2)(u — (1 — )u'® _, ) >0in W\ B,,(0) and since

at(7),—

u vanishes on OW \ {0}, it follows from the comparison principle that

O‘+(7)7_

u(z) > (I — e)ugdj(w_(:t) for all z € W\ 9B,,(0).
Letting ¢ — 400 yields

u(z) > (I —yul | (x) for all 2 € W\ {0}.

at (),

It then follows from this inequality and the asymptotics for u((i)(,y) _ that

lim inf w(z) > 1.
z—0

Note that this is valid for any [ € R satisfying ([@2)). By taking ! := limsup,_,,w(z),
we then get that lim,_,ow(z) = 1.
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Case 2: a = a_(y). Consider the super- and sub-solutions uq_ () 4 Ua_(v),—
constructed in Proposition Bl Tt follows from ([@4) and ([@3]) that for € > 0, there
exists ig such that for ¢ > iy, we have

(I = ua_(y),—(x) S u(x) < (14 €)uq_(y),+(z) for all z € QN IB,,(0).
Since the operator —A — (v + O(|z|7))|x| =2 is coercive on Q N B, (0) and that the
functions we consider are in D12 (i.e., they are variational), it follows from the
maximum principle that
(I = uq_(y),—(x) Su(x) < (I+€)uq_(4),4(x) for all z € QN B, (0).
Using the asymptotics (63)) of the sub- and super-solution, we get that
- u(x) , u(z)
l—e) <1 f <1
U= < G o) fa e < "I8P 4 o) o)
Letting ¢ — 0 yields lim, ,ow(z) = > 0. This ends Case 2 and completes the

proof of (@3).

The case u > 0 is a consequence of ([@3) and (@) (note that for the second limit,
x; € 0S) rewrites 6; € OR”} and therefore (6;); = 0). This ends the proof of Lemma
0.5 (]

<(l+e).

The following lemma is essentially Theorem in the case of linear equations of
the form L,u = a(z)u.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that u € DV2(Q)10c,0 is a weak solution of
(96) —Au — 77+|Om(||«fr)u =0 in DM?*(Q)ioc0

u=0 on Bys(0) NN,
for some T > 0. Then, there exists £ € R such that

| =/.
250 d(x, 90) x| - )

Proof of Lemma[6.4: First, we assume that u € D"?(Q)0c,0, satisfies (6) and
u > 0 on Bs(0) N Q. We claim that there exists Cy > 0 such that

1 d(x,00) d(x,00)
& e = )< O

Indeed, since u is smooth outside 0, it follows from Hopf’s Maximum principle that
there exists Cy, Cy > 0 such that

(98) Crd(x,00) < u(x) < Cod(z,00) for all x € QN IB;(0).

Let ug_(4),+ be the super-solution constructed in Proposition 5.1l It follows from
([©8) and the asymptotics 63)) of uq_(4) 4+ that there exists C3 > 0 such that

u(z) < C3uq_ ()4 (z) for all z € (Bs(0) N Q).

(97) for all x € QN B;(0).

Since w is a solution and u, ()4 is a supersolution, both being in D'?(2);0c,0,
it follows from the maximum principle (by choosing ¢ > 0 small enough so that
—A = (y+ O(|z]"))|z| 72 is coercive on Bs(0) N Q) that u(x) < Csug_(4)4+(x) for
all x € Bs(0) N Q. In particular, it follows from the asymptotics (63]) of uq_ () +
that there exists C4 > 0 such that

u(z) < Cyd(x,0Q)|z| == for all z € QN Bs(0).
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Arguing similarly with the lower-bound in ([@8) and the subsolution u,_(,),—, we
get the existence of Cy > 0 such that (@7) holds.

Since u > 0, ([@7) coupled with Lemma [6.3] yields Lemma [6.4] for v > 0.

Now we deal with the case when u is a sign-changing solution for ([@€). We then
define uq, ug : Bs(0) N2 — R be such that

|]

—Auy — 20— 0 in Bs(0)NQ
up(x) = max{u(x),0} on 9(Bs(0)NN).

<[

{ —Aug — Mug =0 inBs(0)NQ
uz(x) = max{—u(x),0} on J(Bs(0) NQ).

The existence of such solutions is ensured by choosing § > 0 small enough so that
the operator —A — (v + O(|z|7))|z|~2 is coercive on Bs(0) N Q. In particular,
u,uz € DY2(Q)joc.0, ur,uz > 0 and u = ug — ug. It follows from the maximum
principle that for all i, either u; = 0 or u; > 0. The first part of the proof yields
that there exists [1,ls > 0 such that

: uy (z) : us(x)
1 — 1, and 1 = y.
20 d(a, 0zl -o- 0~ LB A aQ)fal -0 T
Therefore, we get that
1 =0l —lheR
250 d(z, 90 [a|—o- () 172
This completes the proof of Lemma O

Proof of Theorem [61: We let here u € DV?(Q)0c,0 be a solution to (79), that is
7+ 0(Jz[)

|2

for some 7 > 0. We shall first use the classical DeGiorgi-Nash-Moser iterative
scheme (see Gilbarg-Trudinger [27], and Hebey [31] for expositions in book form).
We skip most of the computations and refer to Ghoussoub-Robert (Proposition A.1
of [23]) for the details. The proof goes through four steps.

(99) _ Au u = f(z,u) weakly in DV2(02)10c.0

Step 1: Let 8 > 1 be such that % > 2. Assume that v € LP+H(QN By, (0)).
We claim that

(100) ue L#2B+H0(Q N By, (0).
Indeed, fix B > 1, L > 0, and define
|t]5— 1t if [t| <L
(101) Gr(t)={ BLP Yt —-L)+LP ift>1L
BLAY(t+ L)~ LP ift<—L
and
It|="t if |t| < L
(102) Hp(t)={ S5 (t—L)+ L= ift>1L
@L% t+L)— L% ift<-L
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As easily checked,

45 /

for all t € R and all L > 0. We fix § > 0 small that will be chosen later. We let
n € C(R™) be such that n(z) = 1 for x € Bs/2(0) and n(x) = 0 for z € R™\ B;(0).
Multiplying equation [@9) with 72GL(u) € D2(2), we get that

/Q (Vu, VP Gr(w) dz  — / YO o ) d

(103) 0 <tGr(t) < Hp(t)? and G/ (t) =

Q |z[?
(104) = /Qf(a:,u)n2GL(u) dx.

Integrating by parts, and using formulae (I01]) to (I03) above (see [23] for details)
yield

45

[uveremn i = = [ (V0@ = n-Aniw?) dr
(105) +/ ~A(n*)Jr(u) dz
where Jr( fo G (7)dr. This identity and (I04]) yield

v+ 0(2]") »

ﬁ—i—l /|V nHp (u - /QTH uGp(u)dx
< [ 1= ) ds

c(3.5) | o [HEO

(106) +C |“|T T:Q (nH 1 (w))? da.
Q €

Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality (I2) yield
|u|2*(s)—2

o lzff

* s Ty
< / |U|2( o (/ [nH (u)*" ) >“S)
~ \Jansso) 1zl° ol

e\
<(/ _— — L V@) e
QN B;(0) |z ,uo s(

Plugging this estimate into ([I06) and noting 4 := max{~, 0} yields

15 i o [ )

(nHp (u))? dz

< C(ﬁ,&)/ ([HL(w)* + | (u)]) da

QN Bs(0)

5) /Q IV (H ()2 dz,
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where
2% (s)—2
2% (s) 2% (s)
a(d) =C / [ — L
anBs©0) 17l to,s(£2)
so that
(%13% a(d) = 0.
It follows from (@S] that
2 H 2
o [(GHLD) g < 14 0)) [V L) P d
4 Jo || Q

where lims_,¢ €(d) = 0. Therefore, we get that

<%—a(5)—(’u+057) (1+e€(s >/|V nHy (w)))? dx

<) [

QN Bs(0)

([Hr(w)]* + | I (w)]) dz < C(ﬁj)/ u|f* da.

B5(0)NQ
Let ¢ € (0,d0) be such that
Ap
(B+1)?

This is possible since © in)? > n27 Using Sobolev’s embedding, we then get that

( / Hy(w)* da:>
B 2(0)NQ

—a(8) = (14 + Co7) %(1 +e(8)) > 0.

= 2

([ e as)”

p0.0(Q) 7" ; IV (nH(w))|” do

C(8,5,7) / P+ de
Bs(0)NQ

Since u € Lﬂ+1(350 (0) N Q), let L — +oo and use Fatou’s Lemma to obtain
that u € L= (ﬁ“)(B(;/Q( )N Q). The standard iterative scheme then yields that
ue CY (N Bs,(0)\ {0}). Therefore u € LT (B‘H)(B(; (0) N Q2), which proves claim

N

IN

IN

IN

Step 2: We now show that
(107) if v <0, then u € LP(2 N B;(0)) for all p > 1,

(108) if v > 0, then u € LP(Q2 N Bs(0)) for all p € (17 ﬁ a_sz)) _

The case v < 0 is standard, so we only consider the case where v > 0. Fix p > 2
and set 8 :=p — 1. we have

443 4 n n
E+17 "W T e TP aey
Since a4 () > n/2 and p > 2, then
Ap
(6+1)?

4
>—2’7<:>p<
n

a_(v)
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Therefore, it follows from Claim 1 that if u € LP(QN By, ), with p < n/a_(y), then
u e L7-2P(QN Bs,). Since u € L*(QN Bj,), then ([I08) follows.

Step 3: We claim that for any A > 0, then

(109) 2| "= |u(z)| = O(|$|"T*2(g—max{a,(7),o}—>\) as x — 0.

Take p € (2*, m) if v > 0, and p > 2* if v < 0. This is possible since

2* =2n/(n —2) and a_(y) < n/2. We fix a sequence (g;); € (0,+00) such that

lim; 400 &; = 0 and we fix a chart ¢ as in (65) to (T0). For any i € N, we define

u;(x) = si%u(gp(aix)) for all z € B[;/Ei.

Equation ([@9) then rewrites

7+ O0(ef|z[7))
lp(eiz)|?

where g;(z) := ¢*Eucl(e;x) and

2 .
(110) — Ag,u; — il u; = fi(x,u;) ; wi =0 on ORY N By,

0-2("3°-%)

il w)] < O Jus] + Ce( -

|~ i

in B(;/Ei. We fix R > 0 and we define wgr := (ER \ BR—I) NR?. With our choice
of p above and using (I08), we get that

(111) [will Lr(wr) < C,
and
(112) |fi(x,u;)| < Crlui| + Crlui|* ®)~1 for all z € wg.

Fix ¢ > p > 2*. It follows from elliptic regularity that
||Ui||Lq’(wR/2) <0 ifg< H(2%(s) - 1)
|uill Lar) < C = ”uiHLT(wR/Q) <O forallr>1ifg=5(2%(s) — 1)
il Lo () < €' if g > B(2%(s) — 1)

where L = 2*(%)_1 — % and the constants C,C’ are uniform with respect to 7. It
then follows from the standard bootstrap iterative argument and the initial bound
([II) that [[uil|zoc(wp,,) < €. Taking R > 0 large enough and going back to the

definition of u;, we get that for all 1 € N,
|| 7 |u(z)] < C for all z € N Ba., (0) \ Be, 2(0)
Since this holds for any sequence (g;);, we get that |z|7 [u(z)] < C around 0 for

any 2* < p < #ﬁ_(v) when v > 0. Letting p go to #ﬁ_(v) yields (I09) when
v > 0. For v <0, we let p — 400. This ends Step 3.

To finish the proof of Theorem [G.1] we rewrite equation ([@9) as

—Au — o(2) =0

ER
where

a(@) = 7+ 0(al") + () + O (Jaf>~*|uf*' )-2)

v+ Ol 01+ (™ )
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for all x € Q. Since a () < 3, it then follows from (I0J) that there exists 7/ > 0

such that a(z) = v+ O(|z|™") as  — 0. Therefore we are back to the linear case
in Lemma [64 and we are done. O

Here are a few consequences of Theorem

Corollary 6.5. Suppose v < v () and consider the first eigenvalue of the oper-
ator L., that is

Jo (|Vu|2 — #UQ) dx

A (Q, ) = i > 0,
1(8:7) uGDl’lg%Q)\{O} Jo u? dx
and let ug € D2(Q) \ {0} be a minimizer. Then, there exists A # 0 such that
d(x,00)

Uo(2) ~z—0 AW-

Proof of Corollary [6:3: The existence of a ug that doesn’t change sign is standard.
The Euler-Lagrange equation is —Au — ﬁu = ku for some k € R. We then apply

Theorem 0O
Corollary 6.6. Suppose u € D1’2(R1), u >0, u#0 is a weak solution of
2% —1
v u .
—Au— —u=——1in R7}.

|| |z[* "

Then, there exist K1, Ko > 0 such that
X1 T

Proof of Corollary [6.6: Theorem yields the behavior when 2 — 0. The Kelvin
transform 4(z) := |z|* "u(x/|z|?) is a solution to the same equation in D*?(R%),
and its behavior at 0 is given by Theorem [G.Il Going back to u yields the behavior
at oo. O

7. A CLASSIFICATION OF SINGULAR SOLUTIONS OF L,u = a(z)u

In this section we describe the profile of any positive solution —variational or
not— of linear equations involving L.. Here is the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.1. Let u € C?(Bs(0) N (2\ {0})) be such that
—Au — &H;mu =0 in Q2N B;s(0)

|z

(114) u>0 in QN B;s0)
w=0 on (902N Bs(0))\ {0}.

Then, there exists K > 0 such that
d(x,09)

0 x| ™)

d(z, 00)

or 'LL(.I) ~r 0 W

either u(x) ~gp_y

In the first case, the solution uw € DV2()10¢0 is a variational solution to ([I1]).

It is worth noting that Pinchover [42] proved that the quotient of any two positive
solutions to (II4]) has a limit at 0.

The proof will require the following two lemmas. The first gives a Harnack-type
inequality.
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Proposition 7.2. Let 2 be a smooth bounded domain of R™, and let a € L*(Q)
be such that ||allcc < M for some M > 0. Assume U is an open subset of R™ and
consider u € C*(U N Q) to be a solution of

—“Agu+au=0 nUNQ
u>0 nUNQN
u=0 onUNON.

Here g is a smooth metric on U. If U' CC U is such that U’ NS is connected, then
there exists C > 0 depending only on Q,U’, M and g such that

u(z) u(y) /
(115) i(z,09) Scd(y,aQ) for all z,y € U N Q.

Proof of Proposition[7.9: We first prove a local result. The global result will be the
consequence of a covering of U'. Fix zg € 9. For § > 0 small enough, there exists
a smooth open domain W such that

(116) Bs(z0) NQ C W C Bas(xo) N and Bs(xg) N OW = Bs(zg) N O

Let G is the Green’s function of —A/ 4 a with Dirichlet boundary condition on W,
then its representation formula reads as

(117 w(z) = / u(o) (—0y,,G(x,0)) do = / u(o) (—0y,,G(z,0)) do
ow OW\IQ

for all z € W, where 0, ,G(z, o) is the normal derivative of y — G(z,y) at o € OW.
Estimates of the Green’s function (See Robert [45] and Ghoussoub-Robert [23])
yield the existence of C' > 0 such that for all x € W and o € OW,

1d d

L oW) o o)
C |lx—o|? ' |z — o|™
It follows from (II6) that there exists C'(6) > 0 such that for all z € Bs/2(20)NQ C
W and o € OW \ 09,

1
md(x,@W) < =0y, oGz, 0) < C(6)d(x,0W)

Since u vanishes on 09, it then follows from ([I7) that for all x € Bj/s(w0) N,
1

md(m,BW) /BW u(o)do < u(z) < C(§)d(z, OW) /BW u(o) do.

It is easy to check, that under the assumption (II6), we have that d(z,0Q) =
d(x, OW). Therefore, we have for all 2 € Bj/o(x0) N,

1 w(o) do 7’(1,(1:) u(o) do
G M99 = gy SCO [ wioa

These lower and upper bounds being independent of z, we get inequality (II5]) for
any x,y € Bjo(xo) N

The general case is a consequence of a covering of U’ N Q by finitely many balls.
Note that for balls intersecting 02, we apply the preceding result, while for balls
not intersecting 0X2, we apply the classical Harnack inequality. This completes the
proof of Proposition O



38 NASSIF GHOUSSOUB AND FREDERIC ROBERT

In the next proposition we construct sub- and super solutions with Dirichlet
boundary conditions on any smooth domain W of R™ satisfying property (LL0]).

Proposition 7.3. Let Q) be a smooth bounded domain of R™, and let W be a smooth
domain of R™ such that for some r > 0 small enough, we have

(118)  B.(0)NQ C W C Bs,(0)NQ and B,(0) N AW = B,(0) N HN.
Fixy<Z,0<7<1andp €R such that ay(y)—7 < B < ay(y) and B # a_(Y).

(d) (d) oo (TI7
Then, up to choosing v small enough, there exists u,’ ) u, ') €C (W\{0})
such that

u(d) " Oush =0 in OW \ {0}
AL (d) _ 00 \m ) :
(119) Au?dS(V)’+ +g(||2 B ?d*)(’” >0 inW
5 .
AU ()= T el tag (- <O W
Moreover, we have as © — 0, x €  that
d (.’L‘,@Q) a—
(120) ul ) (@) = Tefortn A 0("77)
and
d d(I,aQ) a—
(121) u;j('y),—(z) — W(l + O(|z] ﬁ))

Proof of Proposition|[7.3: Take n € C°°(R™) such that n(x) = 0 for € B;,4(0) and
n(xz) =1 for x € R™ \ Bs/3(0). Define on W the function

O(lx
J(@) = (A v+|7|<ll>> (Tt ()1

where g, (1), is given by Proposition[5.Il Note that f vanishes around 0 and that
it is in C°°(W). Let v € DY2(W) be such that

—Av — 7V+(|;(|‘f‘7)v =f inW
v=0 on JdW.

Note that for » > 0 small enough, —A — v|z|~2 is coercive on W, and therefore,
the existence of v is ensured for small r. Define

(@) -
Ugy ()4 = Yay(y),+ ~ Mlay (y),+ T V-

The properties of W and the definition of  and v yield

{ u“%) (e =0 in W\ {0}
(d) +0(z|7) . (d :
Aua+ )+ -4 [z]2 uO‘+(’Y> L2 0 inW.

Moreover, since —Av—(y+O(|x|7))|z|~2v = 0 around 0 and v € DY2(W), it follows
from Theorem that there exists C' > 0 such that |v(z)| < Cd(z, W)|z|~*- 1)
for all z € W. Then (I20) follows from the asymptotics (G3]) of uq, (),+ and the
fact that a—(y) < a4 (7). We argue similarly for u((i)(,y) _. This proves Proposition
(.ol (|
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Proof of Theorem[7]: Let u be a solution of (I14) as in the statement of Theorem
[[1l We claim that

(122) u(zx) = O(d(z, 0Q)|z| =+ ) for 2 — 0, = € Q.

Indeed, otherwise we can assume that

123 1
(123) MmN e, A a| )

In particular, there exists (xj) € €2 such that for all &k € N,

= +o00.

u(zy)

124 li =0 and >k
(124) kﬂHJPooxk an d($k,39)|zk|7°‘+(7) =
We claim that there exists then C' > 0 such that
(125) W > Ck for all € QN OB, (0), with 7y, := |z — 0.

We prove the claim by using the Harnack inequality (IIH): First take the chart ¢
at 0 as in (60, and define
ug () :=uo p(rpx) for x € R} N B3(0) \ {0}.
Equation (II4) rewrites
(126) — Ag,uk + apur = 0 in R N B3(0) \ {0},

with ag(x) := —T%%. In particular, there exists M > 0 such that |ag ()] <

M for all € R N B3(0) \ By/3(0). Since uy > 0, the Harnack inequality (II5)
yields the existence of C' > 0 such that

(127) “’;—(ly) > c“’;—(f”) for all z,y € R™ N By(0) \ By 2(0).

Let T € R"} be such that x, = ¢(rxZ). In particular, x| = 1+0(1) as k — +o0.
It then follows from (I24]), (I26]) and ([I21) that
u o p(rey)
d(p(rry), 0Q)
In particular, (I25) holds.

We let now W be a smooth domain such that (II8) holds for r > 0 small enough.

Take the super-solution u((i)(,y) _ defined in Proposition [[.3] We have that

u(®) 2 5 (),

>C-k forall y € R? N Bs(0)\ Bys(0).

(z) for all x € W N OB, (0).

Since u((i) (4)— vanishes on W, we have

C -k
u(z) > Tugdm) (2) for all 2 € O(W N B, (0)).
Moreover, we have that
A @ a+0(el7), (d) — Ay _ 70Uz
Ay ()~ = Tal Yagy,- <0= TAu— TR on W

Up to taking r even smaller, it follows from the coercivity of the operator and the
maximum principle that

2

Yoy (7),—

(128) u(zx) > (z) for all z € W N B,,(0).
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For any x € W, we let ko € N such that r, < |z] for all & > ko. It then follows

from (I28) that u(z) > GEul” | _(x) for all k > ko. Letting k — +oo yields that

u((i)(v) _(x) goes to zero for all x € W. This is a contradiction with (I2I)). Hence

([I23) does not hold, and therefore ([I22]) holds.
A straightforward consequence of (I2Z2) and Lemma[63is that there exists I € R

such that

129 1 —1.
(129) 250 d(z, Q) x|+ )

We now show the following lemma:

Lemma 7.4. If lim, g W =0, then u € D1>2(Q)zoc,0 and there exists

d(z,00)
|m|a7(w) .

K > 0 such that u(z) ~y_0 K

Proof of Lemma [74] We shall use Theorem Take W as in (II8) and let
n € C*°(R™) such that n(x) = 0 for 2 € Bs/4(0) and n(x) = 1 for x € R™ \ Bs/3(0).
Define

flx) = (—A - %) (nu) for z € W.
The function f € C°°(W) and vanishes around 0. Let v € D*?(Q) be such that

—Av — 77“'1(";‘7)1; =f inW
v=0 on OW.

Note again that for 7 > 0 small enough, —A—~|z| =2 is coercive on W, and therefore,
the existence of v is ensured for small r. Define

Ui=u—nu-+v.
The properties of W and the definition of n and v yield
{ ~Ai -G —0 i W
@=0 indW\ {0}
Moreover, since —Av—(y+O0(|z|7))|z|~2v = 0 around 0 and v € D*?(W), it follows

from Theorem that there exists C' > 0 such that |v(z)| < Cd(z, W)|z|~*- )
for all x € W. Therefore, we have that
130 1 =0
(130) £50 d(z, Q) [+ )
It then follows from Lemma that

(131) lim |z|*+ | Va(z)| = 0.
x—0

Let ¢ € C2°(W) and w € DY2(W) be such that

—Aw — 7V+(‘)z(“§‘7)w =¢ inW
w=0 ondW.

Since 1 vanishes around 0, it follows from Theorem .1l and Lemma that
(132) w(z) = O(d(z, dW)|z|~* ) and |Vw(z)| = O(jz|7* ) asz — 0.
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Fix € > 0 small and integrate by parts using that both @ and w vanish on W, to

get
[ (can- 2O g,
W\B.(0) |z

/ (—Aw — L(zkd)uo wdx + / (—wd, 0 + ud,w) do
W\B. (0) || D(W\B. (0))

= / Yudr — / (—wd,u + ud,w) do.
WA B.(0) QNdB.(0)

Using the upper-bounds (I30)), (I31)) and ([I32), and that ¢ vanishes around 0, we
get

0

o
|

/ Fide+o (en—l(el—m(v)e—w(v) n 61—a+(7)6—a7(v))>
W\B. (0)

/ fadx+o(1), ase—0.
WA\ B (0)

Therefore, we have [y, fudz = 0 for all f € C*(W). Since @ € L is smooth

outside 0, we then get that o« = 0, and therefore v = nu + v. In particular,
u € DY2(Q)10c,0 is a distributional positive solution to —Au — %u =0 on
W . It then follows from Theorem that there exists K > 0 such that u(z) ~;_0
K fi(li’—?f},)). This prove Lemma [.4] O
Combining Lemma [T4] with (I29) completes the proof of Theorem [7.T} O

As a consequence of Theorem [.1], we improve Lemma as follows.

Proposition 7.5. Let u € C*(R% \ {0}) be a nonnegative function such that
v . n n
(133) —Au—Wu=OmR+;u:OOn8R+.
Then there exist A_, Ay > 0 such that
w(z) = A_aq|z| 7D 4 Az |z 7D for all x € R .

Proof of Proposition [7.9 Without loss of generality, we assume that u # 0, so that
u > 0. We consider the Kelvin transform of u defined by a(z) := |z|*~"u(x/|z|?)
for all 2 € R". Both u and @ are then nonnegative solutions of (I33). It follows
from Theorem [(I] that, after performing back the Kelvin transform, there exist
aq, oz € {ay(y),a—(y)} such that

lim u(z)

Y >0and lim u(z)
z—0 x1|x|_0‘1

|z| =00 T1 |,’E|_O‘2

=1l >0.
If a1 < ag, then u(z) < Cxy|z|~* for all x € R, The result then follows from
Lemma[62l If oy > g, then a; = ay(y) and s = a_(y). We define
i(z) = u(x) — L |z| ") for all z € R
to obtain that
—Aﬁ—#ﬁ:OinR’}r; i =0 on ORY,

and @(z) = o(z1|z|~*+ () as 2 — 0. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma[Z4] we get
that @ € DY2(R™)10c,0 and @(z) = O(zq]z|~*=)) as 2 — 0. Moreover, we have
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that @(x) = (I + o(1))z1 ]z~ as |x| — +oo, therefore @(x) > 0 for |z| >> 1.
Since @ € DV2(R" )j0c,0, the comparison principle then yields @ > 0 everywhere.
We also have that @i(z) < Czy|z|~* () for all z € R™. It then follows from Lemma

6.2 that there exists A\_ > 0 such that @(z) = A_z1|z|~* ) for all € R?. We
then get the conclusion of Proposition O

n?—1

8. THE HARDY SINGULAR B-MASS OF A DOMAIN IN THE CASE ~y > I

We shall proceed in the following theorem to define the mass of a smooth bounded
domain ) of R™ such as 0 € 9€2. It will involve the expansion of positive singular
solutions of the Dirichlet boundary problem L.u = 0.

Theorem 8.1. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain Q of R™ such as 0 € 082, and
assume that "2471 <y <vu(). Then,_up to multiplication by a positive constant,
there exists a unique function H € C?(Q\ {0}) such that

(134) —AH- L H=0inQ, H>0inQ, H=0 on dQ.

|2

Moreover, there exists c; > 0 and co € R such that

(135) H(z) = ¢ 429 | ) d00) |, ( d(=,00) ) as x — 0.

|I|a+(v) ‘m‘af(v) |I|a7(v)

The quantity m () = i—f € R, which is independent of the choice of H satisfying
(@34), will be called the Hardy b-mass of Q0 associated to L. .

Proof of Theorem [81l. First, we start by constructing a singular solution H for
(I34). For that, consider u,, (,) as in ([2) and let n € C°(R™) be such that
n(xz) = 1 for € Bs/2(0) and n(z) =0 for z € R™ \ B;(0). Set

g s
f = _A(nua+('y)) - W(nua+(v)> in \ {O}
It follows from (1) that f is smooth outside 0 and that

f@)=0 (d(:c, aQ)|x|*a+<v>*1) -0 (|x|*a+<v>) in QN Bg)»(0).

Since v > "24*1, we have that ay(y) < 241, and therefore f € L%(Q) =
(LT (Q))/ C (DLQ(Q))/. It then follows from the coercivity assumption v < v (£2)
that there exists v € D1?(Q) such that
—Av — #v =fin (D1’2(Q))/.

Let v1,ve € D2(Q) be such that

g Y . ’
Wvl = fy and — Avg — W’Ug =f_in (Dl’Q(Q)) .
In particular, v = v; — v and v1,v2 € C1(Q\ {0}), and they vanish on 99\ {0}.
Assume that fi # 0. Since fi > 0, the comparison principle yields v; > 0 on

Q\ {0} and d,v1 < 0 on 9N\ {0}. Therefore, for any § > 0 small enough, there
exists C'(6) > 0 such that

vi(z) > C(6)d(z,09Q) for all x € dBs(0) N Q.

(136) — Avy —
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Let uq_(y),— be the sub-solution defined in (62). It follows from the asymptotic
(G3) that there exists C'(d) > 0 such that

v > Cl(5)ua7(7)7, in 335(0) naQ.
Since this inequality also holds on 9(B;s(0) N 2) and that
(A = =) (v1 = C'(0)ua_(4),-) 20 in Bs(0) NEY,

coercivity and the maximum principle yield v; > C'(d)u in Bs(0)NQ. Tt

then follows from (63) that there exists ¢ > 0 such that
vi(x) > ¢ d(z, 0)|z| 7 ) in B5(0) N Q.

Therefore, we have that

O‘*('Y))_

f1(2) < Cd(a, 00)laf =+ 01 < Ljppo-01-es0-1y, ) < Lygja-01-arorr 1)
C C

|z|?
in Bs(0) N Q. Therefore, (I30) yields
v+ O(|z|*- (M=ot (N+1)
||
, —(v) —ay(y) +1>0. Since v; € DV2(Q), v1 > 0
and vy # 0, it follows from Theorem [6.1] that there exists K; > 0 such that

(137) Ul(l'):KlM-FO(M) as x — 0.

|I|a7(v) |I|a7(v)

—Av; + vy = 0in Bg(O) N Q.

If f+ =0, then v; =0 and ([I37) holds with K; = 0. Arguing similarly for f_, we
then get that there exists K7, Ko > 0 such that for any ¢ = 1,2, we have that

vi(z) = K; d(z,09) +o0 (‘d(z’aﬂ) ) when z — 0.

‘z‘ou(w) z‘ou(w)

Since v = v; — v9, we then get that there exists K € R such that
(138) v(z) = —K 429D 4, ( d(w’(m)) as x — 0.

||~ ) |I|a7(v)

Set

Ho(x) := n(x)uq, (1) (x) —v(z) for all z € Q\ {0}.
It follows from the definition of v and the regularity outside 0 that

—AHO | |2H0—01DQ Ho()—()lnaﬂ\{()}
Moreover, the asymptotics (63)) and (I38) yield Ho(x) > 0 on 2 N By (0) for some
6" > 0 small enough. It follows from the comparison principle that Hy > 0 in .
We now perform an expansion of Hy. First note that from the definition (72) of
the asymptotic (I38)) of v and the fact that ay(y) —a_(y) < 1, we have

Uary (v)
o d(x,09) d(z,09) d(z, 5%2)
Ho(z) = Iz |a+(,),) (1+0(]=))) + K || () to |- (1)
_ d(x,090) Kd(a:,aﬂ) ‘o d(x,09)
|z[o+ ™) |z[a= ) |- )

as x — 0. In particular, since in addition Hy > 0 in €, there exists ¢ > 1 such that

(139) 140 < fo(g) < cX29D g all 2 € Q.

c ‘z‘cwr(’v) — |m|a+(v)
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Finally, we establish the uniqueness. For that, we let H € C%(Q \ {0}) be as in
([I34) and set

Ao :=max{A >0/ H > AHy}.
The number )\ is clearly defined, and so we set H:=H-— MoHp > 0. Assume that
H # 0. Since —AH — ~|z|=2H = 0, it follows from Theorem [ZI] that there exists
a € {ay(v),a—(y)} and K > 0 such that

(140) H(z) ~ogyo K2

If « = a_(v), then H € DY2(Q) is a variational solution to —AH — #ﬁ =0 in
Q. Then coercivity then yields that H = 0, contradicting the initial hypothesis.

Therefore a = ay (7). Since H > 0 vanishes on 90\ {0}, there exists for any § > 0,
¢(0) > 0 such that

(141) H(z) > c¢(0)d(z,09) for x € '\ B;(0).

Therefore, ([40), (&) and ([I39) yield the existence of ¢ > 0 such that H > cHy,
and then H > (g 4 ¢)Hy, contradicting the definition of A\g. It follows that H=
0, which means that H = A\gHy for some Ay > 0. This proves uniqueness and
completes the proof of Theorem [R1] O
Now we establish the monotonicity of the mass with respect to set inclusion.

Proposition 8.2. The Hardy b-mass is strictly increasing in the following sense:
Assume Q1,9 are two smooth bounded domains such that 0 € 9021 N 0N, and

n?—1

— <7 <min{yg (1), vu(Q2)}, then
(142) O - Oy = m.Y(QQ) < m.y(Ql).

Moreover, if Q C R"} and "24_1 << "72, then m~(2) < 0.

Proof of Proposition[8.2: It follows from the definition of the mass that for i = 1,2,
there exists H; € C?(€2; \ {0}) such that

(143) —AHi—%HiZOiHQi,Hi>OiHQi,HiZOODaQi,
X

with

(144) Hi@) = T T o e

asx — 0, x € Q;. Set h:= Hy — Hy on ;. Since 1 € Q9, we have that
—Ah — #h:() in

(145) h>0 on oM

h#0 in 09Q;.
First, we claim that h € H»?(Q;). Indeed, it follows from the construction of the
singular function in the previous theorem, that there exists w € H'?({);) such that
d({E, 892) - d({E, an)

|;[;|0‘+(V)

(146) h(z) = + w(z) for all x € Q.

Since ;7 C Q9 and 0 is on the boundary of both domains, then the tangent spaces
at 0 of 7 and Qs are equal, and one gets that

d(x,001) — d(x,002) = O(|z|*) as x — 0.
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Since a4 () — a—(y) < 1, we then get that

- d(z,00) — d(z,901)

— - 1—a-(7)
h(z) = PR = O(|z] ) as x — 0.

Similarly, |[VA(z)| = O(|z|~* (™)) as & — 0, we deduce that h € H“2(Q;). Tt then
follows from (I486]) that h € HY2(Qy).

To prove the monotonicity, note first that since v < vy (1) and h € H»2(Qy), it
follows from (I45]) and the comparison principle that h > 0 in ©y. Since h # 0,
it follows from Hopf’s maximum principle that for any § > 0 small, there exists
C(9) > 0 such that

h(z) > C(8)d(z,09) for all 2 € 9Bs(0) N Q.

We define the sub-solution u,_(4),— as in Proposition 5.1l It then follows from the
inequality above and the asymptotics in ([G3]) that there exists ¢y > 0 such that

h(z) > 2€0uqg_(y),~ () for all z € dB5(0) N Q.

This inequality also holds on Bs(0) N d€Q since u,_(y),— vanishes on 0€;. It
the follows from the maximum principle that h(z) > 2€ouq_(y),—(z) for all z €
Bs(0) N 1. With the definition of h and the asymptotic (G3]), we then that for
0’ > 0 small enough, we have that

d(fE, 891)

(147) Halw) = Hi(x) 2 €0 iy

for all z € By (0) N Q4.

We let 7 be the inward orthonormal vector of 92; at 0. This is also the inward
orthonormal vector of 022 at 0. Therefore, for any ¢ > 0 small enough, we have
that d(t7, 0€;) = t for i = 1, 2. Tt then follows from the expressions ([44]) and ([I47)
that

(1m0 (R2) = 11 () zwbesy + 0 (ﬁ) > oty ast L0,

We then get that m.(Q2) — m, (1) > €, and therefore m.(Q2) > m.(Q4). This
proves ([[42)) and ends the first part of Proposition B2

Finally, now that Ha(z) := mgfﬁ is a solution for R’} . If now €2 C R’} then the
above yields that 0 = m, (R"}) > m. (), which completes the proof of Proposition
8.2l ([

In Section [I0, we will prove that one can define the mass m, (R’ ) of R}, and that
n —
m~(RY) = 0.
9. TEST FUNCTIONS AND THE EXISTENCE OF EXTREMALS IN THE
HARDY-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

Let © be a domain of R™ such that 0 € 9Q. For v € R and s € [0, 2), recall that

148 S(Q) = inf JS (u),
(148) Has ()= InE gy s ()

where

_ fQ (|Vu|2 - |7;|L2u2) da:'

2
(fsz % d;v) ’
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Note that critical points u € DV?(Q) of J¢, are weak solutions to the pde

2*—2
(149) Cpau e
|22 |z]°
for some A € R, which can be rescaled to be equal to 1 if A > 0 and to be —1 is
A < 0. In this section, we investigate the existence of minimizers for Jﬁs. We start

with the following easy case, where we don’t have extremals.

Proposition 9.1. Let Q C R™ be a smooth domain such that 0 € 9Q (No bound-

edness is assumed). When s =0 and v < 0, we have that piy () = W (where

K(n,2) = po,0(R™) is the best constant in the Sobolev inequality [I4)) and there is
no extremal.

Proof of Proposition [A1l: Note that 2*(s) = 2*(0) = 2*. Since v < 0, we have for
any u € C2°(Q) \ {0},

u2
fQ (|V’LL|2 - ’YW) dx > f(l |vu|2 dx > 1

* % - * l‘k - 2,
(o ful2” d) ™ (fo 2 da) ™~ F02)
and therefore pu o(2) > W Fix now zo € Q and let n € C°(£2) be such that

(150)

n—2

n(z) = 1 around xo. Set uc(z) := n(x) (m)T for all z € 2 and € > 0.
Since zq # 0, it is easy to check that lim._ [, % dx = 0. Tt is also classical (see
for example Aubin [2]) that
Vuel?d 1
lim fQ| U5| Il = 3
e—0 (IQ |ua|2* dl’) 2% K(?’L, 2)

It follows that 11,,0(Q2) < m This proves that ju,,0(Q2) = —K(i 5y

Assume now that there exists an extremal ug for p,o(Q2) in DV3(Q) \ {0}. The
inequalities in (IB0) and the fact that

fQ|Vuo|2 de 1

* i* 27
(Jo luol?* dz) ™ K(n:2)

means that ug € DV2(Q2) C DV2(R") is an extremal for the classical Sobolev

inequality on R™. But these extremals are known (see Aubin [2] or Talenti [51])

and their support is the whole of R™, which is a contradiction since ug has support

in 2 # R". It follows that there is no extremal for p. o(€2). This proves Proposition

9.11 (|
The remainder of the section is devoted to the proof of the following.

Theorem 9.2. Let §) be a smooth bounded domain in R™ (n > 3) such that 0 € 9Q

and let 0 < s < 2 and v < "Tz. Assume that either s > 0, or that {s =0, n >4
and v > 0}. There are then extremals for p., s(Q2) under one of the following two

conditions:
(1) v < n’=1 ond the mean curvature of O at 0 is negative.
2

(2) v > 2L and the mass m+(Q) of Q is positive.

Moreover, if v < vu(Q) (resp., v > vu(Y)), then such extremals are positive
solutions for (I49) with A > 0 (resp., A < 0).
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The remaining case n = 3, s = 0 and vy > 0 will be dealt with in section 11.

According to Theorem 4], in order to establish existence of extremals, it suffices
to show that py,s(2) < py,s(R%). The rest of the section consists of showing that
the above mentioned geometric conditions lead to such gap.

In the sequel, ho(0) will denote the mean curvature of 9 at 0. The orientation is
chosen such that the mean curvature of the canonical sphere (as the boundary of
the ball) is positive. Since {s > 0}, or that {s =0, n > 4 and y > 0}, it follows from
Proposition[IZTlin Section[I2 of the appendix (see also Bartsch-Peng-Zhang [3] and
Chern-Lin [10]) that there are extremals for 11, 4(R’). The following proposition
combined with Theorem 4] clearly yield the claims in Theorem

Proposition 9.3. We fiz v < "72. Assume that there are extremals for piy s(R7).
There exist then two families (ul)eso and (u2)e=o in DY2(Q), and two positive
constants ¢t , and ¢  such that:

v,8 v,8
(1) Forvy < "24*1, we have that
(151) J(ul) = pys(RY) (1+ ¢} o - ha(0) - £+ o(c)) when e — 0.

(2) For~= %, we have that
1 1
(152)  J(ul) = pys(RY) (1 + c}%s ~hq(0) -eln - +o (5 In g>) when & — 0.

(3) For~y > "24*1, we have as € — 0, that

(158)  J(u2) = o (R}) (1= 2,y () - 220 70=00) g =e=(0)).

Remark: When v < #, this result is due to Chern-Lin [10]. Actually, they

(n—2)2 n?—1
4

stated the result for v < , but their proof works for v < #—=. However,

when vy > "24_ L we need the exact asymptotic profile of U that was described by
Corollary
Proof of Proposition [9.3: By assumption, there exists U € DY2(R%) \ {0}, U > 0,
that is a minimizer for . (R’ ). In other words,

2 2
) S (|VU| ~ U ) d

2
[U[2* () T
(f]Ri [z]s dx

Therefore (see Corollary [6.0]), there exists A > 0 such that

-
7.5 (U)

= /'L'Y)S(Ri)'

U2*(s)7l

(154) U>0 inR?
U=0 1indRY}
and there exists K7, Ko > 0 such that
€ T
155 U(x) ~p0 K1——— and U(x) ~, 0o Ko————,
( ) (JJ) —0 1|$|a, an (JJ) |z|—+ 2|$|a+

where here and in the sequel, we write for convenience

ay = aq(y) and a_ = a_(y).
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In particular, it follows from Lemma (after reducing all limits to happen at 0
via the Kelvin transform) that there exists C' > 0 such that

(156) U(z) < Caylz|~** and |VU(z)| < Cla|~*+ for all z € RY.

We shall now construct suitable test-function for each range of . First note that

n?—1
4
n?—1

4

Concerning terminology, here and in the sequel, we define as in (G4])

v <

S oy —oa->1

v = & oy —oa- =1

B, := (=r,r) x B"Y(0) c R x R"!,
for all » > 0 and
VJr =VnN Rg’_
for all V C R™ Since Q is smooth, up to a rotation, there exists § > 0 and
©0 B 1) (O) — R such that ¢(0) = |V (0)| =0 and

. B — R”
1 ® 36
( 57) { ($17$/> s (331 + 4%70(33/)733/)7

that realizes a diffeomorphism onto its image and such that
©(Bss N R%) = ©(Bss) N Q and o(Bss N OR") = ©(Bss) N AN
Let € C2°(R™) be such that n(z) = 1 for all € Bs, n(z) = 0 for all 2 & Bog.

Case 1: v < ”24*1. As in Chern-Lin [I0], for any € > 0, we define

ue(z) = (776_772 U(e_lac)) o (x) for @ € ¢(Bas) N and 0 elsewhere.

This subsection is devoting to give a Taylor expansion of Jﬁs(ua—) as € — 0. In
the sequel, we adopt the following notation: given (ac)eso € R, ©4(ac) denotes a
quantity such that, as € — 0.

o(a. if v < 021
O (ac) == (ac) . 7 - n24_1
O(ac) ify=2=

Estimate of [, [Vu.|? dz:

It follows from (I50) that
(158) |Vue(z)| < Ce®+ % |x|~2+ for all x € Q and € > 0.
Therefore,

fw((Bsa\Bg)mRn) |Vu.|? dz = ©,(e) as e — 0.

It follows that

|Vu5| da:—/B |V (ue 0 )2 *Euc1|‘]ac( )| dz +©,(e) ase—0,
ot
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where B; 4 := BsN R” . The definition (I57) of ¢ yields Jac(y) = 1. Moreover, for
any 6 € (0,1), we have as x — 0,

Bucl = [ 1 djo _ 146
¢*Eucl := ( Do By + Dugodyeo ) Id+ H + O(|z|"™)

o 0 djpo
Ho— < oo 2 ).
It follows that

[vulde = [ Vaooygd- [ H 00000 do
Q Bs,+ Bs,+

where

(159) +0 </ lz|" 0|V (uz 0 @) ? da:) +0,(e) ase—0.
Bs 4+
We have that
/ H"0;(ue 0 9)0;(ue 0 ) dx
BL§+

— Z H" 01 (uz 0 0)0;(uc 0 ) d

i>2 7 Bs+
—2}" / Bripo ()01 (ue 0 9)Oi(ue 0 ) da
i>2 7 Bs+
=23 [ 050 @ P o0 9)oi(uc 0 ) da
ij>2 " Bot
(160) +0 (/ |x|2|V(u€ocp)|2dx> as € — 0.
Bg’+

We let I1 be the second fundamental form at 0 of the oriented boundary 9. By
definition, for any X,Y € Ty0(2, we have that

II(X,Y) = (diin(X),Y)Eycl

where /' : 02 — R" is the outer orthonormal vector of 92. In particular, we have
that 7(0) = (—1,0,-,0). For any 4, j > 2, we have that

I1;j := 11(0i(0), 8;0(0)) = (0:(7 0 ©)(0), 0;0(0)) = —(7(0), 0ij0(0)) = ;0 (0).
Plugging (I60) in (I59), and using a change of variables, we get that

/ \Vu>dz = / VU do — 21T;; ) / Y0 UdU da
Q Bo-154 4,j>2 *15+
(161) +0 </ |20 |V (uz 0 @) ? da:) +0,(e) ase—0.
Bgd,

We now choose 0:
(i) —1, then choose 0 < 0 < ay —a_ — 1;
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(i) Ify= (0, 1).
In both cases, We get by using (I58), that

(162) /_ |2|' TV (ue 0 )|? dz = O, () ase — 0.
Bg+

Moreover, using ([I56]), we have that
(163) féafm |VU|? dz = fm |VU?dx + ©,(c) as e — 0.
Plugging together ([I&1]), (I62), (IG3)) yields
|Vu*de = / |VU|* dx
Q R?
(164) —2IT;; Y / ) 0,U8;U dx + O, (e)
4,j>2 e—1ls,+

. 2% (s)
Estimate of [, % dz:

Fix o € [0,2]. We will apply the estimates below to o = s € [0,2) or to o := 2.
The first estimate in (I56]) yields

(165) luc ()| < Ce®+~2d(z, d0)|x|~+ < Ce+~ % g 7o+
for all € > 0 and all z € €. Since Jac ¢ = 1, this estimate then yields

2% (o) 2% (o)
luel 7 4y = / el e 0, (e)
o |zl (Bs. 1) ||
Uz 0 2% (o)
(166) = Jp,, B de+0,(e) ase— 0.

Ify< 4 2—1 and o < 2, we choose 0 € (O,(our—oz,)@—l)ﬁ((),l).
Ify= "24_ and o = 2, we choose any 6 € (0,1). Using the expression of ¢(z1,2’),
a Taylor expansion yields
(167)
—o _ - g I AV O(| |1+0) =0
lo(x)| 77 = |z] C 2 z? Z 5o (0)(z') (&) + O(|x as e )
i,j>2
The choice of 6 yields
U0 2% (o)

(168) S5, Mt e dr = ©,(c)  ase = 0.

Plugging together (IGO), (I67), ([I68), and using a change of variable, we get as
€ — 0 that

o0 J2° 5., JalF

15,4+
o U2 (@) gy P
Iy gnij/ @) @) do - 0,(0)
i,j>2 B.o-154
Moreover, ([I56]) yields
U2 (o) U2- (o)
/ | |U d;v:/ | |U dr+0©,(c) ase—0.
5 ... Il R
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Therefore, we get that
2% (o) 2% (o)
[l [ e,
o |z]7 rr |77

U2 (o) ) )
(169) = gnij/ | || ; |w_12(x/)z($/)a dz + 0,(e).
i,j>2 B._i;, ¥ 2|

We now compute the terms in U by using its symmetry property established in
Chern-Lin [10] (see also Theorem [[31] in the Appendix). Indeed, it follows from
(I54) that there exists U : (0,4+00) x R such that U(z1,2’') = U(xy,|2’]) for all
(x1,2") € R} Therefore, for any i, j > 2, we get that

U2 (o) ) ) Sis U2 ()
/ | | — x_g(x/)z(x/y dr = J / | | — I—12|£L'/|2d.’li
., I [l n—1Jp_,,, I Rl
and that

/ (@YU da — % / KU (2!, VU) da

3571514’ 35*15,4»

where x = (x1,2’) € R"l. Therefore, the identities (I64) and (I69J) rewrite

(170)/|Vu5|2dx = / |VU|2dx—2hL(?)g/ U (2, VU)dz + O(e)
Q R n- 5

35*15,4»
and
2 (o) U )
(171)/7“‘8'0 dv = / | |U dx
o |7l R |z|

oha(0) / U@ 2,
_rel) L2 dr 4+ ©
20— Jp_,,, Jal T

5*16,«#

as € = 0, where ho(0) = ), I];; is the mean curvature at 0.
An intermediate identity. We now claim that as ¢ — 0,

|$/|2x1 s U2*(s) U?
U2, VU)dx = / A +y— | dx
I, 5y, e T BT T RP

5*1(5,«# e—1ls

/12 o U 2
(172) —/ ) Wfl) dz +0,(1)
ORTNB__1;
where A > 0 is as in ([I54)). This was shown by Chern-Lin [10], and we include it
for the sake of completeness. Here and in the sequel, v; denotes the i** coordinate
of the direct outward normal vector on the boundary of the relevant domain (for
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instance, on OR’., we have that v; = —d1;). We write

J

U (a!,VU) dw—Z/ U (') 0;U da

e—1s,4+ j>2 e—ls,+

|2'|?
—Z/ aanj(z)ade
j>2 e—ls,+
2>
:Z/~ U 6qudo—2/ 0; (1UO;U) da
j>279(B-15 ) j>2 7/ Be-154
||
:Z/ v 0;Uv;do + O / |2’ 2| VU |*(x) do
3 JorinB. .y, 2 RYNOB, -1,
/|2
(173) —Z/ (01;U0;U + 0,U9;;U) da
j>2 e—1ls,+

Since U(0,2') = 0 for all 2/ € R, using the upper-bound (I56) and writing
V' = (0a,...,0n), we get that

[ 0U(2',VU) dz

Bsfléﬁ»
|22
=-> 1 5~ (01,U0;U + 01U0;;U) dax + ©,(1)
j>2 BafléJr
2> fp—p
- o (IV'UP?) de
Bsfléﬁ» 4
2>
+ [ 5 U (AU 4 011U) dx 4 ©,(1)
B£*16,+
12\7/TT|2 /|2
=—/ ] lFIVUR yldx+[ T o (- AU) da
8(85*15,4») 4 Bsfléﬁ» 2
/|2 LU 2
(174) +/§ o) <|$|(+)) dz + ©,(1)
5*15,4»

Using again that U vanishes on R’} and the bound (I36)), we get that

/(2 /|2 LU 2
/ U (2", VU)dr = / il U (—AU) d:z:—l—/ Mm dx
Boiy, Boi,, 2 ORT B, 1, 4
+0 / |2/ |*IVU 2 dx | +©,(1)
d(B,145)NRY
|$L'/|2
= MU(-AU)dzx
BE*IS,#» 2

/12 2
(175) —/ PO 10 v 6.1
ORYNB, 1, 4
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as € — 0. Now use equation (I54) to get that

/12 712 2*(5)_1
) [ Elavcana- [ Elav(h\— ) w

B B 2 |z[® |2

5*1(5,«#
Integrating by parts, using that U vanishes on OR’. and the upper-bound (I56]),
for o € [0, 2], we get that

U2*(cr)71 U2*(cr)
/ |x’|281U70dx:/ |:1c/|2|;v|"81< - )d:c
B || B 2*(o)

e~ 1o+ e 1o+
2 () U2 (@)
— 712 —0 der — o /2 —o d

Lo ey [ e (G )

Lo+

o(B
/12
=0 / 220U D do | + -2 / T 2 ) gy
R}NOB, 1, 2*(s) J5 ||
g

e—1ls,+

5*16,«#

5*16,#»

EdR! 2* (o)
(177) = @) /s P U de+0,(1) ase—0.
5*1(5,«#

Putting together (TR to (IT7) yields ([I72).

Estimate of Jﬁs(us):
Since U € DV2(R"), Tt follows from (I54) that

2 (s)
/ (IVU|2 - lUQ) dx = )\/ U e
R R

. [af? af
This equality, combined with (I70) and (1) gives

Jo (|Vu;._-|2 — #u?) dx

n
+

J’?’S(us) - 2% (s) 2%()
(fsz ‘ue||m|s d:c) S
z Q
ary) = AP ( |)U‘2*(s) C.+0,(e)
(fRn \U|| Is(s) daz) (5 (n — 1))\fRi T dx
£ xT
where for all £ > 0,
/|12 U2
C. = —2/ 61U(x’,VU)dx+7/ o U7,
B, B, |z ||
o],
27(s) JB > |af®

e~ ls,+

The identity (I72) then yields

/12 2
C. :/ OO 4, 1 0,01)
OR" NB, 2

as ¢ = 0. Therefore, (IT]) yields that as ¢ — 0,
ha(0) faRiﬂB L, |:12/|2(81U)2 dx’

Ul2*(s)
2(n — 1))\f]R1 I “z‘s dx

—15

(179) J2,(u.) = oY) (L4 +0,()
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We now distinguish two cases:

Case 1 v < ”244. The bound ([I56) yields |2/|?|01U]?> = O(|2'|>~2%+) when
|/| = +oc. Since ORT = R™!, we then get that 2/ — [2/[?|01U(2")]? is in
LY(OR?), and therefore, (I79) yields

(180) I (ue) = pry s (RY) (14 Co - ha(0) - € + 0(¢)) as e = 0,
with

Jopn 12/ 2(01U)% da’
— > 0.

0 -— *
- U
2(n — 1)\ fRi L dw

Case 17: v = "24*1. It follows from (I55), Lemma and a Kelvin transform
that

lim |2'|°*]|01U(0,2")| = Ky > 0.

|z’ | =400

Since 2a; — 2 =n — 1, we get that

/ammfgl&

as ¢ = 0. Therefore, (I79) yields
(181)  J (ue) = piys(RT) (1+ Coha(0)elnt +0(Inl)) ase—0,

where

1 1
|:E/|2(61U)2 dz' = wn_1K22 In z +o (].D E)

n1K3
C(/) = w 1 ‘2U|2*(S) > 0.
2(n— 1)\ fRi e da

e n?—1
Cases 1 and 2 prove Proposition [0.3] when v < 2—.
Case 2: v > ”24* L. In this case, the test-functions are more subtle. First, use
Theorem B.1] to obtain H € C?(Q\ {0}) such that (I34) hold and
(182) H(z) = dfjl’ff) +my () df;l,(??) +o (d|(;€f))) when  — 0.

As above, we fix 7 € C2°(R") such that n(z) = 1 for all z € Bs, n(x) = 0 for all
x & Bss. We then define 8 such that

H(z) = (77'3;—1) op M)+ B(x) forall z € Q.
x (e
Here ¢ is as in (68) to (Z0). Note that 3 € D12(€2) and
(183) B(x) = m(Q) d‘(f"(??) +o0 (d|(;€f))) as z — 0.

Indeed, since oy — a— < 1, an essential point underlying all this subsection is that
|z| = o (|x|]*+~%-) asx — 0.

We choose U as in (I54). Up to multiplication by a constant, we assume that

KQ = 1, that is

(184) U(z) ~z0 K1

T1

Z1
|+

|.’IJ|O‘*

and U(x) ~|z|—=-+oo

Now define
(185)  wc(z) := (ne_%U(e_l-D op Hz)+e e B(z) for x € Q and € > 0.
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We start by showing that for any k£ > 0
(186) lim ——=— = H in Cf,(Q\ {0}).

5—»06 —

Indeed, the convergence in CP (2 \ {0}) is a consequence of the definition of wu.,
the choice Ky = 1 and the asymptotic behavior (I84). For convergence in C¥, we
need in addition that V(U — z1|z|~2+) = o (Jz|'7*+~%) as @ — +oo for all i > 0.
This estimate follows from (I84)) and Lemma [6.3]
In the sequel, we adopt the following notation: 6 denote any quantity such that
there exists § : R — R such that

lim lim 65 = 0.

c—0e—0

We first claim that for any ¢ > 0, we have that

/ <|Vu5|2 - %u?) dz
N\(B.(0)1) ||

ap—a_ n—2ay Yn—1 (n_2)wn*1 aqp—o_
(187) = eor <<a+—1>c 2 +W+mv<mT> | geeeia
Indeed, it follows from (I86) that
(188)
J. (|Vua|2 - %u2) dx

li 22\pPe@) VUl 7 Rpte) OF / <|VH|2 B 121#) .

=0 garen Np(Be(0)1) 2]
Since H vanishes on 90\ {0} and satisfies —AH — #H = 0, integrating by parts
yields
/ <|VH|2— %H2> de = —/ HO,H do

N (Be(0)4) | ¢ (RLNOB. (0))
(189) - - Ho g 0,.,(H o) d(p*o),

R NAB.(0)

where in the two last inequalities, v(x) is the outer normal vector of B.(0) at
x € 0B.(0).

We now estimate H o ¢ 0, ,H o ¢. It follows from (I82) that

(190) Hop(x) = Ij—i* + o (Q) |x‘7|5;7 +o <|$ij > as z — 0.
It follows from elliptic theory and ({I83]) that for any ¢ = 1, ...,n, we have that
(191) 0;(B o) =20; (mV(Q)ImJIC—‘L) +o(Jz|7*) asz — 0.
Therefore,

0i(Hop) = b&nlr| ™ —apxya|z| o+ 2
(192) +my (Q) (8i1]z) " — a_zyz|z|7 ) + o (Jz| )

as ¢ — 0. Moreover, p,v(z) = To] +O(]z|) as © — 0. Therefore, the estimate (I92)
yields

(193) 0y, (H o p) = —(ay — L1

1
1) |:E|°‘++1

a1

~ (0~ Dymy (%) o (o)
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as ¢ — 0. By using that ay + a— =n and ay — a_ < 1, (I90) and ([I93)) yield
1)z 2 _

—Hopd,,,(Hoyp)= TPT)H (n— 2)m,Y(Q)|I|ITl+1 +o(jz|'") asz —0.

Integrating this expression on B.(0)+ = R’} N0B.(0) and plugging into (I89J) yield

/ VHE = g2} ap = Cem DO o )@l g
Q\p(B,(0)4) |z[2 2n K omn
where lim._,g 0. = 0. Here, we have used that
1 1 n_

/ rido = —/ rido = — |z|? do = u, Wp—1 = / do.

SZfl 2 §n—1 2n §n—1 2n §n—1
This equality and ([I88) prove (IZT).
We now claim that

2 (s)

/ <|Vu5|2——2u€) dr = /\/ ———dz
Q |z n |z
(194) +m7(9)7("_22):”’1 e 4 o(e*T ) ase — 0.

Indeed, define U, (z) := e~ "= U(e~'x) for all z € R™. The definition (I83) of u.

rewrites as:
us o p(x) = Ue(x) + ¢ e Bop(x) forallzeRY N Bs.

Fix ¢ € (0,4) that we will eventually let go to 0. Since dyg is an isometry, we get
that

(195) / <|Vu5|2 - —2U5> dx
o(Ba(0)4) |z
= V(e 0 9) 2 el — s (e 0 0)? ) [Jac(p)| da
B.(0)+ erBucl — o(z)]2
Y 2
= VU.|*, U) Jac(y)| dx
/Bcam (' el Buel ~ oy le ) Pec()

al—a

_ gl
426 2 /BC(O)+ ((VUE,V(B ©9)) o+ Eucl — WUE(% ° <p)> [Jac(p)| dx

#07 [o (PO N = 9000 e

Since ¢*Eucl = Eucl + O(|z|), |¢(z)| = |z| + O(]z|*) and 3 € D¥?(Q2), we get that

v
(196) / (|Vu [——r ) dx _/ (|VU E ) | d
#(B.(0)+) e B.(0)+ “Bucl g2 e

U2
+0 / || <|VU | + ) | dx
B.(0)4 Eucl |22

ay—a

2 o 7 .
+2e /BC(O)Jr <(VU5;V(B <P))Eud |£L‘|2U€(ﬂ (p)) dx

ap—o_ U. _
w0 (5 [ (vl 1960 o))+ ZL2A) p ) 4 oo
Be(0)+ ||
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as € — 0. The pointwise estimates (I84]) and (I91]) yield

Y 2
Vu |2——u>daz/ <|VU|2 ——U)da:
/sa(Bc<0)+>< e Be(0)1 “Bucl g2 e

[ (VY e - U0 9)) do
Bo(0)+ ]

et g

+2¢

as € — 0. Integrating by parts yields

/ <|Vu5|2 - %us> dx
¢(B.(0)1) ||

:/ (—AUE 72U>UE dﬂc+/ U.0,U. do
B.(0)+ || B(B(0)+)

12T / (—AUE VQU)ﬁwd:H/ 8o wd,U. do
Bo(0)+ ] (B (0)1)

+eY 07
as € — 0. Since both U and f o ¢ vanish on OR"} \ {0}, we get that

(197) / <|Vu5|2 - —2u€> dx
o(B.(0)4) |z

:/ (—AUE 72U>U€dx+/ U.0,U. do
B.(0)+ || R? NOB,(0)

+25a+;a7 / ( AU, — 5 ) Bocpd:t—i—/ B o wd, U, do
B.(0)+ |z | R? NOB.(0)

ap—a_ e
+e 0:

as € = 0. The asymptotic estimate (I84) of U and Lemma 6.3 yield (after a Kelvin
transform)

OU. = —(ay — 1)5%;&7 zi|z| 4o (EHEL |:E|_O‘+)

as € = 0 uniformly on compact subsets of R} \ {0}. We then get that

—a

BopdU. =7 (=my () (ag — Dailz| " + o (Jz|'"))
and
U.0,U: = e+ (—(ay — Daf|z| >~ + o (|| 72*1))

as € — 0 uniformly on compact subsets of R7 \ {0}. Plugging these identities in
([I98) and using equation (I54]) yield, as e — 0,

(5)
/ <|Vu5|2 - —2U5> der = / /\UE dx — (ag — 1)£cn720‘+5°‘+7°‘*
o(B.(0)4) || B0y, |7l° 2n

oy —a (S) 1
122 / /\Lﬂogpdaj
B.(0)+ |x|s

Wn—1

(198) ~(ay —1)

my ()0 4 e
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Note that as e — 0,

U2 e U2 ® U2
/ )\Esdx:/)\ssdx—i—O/ —— dx
B.(0)+ |z| R7 |z] R2\B.(0) 1 |z]

U. (s)
(199) :/ A dw 40 (e )

||

The expansion (I83]) and the change of variable x := ey yield as ¢ — 0,
(200)

UQ*(S)fl ot —a U2*(s) 1 —o_
/ A————Bopdr = Am,(Q)e i / — y; dy + ¢ e 0
B.(0)1 n lyl lyl

Integrating by parts, and using the asymptotics (I84) for U yield

UQ*(S)fl UQ*(S)fl
/ 753/—;@ = lim 753/—;@
noJylso [yl R=+oo Jpa),  WIF [yl*-
—  lim <—AU 2U>
R—+00 JBpr(0)4 ly] Tyl
— lim U<—A—l2>< g1 >d
R—+00 J g, (0), lyl ly|o-
—/ 0,U—L— do
ABR(0)1 |ly|*-
(201) = (g — 1)t
o + 2n

U2 (s)
/ (|Vua|2 - —2u > der = )\/ ——dx
Q || ozl

(n —2)wp—

2n¢dn 15a+—a, +0(Ea+—0¢7)

as € — 0. This finally yields (I94).
We finally claim that

2% (s) 2% (s) * —
/ Ye gz = / U" 7 4w + 2 (S)mw(g)wsawm
Q "

Fak Fak A 2n
(202) +o0 (4+7%7) as € — 0.
Indeed, fix ¢ > 0. Due to estimates (I83) and (I84), we have that

ug*(s) ug (s)
/—Sd.f = / 3 d$+0(a+—a,)
o |7l ©(Bc(0)4) |~”C|

+7OL

U. 2% (s)

_ / | +e =z SOSD| |JaC((p)|d£L‘+0(8a+_a7)
0) ()]

+7OL

U. 2*(s)

= / |Us+e— = _ B oyl |(1+ O(Jz])) dz + 0 (*+7*7)
() |




HARDY-SCHRODINGER OPERATOR 59

as € — 0. One can easily check that there exists C' > 0 such that for all X,Y € R,
(208) [|X+Y 20— X0 (5) | X[* 72XV | < € (X[ 2y 2 + v [P )

Therefore, using the asymptotics (I83) and ([I84) of U and 3, we get that
2%(s)

ug*(s) 2
/ g = / |1+ O(|a))) dz
o |7l B.(0)1 |z|

N oy o UEZ*(S)—I
+2%(s)e™ > ———Bop(l+0(|z]) dz
B.(0) 4 |z

te T o6e
UZ*(S) oo UQ*(S)fl
= / ° — dz +2%(s)e 2 / Eisﬁogpdx
B.(0)1 |z| B.(0)1 |z

g —a

ag—o-
+e7 2 6 ase—0.

Then ([202)) follows from this latest identity, combined with (I99), (200), and (201)).
We can finally use (I94) and (202), and the fact that

U2 (s)
/ (VU - —LU?) dz = )\/ - d,
R? ||?
+

to get

(e = 5) wn-1
()
n\ fRi U2 e

[

Jg’)s(ua) =J,50)|1- may (e~ + 0 (e2+7%) ase — 0,

which proves (I53]). This ends the proof of Proposition[@.3] and therefore, as already
mentioned, of Theorem [0.2]

10. EXAMPLES OF DOMAINS WITH POSITIVE MASS

We now assume that v € (”2;1, "72) We have seen in Proposition that the
mass is negative when 0 C R} = To0RQ2. In particular, m,(2) < 0 if Q is convex

and v < vy (). In this section, we give examples of domains Q with positive mass.

For any xzp € R™, we define the inversion
. T — o
= + -
iz () 1= w0 + |20| ERENE
for all z € R™\ {zo}. The inversion i, is the indentity map on 0B,,|(20) (the ball
of center xy and of radius |xo|), and in particular i(0) = 0.

Definition 10.1. We shall say that a domain Q@ C R™ (0 € 99) is smooth at
infinity if there exists xo & Q such that i,,() is a smooth bounded domain of R™
having both 0 and xo being on its boundary O (i, ().

One can easily check that R’} is a smooth domain at infinity (take zo := (—1,0,...,0)).
We now state and prove three propositions that are crucial for the constructions
that follow. The first one indicates that the notion of mass defined in Theorem [B1]
extends to unbounded domains that are smooth at infinity.
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Proposition 10.2. Let Q2 be a domain that is smooth at infinity such that 0 €
00. We assume that vy () > n’—1 ond fit v € (#,VH(Q))- Then, up to a

1
multiplicative constant, there exists a unique function H € C*(Q2\ {0}) such that

—AH — #H =0 inQ

H>0 inQ

H=0 onoN\{0}
H(z) < Clz|'~*+()  for all z € Q.

(204)

Moreover, there exists c; > 0 and co € R such that

d(z,00) d(z,09) ‘o (d(,T, oN)

Vgler @ T 2 ge-m lzfo— ()

H(z)=c ) as x — 0.

We define the mass m.,(Q2) := &, whach is independent of the choice of H in @04).

With this notion of mass, we will be in position to prove the following continuity
result.

Proposition 10.3. Let Q C R™ be that is smooth at infinity such that 0 € 9. We
assume that v (Q) > "24*1, and fix v € (#,WH(Q)) For any R > 0, let Dg be
a smooth domain of R™ such that
° BR(:E()) C Dr C BQR(:E()),
e QN Dpg is a smooth domain of R™.
Let & € C*(R x R™",R™) be such that
O, := O(t,-) is a smooth diffeomorphism of R™,
®y(x) =z for all |x] > 1/2 and all t € R,
®:(0) =0 for allt € R,
@0 - Ian .

Set Q¢ g :=D+(Q) N Dpr. Then

. > '
t_)léfrjl%gljfroo v (Qe,r) > v (Q)

Therefore, for t — 0, R — 400, we have that vg (4. r) > "24_1 and m~(Qy r) is

well defined. In addition,

li Q = Q).
0 B e T () = 1 ()

As a consequence of the above, we shall be able to construct smooth bounded
domains with positive or negative mass with any behavior at 0.

Proposition 10.4. Let w be a smooth open set of R™. Then, there exist Q4 ,Q_

two smooth bounded domains of R™ with Hardy constants > "24_1 , and there exists

ro > 0 such that

Q-i- N Bro(o) =0_N BTO(O) =wn BTO(O)’

n?—1

and for any v € ("=, min{yy (Q4), vz (Q2-)}), we have that

m(Q4) >0 > my(Q2).
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The remainder of this section will be devoted to the proof of these three proposi-
tions. As a preliminary remark, we claim that if 2 is a domain of R™ such that
0 € 09 and € is smooth at infinity, then

(205) liminf vy (Qr) > vu(Q),

t—0,R—o00

where ; g are defined as in Proposition 03 Indeed, by definition, vg (2 r) >

v () = v (P:(Q)). Inequality (205) then follows from the limit @3] of Lemma
We shall proceed in 7 steps.

Step 1: Reformulation via the inversion. For convenience, up to a rotation

and a dilation, we can assume that z¢ := (=1,0,...,0) € R™ and we define the
inversion
i(x) :=mxo + i for all x € R™\ {0}
B |z — 202 0

Define Q := (), ®(t, x) := io®(¢, i(x)) for (t,z) € RxR", and D, := R™\i(D,-1)
(i.e., the complement in R™). Here, note that R — +o0 in Proposition [0.3 is
equivalent to r — 0 in here. We then have that

0,20 € Q and 2 is a smooth bounded domain of R”.

Note that ® € C®°(R x R",R") is such that

e For any t € (—2,2), &, := ®(t,-) is a C°—diffeomorphism onto its open

image ®,(R").

e &y =1d,

e ©,(0) =0 for all t € (-2,2),

o &,(x) =x for all t € (—2,2) and all € Bas(xp) with 6 < 1/4.
We define

&, = By(00).

The sets D, satisfy the following properties:

e B, /s(wg) C D, C B, (),

o O, =0\ D, is a smooth domain of R™.
In particular, we have that

Qt,r = i(Qt,rl)'
Let u € C?(;,. \ {0}) be such that
(206) — Au— #u:()in Qu, ., u>0inQ, , u=0ond,.
The existence of u follows from Theorem Bl Consider the Kelvin transform of u,
that is
a(z) = |z — xo|* "u(i(z)) for all z € Q.
We then get that
~Al—Vi=0inQ,,

where
(207) V(z) := m for x € R™ \ {0, z0}.
It is easy to check that
V(x):%élx') asx%OandV(x)zW as T — o
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The coercivity of —A — y|z|~2 on Q (since v < vy () yields the coercivity of
—A — V on , that is there exists ¢y > 0 such that

/~ (|IVu]® = V(2)u?) dz > Co/~ |Vu|? dz for all u € D(Q).
Q Q

From now on, we should be able to transfer the analysis to the bounded domain Q.

Step 2: Perturbation of the domain via the two singular points 0 and x;.
We shall need the following.

Proposition 10.5. For any t € (—1,1), there exists u; € C2(Q; \ {0,20}) such
that
—Aug —Vu, =0 in
up >0 in Qt
uy =0 on I\ {0, 20}
up(x) < Cla|' =+ 4 Olo — zo|' =) for z € Q.

(208)

Moreover, we have that

d((E, 8(%)

(1+ O(|$|a+(v)—a7(v)))
as x — 0, uniformly wrt t € (—1,1).

Proof of Proposition [I0.3. We construct approximate singular solutions as in Sec-
tion Bl For all t € (—2,2), there exists a chart ¢, that satisfies (63) to (Z0) for ;.
Without restriction, we assume that lim;—,o ¢ = @ in Cck (f?gg,R"). We define a
cut-off function ns such that ns(z) =1 for « € Bjs and ns(x) =0 for x & Bas. As in

(2), we define uy, (1), € C? (Q_t\ {0}) with compact support in ¢;(Bsas) such that
(210) wa, tope(mr, ) == ns(x1, 2" )z || (1464 (z)) for all (z1,2") € ng\{O},

where Oy (z1,2) := e 2™ H(®) _ 1 for all = (21,4') € Bys and all ¢ € (—2,2).
Here, H:(z') is the mean curvature of 0f); at the point ¢;(0,2"). Note that
lim; 0 ©; = O¢ in C*(U). Arguing as is Section 5 we get that

(=A = V)ug, = O(d(z,0)]z|~+M=1) in K:Zt N £:35

Ugyt >0 in Qt~ﬂ Bs
Uyt = 0 on 8Qt \ {O},
and )
d(xz, 00
Uq, () (z, 9%%:) (14 0O(]z|) as = — 0.

S

The construction in Section [ also yields

(211) it ¢ © By = tay 0 0 CR(Q {0).

Note also that all these estimates are uniform in ¢ € (—1,1). In particular, defining
(212) foi=—Dua, s — Vua, 1,

then there exists C' > 0 such that

(213) [fu(@)| < Cd(w, 0|~ < Claf 7o+ )
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forall t € (—1,1) and all x € Q) N Bs. Therefore, since v > "24_1, it follows from

(2I1) and this pointwise control that f; € Lt (Q) for all t € (—1,1) and that

(214) lim [ fy 0 @ — foll | 2, @) =0.

For any t € (—1,1), we let v; € D2(Q;) be such that
(215) — Avy — Vu, = f, weakly in DV2(€),).

The existence follows from the coercivity of —A —V on €, which follows itself from
the coercivity on Q = Qo. We then get from (2I4) and the uniform coercivity on
Qt that

%i_r)% vy 0 By = vg in DV2(Q) and CL_(Q\ {0, z0}).
It follows from the construction of the mass in Section [§ (see the proof of Theorem
BI) that around 0, |v;(x)| is bounded by |z|*=*~ ). Around z, —Av; — Vv, = 0

and the regularity Theorem yields a control by | — :E0|1_0‘*(7). These controls
are uniform with respect to ¢ € (—1,1). Therefore, there exists C' > 0 such that

lu(2)| < Cd(z,0) (|x|—0¢—(v) +lo— x0|—a,(y))
for all t € (—1,1) and all 2 € Q,. Now define
() = Ua, 1 (x) — ve(x)

for all t € (—1,1) and = € Q. This function satisfies all the requirements of
Proposition O
Step 3: Chopping off a neighborhood of zy: We now study Qt,r =0 \ D,.
For 7 € (0,3/2), note that €, N B5(0) = QN Bs(0). We shall now define a mass
associated to the potential V', and prove its continuity.

Step 3.1: The function f; : O, — R defined in (2I2) has compact support in
Ba5(0), therefore, it is well-defined also on €2;,.. We define v;,. € D2(€;,.) such
that

(216) — Avy, — Vo, = f; weakly in D2(Q, ).

Since the operator —A — V' is uniformly coercive on Q,, it is also uniformly coercive
of 2, with respect to (¢,r), so that the definition of v, via ([2I0) makes sense.
The uniform coercivity and 2I2)-(@I3) yield the existence if C > 0 such that

[verllpre, ) < C for all ¢,r. Since o ¢ Qi.r, @I2)-@I3) and regularity theory
yield vz, € O (Q. \ {0}) and for all p > 0, there exists C(p) > 0 such that

(217) [ve,r 016, o\, ©UB, (o)) < C(0)-

Step 3.2: We claim that there exists C' > 0 such that

(218) o (2)] < Cd(, O) (|x|—a7<v> tl— x0|_0‘*(7))

forallt € (—1,1) and all z € th. Indeed, around 0, th coincides with Qt, and
the proof of the control goes as in the construction of the mass in Section [§ (see
the proof of Proposition BJl). The argument is different around zo. We let ro > 0
be such that Q; N Bay, (x0) = QN Bay, (x0). Therefore, for € (0,70), we have that

Qt,r N B2’I"() ('IO) = (Q \ DT) N BQTO (‘IO)
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Arguing as in the proof of Proposition [B.1] there exists @, € C* (5\ {0}) and
7/ > 0 such that

e >0 inQ N Bar, (x0)
o =0 in (0€) N Bay, (o)

—Atg_ — Vi, >0 in QN Bay, (o).

Moreover, we have that

d(z,09)

| — 2ol

Therefore, since vy, vanishes on By, (20) Nd(Q\ D,), it follows from (@I7) and the

properties of u,,_ that there exists C' > 0 such that

(219) Uo_(x) = (14 0(lz — z0|)) asx — x0, z € Q.

v < Clg_ond ((Q N br) N Bay, (x0)> )

Since in addition (—A — V)v,, =0 < (A = V)(Cay_), it follows from the com-
parison principle that v, < Ci,_ in (Q \ br) N Bay, (x0). Arguing similarly with
—vy, and using the asymptotic (2I9), we get ([2IF]).

Step 3.3: We claim that

(220) tliIEO vt 0 Py =g in D172(Q)loc,{mo}° N Clloc(ﬁ\ {0, z0}),

where vy was defined in ([2I8) and convergence in D1’2(Q)zoc,{m0}c means that
limy .0 7vsr © By = nuo in DV2(Q) for all n € C°°(R™) vanishing around .
Indeed, v;,, 0 ®; € DV2(Q\ D,) € DV2(2). Uniform coercivity yields weak conver-
gence in D2(Q) to & € DV2(Q). Passing to the limit, one gets (—A — V) = fo,
so that @ = vp. Uniqueness then yields convergence in CL_(Q\ {0,z0}). With a
change of variable, equation (2I6) yields an elliptic equation for v, o ®;. Multi-
plying this equation by 7% - (v, 0 ®; — vg) for n € C°°(R™) vanishing around =z,
one gets convergence of nu; » o ®; to Nug in Dl’Q(Q). This proves the claim.

It follows from the construction of the mass (see Theorem BI]) and the regularity
Theorem [6.1] that there exists Ko € R and for all (¢,r) small, there exists K;, € R
such that

B d(z, Q) d(z, 092:)
(221) Vir (7) = Ko T o5y 0 ( o)
and

o d(z,00) d(z, Q)
(222) vo(z) = KOW +o <_|I|a(’y)

as x € Q goes to 0. Note that around 0, Qt)r coincides with Qt.

Step 3.4: We claim that

(223) t};rgo K, = Kp.

We only give a sketch. Noting 0, := v, o @, the proof relies on (220) and the

fact that }
—Aq):Eucl’lN}t’T —Vo (I)t’f}t’,‘ = ft o (I)t in QN B(;(O)

The comparison principle and the definitions (221 and (222)) then yield (223).
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Step 4: Proof of Proposition We define Hy(z) := Uq, (v),0(7) —vo() for
all z € Q\ {0, 20}, and consider its Kelvin transform
(224) Hy(z) == |& — x0|> " Ho(i(z)) = | — x> (Uay (4),0 — vo) (i(z))

for all x € Q. It follows from the definitions of u .0 and vg that Hy satisfies the
following properties:

at ()

—AHO - #H@ =0 in Q
(225) Hy >0 inQ
Hy =0 1in9Q\ {0}.
Concerning the pointwise behavior, we have that

d(z, 0Q) dx,00) , (d(x, 8Q)>

(226) Ho(a) = ~ K

]+ |- |-

asx — 0,z € Q, and
(227) Hy(z) < Clz|*=* for all x € Q, |z| > 1.
This proves the existence part in Proposition [[0.2l We now deal with the unique-
ness. We let H € C%(Q\ {0}) be as in Proposition [[0.2] and consider its Kelvin
transform H(z) := |x — 20|> " H(i(z)) for all z € Q\ {0,z0}. We then have that

~AH-VH =0 inQ
(228) H >0 in®Q

H =0 in0Q\{0,z0}.

Moreover, we have that H(z) < C|z|'=*+™) 4+ Clz — 20|' =) for all z € Q. Tt
then follows from Theorem [Z.1] that there exists Cy,Cy > 0 such that
d(z, Q) d(z, Q)

| | = o[-

(229) g(I) ~r 0 Ol and g(I) ~r—xo CQ

where o € {a_ (), a4 (7)}. We claim that @ = oy (7). Indeed, otherwise, we would
have H € D“2(Q) (see Theorem [Z1) and then ([228) and coercivity would yield
H = 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore o = a4 (7). In particular, the estimates
@29) hold for Hy (with different constants C;,C,). Arguing as in the proof of
Theorem BRIl we get that there exists A > 0 such that H = M\H,, and therefore
H = M\Hy. This proves uniqueness and completes the proof of Proposition 0.2

As a consequence of ([220), the mass m,(Q2) is well-defined and we have that
(230) m(Q) = —Kp.

Step 5: convergence of the mass: We claim that

(231) lim  my(Qr) = my(Q).

t—0,R—o0
We define ﬁt,r = Uq, t — Vs, in such a way that
_AHt,T — Vﬁtﬂ« = 0 in Qt_’,,«.

It follows from (209) and [@2I) that H;, > 0 around 0. From the maximum
principle, we deduce that H;, > 0 on §;, and that it vanishes on 9§, \ {0, zo}.
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It follows from ([209) and @221)) that
d(x,BQt 7‘) d(w,@flw) + o <d($,aﬁt)r)>

Htﬂ‘(x) =—0 Kt,’r‘ |$|a7 |I|0¢7

asx — 0, x € th. Coming back to Q; p with R = r~1 via the inversion i with
Hy g(z) := |z — x> " H; . (i(z)) for all z € Qy g, we get that
—AHt)R — #Ht,R =0 n Qt,R
thR >0 in Qt,R
Ht,R =0 in BQ,ZR \ {0}

and

ok, 00 <d(x,aszt,3>>

|$|o¢,
as x — 0, x € Q¢ r. Therefore, it follows from the definition of the mass (see
Theorem BI) that m+(Qr) = —K;, for all t,r, R = r=!'. Claim (23I) then

follows from (223) and ([230).

This ends the proofs of Propositions and

Step 6: In order to prove Proposition [[0.4] we need to exhibit prototypes of
unbounded domains with either positive or negative mass.

Proposition 10.6. Let Q2 be a domain such that 0 € 9Q and Q is smooth at
infinity. Assume that v () > "24_1 and fix vy € ("24_1,'}/1{(9)). Then m~ () >0
if R € Q, and m, () <0 if Q CRY}.

Proof of Proposition : With Hy defined as in ([224]), we set
U(x) := Ho(x) — z1]z|~** for all x € Q.
We first assume that R’} C Q while being distinct. We then have that
— S By Jy p— i n
Uzo0 in OR% \ {0}.

We claim that
(233) / |VU|? dz < +oc.
R

T
Indeed, at infinity, this is the consequence of the fact that |VU|(z) < C|z|~*+ for all
x € R large, this latest bound being a consequence of (227)) combined with elliptic
regularity theory. At zero, the argument is different. Indeed, one first notes that
d(z,0V) = z1 + O(|z|?) for € R7} close to 0, and therefore, U(z) = O(|z|*~*-)
for © — 0. The control on the gradient |VU|(z) < Clz|~* at 0 follows from the
construction of Hy. This yields integrability at 0 and proves (233).
We claim that ¢ > 0 in R’}. Indeed, it follows from (232)) and ([233) that U_ €
DY2(R%). Multiplying equation ([225) by U_, integrating by parts on (Bg(0) \
B.(0)) NR?, and letting ¢ — 0 and R — +o0 by using (233)), one gets U_ = 0, and
then U > 0. The result follows from Hopf’s maximum principle.
We now claim that

(234) m.(€2) > 0.
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Indeed, since & > 0 in R}, there exists co > 0 such that U(z) > coz1|z|~*~ for
all x € 9(B1(0)1). It then follows from [233)), 232) and the comparison principle
that U(z) > cozilx|~® for all x € B1(0)4+. The expansion ([226) then yields
—Ky > ¢g > 0. This combined with (230) proves the claim.

When Q C R”, the argument is similar except that one works on €2 (and not R})
and that & < 0 in 9Q \ {0}. This ends the proof of Proposition [[0.6l

Step 7: Proof of Proposition 0.4t Let w be a smooth domain of R™ such
that 0 € 9. Up to a rotation, there exists ¢ € C*°(R"™!) such that ©(0) = 0,
V(0) = 0 and there exists dp > 0 such that

w N Bs,(0) = {1 > p(a")/ (z1,2") € By, (0)}-
Let n € C°(Bs,(0)) be such that n(x) =1 for all z € Bs,/2(0), and define
p(tz’)

t

Dy (x) := (:vl +n(x)

and ®y := Idrn. It is easy to see that ®; satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition
[10.3l Moreover, for 0 < ¢t < 1, we have that

% N ®4(Bs,2(0)) = (R} N By, /2(0))-

,:E') for all t > 0 and z € R",

We let Q2 be a smooth domain at infinity such that
n?—1
Y
(for example, R" ), and let € r be as in Proposition I0.3l It is easy to see that
w N tq)t(B(;o/Q (0)) = tQt,R Ntd, (350/2 (0))
Therefore, for t > 0 small enough, we have that
wn Bt50/3 (0) = tQt,R n Bt50/3 (0)

Moreover, vg (tQ: r) = Y (Q.r) > (n? —1)/4 as t — 0 and R — +oo (see (20H)).
Concerning the mass, we have that

(235) QN B, (O) = Ri N By (0) and ’}/H(Q) >

ta+(7)_o‘*(7)m7(tﬂt,3) =my(Q,r) = my(Q) as t = 0, R — +o0.

We now choose {2 appropriately.

To get a negative mass, we choose 2 smooth at infinity such that Q N B;(0) =
R N B1(0) and © C R%}. Then v5(Q2) = n?/4, ([235) holds and Proposition
yields m,(2) < 0.

To get a positive mass, we choose R’} C € such that (235]) holds (this is possible for

any value of vy () arbitrarily close to "Tz, see point (5) of Proposition BI)). Then

Proposition [[0.6 yields m~ () > 0. This proves Proposition [10.4]

11. THE REMAINING CASES CORRESPONDING TO s =0 AND n =3

According to Proposition and Theorem [0.2] there remains the situation, when
s=0,n=3and~y € (0, "72) Note first, that if v > vy (£2), we have from Propo-
sition @1l and Theorem B4l that fi4,0(Q2) < 0 < p,,0(R%) and the existence of ex-
tremals is guaranteed. Another situation is when 1, 0(R’ ) does have an extremal U.
In this case, Proposition [0.3] provides sufficient conditions for jiy,0(2) < py,0(R%),
and hence there are extremals by again using Theorem L4l The rest of this section
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addresses the remaining case, that is when v € (0, vg(£2)) and when f, o(R ) has
no extremal, and therefore ju, o(R3) = K (3,2)~2 according to Proposition T2l

We first define the “interior” mass in the spirit of Schoen-Yau [4§].

Proposition 11.1. Let Q C R? be an open smooth bounded domain such that
0€ 9. If v € (0,vu(Q)), then the equation

—AG—#G:O in Q\ {zo}
G>0 inQ\{zo}
G=0 ondQ\ {0}
has a solution G, that is unique up to multiplication by a constant. Moreover, for

any xo € §Q, there exists a unique R+(xo) € R independent of the choize of G and
ca > 0 such that

G(x)—cG< L

|z — 202 + R’y(%)) +0(1) as © — xp.

Proof of Proposition [I1.1l. Since v < v (£2), the operator —A — ~|z|~2 is coercive
and we can consider GG to be its Green’s function on  with Dirichlet boundary
condition. In particular, for any ¢ € C°(2), we have that

oo = [ ot (~a0) -2 29 ) @y for e

where G, := G(z,-). Fix xp € Q and let n € C°(€2) be such that n(x) = 1 around
xo. Define the distribution 8, : 2 = R as

Goo(z) = L ( @) Bao (I)) for all x € Q.

wa \ |[z—zo|

Set

f(z):=— (—A — #) (|;£Z)0|> for all = # .

In particular,
(_A — %) Bz, = f in the distribution sense.
x

On can easily see that there exists C' > 0 such that
|f(x)| < Clx —xo|™t for all z € Q.

Therefore f € L?(Q2) and, by uniqueness of the Green’s function (since the operator
is coercive), we have that 3., € D"?(Q). It follows from standard elliptic theory
that 3., € C=(Q\{0,20})NC%?(Q\ B5(0)) for all § € (0,1) and § > 0. In addition,
for any 6 € (0,1) and 6 > 0, there exists Cy > 0 such that

(236) |V Be, (2)| < Cylz|?~t for all z € Q\ Bs(0).

Since f vanishes around 0, it follows from Theorem and Lemma that

(237) Boy(x) = O(Jz|*= =) and |V, (z)| = O(Jz|~*- )  when z — 0.

We can therefore define the mass of 2 at x¢ associated to the operator L, by
R, (2, 20) 1= B, (20).

One can easily check that this quantity is independent of the choice of 7, which
finishes the proof of Proposition [1.11
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Lemma 11.2. Let Q C R3 be an open smooth bounded domain such that 0 € 0Q
and o € Q. Assume that v € (0,v5()) and that p,o(R%) = K(3,2)"2. Then,
there exists a family (uc)e in DV2(2) such that

(238) J20(1s) = gy (1 — e + o(a)) as e — 0,

where U(z) == (1 + |z|?)"Y/2 for all z € R? and 2* = 2*(0) = 22

n—2

Proof of Lemmal[IL2: We proceed as in Schoen [47] (see Druet [15[16] and Jaber

[33]). The computations are similar to the case v > %=1 performed in Section

For € > 0, define the functions

1
ue () = () (W) ’ + E%ﬂmo(w) for all z € Q.

One can easily check that u. € D*2(2). We now estimate J$(u.).
In the sequel, ©.(¢) denote any quantity such that

lim lim ®C—(E) =0.
c—0e—0 e
We first claim that
2
(239) / (|Vu€|2 — u52> dr = wac'e + wa R (w0)e + Oc(e).
O\ B, (z0) |z|

Indeed, it is clear that e~ 2u. — G := woGyy in C2, (0 \ {0,20}). Therefore,
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields

J. (|Vu5|2 —’yu—gg) dx (G )2
(240)  lim —\Pele0) P / <IVG;0 2y ) da.
Q\B.(zo)

e—0 € ||

Integrating by parts and using ([237), as 6 > 0 goes to 0, we have that

/ (IVG’ |2 —W(G;°)2> da
Q\B.(x0) o |22
G/ 2
:/ (|VG;O|2 A ””02 ) dz + o(1)
O\(B. (20)UB3 (0) ||

!

G
/ (—AG;D — w;) G;O dx — / Ggoango do
Q\(B.(x0)UB5(0) |z| dB.(z0)

— / G;O&,G;O do + o(1)
0B5(0)

= —/ Gl 0,Gl, do + 0" 1ot == g=o=) 4 o(1) as § — 0.
OB (xo)

Since a— () < n/2, we then have that
el 2
[ (vep- e [ o
Q\B.(z0) |z| dBc(x0)

With the definition R, (zo) and ([230), we have that G, = ¢! + Ry(zo) + O(c?)
and 8,G, (x) = —c 2 + O(c? 1) on 9Bc(x¢) as ¢ — 0. Therefore

- fch(aco) GL,0,G, do = wac™ +waRy(z9) + O(c?) as c— 0.




70 NASSIF GHOUSSOUB AND FREDERIC ROBERT

Combined with ([240)), this proves ([239)).
Now define for each ¢ > 0, the function

1
Uc(x) := (;> * forall z € R3,

e2+|xz—zo[?

and set U(x) := (1 + |z[?)~"/2 for all € R%. Tt is clear that AU = 3U% 1. We
claim that

2
(241) / |Vue|? — v Ye ) do = 3/ U? dz — wyc le + O,(e).
Be(z0) |z[2 R3

Indeed, note first |u.(z)| < Cy/E|lx — zg|~! for all e > 0 and all z € Q close to zo.
Therefore, for ¢ > 0 small enough, we have that

u2
(242) / S do = O,(c).
Be(xo) 1717
Using that 3., € D2(f2) and integrating by parts, we get that

/ Vo |? da :/ IV (U. + /2Ba,)? da
BC(:E()) BC(:E())

/ |VU. | dx + 2/ VUV By, dx
Be(zo) Be(zo)
+e / |V By |? da

BC(LE())

_ / UE(—AUE)dQH—/ U.0U. do
Be(z0) 9Bc(zo)

+2\/5/ By (—AUL) dz
BC(:E())

(243) +2v/e B0 Uz do + O, (e)
OB (z0)

Since e71/2U, — |- —xo|~! in O (R?\ {0}), we get that

(244) / U.0,U.do = —wac te +o0(e) ase — 0.
dB.(w0)

Using in addition that 8,, € C%% around zg, we get as ¢ — 0 and for ¢ > 0 small,
that

(245) / Buo Oy U do = —/zwa R, (20) + O(c’/2)
880(10)

Plugging ([244) and (248) into (243)) yields

(246) / |Vue|*de = 3/ U? dx — wac e + o(e)
Bc(ﬂﬂo) BC/E(O)

+2\/5/ Bz (—AU:) dx — 2ewa R (z0) + O, (e).
BC(:E())

It is easy to check that [, () U? dz = [, U? dx+o(c) ase — 0. Forf € (1/2,1)
we have that

(247) S5 (20) AU - |2 = wo|®dx = o(s) ase— 0.
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Integrating by parts and using that e~ /2U.(z) — |z — 20| ~' in C}(R?\ {0}), we
get that as ¢ — 0,

/ —AU.dx = —/ 0, U, do
Be(zo0) 0Bc(zo)

—Ve Oy|lx — zo| "t do + o(e)
OB (x0)

(248) = woye +o(e)

Plugging (247) and (248) into (246) and using that 8,,(z) = R (z0) +O(|z — 20|%),
we get (240)).

Putting together ([239) and (240) yields
(249) [, (|Vu€|2 — 7%) dz =3 [4s U? dz 4+ waRy(20)e +0(e) ase — 0.

We now claim that

(250) Jou? dz = [ U? dz + ZwiR, (o) +o(e) ase— 0.

Using (203)), the boundedness of 3., around xg, and the above computations, we

get that
/ ua* dr = / ug* dx + o(e)
Q Be(wo)

/ U + VEBy,|* da + ofe)
BC(:E())

/ U2 dx + 2*\/e BuoUZ 1 da
Bec(zo) Be(wo)
+0 ([ (02282 + VBB I) ) + o)

*

* 2
= / U? dz + =waR(70)e + o(e)
Be/e(0) 3

« 2*
/ U? dx + 3“21%(330)5 +o(e) ase—0,
R3

which proves (250).
Putting together (249) and (250) yields

Jo (IVucl? =v¢f=) de 31 0% da (1_ ws Ry (w0)

251 ! _ 2 : )
- (Jo u2" da) ™ (a7 dn)® \ LU dr” " (E))

as € — 0. Since AU = 3U2?"~! and U is an extremal for the Sobolev inequality
po,0(R?), we have that

I o(ue) = m (1 - %5 + 0(5)) as e — 0.
This proves Lemma O
We finally get the following.
Theorem 11.3. Let Q be a bounded smooth domain of R® such that 0 € O5).
(1) If v > vu (), then there are extremals for . o(€2).
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(2) If v <0, then there are no extremals for (i o(€2).
(3) If 0 < v < vu(Q) and there are extremals for po(R%), then there are
extremals for p,0(Q2) under either one of the following conditions:

2
n24 1
e v> =L and the mass m(Q) is positive.

(4) If 0 < v < vu(Q) and there are no extremals for po(R’}), then there are

extremals for p,0(Q2) if there exists xo € Q such that Ry (2, z9) > 0.

o v < and the mean curvature of 02 at 0 is negative.

Proof of Theorem[I1.3: The two first points of the theorem follow from Proposition
and Theorem [£.4l The third point follows from Proposition[@.3l For the fourth
point, in this situation, it follows from Proposition [2Z1] that fiy,0(R%}) = W,
and then Lemma yields f14,0(€2) < piy,0(R’), which yields the existence of
extremals by Theorem [£4] This proves Theorem O

12. APPENDIX 1: EXISTENCE OF EXTREMALS FOR fi s(R"})

The following result is used frequently throughout this paper. It has been noted
in other contexts by Bartsche-Peng-Zhang [3] and Lin-Wang [10]. We sketch an
independent proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 12.1. Fiz v < ’1—2 and s € [0,2) with n > 3. Then,
(1) If {s > 0} or {s = 0, v > 0 and n > 4}, then there are extremals for

/'L'Y)S(Ri)'
(2) If {s =0 and v < 0}, there are no extremals for . o(R").
(3) If there are no extremals for iy o(R"), then

) fon [Vl dr
(252) oY) = 27 = e i o (o 2" dz)

As a consequence, the only unknown situation is when {s =0, n = 3 and v > 0}.

Proof of Proposition [121: This goes as the proof of the existence of extremals for
the classical Sobolev inequalities using Lions’s concentration-compactness Lemmae
([B9/40], see also Struwe [50] for an exposition in book form). Here, we follow the
notations of the proof performed in Filippucci-Pucci-Robert ([19], Theorem 4 of
Appendix A).

Point (2) is a direct consequence of Proposition [0 In particular, it follows from

the computations of Proposition that

2
(253) fy0(RY) < K (n,2)~" for all v < nz

For points (1) and (3), we consider a minimizing sequence (i), € D'?(R") for
fy,s(R’}) such that

i 29
/R [@l ™ o~ 1 and lim <|vak|2 - #1@) dz = 11, o(R).
+

We use a concentration compactness argument in the spirit of Lions [39,[40]. For
RO
laxl® 2 gy = 1/2. We define u(z) :=

|[®

any k, there exists r;, > 0 such that fB% )4
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n—2

r, 2 ug(rrx) for all z € R, We then have that

. Y n
(254) kgrfoo - <|Vuk|2 - Wui) dr = py s(R7),
+
and
(255) / wdaz—l,/ wdajzll
" |z| B1(0)1 |z| 2

Up to a subsequence, there exists u € DV?(R7) such that uy — u weakly in
DV2(R") as k — +oo. In particular for any 1 < ¢ < %, the sequence (ug ), goes

towin L} (R™) when k — +o00. We define the measure A, on R™ as

A 1= (|Vuk|2 - iui) 1gy da.

|z[?
We define the measure A and v on R™ as

. . ug|>" )
A:= lim M andv:= lim
k—~+o00 k—~+o00 |(E|S

]_Ri dIE,

both limit being taken in the sense of measures. Arguing as in Lions [39,40] (see
also Struwe [50] or Filippucci-Pucci-Robert [I9] for the present notations), we get
that one and only one of the two following situations occur:

|u\2*(5)

(1) Either A = (|Vu|2 - %u2> de, v =

||
fhy,s (RT3
(2) or there exists xo # 0 such that X = ji (R} )d,, and v = 0z,.

dx, and v is an extremal for

[

In the sequel, we assume that there are no extremals for 1, s(R’). We therefore
have that (2) holds. This yields u = 0.

We shall now show that s = 0.

Indeed, if not, then 2*(s) < -2 and since xo # 0, we then get that for § < |zo[/2,
*(s)
we have limy_, 4o st(I0)+ % = 0, but this contradicts that v = §,,, which

proves our claim that s = 0.

We now prove that for all § > 0, we have that

(256) lim |Vug|? de = 0.
k=400 JRr\ Bs (o)

Indeed, let ¢ € C°(R™) be such that 0 < ¢ <1, p(z) =1 for all x € Bs(xo) and
@(x) = 0 for all z € R™\ Bas(xzo). We have that (1 — p)u, € DV2(R%) for all k,
and therefore, integrating by parts and using that uz — 0 in L? (R%) as k — 400,

loc
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we get that
2 _ l — u 2 Tr = — 2 u 2 iuz T
/]Ri <|v(1_@)uk| EE (1= p)uk) ) d /Ri(l 2 <|V d || k) I
+o(1)
= /Rn Ak 4 (Ak, o(p — 2)) +0(1)
= Nv,S(Ri)

F1iy,s(RY) (0(0) (@(20) — 2)) + 0(1)
= o(l) ask — +oo.

Since v < "742, the Hardy inequality (28) then yields [;, |V(1 — @)ux|? dz — 0 as
+
k — +o00. Therefore fRi\Bza(zo) |Vug|>dr — 0 as k — +oo.
Now we show that
2

(257) lim Lk gy = 0.

k—too Jpn |2|?

+

Indeed, it follows from the analysis above and Hardy’s inequality, that for any 6 > 0,

we have [, % dx — 0 when k — +00, and therefore [, \ Bag (20) % dr =0
¥ ¥

. . 2 n u?
ask — 4o0. If we take § < |z¢]/2, since uy, — 0in L; . (R™), then fRimB%(mo) oz de —
0 as k — 400, which proves (257).

We show that

(258) 0 ®Y) = g5

Indeed, it follows from (254)), 235) and [@257) that pu, (R7}) > m, which
implies ([258) since [253) holds.

Finally, we show that if v > 0, then n = 3. Now, consider the family u. as in the
proof of Proposition Well known computations by Aubin [2] yield that

Jllj}; (ue) = K(n,2) "% — y|zo| 2ch: + 0(6:) as e — 0,
where ¢ > 0, 0, = &2 if n > 5 and 0. = £2lne~ ! if n = 4. It follows that if v > 0
and n > 4, then ., s(R7) < K(n,2)"!, hence contradicting (258). Therefore n = 3
and we are done.

As a conclusion, we have proved that if there are no extremals, then s = 0 and
[@58) holds. If in addition v > 0, then n = 3. This proves Proposition [[2.1]

13. APPENDIX 2: SYMMETRY OF THE EXTREMALS FOR fi s(R"})

The symmetry of the nonnegative solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equation for
fiy,s(R7) is proved in Chern-Lin [10] for v < (n—2)?/4. The proof of the symmetry
carried out by Ghoussoub-Robert [23] in the case v = 0 extends immediately to
the case 0 < v < n?/4. For the convenience of the reader, we give here a general
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and complete proof inspired by Chern-Lin [I0]. We consider nontrivial solutions
uw € DM?(R"}) to the problem

—Au— Jyu = “2;7271 weakly in DV2(R"})
(259) w>0 in R"
and prove the following. Here, v < n?/4, s € [0,2) and 2*(s) := %

Theorem 13.1. We let u € DY*(R%) be a solution to 259). Then uoo = u
for all isometry of R™ such that o(R?) = R%. In particular, there exists v €
C>((0,400) x R) such that for all z1 > 0 and all 2’ € R"™', we have that
u(zy, z') = v(wy, [2']).

Remark: Unlike the case of the extremals for the full space R™, there is no
symmetry-breaking phenomenon in the case of the half-space R’}. However, the
price to pay is that the best constant when restricted to the functions with best
possible symmetry is unknown, contrary to the case of R™. We refer to the histor-
ical reference Catrina-Wang [5] and to Dolbeault-Esteban-Loss-Tarantello [14] for
disussions and developments on the symmetry-breaking phenomenon.

We adapt the moving-plane method of Chern-Lin [I0] that was made in the case
v < %. Given any ¢ € [0, 5], we define the hyperplane and the half space:

Py :={x € R"/x1cos6 = xgsinb},

Py :={x e R"/x1cosf < xpsinb}.

We define sy : R™ — R"™ as the orthogonal symmetry with respect to Py. As one
checks, we have that

(260)
—1x7 cos(20) + x4 sin(20) cos 6
sp(x) = | x1sin(20) 4+ x2cos(20) | and sg(x)—x =2 (x28inf — zq cosd) [ —sind
z; (i >2) 0

Note that it follows from Theorem that there exists K7 > 0 such that
Z1

The proof of Theorem [I3.1] relies on two main Lemmae:

Lemma 13.2. For all j = 1,n...,n, we have that

. a_ T1T4
(262) tim (|x| O oju(z) - Ky (m - a7 )) 0,
and
(263) 2|2~ O dPu,|| < C for all z € RY, |z < 1.

Proof of Lemma[I3.2: We proceed by contradiction and assume that there exists
(r)r € R such that 2 — 0 and

(264) (IoalO0putan) = Ko (50— a-() 2222 ) ) 40

k|2
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as k — +00. We define ui(z) = |z5|* )~ u(|zy|2) for all 2 € R?. It follows from

(261) that

(265) lim up(z) = Ky ——t—
|$|0‘7 (v

m 3 for all z € R% \ {0}.

Moreover, this convergence holds in Cf (R% \ {0}). The equation ([259) rewrites

loc

~ N . u2*(s)—1
~Aug — e = 21D (3 () U

for all k£, and uj vanishes on OR’. It then follows from elliptic theory that the
convergence in (265) holds in CZ.(R™ \ {0}). Therefore,

: n
|x|5 in RY

) x —a_
T (ﬁ) = 0Ky o] D) (Xa0)

k—+oo

where X := limg— 400 Ifc_;:l Coming back to uy contradicts ([264). This proves

[262). The proof of ([263) is similar. This ends the proof of Lemma

The second Lemma is a general analysis of the difference u(sp(z)) — u(x).

Lemma 13.3. We let (0;); € R and (z;) € RY} be such that x; € R} N Py for all
i € N. We assume that 0; — 0o, and x; — x5 as i — +00, and that

(266) s, (z;) — x; = o(|z;]) as i — +o0.
Then,
o Ifxo #0 then

: ulsg, (zi)) —u(w:) o
(267) zilgloo Niasinds —mi1cos) €08(0o0 ) 01U(To0) — SIN(Ooo ) D2 (T oo ).

o Ifxs =0, then
. u(s, (i) — u(x;)
268 1 - =K 00).
( ) 1*>lin00 2(1‘1'12 sin @; — Z;,1 COS 91')|$i|*017('y) 1 COS( )
Proof of Lemma[I3:3: Taylor’s formula yields
(269)
lu(se, (1)) — u(wi) = dua, (so, (x:) = wi)| < |30, (2i)—2:? Sup 6%t (50, (@)~

for all i. It follows from (2G3]) that

SUp ||, e(sy, (20)—opll < C sup |z; + t(se, (i) — )|~ T-0D
tefo,1] t€[0,1]

x; + sg, ()

2

—(I4a-(v))
ol

3

and therefore

@2T0) ulon00) = u(ei) + s, s ()~ ) + 0 (LB Sl Y,

and then, we get with (260]) that

@71 ulsn o) = u(ei) + s, s o) - ) + 0 (120200

|;pi|0‘7(7)
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as i — +o00. With the expression [260), we get that

(272) l|so, (z:) — ;|| = 2(4,28in6; — 21 cosb;) > 0

and that

(273) u(soi (@) = u(x:) = O1u(x;) cosb; — Oou(x;)sinb; + o (|xi|’°‘*(7))
2(531',2 sin6; — Z;,1 COS 91)

as i = +oo. If 2o # 0, then we get (2617) and we are done. We assume that
Too = 0. It then follows from Lemma [13.2] that

= (u(so, (20) —w(w) - _ K( ())
= 1{1—a_(y) cosb;

l[s6; (i) — @il

i1 [ Ti2sinb; — ;1 cosb;

o ()
+o(1) as i — +o0.

Using (266) and [272]), we get that

|4 * =) (u(se, () — u(z:))

274 lim = K7 cosfO.
(274) i—Foo 50, (z:) — i !
This ends the proof of Lemma O

We are now in position to initiate the moving plane method.

Proposition 13.4. There exists g > 0 such that

(275) for all § € (0,6p), then u(se(x)) > u(x) for all x € P, NRY

Proof of Proposition [I34 We argue by contradiction and we assume that there
exists (0;); € (0, +00), there exists z; € P;_ N R’} such that

(276) lim 60; =0 and u(se, (z;)) < u(x;) for all i.

1——+o00

We first claim that without loss of generality, we can assume that (x;); is bounded in
R™. For that we define the Kelvin transform @(z) := |z|[* "u(z/|z|?) for all z € R.
As one checks, @ € DV?(R7) satisfies 259) and @276) rewrites a(sg, (Z;)) < a(Z;)
for all i, where 7; := x;/|z;|* € P, NRY. Therefore, up to changing u into @, we
can assume that (x;); is bounded. This proves the claim.

Now define lim;_ 400 T; = Too. We claim that

(277) ri1 = o(w;2) as i — +00 and ro € IR’}

Indeed, since z; € By NRY, we have that z; 1 > 0 and ;1 cos 0; < ;2 sinb; for all
i. Letting i — oo yields x;1 = o(x;2) as i — 400, and therefore o, € IR}

We now show that

(278) sp; (@) — x; = o(|z;]) as i — +oo.

Indeed, it suffices to note that the expression [272) and (277 yield s, (z;) — z; =
o(|ziz|) = o(|z;]) as i = +o0.

We now conclude the proof of Proposition [3.4l If zo, = 0, it follows from (268)
that u(sg,(x;)) — u(x;) > 0 for i — +o0, contradicting 276). If xo, # 0, it follows
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from [267) and @76) that 01u(x) < 0: this contradicts Hopf’s strong maximum
principle since z € OR’}. This ends the proof of Proposition [13.4l O

Define now
0y := sup {0 <b< g/u(st(x)) > u(z) for all 2 € P NR? and all 0 < t < 9}

It follows from Proposition [[3.4] that 6y > 0 exists. Our objective is to prove that
0o = 5. We argue by contradiction and assume that

(279) 0< < g

For any 6 > 0, we define
vola) = u(so()) — u(z)

for all z € Py NR’. Since sy is an isometry for all § > 0, we have that

(280) — Avg — #’U@ = cg(x)vg

—suls0(2))” O —u(@)?" 7T —s(ok
where ¢y () = || )G if u(sp(x)) # u(x), and co(z) = |z|~5(2*(s)—

Du(2)? =2 otherwise. In particular, ¢ > 0. Tt follows from the definition of 6
that vg, > 0. It then follows from (280) and Hopf’s maximum principle that either
vg, > 0 in Py NRY or vg, = 0in P, NRY. In the latest case, taking points on
OR"}, we would get that u(z) = 0 on Py, "R’ : this is impossible since fy < 7 and
u > 0. Therefore

(281) vg, > 0in By N R .

It follows from the definition of 6y that there exists (6;); € (6, +00) such that

(282) lim 0; = 0y and Vi there exists x; € P, N R such that vy, (z;) < 0.

1—+00

Arguing as in Step 1 of the proof of Proposition [[3.4] we can assume with no loss
of generality that (x;); is bounded, and, up to a subsequence, that there exists
Too € R™ such that lim; 1o 7; = Too.

We claim that
(283) Too € P, ﬁm.

Indeed, it follows from ([282)) that . € Py, NRY and vp, (7o) < 0. It then follows
from 281)) that zoo € 0P, NRY = (P, N R7) U (ORT N P, and vy, (roc) = 0. We
argue by contradiction and assume that (283)) does not hold. Therefore, z, € OR"
and u(s6,(Too)) = V9, (Toc) = 0, and then sg, (7 ) € OR’}. We then get with (260)
and 279) that sp, (o) = Too and then zo, € Py,, which contradicts our initial
hypothesis. This proves (283]) and therefore the claim.

We claim that
(284) sp; () — x; = o(|z;]) as i = +o0.

It follows from (283) that sp,(ec) = Zoo, and therefore ([284) holds if zo, # 0.
We now assume that zo, = 0. Dividing (284) by |z;| and passing to the limit
i — 400, one gets that ([284) is equivalent to proving that sg,(Xoo) = Xoo where
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Xoo := limy 5400 % Since x; € Py, we have that x; 2sinf; > x; 1 cos; for all i.
Dividing by |z;| and passing to the limit ¢ — +o0 yields
(285) Xoo,28in6p > Xoo 1 cosbp.
Since u(sg, (z;)) < u(x;), the asymptotic (265) yields

(s0,(wi))1

o, (@i)]a-0 =

Ti,1

(1+o0(1)) K1 W

as i — +oo. Dividing by |z;| and passing to the limit, we get that
(286) (50, (Xoo) — Xoo)1 < 0.

Plugging (285) and (286) into ([260) yields sp, (Xoo) = Xoo. As already mentioned,
this proves the claim.

Here goes the final argument. We apply Lemma [[33 If z., = 0, [268), 272)) and
[282) yield Kjcos(6p) < 0: a contradiction since K3 > 0 and 0 < 6y < 7/2. If

Too # 0, (267) and [282) yield
(287) O u(Zoo) cos(By) — O2u(zso) sin(fp) < 0.

If 2o € IR}, then dou(rs) = 0 and d1u(rs) > 0 (Hopf’s Lemma), contradicting
287). So xo € Py, \ OR. It then follows from ([280), 281), (283) and Hopf’s

Lemma that 0gvg, () < 0 with N = (cosfy, —sinfy,0). However, one can
easily see that dgve, (7o) = —2(01u(To0) cos(fp) — O2u(xoo) sin(fp)), which again
contradicts (287)).

In all cases, we get a contradiction, and therefore ([Z79) is not valid, which means
that 6y = % It follows that

n

w(xy, —2,...) > u(x1,x2,...) for all z € RY, z2 > 0.

Since the equation satisfied by u is invariant under the action of isometries fixing
OR'", we get the reverse inequality and therefore u(x1,x2,...) = u(x1, —x2,...) for
all z € R%. So w is invariant under the action of the symmetry wrt {xz = 0}. This
argument works for any hyperplane orthogonal to OR"}: then u is invariant under
the action of the symmetries fixing OR"}. This completes the proof of Theorem

BN
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