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Abstract

We establish critical and subcritical sharp Trudinger-Moser inequalities for fractional dimensions on
the whole space. Moreover, we obtain asymptotic lower and upper bounds for the fractional subcritical
Trudinger-Moser supremum from which we can prove the equivalence between critical and subcritical
inequalities. Using this equivalence, we prove the existence of maximizers for both the subcritical and
critical associated extremal problems. As a by-product of this development, we can explicitly calculate
the value of the critical supremum in some special situations.
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1 Introduction

Let0 < R < 00, a, § > 0andq > 1 are real numbers. Set LI = Lg(O, R) the weighted Lebesgue space
defined as the set of all measurable functions « on (0, R) such that

1/
(foR IU(T)\qug) oo if 1< q< oo,
l[ullLg =

ess sup |u(r)| < oo if ¢=o00
0<r<R
where we are denoting
R R
/ flr)ydrg = we/ f(r)yrfdr, 0<R< oo (1.1)
0 0
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with wy defined by

[e.9]
wp = @, with I'(z) = /0 " le7t de.

In the case that 0 is a positive integer number wy agrees precisely with the known spherical volume
element for Euclidean spaces R?*!. In fact, according to the formalism in [33], the integration of a
radially symmetric function f(r) in a ( + 1)-dimensional fractional space is given by (1.1), when R = oo.
Integration over non-integer dimensional spaces is often used in the dimensional regularization method as
a powerful tool to obtain results in statistical mechanics and quantum field theory [7, 30, 35]. For a deeper
discussion on this subject, we suggest [36] and the references therein.

We emphasize that the Lebesgue spaces Lj is also related with the classical Hardy’s inequality [20],
see [10, 23] for more details. In addition, we can use Lg—spaces to define Sobolev type spaces that are
suitable to investigate a general class of differential operators which includes the p-Laplace, p > 2 and k-
Hessian operators in the radial form, see for instance [6, 17,23] and references therein. Indeed, as observed
by P. Clément et al. [6], if we consider X = X}%’p (a,0),, 8 >0,p>1and 0 < R < o0, as the set of
all locally absolutely continuous functions on the interval (0, R) such that lim, gz u(r) = 0, u € Lj and
u' € L?, then X becomes a Banach space endowed with the norm

bRl

lull = Clellzy + 14172) 7 (1.2)

Further, we can distinguish two special behaviors for the weighted Sobolev spaces X . Namely, the Sobolev

case when the condition
a—p+1>0 (1.3)

la—p+1=0] (1.4)

holds and the Trudinger-Moser case if

In the Sobolev case (1.3) the value

(v+1Dp
a—p+1

*

pti=p(apv) =
is the critical exponent for the embedding
XpP(a,0) — LY.
Indeed, for the bounded situation 0 < R < oo, one has the following continuous embedding
X}z’p(a,ﬁ) — LI if g€ (1,p*] and min{6,v} > a —p. (1.5)

Moreover, in the strict case ¢ < p*, the embedding is also compact. In contrast, for the Trudinger-Moser
case one has the compact embedding

Xllép(mg) — LI if g€ (1,00) and v >0. (1.6)

However X < LS° does not hold, as one can see taking u(r) = In(In(eR/7)).



It is worth pointing out that the weighted Sobolev spaces Xy is employed by several authors to
investigate existence of solutions for a large class of differential equations. We recommend [6,8-10, 18, 19]
for a general class of radial operators, and for k-Hessian equation [11, 13, 15] and recently [14]. This paper
deals with intrinsic properties of X, which are related with sharp variational inequalities. In this direction,
let us first recall some previous results. Firstly, the embedding in (1.6) does not find its threshold in the
weighted Lebesgue spaces L7, instead, in [12] it was proved a sharp inequality of the Trudinger-Moser type
(see [29,34]) for X p which gets embedded into an weighted Orlicz space determined by exponential growth.
In fact, let us denote

R
fiag = (0 + DwY* and |Bgly = / dXe. (1.7)
0
Then, in [12] the authors proved the following:
Theorem A. Assume 0 < R < oo, > 1,0 > 0and p = o + 1 be real numbers. Then,

i) We have exp(u|u[P/®=D) e L}, forany > 0 and u € xkLr a, ).
0 R

(ii) There exists ¢ > 0 depending only on o, p and 0 such that

0 " V=00 if w>pas '

sup
il p <1 | BRlo

(ili) The supremum in (1.8) is attained for all 0 < (1 < fiq .

In this paper we are mainly interested in the unbounded case when R = oo. Here, according to [9], for
the Sobolev case, we also have the following continuous embedding

X;ép(a,ﬂ)f—)Lg if g€ [p,p’] and 0> a—p. (1.9)

Also, the embeddings (1.9) are compact under the strict conditions § > « — p and p < ¢ < p*. In the
Trudinger-Moser case it holds the continuous embeddings

X2P(a,0) < LY forall ¢ € [p,o0) (1.10)

which are compact in the strict case ¢ > p.
We recall the following Trudinger-Moser type inequality of the scaling invariant form obtained in [12].

Theorem B. Assumep > 2, o = p—1and 0 > 0. For any p < i, there exists a positive constant Cy, ;, ¢
such that, for all u € XX (o, 0), ullpr <1

o0 _pb
| e () 30 < Cppaliuly, (1.11)
0



where

ik t
opt)=e =Y 5= D, . t=0 (1.12)
k=0 jeN;j>p—1'7'

with kg = min{j € N : j > p — 1}. The constant [, g is sharp in the sense that the supremum is infinity
when > jio.g.

Theorem B is the fractional dimensions counterpart of the result in S.Adachi and K. Tanaka [2]. We also
refer to [5, 16,31] concerning the related work for the classical Sobolev spaces. Our first result in this paper
yields a precise asymptotics result on the above inequality.

Theorem 1.1. Assumep > 2, « =p —land 0 > 0. For any 0 < pu < ji49, We denote

1 & p_
TMSC(u,,0) = sup —p/ ©p <,u|u|1£1> dAg.
'l o <t l1ullze Jo

Then there exist positive constants c(c,0) and C(«, 0) such that, when (1 is close enough to ji, ¢

c(a, ) C(a,0)
1 (H:L’G)p—l <TMSC(p,a,0) < L (uie)p—l‘

Moreover, the constant (i, g is sharp in the sense that TMSC (jiq.9, v, §) = 0.

One of the goals of this paper is to investigate the critical regime ;1 = 114, . In this case, we will firstly prove
the following:

Theorem 1.2. Assumep > 2, a« =p —1land 0 > 0. For any 0 < o < 14 9, we denote

TMC(o,a,0) = sup/ ©p (O"U’l’%)d)\g.
ull<1Jo

Then TMC (o, o, 0) is finite. The constant [i, g is sharp. In addition, we have the following identity

1— (&)1
TMC(o,a,0) = sup <((7")> TMSC(p,,0), forall o < piqp. (1.13)
ne(0,0)

g)p—l

(e

For the classical Sobolev spaces, the critical supremum 7'M C(o, «, 8) was first investigated by B. Ruf
in [32] and Y. Li and B. Ruf [28]. There has been a growing interest in this kind of inequalities during the
last decades, and a wide literature is available, see for instance [4,21,22,24-26] and the references therein.
We note that the boundedness of TM C'(o, «, #) has already been investigated in [1]. In this work we give a
new proof for the boundedness which enables in particular to get a useful relation between TM SC (o, «, 0)
and TMC/(o, o, 0) given by (1.13).

Another interesting question about the supremum 7'M SC(u,a,6) and TMC(o,c,0), and for
Trudinger-Moser inequalities in general, is whether extremal functions exist or not. Inspired by recent
approaches in [4,25-27], we will employ the identity (1.13) to investigate this question. Firstly, on the
subcritical supremum 7'M SC'(u, o, 8) we are able to prove the following:

4



Theorem 1.3. Assume that o, p and 0 satisfy the assumption of Theorem 1.1. Then the fractional subcritical
supremum TMSC (p, «, 0) is attained.

By using Theorem 1.3 and the identity (1.13), we will first prove the following attainability result for
the fractional critical supremum 7'M C/(o, o, 6).

Theorem 1.4. Assume o, p and 0 under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2.
(i) Ifko >p—1and 0 < 0 < fiq g then TMC (0, «,0) is attained.

(i) Ifko =p—1and 0 < 0 < o then TMC(0, ., 0) is attained, whenever TMC(o, o, 0) > _(;:1)!.

Theorem 1.4 has already been obtained in [1], however our proof here is new and relies on the critical
and subcritical equivalence given in Theorem 1.2. In addition, following [22] we also are able to characterize
precisely the attainability of TM C' (o, «r, 0) for the case (ii) above. In order to get this, we define the value
0x = 04(0,0) € [0, it 9) by

o =1inf{o € (0, ta,p) : TMC(0,c,0) is attained }

when TMC/(o,,0) is attained for some o € (0,pq0). If TMC(0,,0) is not attained for any
o € (0, f1a,0) then we set o, = 0.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that ko = p — 1 and o, 0 are as in Theorem 1.2. Suppose 0« < i . Then
(i) TMC(o,,8) is attained for 0, < 0 < piq.p.

(i) The function v : (04, j1a,0) — R given by v(o) = %TM C(o,a, 0) is strictly increasing. Moreover,
by setting TMC (0, a, 0) = 0, there holds

oP~1
= oo for o €10,0.]
TMC (0,0, 0) P (1.14)
o
> (p . 1)'7 fOF S (O-*“U/a70)
and in particular
inf TMC(0,0,0) > T 1.15
Oy = 11 {UE(O,MQ’Q) : (U,a, )>m} ( )

(iii) Ifp > 2 we have 0* = 0 and thus TMC (o, o, 0) is attained for any (0, fia.0).-

As a consequence of Theorem 1.5, since TMC(o,1,0) is not attained for o small enough (cf. [1,
Theorem 1.3]), Theorem 1.5 provides

o0
TMC(0,1,0) = sup / ¢2 (oul?) dNg =0, Vo €[0,04]. (1.16)
[ull<1 /0
The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we show Theorem 1.1. Section 3 is devoted
to the subcritical and critical equivalence stated in Theorem 1.2. In Section 4 we will prove the existence of
extremal functions for both subcritical 7'M SC' and critical T'M C fractional Trudinger-Moser supremum in
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is given in Section 5.



2 Sharp subcritical Trudinger-Moser inequality: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will prove the asymptotic behavior for the supremum 7'M SC'(u, «, 6) for the subcritical
Trudinger-Moser inequality in Theorem 1.1.

2.1 Some elementary properties

Note that from the definition (1.1) and the change of variables s = 77, we have
(o] 1 (o]
/ Py = = / F(s)drg, 0. .1
0 0

Thus, by setting (1) = Cu(7r), with ¢, 7 > 0 and u € X3 (cv, §) we can write

_ ()P

[uz i, = (KRl
THLE, T;—i—l Lq, (22)
lurllzy = Sz llulzy a=p.
Also, we observe that
ep(pt) < PP lop(t), if 0<p<1 03
ep(pt) = PP~ pp(t), if p>1
where ¢, (t) is given by (1.12).
Lemma 2.1. Forall ¢ > 1 and € > 0 it holds:
=1 _1\1—¢
2y <+ Ta"+(1-(1+971) "y" zy=0. 2.4)
Proof: Since x — x%, x > 01is a convex function, we have
—1 q
1 1 1 1
(z+y)!=|——00+iz+|(1-—F= ) |1 -— y
(1+¢€)a (1+¢€)a (1+¢€)a
1—q
1 1
Sil(l—ke)xq—i- l—— ya.
(1+ )7 (1+6)s
[ |

Henceforth suppose that the condition o — p + 1 = 0 holds. The next result ensures that the subcritical
supremum 7'M SC' (1, o, @) can be normalized.

Lemma 2.2. -
TMSC(p,a,0) = sup / ©p (,u\u]rfl) dXNg.
0

’ — —
'l e =l p=1



Proof: It is sufficient to show that

o0

TMSC(p,a,0) < sup / ©p (,u\u]p_fl) dMg.
llu'll g =llull p=1 O

In order to get this, for each u € X%\ {0}, with ][ Lp < 1 we set

1

lull7r \ 7
v(r) = ulrr) with 7= < Lo .

il [

Since we are supposing o —p + 1 = 0, (2.2) yields
[z = oy = 1.

Then, from (2.1) and (2.3) it follows that

o r_ 1 o 1 _p_
; 90p<M|U|P’1)d/\6=m e ———pfulr=T | dAg

113,

Hu'Hiz) 1 & P
> 7 | T / sop(MIUIP*)dAa
Wi, ) Tl

1 [ »
Tl (u!uv’*l) dAg
lullzy Jo

which completes the proof.

2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let u € X227, with ||/ r» < 1. From the Pélya-Szego inequality obtained in [1, 3], we can assume that u

is a non-increasing function. Also, by Lemma 2.2 it is sufficient to analyze the case |
Initially, we will prove that

TMSC(p,a,0) <

Let us denote by
Ay ={r>0: u(r)P > 1= (1/pao) "}

We observe that for all |¢| < 1 it holds

_p_ uj _Jp_ uj = uj
eolultl ) = o SEPTS 3 S SRy S el
j=0 7"

JEN: j>p—1 " JEN: j>p—1 "

7

U”Lg =1

(2.5)

(2.6)



Hence, if A, = () and consequently u < 1 in (0, 00), the inequality (2.6) yields

/ ©p (u!u\%) dg < e“/ lulPd g
0 0

e:u'oz,Q (27)

< - @@
=~ p—1°
_ 124
1 (“a,&)

So we can assume A, # (). Thus, there exists R, > 0 such that A, = (0, R,), because we are assuming
is a non-increasing function. Analogously to (2.7), we obtain

> P
| o () o < [
Ry {u<1}

gw/ [ufPdrg
{u<1}

eﬂa,@

< - @
=~ p—1"
_ 123
1 (/J'a,e)

©p (uIUIﬁ) dXg

Now, observe that

R 0o
v 1 1
‘BRU‘Q = /0 d)\g < —M p—1 /0 ’U‘pd)\g < ﬁ (28)
1= () (i)

Forr € (0, R,,), we set .
o(r) = ufr) — (1 _ <ﬁe>p_l> B

Itis clear that v € X}l%’f(a, 0) and [|v'[| 12 0, g,) < 1. Also, by choosing € = (f1a,9/p)? —1and g = p/(p—1)
in Lemma 2.1, we have

__1 _1
P 1 P 1 p—1 p—1\ p—1
[ul 7T < (14 e)¥ o] 7T + (1 - 7> (1 - <L> >
(I+e€) 7 Ha,o

= Bl )55 41,
W

Hence, the Trudinger-Moser type inequality (1.8) and (2.8) imply

Ry e Ry %I
/ ©p (#|U|P1)d/\9§/ e!M" AN,
0 0
Ry, P
< e“/ eﬂa,9|v|FId)\€
0

< ¢q,0€"|BR, o

Caﬂ e”a,@

()
He,6

<

oo



Remark 1. At this point, we note that we have proved that

TMSC(u,a,0) < W

for any i < piq g not necessarily close to fi g.

This proves (2.5). Next, we will prove the contrary inequality

c(a,0)
TMSC(u,,0) > s 2.9)
1- ()
He,6
To see this, let us consider the sequence
p—1
n P n
— if 0<r<e o4t
()7 vz
1 )
Up(r) = — +1\r. 1 . e (2.10)
w? — ) In—, if e <r<l,
o n r
0, if r>1.
Since that o« = p — 1, it follows that
i, =1
n
lunllp = € [npe_" —|—/ spe_sds}
0 n 0
for some ¢ = ¢(a,0) > 0. Thus, since [ sPe”*ds = ['(p + 1) > 0, there are ¢; = c1(,0) > 0 and
n1 € N such that
c
lunllt, < =, V1 >ny. @.11)
o n
On the other hand
* o T 2 wp 2
© <u u P*l) drg > / © <—n> d)g = <—n> e "
/ P ’ n’ 0 P Mo, 0+1 P Mo,
i ko—l J .
w_| (a571) Y\
= e ) _ — e
0+1 Z_: tay) J!
L ‘7_0
i ko—1
w | (725-1) AP
e\'e? — Z T e

v
<>
_l_

—_
?.
o




Thus, for all n > nq

TMSC(y,0) = = [ oy (ulunl77) e
Tunly Js

(L_1>n ko—1 nJ
> Fo,0 _ - —-n
=2 e Z T (2.12)
7=0
—1 ko—1
:__2__1_(Ly () izimw
L= (ﬁ)p_l flod = !

for some ¢y = o, €) > 0. Now, we can choose ng > nj such that

1 p—1 ko—1 nJ 1
1_<_> Y S ne "< =, Ynzny and 0< < pag.
fhar0 par e

Hence, for all n > no

TMSC(u,a,0) > C—2p_1 [(1 - L) ne_(l_ﬁ)n - 6_5] .
1- (Hie)

Now, if c is close enough to /i, ¢ such that (1 - ﬁ)

1 —1
Ko, Ha,6

1
> ng, by picking n € N such that

we obtain .
TMSC(u,a,0) > —2]0_1 [e™t —e7?].
N
1 (uaﬁ)
Finally, from (2.12), for u = p, 9 we have
ko—1 7’LJ
TMSC(fra,0,a,0) > co |0 — Z — | ne™| = o0, as n— oo,
— ;!
7=0

3 Equivalence of critical and subcritical Trudinger-Moser inequalities

The aim of this section is to prove the critical and subcritical equivalence given in Theorem 1.2. We observe
that we are not assuming that 7'M C(f14,9, v, 0) is finite in our argument.
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Lemma 3.1. Forany 0 <o < papand0 < <o
(&)
z TMC(o,a,0).

(e

In particular, if TMC (jq.9, e, 8) is finite, then TM SC(p, o, 6) is finite.

TMSC(i,,0) < (

Proof: Letu € XoF, with |[u/]|pz = 1and [|u]|z = 1. Set

p—1

uy(r) = (H)Tu(tr), with ¢ = <

g

p\p—1 o+1
L) . G

By (2.2) we get
g\ Pt p\ Pt
lalty, = (£)" i, = (£)

p
gy, = (4)" Py (&)
Ly o $0+1 o

Hence Huﬁ”iz + Hutﬂig = 1 and we have

> £ o1 [7 T (H)p_l
/0 ©p (,u\u]pfl) dhg =t /0 ©p (o\ut]pfl) d)g < (W) TMC(o,a,0).

o

Since u € X&F, with [|o/|| r» = 1and [Jul rp = 1is arbitrary, in view of the Lemma 2.2, we conclude the
proof. |

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let u € X&P such that 0 < /|7, + J|lull}, < 1. Assume that
« 0
|u ||z =9 €(0,1) and Hu”ig <1 - P,

If%<19<1,weset
1

1 _1917 61
)

ug(r) = u(lt?r), with t = <

> 0.

From (2.2), we can write

/
u
ooy = ety
1 1 1—9P
2 p _
ez, = @@HUH% S oot = 1

11



Hence, for any o < ji, ¢, the Theorem 1.1 (cf. Remark 1) yields

| en (ol dro < [, (97 afuaf777) g
0 0

< T MSC (19% Yo O 9)

_ <1 —0P> C(a, 8)

Yp . <ﬁ%‘ua’9>p—1
Ha,0
1—9P\ C(a,0)
() T
C(a,0)
9P
<2PC(a,6).

Ifo<v< %, setting
v(r) = 2u(r/9)

we have . )
']z = 2|u'[|pz <1

”U”ig = 217199—1—1”'&”1[)/5 < 219199-4-1(1 _ 19117) < 2p199+1.

Consequently, the Theorem 1.1 provides

o) e 1 L, N
[ o o) g [ i)

< ?TMSC (2‘ﬁua,e, a, 9)

< C(a,0) (1 f’;_p) .

Since u € X3P, with ||u| < 1 is arbitrary, we obtain M C (o, v, §) < oo, for any o < Hey,6-
Next, we will show that the constant j,, ¢ is sharp. To see this, we can use the sequence (uy,) in (2.10)
again. Indeed, we have

o0

i, 2, =1
1
Pr=0|- — 00.
HU”HLS <n>’ as nm — oo
Now, for 7,, € (0, 1) such that

1
P(1+ ||un||1£§) =1, with 7, =1-0 <—1> — 1, as n— o0

ne

we set
(1) = Toun(r).

12



Then
ol + an\lp = T llunllfs Tﬁ\lun\lig =75+ Tﬁ\lun\lig = 1.

In addition, for any o > 1.6

n

(o) p 67? no TPE ko 1 k ﬁ
oo, ﬁ) dA z/ bag ™ <—> 72 ) dA
/0 SDp( [onl / 0 < Z k' \ tae o

p
no ), p-T ko—1
w (7)7—71 -n NnTy )"0
= 0 fe\kap —O<(L> — 400, as n — oo.

en

Now, we are going to show that

O
TMC(o,a,0) = sup # TMSC(u,a,0). (3.2)
pe@o) \ (5)
By Lemma 3.1, we obtain
O
sup | — 25— | TMSC(p,a,0) < TMC(0,a,0). (3.3)
pe.o) \ (4)

In order to obtain the reverse inequality, let (u,) be a maximizing sequence of TMC(o,«,0), that is,
Un € Xo&, 0 < |lul [P, + [lunll?, < 1 such that
@ 0

(o]
TMC(o,a,0) = lim/ ©p <0|un|1’%1) dXg. (3.4)
n
0
We set )
L[l \
Uy, (1) = M with 7, = [ ——- ) >0
A A
Then .
Juz, Iz =1
» 1 1 Huan
HuTnH - H ” 9+1H TLH - H H

13



Consequently

oo _p p
”/gmﬂ%PQdA—#“/ oo (15 0 777 )
0 «@

<7Hrmsc <J||u ||” Pl 9>

= LP )
1 — ||/ pp
- Hij,”ﬂ TMSC<U|]unHzp1,a9>
HunHLg
p_\ p—1
oluilfy

p
_ L | TMsc <0Hun|]£p1,a9>

O
< sup | ——2— TMSC(u,,0).

ne(0,0)

Hence, we obtain

1 (2
TMC(o,0,0) < sup | ——2=5— | TMSC(i,a,0). (3.5)
neo) \ (5)"

Now, (3.2) follows from (3.3) and (3.5).

4 Existence of extremal fuctions

In this section we will prove the existence of extremal functions for both subcritical and critical Trudinger-
Moser inequalities Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. First of all, we present the following radial type Lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For each u € Xolép(oz, 0), p > 2, we have the inequality

C
lu(r)P < —ey llull”, ¥V r>0
r P
where C > 0 depends only on o, p and 6. In addition,
at0(p—1)
lim r— 72 |u(r)[? — 0.

r—00

Proof: Letu € X.P(a,6) be arbitrary. For any > 0, we have

rwmwz—/m%owﬂmmgp/mwww*www@.

Hence

at6(p—1) 0 ( a
rpW@ng/\<> '(5))s7 ds

14



and the Young’s inequality yields

a+0(p—1)
r P

up <o [Tuoraw+ [T wepan).

for some C' > 0 depending only on «, p and 6. This proves the result. |

4.1 Maximizers for the subcritical Trudinger-Moser inequality

Let (u,) C X Pbea maximizing sequence to the subcritical Trudinger-Moser supremum 7'M SC'(u, «, 9).
From Lemma 2.2, we may suppose that

[ee]
TMSC(u,,0) = lim/ ©p (u!unlﬁ) dNg
n
0
[l = llunllzz =1
u, — u weakly in XLP.
From the compact embedding (1.10), we also may assume that
Uy, = u in L}, ¢ > p and u,(r) — u(r) aein (0,00). 4.1)

Of course, we also have
'l <1, fullpe < 1.
At this point we observe that there exist C' = C'(p, u) > 0 such that
_p_ pko kop P\ P
©p (,uw) -t < Oy, (,uw) toT, 1> 0. 4.2)
0-

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. From Lemma 4.1, there exists R > 0 such that |u,(r)| < ¢, for all » > R. Hence,
from (4.2) and Theorem B we obtain

© ko k [ee]
= H —0f p_ P
/ [sop (1lua757) —mel} Do = Cloap) [y (hual #7) a7
R 0- R

< C(p,p)erT / Pp (u\un\rl> dAg
R
p

< C(p, p, 0)erT.
Also, we have (cf.(4.1))
ko k 0k
en (lual 1) = I lunl 7 = oy (luls™ ) = Eful™ acin (0.R), as n— oo,
0 0-

In addition, by setting v, (r) = u, (r)—u, (R) forall » € (0, R), we have v,, € X}%’p(a, 6) with [Jv, || < 1.
Moreover, from Lemma 2.1, for any ¢ > 1

_p_ 1 _p_ _p-1
[un 7T < oo 7T+ (1—g7 7 ) T e,
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By choosing ¢ > 1 close to 1 such that ¢"t1/Py < .6, Theorem A yields

. Pp (’u|un|z)71) - k—O!|un|p71 d)g < ; [gpp (M|un|p—1>} d)g
R _p_
S/eW%pHM
0

R P
S C(p7Q7a76)/ e“a,&'vn‘md)\e
0

4.3)

< C(p,q, 11,6, R).

Thus, we may use Vitali’s convergence theorem to obtain
i [ ) s av = [ )~ ] aa
Jim [ ey [punl ) = el ddg = | iy (sful ) = plula ™
Now, using the Brezis-Lieb lemma together with (4.1) we have
T, itk
. OO Fop u|p—t 05 i o>p—1
lim |un|P91d)\9 = /0
n—oo 0 .
1, if ky=p-—1.
Hence, if kg > p—1

TMSC(p,a, ) = lim/ ©p <,u|un|l’%1) dAg
" Jo

) 0 o Mk‘o kop. Mk‘o 0 kop
= | (60 ot ™) = o5 a5 [0
R ko k ko oo k
< [ (o (sl = Eful ™ ) dhg + Clp, i 0)er + o [ jule™idg
0 ko! ko! Jo
&0 p_ .
< [ o (lul™T) o+ Clp. 1 )7
0
Setting ¢ — 0, we have
[ee]
TM%w@mg/ o (lul7T) Ao
0
It follows that 0 < [[u|;» < 1 and thus
1 &0 p
TMSC(ILL, a, 9) S T / QOP (M’u‘P*1> d)\@
el Jo
which completes the proof in the case kg > p — 1. If kg = p — 1, we can write
o] . Mko Mko
73150 a.0)=tim | [ (0 (ulual?) = S ) ara+ £
n 0 0- 0-
R P ko _p_ ko
= / <“’P (sl ) - %‘“’p> Do+ Clp. )7 + 5
0 0° 0-

ko kO

o »_ 1 )
< ulp=1 ) — —|ulP ) dAg + C(p, p,0)er—1 + —.
A @JM\ )ka> o +Cpp,0) ol
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Letting € — 0, it follows that

ko

o0 ko
Tar5C(na.0) < [ (o (ululFT) = ptul ) a + i @)
0 0- 0°

Moreover, for any w € X&F (a,§) with |w'||r = ||w||Lg = 1 we have

/oo | | » ,uko ) | |p 'uko-i-l 00 | |p(k0+1)
wp_1>d/\92—/ wd/\9+7/ w| 77T dAg.
0 (pp <'u/ kO' 0 (k(] + 1)' 0

This implies that TM SC (p1, o, 6) > ‘;—ff;. Thus, from (4.4), we get 0 < HuHLg < 1and

ko ko!

1 > p_
= o Pp </‘|u|p71> dAg
%y Ja

1 e p ko ko
TMSC(u,a,0) < —p/ <<pp (Iu‘u’pfl) - M_"u‘l’> dlg + i
[l o |

and the result is proved.

4.2 Maximizers for the critical Trudinger-Moser inequality

Next we combine the equivalence in the Theorem 1.2 and the Theorem 1.3 to demonstrate Theorem 1.4.
Firstly, for 0 < s < f14,9, We set

f(s) =TMSC(s,a,0) and g(s) = TMC(s,a,0).
Hence, Theorem 1.2 yields

S p—1
g(o) = sup (%) (5). 4.5)

Lemma 4.2. f is a continuous function on (0, ftq.p).

Proof: By using Theorem 1.3 we can pick €, | 0 and u,, € Xa, with luy, > <1 and HunHLS = 1 such
that

f(s+e,) = /OOO ©p ((s + en)\un\ﬁ> d)g.

Then
0< f(s+en)— f(s)

~ P _Pp_ (4.6)
= |:(10P ((3+6n)|un|p71) — $p (S|Un|p*1>:| dAg.
0
Without loos of generality, we also may assume that (cf. (1.10))

u, — u weakly in X1P @7
Up, —u in Lj, ¢ >p and u,(r) — u(r) aein (0,00). '
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In particular,
©p ((s + en)\un(r)\ﬁ> — ¥p (s]un(r)lp%l) — 0 aein (0,00).

In the same way of (4.3), we can use Lemma 4.1 and Theorem A to obtain a positive constant C(p, ¢, s, 6, R)
such that

/OR |:(,0p ((s + en)\unlﬁ> — ¥p (s]un]z’%l)]qd)\g < C(p,q,s,0,R),

for some ¢ > 1 and for all R > 0. It follows that

/OR [gpp ((s + en)\un\P%l> — ©¥p (s]unlﬁ)] d\g — 0.

On the other hand, for R large enough, Lemma 4.1 yields

lun(r)| <1, forevery n €N, r> R.

I o (6 ol ) = (st

Then

o0 s+e,) & i
= > [Q - 7] |77 g
R jentjmpal I J:
s+e,) & o0
< 2 [( ) —7} / [unPd g
jeNjop-1 b 7 J:

From (4.6), we obtain
0< f(s+e€,)— f(s) =0, as n— oc.

Similarly, we can also have that
0<f(s)— f(s—e,) —0, as n— oo.

Now, in order to ensure the existence of an extremal function for TMC(o, «,0) when 0 < 0 < fiq.¢ it is
sufficient to show that

s—0t

s\p—1
lim sup (%) f(s) < g(o) (4.8)

and

s\p—1
lim sup (%) £(s) < g(0). 4.9)

o

Indeed, (4.8), (4.9) together with (4.5) and Lemma 4.2 ensure the existence of s, € (0, 0) such that

s\p—1
9(0) (%) Fls0). @.10)

=1
)
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Let u, be an extremal function for TM SC(s,, «, 0) ensured by Theorem 1.3. Set

—1

Ve (1) (%) B Uy (77)
where

p—1 eL
()" el \ ™

1= ()"
From (2.2), it follows that

S5 \P~1 —(0
loall? = g1, + ooy = (22)" [l +7=*Vllug | <1
and also we have (cf.(4.10))

1_ (g)ﬁ—l L0+1 00 o
TMC(o,a,0) = ( (s_g)p—l Tual? /0 ©p <0|va|p—1) dXg
o 0

/000 ©p (a!fualp_fl) dXNg.

Hence, v, is an extremal function of TM C' (o, a, §). Now, since

s\p—1
%$w<ié%é—>ﬂ@=o<mw

(e

it is clear that (4.9) holds.

Next, we will prove that (4.8) holds. Firstly, we provide the following useful estimate.
Lemma 4.3. Forall ¢ > pand 0 < jp < jiq,9 we have

[ee] %_
sup / <e’“‘|p > lulfdNg < ¢
'l g <1 llullp =170

for some ¢ = ¢(p, ,0,q) > 0.

Proof: We can proceed analogous to Theorem 1.1. Indeed, let u € X1P \ {0}, with [|u/|| » < 1and

||u\|72,, = 1. From the Pdlya-Szegé inequality obtained in [1], we can assume that u is a non-increasing
0

function. We write

o P p p
/ (W"ﬁ) (uftd g = / <euulﬁ> luftdrg + / <euluﬁ> uf?d g,
0 {u<1} {u>1}

Of course we have

_p
/ @ijWMMgw/‘ rdxe < e [ qupan <
{u<1} {u<1} {u<1}
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Set
IL,={r>0 : u(r)>1}.

Without loss of generality, we can assume I,, # (). Thus, there is R,, > 0 such that I,, = (0, R,,). Now, if
v(r) =u(r)—1, r € (0,Ry)

we have v € X}z’f(a, 0) and [[v'||» < 1. Also, from Lemma 2.1 we have

]u\% <(1 —i—e)%\v\% + c1(e, a,0),

for some 01 = ci(e,a,0) > 0. Hence, by choosing ¢ > 0 small enough and n > 1 such that

w(l + e) T < Ha,e, the Holder inequality and Theorem A imply

n—1

Ri R 5/ [Ru
/ el y|1d g < (/ |u|"qu9>n (/ e |“ﬁd>\9> '
0 0 0

Ry . "51 411
S 0(67a797nau)”u“%’7q </ eﬂa,9|v|ﬁd)\9> ( )
0 0
n—1

S C(Ea au 97 777 M)HUH%Z‘Z (’BRu ‘9) K

Finally, since
Ry Ry
|Br,lo = dAg < / [ulPAg < Jluflz =1
0 0
and (cf. (1.10))
Hu”%gq S C”qu S C(a797q7n)

the inequality (4.11) gives the result. |

Since we are supposing TMC(o,«,0) > ‘%}, when kg = p — 1, to complete the proof of (4.8), and
then the proof of Theorem 1.4, it is now enough to prove the following:

Lemma 4.4. For each 0 < 0 < ji4,9, we have

1_(§)p—1 :0, lfk?(]>p—1
——2—| f(s) oko

[ ()" ] if ko=p—1.

< 7

~ k!
Proof: Let (s,) be an arbitrary sequence that s, | 0. From Theorem 1.3, we can find a sequence
(upn) C X2P, with l|up|lp» < 1and HunHL{; = 1 such that

lim sup
s—0t

k‘o (e e] (kO“l‘l

Flsn) = 22 [ g 7T drg + 5Bt 30 / 7T
0

ko!
J>/€0+1

ko e’} (k0+1)P

14
S S rFoT )P
n np 1d)\ ko+1 / np O
Rol Jo el Aot Z Tkt ’
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Since (¢ 4 ko + 1)! > ¢! and in view of Lemma 4.3, we can write

ko oo For © = (kg+1)p
s D 2T
Flsn) < 2 / un [P A0  shot! / (e >|un| =
ko 0 k
S P
< _kZ'/ |un|7£1d)\9+sﬁ°+lc(a,a,9).
“Jo

It follows that

1— (%n p—1 1— (%a p—1 S/;Lo—(P—l) 00 kop
<7U)>f(sn)§< (;()‘;_)1 ko! [/0 [un| 7 TdAg + c(o, @, O)kols, | . (4.12)

Casel: ko>p—1

From (1.10) and (4.12), we obtain

We have
1_(8_7 p—1 1_(h p—1
(o o f(sn) < (l)p_l ol 14 c(o,a,0)s,]
o ag
ko
— —
Tl as n — oo
Hence, the proof is completed. [ |

5 Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we will analyze the attainability of 7'M C(o, t, #) when the condition kg = p — 1 holds.
Lemma 5.1. For any o € (0, f1o,9) we have

ko
TMC(0,0,0) > L. (5.1)
ko

In addition, if p > 2 the above inequality becomes strict.

Proof: We follow the argument of Ishiwata [21]. Let u € X&F (o, #) such that |ju/| = 1, and set

u(r) = tl/pu(t%ﬂr).
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We can easily show that
il = tIIU’Ilp

”ut” a _t P HUHL% Vaqz=p.
In particular, for each ¢ > 0 small enough, if §; = (¢t + (1 — t)Hqu’ig)—l/p we have
ISeuell” = &7 1117y + & llullyy = 1.

Noticing that & — 1/|u||, as t — 0%, then for v; = &u; we have
0

TMC(J,@,H)Z/ ©p <J|vt|ﬁ> dXg
0

ko e ko+1 00 (kg+1)
o g plkgT1l)
> v [PAA +7/ v P1 dA

kol Jo el d (ko + 1)1 Jo [vr] 0

5.2

P 7 —L_4p p21 1
= e ol 0%
: LpTI

— as t— 0.

(p—1V

This proves (5.1). Moreover, if p > 2 we observe that the function

2

+p 1

hpo.o(t) = & llullfy + —& = [[u H” Tt
Lp7

satisfies hy, 9 ,(0) = 1 and A/

.0 J( ) > 0 for ¢ > 0 small enough. Hence, the result follows from (5.2).

Lemma 5.2. (i) The function o — (p Dirve (0, ,0) is non-decreasing for 0 < o < pq p.

(i) Let0 < 01 < 02 < fi,9. Suppose that TMC(o1, o, 0) is attained. Then

(n— ) TMC(03,0,0) > 2 ;_11)!TMC’(0'1,@,9)

oy 91
and TMC (o9, o, 0) is also attained.
Proof: (i) Since

—1)! 2 gl
(pp_?'sop (U\t\ﬁ> = (-1 Y Tt

|
7 =1 7
it is clear that for all ¢ # 0

- . - .
(p p—l) ©p <0’1|t|P*1> < p p_l) ©p <02|t|P*1) , 0<o1 <02 < piag- (5.3)
o

1 09
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Thus, (i) is proved.
(i) Since TMC (o1, v, 0) is attained, we can pick u € X2 such that ||u| = 1 and

o
TMC(o1,a,6) = / ©p (01|u|ﬁ> dAg.
0
Thus, the Lemma 5.1 and (5.3) yield

- 1! -1 [ p_
(p p—l) TMC(J27 «, 0) > (p p—l) / Pp <02 |u|pfl> dAG
Oy 09 0

(p-1t = 2
> | e (ol )

_ |
_ _?'TMC(al,a,e) > 1.
oy

Then, we have %TMC’(@, a, @) > 1 and thus Theorem 1.4-(ii) asserts that T M C (02, a, ) is attained.
2
|

Proof of Theorem 1.5 completed

(i) It follows directly from Lemma 5.2 and the definition of o.

(i) From Lemma 5.2 the function o — (g ;,11) 'TMC (0, 0) is strictly increasing on (o, f1q,0). Next, we
will show that .
—
O
TMC(o4,a,0) = ———. 5.4
N

For our convention TMC(0, a,§) = 0, we may assume o, € (0, tq,9). From Lemma 5.1, if (5.4) is not
true we must have

-1
o

(-1
Thus, since o, < ji4, Theorem 1.4-(ii) implies that T M C(oy, cv, 0) is achieved for some u, € X;gp . Also,
we have

TMC(oy, a,b) >

lim Oogpp (0|u*|ﬁ) d/\g:/oogpp <0*|u*|ﬁ>d/\9:TMC(a*,a,9)>
0

T—0x% 0

Hence, if o € (0, 0,) is sufficiently close to o, we must have

—1
o? oP

> .
-1 (p-1!
Thus, for such a o € (0,0,), Theorem 1.4-(ii) implies that TM C(c, cv, 0) is achieved which contradicts

the definition of 0. This proves (5.4). Now, from (5.4) and Lemma 5.2-(ii), for each o € (0, fta,0), the
supremum 7'M C(o, c, 0) is attained and we also have

(p—1)! (p—1)!

—1 -1
oP o?

-1

TMC(o,,0) > / ©p (a!u*\ﬁ) dXg >
0

TMC(o,a,0) > TMC(04, a,0) =1. (5.5)
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In addition, Lemma 5.1, Theorem 1.4-(ii) and the definition of o, yield
oP—1

(p—1V

Now, it is clear that (5.5) and (5.6) give (1.14). Finally, let us denote

TMC(o,a,0) = for each o € [0,0,]. (5.6)

o1
7, — inf ieg) : TMC(o,0,0) > 2\
g, = in {O’G(O,u,g) C(o,a )>(p—1)!}

Then, Theorem 1.4-(ii) yields o, < 7. If 0. < 7, we can pick oy € (04, 7,) for which we must have

—1)! —1)!
(p 1)'TMC’(JO,a,9) > (p 1)'TMC’(0*,o¢,9) =1,

O_g—l O'f_l
that is,
P!
TMC(og,,0) >
(70 00) > 0 1)

which contradicts the definition of @,. Hence (1.15) holds. Finally, (iii) follows directly from
Lemma 5.1.
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