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L?-CRITICAL NLS ON NONCOMPACT METRIC GRAPHS WITH LOCALIZED
NONLINEARITY: TOPOLOGICAL AND METRIC FEATURES

SIMONE DOVETTA AND LORENZO TENTARELLI

ABsTrACT. Carrying on the discussion initiated in [12], we investigate the existence of ground states of
prescribed mass for the L2-critical NonLinear Schrédinger Equation (NLSE) on noncompact metric graphs
with localized nonlinearity. Precisely, we show that the existence (or nonexistence) of ground states mainly
depends on a parameter called reduced critical mass, and then we discuss how the topological and metric
features of the graphs affect such a parameter, establishing some relevant differences with respect to the
case of the extended nonlinearity studied by [4]. Our results rely on a thorough analysis of the optimal
constant of a suitable variant of the L2-critical Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we aim at discussing the existence of ground states for the NonLinear Schrodinger Equation
(NLSE) on metric graphs with localized nonlinearities.

We briefly recall that a metric graph is the locally compact metric space which arises as one endows a
multigraph G = (V,E) with a parametrization that associates each bounded edge e € E with a closed and
bounded interval I, = [0, ¢,] of the real line, and each unbounded edge e € E with a half-line I, = RT (for
details see [2, 5] and references therein). Consistently, functions on metric graphs v = (¢)een : G — R are
families of functions defined on each edge u. : I, — R in such a way that u| = u.. Lebesgue spaces are,
then, given by

G =Prra.), pell o«
ecE
while
H'(G) := {u € @Hl(le) : u is continuous on Q},
ecE
both equipped with the natural norms, denoted by ||lu,,¢ and ||u|| respectively. In addition, in the following
we limit ourselves to the study of those graphs G such that

(A) G is connected, noncompact, with a finite number of edges and with non-empty compact core K
(which is the subgraph of the bounded edges of G).

In view of this, the central issue discussed in the present paper is that of the existence of minimizers for
the L2-critical NLS energy functional

1 1
B(u,K) = 2/gu’2dx—6/lc|u|6dx (1)

under the mass constraint
2
[ullz,g = >0,
that is, the so-called ground states. In other words, we discuss the existence of functions u € H}\(G) such
that

E(u,K) =& (1, K) := yeil?lf(g) E(v,K), (2)
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FIGURE 1. tadpole graph.

with

H(G) ={ue H'(G) : |ul3g = n}.
Such functions are known (the proof is completely analogous to that of [2, Proposition 3.3]) to be L?-solutions
of

—Agu + M = xx |ul* u, A€ RT,
where yx is the characteristic function of I and —Ag is the so-called Kirchhoff Laplacian, namely the
operator defined by

"
e

—Aguy; = —u

dom(—Ag) := {uGHl(g):ueeH( c), Ve € E, andzdue ) =0, VvEIC} (3)

exv

with e > v meaning that the edge e is incident at the vertex v and due <(v) standing for u,(0) or —ug(¢e)

according to whether x. is equal to 0 or /. at v. It is, also, stralghtforward that ¥(t, z) := eu(z), with u
ground state, is a stationary solution of the time-dependent nonlinear Schrédinger equation

20— gy - el v. (1)

Problem (2) was first proposed in [12], in the “toy” model of the tadpole graph (see Figure 1). Here we
aim at extending that seminal result in order to present an (almost) complete classification of the whole
phenomenology.

The study of the NLSE on graphs has recently become a quite popular research topic and then the
literature has hugely increased. We mention, e.g., [1, 2, 3, 8, 14, 15| (and the references therein) for problems
involving the nonlinearity extended to the whole graph in the L2-subcritical case, and [7, 11, 13, 16] for
the discussion of the Schrodinger equation on compact graphs. We also mention two recent works on some
other dispersive equations: [17] for the KdV equation and [6] for the Nonlinear Dirac equation.

Furthermore, with respect to the present paper, it is worth recalling [4], which deals with the existence
of L2-critical ground states in the extended case, where (1) is replaced by

- 2/g|u’|2d /|u|6dx (5)

and [18, 19, 20|, which deals with the localized L?-subcritical problem, where (1) is replaced by
E(u,K,p) : /|u|2dﬂc— /|u\pdx p € (2,6).

Before stating our main theorems, let us mention some classical results on the L2-critical issue with
extended nonlinearity on the real line and the half-line (see [9]). Precisely, it is well known that, letting

Eo(p) = inf ().

with E(-) defined by (5) and G = R, then a threshold phenomenon shows up, that is

0 if p <
Exln) = Lo (6)
—oo if pu > g,
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where pur = mv/3/2 and is usually called critical mass of the real line. Moreover, Eg(p) is attained if and
only if p = pgr, and a whole family of ground states exists, the solitons {&x}r>0, given by

ox(@) = VA1 (Ax),  ¢1(x) == sech'/*(2x/V/3), (7)

and satisfying E(¢y,R) = 0, for every A > 0.

Analogously, when G = R, the portrait is the same with ug replaced by the critical mass of the half-line
pr+ = pr/2 = V31 /4. Furthermore, ground states exist (again) only at the critical mass and they are the
so-called half-solitons, i.e. the restrictions of ¢, to RT.

We can now state the first result of the paper, which provides a topological classification of metric graphs.

In the following, recall that a metric graph G is said to admit a cycle covering if and only if each edge of
G belongs to a cycle, where a cycle can be either a loop, that is a closed path of consecutive bounded edges,
or an unbounded path joining the endpoints of two distinct half-lines, which are then identified as a single
vertex at infinity (see [3, 4] for further details). Finally, by a terminal edge we mean any edge ending with
a vertex of degree 1.

Theorem 1.1. Let G satisfy (A). Then, there exists px € [ug+, pr] such that

=0 if < pc
Eg(p, K) <0 if p€ (uc, el (8)
=—00 ifp>pr.
Moreover,
(1) #f G has at least one terminal edge (see, e.g., Figure 2(a)), then
pe = pr+,  Eg(p,K) =—o0  for all p > px,
and ground states never exist;
(ii) if G admits a cycle-covering (see, e.g., Figure 2(b)), then
B = MR

and ground states never exist;
(iii) if G has exactly one half-line and no terminal edges (see, e.g., Figure 2(c)), then

pr+ < pre < \/g (9)

and ground states of mass p exist if and only if p € [uic, pr].
(iv) if G has neither a terminal edge, nor a cycle-covering, and at least two half-lines (see, e.g., Figure
2(d)), then
pr+ < pr < UR (10)
and ground states of mass p exist if and only if 1 € [nic, ur), provided that ux # pr.

Preliminarily, let us point out that assumption px # pr in case (iv) is consistent, in the sense that one
can easily exhibit examples of graphs fulfilling it (see, for instance, the signpost graph of Figure 6, when
the vertical edge is large enough, as in Proposition 4.3).

It turns out that the actual value of px, that we refer to as the reduced critical mass of G in the following,
is strictly related to a Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type inequality, i.e.

B = Ci)C ) (11)
where C) denotes the sharpest constant of
[ullg c < Cxllullzgl'lzg, — Yue HY(G), (12)
namely
. o ule
c:= sup Qu), where Qu) = —F—r5—. (13)

ueH(G)  ullz g3 g
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(A) a graph with a terminal edge (B) a graph with a cycle-covering
(¢) a graph with one half-line and no (D) a graph with no terminal edge,
terminal edge nor cycle-covering and at least two

half-lines

FIGURE 2. examples of cases (4)-(iv) in Theorem 1.1.

The dependence of the existence of ground states on a critical mass is a common feature with the issue
of the extended nonlinearity discussed in [4]. However, some major differences appear. First, in [4] ux is

replaced by
[ 3
Hg = o

Cg being the optimal constant of the standard Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

lullg.g < Collullzgll'll5g, — Vue HY(G). (14)
Clearly,
Cx < Cg,
so that, by definition,
Hg < pK -

Furthermore, even though [4] shares the same classification of the problem according to (i)—(iv), a rather
different phenomenology shows up in the localized setting.

e Cases (i) and (ii) are almost identical for the localized and the extended issues if one replaces px
with pg, up to the fact that in [4] there exist graphs supporting ground states at u = pg . Here, on
the contrary, the localization of the nonlinearity prevents the existence of ground states.

e In case (iii) the difference with respect to the extended nonlinearity is more remarkable. Indeed,
in [4], independently of further properties of the graphs, the critical mass satisfies ug = pgp+ and
the interval of masses for which one has existence of ground states is (ug+, #r]. On the contrary,
in Theorem 1.1 the reduced critical mass ux is strictly greater than the critical mass of the half-
line and hence the existence interval is smaller. Nevertheless, it is provided to be nonempty, since
s < V3 < pr. In addition, it is worth mentioning that the fact that pux > ug+ allows us to treat
also the endpoint case yu = pux, which is instead open for the extended problem.

e Case (iv) is analogous to the extended case, again with px in place of pg. In particular, in both
the situations one has to prescribe the (reduced) critical mass to be different from pg in order to
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guarantee the existence of ground states. However, one can see that if ux # pr, then pg < px.
Indeed, assume by contradiction pug = uic, so that Eg(ux, K) = Eg(ug) = 0. Item (iv) of Theorem
1.1 entails that there exists a minimizer u € H}Lg (G), and thus E(u,K) = E(u) = 0, whence
[lull6,c = |lulls,g- Hence, u is a ground state of the extended problem, as well, and it is supported
on the sole compact core K. Since this is impossible due to standard regularity properties of global
minimizers (see [2]), there results pg < px. Consequently, as for case (iii), the existence interval is
strictly smaller for the problem with a concentrated nonlinearity.

It is also worth highlighting that, while the fact that the topology of the graph plays a crucial role is
a common feature in the context of extended nonlinearities, it is new in the localized setting. Indeed, in
the subcritical case the problem of the ground states with localized nonlinearity is affected only by metric
properties of the graph (see, e,g, [20, Theorems 3.3 and 3.4, and Remark 3.8]).

Nevertheless, it turns out that the metric features preserve their importance even in the critical problem,
at least in cases (iii) and (iv), as shown by the following

Theorem 1.2. Estimates (9) are sharp in general; i.e., for every e > 0 there exist two non-compact metric
graphs G1, G2 (with compact cores KL, K2, respectively), with exactly one half-line and no terminal edges,
such that

pr <ppe+e and e > V3 —e.

Theorem 1.3. Estimates (10) are sharp in general; i.e., for every e > 0 there exist two non-compact metric
graphs GX, G2 (with compact cores KL, K2, respectively), without terminal edges and cycle coverings and with
at least two half-lines, such that

pcr < pr+ € and g2 > pig — €.

Some comments are in order. First, we underline that Theorem 1.2 shows a completely new phenomenon
with respect to the extended case. Indeed, in [4] for the topologies that fall into case (iii) the actual value
of the critical mass pg is completely insensitive to metric properties of G, as ug = pg+, whereas this is not
the case when a localization of the nonlinearity occurs.

Furthermore, we can actually characterize the structure of graphs approaching either pg+ or /3 in
Theorem 1.2. The former case is realized when in the compact core there is a sufficiently long cut edge, that
is a single edge connecting two disjoint subgraph (Proposition 4.1). On the contrary, the latter situation
occurs when the compact core is extremely intricate, in the sense that it has a very large total length with
respect to its diameter (Proposition 4.2).

It is also worth mentioning the role of the constant v/3, which is new with respect to the extended case.
For graphs with one half-line and no terminal edges, indeed, it is a kind of critical mass obtained by (11)
if one replaces Cx with the maximum of @ restricted to functions which are constant on the compact core
and exponentially fast decaying on the half-line (see Proposition 3.4). Albeit not being optimizers of the
problem, these functions seem to play a significant role when the compact core thickens, as non-constants
function would necessarily originate a large kinetic energy ||u||2g.

On the other hand, Theorem 1.3 shows a similar asymptotic behaviour induced by the metric. Since this
kind of graphs have at least one cut edge in their compact core, by extending or shrinking such an edge, one
can recover the two limiting optimal constants (see Propositions 4.3-4.7). In this case it is an open problem
whether an analogous phenomenon could occur for an extended nonlinearity.

In conclusion, we recall that, as in the extended case, the existence of negative energy ground states,
namely negative energy stationary solutions of (4), is something in sharp contrast with the usual behavior
of the time-dependent NLSE on standard domains, where solutions with negative energy blow up in a finite
time (see [9]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some known facts on Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequalities and show some useful results on boundedness from below of E(:,K) and pre-compactness of
the minimizing sequences. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.1, stressing the connection between existence
results, the value of Cx and the topology of the graph. Finally, Section 4 provides the proof of Theorem
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1.2 (Section 4.1) and Theorem 1.3 (Section 4.2), with a particular focus on the relation between Cy and
the metric structure of the graph.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS: (GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES AND GROUND STATES

In this section we analyse the connection between the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and the existence
of ground states of (2).

First, in addition to (12) and (14), we recall another well known Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality on
graphs:

lulloe.g < Cucllullglle’ G . Ve H'(G) (15)

(see [3] for a proof), where Co, denotes the smallest constant for which the inequality is satisfied. It is well
known (see e.g. [20]) that, if G = R, then C,, = 1, while if G = RT, then C,, = v/2, and that in both cases
it is attained by u(z) = e~1*l. On the other hand, for general non-compact graphs, although it is always
true that Csy < v/2, the actual value of this constant depends both on topological and on metric properties
of G . However, if G is a graph with exactly one half-line, we recover C, = v/2. Indeed, denoting by H the
unique half-line of G and setting, for every ¢ > 0,

(2) = Veu(ex) ifxeH
Uel®) = VE ifrek

with u(z) = e%, we get that u. € H'(G) and that

V2>CoL > ||’1L5||oo,g - Ve

- YO -

= 12, 11/2 1/4
lucllzigluellg  (fucllg 5, + elict) ™ ity

= ve —>\/§, as € —0.

1/4 , ,N\1/4
(3+21) " (5)
Another important preliminary remark concerns a modified version of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
(14), which has been first established in [4, Lemma 4.4]. Let G satisfy (A) and assume also that it does not

contain any terminal edge. Then, if x € (0, ug], for every u € H)(G) there exists 6, € [0, 1] (depending on
u) such that

6 p—0u\2, 2
lule <3(% =) I lBg +C /o, (16)

with C' > 0 depending only on G. In addition, note that if {u,} C H}(G) is a sequence of functions such
that Ex(un,G) < —a < 0, for some o > 0, then inf, 6,,, > 0. Indeed, by (16)

1 —0u,)? C
Mg (1 - B0y~ € < B, k) < —a <o, (17)
2 ’ i 6

so that 6, > 0 uniformly on n.

As mentioned in the Introduction, the key Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality of the problem with localized
nonlinearity is not the standard one given by (14), but instead (12) where the L® term affects only the
compact core of the graph. In particular, it is evident by (11) that the value of the best constant Cx is the
crucial parameter in order to determine whether solutions of (2) exist or not. Indeed, plugging (12) into

(1),

1 c
Bk 2 3l (1- 2) e o) (18)

showing that Cix plays a role in establishing the lower boundedness of the energy. More precisely, we can
state the following

Lemma 2.1. Let G satisfy (A) and px be the reduced critical mass defined by (11)-(13). The following
classification holds:



L?-CRITICAL NLS ON GRAPHS WITH LOCALIZED NONLINEARITY 7

(i) if p < pxc, then Eg(p, K) = 0;
(ii) of p € (i, pr], then Eg(p, K) < 0;
(iii) if p > pr, then Eg(u, K) = —oo.
Proof. First, note that, for every u > 0, if {u, } C H,(G) is a sequence such that ||u},|[2.g¢ — 0, then

1
E6(1,K) < E(un,K) < S|, 3g — 0 as n— oo

so that Eg(u, K) < 0. Furthermore, if p < pux, then (18) entails that E(u, ) > 0 for all u € H)(G), thus
proving (i).

On the other hand, assume p > py; for instance, p = (1 + 0)ux, for some § > 0. Now, by (13), there
exists u € H,(G) such that

Ck
(1+0)*

Q(u) >
whence

1 2 CIC,u2 _
Bw.K) < 3o (1 - 57 5m) =0

by (11) and the assumption on y, which yields (ii).
Finally, let 4 > pr and v € H}(R) such that supp{v} = [0,1] and E(v,R) < 0 (the existence of v being
guaranteed by (6)). For every A > 0 define then

oa(z) == Vi),
so that, vy € H}(R) and supp{vx} = [0,1/)]. Clearly, when X is large enough, vy can be regarded as a
function on G supported on a single edge of the compact core K. As a consequence,
E (1, K) < E(vy,K) = XE(v,R) — —o0 as A — 00,
which concludes the proof. O

As boundedness from below is not enough in order to prove ground states to exist, the following lemma
provides some sufficient conditions for existence/nonexistence.

Lemma 2.2. Let G satisfy (A) and ux be the reduced critical mass defined by (11)—(13). Then:
(1) whenever p < pic, Eg(p, IC) is not attained;

(i) whenever p € (pic, ur] and Eg(u, K) > —o0, Eg(u, K) is attained.

Proof. If pi < puxc, then (11)~(18) imply that E(u, K) > 0 for every u € H}(G) and, combining with Lemma
2.1, (i) follows immediately.

On the other hand, suppose u € (ux, pr] and Eg(u, K) > —oo. Let, also, {u,} C H,(G) be a minimizing
sequence. By Lemma 2.1, there exists o > 0 such that E(u,,K) < —« as n is large enough, so that by (17),
(16) holds with 8,,, > C' > 0. Consequently, u — 6, < pr, so that (16) entails that {u,}nen is bounded
in H1(G) and that u,, — u in H'(G) and u,, — u in L5(K), for some u € H(G). Moreover, by weak lower
semicontinuity

E(u,K) < limninf E(un,K) =E(p,K). (19)

Therefore, we are left to prove that |u|3 ; =: m = p. By weak lower semicontinuity again, m < pu. On
the other hand, it is immediate to see that m # 0, since otherwise « = 0 and, by (19), £g(u, K) > 0, which
is a contradiction. Moreover, if m < p, then there exists ¢ > 1 such that [|ou|3 ; = p and

o? ot
E(ou,K) = F|[Wll3,6 — & lul§x < o®B(u, K) < E(u,K),
which contradicts (19) and hence concludes the proof. O

Remark 2.1. Lemma 2.2 does not say anything about u = px. Indeeds, this endpoint problem strongly
depends on the topology of the graph and must be addressed case by case.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1: HOW THE TOPOLOGY AFFECTS Cyi

Throughout this section we provide the proof of Theorem 1.1. It is based on the study of the actual value
of Ck in the four distinct topological classes (i)-(iv) defined by Theorem 1.1.

As a first step, we derive upper and lower bounds for Cx on a generic non-compact graph. In the
following, we denote by Cr+ and Cg the best constant of (14) when G = RT and G = R, respectively.

Proposition 3.1. For every G satisfying (A), the constant Ci fulfills
Cr < Cx < Cgr+ . (20)

Proof. Let u € H'(G) and assume with no loss of generality v > 0. Then, denote by u* its decreasing
rearrangement on R, namely

u (x) :=1nf{t > 0: p(t) <z} z€][0,|G]), with pt) := Z Hze € It ue(ze) >t} ¢>0. (21)
ecE

By well known properties of rearrangements (see |2, Section 3| for details),

[(w) l2m+ < 14/ ll2,6 [u llprs = lullpg VP21, (22)
so that
HU”g g HU*||2R+
Q(u) < ’ < ’ < Gt
lull3 gllu'llzg = Mg g ()13 g+ ’
and recalling (13)
Cx < Cgr+ .

On the other hand, there exists a sequence {0,,} C H'(R), ©,, > 0, such that

[T 18 2

— < 5 C]R as n — o 23
PR -

and such that H@n||‘217R||5§L||§7R > C > 0 (see, e.g. [10]). Now, simply truncating and lowering v, one

can define another sequence v, € H'(R), which is compactly supported, such that [|v,llor < |[0n|l2.r,
lvrll2r < ||V ]2k and ||v, — Uy|| — 0. As a consequence,

718 2 [vn g & lvn — I8

a2 gl l13 5 ~ lonllzgllvn

< Cr + 0(1)7

sr [Onll2el)3 e

and thus (23) still holds with @, replaced by v,,. Then, for a fixed edge e in K, we can define u,, € H'(G) as

up (2) = {\/Evn()\nx) ifzel,

0 elsewhere on G,

where A,, > 0 is chosen so that supp{u,} C I., and since

[[vn S,R

IR ER A

2 b
2,R
passing to the limit one obtains Cx > Cg. g

In general, inequalities in (20) are not sharp. However, in order to prove this, it is necessary to prelimi-
narily detect under which assumptions the optimal constant is attained.

Lemma 3.2. Let G satisfy (A) and assume also that it does not contain any terminal edge. If, in addition,
Cx # Cr, then there exists 0 % u € H'(G) such that Q(u) = Cx.
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Proof. Let {u,} C H*(G) be a maximizing sequence for C, so that there exists &,, | 0 such that

lunl§ . = (Cic = en)llunllz gllun 136 -

Moreover, as the functional @) is homogeneous, we can set without loss of generality

2 . 3
Junllh g = sen =4/ G
so that
6
u
il _ g -
||Un||2,g

Note also that, as €, — 0 and Cx > Cgr by assumption, (for large n) there results
Hn < R + 67
for some fixed § > 0. Therefore, combining (24) and (16),

w2
1.6 = 5 lunlc < Hw%g<’W%Mg+CW@
and rearranging terms
2
o
(175 ) Iutlg < OV
R

Hence, {u,} is bounded in H*(G) and there exists u € H'(G) such that

up —u in HY(G) and lunllpc = ullp.x, Vp € [1, 0] (25)

In addition, by weak lower semicontinuity

lull2g <liminfJunl2g  and  [lu'llag <Timinf |Jug, |26 (26)

On the other hand, by (15),

lur 3.6 = Hunllezc HunH gkl <3 el o llunll3 gl

and thus

3
’ > >0. 27
lunllzg = ‘/C|Cooﬂn IKICS, (1m)3/2 27

Assume then u=0on G. As ||un||OO K — 0, we have

||un|| K;|IC|—>O as n — oo,

which contradicts (27). As a consequence, u # 0 and, combining with (25) and (26)
Cx = Q(u) = limsup Q(un) = Ck,
which concludes the proof. O

Now, we can improve the estimates in Proposition 3.1, owing to the topological features of the graphs.
Precisely, the following proposition distinguishes the cases when the graph does possess a terminal edge, i.e.
(i) of Theorem 1.1, and when it does not, i.e. (ii)-(iv) of Theorem 1.1. Furthermore, for cases (i) and (ii) it
provides the exact value of Ci.

Proposition 3.3. For every G satisfying (A):
(i) if G has (at least) a terminal edge, then Cx = Cgy+;

(ii) if G has no terminal edge, then Cx < Cr+; if G admits also a cycle-covering, then Cx = Cr.
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Proof. Let us split the proof in two parts.
Part (i): graphs with a terminal edge. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.1, one can see that there
exists {v,} C HY(R'), v, (z) = 0 for large x, such that

||Uan,]R+

— Cr+ as mn — 00
[ | A [ ’ ’

and that from {v,} one can construct a sequence {u,} C H'(G), supported only on a terminal edge of G,
such that

lvn g e+

Rl PN T A
Hence, as Cx > Q(uy), passing to the limit in n yields Cx > Cg+, which in view of (20) completes the
proof.

Part (ii): graphs without terminal edges. Owing to Proposition 3.1, it is sufficient to show that Cx # Cg+.
Suppose by contradiction that Cxx = Cgr+. By Lemma 3.2 C is attained, i.e. there exists u € H'(G) such
that Q(u) = Cr+. It follows by (22) that

Cor — Oty < s o3 g
Y=

< < < Cgr+ (28)
lullz gllwllzg = luwrllype l1(w*) 113 ge ’

with u* being the decreasing rearrangement of w (which is again not restrictive to assume nonnegative).
Thus
l[ulle.xc = llulle.c
so that u = 0 outside of K. As a consequence, (u),)* € H'(R") is null for large 2 and at the same time
attains Cr+, which is impossible. Then Cx # Cg+.
Suppose, now, that G admits a cycle-covering. Given u € H'(G), u > 0, denote by u € H'(R) its
symmetric rearrangement, i.e.

u(z) :=1inf{t > 0: p(t) < 2|z} x € (—1G]/2,161/2),

with p defined by (21). The presence of a cycle-covering entails that u attains at least twice almost every
value in its image, and thus, from [2, Section 3],

1@ ll2r < ll'll2g,  lfillpe = llullbg  Vp=1.
Hence
116 &
Q(U) < —F——— < Ck,
22112 g 1 (@113 g
and, passing to the supremum on H'(G), in view of (20) we have Cx = Ckg. O

The next proposition pushes forward the analysis of Cx in the case of graphs with exactly one half-line
and no terminal edge.

Proposition 3.4. For every G satisfying (A) with exactly one half-line and no terminal edge
Ce>1.

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.
Step(i): Cx > 1. Denote by H the half-line of G and L the measure of K. For every ¢, > 0, we define
the function ., € H'(G) such that

c ifxek
c.o = i 29
te,al@) {ce“” ifreH, (29)

(see for instance Figure 3).
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C

Ce*()él'

FIGURE 3. example of the function u. , as in the proof of Proposition 3.4.

Direct computations yield

2 1
\gg:/czdm‘—&—/ cze_zaxdx:c2L+C—ZCQ(L+—)
’ je H 2c0 2c

02a

I o2 g = / oot 4y = £0
H

||uw||g,c :/ ASdr =L,
K

e,

so that .
c’L S8aL
Q(uc a) - 3 = = F(a) .
’ 1 2o 20[L —+ 1 2
04 (L + %> N ( )
Now,
8L(1 — 2La)
Flla)= ———~
(@) = L1
and then F' has a maximum point at « = @ := ﬁ Hence, for every c,a > 0
Quc,o) < F(a) =1, (30)
and thus, by definition,
Ce>1.
Step(ii): Cx # 1. Assume, by contradiction, that Cxx = 1. Since 1 = F(@) = Q(uc,g), Uc,w as in (29) with
o =@ := 57 is an optimizer of the functional @ on H'(G)\{0}. As a consequence, for every p € H(G),

d
dif:‘ Q(Uc,a + 5410)

e=0

namely, after standard computations

Alucgm) / U/c,a ¢’ dx + Blucz) / Uegpdr = Clucg) / |Uc,a\4 Ue,a P de,
G g K

with
2l ucwll§ Huewll§
Aluez) = R Bluew) = e
(lueall2gllv 5ll2.0) luezll5gllue =3¢
6
Cluca):

- ueslls cllutsllE g
Now, arguing as in the proof of [2, Proposition 3.3], we get that

- A(Uc,a) (Uc,a)/el + B(Uc,a) (uc,a)e = XK C(Uc,a) |(uc,a)e|4 (Uc,a)m Ve S E7 (31)
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and that u. gz € dom(—Ag). However, this is impossible, since the Kirchhoff conditions

d(uc,a)e _
ZTQEC<V)_O’ VVGK,

erv

are not fulfilled by u.z at the vertex joining the compact core to the half-line. As a consequence, u.x

cannot be an optimizer of @, so that Cx # 1. 0
Remark 3.1. Note that, whenever G is a graph with exactly one half-line and no terminal edges,

Qu) <1
for every u € H'(G) which is constant on the compact core, independently of its specific form on the half-line
H. Indeed, letting ¢ := u),. and m := Hu||§H, Proposition 4.3 in [20] ensures that

inf { [[v'||23 + v € H'(H), v(0) = c and [[v]|3 5, =m}
is attained by the exponential function ¢(x) = ce= . Thus,

I, < R |
@K+ m2 B = @K+ mPle By

by the proof of the previous proposition.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The first part of Theorem 1.1, i.e. the validity of (8), is proved by Lemma 2.1
setting ux as in (11)-(13). On the other hand, the values and the estimates on ux in cases (i)-(iv) are a
straightforward application of the results of Propositions 3.1, 3.3 and 3.4.

It is then left to discuss the sole existence of the ground states. Since for > ugr nonexistence is immediate
by (8) and for u < pux it is straightforward by Lemma 2.2, we only consider masses pux < p < pg. Let us
split the proof according to the four classes.

Case (i): graphs with at least a terminal edge. Recall that in this case pux = pr+. Assume first that
p > pg+. It is well known that there exists v € HY(RT), with v(z) = 0 for large z, such that E(v,RT) < 0.
Then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, one can construct a sequence {u, } C H}(G) supported on a
terminal edge of G for which FE(u,,K) = —o0, as n — oo. Hence, Eg(u, K) = —o0 and no ground state may
exist.

Now, assume p = pug+. Suppose also, by contradiction, that there exists a ground state u € Hﬁm (4).
Since, by Lemma 2.1, E(u, K) = Eg(pur+,K) = 0, we get

Jullge

lwi3g

and, dividing both terms by ,ufw,

3
Qu) = .

Hence, since Cx = Cgr+ by Proposition 3.3, u is an optimizer for C too. However, arguing as in (28)
and the subsequent paragraph, this entails that the decreasing rearrangement on RT of u|, is a compactly-
supported function attaining Cgr+, which is well known to be impossible. Hence, ground states do not exist
also when p = pg+.

Case (ii): graphs admitting a cycle-covering. Recall that in this case ux = pr, which is then the unique
value of the mass to discuss. This case can be dealt with repeating the previous argument with ug in place
of pugr+, Cg in place of C’ﬁ and the symmetric rearrangement 4 in place of the decreasing rearrangement u*.

Case (iii): graphs with exactly one half-line. Recall that in this case px € (ug+,Vv3). By (16) we get

1 w? C
BE(u,K) > =||u/|)2 (1f—)ff :
(0.60) 2 5l 3o (1~ b ) = G

and, since V3 < pg, E(p, ) > —oo. Then, if 4 > ux, by Lemma 2.2 ground states exist.

:CR+'
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' I,

By
FIGURE 4. The graph G, of Proposition 4.1

On the other hand, assume p = px and let u € H}“C (G) be an optimizer of Cx provided by Lemma 3.2
(note that here Cx > 1 > Cg). Then

1§

11136 ’

so that, recalling (8),

ull§ <

1
E(u,K) = 5\\“’“3,9 (1 RETAER

) =0= SQ(MICJC)v
which entails that u is a ground state.

Case (iv): graphs without terminal edges and cycle-coverings, and with at least two half-lines. Recall that
in this case ux € (up+, ur]- Here, if one assumes pux # pug (that is, Cxc # Cr), then it is possible to recover
the argument in the proof of case (iii). O

4. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1.2-1.3: HOW THE METRIC AFFECTS Cyi

In this section, we present the proofs of Theorems 1.2 (Section 4.1) and 1.3 (Section 4.2). Precisely, we
show that in cases (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 1.1, the estimates on the reduced critical mass px ((9) and
(10), respectively) cannot be improved in general. In particular, we explain how upper/lower bounds given
by (9) and (10) can be asymptotically obtained suitably modifying the metric of the compact core of the
graph.

As in the previous section, the bulk of the analysis focuses on Cx. In addition, we will tacitly assume,
in the following, that any graph satisfies (A).

4.1. Graphs with exactly one half-line and no terminal edges. We first focus on graphs with exactly
one half-line and no terminal edges, for which we already proved that ugp+ < px < V3, ie. 1 < Cx < Cgy+,
and that ground states do exist if and only if u € [ux, ug]-

The first preliminary result concerns the existence of a sequence of graphs whose optimal constants
converge to Cr+.

Proposition 4.1. For every £ > 0, let Gy be a graph consisting of one half-line and a compact core ICp given
by a cut edge By, of length £, joining two disjoint subgraphs I'1,Ta, such that Ty NH =0 (see, e.g., Figure
4). Let also Cx, be the optimal constant (13) when G = Gy. Then,

Cx, — Cg+, as € — oo. (32)

Proof. First, identify, for the sake of simplicity, By with the interval [0,¢] and H with the interval [¢, c0).
With a little abuse of notation, let also {¢x} be the sequence of the half-solitons on R* i.e. the restrictions
to R of the functions given by (7).

Then, set A := ¢~'/2, for every ¢ > 0, and define the sequence {uy} € H'(G,) such that

oa(z) ifzeB,UH

U)\(:L‘) = ¢)\(0) ifxel
¢>\(€) ifzels.
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U1

(%]

FIGURE 5. example of a graph G,, as in Proposition 4.2. Here, for every n, K,, consists of
2n + 1 edges, all of length smaller than a fixed constant, joining the vertices vy, vs, plus
two additional edges linking v; and vs to H.

Recalling that ¢1(0) = 1, we have
lurll3,g, = 191113 g+ + €72 (0] + &7 (€1/?)|02] )
luAlI3 g, = €415 rer
nll i, = €101 S o0 172y + €52 (ITa| + 65(E/2) L],

so that, as £ — oo,

RO P . e ) NN 121 TS

A= 2 4 712 = YR+
(16113 + €210+ 6126202 E) Yo By 12 WO e

since ¢ is an optimizer of Cg+. Hence, since Q(uy) < Cx, < Cgr+ for every ¢ > 0, (32) follows. O

Now, we can focus on the existence of a sequence of graphs whose optimal constants converge, on the
contrary, to 1.

Recalling the proof of Proposition 3.4, note that 1 is the value of Ci if one restrict the maximization in
(13) to functions that are constant on the compact core. As already pointed out in the previous section,
such functions cannot be actual optimizers, but nevertheless the following proposition shows that when the
compact core becomes too intricate, i.e. it has a large total length but a small diameter, then the optimizers
cannot exhibit a significantly different behaviour.

Proposition 4.2. For every n € N, let G, be the graph given by a half-line H and a compact core K,
attached to the origin of H at some point v (see, e.g, Figure 5). Let also Cx, be the optimal constant (13)
when G = G,,. If diam(KC,,) < C uniformly in n, for some C > 0, and |IC,,| = +00 as n — oo, then

Ck, — 1, as n — oo. (33)

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step (i): behavior of the optimizers of Cx, . By Proposition 3.4, Cx, > 1 > Cg, and hence, for every
n € N, Lemma 3.2 entails that there exists u, € H'(G,), u # 0, such that Q(u,) = Cx,. Moreover, by
standard regularity theory for (31) (see e.g. [2, Proposition 3.3]) we can assume w, > 0 and, from the
homogeneity of @, |lun |3 g = px, so that

lunll§ k.,

[unllz,g,
On the other hand, note that, ||up|lc,g, = ||tnllco.k, - Indeed, if this is not the case, simply setting v, (x) :=
min{u, (), ||unllco.x, } for every x € G, one can see that v, € H'(G,) and that Q(u,) < Q(v,), which is
a contradiction. As a consequence, denoting by Z,, € K,, a point such that u,(Z,) = ||unl .6, = My, and
by vn C K, the smallest path from Z,, to vertex v, one can easily check that C,, /7, is connected, regardless
of the location of z,,.
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Now, consider the restriction of u, to v, UH, i.e. un  ,,, and let 7, : [0,+00) = R be its decreasing
rearrangement on RT, so that n}(0) = M,

+o0 +oo
/ |(nk)|? do < / lul | dx and / IntPdax = / |t [P da Vp > 1.
0 UH 0 A UH

n

On the other hand, since K,, /7, is connected, the image of w, is connected in turn. Setting ¢, :=

IKn/vn
IKCr./¥n|, we can define, therefore, the decreasing rearrangement of w,

% : [0,£,] — R, which satisfies 77,%(0) = M,,

o L
/ |(n2)|? da < / lul, | da and / n2|P dx = / lupPdz  Vp > 1.
0 Ko/ vn 0 Kn/vn

Then, define the function 7, : (—o0, £,] — R such that

on the interval [0,4,], i.e.
IKn/vn

ni(—z) ifx<0
M (z) == 9 )
nz(x) if x €10,4,].
Exploiting the properties of 7;, and 72, one can easily see that 1, € H'(—00, £y), ||1]|2(=00,e,) < ||
and [[7, | v (=o0,6,) = |Unllp,g, for every p > 1.
As a further step, arguing as in [4, Proof of Lemma 4.4, Step 2-Step 3], one can construct a sequence of
functions v,, € H'(R) such that, for some 6,, := 0,,(u,,) € (0, ux,)

() v (0) = 17, (0) = My
(b) Jylonl?do = [T 1na[? dz — 0, = puc, — On;
(0) Jolop?de <[22l 2 de+ G0x% < w3 g, + G0
(d) fy loal®dz > [ nalSdz = GO0 = [unll$g, — G On;

where C' > 0 does not depend on n.
Hence, combining (a)-(d) with (14) for G = R,

c (b, — 0n)? (b, — 0n)? c
lualle g, = gz 6n < onln < 3522 ur B < 3852 (B g, + 7764

and thus, rearranging terms and recalling that 6,, < ux, < V3 < g (possibly redefining C),
p2
C
" < 3 . 35
Junli g, <355 Wi B, + 2 (35)
Moreover, plugging (34) into (35), we get
M}QC 2 c

= 3lunlide, < 3lmllg, <~ lunlie, + -

[y

that is

(1- 2 g, < 5 59)

Since both |KC,,| = +00 as n — oo and |y, | < diam(kC,,) < C for every n, then ¢,, ~ |K,,| provided n is large
enough, so that (36) implies

\ |Knl <C (37)

uniformly in n.

Step (ii): proof of (33). Let m,, := mingex, un(x) and y,, € K,, be such that u, (7, ) = m,. Furthermore,
let z,, € H be the closest point (of the half-line) to the compact core such that u,,(z,) = m,, (possibly z, = v
if the minimum is attained at the vertex joining H and IC,,).

We then consider the functions defined as



16 S. DOVETTA AND L. TENTARELLI

i (@) My, ifxell,
Un(x) :=
Un(x+2,) ifxeH.

Clearly, i, € H'(Gn) and, by construction, [[ullo,g, < lunll2g,. [ ]2, < l[u2g,, so that

Cr lunllSe.g,Knl _ NunllSeg, — lanlls, lunllS.g, (38)
" uallz g, lunll3 g, mb  nllyg lWl5g, —  mS

the last inequality being motivated by Remark 3.1.

As Ck, > 1, it is then left to estimate |lun||S, g /ms. First, recall that [[unllco.g, = |[Unllce.k, = tn(Tn),
with Z,, € K,, defined in Step (i), whereas m,, = u,(7,,). Let I';, C K, be the smallest path from g,, to T,,.
Then we have

7 ) — (7 ul, dx
[unllos,g. [unllos,g. [unlloc,g.
Now, let us show that
ul dx
lim Jr, tn dz =0. (40)
n unlloo,g.,
By Hoélder’s inequality
[ e < L < diam () ) 2,
F’Vl
so that
' d : 1/24,,
Jo, W de _ diam(K) 2wy la.g, (41)
l[unlloc,g. l[unlloo,g.
Moreover, by (34),
1 1
lenllzg, = 3lunlsn, < 3llunlse,s, Knl,
which yields at
lunllz.g, _ 1Kal'/?
g, = va Ml )
By (15) and the fact that the optimal constant Cy, = v/2, for every G,, (see Section 2)
|K:n|1/2 2|’Cn‘1/2 1/2 C
Sl g, < =g, < e — 0 s n—oo,
making use of (37). Plugging into (42), we get
!
o Jhl,
n unlloo,g.,
which, combined with (41) and diam(K,,) < C, implies (40). Hence, passing to the limit in (39),
lim — " =1
n unllos,g.,
and, recalling (38) and the fact that Cx, > 1, (33) follows. O

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is therefore a straightforward application of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix ¢ > 0. The existence of G! is immediately guaranteed by Proposition 4.1. At
the same time, considering graphs as in Proposition 4.2, we easily obtain G2. (]
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[

B,

'H1 /H2

FIGURE 6. the signpost graph.

4.2. Graphs without terminal edges and cycle-coverings, with at least two half-lines. In this
last section, we discuss graphs without terminal edges and cycle-coverings, with at least two half-lines (for
which it is true that pp+ < px < pg, i.e. Cr < Cx < Cgr+, and that ground states exist if and only if

p € [pxc, pr], provided that px # pg).
Recall that, in a graph having at least two half-lines and neither a terminal edge nor a cycle-covering,

there exists of at least one cut edge in the compact core, that is an edge that provides the only connection
between two disjoint subgraphs. For the sake of simplicity, in what follows we develop our analysis in the
case of a signpost graph, as in Figure 6, with exactly one cut edge and a circle attached to it.

For every £ > 0, let G; be the graph depicted in Figure 6, with compact core Ky given by the cut edge By,
of length ¢, and the circle I'. Moreover, denote by H1, Hso the left and the right half-line of G,, respectively,
both identified with [¢, +00). In addition, identify the cut edge B, with the interval [0, ], in such a way
that g, = ¢ (zp, being the coordinate on By) denotes the vertex v such that {v} = H; NHa. Let also Ck,
be the optimal constant (13) when G = G,.

We then have the first asymptotic result.

Proposition 4.3. Let Gy be the graph depicted in Figure 6. Then, the following asymptotics holds:
Cx, — Cg+ as ¢ — oo. (43)

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, let {¢,} be the sequence of the half-solitons on R*, i.e. the
sequence of the restrictions to R of the functions given by (7). Then, set \ := 0=1/2 for every £ > 0, and
define the sequence {uy} C H'(Gy) such that

u (l‘) . ox(0) ifzxel
M ) oa(x) if @€ G/

Note that, as both H; and Hs are identified with the interval [¢, 00), then Uxjp, = Un,, Hence, direct
computations (recalling ¢;(0) = 1) yield

furlBg, =1+ [ Nor(a)Pde+ [ N ()P e = V20 + 6018 e+ 161130
BoUH, Ho

Hul)\”%ge )‘3|¢l1()“r)|2d$ )\3|¢/1(>\.’IJ)|2 dx ¢ ! ||¢Il||§,]R+ ||¢I1H212 01/2 0o
( ,00)
BeUH1 Ho

luall§ x, =A°IT| +/B Nloy(Az)|0 do = ¢ (5_1/2\F| + ||¢1||6L5(0751/2))
I3

and, since as £ — oo, 5_1/2‘F|, H¢1HL2(€1/2,00) and ||¢/1||L2(Z1/2,oo) tend to 0, and ||¢1||L6(0’Z1/2) — ||¢H6,]R+, it

follows that s ”6
1
6,R+ = Cye

—
A

Q(un)
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Combining with the fact that Q(uy) < Cx < Cg+ for every A\, we obtain (43). O

Remark 4.1. Clearly, the proof of Proposition 4.3 provides an example of graph such that Cx # Cg, showing,
as anticipated in the Introduction, that the class of graphs of case (iv) in Theorem 1.1 fulfilling px # pg is
not empty.

Remark 4.2. Tt is readily seen that the proof of Proposition 4.3 can be straightforwardly generalized to the
case of several cut edges joining components (possibly) different than circles, simply repeating the previous
construction for any fixed cut edge.

The existence of a sequence of graphs whose optimal constants converge to Cg, on the contrary, requires
more efforts. We aim at obtaining such a result by discussing the behaviour of Gy, as before, but now in the
regime ¢ — 0.

Some preliminary steps are required: a characterization of the behavior of the (possible) optimizers of
Ck, (Lemmas 4.4-4.5) and a monotonicity property of Cx, with respect to ¢ (Lemma 4.6). For the sake of
simplicity, we denote in the following by H the union of the half-lines of Gy, i.e. H := H1 U Ha.

Lemma 4.4. Let G, be the graph depicted in Figure 6. If u € H*(G;), u > 0, is an optimizer of Cx,, then
Mpg

, = g&g}ju(m) > rzr.leail(u(x) =: My.

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that Mg, < My. Then, for a.e. ¢t in the image of u,
#{r e Gy ulx)=t}>2.
As a consequence, with u being the symmetric rearrangement of u,
lull§ 1|8 g
Ck, = Q(u) < s < s — < g (44)
‘ lull3 g ' l3.6, — Nl el@l3g
Now, if C, # CR, then it directly entails a contradiction, in view of Proposition 3.1. On the other hand, if

Ck, = Cg, then (44) implies that @ is an optimizer of Cg on the real line and, by the properties of symmetric
rearrangements, that

1@ |2 = [[4/]|2,6,- (45)
However, since v runs through a vertex of degree 3 and Mp, < My, there exists a subregion of G, of positive
measure where all the values attained by u possess at least three pre-images ,which contradicts (45). O

Lemma 4.5. Let Gy be the graph depicted in Figure 6. If u € H'(Gy), u > 0, is an optimizer of Cx,, then

u),, s symmetric with respect to v (recall {v} := Hi N Ha) and non-increasing both on Hy and on H,.

Proof. Let us prove first that ujy, attains the maximum My, at the vertex v and that it is non-increasing
both on H; and on Hs. To this aim, assume by contradiction that uj3 does not posses any of the previous
features.

Let xg be the closest point to the circle I' in By such that u(xzg) = Mg, (see, e.g., Figure 7(a)). Denote,
also, by G the subgraph of G, obtained by removing the circle I' and the segment that joins zo and the
vertex v/ given by the intersection between I and By. Then, let

A:={z € G : u(x) > My}
B:={z €G : u(z) < My}.

and let ua,up be the restrictions of u to A and B, respectively. Note that A and B do not need to be
connected sets, but the images of ua and up are nevertheless both connected.

By Lemma 4.4 My, < M, = max,ec 4 u(z), and hence A C By and zo +|A| < £. Therefore, letting u¥ be
the decreasing rearrangement of u4 on [0, |A|] (see, e.g., Figure 7(b)), we get u* (0) = Mp,, v’ (|A|) = My
and ||(u®)'[|L2(0,14)) < l|t/sll2(a)- On the other hand, since My = max,ecp u(x), it follows that #{z € B :
u(x) =t} > 2 for almost every value ¢t € (0, My, and rearranging symmetrically up on R (see again Figure
7(b)) we get up(0) = My and |[u||L2r) < U L2(B)- In addition, one can see that if w3 does not attain
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Ms,
My,
My, .
S
1 ! I
| ! 1
.
- R ! ! | -
0 ‘A| _ t=zo—|A| 0 L—zo—|A|
2 2
(A) the function u on Gy (B) the decreasing rearrangement of u4 on
[0, |A]] and the symmetric rearrangement of
up on R

(c) the function @ on Gy

FIGURE 7. the steps of the construction of @ starting from w as in the proof of Lemma 4.5.

M3, at v or is non-monotone either on H; or on Hs, then there exists a subregion of B with positive measure
such that all the values attained there by u|p are actually realized at least three times each, leading to

lusllLzm®) < llupllzs) (46)

Then, we can use u%,up in order to construct a new function @ € H*(Gy) (see, e.g., Figure 7(c)). First,
on G;/G, set u = u, and on B, N[zg, xo +|A|], set u(x) = u’y (x — o). In addition, consider the restriction of
Up to the interval [— z—moz—|A| , z_r”z_lAl] (see again Figure 7(b)), rearrange it decreasingly on [0, £—xo—|Al],
denoting by @} such a rearrangement, and then set @(z) = Ui (x — o — |A]) on B,\[0, zo + |A[] (assuming
that on B, the vertex v’ is represented by = = 0). Finally, define u on H as the restriction of up to

R/[ - 5—3302—|A|7 Z—x%—lAl], glued together at 0.

As a consequence, we have

”m 2,Gy — Hu”lgz

1@ ll2.6, < llu'll2,6.

||ﬂ“6,/C[ > ||'LL| 6,K¢»

the strict inequality being given by (46), and thus
Ck, = Qu) < Q(u) < Ck,,

i.e. a contradiction. Hence, (o has a maximum at v and is non-increasing both on H; and on Hs.
Moreover, if u is non-symmetric with respect to v, then a symmetric rearrangement on H would provide

a better competitor (it is well known, indeed, that on the real line a symmetric rearrangement of a non-

symmetric function has a strictly smaller kinetic energy), serving again a contradiction. (]
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Remark 4.3. Note that neither Lemma 4.4 nor Lemma 4.5 discusses the existence of optimizers for Ci, in
general. They only state some a priori conditions to be satisfied by possible minimizers.

Lemma 4.6. Let G; be the graph depicted in Figure 6. Then, for every 0 < €1 < {o, it is true that
Ck,, <Ck,,-

Proof. If C;ce1 = Cf, then the claim is trivial by (20). Let thus C’;Ce1 > Cg. In view of Proposition 3.3, there
exists u € H(Gy, ) such that Q(u) = Cx(Gs, ), and, by Lemma 4.5, it is symmetric on H and non-increasing
both on H; and on Hs.

Setting A := o —{1, let I C H be a symmetric interval of measure |I| = A centered at v, u|; the restriction
of u to I and ui“l its decreasing rearrangement of [0, A]. Subsequently, consider the function v € H'(Gy,)
defined by

u(z) if x e TU(Be, N[0, 44])
v(@) == qui(z =) if € By, N[l L]
u(|z| +A/2) ifz e H.

As a consequence

H/U||27g22 = ||u||27g21 ’ HUI |2,942 < ”u' 2,Gs, and ”U 6,K¢e, > ||u |6JC21'
yielding

C/Cel = Q(u) < Q(’U) < C’Cez‘

Now, we can prove the existence of a sequence of graphs whose optimal constants converge to Ck.
Proposition 4.7. Let Gy be the graph depicted in Figure 6. Then, the following asymptotics holds:
Cx, — Cr as £ —0.

Proof. If Cx, = Cr, for some ¢ > 0, then the statement follows by Lemma 4.6. Assume, then, Cx, > Cg,
for every ¢ > 0. By Proposition 3.3, there exists a sequence {v;}¢~o such that v, € HY(G,), v, > 0 and
Q(ve) = Cx(Gr). Also, by homogeneity of @, we can set |[v¢||3 g, = pix,, so that

vell§ i,

T =3 Ve >0. (47)
||W\|2,g£

Combining (47) with the modified Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (16) leads to

3

2

MK 2

o, el 3(5) lil3e, +OVIR e \? . Cym

= 7112 < Tz < =3 + i
lvgll3,g, ~ llv KR

and, rearranging terms, we get

5. ~ lvell3.g, lvel3.6,

2

Hic

3 (1 - ;) loEllz.g, < CViz.- (48)
HR

As a consequence, if limsup,_,q ||vp]l2,g, = 00, then (48) immediately implies pc, — pr, that is Cx, — Ckg.

On the other hand, assume that ||vy||2,g, is bounded. Define a new graph G, with compact core K, as

follows: for every ¢ > 0, replace the cut edge B, of G, with two edges, say B}, B, joining the same vertices,

each of length 2¢. Furthermore, let ¥, be the function in H(G,) defined by
ve(x) ifx ¢ BfUB?

vg() == .
v(5) ifxeB), i=12.
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Now,
2 20
Gl e, = [ Frde+ Y. [ rde= [ jupder2 [l
preJr, =B I, 0 4
. (49)
— [ P do2 [ ot/ do = ol e, +3 [ ol da,
Ty 0 B,
and
2 240
Glg = [ B+ [ EPde= [ uPdesr [ E@Pd
s GZ\B%UBE i=1 Bz QZ\B,; 0 (50)

= [ g [ R = e,
3 14

Since by construction G, admits a cycle-covering, then Cﬁe = Cr by Proposition 3.3, which, combined with
(49) and (50), entails that

Hng,ge + 3]82 |vg|® d

Cr > Q(0y) = 5 . (51)
(el g, +3 Js, loel? d) 103 6,
In addition, given that [lvj||2,g, is bounded by assumption, (15) and (10) ensure that
1/2 1/2
lvellsog. < V2lvelllg, lvellzd, < €. we>o,
so that, as £ — 0,
/ |w|6 dr < ||w||§>o,g/ —0
Be
/ fuel? d < [Jvg]% g, € — 0.
By
Hence, passing to the limit in (51),
. ||WHg,m . ..
Cr > limsup 1 S5 = limsup Cx, > liminf Cx, > Cr
£—0 ”W”Q,ge [|vel 2,Ge -0 £—0
thus concluding the proof. O

Remark 4.4. Proposition 4.7 clearly holds as well replacing the circle I' with a generic compact graph
admitting a cycle-covering.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Given ¢ > 0, the existence of G} and G2 is a direct consequence of Propositions 4.3
and 4.7. 0
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