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QUANTIZATION PROPERTY OF N-LAPLACIAN MEAN FIELD
EQUATION AND SHARP MOSER-ONOFRI INEQUALITY

LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU, AND BOHAN WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with the following n-Laplacian mean field equation

—Aju=Ae* in €,
u=~0 on 0f),

where (2 is a smooth bounded domain of R™ (n > 2) and —A,u = —div(|Vu|"2Vu). We first
establish the quantization property of solutions to the above n-Laplacian mean field equation.
As an application, combining the Pohozaev identity and the capacity estimate, we obtain the

sharp constant C(n) of the Moser-Onofri inequality in the n-dimensional unit ball B" :=
B"(0,1),

. 1
inf
’U.GWOI’"(B") TLCn

/ |Vu|"dx — ln/ e“dx > C(n),

which extends the result of Caglioti-Lions-Marchioro-Pulvirentiin [4] to the case of n-dimensional

ball. Here C,, = (n”—_zl)"’lwn,l and w,_1 is the surface measure of B". For the Moser-Onofri

inequality in a general bounded domain of R", we apply the technique of n-harmonic trans-
plantation to give the optimal concentration level of the Moser-Onofri inequality and obtain
the criterion for the existence and non-existence of extremals for the Moser-Onofri inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main content of this paper focuses on the quantization property of the solution of the
n-Laplacian mean field equation and its application to the sharp constant of the Moser-Onofri
inequality, as well as the existence and non-existence of extremal functions of the Moser-Onofri
inequality. Mean field equations and Moser-Onofri inequalities have significant applications
in geometric analysis, harmonic analysis and nonlinear partial differential equations. Let us
briefly present the history of the main results in this direction.

Let Q be a smooth bounded domain of R” (n > 2) and denote by W,"(Q) the closure
of C2°(Q) under the Dirichlet norm ([, |Vu|"dz)w. The classical Trudinger-Moser inequality
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(see [21]) states that

(1.1) sup / e dy < 400,
u€Wy™(Q), [|Vulln<1/Q

1

n—1

where a,, = nw,~] refers to the sharp constant and w,_; denotes the n—1 dimensional measure
of unit sphere in R”. The Trudinger-Moser inequality in bounded domain of R™ has also been
extended to bounded domain of Heisenberg group and complex sphere (see [6]7]). An immediate
consequence of the Trudinger-Moser inequality is the following Moser-Onofri inequality (see
also [2,23])

1
(1.2) inf / |Vu|"dz — ln/ e'dr > —oo,
Q Q

uEW()l'"(Q) nC,,

where C,, = (-2)"~1w,,_;. The critical point of the above inequality ([.2) satisfies the following

n—1
n-Laplacian mean field equation

_ — _pe* i
(1.3) { Apu = " in Q,

where p = C),.

As n = 2, the aforementioned equation reduces to the classical mean field equation:

—Au=L—  inQ
1.4 Jo etdx ’
(14) { uzOQ on 02,

which arises in the study of Chern-Simons Higgs theory (see [12/[13]). For p < 8, the functional
related with equation (L4]) has the compactness and the existence of solutions directly follows
from the standard variational method. For p = 8, the existence of solutions is non-trivial due
to the loss of compactness of the related functional. In fact, many authors have found that the
existence of solutions depends on the geometry of ) in a subtle way. For example, when 2 is
a ball, a consequence of the Pohozaev identity implies the non-existence of solutions for the
mean field equation ([L4]); when Q is a long and thin domain, the authors of [4] proved that the
mean field equation admits a positive solution. For p > 8w, the existence of solutions of the
mean field equation (L4) is a challenging problem. The construction of Bahri-Coron [I] makes
it possible to obtain the existence of mean field solutions on domains with non-trivial topology.
In fact, Ding-Jost-Li-Wang [9] established the existence of solutions for p € (8, 167) if Q2 is a
smooth bounded domain € C R? whose complement contains a bounded region. Furthermore,
they also obtained the similar existence result for the following mean field equation on a closed
Riemann surface (M, g) with genus greater than one:
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eu

“A =
M

—1) in M.

Struwe-Tarantello [25] proved a similar result for p € (87, 472) on the flat torus. For a general
closed surface, Malchiodi [20] utilized the barycenter technique and proved the existence for
p # 8mN.

In the study of the existence of solutions for mean field equation (I.4]), an important tool is to
establish its quantization property. This dates back to Brezis and Merle’s work in [3]. Lately,
many authors, including Nagasaki-Suzuki [22], Li-Shafrir [16] and Ma-Wei [19], etc., have also
studied extensively the quantization property of mean field equation (L4]). Their results can
be stated as follows:

Theorem A: Let {u,,} be a sequence of solutions satisfying the mean field equation

—Au = —fQ’:;dxe“ in €,
uw=0 on 0f)

with pp < C.

(ag If ||u,, ||~ is bounded, then there exists some function u € W, () such that u, — u
in C*(Q).

(b) If ||wp, || o= is unbounded, then u,, must blow up at some finite points set S = {1, ..., 2} C
(). Furthermore, there holds

pr — 8mm and u, — 871'2 G(z,r;) in CE.(Q\9),

i=1

where G(z,y) satisfies the equation

—AG(7,y) =d:(y) inQ,
G(x,y) =0 on 0f.

However, to our knowledge, quantization analysis for solutions of n-Laplacian mean field
equation ([L3]) is still unknown. The nonlinearity of n-Laplacian operator and the lack of
Green’s representation formula for n-Laplacian equation bring significant challenges to the
study of the related problem of the n-Laplacian mean field equation. In this paper, we address
these difficulties and derive the following result:

1
Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < C7 < Cy < o0 be two positive constants and «,, = nw,'~; be the sharp
constant in the Moser-Trudinger inequality. Assume that uy satisfies the equation
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—Apu=Xe* in Q,
(15) Cl S fQ Aetdx S Cg,
u=20 on 0f).

Then we have the following:

(a) If X = 0, the solution uy must blow up at some finite points set S = {x1,...,xn} C Q as
A — 0. Furthermore, we have

/Q)\e“d:z — (n 71 1an)"_1m
and

(1.6) up(z) = up(z) in CL.(Q\S),

where ug(z) denotes the equation

Ao = 3 ()16, z€Q, 7 €S,
(1.7) to = 2 (FE50n)" 00 w €L @
Uy = 0, x € 0N

(b) If uy arises blow-up, then A — 0.

Remark 1.2. The usual proof for the analogy of (b) requires complicated blow-up analysis
technique and some quantitative calculations. QOur proof is based on comparison theorem for
n-Laplacian operator, avoiding some of the complicated quantitative estimates.

An immediate consequence of Theorem [I.1] leads to

Corollary 1.3. Let {u,,} be a sequence of solutions satisfying n-Laplacian mean field equation

u=>0 on 012,

with p, < C. Then we have the following:
(a) If ||u,, || L is bounded, then there exists u € Wy™ () such that u,, — u in C(S).

(b) If ||up, || Lo is unbounded, then u,, must blow up at some finite points set S = {x1, ..., T} C
Q. Furthermore, we have

Pk — (%an)"_lm and  u,, — up(z) in CL(Q\S),
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where ug(z) denotes the equation

m

—Apug = Y (E50,)" 0, v €Q, 7 €8S,
i=1

U():O, x € 0N.

Another interesting problem related to m-Laplacian mean field equation is to consider the
existence of extremals and the sharp constant for the Moser-Onofri inequality in a bounded
domain €2 of R™:

1
(1.9) inf / |Vu|"dz — ln/ e'dx > C(n).
ueWy ™ () nCpn Jo Q

When (2 is a unit ball B™ of R”, applying the Pohozaev identity, we can derive the nonex-
istence of extremals of Moser-Onofri inequality ([L9) (see Lemma 2.8 and Proposition B.3]).
Hence, it is plausible to obtain the sharp constant C(n) of the Moser-Onofri inequality by
computing the accurate lower bound of optimal concentration for the Moser-Onofri inequality.
Indeed, we obtain

Theorem 1.4. There holds that

n—1

1 1
inf ( / |Vu|"dz — ln/ e“d:c) = / e™Wn,(y)dy + Ing, —InC,,
wewln(sny \nCyp Jpn n nCy, Jgn n

where B, = n(-2)""" and ny = In (%)

n .
" (I fa|n=T

Remark 1.5. Caglioti-Lions-Marchioro-Pulvirenti in [ obtained the sharp constant of the
Moser-Onofri inequality in two dimensional disk. However, their method based on ODE does
not seem to be applicable to the n-Laplacian mean field equation. Furthermore, the calculation of
the optimal concentration level of the Moser-Onofri inequality requires the Green representation
formula in dimension two, which is not attainable for the n-Laplacian operator. We utilize the
capacity estimate to overcome this difficulty and achieve the desired result.

For a general bounded domain €2, applying Theorem [1.4] and the technique of n-harmonic
transplantation developed in [11], we obtain the optimal concentration level of the Moser-Onofri
inequality:.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that Q) is a smooth bounded domain in R™ and xq € €1, then
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(1.10)
1 Uk
Fl°(x0) £ inf{ lim <nC' / |Vug|"dx —1n/ge“kd:£> | lim e"*dr = 400, % — 0z }

k—+o00 k——+o00 Q

1
:uerlnan <nC / |Vu\"dx—ln/ne“d:c) —nln po (o),

where po(xo) is the n-harmonic radius at xo (see Definition[{.3) in Section 4.

Define

C(n,) = inf

1
i ( /\Vu|"—ln/e“dx>.
uew (@) \nCq Jo Q

Obviously,

C(n,) < inf (né’ / |Vu|" — ln/ e“d:c) —n sup In pg (o).
n J Bn n

ueWy ™ (B") 20€Q

Then we can derive the following criterion for the existence of extremals for the Moser-Onofri
inequality on a general bounded domain.

Theorem 1.7. If

1
C(n,Q) <  inf (nC’ / |Vu|™ — ln/ e“d:z) — n sup In pg (),

ueWw, " (B") zoEQ

then C(n, Q) can be achieved by some function u € Wy™ (). In other words, if C(n,Q) is not
achieved, then

C(n,) = inf (né / |Vu|" — ln/ e“dm) — n sup In pg(zo).

ueWw, " (B") zoEQ

Remark 1.8. Chang-Chen-Lin [J] have obtained the criterion for the ezistence of extremals of
the Moser-Onofri inequality in two dimensional bounded domain through the conformal map.



QUANTIZATION PROPERTY OF N-LAPLACIAN MEAN FIELD EQUATION 7

2. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section, we will establish the quantization property for positive solutions of the fol-
lowing n-Laplacian mean field equation ([L3]):

—A,u = \e¥ in Q C R",
0< Cl < fQ Aetdr < 02,
u=~0 on 0f).

Namely, we shall provide the proof of Theorem [[LTl The proof is divided into three steps. In
Step 1, we show that the solution uy of equation (L3]) must blow up at some finite points set
S=Azr1,....,xn} CQas A — 0. In Step 2, we further prove that

lim [ Aetdr = (—~

an)"tm
=0 Jq n—1

and

lim uy(7) — up(x) in CL,(Q\S),

A—0

where ug(x) satisfies the equation

m

— A ug = Z(ﬁan)"_léxi, x €,
i=1
Uy = O, x € 0f)

for x; € S. In Step 3, we explain that A — 0 is indeed equivalent to u, blowing up.

The proof of Step 1: We show that u, must blow up at some finite points set S =
{z1,...,xy} € Q when \ approaches to zero.

We first prove that u, is unbounded when X\ approaches to zero. We argue this by contradic-
tion. If not, there exists some constant C' such that ||u,|[z~@) < C. One can easily conclude
that

lim )\/ e dx < lim Aelwlr=@|Q = 0,
A—0 Q A—0
which contradicts with the assumption, A fQ e*dx > C; > 0 of Theorem [I.1]

Define the blow-up set

uy is the solutions of equation (L), there exists )
x) € Q such that uy(z)) — 0o as x\ — .

(2.1) S={zeQ:
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Then we will prove S = {z1,....,x,,} C Q by defining a new set “¥s” and analyzing the
relationship between S = {z1, ..., z,,} and “3s”.

Define iy := Ae" dz, then ;i\ () = [, Ae**dz < C. Hence, there exists a po € M(Q), the
set of all real bounded Borel measures on €2, such that p), — po in the sense of measure. We
also denote by

(2.2) Yso={r |z €Q, Ir=r(x), st. po(B"(x,7)) < (0, — 6)" '} for any 6 > 0.

We claim

Lemma 2.1. Ifzg € X5 , then uy € L>(B™(xq,r)) for some r > 0.
The proof of Lemma 2Tl needs the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. (see [10]) If u € Wy™(Q) is the weak solution of

(2.3) { —div d(z, Vu) = f(u) inQ,

u=>0 on 0f),

where the non-negative function f(u) € LY(Q) and d(x,p) is a Caratheodory function satisfying
the following two conditions:

(2.4) |@(z,p)| < cla(x) + |p|™™"), VpER", ae. x €,

(25) <5($aﬁ) - 6(1'?(7)’]) - Q> > d|p - Q|n> Vp,q € Rna a.c.xr € Q>
for some ¢,d > 0 and a(z) € L"1 (). Then for any § € (0, ,), there holds that

(2.6) /exp LW dx < C.
Q

A1 22 ey

Now we are in the position to prove that uy € L®(B"(zg,r)) for some r > 0 when xy € Xs.

The proof of Lemma 2.1: Set uy = u}, + u3, equation ([LH) can be written as

—Anul =0 in B"(xo, 5),
(2.7) { uy =wuy on dB"(xo, 5),
and
2.8) —div d(z, Vu3) = Xe"*  in B"(x, 5),
: u3 =0 on B"(xo, §)
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It is easy to check that

—div @(z, Vu3) = —div(|Vuy|["2Vuy — |[V(uy — u3)|" 2V (uy — u3)),

and we can also find that d@(z, Vu3) satisfies the two conditions (2.4]) and ([2.5), with a(z) =
|Vuy |1 € Ln=1(B™(x0, 5)).
By the definition of X, there exists € > 0 such that
€

Ho(B" (w0, 5)) < (an =)™

Then it follows from py, = Ae**dx — po that [ Bn(ag.5) AT < a"~ ! Applying this and
12
Lemma 2.2 into equation (28], we deduce that ex € LP'(B" (), 5)) for some p; > 1.

Since u, satisfies equation

—Ajuy = e in €,
uy =0 on 0f),
from the L'-boundedness of A\e** and Lemma 2.2 we obtain that e** € L4(f2) for some ¢ > 0.

Combining this and "X € LP(B"™(zy, £)) for some p > 1 give u} € L" 1 (B"(x, )). Since u}
satisfies the equation (2.7)), using Harnack inequality ( [26]) we derive

[uxll oo (B (.20 < Cllualln-1Bn (o)) < C.

Thus, Ae®™ = Aeae"d € LP2(B"(x¢, 5)) for some p, > 1. By quasilinear elliptic regularity
estimate (see [14]), we conclude that uy is uniformly bounded in B"(zo, §).

Next, we claim that |J X§ is a finite points set.
§>0

Lemma 2.3. Set m := card(|J X$). Then m is a finite value.
50

Proof. By the definition of Y5, formula (2.2]), we easily deduce that

U Y5 = {z|z € Q, pa(z) > a1t}

§>0
Thus,

an”tm < (@) + pa(@2) ot () < pa(Q) < oo,

that is, m < 4o0. O
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Now, we are prepared to prove that the blow-up set S is equal to |J X§, which implies that
5>0
uy must blow up at some finite points set S = {x1,...,x,,} € Q when A\ — 0. Before proving

this, we first state a boundary estimate lemma.

Lemma 2.4. There exists § > 0 and a constant C' = C(6,€2) such that

||u)\||L°°(Q§) < 0(5, Q)a

where Qs := {z € Q | dist(x,00) < 26}.

Proof. Using the moving-plane technique combining with Kelvin transform (see Proposition
2.1 of [18§]), one can show that for all z € 5, there exist a measurable set I, and a positive
constant v = () such that

(1) Le| =7,

(ii) I, C {x € Q: dist(x,00) > 0},

(iil) u(z) < u(§) for all € € I,.

We have already known that e*" € L9() for some ¢ > 0 by Lemma 22 This leads to
uy € LP(QQ) for any p > 1. Let ¢; be the first eigenfunction of n-Laplacian operator with

Dirichlet boundary condition, obviously ¢; is positive and bounded in C(2). Then for any
x € Qs, there holds

yd@)inten < [ oy < [ oy < uslllenle 1
z Q

Iy
This deduces that there exists a constant C' = C'(6, ) such that u(z) < C(,0) for any x € Qs
and the proof of Lemma 2.4 is completed. O

By the above boundary estimate lemma, we immediately deduce that the blow-up set S must

be included into €. Next, we analyze the relationship of the blow-up set S and J X§.
5>0

Lemma 2.5.

S=J%s

Proof. This lemma is equivalent to prove S C |J X§ and |J X§ C S.
§>0 5>0

We first prove S C (J X§. One can argue it by contradiction. If not, there exists x € S such
5>0
that x € X5, for some 6; > 0. It follows from Lemma 21 that uy € L*(B™(x,r)) for some

r > 0, which is a contradiction with the definition of S.



QUANTIZATION PROPERTY OF N-LAPLACIAN MEAN FIELD EQUATION 11

Conversely, for the proof of |J 3§ C .S, we also prove it by contradiction. If not, there exists
5>0
some z € |J X§ such that z € S, then uy € L*(B"(z,r)) for some r > 0. Then it follows that
5>0

u(B"(x,r)) = lim )\/ e*dr = 0.
B (z,r)

A—0
This arrives at a contradiction with assumption x € (J ¥§. Then we accomplish the proof of

6>0
Lemma 2.5 O

The proof of Step 2: We show that as A — 0, uy(z) — ug(z) in CL_(Q\S), where ug(z)
satisfies equation (7).

From Lemma 23, S = (J X§, we get that po(x;) > o ! for x; € S, i = 1,2,...,m. For
550
x € Q\5, from Lemma 2T we know that u, is L>-bounded in B"(z, ), this gives

lim px(B"(z, 7)) = lim Ae'rdx = 0.
A—=0

A—0 B”(:cn“)

Then it implies that
Hx — Ho = Zﬂo(f’fi)@cr
i=1

Next, we claim that

Lemma 2.6. uy(x) — ug(x) in C}

loc

(Q\S) as A — 0, where ug(x) satisfies the equation

_An - 3 7 5x-> € Q> i € Sa
(2.9) Uo Z.:Zluo(!’? )0z T Z
up(z) =0, =€ .

Proof. Since uy € W, (Q) satisfies the equation

(2.10) —Auy =A™ € L),

testing equation (2I0) with u} := min{uy, ¢}, we obtain that

/ |Vul |"dx = / e ubdr < C(gq, n)t.
Q Q



12 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU, AND BOHAN WANG

Assume |Q2] = |B™(0,r)|, where B"(0,7) = {z € R" : ||z|| < r}. Let u} be the classical
rearrangement of uf and |B"(x,p)| = [{x € B"(x,r) : u} > t}|. According to properties of
classical rearrangement, we have that

(2.11) inf / Vo|'de < / Vi ["de < C(g, n)t.
B™(0,r)

GEW, " (B™(0,1)), ¢|pn(0,=t B (0,r)
It is not difficult to check that (see [14]) the infimum on the left-hand side of (ZI1) is attained
by

| thn /s in B0, 7)\B"(0, p),
Pile) = t in B™(0, p).

Calculating ||V |7, by @II), we get p < re-C¢@mt, Thus,

{ € Q:uy > t}] = | B0, p)| < ZtymeClam),
n
Using Taylor’s expansion formula, for any 0 < v < nC(q,n),

/ e""dr < e'|Q| + Ze”(mH)Hz eQ:m<uy<m+1} <C(g,n),
Q i=1

which implies that wy is uniformly bounded in L™().

Testing equation (2.10) with In 111253 and applying Young’s inequality, for any 1 < ¢ < n we
deduce that

Udx = [Val” x u uy)) " ds
/Q\vwd _/Q( i +/Q((1+ O+ 2u3))7ed

14+ uy)(1 4 2uy

< C(¢g,n)In2+ C(q,n) / " dxr < C(q,n).
Q

Namely, one can derive that uy is uniformly bounded in VVO1 9(Q) for any 1 < ¢ < n. Then,
there exists uy € Wy(Q) such that uy — ug in Wy %(Q), where uq satisfies
_Anuo = Z ,UO(:EZ)(S:L‘N YIS Q> T € 57
i=1
U(](.ZL’) = 0, x € 0N

(2.12)

Due to the definition of S, we know that Ae"* is uniformly bounded in Ly (\S). Applying
the regularity estimate for quasilinear differential operator (see [14]), we deduce that u, — ug

in CL_(Q\S). 0
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Furthermore, we will present an accurate expression of pg(x;) in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. For any i =1,..,m, po(z;) = (F250,,)" .

To show Lemma 2.7 we state the Pohozaev identity for equation (L.H).

Lemma 2.8. Foranyi=1,....m,

— |2
n? / Fluyde = / O i i V" (¢ — 21, 1)dS
(2.13) B (1) 2 JoBn(wir) on OB™ (z1,7)

+ n/ |Vu|"2(Vu, v)(z — z;, Vu)dS,
8B”(SCZ‘, )

where F(u) = [} Ae*ds.

Proof. We multiply the equation (LH) by (x — ;) - Vu and integrate over B™(z;, ),

/B(x : —Apu ((r — ;) - Vu)dw = / Ae'((z — z;) - Vu)dz.

B (xz;,r)
We rewrite this expression as

Al == AQ.
Via the divergence theorem and direct computation, the term on the left is

A = / —Ayu((x — z;) - Vu)dx
B"(.’Ei, )

= 1/ |Vu|"(x — x;,v)dS — / \Vu|""%(Vu,v)(x — z;, Vu)dS,
OB™ (w;,7)

n OB (x;,r)

the right-hand side is

1 2
Ay = / Ae'((x — x;) - Vu)dx = —/ F(u)i‘)dS — n/ F(u)dx.
Bn(zy,r) 2 OB (z;,r) on B (xy,r)

Hence, one can obtain equation (2.13).

Then, we turn to prove Lemma 2.7
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Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 2.8 that

— ]2
n? / Fluy)de = 2 / P20z =2i) 4 Vsl (z — a1, 1)dS
B (x4,¢) 2 Jopn(zie) In

OB (z4,¢)

+ n/ (Vur""2(Vuy, v)(x — x;, Vuy)dS,
Bn(l‘i76)

where Fuy) = [} Ae*ds.

Since uy, strongly converges to ug in C (Q\S) and ug satisfies equation

—Npug = Y (L50,)" 0, T EQ,
i=1
Ug = O, RS 89,

_1

then we deduce that uy — pg ' (2;)G(z, x;) + R(z,z;) in CL_(B"(z;,7)\{z:}) as A — 0, where

G(z,x;) is the Green function of n-Laplacian operator with the singularity at x;, R(z,x;) is
continuous at z; and satisfies lim |V (R(x,x;) — R(x;, x;))||lx — z;| = 0 (see [14,[15]). Careful
T—T;

calculation gives that

lim lim
£50 A0

F(uy) 2228 g5 — o,

faB"(mi,s)

n

Jimy fimy Jomn oo VAl (7 = 20, v)dS = wna (50) 16 (),

n

lim lim faB"(mi,s) |Vuy|""2(Vuy, v) (2 — 25, Vuy)dS = wn_l(a—Z)",ugTl (x;).

e—=+0A—0

This together with Pohozaev identity (28] yields that

lim lim n2/ F(uy)dr = (n — 1)w,_1 (i) u(’}_z(xi).
B"(mi,e) Q

e—=0A—0

On the other hand,

lim lim n? / F(uy)dr = lim lim n? / e dx = n?po(x;).
B (z,€) B (xi,e)

e—=+0 =0 e—=0A—0

Combining the above estimate, we conclude that

- n
n—1 ) —
IU’ (IZ) n — 1

-
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The proof of Step 3: Recalling from Step 1, we have proven that u, must blow up as
A — 0. Hence, to accomplish the proof of Step 3, we only need to prove that if u, blows
up, then A must approach to zero. Since A fQ e“*dz is bounded, we only need to prove that

/l\irr(l] fQ e"*dx = +o0. By boundary estimate Lemma [2.4] we know that u) does not blow up at
%

boundary. If u, blows up at some point x;, we claim that

po(z1) > ap~t

Indeed, suppose not, there exists § > 0 such that po(z1) < (a, — )" *. According to Lemma
2], ux(z1) is bounded which is a contradiction. Using comparison principle for n-Laplacian
operator, we get

uy > nln .
| — 1]
Naturally, we have
: u : 1
lim e dz > lim 7ndzr = +00.
A=0 ) Bn(zy,8) A=0 J gn(a 5) |2 — 21

The proof of Theorem [L.1] is completed.

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[.4]

In this section, we will show the non-existence of extremal functions for the Moser-Onofri
inequality in the ball of R™ and obtain the accurate value of infimum of the Moser-Onofri
inequality in the ball, namely, we shall give the proof of Theorem [L.4l

We first show that the Moser-Onofri inequality in the ball of R” does not have an extremal,
ie.,

Lemma 3.1.

1
inf ( / |Vu|"dz — ln/ e“dm)
uGWOLn(B") nC’n Bn n

cannot be achieved in Wy (B™).

Proof. We argue this by contradiction. Indeed, if the infimum

1
inf ( / |Vu|"dz — ln/ e“dm)
uGWOLn(B") nC’n Bn n

were achieved, then the extremal function u would satisfy the equation
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an etdx

—Ayu=C,—=— in B",
(3.1)
u=20 on 0B".

Applying the Pohozaev identity to equation ([B.I]), we get

. oBn ’ T n—1 an evdr Jpn ’
Since \%| = |Vu| on 0B™ and using Holder’s inequality, one can calculate that
Co= [ wuptas <iopr ([ (Srends) T <108t 00
. B opn O n—1

Thus, by the value of C),, the above inequality can deduce that

2

Ch < (

n— 1)n_1wn—1 = CTH

which is a contradiction. This proves that the Moser-Onofri inequality in B™ actually does not
admit any extremal. 0

Next, we start to calculate the accurate value of infimum of Moser-Onofri inequality

1
inf / |Vu|"dz — ln/ e'dx.
uGW()l'"(B") nCn n n

The proof can be divided into two parts. In Part 1, we will adopt the method of subcritical
approximation and capacity estimate to obtain the lower-bound of the infimum of the Moser-
Onofri inequality on the ball. In Part 2, we will construct a suitable test function sequence
to show that the lower-bound obtained in Part 1 is actually the infimum of the Moser-Onofri
inequality on the ball B".

Part 1: We start the proof of the lower-bound of the infimum of the Moser-Onofri inequality
on the ball. For this purpose, we first show that the subcritical Moser-Onofri inequality

n

1
(3.3) inf  — [ (|Vu|")dz — ln/ e'dr > —oo  wherep < C,
ueWy " (Bm) NP Jpn

admits an extremal.
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Lemma 3.2. Denote

1
Jy(u) /B |Vu\”dx—ln/ e'dx.

~np

Then for p < Cy,  inf  J,(u) can be achieved by some function u, € Wy (B™).
ueWy' " (B™)

Proof. Let {u;} € Wy""(B") be a minimizing sequence for J,(u), i.e.,

1
lim —/ |Vu;|"dx — ln/ e“dr = J,(u).
Bn n

j—=oonp
On the other hand, through the Moser-Onofri inequality (L2)), we derive that

1
lim / |Vu;|"dx — ln/ eidr > —C.
j—=+o0 nCy, Jq Q
Combining the above estimates, we obtain that u; is bounded in VVO1 " (B™), which implies that
eidr — evrdr in LP(B") for any p > 1, where u, is the weak limit of u; in W,"(B"). Then

the proof for existence of extremals of ~ inf J,(u) for p < C,, is accomplished. O
ueWy " (B™)

Obviously, u, satisfies

(3.4) { ~Auy = pptg i B

u, =0 on 0B".

By maximum principle and moving-plane method, we know that u, is a radical decreasing
function. Since u, is the extremal function of the subcritical Moser-Onofri inequality (3.3)),

1 1
— |Vu,|"dx — ln/ e'rdr < — |Vu|"dx — ln/ etdr, Yu e Wy"(B").
np B” n np Bn n

Letting p — C,, then taking the infimum of both sides of the above inequality, it deduces that

1 1
lim —/ |Vu,|"dx — ln/ e'?dr <  inf |Vu|"dx — ln/ e'd.
n n Bn

p—Cn NP uEW()l’"(B") nCn Bn

Using the definition of infimum, it is obvious that

1 1
lim —/ |Vu,|"dx — ln/ e'’dr > inf |Vu|"dz — ln/ e'dx.
Bn n Bn

p—Cn NP ueWy ™ (B") nC, Bn
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Then we obtain

1 1
lim —/ |Vu,|"dx — ln/ e'dr = inf |Vu|"dz — ln/ e'dx.
p—Ch np Bn n ueW()l’"(Bn) nCn Bn n

Hence, to obtain the infimum of critical Moser-Onofri inequality, we only need to calculate
the limit

1
lim —/ \Vup|"d:c—ln/ e'rdx.
p—Ch np Bn n

Assume ¢, := max uy(x). We claim that ¢, is unbounded and argue this by contradiction.

In fact, if ¢, is bounded, then it follows from the regularity estimate for n-Laplacian operator
that there exists some u € W,"(B") such that u, — u in C*(B") and u satisfies n-Laplacian
mean field equation

(3.5) —Bnty = Cop g In B,
u, =0 on 0B",

which is a contradiction with Lemma[3.Jl Thus, ¢, is unbounded. Furthermore, using Corollary
L3, one can deduce that u,(z) — ug(z) in CL.(B™\{0}), where ug(x) satisfies the equation

m

—AnUO = Z(%O&n)n_léo, T e Bn’

i=1

U():O, x € 0B".

This characterizes the asymptotic behavior of u, away from the blow-up point 0. Now we start
to study the asymptotic behavior of u, around the origin. Set

Np(x) = u,(e,x) — ¢, + B, x € B"(0,¢,")

and

p n _cp,—In g
36 - P n — 1
( ) an eupdxgpe

Careful computation gives the following equation

—Apn, =€" in B"(O,sp_l).
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< +oo. This implies

“Pd:c

T > < +oo is uniformly bounded in L>(B™). Applying quasilinear elliptic estimate into

Obviously, e, — 0as p = C,. Indeed, if ¢, - 0, then ey

equation (3.4), we derive that w, is uniformly bounded in L>(B"), which is a contradiction.

Since 1, < 0 and e’ € L*°(B"), according to Harnack inequality [26], we know that 7, is
uniformly bounded near origin. Using quasilinear elliptic estimate again, one can derive that
there exists 79 € C*(R") such that 1, — 79 in C5%(R™). Then, it follows that

/ edy = Rlim eldr = Rlim liIél e dx
n —+00 n —+o00 p—Chn n
(37) Bn(0,R) Bn(0,R)

< lim lim edr = C,,.

R—4o0 p—)Cn Bn(07€;1)

By the classification of solution for Liouville equation and 1(0) = In 3,,, we have

B

=1 ~ . n\n-
O )

In summary, we have obtained the asymptotic behavior of u, near and away from origin. Next,
we aim to establish the asymptotic behavior of 1), at infinity. Denote ¢ := —¢;q In|z|+1n 3, and

(3.8) { vlapro,r) = —c1In R+ 1n 3,

Plopn(o,.;1) = c1lne, +1In By,

where ¢; is a undetermined positive constant. If ¢; satisfies the following conditions

n < n
(3.9) { Plosn(,r) < Mplonn(0,r)s
90|aBn(o,e;1) < nﬁ|6B”(0,e;1)'
Since np|63n(0£;1) = —¢, +Inf, and pl_i%ln Nplosro,r) = Molosro,r) = 111# by direct

. 2
computation we can choose ¢; = -*= + o such that
¢iInR—nln(l+ R77) > 0.

Then using the comparison principle, there holds that

2
n . n — n
— +o)n|z|+1Inp, in B (O,epl)\B (0, R).

Np = _(n
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Furthermore, we will show the accurate asymptotic behavior of 7, at infinity. For simplicity,
we only provide an outline of the proof. Let us first recall the Kelvin transform 7,(x) = np(ﬁ)
of 1, satisfies

Ay, = e in R™\B"(0,¢,),

‘w‘Qn

(3.10)
Jam\5n 0.2, 1o

Obviously, 7, € C+*(R™\B"(0,¢,)).

Step 1. Decomposing 7, = n; + He, we fix small r > 0, and for 0 < e <r, H, satisfies

{ —A,H. =0 in B"(0,7)\B"(0,¢),
(3.11)

H.=1, ond(B"0,r)\B"(0,)).

Local Holder estimates about equation (3.I1) can be found in [8)24], we can get H, € CY*(B"(0,7)\B™(0,¢€))
Then 7§ = 7j, — H. € C"*(B"(0,7)\B"(0, ¢)) satisfies that

{ ~Auf,— ) =0 in BY(0,r)\B"(0,¢),
(3.12)

n, =0 on d(B"(0,7)\B"(0,¢)).

Step 2. By Lemma and Sobolev embedding Theorem, we find that
[ Hellrn 0 Br0.0) < C.

Applying Ascoli-Arzela’s Theorem and the description in [8,24], as ¢ — 0, there holds that

H.— Hy in C} (B"(0,7)\{0}), where Hj satisfies that

—AnH() = 50 in B"(O,r),
(3.13)

Hy =75 on dB"(0,r),

and Ho(z) + (—2=)71 In|z| € L=(B"(0,r)).

Wn—1

Step 3. By comparison principle, as € — 0, we have that n§ — 70 := 1,—Ho in Cy,,.(B™(0,7)\{0}),
where e € LP(B™(0,r)) for all p > 1. Using Lemma and Sobolev embedding Theorem
again, as € — 0,

||772||L°°(B"(0,r)\{0}) <C.
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Combining Step 1-3, one can easily derive that

)7 In |z| € LZ(B™(0,¢,Y)).

loc

(3.14) o)+ (=

Now, we are in position to use capacity estimate to calculate the value of li%l J,(u,), and
p—Cn

1
lim J,(u,) = lim —/ |Vup|"dat—ln/ e'rdz.
Bn n

p—Ch p—Cn NP

Proposition 3.3.
n

1 —1
: no(y)
(3.15) ph%ln Jp(up) > e |- e no(y)dy + - Ing, —InC,.

Proof. In fact, by equation (B8.4) for v, and equality (B3.6)), we infer to

(3.16)
e*ru
/ |Vu,|"dx = piupd dr = (¢, — lnﬁn)/ ) enp(y)dy—l—/ ) e””(y)np(y)dy
Bn Bn ane ray Bn(0,e, ) Bn(0,e, )

and

/ erdr = pe’;‘ﬁecﬁ_lnﬁ”.

Hence, we calculate directly that

1
lim J,(u,) = lim (—/ |Vu,|"dx — ln/ e'rdx)
Bn n

p— Cn p— Cn pn

-1 2 Rni
- lim (c, + " g, +nln(———) + / " n,dy)
no p=Cn n—1 L+ Re=t" S \Bm(0.R)

n—1

1
lim W, (y)dy + lim e ipdy
nCn p_)C'n Bn(07€;1) P n p_>cn Bn(07g;1)\B”(O7R) g

Rnot
) +
1+ Rw-T

_|_

n

+(n—1)In( ;1lnﬁn—lnC’n.

We will first claim that, for any sufficiently large R, there holds that

lim (c, + Ine, +nln (#) +

2 R n
p—Ch, n—1 1+ R»1 /B"(O,epl)\B"(O,R)

e"1pdy) < 0.
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Then

n—1

1
lim J,(u,) > —— lim e Wy (y)dy + lim ern,dy
p=Co PTG p5Ca S pn o) ’ no oG g N\ OR)

= 1
+(n—1)In( i ln )+nn Ing, —InC,.

One can prove this claim by contradiction. If not, there exists some Ry > 0 such that

n

2 Rﬁ
lim (c, + n Ine, +nln (Oil) +/ e'en,dy) > 0.
p—Ch n—1 14+ Ry B (0,6, ))\B"(0,R0)

Consider the following inequality

(3.17) / YV, |"de > in /
B (0,6)\B"(0,¢,Ro) ulapn(o,5)=UploBn (0,6) B (0,6)\B"(0,¢,Ro)

ulaBn(0,e,Ry) =UploB(0,¢p Rp)

|Vul"dzx.

Then the left-hand side of inequality (3.17) can be written as

/ Valrde=([ = o] gy
B™(0,6)\B"(0,e,R0) n n\B™(0,0) n(0,epR0)
=:1—1II — III.

For I, using equality (8I6]), one can easily check that

lim I = (c, —Ing,) / W) dy + / "W, (y)dy
B (0,7) Br (05"

p—Ch

=Cp(c, —Inp,) + pl_i;%l - "Wy (y)dy.
n n(0,e,

For II, recalling Corollary in the case of m = 1, we have shown that as p — C,,, u, — uo(z)
in C} _(B™\{0}), where ug(z) satisfies the equation

m

—Apug = Y (L5a,)" 10, z € B,
i=1

up =0, =€ dB".

By the relationship between the Green function of n-Laplacian operator with the singularity at
0 and the Dirac function dy, one can immediately deduce that
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lim IT = lim IV, (2)"dr = (—— o) / VG (z,0)["dz
p—Chn p—Ch Bn\Bn(0,5) n—1 Bn\Bn(0,6)
n2
=-C, In 6.
n—1
Using the definition of 7),, we easily get that
lim 71 = / V() ["da = lim Vi, ()" da
p—Ch, B (0,¢,Ro) p=Cn [ Bn(0,Ry)
= lim Wy (y)dy — C, In Ln
P=Cn J B (0,Ro) (1+ Ry 1)n
As for the right-hand side, supposing
u=aln|x|+ 0.
By the following equation
ulaBr(0,5) = UplaBn(0,6),
u‘aB”(O,EﬂRo) = up|BB"(0,apRo),
and the definition of u, can yield that
alnd+b= up|aBn(0’5)’
alne,Ry+b= up‘aBn(OﬁpRo).
Hence, one can compute directly
" 10§ —c,—In L
T n—1 N
(I+Rg )"
3.18 - ‘
(3.18) ¢ o —Ine,Ry
Thus,
uf IVl o | L
in w||Fnign n = |a ——dx
ulopn (0,5)=uplonm (0,6) ERBRONE 00 F0)) B (0,6)\B (0,6, Ro) [T — p|"

ulgBn(0,epRy) =UploBn(0,cp Ro)

= |a|"wp—1(Ind — Ine,Ry).

Then as p — C,,, combining with (8I7), (BI8) and the results of I, II, III, one can obtain the
following inequality
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(3.19)
2 n
Che, + 0, " ms— nCp,In(l1+ R;™") + lim Wy (y)dy
n — 1 p—Chn Bn(()@;l)\B"(O,R())
2
— 2 Inj—c, — In —L—|"
> W, lim e ’ <1+R5H>n|
=S, (Ind —Ine,Ry)"t
Obviously, pl—i>%1n Jin (0,651 0\ B (0,Ro) e W, (y)dy < 0. Hence, we conclude that
n? B n?
cp + — Ino—nln(l+Rj™") < p— 1(1n5 —Ine,Ry).
Consequently, we can write inequality ([B.19) as
2 Rn’zl
lim [c, + L Ine, +nln (—2—) +/ "W, (y)dy] <0,
=G T m—1 14+ Ry Br0e )\Br(0,Ro)
which contradicts with previous assumption,
n2 T
¢, + Ine, +nln (—2—) + / "Wy (y)dy > 0.
n—1 14+ Ry B0 )\B(0,R)

Thus, we accomplish the proof of the claim.
By estimate (3.14), |1,| < (Z2=)""In|z| in B*(0,£,")\B"(0, R). Hence, it is easy to check

Wn—1
that
lim e’ n,dy = 0.
p=Cn ) Bn(0,c, )\ B (0,R)
To sum up,
lim  lim Jo, (u,) > D o(y)dy + "L 10 g, — InC,.
Rotoop=Cn " 7 nCy Jan n

O

Part 2: In this part, one can modify the standard solution to deduce an upper bound for
Jec,- Since the previous description about 79, we easily obtain that 7z (z) := 1o(7) — nlnL
satisfies the equation

(3.20) ~A,fip, = €™ in B".
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We construct a test function sequence ®y, := 7, — 71 |gpn. It is easy to check that & satisfies

(3.21) {'_A"QLzzem’ n B

®;, =0 on 0B™.

Simple computations give that,

: . 1 n
L1—1>I-iI-100 JCn((IDL) - Ll—1>r—£loo nC’n /n ‘vq)L| o=l L” 6¢de

— 1 (5. 5 n _ dy,
Ll_l&loo nc. /ne (ML — 7p|opn ) dx ln/ne dx
1
=: Iy — I1p) — In L.
nC’n( 11 12) nfs
For Iy1, by the expression of 7, we derive that
I, = lim e fpdr = lim F ——In Fn ———dx
= S, 180 Jon T(T+ ) DAL+ (2
= lim C,ln— — —————— In(1 + |y|»1)"dy.
L—+oo L» g (14 |y|=1)» ( ly )"dy
For I,5, using the expression of 7, again, we have
I = lim / ez |os dr = lim C,ln B —
L—+o00 nCn n 1 L—+400 Ln(l + |L|—m)n
Likewise, for I, we directly calculate
L1+ |L|"w=1)"
L= tim [ e™dz— tim €O HIECTD
L—+o00 Bn L—+o00 Bn
Combining the estimate I11, I15 and I, we conclude that
1 g L In(1 + [y g
lm Jo (@) = Tim —— (2 [ GO o b
L—+0c0 L—+o00 nC,, L» R™ (1 + |y n—1 )n Ln(l + |L|_ﬁ)n
L*(1+|L| " »1)"
e, A E)
Bn
. s L1+ |L| =)
= - 1) — 70 (y) — _
Ll_l)r_il_loo - In(1+ |L|"»-71) e | ™ Yno(y)dy —InC,, — In 5
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n—1

1
= —/ e”O(y)no(y)dy + Ing, —InC,,.
nC’n Rn

n

4. THE PROOFS OF THEOREM AND [I.7]

In this section, we shall establish the accurate lower bound of optimal concentration for
the Moser-Onofri inequality on a general domain and give the criterion for the existence of
extremals of the Moser-Onofri inequality. Since our methods are based on the n-harmonic
transplantation, for reader’s convenience, we also need to introduce some basic concepts and
properties for n-capacity, Robin function and n-harmonic radius.

Definition 4.1. (Chapter 2 in [11)]). The n-capacity of a set A C Q with respect to € is defined
as

(4.1) ncapg(A) = inf{/ IVau|™ - u e Wy (Q),u>1on A}.
Q

1

We call nmodg(A) := ncapy " (A) the n-modulus of A with respect to 2. A function which
realizes the infimum (4.1]) is called a n-capacity potential. The n-capacity potential satisfies
equation

—div(|Vu["?Vu) =0 in Q\A,
u=0 in 09,
w=1 in A.

Integration by parts leads to the boundary integral representation

(4.2) ncapg(A) = /aA V|t

Definition 4.2. The Green function of n-Laplacian operator with the singularity at xo on the
bounded domain is defined as the singular solution of Dirichlet problem

_AnGxo(y) = 5mo(y)7 RS Qv
4.3

The Green function of n-Laplacian operator can be decomposed into singular part and a regular
part:
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Gao(y) = K(ly = wol) = Hap0(y), K(ly = wol) = —aﬁ log(ly — wol).

n

The regular part of the Green function of n-Laplacian operator on the bounded domain ) eval-
uated at singularity xg:

(7o) = Hayo (7o)

is called the n-Robin function of Q) at xo. The n-harmonic radius po(xo) at xo is defined by the
relation

L 1og(pa)) = Hayalwo).

n

Definition 4.3. Define by G the Green function of n-Laplacian operator on B"(0,r) with the
singularity at 0. For every positive radial function U = ® o Go(y) : B*(0,7) = R and xy € Q,
we associate u : PoGy, (y) : Q@ — RT. This transformation is called n-harmonic transplantation
from (B™(0,7),0) to (92, o).

Proposition 4.4. The n-harmonic transplantation has the following properties:

(1) It preserves the n-Dirichlet-enerqgy,

/|Vu|"d:)3:/ IVU|"dx.
Q B"(0,r)

(2) If r = pa(xo), then
F(u)dz > F(U)dx = p¢(xo F(U)dzx.
/Q () _/B”(O,T’) ( ) p( )/n ( )

(3) If F(Ug) — codo in the sense of measure, then F(uy) — ¢y, in the sense of measure.

Proposition 4.5. (Theorem 9.5 of Chapter 9 in [11]) If the sets (A.) concentrate at a point
xo € QN Q in the sense A. C B™(xo,r:) with r. — 0, then

nmodg(A.) = nmodg(A.) + 75(z0) — Ta(wo) + o(1)

as e — 0.
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Now, we are in the position to give the accurate lower bound of optimal concentration for
Moser-Onofri inequality on a general domain, namely, we shall provide the proof of Theorem
.6l We first claim a basic fact that can be inferred from the proof of Theorem [I[.4

1
Fle(0) = inf ( / Vul"dx — ln/ e“dm).

Indeed, since

1
inf ( / |Vu|"dz — In / e“d:z)
uEWOl'"(B”) nCy, Bn n

can not be achieved, if we define wy, as the extremal function of

1
inf _— Vu|"dx — In / edx
u€W, ™ (B") <H(Cn - €k) /n | | n )

with the ¢, — 0, then from the proof of Theorem [[L4] we see that

eVrdx

— )
0
[ €Wk d

/ e“rdr — +o0,

and
(4.4)

1 1
. v n _ U — : \/ n _ Wi
uewlolr’l’f(gn) <n0n /n | u| du ln/n c dZE) kl—l>r-i{loo <nC’n /Bn | wk| dv ln/n c dZE)

1
> m0(y) dy +
> /ne mo(y)dy

n—1

Ing, —InC,.

n

Recall the Part 2 of the proof of Theorem [I.4] we construct the suitable test function sequences
®; satisfying

e®rdyx

N 5
S €®rda 0

/ e®rdr — +o0,

such that

1 1 —1
lim (nC / |V<I>L|"dzz—ln/ e%dx) = / e"O(y)no(y)dy+n Ing, —InC,.

k—+o0 nCn n

Combining the above estimate, we derive that

1
inf ( / Vu|"dx — ln/ e“dx) = F(0).
uEW()l’"(B") TLCn 7l| | n B ( )
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A simple change of variable: x — Rz will directly yield FJZBO’f(Q R) (0) = R"FX<(0).

Now we start the proof of Theorem [CB. Assume that u;, € W, (Q) satisfies

) e“rdx
lim e dr = 400,

Tongy oo
k=400 Jq er kdx

Through Proposition [£4], we see that

n u n eVrdx
/Q‘VUM dx:/Q‘VUdeZZ}" /Qe kdepQ(xO)/nedexv W 450.

Then we deduce that
(4.5)
lnf{k‘gl-ll-loo (

Sinf{klim < !

—4o00 \nC),

1
= inf "1 Ydx ) —nl .
ety (5 Jp 17007 =0 [ €)= )

1 n u . u et dx
|Vug|"de —1n [ e kda;) | lim e dr = +00, —————— — 0z}
nC’n Q Q k—+oco J fQ evrdr

eVrdx

/ |VU|"dz — ln/ edea;> —nlnpqo(zg) | lim eVrdx = +o0,
B Q

Thus, in order to obtain our desired result, we just need to prove

1
kl—1>I.|1:loo <nC’n /Q Vi de ln/Qe dx)

1
> inf ( / Vu|™ — ln/ e“dx) —nlnpa(z).
wewinsn) \nC, |Vl ) pa(zo)

Since lim fQ e“rdxr = 400, one can easily check that

k—+o0
L /|Vuk|"d:c—ln/e“kdx)
ncn Q Q
(4.7) = lim ( ! /\Vud"d:c—ln(/ e“kd:c—l—/ e“’“dm))
k—+oo \nC, Jo {luk<1} {luk|>1}

1
k—E‘Poo (nCn /Q Ver"de n/{mzu ‘ $>

Combining with

(4.6)

lim (
k—+o0

k—+oo Jpgn an eUkdzr
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e“rdx

N\ 6
Jq et dx o

we find that there exists 7, — 0 such that A, £ {u; > 1} is included in B,,(z9). Then we
can replace uy below level 1 with the n-capacity potential of A; without changing the limit of
the functional. The resulting function is denoted by v;. We apply the change of the domain
formula (Proposition EL5) with Q = B"(zg, pg(z0)) such that nmodg(A) = nmodg(Ax) +o(1).
By the logarithmic structure of the fundamental singularity, a change of order o(1) in the radius
of € leads to a change of the same order in the n-modulus. Thus, we can achieve that

nIHOdBn(xme(xO)_,_o(l)) (Ak) Z andQ (Aa)

by increasing the radius of { by o(1). Hence, we deduce that

kgrfw (nCn/Q|Vuk| d:v—ln/ﬂe d:)s)
1
= 1 n — Uk

1
: v n _ Vk
kl—lgll—loo (nCn /Q [Vor["de = In /@ ‘ dx)

. loc
2 kEIfw FB"(O,PQ (x0)+or (1)) (ZL’Q)

1
= inf ( / Vu|"dx — In / e“d:z) —nlnpo(zg),
uewol’"(B”l) nCn n | | n pQ( 0)

then we accomplish the proof of Theorem [L.6

vV

Now, we give the proof of Theorem [L.7l Let u; denote the extremal of subcritical Moser-
Onofri inequality on a general domain €2

1
inf _ Vul" — ln/ e'dx
u€W, ™ () (n(cn — €1) /Q | | Q )

with ¢, — 0. Then it is not difficult to check that

: 1 n g _
lim (non/QW“” —1n/Qe dx) = C(n, Q).

If uy, is unbounded in L*((2), arguing as what we did in Theorem [[.4] we can derive that

elk
lim e*dr = 400,

xo*
k—+o00 Jq J et dx
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According to the definition of F¥¢(zp), we immediately conclude that

: 1 n u oc
Jim (n—@/Q\WM —m/Qe kd:c) > FIo(z0).

In view of Theorem [[6] this gives

1
lim (—/ \vuk|"—1n/e“kdx)
k——+o00 nCn Q Q
1
> inf (—/ |Vu|"—ln/ e“dx) — n sup In pg(xp),
uGW()l'"(B") nCn Bn n 2o €N

which contradicts with the assumption

C(n,N) <  inf ( ! / |Vu|" — ln/ e“dm) — n sup In pg (o).
(B™) Bn ™

uGWOl’n nCn zo€ES)

Hence wuy is bounded in L*(2), it follows from the regular estimate for quasilinear operator
that there exists u € W,"(Q) such that u, — u in C'(Q) and

. 1 n ug — L n_ v
C(n’Q>_kl—l>I-|1:loo (n—Cn/Q|Vuk\ ln/Qe dx) = nCn/Q|Vu\ ln/Qe dx.

Then the proof of Theorem [I.7] is accomplished.
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