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HARDY’S INEQUALITY IN A LIMITING CASE ON GENERAL
BOUNDED DOMAINS

JAEYOUNG BYEON AND FUTOSHI TAKAHASHI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study Hardy’s inequality in a limiting case:

N

/ |Vu|Nde > CN(Q)/ %dz for functions u € Wol’N(Q), where
Q Q || N id
2/ (1og 5

Q is a bounded domain in RY with R = sup, ¢, |z|. We study the attainability
of the best constant C'n(€2) in several cases. We provide sufficient conditions
that assure Cn(2) > Cn(Br) and Cn(R2) is attained, here Bpr is the N-
dimensional ball with center the origin and radius R. Also we provide an
example of @ C R? such that C2(Q2) > C2(Bgr) = 1/4 and C2(Q) is not
attained.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Hardy inequality in one space dimension states that

1) | > (%) JR

holds for all u € Wol (0, +00) where 1 < p < co. This scaling invariant inequality
is now very classical and there are wonderful treatises [15], [27], [28] on further

2
generalizations of the inequality (). It is also known that the constant ( %) is

best possible and it is not achieved by any function in WO1 (0, 400). The inequality
(@ has been generalized to higher dimensions in two directions: one is to replace
the function ¢ in the right-hand side by the distance to the origin, and the other is
to replace it by the distance to the boundary.

For the former direction, let 2 be a domain with 0 € Q in RY (N > 2) and let
p > 1. Then the classical LP-Hardy inequality states that

Ul

dx
o |zfP

(2) / [VulP dz > ‘U
Q p

holds for all u € WyP(Q) when 1 < p < N, and for all u € WyP(Q\ {0}) when
p > N. It is known that for p > 1, the best constant |¥|p is never attained in
WyP(€) when p < N, or in W, P(Q\ {0}) when p > N, respectively. After the
pioneering work of Brezis and Vézquez [7], which showed that the inequality can
be improved on bounded domains when p < N, there are many papers that treat

the improvements of the inequality @) (see [1I, [4], [51, [8], [12], [13], [14], [30], the

recent book [I5] and the reference therein.)
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For the latter direction, let 2 C RY be an open set with Lipschitz boundary and
define d(z) = dist(z, ). Then, a version of Hardy inequalities, called “geometric
type”, states that for any p > 1, there exists ¢, (£2) > 0 such that the inequality

Pdr > c [ul? T
®) Jvutrae = e [ Gl

holds for all u € W, *(Q). For this inequality, refer to [2], [, [6], [12], [19], [21],
[26], [32], [33], the recent book [3] and the references therein. In [26], it is proved

that ¢,(Q) = (ijl) is the best constant on any convex domain §2, that is,
. Jo [VulPde— (p—1\F
(4) () = inf & O .
ueW, P (Q),uz0 fQ Wdlv p

In [], [33], the authors obtained an additional extra term on the right-hand side
of @), which means that the best constant ¢,(£2) is never attained on any convex
domain . When © is the half-space RY = {z = (z1,---,2n)|2zn > 0}, the
inequality (@) has the form

—1\? P
(5) / [VulP dz > (p_) / % dx
R p RY TN

P
and the best constant ( %) is never attained by functions in W&»P(Rf ). On the

other hand, let  be a bounded domain with C17 boundary for some v € (0, 1).
Then it is proved by Marcus, Mizel, and Pinchover in [24] that there exists a
minimizer of Cy(€) if and only if C2(Q) < 1/4. See also [24], [25], [19] for the
corresponding results for 1 < p < oco. So the compactness of any minimizing

p
sequence fails only at the bottom level (”le) .

In the critical case p = N, the weight ||~ is too singular for the same type of
inequality as () to hold true for functions in WO1 N(Q). Instead of (@), it is known
that the following Hardy inequality in a limiting case

©) /Q Vultdo 2 (NJ\; 1)N/n w%j:fi )Ndx

holds true for all u € W, () where R = sup,cq |z|; refer to [22], [20], [ITI,
[16], [31] and references therein. Note that the additional log term weakens the
singularity of |#|~" at the origin, however, the weight function

1
N
||V (log ‘TR‘)

becomes singular also on the boundary 02 since R = sup,c(, ||. Indeed, since

WR(CIJ) =

N
) ¥ <1og %) = (R o)™ + o((R — |a))™)

as |z| — R, Wg has a similar effect of (1/d(z))" near the boundary. In this sense,
the critical Hardy inequality (@) has both features of the inequalities (@) and (3).
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Note that (@) is invariant under the scaling

(8) ur(z) =\ u ((%')H x) for A > 0,

which is different from the usual scaling uy(z) = )\¥u()\x) for (@) when Q =
RY and p < N. (However recently, a relation of both scaling transformations is
obtained, see [30]).

Let Cn(€2) be the best constant of the inequality (@l):

Jo [Vu|Ndx
[u() [V

I~ (1o )"

By this definition and (@), we see C(£2) > (%)N for any bounded domain Q2 C

Bpr with R = sup,¢q |z|. Here and henceforth, Br will denote the N-dimensional

ball with radius R and center 0.

In [16], the authors proved that Cn(Bgr) = (%)N and Cn(Bpg) is never at-
tained by any function in W, N(Bg). See also [10], [I1]. Let us recall the arguments
in [16]. First, the authors of [I6] prove that, if the infimum Cy(Bpg) is attained
by a radially symmetric function u € Wol’TJXd(BR), then u € CY(Bgr \ {0}), u > 0
and u is unique up to multiplication of poéitive constants. By using these facts and
the scaling invariance (8, the authors prove that Cny(Bpg) is not attained by radi-
ally symmetric functions. Indeed, by the scaling invariance (8) and the uniqueness
up to multiplication of positive constants, the possible radially symmetric mini-

mizer has the form C(log |7R|)¥ which is not in W, N(Bg). Finally, they prove

(9) Ov(Q) =  inf
uEWOI’N (£2),u0 fQ -

dx

that if there exists a minimizer of Cy(Bpg), then there exists also a radially sym-
metric minimizer. The argument of this part is elementary and the proof of the
non-attainability of C'n(Bg) is established.

The main purpose of this paper is to study the (non-)attainability of the infimum
Cn () for more general domains @ C Br. Some new phenomena will be shown in

this paper. We first note that if Cn(Q) = (%)N, Cn () is not attained. In fact,

if Cn(§2) is attained by an element u € Wol’N(Q), by a trivial extension of u as an
element in Wol’N(BR), Cn(BRr) = (%)N is attained by wu; this contradicts the
result in [16] that Cn (Bg) is not attained. In the following, we may not impose the
assumption that 0 € Q. Since the weight function Wg(z) = (|z|(log %))_N itself
depends on the geometric quantity R, it is not clear whether C'(§2) has the same
value as Cn(Bg) for all domains Q C Bpg or not. Since Wg becomes unbounded
around the origin and also around the set |z| = R, it is plausible that minimizing
sequences for Cy(£2) tend to concentrate on the origin or on the boundary portion
02N OBpR in order to minimize the quotient

N

Qn(u) = Jo IVulNdx '

Jo Wa(@)lu()[N dz
This will result in that Cn(Q2) = Cny(Bgr) and Cn(£2) is not attained, if the origin
is the interior point of €2, or £ has a smooth boundary portion at a distance R
to the origin (just like a ball Br). We will prove later that these intuitions are
true, see Theorem [I] and Theorem 2l However, when we treat a domain Q C Bgr
with R = sup,cq |z|, which does not contain the origin in its interior, nor have
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the smooth boundary portion 92 N B, the situation is rather different. Actually,
we provide a sufficient condition on  C Bpr which assures that Cn(92) > Cn(Br)
(TheoremH]). Moreover, we prove that a stronger condition on € than the sufficient
condition assures that Cn(Q) is attained (Theorem [l). Finally, we provide an
example of domain in R? on which C3(Q2) > Co(Br) = 1/4 and Cs(Q) is not
attained (Theorem [6). This is quite a contrast to the result for @) in [24], which
says that if co(€2) is strictly less than the critical number 1, the infimum c,(Q) is
attained.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In §2, we prove Theorem [I which

says that if 0 € €2, then Cn(Q) = (%)N and the infimum is not attained. In
83, we prove Theorem B which says that if dBr N 9IS enjoys some regularity, then
Cn(Q2) = (%)N and the infimum is not attained. In §4, we prove Theorem []
which says that a strict inequality C'n(€2) > (%)N holds under some condition
on  and Theorem Bl which says that under a stronger condition than the one in
Theorem[d] the infimum is attained. Finally in §6, we prove Theorem [6 which says
that the condition for the existence of a minimizer in Theorem [l is optimal.

Now, we fix some notations and usages. For a bounded domain Q C R, the
letter R will be used to denote R = sup,¢q, || throughout the paper. B will denote
the NN-dimensional ball with radius R and center 0. The surface area f gn—1 dSy, of
the (N —1) dimensional unit sphere S™ =1 in RY will be denoted by wx_1. SY~1(r)
will denote the sphere of radius r with center 0. Finally, the letter C' may vary from
line to line.

2. HARDY’S INEQUALITY FOR THE CASE 0 €

In this section, we treat the case when 2 C Bpgr has the origin as an interior
point of Q. In this case, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For any bounded domain Q@ C RN with 0 € Q and R = sup,cq |2,

ov@ =cxmn = (V)

and the infimum Cn () is not attained.

Proof. Note that by the definition of R, we have ) C Br. By a trivial extension
of a function u € W, "™ () on Br by u(z) = 0 for z € Br \ Q, we see Wy () C
Wy N (Bg) and thus

N
(10) ox@) 2 on(en) = ()

For the fact C(Bg) = (%)N, we refer to [16]. In [I6], the authors prove this
fact by using the test functions

1, 0< |zl < &,
xr) = B
Yp(z) (log%) . B<l<r

for 5 > % Note that {1z} will concentrate on the boundary 0 Br when (3 | %
In our case, since 0 € ) is an interior point, there exists a small ¢ € (0, 1) such that
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Bcr(0) C Q. For 0 < a < =L we define a function

(log &) 2] < <&,
Pa(z) = (log %)a (2 - 2!—;'), <t <|z| <R,
0, cR < |z|, and x € Q.
Then we see that
cR N
2

rN7ldr + 0(1)

a—1
AE/ |V¢Q|Nda::wN,1/ « <1og5> <_—1)
Q 0 T T
¢R

N(a—1)
1
:waloéN/2 <1Og5) —dT+O(1)
0 r r

N 1 . R N(a—1)+1
=wya | ————— =
Nt Na-1)+1 &5

-1 2
_ N(_ =V z
=wy_1 ( (a—l)—l—l)bgc + O(1).

Since o < &=L, we have N(ow— 1) +1 < 0. Thus [Va|" is integrable near the

origin and ¢, € Wy (Q) for any a € (0, ML), Also we see that

N L (log B)aN
B E/ _ [$a@I” )Nd:v ZOJN—l/ og i)™ rNldr +0(1)
Q 0

N R\N
||V (logﬁ r¥(log )
R N0¢—N1

]
= wN—l/
0
-1

s (m) log% + o).

Therefore, we conclude that

ch
+0(1)
0

cR
2

A wn-al (N(O%DH) log2+0(1) 4N 4 O(1)(N(a—1) + 1)

B WN_1 (Ma%ll)_ﬂ)log%—l-O(l) 1+ O0(1)(N(a—1)+1)

— —N_l N asaT—N_l
N N

This proves that

(@) = (%)N

thus the infimum Cn(£2) is not attained; see Introduction. O

3. HARDY’S INEQUALITY FOR SMOOTH DOMAINS

In this section, we prove that Cx(£2) equals to (%)N if the domain has a
smooth boundary portion on dBg. For the smoothness on the boundary, the in-
terior sphere condition is enough to obtain the result. Here we say that a point
xo € QN OBR satisfies an interior sphere condition if there is an open ball B C Q

such that xg € 9B. The idea here is to construct a (non-convergent) minimizing
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sequence {u,} for Cn(Q) for which the value of Qg (uy) goes to (%)N, by mod-

ifying a minimizing sequence for the best constant of Hardy’s inequality on the
half-space (B]) when p = N:

(11) Jry [Vul" da (N]; 1>N |

m m =
ueCse (RY)\{0} fM o= [N da

This is possible since the weight function Wx(x) can be considered as (1/d(z))N
near the smooth boundary portion 92 N dBg.

Theorem 2. For a bounded domain €2, we assume that there exists a point xo €
0N N OBRr satisfying an interior sphere condition. Then

- (5)’

and the infimum Cn () is not attained.

Proof. The following proof is inspired by [24]. We write x = (21, - ,2y_1,2N) =
(¢/,zn) for z € RY. Fix e > 0 arbitrary. By (), we may take v. € C§°(RY') such

that
/

Since supp(ve) is compact, we may assume that

N
Ve

N
N -1
dr =1, and / Vo |Ndx < (—) +e.
N RN N

+

N
+

supp(v:) C {z = (2/,zn) € RY | |2/]? < Azn, zn < B}

if we take A, B > 0 sufficiently large depending on €. We think v, is 0 outside of
its support and is defined on the whole RY. For | € N, we define v'(z) = v.(lz).
Note that for each [ > 0, we have
N
/ Vol [N da :/ |V [N du, / dx :/
RY RY R RY
A B

supp(vl) C {(:v',:vN) eRY | |2/)? < TIN, TN < 7}
By a rotation, we may assume that zo = (—R)en € 02 N OBg satisfies an interior
sphere condition, where ey = (0,---,0,1). Then we see that for some A’, B’ > 0,

N
dx

l
Ve

TN

Ve

N X
N N

and

{(«/,zn) eRY | |2/ < Azn, 2n < B’} C Q+ Rey
Since (@) holds for small R — |x|, we see that
AN
(12) || Y (log m) <(zn + RN +o((zxy + R)V)
for z € Q with small xny + R. Now we define
ul(z) = vl (z + Rey)
for z € Q. Then, for large [ > 0, we see that uL € C§°(Q2) and

supp(ul) c QN {z € Br | ax + R < B/I}.
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Now ([I2)) implies that

(N 1\ |N ()N
[ [y [ B
 |z|N (log m) o (zn + R) Q+Rey  |UN|

where 0;(1) — 0 as | — oo, and

/ Ve (2)| Ve = / Vel ()| Ny < / Vol ()| Vdy.
Q Q+Ren RY

Thus we have

N
Vul (x Nd Voi|” dy 1\
lalViato) 7o _ SV < (A21) o)
f |ul (x) fRN',L‘)UN|N

- N
‘””‘N(log B \)
This implies that

f Jo |Vu‘Ndx - N-1\"
wewdN @\ (o} [, — L@ g T\ N '

OV} Jo ™ (1o 77 0
Since Cn () > Cn(Bg) (NT) by (), we conclude the equality. This again
implies that the infimum Cx(£2) is not attained. O

4. HARDY’S INEQUALITY FOR NONSMOOTH DOMAINS

In this section, first we provide a sufficient condition to assure the strict inequality
Cn () > Cn(Bg) for bounded domains Q with R = sup,cq ||

First, we recall the notion of spherical symmetric rearrangement. Let B, (p,s)
denote the geodesic open ball in SY~1(r) with center p € SV~1(r) and geodesic
radius s. Then for each r € (0, R), there exists a constant a(r) > 0 such that the
(N — 1)-dimensional measure of the geodesic open ball B,(ren,a(r)) with center
rey = (0,---,0,7) and radius a(r) equals to H¥=1(Q N S¥=1(r)), here HN 1
denotes the (N —1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Define the spherical symmetric
rearrangement 2* of a domain Q2 C Br by

and the spherical symmetric rearrangement u* of a function v on € by
u*(z) =sup{t e R|z € {z € Q|u(z) >t}*}, ze€Q,

see Kawohl [I7] p.17. Note that this is an equimeasurable rearrangement with
u* rotationally symmetric around the positive xy-axis, and there hold that the
Polya-Szego type inequality

/ |Vul? dx 2/ [Vu*|P dx
Q Q-

for u € VVO1 P(Q) with p > 1, and the Hardy-Littlewood inequality
/u(x)v(x) dx g/ u*(x)v* (z) dz
Q Q-
for nonnegative functions w, v on €2, see [I7, pages 21, 23, and 26].
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In the sequel, we use the Poincaré inequality on a subdomain of spheres of the
following form:

Proposition 3. Let S™ denote an n-dimensional unit sphere and U C S™ be a
relatively compact open set in S™. For any 1 < p < oo, there exists C' > 0 depending
on p and n such that the inequality

/ |V gnulPdS,, > C|U|*p/”/ lu|PdS,,
U U

holds for anyu € Wy (U). Here |U| denotes the n-dimensional measure of U C S™.

Proof. The inequality [, |Vsnu|PdS, > C(U,p) [;; [u[PdS,, holds, see for example,
[29] pp.86. The constant C(U,p) is bounded from below by the first Dirichlet
eigenvalue \,(U) of the p-Laplacian —A,, on the sphere, and the estimate

Ap(U) = C(n,p)lU| /"

can be seen, for example, in [23] or [I§] when the ambient space is R™. Indeed,
the lower bound of the first Dirichlet eigenvalue is also obtained on spheres. By
spherically symmetric rearrangement, we have the Faber-Krahn type inequality

Ap(U) = Ap(UT)

where U* C S™ be a geodesic ball with |U| = |U*|. Also we have a scaling property
Ap(rU) = 1r7PA,(U) for the first eigenvalue of the p-Laplacian. Since U* = rB; for
some 7 > 0 where B; denotes the geodesic ball of radius 1, we have |U| = |U*| =
7| By |, which implies = (|U|/|B1])*/". Thus we have

—p/n
M (U) = A(U%) = Ap(rBy) = 7Py (By) = (%) 1By,

Define
(13) m(r) =1 ({z € Qo = r}) = HYTH QN ST (1))
for r € (0, R). Then we have the following.

Theorem 4. If
N—1

(14) mo = limsup m(r)/r < WN-1
r—0
and
(15) mpg = limsup m(r)/(R — )N 71 < oo,
r—R

it holds that N
N -1
Cn () > (T) .

Proof. 1f 0 € Q, then m(r) = r~lwy_; for any small » > 0. Thus under the
assumption (d]), the origin must not be interior of Q.

We assume the contrary and suppose that there exists a sequence {¢, }nen in
C§°(2) \ {0} such that

N N
, Jo |[Vén| " dx N -1
lim i~ =CnQ)=(——] .

N (tog )"
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Let ¢} be the spherical symmetric rearrangement of ¢,,. Then by the above remarks,
it follows that

N N
|ver|Na _
lim Jo *(b }N & =Cn(Q") = rod
Q |m|N(log ‘—f‘)N

Since supp(¢) is compact in Q*, we find positive constants R, and J, with
lim,, s R, = R and lim, o 6, = 0 such that supp(¢%) C Bgr, \ Bs,. We de-
fine

QO =0"N(Bg, \ Bs,).
Since the weight function Wg is bounded from above and below by positive con-
stants on 27, there exists a minimizer 1,, € W&N(QZ) of

N
cn _mf{/ﬂ* V|~ da ‘ /S Wd:p —1,4¢ ngN(Q;)}.

We may assume v,, > 0, 1), satisfies

N—-1
div(|Vepa V2V, ) + P Qr,

N
2| (log )
and 1, is rotationally symmetric with respect to zy-axis. We think that ,, is
defined on 2* by extending by zero. Then we see
N —1\N
(16) / (V[N = e = (=)
Q- N

as n — oo. Since (%)N is not attained by any element in Wol’N(Q*), elliptic

estimates imply that for any small R’ > 0 and any R < R sufficiently close to R,
b, converges uniformly to 0 on Q* N (B \ Br/) and 1, converges weakly to 0 in

WyN(Q*) as n — co. We denote
Q) ={we sV rwe}c sV
so m(r) = TN’l”HN’l(Q*( )). Then we note that

1 :/ (@) / / |9n (rw) dS i
Q* (|:C|10g| i a<(r) r(log &

N N
/ / [¥n (@ | L dS,dr +/ / W’"”"' Lo o dSudr + 0a(1)
Q(r) T log Q*(r) log =
as n — oQ.

First, let us assume

(18) lim/ / [ () dS dr > C

n— 00 “(r) 7 log

for some C' > 0. Since mg < wny_1 by assumpmon (@), *(r) is a proper subset
of SN=1\ {—en} ~ R~ for any small r > 0. Thus there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of small » > 0 and n € N such that the Poincaré inequality in
Proposition Bl (with U = Q*(r), p=N,n=N — 1)

(19) / IV g1t ()| VS, > € (b (re) [V dS,,
Q*(r) Q*(r)
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holds true. Note that

x Oy
|z| or
Then for each small R > 0, we have

R
/ |V¢n|Nd:c:/ / Vb, (rw) NN 1S, dr
Q* 0 JOx(r)

z/ / LN|VSN71wn|NTN71dSwdr
0 Q(r) T
! N
(20) zc/ / LG P
0 Q* (1) r

by the Poincaré inequality (I3). On the other hand, since

N
/ / |t ( rw)l [n(r)l™ ho 4 (10g ) / / |thn (Tw) ds ir.
Q(r Q= ( r)r log

we have by (8],

(21) /0 l/g*(r) Mdswdrz (C +on(1) (log;;)N

where 0,(1) — 0 as n — oco. Then by (I6)), 20), and 1)), we have

N-1\" N C RrR\"
_— = >_ R
( N ) +o,(1) /Q*an| dx (10g /)

as n — oo. This inequality is invalid if R’ is very small. Thus (I8]) cannot happen

and
lim / / [¥n(rw) dS dr =0
n—o00 Q(r) log

under the assumption (I4).
Therefore by (), we have

(22) lim / / [ () dS dr = 1.

n— 00 () r log

_ O |
Vi = or

1 1
+ —Vgn-11y,, Vb, |V > + Va1V
T T

Next, we will prove that (22 cannot occur under the assumption ([I3)). In fact,
we see by ([22)) and () that

14 on(1 / / [¥n(rw)|” N’ldSwdr
Q*(r) rlog

= (1+o0(1) RNl// W"m o S, dr,
(r) —

’f‘

where 0,,(1) = 0 as n — oo and o(1) — 0 as R — R. Thus we have

(23) lim / / . |thn ( _7”“; |NdS dr = (1 +o(1))R—(N_1)

n—oo
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as R — R. On the other hand, since 1/1n(rw)|T:R = 0, we can apply the one-
dimensional Hardy inequality

to ¥, (rw). Note that the best constant (%)N in the inequality (24]) is the same
h

Oy (rw) |
7(% ’ dr

as, by assumption, the value of Cnx(£2*). Then 24]) implies
N
( _ 1) / / W]n (rw) dS’ dr </ / 51/% (rw ‘ dsS,dr
(r) — T *(r)
- (1+0(1))R_(N_1)/ a{;/]"( )‘ dz.
r

The above inequality, @3) and Cxn () = (F2)Y =limp—oo [o. [Vibn(2)|Ndz by
(@I6) imply that

. N . o, |
lim [Vipp |V de < lim —(z)| d=.
n—00 Jou n—00 Jou or
The converse inequality holds trivially, thus we see that
N
lim |Vip, |[Ndaz = lim On dz,
n—oo [« n—o0 [o« r
which implies
R
(25) lim / / V-1 (0)|N |dopdr = 0,
n—00 ! JrQe(r)

here 0 = rw € SN=Y(r), do,. = rN71dS,, is a volume element of a geodesic ball
rQ*(r) with center rey in SN71(r), and Vgn-1(,) = (1/r)Vgn-1.

From the assumption mp < oo in (&), there exists a constant C' > 0 independent
of r € (R, R) and n such that

NN () < C(R— )N !
holds true. This implies that
MY o)) Y > DR - )N,
)

where D = C~N/(N=1) >  independent of r € (R,R) and n. Then, by the
Poincaré inequality in Proposition Bl (n = N — 1, p = N) on the spherical cap
U=rQ*(r) c SN=1(r),

v [Yn(o)|
(26) Lo Fsron@an 20 [ (s,

holds true. Combining (28] and (26]), we have

R
Yn(o
1) :/ / |VSN*1(T)"/171( ) dO’TdT > D/ /Q* o ||R_T|Nd rdT‘

= (1 +o(1) DRNl// W’" der
Q*(r) —T
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where 0,(1) — 0 as n — oo and o(1) — 0 as R — R. Combining this to (23) and
letting n — oo, we see
0=D1+0(1)RVN "1 x (14 0(1)R"N"Y =D +0(1)
as R — R. This is a contradiction and we complete the proof. 1

Next, we prove that a condition on 2 stronger than that of in Theorem [4] assures
the attainability of Cy(€2). The condition below implies that the boundary point
x € OBr N 0L, if it existed, must be cuspidal, but the origin, if 0 € 92, may be a
Lipschitz continuous boundary point.

Theorem 5. Forr € (0, R), let m(r) be defined as (I3)). If

mo = limsup m(r)/r¥ 1 <wy

r—0
and
(27) mpg = limsup m(r)/(R—r)N "1 =0,
r—R
then

N-1\"
x> (¥22)
and Cn(Q) is attained.
Proof. The strict inequality Cn(Q) > (%)N was proved in Theorem @l
For each positive integer n, we define
Qp =QN(Br-1/n \ Bi/n)-

Then, since the weight function Wr(z) is bounded on €2, there exists a minimizer
¥y, of

N
d, = inf{/ ‘Vw‘Nd:v ‘ / dex =1,¢e WolN(Qn)}
Q, Qp N R
| (log m)
We may assume v,, > 0 and 1), satisfies
wn(x)N—l

div(| V[N 72V, + d, —
N R

| (10g m)

We note that

Vb, |Ndx = d,, — Cn(Q) as n — oo.
Q'Vl

Let u be a weak limit of the sequence {¢y, }nen in Wol’N(Q). Then, we see that for
each positive integer ng, 1, converges uniformly to u in C1(£2,,), and that

Ju(a) [
N

||V (1og ‘%)
Now it suffices to prove that u # 0 in €, then u becomes a minimizer for Cn ().

To the contrary, we assume that ©w = 0. Then, we see that for each positive
integer ng, ¥, converges uniformly to 0 on €,,. We denote

Qry={we SN rweQ}csN L

div(|Vu| N 72Vu) + Cn (Q) =0, u>0 in .
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Since my < wy—1, by the spherical symmetric rearrangement, Polya-Szego and the
Poincaré inequality, we see there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of small
r > 0 and n € N, such that

/ |Vgn—1tp,|VdS,, > C/ ||V dS.,,
Q(r)

Q(r)

see the proof of Theorem @l Then, we see that for each large positive integer ng,

1/no
/|V1/Jn|Ndl“Z/ / |V gnv -1ty (rw) [N~ tdS,, dr
Q 0 Q(r)

1/77,0
(28) >C / / [ (rw)| N r 1 dS,, dr.
0 Q(r)

Put fu(r) = [, [¥n(rw)[Y /r (log 5 ) dS,,. Then we have

iy

|| log £ Te] |

_ /0 T Wt /1 ot / o

/’n,[) R— 1/77«0
and that

1/77,0 1/"0
/ / [ton (r) dS dr < <log ) / / W" W™ s ar
Q(r) 1og 1/ng

Then, [28)) implies that for each large positive integer ny,

1/710 N
/ / [ (e | Lol dS,dr < (log i )’Nd—".
o) r (log & 1/ng c

The right-hand side of the above 1nequahty can be arbitrarily small if ng large, thus

we have lim,,_ oo fl/no fn(r)dr = 0. Since lim,,_, » flljnl/no fn(r)dr =0, we deduce
that for each large positive integer ng,
R
lim fn(r)dr = 1.

n— 00 R—1/ng
Now, as in the proof of Theorem H let Q*(r) € SV~! be a geodesic ball with
the center en such that the (N — 1)-dimensional measure of Q*(r) equals to that
of Q(r). Let ¢} be the spherical symmetric rearrangement of 1, and put f(r) =

fQ ) %d‘s Since rlog(R/r) = (R — 1)+ o(1) for small R —r > 0, we see
log &
that

() — W)™ o v [ (rw) [
(20) fn(r)_/m(r) g BT /Q*(T) S o)

for small R —r > 0.
On the other hand, by the assumption mpr = 0, there exists h(r) > 0 with
h(r) — 0 as r — R such that HN~1(rQ*(r)) < h(r)(R — r)N~1. Thus

(@) T = ) YO (R -
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Put g(r) = v (h(r))~ N/ =1 Then lim,_, r g(r) = oo and the Poincaré inequality
in Proposition Bl (with U = Q*(r), p=N, n=N —1)

(30) /Q o | Vs Yas., = Cy(r) / WR)l™ jo

oy [R=rN
holds. Here C' = C(N) > 0 is an absolute constant. Then by [29) and [B0)), we see

¢ R
* N n
L Dot as 2 Sotr

and we may apply Polya-Szegd inequality
/ |V gv 19 (rw) [V dS,, > / |V gnv19 (rw) |V dS,,.
Q(r) Q*(r)

Then for large ng, we have

R
/lwn|Ndx2/ / |V gv 190 (rw) |V d S, dr
Q R—1/ng JQ(r)

g, L Cott) [T Celr)
/Rl/no 5 RN-1 dr = 2RN-1 /Rl/no fn(T)dT - W(l + On(l))

>

where 7* is a number with r* € (R — 1/ng, R). Since g(r*) — oo as ng — oo, we
conclude that lim,_ oo fQ |V |Vdz = co. This is a contraction; thus Cn () is

attained.
O

5. NONEXISTENCE OF A MINIMIZER FOR A DOMAIN  WITH C5(2) >

i
In this section, we provide a Lipschitz domain € in R? on which Co(Q2) > 1/4
and C5(9) is not attained. Recall Hardy’s inequality (IIl) when N = 2:

2 1
inf / |Vul|*dx ‘ / = 1,ue Wol’z(Ri) =-,
R2. R2. (22)? 4

and the best constant 1/4 is not attained, where x = (21, x2). For a € [0,7/2), we
define

E(a)

T—a 2d9
inf { _ [Z (¢0)
[T (¢?/ sin® 0)do
From [9, Corollary 4.4], we see that

foﬂ. (¢9)2d9

o (¢?/ sin® 6)db
and FE is not achieved. We prove these facts in Appendix for the reader’s conve-
nience. It is obvious that for a € (0,7/2), E(a) is achieved by a positive function
@a on (a,m — a). Since E(0) is not achieved in W, 2(0,7), E(a) > E(0) = 3 for
a€ (0,7/2).

Theorem 6. There ezists a domain Q C By C R? such that C2(2) > % and C2(12)
is not attained.

| 6 € C((a,m — )\ {0}}.

1

(81)  E=EB()=inf{ | o (@m0} =+
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Proof. For a € (0,7/2), we define a cone

C, = {(rcosf,rsing) e RZ | r € (0,00),0 € (a,m—a)} C R.
We define

1 2
R(y1,y2) = ((y1)2 +{1- y2)2) (log ((y1)?+ (1 - y2)2)1/2)

= ih(r, 0){log h(r,0)}*

for (y1,y2) = (rcosf,rsinf), where h(r,0) = r> — 2rsin + 1. Since

_1)2
log h(r,0) = h(r,0) — 1 — (B, 6) —1)° 93 D) +0(r®) as r — 0,
we have
R(y1,y2)  (r* —2rsin® + 1)(4sin® @ — 4rsin (1 — 2sin® 0) + O(r?))
(y2)2 4sin? 0
4sin% @ — 4rsin @ + O(r2
(32 - S0+ o)
4sin“ 0

as r — 0. Thus we see that
R(?Jl,yz)/(y2)2 =1

lim
y2—0,(y1,y2)€EC,

for each a > 0. From now on, we fix a € (7/4,7/2). We define

_ Ry y2)
g(r) = 1nf{ )2
By B2), we see that lim,_,o g(r) = 1. Further, we see that g(r) < 1 for small r > 0.
We take r9 € (0,1/2) such that g(r) < 1 for any r € (0,ry). Note that E(a) is
monotone non-decreasing with respect to a € (0,7/2). Now for each r € (0,79), we
take a(r) € (a,m/2) such that E(a)/E(a(r)) = g(r) € (0,1). Since lim,_,o g(r) = 1,
it follows that lim,_,¢ a(r) = a. Since E is continuous on (0,7/2) and g on (0, ro),
a(r) is continuous with respect to r € (0,79). We define

Q= {(rcosf,rsing) € R | r € (0,79),0 € (a(r), 7 —a(r))}

‘ (yluyZ) € Cau y% +y§ = 7‘2}.

and
0= {(l‘l,,fg) € B | (1'1,1 —,TQ) S Q} C B, C R2.
We claim that C5(€2) = E(a) > ; and C3(f2) is not attained.
For any u € C§°(2), we define i(y1,y2) = u(y1,1 — y2) for y = (y1,2) € €L

Then, we see that 4 € C§°(€2) and
ro pr—a(r)
\VulPdeidas = [ |Val*dyidys = / / ()% + r~ " (g)*dOdr
Q Q 0 a(r)

and

(u(z1, 2))? / (@(y1,y2))>
2 drday = | A dyydyo.
o lzPQog|z)2" " T Jo R(ynye) 0

First of all, we claim that C2(Q2) < E(a). To prove this, we note that for any
a’ € (a,7/2), we can find ¢’ € (0,79) such that

{(rcos,rsinf) € Q| re€(0,8),0 ¢ (a/,m—a)}
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For any small €, > 0 with 4 < § < ¢, we find a Lipschitz continuous function %
satisfying ¢¥2(r) = 0 for r < eorr > 6§, 2 (r) = 1 for 2 <r < §/2, |(2)' (r)| = 1/¢
for r € (g,2¢), and |(¥2)(r)| = 2/6 for r € (5/2,5). We define that for y =
(y1,y2) = (rcosf,rsinf) € Q and z = (z1,22) € Q,

@ (y1,y2) = @l(r,0) = Y2 (r)a (0) and ul(wy, z2) = @d(w1,1 — x2).

Then we see that

/Q|Vug|2dx_/Q|Vﬂg|2dy_/Ooo /;_a/r((ﬁg)rf+r_1((ﬁg)9)2d9dr
2e é T—a’
- ( | @iy | /2<<w§>'<r>>2rdr> [ wwras
L ()

_3 / fa/m,(e))?d“ / Jr_l(lﬂg(r))?dr / (d;";’fw

and

(ud(x))? _ 15
Q |$|2(10g|$|)2d$ Q R y17y2 / / y17y2 (W2 (r)* ( sin 9) dfdr.

Since lim._,o f; = (2 (r))%dr = oo for each § > 0, we see that

fQ |Vul|?dx

lim —22——= "~ < E(d/)( min_g(r))" .
[ul|? - r
T Jo e el

Then, C2(R?) < E(a) for any a’ € (a,7/2) since lim,_,¢ g(r) = 1. This implies that
C2(Q) < E(a). -
Now for any v € W, () with f)(yl,yg) =v(y1,1 — y2) € Wy* (), we see that

)2 + E(a(r))r™ an)oded

/ |Vo2dzydas >
Q

- (6)2
_( )2 + Ea(r ))(y2)2}rd9dr

R(y1,y2) (5)2
(¥2)®  R(y1,92)

L
L
L
/ [(5:2 + Blatratr) 2o ratr
L
L
L

:( )% + E(a(r)) | ravar

AV
hhh%c\h%

(yla y2)
:(ET)Q + E(a) 7R((y?, ) ] rdOdr
(0)?

) 2rdfdr + E(a )/7dy dy
o T y 2

(ylu Y2

)2rdodr + E(a )/Q |z|2(log |z|)2



HARDY’S INEQUALITY IN A LIMITING CASE ON GENERAL BOUNDED DOMAINS 17

This implies that C2(€2) > F(a). Combining above upper and lower estimates, we
see that C(Q) = E(a) > 1.
From above estimate, we see that for any u € W, *(Q), we see that
T0 T—a(r) 2
(33) / |Vu|*dzidze > / / (i, )*rdOdr + E(a)/ Mdmdmg.
Q 0 a(r)

o |[*(log |2[)?

If Cy(92) is attained by u € W, () \ {0}, we see from (B3) that @, = 0 in Q. This
contradicts to the fact u € VVO1 2(€2). Thus we conclude that Cy(€) is not attained
. 1,2

in W, (). O

O

Remark 7. For the domain 2 in Theorem [, let P,Q be two points in 9 N OB,

when r is close to 1. Then m(r) is the length of the arc PQ, which is larger than
the length of the segment PQ. Thus it is easy to see that in this case, mg =0 and

my = limsupm(r)/(1 —r) > 2cosa > 0;

r—1

see Theorem [3.

APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

Here, we prove

1

Jo Ol B e, m o)) = 2

E= inf{ T (¢?/ sin” 6)d6

and F is not achieved.

Proof. For u € C§°((0,7)), we compute
T 2 T / T
/ o] = / BLLLA P / €30 puul'de
o sin“@ 0 sin 6 o \sinf
Ty 3 ™ 3 w2 3 ™ 3
<2 (/ — d6‘) (/ (u)? cos? 9d9> <2 (/ — d@) (/ (u')2d6‘) :
o sin“6 0 o sin”f 0

Thus we have the inequality

1 s 2 T
—/ df < / (u')2do.
4 Jo sin® 6 0

By density, this inequality holds for all u € WO1 ’2(0, ).

To see E = 1/4, test E by functions us () = (sin@)* for a > 1/2. Then we find
Jo (ul,(6))2d6 o [y (sinf)**=2dg

Jo Wal)J T _ (2 ST 2 Ly ay1)2,
o (u2/ sin® 0)df “ Jo (2 sin*0)do ~ “ /4 adl/

To see that E is not attained, we use the function v(f) = wu(#)/(sin0)'/? for
u € VVO1 ’2(0, m). Then a simple computation shows that

1 u? 2 2\’
W~ g = 0o () et
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Integrating this on [0, 7], and noting that [ (v?/2) cos#df = [ (u?/2)df by inte-
gration by parts, we obtain

g 1 w? T2 i
2 de—/ —df / )2 sin 0d6.
/o [(u) 1sin2 9] 1 + ; (v")*sin

This implies that if E is attained, then v =0 on [0, 7]. O
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