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ON A FRACTIONAL HARMONIC OSCILLATOR: EXISTENCE

AND INEXISTENCE OF SOLUTION, REGULARITY AND

DECAY PROPERTIES

H.P. BUENO, A.H.S. MEDEIROS, O.H. MIYAGAKI, AND G.A. PEREIRA

Abstract. Under simple hypotheses on the nonlinearity f , we consider the
fractional harmonic operator problem

√

−∆+ |x|2 u = f(x, u) in R
N (0.1)

or, since we work in the extension setting R
N+1

+
,







−∆v + |x|2v = 0, in R
N+1

+
,

−
∂v

∂x
(x, 0) = f(x, v(x, 0)) on R

N ∼= ∂RN+1
+ .

Defining the space

H(RN+1

+
) =

{

v ∈ H1(RN+1

+
) :

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[

|∇v|2 + |x|2v2
]

dxdy < ∞

}

,

we prove that the embedding

H(RN+1
+

) →֒ Lq(RN )

is compact. We also obtain a Pohozaev-type identity for this problem, show

that in the case f(x, u) = |u|p
∗
−2u the problem has no non-trivial solution,

compare the extremal attached to this problem with the one of the space

H1(RN+1
+

), prove that the solution u of (0.1) belongs to Lp(RN ) for all p ∈

[2,∞] and satisfy the polynomial decay |u(x)| ≤ C/|x| for any |x| > M . Finally,
we prove the existence of a solution to a superlinear critical problem in the case

f(x, u) = |u|2
∗
−2u+ λ|u|q−1, 1 < q < 2∗ − 1.

1. Introduction

In this work, we deal with problems involving the square root of the harmonic
oscillator, that is, we consider the problem

√
−∆+ |x|2 u = f(x, u) in R

N . The
square root of the harmonic oscillator was considered by R. Delbourgo in [16], but
our approach here differs from the one used in that paper, which applies the parity
operator.

Fractional powers of the harmonic oscillator, namely (−∆ + |x|2)σ, 0 < σ < 1,
where introduced by Stinga and Torrea in their influential paper [24], where among
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other notable results, a Poisson formula for general selfadjoint lower bounded oper-
ators and a Harnack inequality for the fractional harmonic oscillator were proved.
The study of the operator (−∆ + |x|2)σ was developed in another important pa-

per by the same authors [25] by defining a different class of Hölder spaces Ck,α
H ,

which preserves the Hermite–Riesz transforms. Results concerning both Schauder
estimates and the regularity of

(−∆+ |x|2)σu
were obtained, and also a pointwise definition of the operator for u ∈ Ck,α

H . These
papers are sequels to a previous article by Bongioanni and Torrea [5], where frac-
tional inverses H−a of the operator H = −∆+ |x|2 where studied for a > 0.

Although having different characteristics, the operator
√
−∆+ |x|2 recalls the

operator
√
−∆+m2, which has been the subject of a number of papers in recent

years, starting with the aforementioned paper [13], which was generalized in [12], see

also [4]. The operator
√
−∆+m2 is known as the pseudo-relativistic Hamiltonian

operator and describes in the mathematical context, the Hamiltonian for the motion
of a free relativistic particle and therefore has broad applications in Physics. A
generalization involving the operator (−∆+m2)σ (0 < σ < 1) is also the subject
of various papers: see, e.g. [18, 8, 1, 7, 2].

In this paper we do not focus on qualitative properties of the operator
√
−∆+ |x|2,

but consider instead the problem
√
−∆+ |x|2 u = f(x, u) in R

N . (1.1)

We define

2∗ =
2N

N − 1
.

and suppose that the C1-nonlinearity f satisfies

(f1) lim
t→0

|f(x, t)|
t

= 0 uniformly on x ∈ R
N ;

(f2) lim
t→∞

|f(x, t)|
tθ−1

= 0 uniformly on x ∈ R
N , for some 2 < θ < 2∗ = 2N

N−1 .

As a consequence of hypotheses (f1) and (f2) we have that, for some positive con-
stants a a b,

|f(x, t)| ≤ at+ btθ−1, for all t > 0, uniformly on x.

For a uniformly bounded function h(x), examples of function satisfying hypothe-
ses (f1) and (f2) are

f(x, t) = t ln(1 + t)h(x), h(x);

f(x, t) = (|t|q1−2t+ |t|q2−2t)h(x), 2 < q1, q2 < 2∗, q1, q2 ≤ θ.

We can consider problem (1.1) with the Choquard type nonlinearity

f(x, u) = (W (x) ∗G(u(x))) g(u(x))− V (u(x)),

whereG is the primitive of g, if hypotheses (f1) and (f2) are satisfied by the function
g and appropriate hypotheses on the interaction potentialW and external potential
V (see [4]). Standard choices for V and W are V (u) = u and the Riesz potential
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W (x) = Iα = Aα|x|α−N , where Aα is a constant, see [21] but also [20], where
important results about the Choquard equation were proved. See also Section 6,
where another example of problem (1.2) is considered.

In this paper we consider problem (1.1) in the extension setting RN+1
+ by applying

a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator, which leads to the problem (see [10])





−∆v + |x|2v = 0, in R
N+1
+ ,

−∂v
∂x

(x, 0) = f(x, v(x, 0)) on R
N ∼= ∂RN+1

+ .
(1.2)

The appropriate setting to deal with problem (1.2) is the subspace of H1(RN+1
+ )

given by

H(RN+1
+ ) =

{
v ∈ H1(RN+1

+ ) :

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v|2 + |x|2v2

]
dxdy <∞

}

endowed with the norm

‖v‖2 =

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v(x, y)|2 + |x|2|v(x, y)|2

]
dxdy,

which is not equivalent to the usual norm of H1(RN+1
+ ). It is easy to see, however,

that the norm in H(RN+1
+ ) is equivalent to the usual norm of H1

loc(R
N+1
+ ). Further-

more, C∞
0 (RN+1

+ ) and the Schwartz space S = S(RN+1
+ ) are dense in H(RN+1

+ ).
We denote

2† =
2(N + 1)

N − 1
.

In the space H(RN+1
+ ) we consider the well-defined functional

I(v) =
1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v|2 + |x|2v2

]
−
∫

RN

F (x, v(x, 0)) dx.

(When integrating in R
N+1
+ we will usually omit dxdy. We denote | · |p the Lp norm

in R
N and ‖ · ‖p the Lp norm in R

N+1
+ .)

Definition 1.1. A function v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) is a weak solution of problem (1.2) if

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
∇v · ∇ϕ+ |x|2vϕ

]
=

∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))ϕ(x, 0)dx,

for all ϕ ∈ H(RN+1
+ ).

Since the derivative of the energy functional is given by

I ′(v) · ϕ =

∫∫

R
N+1
+

∇v · ∇ϕ+ |x|2vϕ+

∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))ϕ(x, 0)dx,

we see that critical points of I are weak solutions to (1.2).
In Section 2 we prove the following result.

Proposition 1.1. The embedding H(RN+1
+ ) →֒ Lq(RN ) is continuous for all q ∈

[2, 2∗] and compact for any q ∈ [2, 2∗).
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After that, we obtain our first main result, which is a Pohozaev-type identity
in the extension setting, which is a relevant device when proving results of inexist-
ence of nontrivial solutions for nonlinear problems. Furthermore, it also generates
the Pohozaev manifold, which can be associated with the Nehari manifold and is
a valuable tool when dealing with problems when either the (PS)-condition or the
mountain pass geometry are difficult to be verified, see [6, 19, 23].

The derivation of Pohozaev-type identities is starting to be standard (see [1, 7]).
Our approach is based on the interior regularity of the solution to problem (1.2) as
in Chang and Wang [11].

Theorem 1. Let v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) be a solution to the problem (1.2). Suppose that

F (x, s) =
∫ s

0
f(x, t)dt satisfies

(f3)

∫

RN

|F (x, v(x, 0))|dx <∞.

Then

(N − 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v(x, y)|2 + (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2(x, y)

= N

∫

RN

F (x, v(x, 0))dx +

∫

RN

N∑

i=1

xiFxi
(x, v(x, 0))dx. (1.3)

where Fxi
=
∂F

∂xi
for i = 1, · · · , N .

Observe that condition (f3) is a consequence of our hypotheses (f1) and (f2).
Afterward, we consider a problem of extremals. Cotsiolis and Tavoularis [15]

proved that the Sobolev constant

S = inf
v∈H1(RN+1

+ )\{0}

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2

(∫

RN

|v|2∗sdx
)2/2∗s

(1.4)

is attained in H1(RN+1
+ ) \ {0}.

Let us define

0 < Λ = inf
v∈H(RN+1

+ )\{0}

∫∫

R
N+1
+

(|∇v|2 + |x|2|v|2

(∫

RN

|v|2∗sdx
)2/2∗s

<∞. (1.5)

As a consequence of the Pohozaev-type identity in R
N , in Section 4 we obtain a

result of non-existence of non-trivial solutions, valid not only for positive solutions,
for the problem

√
−∆+ |x|2 u = |u|p−2u in R

N and conclude that Λ is not attained.

Theorem 2. It is true that Λ = S. However, the constant Λ is not attained in the

space H(RN+1
+ ) \ {0}, since the problem

√
−∆+ |x|2 u = |u|p−2u in R

N (1.6)
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has no non-trivial solution if p ≥ 2∗.

In the sequel, we prove that solutions of (1.2) belong to Lp(RN ) for all p ∈ [2,∞],
following arguments in Coti Zelati and Nolasco [13] and applying Moser’s iteration
technique.

Theorem 3. Let v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) be a weak solution to problem (1.2). Then v(·, 0) ∈

Lp(RN ) for all p ∈ [2,∞].

As a consequence of this result, we apply a result obtained by Bongioanni and
Torrea [5] to obtain our next result.

Theorem 4. Under the hypotheses (f1) and (f2), the solution u of the problem
√
−∆+ |x|2 u = f(x, u)

satisfies the polynomial decay

|u(x)| ≤ C

|x| for any |x| > M,

where C is a positive constant and M > 0 is big enough.

Next, we consider the critical and subcritical problem
√
−∆+ |x|2u = |u(x)|2⋆−2u(x) + λ|u(x)|q−1u(x)in R

N ,

where 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1 = (N + 1)/(N − 1) and λ > 0 are constants. More precisely,
since we deal with this problem in the extension setting,





−∆v + |x|2v = 0, in R
N+1
+ ,

−∂v
∂y

(x, 0) = |v(x, 0)|2⋆−2v(x, 0) + λ|v(x, 0)|q−1v(x, 0) on R
N .

(1.7)

This result contrasts the inexistence of solution in the critical case established by
Theorem 2.

Theorem 5. For N ≥ 2 and λ > 0, the problem (1.7) possesses at least one non

trivial solution for all q verifying 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1.

The paper is organized as follows. The compactness of the embeddingH(RN+1
+ ) →֒

Lq(RN ) for any q ∈ [2, 2∗) is proved in Section 2. In Section 3, we prove the
Pohozaev-type identity related to problem (1.2) and the comparison between the
extremals (1.4) and (1.5) is carried out in Section 4. In Section 5 we prove Theorems
3 and 4. Finally, in Section 6, we prove Theorem 5.

2. On the embedding in Lq(RN )

Since in the extension setting we also have a boundary term in R
N , we start

handling the embeddings of H(RN+1
+ ) in Lq(RN ), in order to obtain a proof of

Proposition 1.1. The approach is clearly based on that used by Coti Zelati and
Nolasco [13] and depends heavily on o result proved by Xiao [26].

Lemma 2.1. The embedding H(RN+1
+ ) →֒ Lq(RN ) is continuous for all q ∈ [2, 2∗].
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Proof. For any v ∈ C∞
0 (RN+1

+ ) we have, for a constant K > 0,

(∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|2∗dx
) 2

2∗

≤ K

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 ≤ K

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v|2 + |x|2v2

]
,

where the first inequality can be seen in Xiao [26, Theorem 1.1].
By interpolation, it suffices to prove the result in L2(RN ). Since

v2(x, 0) = −
∫ ∞

0

∂

∂y
v2(x, y)dy = −

∫ ∞

0

2
∂v

∂y
(x, y)v(x, y)dy,

we consider R > 0 and x ∈ Bc
R(0) = R

N \BR(0). In this case we have
∫

Bc
R
(0)

|v(x, 0)|2dx ≤ 1

R

∫

Bc
R
(0)

∫ ∞

0

2

∣∣∣∣
∂v

∂y
(x, y)

∣∣∣∣ |x||v(x, y)|dxdy

≤ 1

R

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v|2 + |x|2v2

]
. (2.1)

On the other hand, since

∫

BR(0)

|v(x, 0)|2dx ≤ |BR(0)|1−
2
2∗

(∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|2∗dx
) 2

2∗

,

our result is a consequence of the fact that C∞
0 (RN+1

+ ) is dense in H(RN+1
+ ). ✷

Lemma 2.2. The embedding H(RN+1
+ ) →֒ Lq(RN ) is compact for any q ∈ [2, 2∗).

Proof. By interpolation, it suffices to prove the result in L2(RN ).

Let us assume that (vn) ⊂ H(RN+1
+ ) satisfies vn ⇀ 0. We will show that

vn(·, 0) → 0 in L2(RN ). (2.2)

Since vn ⇀ 0 in H(RN+1
+ ), there exists C such that, for all n ∈ N,
∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇vn|2 + |x|2v2n

]
≤ C. (2.3)

For any ε > 0 fixed, take R > 0 such that C
R < ε. It follows from inequalities

(2.1) and (2.3) that
∫

RN

|vn(x, 0)|2dx =

∫

BR(0)

|vn(x, 0)|2dx+

∫

Bc
R
(0)

|vn(x, 0)|2dx

≤
∫

BR(0)

|vn(x, 0)|2dx+ ε.

Since vn(·, 0) → 0 in L2
loc(R

N ), passing to the limit as n→ ∞ yields

lim sup
n∈N

∫

RN

|vn(x, 0)|2dx ≤ ε.

We conclude that ‖vn(·, 0)‖L2(RN ) → 0, proving (2.2). ✷
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3. A Pohozaev-type identity in the extension setting

This section is devoted to the proof of Pohozaev-type identity in the extension
setting.

Lemma 3.1. Let v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) be a solution to the problem (1.2). Assume that

F (x, s) =

∫ s

0

f(x, t)dt satisfies (f3). Then

∫

RN

N∑

i=1

xi
∂v

∂xi
f (x, v(x, 0))) dx

= −N
∫

RN

F (x, v(x, 0))dx −
∫

RN

N∑

i=1

xiFxi
(x, v(x, 0))dx, (3.1)

where Fxi
(x, s) = ∂F

∂xi
(x, s).

Proof. For each R2 > R1, consider the ring Ω = ΩR2,R1 = BR2 \BR1 and the field

Ψ(x) = xF (x, v(x, 0)) .

Observe that

div(Ψ(x)) = NF (x, v(x, 0)) +
N∑

i=1

xi
∂v

∂xi
f (x, v(x, 0)) .

Applying the Divergence Theorem, we obtain
∫

∂Ω

F (x, v(x, 0))x · ν(x)dσ

= N

∫

Ω

F (x, v(x, 0))dx +

∫

Ω

N∑

i=1

xi
∂v

∂xi
f(x, v(x, 0))dx, (3.2)

where ν(x) denotes the unit normal vector pointing outside of ∂Ω em x and dσ
denotes the (N − 1)−dimensional measure of ∂Ω.

Since ∂Ω = ∂BR1 ∪ ∂BR2 , we have ν(x) = (−1)j x
Rj

on ∂BRj
for j = 1, 2. Thus

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂BRj

F (x, v(x, 0))x · ν(x)dσ
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∫

∂BRj

|F (x, v(x, 0))| |x · x|
Rj

dσ

= Rj

∫

∂BRj

|F (x, v(x, 0))|dσ.

Claim 1: There exists a sequence R1,n → 0, such that 0 < R1,n < 1 and

R1,n

∫

∂BR1,n

|F (v(x, 0))|dσ −→ 0.

As a consequence of Claim 1, taking R1 := R1,n em (3.2) and passing to the
limit, we obtain
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∫

∂Ω

F (x, v(x, 0))x · ν(x)dσ =

∫

∂BR2

F (x, v(x, 0))x · ν(x)dσ. (3.3)

Claim 2: There exists a sequence R2,n → ∞ such that R2,n > 1 and

R2,n

∫

∂BR2,n

|F (v(x, 0))|dσ −→ 0.

Thus, taking R2 := R2,n in (3.3) and passing to the limit, we conclude that∫

∂Ω

F (x, v(x, 0))x · ν(x)dσ = 0. Substituting into (3.2), we have

∫

RN

N∑

i=1

xi
∂v

∂xi
f (x, v(x, 0)) dx = −N

∫

RN

F (x, v(x, 0))dx.

Now, in order to obtain (3.1), it suffices to consider the field

Ψ̃(x) = xF (x, v(x, 0))

and note that

div(Ψ̃(x)) = NF (x, v(x, 0)) +

N∑

i=1

xi
∂v

∂xi
f(x, v(x, 0)) +

N∑

i=1

xiFxi
(x, v(x, 0)).

Proof of Claim 1: Define

S(r) =

∫

∂Br

|F (x, v(x, 0))|dσ

and note that ∫ ∞

0

S(r)dr =

∫

RN

|F (x, v(x, 0))|dx <∞.

Consider the function g : (0,∞) → R defined by g(R) = inf
0<r≤R

rS(r). The

function g is decreasing and g(R) ≥ 0. Thus

lim
R→0+

g(R) = sup
R>0

g(R) ≥ 0.

If lim
R→0+

g(R) > 0, then there exist R0 and λ > 0 such that g(R0) > λ. It follows

that λ < g(R0) ≤ rS(r), for all r ≤ R0, proving that

S(r) ≥ λ

r
, ∀r ≤ R0.

Therefore
∫

RN

|F (x, v(x, 0))|dx =

∫ ∞

0

S(r)dr ≥
∫ R0

0

S(r)dr ≥
∫ R0

0

λ

r
dr = +∞,

which is an absurd. We conclude that lim
R→0+

g(R) = 0.

Since g is decreasing, we have g(R) = 0 for all R > 0 and inf
0<r≤R

rS(r) = 0,

for all R > 0. Taking R = 1
n for each n ∈ N, since inf

0<r≤ 1
n

rS(r) = 0, there
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exists 0 < rn ≤ 1
n such that rnS(rn) <

1
n , and we conclude that rn → 0+ and

rnS(rn) → 0.
Proof of Claim 2: With S(r) defined in Claim 1, consider T : (0,∞) → R given by

T (R) = inf
R<r

rS(r).

The function T is increasing and T (R) ≥ 0. Thus

lim
R→∞

T (R) = sup
R>0

T (R) ≥ 0.

If lim
R→∞

T (R) > 0, then there exist R0 and λ > 0 such that T (R0) > λ. Therefore,

λ < T (R0) = inf
R0<r

rS(r) ≤ rS(r), thus implying that

S(r) ≥ λ

r
, ∀r ≥ R0.

Thus
∫

RN

|F (x, v(x, 0))|dx =

∫ ∞

0

S(r)dr ≥
∫ ∞

R0

S(r)dr ≥
∫ ∞

R0

λ

r
dr = +∞,

which is an absurd. We conclude that lim
R→∞

T (R) = 0 and T (R) = 0 for all R > 0,

what implies that inf
R<r

rS(r) = 0, ∀R > 0. Therefore, taking R = n for each n ∈ N,

since inf
n<r

rS(r) = 0, there exist rn > n such that rnS(rn) <
1
n and we conclude

that rn → ∞ and rnS(rn) → 0. ✷

When dealing with the function v, we sometimes omit the variables (x, y), but
we write v(x, 0) to make sure that the function is understood in R

N .

Lemma 3.2. If v is a smooth solution to the problem




−∆v(x, y) + |x|2v(x, y) = 0, in R
N+1
+

−∂v
∂y

(x, 0) = f(x, v(x, 0)), on R
N ∼= ∂RN+1

+ ,
(3.4)

then

(N − 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 + (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2 = −
∫

RN

N∑

i=0

xi
∂v

∂xi
f(x, v(x, 0))dx.

Proof. For (x, y) ∈ R
N+1
+ , multiplying the first equality in (3.4) by (x, y) · ∇v and

integrating over RN+1
+ we obtain

−
∫∫

R
N+1
+

((x, y) · ∇v(x, y))∆v(x, y) +
∫∫

R
N+1
+

((x, y) · ∇v) |x|2v(x, y) = 0 (3.5)

We consider the field Φ(x, y) = [(x, y) · ∇v]∇v in order to handle the first integral
in (3.5). We have

div(Φ(x, y)) = ((x, y) · ∇v)∆v + |∇v|2 + 1

2
(x, y) · ∇

(
|∇v|2

)
.
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If η = (−1, 0, ...., 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
N

), it follows from the Divergence Theorem that

∫∫

R
N+1
+

((x, y) · ∇v)∆v +
∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 + 1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

(x, y) · ∇
(
|∇v|2

)

=

∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(x, 0)) (∇v(x, 0) · η) dx.

Therefore,

−
∫∫

R
N+1
+

((x, y) · ∇v)∆v =

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 + 1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

(x, y) · ∇
(
|∇v|2

)

−
∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(x, 0)) (∇v(x, 0) · η) dx. (3.6)

We now consider the field Υ(x, y) = (x,y)
2 |∇v|2. It is true that

div (Υ(x, y)) =
(N + 1)

2
|∇v|2 + 1

2
(x, y) · ∇

(
|∇v|2

)
.

So, a new application of the Divergence Theorem yields

(N + 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 + 1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

(x, y) · ∇
(
|∇v|2

)
=

1

2

∫

RN

|∇v|2(x, 0) · ηdx = 0.

Thus,

1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

(x, y) · ∇
(
|∇v|2

)
= − (N + 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 (3.7)

We deal with the second integral in (3.5) by considering the field Θ(x, y) =
1
2 (x, y)|x|2v2. We have

div (Θ(x, y)) =
N + 3

2
|x|2v2 + ((x, y) · ∇v)|x|2v

and a new application of the Divergence Theorem produces

(N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2 +
∫∫

R
N+1
+

((x, y) · ∇v)|x|2v =
1

2

∫

RN

(x, 0) · η|x|2v2dx = 0.

We conclude that

∫∫

R
N+1
+

((x, y) · ∇v)|x|2v = − (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2 (3.8)
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Thus, substituting (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) into (3.5) we obtain

0 =

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 + 1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

(x, y) · ∇
(
|∇v|2

)

−
∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(x, 0)) (∇v(x, 0) · η) dx− (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2

=

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 − (N + 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 −
∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(x, 0)) (∇v(x, 0) · η) dx

− (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2

=− (N − 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 −
∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(0, y))
(
−∂v
∂y

)
dx

− (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2

since −∂v
∂y = ∇v(x, 0) · η. But −∂v

∂y = f(x, v(x, 0)) in R
N , so we have

(N − 1)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 + (N + 3)

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2v2 = −
∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(x, 0))
(
−∂v
∂y

)
dx

= −
∫

RN

((x, 0) · ∇v(x, 0))f (x, u(x, 0)) dy

= −
∫

RN

N∑

i=0

xi
∂v

∂xi
f (x, v(x, 0)) dx.

The proof of Theorem 1 follows immediately from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

4. A result about extremals

We recall that the Sobolev constant

S = inf
v∈H1(RN+1

+ )\{0}

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2

(∫

RN

|v|2∗sdx
)2/2∗s

is attained, see [15].
Let us define

0 < Λ = inf
v∈H(RN+1

+ )\{0}

∫∫

RN

[
|∇v|2 + |x2||v|2

]

(∫

RN

|v|2∗sdx
)2/2∗s

<∞.

Proposition 4.1. It is true that Λ = S.



12 H.P. BUENO, A.H.S. MEDEIROS, O.H. MIYAGAKI, AND G.A. PEREIRA

Proof. Considering the Schwartz space S = S(RN+1
+ ), of course we have S ≤ Λ.

Claim. S = Λ. For any given ε > 0, there exists uε ∈ S such that
∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇uε|2 dydx

(∫

RN

|uε(0, x)|2
∗
dx

) 2
2∗

< S + ε.

Thus, considering wε(y, x) = uε(ty, tx) it follows that

Λ ≤

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇wε|2 + |x|2w2

ε

]
dydx

(∫

RN

|wε(0, x)|2
∗
dx

) 2
2∗

=

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇uε|2 dydx

(∫

RN

|uε(0, x)|2
∗
dx

) 2
2∗

+
1

t4

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2u2εdydx

(∫

RN

|uε(0, x)|2
∗
dx

) 2
2∗

< S + ε+
1

t4

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2u2εdydx

(∫

RN

|uε(0, x)|2
∗
dx

) 2
2∗
.

As t→ ∞ we obtain
Λ < S + ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, our result follows. ✷

Lemma 4.1. The constant Λ = S is not attained in the space H(RN+1
+ ) \ {0}.

Proof. We consider the problem





−∆v + |x|2v = 0, in R
N+1
+ ,

−∂v
∂y

(x, 0) = |v(x, 0)|p−2v(x, 0) on R
N ∼= ∂RN+1

+ .
(4.1)

We will show that it has no solution v 6= 0 if p ≥ 2∗.
Applying the Pohozaev-type identity (1.3) to the problem (4.1), we obtain

N

p

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|pdx =
N − 1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇v|2 +
∫∫

R
N+1
+

N + 3

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2|v|2

=
N − 1

2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v|2 + |x|2|v|2

]
+ 2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2|v|2. (4.2)

Since v is a solution of (4.1), we have
∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
∇v · ∇ϕ+ |x|2vϕ

]
=

∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))ϕ(x, 0)dx,
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for all ϕ ∈ H(RN+1
+ ). Choosing ϕ = v, we have
∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇v|2 + |x|2|v|2

]
=

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|pdx. (4.3)

Substituting (4.3) into (4.2), we obtain
(
N

p
− N − 1

2

)∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|pdx = 2

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2|v|2,

from what follows p < 2N/(N − 1) = 2∗, since v 6= 0. ✷

5. Regularity and polynomial decay of the solution

Following arguments in [13], we have:

Lemma 5.1. For all θ ∈
(
2, 2N

N−1

)
, we have |v(x, 0))|θ−2 ≤ 1 + g, where g ∈

LN(RN ).

Proof. We have

|v(x, 0)|θ−2 = |v(x, 0))|θ−2χ{|v(x,0))|≤1} + |v(x, 0))|θ−2χ{|v(x,0))|>1} ≤ 1 + g,

with g = |v(x, 0))|θ−2χ{|v(x,0)|>1}. Taking into account the fact hat v(x, 0) ∈
Lt(RN ) for all t ∈ [2, 2∗], we observe that, if (θ − 2)N < 2, then

∫

RN

|v(x, 0))|(θ−2)Nχ{|v(x,0))|>1}dx ≤
∫

RN

|v(x, 0))|2χ{|v(x,0))|>1}dx

≤
∫

RN

|v(x, 0))|2dx <∞.

When 2 ≤ (θ− 2)N , then (θ− 2)N ∈
(
2, 2N

N−1

)
and |v(x, 0))|θ−2 ∈ LN (RN ). We

are done. ✷

The proof of the next result adapts arguments in [9] and [13].

Proposition 5.1. Let v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) be a weak solution to problem (1.2) and S = Λ

the constant of Section 4. Then, for all β ≥ 0, it is valid that

1

2
S

(∫

RN

(
(v+)(1+β)

)2∗
(x, 0)dx

)N−1
N

≤ cβ (1 + C +M)

∫

RN

(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx.

where cβ, C and M =M(β) are positive constants.

Proof. For a weak solution v to (1.2) (see Definition 1.1), we consider ϕ = vv2βT ,

where vT = min{v+, T } and β > 0. Of course, we have ϕ ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) and ϕ ≥ 0.

Since ∇ϕ = v2βT ∇v + 2βvv2β−1
T ∇vT , it follows that∫∫

R
N+1
+

v2βT
[
|∇v|2 + |x|2v2

]
+

∫∫

DT

2βv2βT |∇v|2

=

∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))v(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx, (5.1)

where DT = {(x, y) : v+(x, y) ≤ T }.
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Since ∇(vvβT ) = vβT∇v + βvvβ−1
T ∇vT , we also have

∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇(vvβT )|2 =

∫∫

R
N+1
+

v2βT |∇v|2 +
∫∫

DT

(2β + β2)v2βT |∇v|2.

Defining cβ = 1 + β
2 > 1, we obtain

∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇(vvβT )|2 + |x|2|(vvβT )|2

]
≤ cβ

∫∫

R
N+1
+

v2βT
[
|∇v|2 + |x|2v2

]

+ cβ

∫∫

DT

2βv2βT |∇v|2

= cβ

∫

RN

f(v(x, 0)) v(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx, (5.2)

where the last equality follows from (5.1).
We now deal with the right-hand side of (5.2), applying our hypotheses on f .

Thus,
∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))v(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx

≤
∫

RN

C
(
|v(x, 0)|+ |v(x, 0)|θ−1

)
v(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx

= C

∫

RN

v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx + C

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|θ−2v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx. (5.3)

By applying Lemma 5.1, the inequality (5.3) can be written as
∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))v(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx

≤ (1 + C)

∫

RN

v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx+ C

∫

RN

g(x)v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx,

where g ∈ LN(RN ).
Substituting into (5.2) yields
∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇(vvβT )|2 + |x|2|(vvβT )|2

]
≤ cβ (1 + C)

∫

RN

v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx

+ cβC

∫

RN

g(x)v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx. (5.4)

By applying Fatou’s Lemma and the Monotone Convergence Theorem, we obtain
as T → +∞ ∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇((v+)1+β)|2 + |x|2|(v+)1+β |2

]

≤ cβ (1 + C)

∫

RN

(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx+ cβC

∫

RN

g(x)(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx. (5.5)
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We now consider the last integral in (5.5). For all M > 0, we define A1 =
{g ≤M} and A2 = {g > M}. We have
∫

RN

g(x)(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx =

∫

A1

g(x)(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx+

∫

A2

g(x)(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx

≤M

∫

A1

(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx

+

(∫

A2

gN (x)dx

) 1
N
(∫

A2

(
(v+)2(β+1)(x, 0)

) N
N−1

dx

)N−1
N

≤M

∫

A1

(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx

+ ǫ(M)

(∫

RN

(
(v+)(1+β)

)2∗
(x, 0)dx

)N−1
N

, (5.6)

and ǫ(M) =

(∫

A2

gN (x)dx

)1/N

→ 0 as M → ∞.

We now handle the first integral in the right-hand side of (5.5), which coin-
cides with the first integral in the right-hand side of (5.6). As a consequence of
Proposition 4.1, we know that

S

(∫

RN

(
(v+)(1+β)

)2∗
(x, 0)dx

)N−1
N

≤
∫∫

R
N+1
+

[
|∇((v+)1+β)|2 + |x|2|(v+)1+β |2

]

(5.7)

Combining (5.7), (5.4), (5.5) and takingM large enough so that ǫ(M)Ccβ <
1
2S,

we obtain

S

2

(∫

RN

(
(v+)(1+β)

)2∗
(x, 0)dx

)N−1
N

≤ cβ (1 + C +M)

∫

RN

(v+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx.

✷

Proposition 5.2. For all p ∈ [2,∞) we have v(·, 0) ∈ Lp(RN ).

Proof. According to Proposition 5.1, we have
∣∣(v+(·, 0))1+β

∣∣2
2∗

≤ D1

∣∣(v+(·, 0))1+β
∣∣2
2

(5.8)

for a positive constant D.
Choosing 1 + β1 := (2∗/2) = N

N−1 > 1, it follows

∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)
∣∣2
2
=
∣∣v+(x, 0)

∣∣2∗
2∗
<∞,

and we conclude that the right-hand side of(5.8) is finite, what allows us to conclude

that (v+)1+β(·, 0) ∈ L
2N

N−1 (RN ) < ∞. Now, choosing β2 so that 1 + β2 = (2∗/2)2,
it follows from (5.8) that

v+(·, 0) ∈ L
2N

N−1
(2∗)2

22 (RN ).
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After k iterations we have

v+(·, 0) ∈ L
2N

N−1
(2∗)k

2k (RN ),

from what follows that v+(·, 0) ∈ Lp(RN ) for all p ∈ [2,∞). Since the same argu-
ment is valid for v−(·, 0), we obtain v(·, 0) ∈ Lp(RN ) for all p ∈ [2,∞). ✷

Lemma 5.2. The solution v of problem (1.2) belongs to Lp(RN+1
+ ) for all p ∈

[2,∞).

Proof. It follows from (5.5) that

‖(v+)1+β‖2 ≤ C1|(v+)1+β(x, 0)|2 + C2|g|N |(v+)1+β(x, 0)|22∗

According to Proposition 5.2, there exist C̃ such that |v(x, 0)|q ≤ C̃ for all q ∈
[2,∞). Therefore,

‖(v+)|1+β‖2 ≤ C3(C̃)2(1+β).

But ‖(v+)‖1+β
2†(1+β)

= ‖(v+)1+β‖2† ≤ C4‖(v+)1+β‖, it follows from the last inequality

that

‖v+‖2(1+β)

2†(1+β)
≤ C4C3(C̃)

2(1+β),

and ‖v+‖2†(1+β) is uniformly bounded for each β > 0. The same argument is valid

for v−, proving that v ∈ Lp(RN+1
+ ) for all 2 ≤ p <∞. ✷

For the convenience of the reader, we prove the next result, which applies Moser’s
iteration technique. Its proof simply adapts that one given in [13].

Proposition 5.3. Let v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) be a weak solution to the problem (1.2). Then

v(·, 0) ∈ Lp(RN ) for all p ∈ [2,∞].

Proof. Applying inequality (5.7) to the function |vvβT |2
∗
(x, 0) and combining with

(5.2) yields (essa foi a única modificação maior que fiz até agora!)

S

(∫

RN

∣∣vvβT
∣∣2∗(x, 0)dx

) 2
2∗

≤ cβ

∫

RN

f(v(x, 0))v(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx.

According to Proposition 5.2, v(·, 0) ∈ Lp(RN ) for all p ≥ 2. Our hypotheses on
f implies that

S|vvβT (·, 0)|22∗ ≤ Ccβ

∫

RN

[
v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0) + |v(x, 0)|θ−2v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)

]
dx.

Since |v|θ−2(x, 0) = |v|θ−2χ{|v|≤1}(x, 0) + |v|θ−2χ{|v|>1}(x, 0), it follows from
Proposition 5.2 that

|v|θ−2χ{|v|>1}(·, 0) =: g1(·, 0) ∈ L2N (RN ),

thus allowing us to conclude that

v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0) + |v|θ−2v2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0) ≤ (1 + g1)v
2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0).
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Therefore,

S

(∫

RN

∣∣vvβT
∣∣2∗(x, 0)dx

) 2
2∗

≤ cβC

∫

RN

(1 + g1)v
2(x, 0)v2βT (x, 0)dx,

and, as M → ∞, Fatou’s Lemma and the Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

S|(v+)1+β(x, 0)|22∗ ≤ Ccβ

∫

RN

(1 + g1(x))(v
+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx.

Since 1
2N + 1

2 + N−1
2N = 1, we have

∫

RN

g1(x)(v
+)2(1+β)(x, 0)dx ≤ |g1|2N

∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)
∣∣
2

∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)
∣∣
2∗

≤ |g1|N/s

(
λ
∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)

∣∣2
2
+

1

λ

∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)
∣∣2
2∗

)
.

Thus, we conclude that

[S|(v+)1+β(x, 0)|22∗ ≤ Ccβ (1 + λ |g1|2N )
∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)

∣∣2
2
+
Ccβ |g1|2N

λ

∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)
∣∣2
2∗
,

where cβ = 1 + β
2 .

Taking λ > 0 so that

Ccβ |g1|2N
λ

=
S

2
,

we obtain

|(v+)1+β(x, 0)|22∗ ≤ 2

S
Ccβ

(
1 +

2

S
Ccβ |g1|22N

) ∣∣(v+)1+β(x, 0)
∣∣2
2

We can take K > 1 such that

2

S
Ccβ

(
1 +

2

S
Ccβ |g1|22N

)
≤ Ke

√
1+β for all β > 0,

since Cβ = 1 + β
2 .

Thus, we obtain

|(v+)1+β(x, 0)|22∗ ≤ Ke
√
1+β |(v+)1+β(x, 0)|22,

and also

|v+(x, 0)|2∗(1+β) ≤ K
1

1+β e
1√
1+β |v+(x, 0)|2(1+β) (5.9)

Choosing β0 = 0 and 2(βn+1 + 1) = 2∗(βn + 1) it follows that v+(x, 0) ∈
L2∗(βn+1+1)(RN ) whenever v+(x, 0) ∈ L2(βn+1)(RN )

If n = 0, then β0 = 0, 2(β1 + 1) = 2∗ and (5.9) yields

|v+(x, 0)|2∗(β1+1) ≤ K
1

β1+1 e
1√

β1+1 |v+(x, 0)|2∗ .
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In the case n = 1, then 2(β2 + 1) = 2∗s(β1 + 1) and it follows from (5.9) that

|v+(x, 0)|2∗(β2+1) ≤ K
1

1+β2 e
1√

1+β2 |v+(x, 0)|2(β2+1)

= K
1

1+β2 e
1√

1+β2 |v+(x, 0)|2∗s(β1+1)

≤ K
1

1+β2 e
1√

1+β2K
1

β1+1 e
1√

β1+1 |v+(x, 0)|2∗ .
By induction, we obtain

|v+(x, 0)|2∗(βn+1) ≤ K
∑

n
i=1

1
βi+1 e

∑
n
i=1

1√
βi+1 |v+(x, 0)|2∗ .

Observe that the definition of the sequence (βn) implies that (β1 + 1) = 2∗

2 > 1,

(β2 + 1) =
(

2∗

2

)2
and, by induction, (βn + 1) =

(
2∗

2

)n
.

Therefore ∞∑

i=1

1

1 + βn
<∞ and

∞∑

i=1

1√
1 + βn

<∞.

We conclude that
∣∣v+(x, 0)

∣∣
∞ = lim

n→∞

∣∣v+(x, 0)
∣∣
2∗(1+βn)

<∞.

The same reasoning applied to v−(x, 0) allows us to conclude that v(·, 0) ∈ Lp(RN )
for all p ∈ [2,∞]. ✷

Remark 5.1. Since ‖v‖p is uniformly bounded, we obtain v ∈ L∞(RN+1
+ ).

The next result follows by adapting the regularity result in Coti Zelati and No-
lasco [13, Proposition 3.9], which, on its turn, adapts that one in Cabré and Solà-
Morales [9].

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) ∩ L∞(RN+1

+ ) is a weak solution of




−∆v + |x|2v = 0, in R
N+1
+ ,

−∂v
∂x

(x, 0) = h(x) x ∈ R
N ,

(5.10)

where h ∈ Lp(RN ) for all p ∈ [2,∞]. Then v ∈ Cα(RN×[0,∞))∩W 1,q(RN×(0, R))
for all q ∈ [2,∞) and R > 0. Additionally, if h ∈ Cα(RN ), then v ∈ C1,α(RN ×
[0,∞)) ∩ C2(RN+1

+ ) is a classical solution of (5.10).

Proof of Theorem 4. In the original setting of problem (1.1), Theorem 3 means that
the solution u(x) of that problem belongs to L∞(RN ).

In Bongioanni and Torrea [5], the authors deal with operator H = −∆ + |x|2
in R

N and its fractional inverses. More precisely, for each a > 0, they define the
Hermite fractional integral operator

H−ag =
1

Γ(a)

∫ ∞

0

etHg(x)ta
dt

t
,

where {etH}t≥0 is the heat semigroup associated with H . They prove that H−a is
well-defined and bounded for any g ∈ Lp(RN ) for any a > 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ [5,
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Theorem 1]. As a consequence, they show that |x|2aH−ag is bounded on Lp(RN )
for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ [5, Lemma 3].

In our case, Proposition 5.3 guarantees that u ∈ L∞(RN ). Thus, using the
conditions (f1) and (f2) results that f(x, u) ∈ L∞(RN ). Since

u = H−1/2
√
−∆+ |x|2u = H−1/2f(x, u),

we apply this result with g = f(x, u(x)) ∈ L∞(RN ) and obtain Theorem 4. ✷

6. On a superlinear critical problem

We consider the problem
√
−∆+ |x|2u = |u(x)|2⋆−2u(x) + λ|u(x)|q−1u(x)in R

N , (6.1)

where 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1 =
(N + 1)

N − 1
and λ > 0 are constants.

In the extension setting R
N+1
+ , problem (6.1) is written in the form






−∆v + |x|2v = 0, in R
N+1
+ ,

−∂v
∂y

(x, 0) = |v(x, 0)|2⋆−2v(x, 0) + λ|v(x, 0)|q−1v(x, 0) on R
N .

(6.2)

We consider the “energy” functional I : H(RN+1
+ ) → R given by

I(v) =
1

2
‖v‖2 − 1

2∗

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|2∗dx− λ

q + 1

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|q+1dx.

It is easy to notice that critical points of the energy functional are weak solutions
to problem (6.2).

Lemma 6.1. The energy functional I satisfies the geometry of the Mountain Pass

Theorem. More precisely,

(i) There exist ρ, δ > 0 such that I|S ≥ δ > 0 for all v ∈ S, where

S =
{
v ∈ H(RN+1

+ ) : ‖v‖ = ρ
}
.

(ii) There exists e ∈ H(RN+1
+ ) and r > 0 such that ‖e‖ > r and I(e) < 0.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.1 we have that H(RN+1
+ ) →֒ Lq(RN ) is continuos for all

q ∈ [2, 2∗]. Thus there exists Kq > 0 such that
∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|qdx ≤ Kq‖v‖, for all v ∈ H(RN+1
+ ).

Therefore

I(v) =
1

2
‖v‖2 − 1

2⋆

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|2⋆dx− λ

q + 1

∫

RN

|v(x, 0)|q+1dx

≥ 1

2
‖v‖2 − K2⋆

2⋆
‖v‖2⋆ − λKq+1

q + 1
‖v‖q+1.

Consequently, if ‖v‖ = ρ > 0 we obtain,

I(v) ≥ ρ2
(
1

2
− K2⋆

2⋆
ρ2

⋆−2 − λKq+1

q + 1
ρq−1

)
.
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Since 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1, we have

1

2
− K2⋆

2⋆
ρ2

⋆−2 − λKq+1

q + 1
ρq−1 → 1

2
, as ρ→ 0+

and therefore, there exists γ, ρ > 0 small enough such that,

I(v) ≥ γ > 0, for all ‖u‖ = ρ.

(ii) Observe that, given v0 ∈ H(RN+1
+ ), we have

I(tv0) =
t2

2
‖v0‖2 −

t2
⋆

2⋆

∫

RN

|v0(x, 0)|2
⋆

dx− λtq+1

q + 1

∫

RN

|v0(x, 0)|q+1dx.

Since 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1, we obtain

I(tv0) → −∞ as t→ ∞
and (ii) follows. �

It follows from the Mountain Pass Theorem without the (PS)-condition, the

existence of a Palais-Smale sequence {vn} ⊂ H(RN+1
+ ) such that

I ′(vn) → 0 in (H(RN+1
+ ))∗ and I(vn) → c,

where

c = inf
γ∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

I(γ(t)), (6.3)

and Γ =
{
γ ∈ C1

(
[0, 1],H(RN+1

+ )
)
: γ(0) = 0 e γ(1) = e

}
.

Lemma 6.2. Let 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1. Then, there exists a weak solution v ∈ H(RN+1
+ )

of problem (6.2).

Proof. Standard arguments prove that the sequence {vn} is bounded in H(RN+1
+ )

when 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1. That is, there exists C > 0 such that

‖vn‖ ≤ C, ∀n ∈ N.

Passing to a subsequence {vn}, we can suppose that

vn → v weakly in H1(RN+1)

and, due to the compactness of the immersion H1(RN+1) →֒ Ls(RN ) (see Lemma
2.2) it follows that

vn(·, 0) → v(·, 0), strongly in Ls
(
R

N
)
for any 2 ≤ s < 2∗

and we also obtain that

vn(·, 0) → v(·, 0), a.e. in R
N and |vn(·, 0)| ≤ h, a.e. in R

N ,

for some h ∈ Ls
(
R

N
)
.

Now, the boundedness of {vn(·, 0)} in L2⋆(RN ) guarantees that

|vn(·, 0)|2
∗−2 vn(·, 0) → |v(·, 0)|2⋆−2v(·, 0), weakly in

(
L2⋆(RN )

)∗

and we are done. ✷
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Given a function u ∈ R
N , the extension operator w = E1/2(u) denotes its 1/2-

harmonic extension to R
N+1
+ , that is, the solution w to the problem

−∆w = 0 in R
N+1
+ , −∂w

∂x
(x, 0) = u on R

N = ∂RN+1
+ .

It is well-known that the family of functions

uε(x) :=
ε

N−1
2

(|x|2 + ε2)
N−1

2

, ε > 0

is such that wε = E1/2(uε) converges to S as ε → 0, where the constant S is the
one defined in Section 4.

If Br denotes the ball in R
N+1
+ with center at the origin and radius r > 0, let

R > 0 be fixed (R will be chosen later) and φ ∈ C∞
c

(
R

N+1
+

)
a cut-off function with

support in B2R ⊂ R
N+1 such that φ(x, y) = 1 if (x, y) ∈ BR and 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 on B2R.

Given ε > 0, we define ψε(x) := φ(x)wε(x).

The next result is stated in J. do Ó, O. Miyagaki and M. Squassina [17], gener-
alizing a previous result by Barrios, Colorado, de Pablo e Sánchez [3].

Lemma 6.3. [17, Lemma 2.4] The family {ψε}, and its trace on {y = 0}, namely,

φuε, satisfy∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇ψε|2 ≤
∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇wε|2 + CεN−1,

∫

RN

|φuε|2dx =

{
O (ε) , if N > 2,

O (ε log(1/ε)) , if N = 2,

for ε > 0 small enough. Define

ηε =
ψε

(∫
RN |φuε|2⋆dx

) 1
2⋆
,

then
∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇ηε|2 ≤ S + CεN−1, (6.4)

∫

RN

|ηε(x, 0)|2dx =

{
O (ε) , if N > 2,

O (ε log(1/ε)) , if N = 2
(6.5)

and

∫

RN

|ηε(x, 0)|qdx =




O
(
ε

2N−(N−1)q
2

)
, if q > N

N−1 ( or N ≥ 2),

O
(
ε

(N−1)q
2

)
, if q < N

N−1 .
(6.6)

The next result is also obtained applying ideas used in do Ó, Miyagaki and
Squassina [17].
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Lemma 6.4. The constant c defined in (6.3) satisfies

c <
1

2N
SN

where

S = inf

{∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇u|2 :

∫

RN

|u(x, 0)|2⋆dx = 1

}
.

Proof. It suffices to show the existence of 0 6= v0 ∈ E such that

sup
t≥0

I (tv0) <
1

2N
SN . (6.7)

Indeed, supposing that (6.7) is true, we clearly have

c = inf
γ∈Γ

max
0≤τ≤1

I(γ(τ)) ≤ sup
t≥0

I (tv0) <
1

2N
SN ,

since, by the Lemma 6.1 we have I (tv0) → −∞ as t→ +∞.
By definition of I we have

I (tηε) =
t2

2
‖ηε‖2 −

t2
⋆

2⋆
− λtq+1

q + 1

∫

RN

|ηε(x, 0)|q+1dx

and since I(tηε) → −∞ as t → +∞, it follows from the Mountain Pass geometry

the existence of tε > 0 such that sup
t≥0

ψ(t) = ψ (tε) and
dI(tηε)

dt

∣∣∣
t=tε

= 0, that is,

‖ηε‖2 − λtq−1
ε

∫

RN

| ηε(x, 0) |q+1
dx = t2

⋆−2
ε ,

which yields

tε ≤ ‖ηε‖
2

2⋆−2 =

(∫∫

R
N+1
+

|∇ηε|2 +
∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2|ηε|2
) 1

2⋆−2

≤
(
S + CεN−1 +

∫

R
N+1
+

|x|2|ηε|2
) 1

2⋆−2

=: t0,

the last inequality being a consequence of (6.4).
Since the function

t 7→ (1/2)t2t2
∗−2

0 − (1/2∗) t2
∗

is increasing on [0, t0), we obtain

I (tεηε) ≤
1

2N

(
S + CεN−1 +

∫

B2R

|x|2η2εdydx
)N

− λ
tq+1
ε

q + 1

∫

RN

ηq+1
ε (x, 0)dx.
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Now, by applying the elementary inequality (a+ b)α ≤ aα + α(a+ b)α−1b, valid
for α ≥ 1 and a, b > 0, we obtain

I(tεηε) ≤
1

2N
SN + CεN−1 + C

∫

B2R

|x|2η2εdydx− λCε

∫

RN

ηq+1
ε (x, 0)dx

≤ 1

2N
SN + CεN−1 + CR2

∫

B2R

η2εdydx− λCε

∫

RN

ηq+1
ε (x, 0)dx

≤ 1

2N
SN + CεN−1 + C0R

2

∫

B2R

|∇ηε|2dydx− λCε

∫

RN

ηq+1
ε (x, 0)dx.

We first consider the caseN > 2. In this case, takingR such that 0 < R2 < ε < 1,
by applying (6.5) and (6.6), we obtain

I(tεηε) ≤
1

2N
SN + CεN−1 + Cε− λCε

2N−(N−1)(q+1)
2 .

Since 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1, we have
2N − (N − 1)(q + 1)

2
< 1 < N − 1, what yields

inequality (6.7) for ε sufficiently small.
On the other hand, if N = 2 and 1 < q < 2⋆ − 1 = 3, for 0 < R2 < ε < 1, it

follows from a new application of (6.5) and (6.6) that

I(tεηε) ≤
1

2N
SN + Cε

(
1 + log

(
ε−1
))

+ C0ε− λCε
2N−q

2 .

Since

lim
ε→0

ε
2N−q

2

ε log (ε−1)
= lim

ε→0

ε3−
q
2

ε log (ε−1)
= +∞,

we obtain (6.7) also in this case, if ε is sufficiently small. ✷

Lemma 6.5. The weak solution given by Lemma 6.2 is nontrivial.

Proof. Since I(un) → c and ‖I ′(un)‖ → 0 we have

1

2
‖un‖2 −

λ

q + 1

∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
q+1dx− 1

2∗s

∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
2⋆dx = c+ on(1),

‖un‖2 −
∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
q+1dx−

∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
2⋆dx = on(1). (6.8)

Suppose, by contradiction, that u ≡ 0. Then, since un(·, 0) → u(·, 0) in Lq+1(RN )
we have (

1

2
− 1

2⋆

)
‖un‖2 = c+ on(1).

and by (6.8)

‖un‖2 =

∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
2⋆dx+ on(1) as n→ ∞.

By the Sobolev inequality result

‖un‖2 ≥
∫

R
N+1
+

|∇un|2 ≥ S

(∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
2⋆dx

) 2
2⋆
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and consequently

lim
n→∞

‖un‖2 ≥ SN .

Thus we obtain

c = lim
n→∞

I (un)

= lim
n→∞

1

2
‖un‖2 −

1

2∗s

∫

RN

u+n (x, 0)
2⋆dx

=

(
1

2
− 1

2⋆

)
lim
n→∞

‖un‖2 ≥ 1

2N
SN ,

which contradicts Lemma 6.4. Hence u 6≡ 0 and we are done. ✷

Theorem 5 is now an immediate consequence of the previous results.
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