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Abstract

Combining Carleson-Chang’s result [9] with blow-up analysis, we prove existence of extremal
functions for certain Trudinger-Moser inequalities in dimension two. This kind of inequality was
originally proposed by Adimurthi and O. Druet [1], extended by the author to high dimensional
case and Riemannian surface case [40, |41/], generalized by C. Tintarev to wider cases including
singular form [36] and by M. de Souza and J. M. do o} [14] to the whole Euclidean space R2.
In addition to the Euclidean case, we also consider the Riemannian surface case. The results in
the current paper complement that of L. Carleson and A. Chang [9], M. Struwe [35], M. Flucher
[16], K. Lin [19], and Adimurthi-Druet [1], our previous ones [41), 26], and part of C. Tintarev
[346].
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1. Introduction

Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R? and Wg’z(Q) be the usual Sobolev space. The
classical Trudinger-Moser inequality [44, 133,132,137, 130] says

2
sup fe“’”‘ dx < 0. (D
ueWy? (), IVull,<1 Y

Here and throughout this paper we denote the L”-norm by || - ||,. This inequality is sharp in the
sense that for any @ > 4, the integrals in (I) are still finite but the supremum is infinite. Let
uy € Wy*(Q) be such that [|Vayll, = 1 and e — u weakly in W,*(€). Then P. L. Lions [20]
proved that for any p < 1/(1 — ||Vu||§), there holds

lim supf P dx < oo. )
k—o00 Q

This inequality gives more information than the Trudinger-Moser inequality () in case u # 0.
While in case u = 0, it is weaker than (I). However Adimurthi and O. Druet [[1]] proved that for
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any o, 0 < a < 1;(Q),

sup f@ (1 Q“”“%)dx < oo (3)
9
MEW(;’Z(Q),HVM||2<1 Q

and that the supremum is infinity when @ > 4;(Q2), where 4;(Q) is the first eigenvalue of the
Laplacian operator with respect to Dirichlet boundary condition. For any sequence of functions
ux € Wy*(€) with [[Viell, = 1 and ux — u weakly in Wy*(Q), if u # 0, it then follows from (3)
that for any a, 0 < @ < 41(Q),

lim sup f etmi(allud) g oo, )
Q

k—o0

Note that 1 + a/||uk||% <1+ ||Vu||% <1/(1- ||Vu||%) for sufficiently large k. () is weaker than ().
If u = 0, we already see that 2)) is weaker than (IJ), and obviously (@) is stronger than ().

A natural question is to find the high dimensional analogue of (3). Let Q be a smooth bounded
domain in R” (n > 3). We proved in [40] that for any 0 < a < 4;(Q),

n —]
- ny 7t
sup fea,,m\ T+allll) ™= gy < oo, (5)
ueW, " (©), [Vully<1 ¥

1/(n=1)
1

n—

and that the supremum is infinite when a > 1;(Q2), where a,, = nw , Wy_1 is the area of the

unit sphere in R”, and 4;(Q) is defined by

fQ |Vul"dx
Q) = inf _
uEW(;‘"(Q), u#0 jg‘z |ue|"d x

Trudinger-Moser inequalities on Riemannian manifolds were due to T. Aubin [7], J. Moser
[30], P. Cherrier [12, [13], and L. Fontana [17]. Also a few results was recently obtained, on
complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds, by G. Mancini and K. Sandeep [27, 28] and the
author [43]. One may ask whether or not the analogue of (@) holds on compact Riemannian
surface. Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without boundary. In [41], we proved the
following: For any @, 0 < a < 4;(X), there holds

2 2
sup fe4ml (I+allully) < o0, (6)
UeW'2(%), |Vl <1, f; udv,=0 JE

and the supremum is infinite when @ > A;(X), where W'2(2) is the usual Sobolev space and
A1(Z) is defined by

IV ul2dv
() = inf Vv
weW'2(®), fLudvg=0,u20 [ uPdvg

(N

If (Z,g) is a compact Riemannian surface with smooth boundary, the trace Trudinger-Moser
inequalities were also established in [22,42].

Existence of extremal functions for Trudinger-Moser inequality (1)) was first obtained by L.
Carleson and A. Chang [9] when Q is a unit ball. This result was extended by M. Struwe [35]
to domains close to a disc in a measure sense, and by M. Flucher and K. Lin [[16,[19] to general
bounded smooth domains. Later these results were extended by B. Ruf [34] and Li-Ruf [24]
to the whole Euclidean space. The existence result on compact Riemannian manifold was first
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obtained by Y. Li [21], then by Y. Li and P. Liu [22], and by the author [39]. For existence of
extremal functions for Trudinger-Moser inequality of Adimurthi-Druet type (Trudinger-Moser
inequalities analogous to (@) above or (@) below), we proved in [41], 2€] that supremums in (3)
and (@) are attained for sufficiently small & > 0, and that the supremum in (3) (n > 3) is attained
for all @, 0 < @ < 4;(Q). In this direction, M. de Souza and J. M. do o} [14] generalized (@) to
the whole Euclidean space R?, and the existence of extremal functions was also obtained.

Recently G. Wang and D. Ye [38] proved the existence of extremal functions for a singular
Trudinger-Moser inequality. Precisely, let B be a unit disc in R?, there holds

2

2
sup fe4"“ dx < oo, ()
2 u- Q
i IVuPdx— |, T das

and the supremum is attained. Another Trudinger-Moser inequality with interior singularity
had been established by Adimurthi-Sandeep [2] on bounded smooth domain and Adimurthi and
the author [4] on the whole Euclidean space. Moreover C. Tintarev [36] modified the classical
Trudinger-Moser inequality as follows: Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R?. There holds

sup f M dx < oo )
Jo IVuPdx= [, Viudx<1 <@

for some class of V(x) > 0 including (@) and (8). For extremal functions for Trudinger-Moser in-
equalities on the hyperbolic space, we refer the reader to G. Mancini, K. Sandeep and C. Tintarev
[29] and the references therein.

One of our goals in the current paper is to prove that the supremum in (9) is attained in case
V(x) = @ with 0 < @ < 4;(Q). Also we consider similar problem for 0 < @ < A,41(Q), the (€ +
1)th eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator with respect to Dirichlet boundary condition. Moreover
the Riemannian surface case are discussed. Our method is combining Carleson-Chang’s result
[9] with blow-up analysis. For earlier works involving this method, we refer the reader to [23,
40, 24, 126, 138]. Before ending this section, we remark that for results in this paper, there is a
possibility of another proof, which is based on the explicit structure of putative weakly vanishing
maximizing sequences as concentrating Moser functions. For details about this new method, we
refer the reader to Adimurthi and C. Tintarev [3].

2. Main Results

In this paper we concern extremal functions for Trudinger-Moser inequalities of Adimurthi-
Druet type. Let us first consider the Euclidean case. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R?
and 1;(Q) be the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator with respect to Dirichlet boundary

condition. Denote "
||u||1,a=( f VuPdx - a f uzdx) (10)
Q Q

for any u € Wy*(Q) with [ [Vul’dx — e [, u*dx > 0. Clearly | - [|; o is equivalent to the Sobolev
norm || - ||W(;\z(Q) when 0 < @ < 4;(Q). Our first result can be stated as follows:



Theorem 1. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R?, 11(Q) be the first eigenvalue of the
Laplacian operator with respect to Dirichlet boundary condition. If 0 < a < 11(Q), then the

supremum
sup f "™ dx (n
ueWy > (@), lully o<1 Y2

can be attained by some function ug € Wé’z(Q) N Cl(ﬁ) with |lugll1.o = 1, where || - ||1 o is defined

as in (L0).

Theorem 1 obviously implies C. Tintarev’s inequality (@) in the case V(x) = «, and whence
leads to Adimurthi and O. Druet’s original inequality (3). It should be remarked that Theorem
1 does not imply that the supremum in (3)) is attained for all @, 0 < @ < 1;(Q). Indeed, ([26],
Theorem 1.2, the case p = 2) has not been improved so far. When o = 0, Theorem 1 recovers
the results of L. Carleson and A. Chang [9], M. Struwe [35], M. Flucher [[16] and K. Lin [19] in
dimension two.

Obviously the supremum () is infinite if @ > A;(€2). It is natural to ask what we can say
when other eigenvalues of the Laplacian operator are involved. Precisely, let 4;(Q2) < A,(Q2) <
-+ be all distinct eigenvalues of the Laplacian operator with respect to Dirichlet boundary con-
dition and E, ()’s be associated eigenfunction spaces, namely

Ejo = {u e Wy (Q) : —Au = 1;(Q)u.

Note that Wé 2(Q) is a Hilbert space when it is equipped with the inner product
(u, vy = f VuVvdx, Yu,v € W, (Q).
Q

For any positive integer £, We set
Ee=Eye®Ene - @ Eyo
and

E; = {u € Wé’z(Q) : f uvdx = 0,Vv € Eg}. (12)
Q

It is clear that
WA Q) =E®Ef, V=12,

Similar to Theorem 1, we have the following:

Theorem 2. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R?, € be any positive integer, Ap.1(Q) be the
(€ + Dth eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator with respect to Dirichlet boundary condition, and
E; be a function space defined as in ({[2). Then for any a, 0 < a < A¢41(Q), the supremum

sup f e dx (13)
Q

UeEL, fuly o<1

can be attained by some uy € E; N CH(Q) with lluollio = 1, where || - ||1.o is defined as in (L0).
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A quite interesting case of Theorem 2 is @ = 0. It follows that for any positive integer ¢, the

supremum
A
sup e dx
ueEy, ||Vull,<1 JQ

can be attained by some 1, € Ej with ||Vugpll, = 1, which is new so far. If we denote Ey = {0}
and Eé = Wé’z(Q), then Theorem 1 is exactly Theorem 2 in case that £ = 0.

Now we consider the manifold case. Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without
boundary, V, and A, be its gradient operator and Laplace-Beltrami operator respectively, and
A1(2) be the first eigenvalue of A, (see (7)) above). We denote

1/2
llutll 1o = (f|vgu|2dvg —afuzdvg) (14)
> >

for all u € WH2(X) with fz [VoulPdv, — @ fx u?dv, > 0. Now we state an analogue of Theorem 1
as follows:

Theorem 3. Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without boundary, A1(X) be the first
eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. If 0 < @ < A1(X), then the supremum

47ru2d
sup e Ve
ueW'2(), L udv,=0, lull o<1 Y=

can be attained by some uy € W-(Z) N CL(Z) with fz updvy = 0 and |lugll1,o = 1, where || - ||1 o is

defined as in (I4).

In case @ = 0, Theorem 3 reduces to a result of Y. Li [21]]. Also it should be remarked that
when 0 < a < 4;(2), the inequality

2
A]ya _ sup fe47m dVg < +o0 (15)
ueW'2(2), L udv,=0, llull o<1 Y=

is stronger than that

2 2
Ay = sup fe“’”‘ “*"”"”z)dvg < 400, (16)
ueW'2(2), L udv,=0, [Voul<1 Y=

which was studied by the author in [41]. In fact, if u € W"2(2) satisfies fzudvg = 0 and

IV ull> < 1, then ||M||ia < 1-aul}. Since 1 +a < 7 forall a < 1, it follows from (L3) that

2 2
2 2 dn—s 4
fe47m (1+af\|u\|z)dvg < fe 1=allully dVg < fe ll] dVg < Al,a/~
z z z

Hence we have A, < A;,. This was also observed by C. Tintarev [36] in the Euclidean case.
But we caution the reader that Theorem 3 does not imply the existence of extremal functions for
(d6). So it is still open whether or not extremal functions for (I6)) exit for all 0 < a < 1;(Z).
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Let 41(Z) < A2(X) < --- be all distinct eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A,, and
Ex)’s be associated eigenfunction spaces, namely

Ey = {ue W) : Agu = (S}, i=1,2,-
For any positive integer £ we write
Ee=Eyng ®@Ene @@ Ee)

and
E[l = {u € W"Z(Z) : fuvdvg =0,Vve Eg}. (17)
b

Similar to Theorem 2, we have the following:

Theorem 4. Let (Z,g) be a compact Riemannian surface without boundary, € be any positive
integer, A¢y1(Z) be the ({+1)th eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and E; be a function
space defined as in (I2). Then for any a, 0 < a < A41(Z), the supremum

4nu?
sup f e dy,
ueE}, [ udvy=0, |lull o<1 VX

can be attained by some uy € E{% N C'(2) with fz ugdve = 0 and |luoll1e = 1, where || - |14 is

defined as in ([4).

It would be also interesting to find extremal functions for improved trace Trudinger-Moser in-
equality on compact Riemannian surface with smooth boundary by blow-up analysis. We would
not treat this issue here, but refer the reader to B. Osgood, R. Phillips and P. Sarnak [31], P. Liu
[25], Y. Li and P. Liu [22], and the author [42] for its development.

The proofs of Theorems 1 to 4 are all based on a result of Carleson-Chang [9] and blow-up
analysis. Pioneer works related to this procedure can be found in Ding et al [15], Adimurthi and
M. Struwe [3], Y. Li [21/], Adimurthi and O. Druet [1/]. Throughout this paper, 0;(1) denotes the
infinitesimal as j — oo, 0.(1) denotes the infinitesimal as € — 0, and so on. In addition we do
not distinguish sequence and subsequence, the reader can recognize it easily from the context.
Before ending this section, we quote Carleson-Chang’s result [9] for our use later:

Lemma 5 (Carleson-Chang). Let B be the unit disc in R2. Assume {ve)eso is a sequence of func-
tions in W(;’Z(IB) with fB [Vve|?dx = 1. If|Vv5|2dx — 9o as € — 0 weakly in sense of measure.

Then lim sup,_, [(e* — 1)dx < re.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 3, we deal with the
Euclidean case and prove Theorems 1 and 2; In Section 4, we deal with the case of manifold
without boundary and prove Theorems 3 and 4.

3. The Euclidean case

In this section, using Carleson-Chang’s result (Lemma 5) and blow-up analysis, we prove
Theorems 1 and 2. Since the procedure is now standard [26] (for earlier works, see [15,13, 121, 1]),
6



we give the outline of the proof and emphasize the difference between our case and the previous
ones. In particular, the essential difference between the proofs of Theorem 1 and ([26], Theo-
rem 1.2) is the test function computation in the final step. In the proof of Theorem 2, since the
maximizers u.’s may change signs, hence Gidas-Ni-Nirenberg’s result [[18] can not be applied to
our case. However we can exclude the possibility of boundary blow-up via Agmon’s regularity
theorem ([6], page 444) in an indirect way. In the final step (test function computation), we must
ensure that those test functions belong to the space E+, which is different from the counterpart
of the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let a be fixed with 0 < a < 4;(2). We divide the proof into several
steps as following:

Step 1. Maximizers for subcritical functionals

In this step, we shall prove that for any 0 < € < 4n, there exists some u, € WS’Z(Q) ncC 1(5)
with ||ucll1,o = 1 such that

5 2
fe(47r—s)usdx — sup fe(4n—e)u dx, (18)
Q ueWy (@), llully o<1~

where ||-||1. is defined as in (I0). Here we do not assume in advance the above supremum is finite.

This is based on a direct method in the calculus of variations. For any 0 < € < 47, we take a
sequence of functions u; € Wé 2(Q) verifying that

f|Vuj|2dx—af u?dx <1 (19)
Q Q

— 2 -
fe(4” Max 5 sup f Sl g, (20)
Q UeW(Q), lully o <1 ¥/

It follows from (19) and 0 < @ < 2;(Q) that u; is bounded in Wé’Z(Q). Thus we can assume up
to a subsequence, u; — u. weakly in Wé’z(Q), u; — u. strongly in L3(Q), and uj — Ue a.e. in Q.
Clearly we have that

OSfquelzdx—afufdxslir_ninf(f |Vu,|2dx—afu§dx)sl (1)
Q Q J—ee Q Q

f Vu; - Vu’dx = f |Vu,2dx - f [Vu[*dx + 0;(1)
Q Q Q

1- f IVuEIde + af uzdx +o0;(1). (22)
Q Q

and that as j — oo,

and that

IA

Combining 1) and (22)), we conclude

lim supf IVu;— Vul*dx < 1.
Q
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(47T—€)Ll%

It follows from Lion’s inequality (@) that ¢ is bounded in L7(€2) for some g > 1. Hence
Ty gl strongly in L'(Q). This together with 20) immediately leads to (I8). Ob-
viously the supremum in (I8) is strictly greater than |Q], the volume of Q. Therefore u, # 0. If
luellie < 1, we set ue = ue/|luellr.qo, then we obtain |[ue||; o = 1 and

sup fe(47r—s)u2dx> fe(4n—e)7¢§dx> fe(4n—e)u§dx.
ueWy (), llull o<1 Y Q Q

This contradicts (I8). Hence |lucll; o = 1.
It is not difficult to see that u, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

“Au. — — 1, ol ih QO
Ue — QU = T Uee < in €,

ue>0 in Q,
(23)
Joy VuePdx - a [ uldx = 1,

Ae = fQ u%e(“”")“zdx.
Applying elliptic estimates to (23, we have u, € C(Q). Let cc = uc(x) = maxoue. Since

|[uell1,e = 1, without loss of generality, we assume u,. converges to u* weakly in Wé’z(Q), strongly

in L*(Q), and almost everywhere in Q. If ¢, is bounded, then ™9 is bounded in L*(€), and
2 *2 .
thus e“™=9% converges to ¢*" in L'(Q). Hence for any u € Wé’z(Q) with ||ull;, < 1, we have

by (I8) that
f A dx = lim f 4T gy < lim f 4T gy = f A dx
Q e—0 Q -0 Q Q

This implies that

sup fe4m,~dx: feélm,,*“dx‘ (24)
UeWL (@), ulh <1 V2 Q

Sou* € W(;’Z(Q) attains the above supremum. Obviously |lu*||;, = 1. Applying elliptic estimates
to its Euler-Lagrange equation, we obtain u* € C'(Q). Therefore u* is the desired extremal
function. Hence we assume ¢ — oo in the sequel. Without loss of generality, we assume
Xe = Xo € Q. By a result of Gidas-Ni-Nirenberg ([[18], page 223), the distance between x. and
0Q must be greater than 6 > 0 depending only on Q. Therefore xy ¢ Q.

Step 2. Energy concentration phenomenon
In this step we shall prove that u. — 0 weakly in WS’Z(Q), ue — 0 strongly in L9(Q) for any
qg > 1,and [Vu>dx — 0y, weakly in sense of measure as € — 0, where d,, is the usual Dirac

measure centered at x.

Noting that ||uc||; » = 1, we can assume u, — up weakly in Wé’z(Q), and u. — ug strongly in
L1(Q) for any g > 1. It follows that

Lquelzdx =1 +anuédx+ o(1), (25)



and that
f V(e — up)lPdx = 1 - f |Vuol*dx + a f ubdx + o(1). (26)
Q Q Q

Suppose uo % 0. In view of (26), Lions’ inequality (2) implies that e*™ is bounded in LI(Q) for
any fixed g with 1 < g < 1/(1 — ||u0||iw). Then applying elliptic estimates to (23), we have that
u, is uniformly bounded in Q, which contradicts ¢, — oo. Therefore uy = 0 and (23) becomes

f [Vuldx = 1 + o (1). 27)
Q

Suppose |Vu |’dx — p in sense of measure. If u # &,,, then in view of @7) and uy = 0, we can
choose some ry > 0 and a cut-off function ¢ € Cé(IB%,O(xo)), which is equal to 1 on B, /2(xp), such
that B, (x9) € © and

e—0

lim supf |V(¢u5)|2dx < 1.
By, (x0)

By the classical Trudinger-Moser inequality (), ¢“"~9(@“" is bounded in L"(B,,(xo)) for some
r > 1. Applying elliptic estimates to (23)), we have that u, is uniformly bounded in B,,,2(xo),
which contradicts ¢ — oo again. Therefore |Vu|?dx — 0y, and Step 2 is finished.

Step 3. Blow-up analysis for u

We set .
Fe = [/lfcgle—(er—s/Z)c;.
For any 0 < 6 < 4n, we have by using the Holder inequality and the classical Trudinger-Moser
inequality (),
_ 2 (4n—e)u? dc? 2 (An—e—-0)u? sc?
/le—jg;ufe(" Wedx < e Lufe(” e dx < Ce'

for some constant C depending only on ¢. This leads to
P2 <Cele @0 50 as e— 0. (28)

Let
sz{x€R22x5+rex€Q}.

Define two blow-up sequences of functions on Q. as
We(x) = ¢ te(Xe +1ex),  pe(x) = celtte(xe + rex) = co).
A direct computation shows
- Ay = arzt,be + cgzlpfe“”_f)(“z_‘%) in Q, 29)

— Ape = ar’cipe + YOI in Q. (30)

We now investigate the convergence behavior of ¢, and ¢.. Note that Q. — R? as e — 0. Since
[Wel < 1 and Ay e(x) — O uniformly in x € Q. as € — 0, we have by elliptic estimates that . —



in C|_(R?), where  is a bounded harmonic function in R?. Note that ¢/(0) = lim_o(0) = 1.
The Liouville theorem implies that ¢ = 1 on R?. Thus we have

e —1 in CL (R?). 31

loc

By (28), we have r2¢2 — 0 as € — 0. Note also that
@e(x) £ e(0) =0 for all x € Q..

Thus Age is uniformly bounded in Q.. We then conclude by applying elliptic estimates to the
equation (30) that
¢ > ¢ in C (R, (32)

where ¢ satisfies
Ap = —€e¥% in R?

©(0) =0 =supp: ¢
f]RZ eSdx < 1.

By a result of Chen-Li [[11/], we have

1
¢(x) = =~ log(l + mlx?) (33)

f Sdx = 1.
R2

To understand the convergence behavior away from the blow-up point xy, we need to investigate
how c.u. converges. By a repetitive argument of ([26], Lemma 3.6), we have that

and

cate = G weakly in W(Q), Y1 <gq<2, (34)

where G € C 1(5 \ {x0}) is the Green function satisfying the equation

-AG -aG =6,, in Q
(35)
G=0 on 0Q.
Moreover, o
cate > G in Cp(Q\ {xo)). (36)
Step 4. Upper bound estimate
In view of (33) and (36), G can be represented by
1
G = _2_7T 10g |X - X0| + Axo + lﬂa(x)» (37)

where A, is a constant depending on xp and «, ¥, € C Q) and Va(x9) = 0. This leads to

oG
f IVG|*dx @ f G?dx + f G—ds
Q\Bj(xo) Q\Bj(x0) AQ\Bs(xp)) O

1 1
> 10% — + A, +allGl + 0s(1).



Hence we obtain

1(1 . 1
\Vu[2dx = — (— log — + A, + allGI? + 05(1) + 06(1)). (38)
L\Bﬁ(-’fo) 2 \2m 85 T g

Let Se = SUPgp,(y,) Ue and T = (ue — s)*. Then T € Wy?(Bs(xo)). By (38) and the fact that
2 —_ 1 _ 2 >
fB.;(xO) [Vuel*dx =1 fQ\B.;(xo) [Vucl“dx + a js‘) uz, we have

(1 1
f Vil dx<te=1-— (— log — + Ay, + 0s(1) + 05(1)). (39)
Bs(x0) C 2n 0

This together with Lemma 5 (see the end of Section 2) leads to

lim sup f (€% — Ddx < nd%e. (40)
Bs(xo)

e—0

By (32), we have on Bg, (x¢) that u.(x) = c. + Cicp(%), which together with the fact that
celte = G in L2(Q), gives on Bg,, (x¢),

(4r — e)ug < 4n(u. + se)2
< Ani* + 8rscie + 0(1)
< 4mut —41ogé + 87A,, + 0.(1) + 05(1)
< 4mit/te —21log + 4mA,, + o(1).
Therefore
f 6(4;175)”3 dx < & 2efmAqo) f e4nﬁ§ ITedx
BRre(xe) BRre(xe)
— 6—2e4rrAX0+0(1) f (e4z'rﬁz/‘rE _ 1)dx + 0(])
Brre (Xe)
< 52t toll) f ( e47rﬁ§/1'5 ~ 1)dx.
Bs(xo)
This together with (@Q) leads to
lim sup f T gy < el HAmAY A1)
0 JBp(x)

By the same argument as in the proof of ([26], Lemma 3.3), we get

lim [ e*9%“dx <|Q+ lim limsup f e gy (42)
-0 Jo R—+o0 0 Bre ()
Combining 1)) and (@2)), we conclude
sup f ™ dx = lim sup f 9 gy < |Q + mel A (43)
Q e—0 Q

ueWy (), llull o<1
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Step 5. Existence of extremal functions

We will construct a sequence of functions ¢, € W&’Z(Q) such that [|@¢||;, = 1 and

f e dx > Q] + me' A (44)
Q

for sufficiently small € > 0. The contradiction between (@3) and (@4) implies that ¢, must

be bounded. Then applying elliptic estimates to ([23)), we conclude the existence of extremal
function and finish the proof of Theorem 1.

To prove (@4), we recall (37) and write r(x) = |x — xg|. Set

2
-3z log(l4757)+B

c+ - for r<Re
e = % for Re <r <2Re (43)
g for r > 2Re,

where R = —loge, 17 € C;’(Bage(Xp)) verifying that n = 1 on Bg(xo) and ||V7l|,~ = O(Rif), B is

a constant to be determined later, and ¢ depending only on € will also be chosen later such that
Re — 0 and R — +oc0. In order to assure that ¢, € Wé’z(Q), we set

1 1 1 1

c+ —[--—1log(1 + 7R*) + B| = — [-=—log(Re) + A,, |,
c\ 4n c\ 2n

which gives

1 1
2nc? = —log e — 21B + 27tA ,, + 5 logm+ O(45

(46)
A delicate but straightforward calculation shows
2 1 1 2
Voel"dx = —=|[2log— +lognm—1+4nA,, + 4nal|Gll;
a 4mc? €
1
+O(F) + O(Relog(Re)))
and
1
f prdx = = ( f G*dx + O(Re log(Re))),
Q c Q
which yields
6, = [ (V0P -ty
Q
1 1
= I 2log p +logm —1+4rA,, + O(ﬁ) + O(Relog(Re))
Set ||@ell1.o = 1, we have
2o loge loem L 0Ly + ORelog(Re)) @7
Y 4 4n ]2)«) R? & ’



It follows from (@6) and (7)) that

1 1
B= e + O(ﬁ) + O(Relog(Re)). (48)
Clearly we have on Bge(x)
2
2 2 r
dng: > 4re” — 2log(1 + 71—2) + 87B.
€

This together with (7)) and (@S8) yields

1
f M dx > et 4 0(=5). (49)
Bre(xo) R
On the other hand,
f mdy > f (1 + 4ng?)dx (50)
Q\Bge(x0) Q\Bage(xo)
Gli3 1
> Q|+ 4”@ + 0(_2)'
c c

Recalling @7) and the choice of R = —loge, we conclude @4) for sufficiently small € > 0 by
combining (9) and (30). O

Before proving Theorem 2, we state a special version of a regularity theorem due to S. Ag-
mon ([6], page 444), which is essential for excluding boundary blow-up.

Lemma 6. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in Rz,_u € L' (Q) for some r > 1, and f € L1(Q)
for some q > 1. Suppose that for all functions v € C*(Q) N Wé’q(Q),

quvdx:ffvdx.
Q Q

Then u € W>9(Q) N W, (€.

Proof of Theorem 2. Firstly, we fix several notations concerning the function space E; de-
fined as in (I2). Let 1;(Q) < 1,(Q) < - - - be all distinct eigenvalues of the Laplacian with respect
to Dirichlet boundary condition, and E,q)’s be associated eigenfunction spaces. It is known that
Ai(Q) — +o00 as i — +oo and each space E ) has finite dimension (see [8], Theorem 9.31). We
can assume

dimE,L(g) = n;, i = 1,2,"' .

Moreover we can find a basis (e;;) (1 < j < n;, 1 <i < {) of E, verifying

Eu @ = spanfej, -, e}, i=1,---,¢,

E€ = span{e“,... 2 €lnys €21, " 5 €opys 0L, »efn[}7 (51)
2

fgleiﬂ dx =1,

|, eijendx =0, i #kor j#1.
13



Note that
E} :{MEWS’Z(Q):fueijdxzo,l <j<n,l sisf}.
Q

Secondly, let 0 < @ < Ap41(€2) be fixed, we shall find maximizers for subcritical Trudinger-
Moser functionals. Analogous to Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 1, for any €, 0 < € < 4, there
exists some u. € E7 N C'(Q) with [luell, = 1 such that

f Mg = sup f e gy (52)
Q UeES, [l o<1 JQ

where || - ||1 o is defined as in (I0). Moreover u, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

2 ) . .
_Aus — QU = %Euee(4n—€)u5 — Zf:] Z’;’:] y/ll—j:el] 1n Q,

ue € Ef 0 CY(Q),

> (53)
Ae = fg uge(“”’f)”?dx,
Yije = fQ ei_/ufe(“”‘f)“zdx.
Without loss of generality we can assume
ue — uy weakly in W, *(Q), (54)
ue — uy strongly in  LP(Q), Vp>1, (55)
Ue > uy a.e. in Q. (56)

Since uc € E;, we have by (33)
fuoei/dx =lim | uee;jdx=0, 1<j<m, 1<i<¢,
Q ' e—0 Q '

which together with (34) implies that ug € E} and |lul1,o < 1.

If u, is bounded in C%(Q), then for any v € E; with V1, < 1, (32), (36) and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem lead to

2 . — 2 . _ 2 2
™ dx=1im | ¥ 9 dx <lim | e 9%dx= | ¢*™dx.
Q -0 Q e—0 Q Q

Hence we have
2 2
f eModx = sup f e dx. 57
Q ueEL, ull o<1 JQ

It is easy to see that |lug|l; . = 1. Applying elliptic estimates to the Euler-Lagrange equation of
uo, we have uy € C'(Q). Thus uy is the desired extremal function.
In the sequel we assume up to a subsequence

||uE||C0@ =max |yl - +0 as €— 0.
Q

Thirdly, we perform blow-up analysis. Denote ¢, = |ue(xe)| = ||u€|lco@. Then ¢, — +o0 as
€ — 0. Without loss of generality we assume ¢, = u(x¢). For otherwise u, can be replaced by
14



—u, in the following blow-up analysis. Then up to a subsequence, x, — xy € Q. Asin Step 2 of
the proof of Theorem 1, we have uy = 0 and |Vue>dx — 0y, weakly in sense of measure. The
only difference is that ¢u, € W&’Z(Br(xo) N Q) in case xy € Q.

Set
Ye(x) = cg]ue(xE +7eX),  @e(x) = Ce(Ue(Xe + TeX) — Ce), X € Qe
where
— \//l_ecglef(Zﬂfe/Z)Cz (58)
and

Q. ={xeR?: x. +rex e Q).

By 8)), we have r. — 0 as € — 0. Moreover we claim that up to a subsequence
re/dist(xe,0Q) - 0 as € — 0. 59)

Let B be a unit disc centered at 0 € R2. Since Q is smooth, we have a a neighborhood U C R?
of xo and a bijective map H : B — U such that H € C*(B), J = H™! € CX(U),HBY) =QnU,
H(By) = QN U. Here we denote B* = BN R2, B = BN JR2, and R2 = {(x1,x2) € R? :
xp > 0}. We write x = H(y) and y = H'(x) = J(x). Furthermore we can assume (up to a linear
transformation) the Jacobian matrix Jac H satisfies

OH; OH,; L i=j
Jac H(O) N —(O) = 5[j = (60)
il o 0y 0, i#})
In view of (33), we have
f Vu Vedx = f gepdx, Vpe ClQNU), (61)
Qnu onu
where
] 1],€
Qe = —uUe e(4n e)ue_i_a,uE ZZ)’/ y
/1 i=l j=1 6
Set
ue(y) = u(H(y)), yeB".
Then (&])) is transferred to
2 Fi, oy
a2t W 4y f Tady, iy € CAB), (62)
B+ Oyk Oye B

k, (=1
where

8e = (ge o H)ldetJac H|,

22: ——IdetJ H|,

15



and detJac H denotes the determinant of the Jacobian matrix Jac H. Note that a; ; € C! (B*) and
that its ellipticity condition is satisfied.
Denote X = J(x¢) = (X1,¢, X2,¢) and X, = (X1, 0). Set

1_ — —
vey) = —uF +rey), yeBi ={yeR*: ¥ +ryeB).
Ce

It follows from (62)) that v, is a weak solution to the equation

0 - Ove r2_ -
- — |ae(X, + rey)—(y)) = Sg(x. +rey), yeBl. (63)
ayf 5)’k Ce

On one hand, by the definition of r. (see (58)), we have r2c;'g.(X. + rey) tends to zero uniformly
iny € B} as € — 0. On the other hand we have [ve(y)| < 1 for all y € B}. Note that B} — Ri.

Applying elliptic estimates to (63) and noticing (60), we obtain v — v in CILC(E), where v

satisfies
-Av=0 in Ri

v=0 on OR2
<1 in R2.

Obviously v can be extended to a bounded weak harmonic function in the whole R2. Since v = 0
on dR2, Liouville theorem implies that v = 0.
We now suppose that there exists some positive number v independent of € such that

re/dist(xe, 0Q) > v > 0. (64)
We can find some constant C depending only on v and the bijective map H such that
|75 - 76;| < Cre.
Note that

Lo\ 1 1
Ve( ) = —ue(xe) = —ue(xe) = 1.
Te c Ce

€

We have |Vll~@;.,) = 1, where B, =1{ye R2 : |y| < 2C}, since ve — v in C! (@). This

contradicts v = 0. Therefore (64)) is false and our claim (39) follows. o
In view of (39), we conclude that
Q.- R? as e€—0.
Using the argument in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 1, we have
Ye— 1 in Cp (RY),
P > —% log(1 +7lx?) in Cp (R,
cete — G weakly in W(;’q(Q), Yl<g<2,

cete — G in CL(Q\ {x0}),
16



where G is a distributional solution to ~AG — aG = 6, — Y.L, Z’;izl e;j(xo)e;j, or equivalently

{ n
- f GApdx + a f Gydx = (xo) — Z Z e;j(x0) f peidx, VoeCX(Q).  (65)
Q Q Q

i=1 j=1

Moreover,
fGeijdx =lim | ceuee;jdx=0, V1<j<n,1<i<t
Q Q

e—0
Hence we conclude
thdvg =0, VYhekE,. (66)
Q

If xo € OQ, testing the equation (63) by ¢ € C2(Q) N Wé’z(Q), we have

—fGA¢dx+afG¢dx=0,
Q Q

since ¢ = 0 on 9Q (see [8], page 288). By the Sobolev embedding theorem, G € L*(Q). By
Lemma 6, we have G € W>2(Q) N WS’Z(Q). Hence G is an usual weak solution to the equation
-AG-aG =0 in Q,
{ G € W,2(Q),
and thus G = 0in Q, since G € E; and 0 < a < A741(Q).

Fourthly, we estimate the supremum (I3)) under the assumption that ¢, — +o0 as € — 0. If
Xo lies on the boundary 02, we set

5 ue(x), x€Q,
u.x)=
) 0, xeR2\ Q.

Denote

* — * + —k 2
Se= sup u, u.=@.-s)", Te= f |ViZ|“dx.
9Bs(xo) Bs(xo)

Since ccue — 0in CL (Q\ {xo}) N LA(Q), we have

loc

se = 0e(1)c;! (67)

and

IA

Te

f |Vu|>dx
Bs(x0)NQ

l—f |Vu€|2dx+a/fuzdx
Q\B5(xo) Q

0(1)
o

1+

(68)

c

17



It follows from Lemma 5 that

lim sup f (17 1)dx < 6. (69)
Bs(xo)

e—0

In view of (67) and (68}, there holds on Bg,(xc),

@4r—eou’ < 4mu’

IA

dn(; + so)

—2 _
An” + 8xs i + 4ns?

47 % 7o + 0(1).

This together with leads to

2
f e(47r—e)u5 dx
By (xe)

IA

f (@~ 1)dx + 0u(1)
Brre(xe)

f (@~ ydx + 0.(1)
Bs(x0)

< n8%e+o0d1). (70)

IA

By an analogue of (#2), it follows from (ZQ) that

sup f M dx < Q| + 782e.
Q

ueE}, lully o <1

Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, we get

sup fe4"”2dx <19,
Q

UEEH , ul o<1

which is impossible. This excludes the possibility of xy € Q.
Now since xj € Q, the Green function G given by (63)) can be represented by

1
G(x) = “on log |x — xol + Ay, + Yo(x), (71)

where A, is a constant depending only on xo and a, ¥, € C '(Q) and Ya(xo) = 0. Repeating the
argument of deriving (43), we get

sup f ey < Q| + me! A% (72)
Q

ueEy, llull o<1

Finally we prove the existence of extremal function. It suffices to construct a sequence of
functions ¢ € Ej with |71, = 1 such that for sufficiently small € > 0,

f e dx > |Q + ;e A (73)
Q
18



We shall adapt the test functions constructed in Step 5 of the proof of Theorem 1. Let ¢, be
defined by (@3), G be as in ([63), R = —loge, ¢? be as in [@7), and B be as in @J). In particular
¢ satisfies the following three properties: (i) ¢. € WS’Z(Q); (i) l|@ell1 o = 1; (iii) there holds

dnp? 1+47A G| |§ 1
e"dx > |Q| + me Y + 4 >+ 0(—2).
Q C c

Recalling that (e;)) is a basis of E, verifying (51)), we set

¢ n

Ge = e — Z (de, €ij)eij,
i

i=1 j=
where

(¢eaeij)=f¢eeijdx-
Q

Obviously ¢. € Ef. Noting that ¢;; € C'(Q), R = —loge, ¢? = O(-loge), B = O(1), and G can
be represented by (7)), we have

2
f —ﬁ]og(l+ﬂ2—2)+B
C+
Bre(x0) ¢

G- G
+ f —n%ei_/dx + f —ei_/dx
Bage(x0)\Bre(x0) ¢ Q\Bpe(xg) €

1

log” €

(e, €i))

e;jdx

o ) (74)

Here we have used (66) to derive

1
f geijdx =— f geijdx = 0(€(~loge)’’?) = o(——).
Q\Bre(x) € Bre(xo) € log”e
By (4) and property (ii) of ¢, we have
— 1
be = dpe + 0(—5—), (75)
log” e
ellf o = 1+ o(—5—). (76)

log’ e

Combining (73), (Z6) and property (iii) of ¢, we obtain

7
Ar =5 > 1
f e Welio gy = fe4n¢g+o(@)dx
Q Q

1 1 +47A IGI3 1
> (1 +0(1—)) |Qf + 7e’ 70 + 4r—= + o(=)
oge c c
Gl? 1
> Q| + et 4 47r” 2”2 +0(=).
C
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Set ¢ = ¢e/ll@ell1 o- Since ¢. € EF, we have ¢* € E+. Moreover [l¢:ll1.. = 1 and (Z3) holds. The
contradiction between ([72) and (Z3)) implies that ¢, must be bounded, and whence the existence
of extremal function follows from (37) again. The proof of Theorem 2 is completely finished. O

4. The Riemannian surface case

In this section we shall combine Carleson-Chang’s result (Lemma 5) and blow-up analysis
to prove Theorems 3 and 4. We follow the lines of [21|, 41|, [23]. Throughout this section, we
denote a geodesic ball centered at g € X with radius r by B,(g), while a Euclidean ball centered
at x € R? with radius r is denoted by B, (x).

Proof of Theorem 3. Let @, 0 < @ < 4;(), be fixed. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. Existence of maximizers for subcritical functionals

In this step, we shall prove for any 0 < € < 4, there exists some u, € C'(Z) such that

el = 1, f edvy = 0, a7
>

and that

) 2
f WM dy,, = sup f N dv, (78)
> ueW' (), llulli o <1, fj udvy=0 Y

where || - ||; o is defined as in (I4).
To do this, we choose a maximizing sequence u; such that |jul|;, < 1, fz u;dvy = 0 and

f e(4"’f)“§dvg — sup f 6(4”76)”2dvg. (79)
z 0JZ

ueW'2(E), lull o <1, [ udv=

It follows from 0 < @ < A4;(Z) that u; is bounded in W'2(X). Then we can assume, up to a
subsequence, u; — u, weakly in Whi(D), u; — u, strongly in L*(%), and uj = Ue a.e. in X,
Similarly as in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 1, we have ||uc||; o, < 1 and

fwgu,- = Voudldvy < 1= ludlf , + 0,(1).
z

It follows from a manifold version of Lions’ inequality ([41]], Lemma 3.1) that 49 s bounded

in LY(X) for some ¢ > 1. Hence O, plbm-eni; strongly in L'(Z). This together with
(9 leads to ([Z8). Note that fz uedvy = 0, since fz ujdvy, = 0. We only need to confirm that
llell1.o = 1. Suppose not, we have ||ucll;.o < 1. Set u* = uc/||uelli o Then u* satisfies (77) and

2 2
fe(47r—e)u dvg > fe(47r—e)us dvg,
z z

which contradicts (Z8). Therefore ||ull; o = 1.
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It is not difficult to check that u, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(471—6)ng _ He

€

1
Agite — aue = 7 Uee
de = [Ludemmidy, (80)
_ 1 (47r—s)u§
He = Tl fz Uee dvg,

where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Applying elliptic estimates to (80), we have that
uc € C'(2).

Step 2. Blow-up analysis

Noting that

f ey, < f (1+ (@7 — ™) dV,, = Vol,(Z) + (47 — €)Ae
p p

and

. _ 2 _ 2
lim | e gy, = sup f N dy,,
=0 Js UEW'2(S), lull o<1, [, udve=0 V=

we have liminf._,o A, > 0. It then follows that y./A. is a bounded sequence. Denote ¢, =
|ue(xe)| = maxs |ug|. If c. is bounded, applying elliptic estimates to (8Q), we already conclude
the existence of extremal function. Without loss of generality, we assume x, — p € X and
Ce = Ue(xe) — 400 as € — 0. Take an isothermal coordinate system (U, ¢) near p such that the
metric g can be represented by g = e/(dx} + dx3), where f € C'(Q,R), Q = ¢(U) c R?, and
f(0) = 0. Denote ut, = uc 0 ¢, x = ¢~ (x) for x € Q.

Let
2
Fe = //lecgle—(ZR—s/Z)cE ,
=~
l/’e(x) =C¢ “e(xe + rex),
and

‘ps(-x) = Ce(ﬁe(ys +reXx) — Ce)

forxe Q. = {(x e R? : X, + rex € Q). By (80), we have

— Apetpe = ol etre) (a’l"?l//e + nglflfe(4n_€)@z_c§)) , (81)
= Bgage = e/ (22, + om0, 82)

where —Ag: denotes the usual Laplacian operator. It is easy to see that Ag2¢ye — 0 in Lf;C(Rz),
el < 1 and ¢.(0) = 1. Applying elliptic estimates to (81 and using the Liouville theorem for
harmonic function, we have

Ye—1 in CL (R?.

loc
Since Ag:¢, is bounded in Lf(‘)‘c(Rz) and ¢(x) < 0 = ¢.(0) for all x € Q,, we have by applying
elliptic estimates to (82),
1
ge > ¢=——log(l + ax? in CL.(R).
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Moreover we have

f Sdx = 1. (83)
]RZ

Repeating the argument of proving ([41], Lemma 4.9), we obtain c.ue — G weakly in W"4(Z)
forall1 < g < 2,and ccue —» Gin Cl =\ {ph N L (X), where G is a Green function defined by

loc

1 .
AgG —aG = 5p - m in X (84)
J. Gdv, = 0.
Clearly G can be represented by
1
G:—ﬂ]ogr+Ap+¢, (85)

where r denotes the geodesic distance from p, A, is a constant real number, y € C I(Z) with

¥(p) = 0.
Step 3. Upper bound estimate

Similarly as we did in Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 1, we obtain by using Carleson-Chang’s
result (Lemma 5)

lim lim sup f e(4”_5)”§dvg < me' T, (86)
By (xe)

Ro+oo

where A, is given by (83). Note that

f e gy, (1 +0e(1)) W= g
Bpre (xe) Brre (Xe)

(1 + 0.(1)) Wiy 2 gy
Br(0)

Ae
(1+0.(1)= f S dx.
Ce JIBRr(0)

This together with (83)) implies

€
5
R—+00 =0 =0 Cz

A
lim limsup f 6(4"76)”§dvg = lim sup
BRrre(xe)
which together with (86) and an analogue of ([41], Lemma 4.6) leads to

2 . o2
sup f "™ dv, = lim sup f WM dy, < Voly(Z) + me 4™y, (87)
ueW'2(2), llull o<1, f; udvy=0 V= -0 z

Step 4. Existence of extremal function

In this step we will construct a blow-up sequence ¢, such that

fz IVepel*dv, — fz (=) dvy =1 (88)
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and

fe“”“”“af)zdvg > Vol(Z) + zre! +4m (89)
>

for sufficiently small € > 0, where

— 1
¢E = m L¢Edvg.

The contradiction between (89) and (87) implies that ¢, must be bounded and elliptic estimates
imply the existence of the desired extremal function. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.

Now we construct ¢, verifying (88)) and (89). Note that the Green function G defined as in
(84) has the representation (83). Set

- 4'—” 10g(1+ﬂ:—§)+B

- for r<Re
e = _G*C”‘/’ for Re <r <2Re (90)
g for r > 2Re,

where R = —loge, 1 € C;’(Bare(p)) verifying that 7 = 1 on Bg(p) and ||V, ||z~ = O(é), B is
a constant to be determined later, and ¢ depending only on € will also be chosen later such that
Re — 0and R — +oo. In order to assure that ¢. € W'2(Z), we set

1( 1 1( 1
c+—[-—1log(1 + 7R*) + B| = — [—=—log(Re) + A, |,
c\ 4n c\ 2n

which gives

1 1
2nc* = —loge — 2nB + 27A, + 5 logm+ 0(53). o1
We calculate
1 1
fx IVepel?dv, = e (2 log -+ logn — 1 + 474, + 4nal|Gf3

+0(%) + O(Re log(Re))),

fq)fdvg 1 (f Gdv, + O(Relog(Re)))
= € \Jr=2Re

1 (_f Gdvy + O(Re log(RE)))
r<2Re

c

1
—O(Relog(Re)),
c

and

f(¢e - Ee)zdvg = f‘ﬁzd"g - 55\/018(2)
z z

_ l( f G2dv, + O(Relog(Re)) .
>

o2
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This yields

=112
“¢e _¢5”1,Q

f|vg¢e| dVg f(¢€ ¢e)2dvg

(2 log +logm—1+4nA, + O( 2) + O(Relog(Re)))

4rc?

Let ¢, satisfy (88), i.e. [[¢c — #l1. = 1. Then we have

loge logm 1 1
o loge logm 1 L
¢ = o= ylyy +A, + O(Rz) + O(Relog(Re)). (92)
It follows from (1)) and (92) that
1 1

Clearly we have on Bge(p)

2
4n(e — B = 4nc — 2log(1 + 1) + 87B.
€

This together with (92)) and (@3) yields

47r(¢5—$ )2 1+47A,
e < dv, > me » 4+ O( ). 94)
fB;«(p) ¢ (loge)?
On the other hand,
f MO gy, > f (1 + 4ng)dv,
\Bre(p) \Bage(p)
IGII3 1
2 Volg(Z) +4n—= +o(;). (95)
C

Recalling (92) and combining (94) and [@3)), we conclude (89) for sufficiently small e > 0. [

Proof of Theorem 4. Let 1;(£) < Ax(¥) < --- be all distinct eigenvalues of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator A,, and E),)’s be associated eigenfunction spaces. It is known that 4;(Z) —
+00 as i — +oo and each space E,,x) has finite dimension (see [L0], Chapter I, Page 8). We can
assume

dimE,ii@) =n;, i= ],2,"'

Take a basis (¢;)) (1 < j < n;, 1 <i <€) of E verifying
E,c) = spanfej, - ,em), i=1,---,C,

Ee = span{ej, -+ ,ein,,€21," €2, 5 €00, ", €en, s

fleijlzdvg =1,
s

feijekldvg =0,i#korj#l
> 24



Similar to Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 3, for any €, 0 < € < 4, there exists some u. €
EF N C'(Z) with [luelli o = 1 such that

(4r—e)u? _ (4r—eu’
f e cdvg = sup e dvy.
¥ ueEy, |lulli o<1 VE

Moreover u, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation
i = Ly e _ e _ 0 s Yie, 5
Ague — aue = TlUee T i1 Zf:l Loeij in R
ue € Ef NC'(%),
)
Ae = fz uze(4”’f)“fdvg,

— 1 (47r—e)u§
He = Tl fzuee dv,,

Yie = fo equce e dy
ije s Cijtte g-

Let ¢ = maxy |u|. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢, = u.(x.) = +o0 and x. —» p € X as
€ — 0. Take an isothermal coordinate system (U, ¢) near p. Denote u, = u, o q)‘] ,x = ¢ ' (x) for
x € ¢(U) c R2. Perform the same blow-up analysis as in the proof of Theorem 3. There holds

1

ge = ¢ =—7-log(l+xlxf’) in i (R?),
T

cete — G weakly in WH(2), V1 < g <2,

cete = G in C}(Z\ {p}) N LA(D),

where ¢ (x) = ce(ue(xXe + rex) — ¢e), G is a Green function defined by

o
1 i
AgG —aG = (Sp - m - E E @[j(p)el'j. (96)
8

i=1 j=1

Since u, € E;, we have

fGeijdvg = limfcfufei/dvg =0, Vi<j<m,1<i<t.
) e—0 ) '

Clearly G can be written as

1
G:—z—ﬂ]ogr+Ap+¢, 97)

where r denotes the geodesic distance from p, A, is a constant real number, y € C 1(Z) with
¥ (p) = 0. Using Carleson-Chang’s result (Lemma 5), we obtain

sup f ¢ dv, = lim sup f Y% dy, < Voly(5) + me! e, (98)
0vE T

uEE[*,,IILllll.aS]sfy_“d"g: 0

Now we will construct a sequence of functions ¢; such that ¢} € E;, fz ¢idvy = 0 and

f ¢ dvy > Voly(Z) + me' 4 (99)
)
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for sufficiently small € > 0. The contradiction between (@9) and (©@8) implies that ¢, must
be bounded and elliptic estimates lead to the existence of the desired extremal function. This
completes the proof of Theorem 4.

Let ¢, be defined by (@0), G be as in (06), R = —loge, ¢? be as in (92)), and B be as in (33).
In particular ¢, satisfies

f IVedel?dv, — a f ¢2dv, = 1 (100)
) )
and )
— G 1
f 00y, > Vol (Z) + me! ™ + 4n—” 2”2 +0(=) (101)
> C C
where |
¢ = —— dv,.
& Vol (T) fz Pedvg
Set ,
be=¢c— ¢ - Z Z(¢€ — b €ij)eijs
i=1 j=1
where

(Pe — 557 eij) = £(¢e - Ee)eijdvg‘

Obviously ¢, € E;. Note that ¢;; € C'(Z), R = —loge, ¢* = O(—loge), B = O(1), and G can be
represented by (@7). We calculate

1 r’
— - log(l+n5)+B _
(¢e - ¢€’ eij) = f [C + i 02 e - (ﬁe) e,jdvg
Bre(p)

c

G- - G -
+f (777% —qﬁe)e,jdvg +f (— —qﬁe)e,jdvg
Bore(p)\Bge(p) ¢ I\Bre(p) \ €

= [I+11+1II

Since G € E;, we have

G G 1
f —dv, = - f —dv, = —O(R*€ log(Re)).
b B ¢

\Bre(p) € re(p) €

Note also that 55 = %O(Relog(Re)). Hence

1
111 = —O(Relog(Re)).
Cc

Clearly
1
I = O(cR*¢*), II = —O(R*€* 1og(Re)).
C
Therefore |
(¢e — P €ij) = O(R*E* - loge) = o(10g2 E).
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This together with (100) leads to

— 1
e = e — &+ 0( > ) (102)
log” €

~ 1
el , =1 +0(—5—). (103)
log” €

Combining (102), (I03) and (I0T), we obtain

2
4 —= - 1
f ¢RI gy, f 0T ok g,
p z

1 1+47A IIGII§ 1
> (1+0(——))|Voly(Z) + e ™™ + 4r—2 + 0()
loge c c
Gl 1
> Voly(Z) + me' ™ + 4n@ +0().
C C

Set ¢ = ¢e/llBelli o- Since d € EF, we have ¢ € Ef. Moreover [l¢:lli o = 1. Since Age;j = dieij,
we have fz e;jjdv, = 0, and whence fz ¢idv, = 0. Therefore ¢} is the desired function sequence
verifying (99). O
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