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Compact Sobolev embeddings of radially symmetric functions

ZDENEK MIHULA

ABSTRACT. We provide a complete characterization of compactness of Sobolev
embeddings of radially symmetric functions on the entire space R™ in the gen-
eral framework of rearrangement-invariant function spaces. We avoid any un-
necessary restrictions and cover also embeddings of higher order, providing a
complete picture within this framework. To achieve this, we need to develop
new techniques because the usual techniques used in the study of compactness
of Sobolev embeddings in the general framework of rearrangement-invariant
function spaces are limited to domains of finite measure, which is essential for
them to work. Furthermore, we also study certain weighted Sobolev embed-
dings of radially symmetric functions on balls. We completely characterize
their compactness and also describe optimal target rearrangement-invariant
function spaces in these weighted Sobolev embeddings.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is notoriously known that Sobolev embeddings on unbounded domains are
often noncompact (see @, Chapter 6] for a nice introduction to this problem). This
hindrance often makes analysis of partial differential equations or variational prob-
lems on unbounded domains very difficult. In particular, while the usual Sobolev
space W1P(R") is (continuously) embedded into the Lebesgue space LI(R™) for
every q € [p,np/(n — p)] when p € [1,n); and for every ¢q € [p, 00) when p > n, the
Sobolev embedding

(1.1) WHP(R™) < LY(R™)

is never compact. There are different phenomena causing this, depending on the
values of p and ¢, but one is common and always presented. Since both the Sobolev
and the L? norms are translation invariant, by considering shifted copies of a non-
trivial function u € WHP(R"), we immediately see that the embedding cannot be
compact. Loosely speaking, the mass can escape to infinity.

This obstacle was in particular faced by Strauss in his seminal paper @], where
he proved the existence of so-called solitary waves in the nonlinear Klein—-Gordon
equation in higher dimensions. A key step in his argument was to establish a
certain compactness result for the Sobolev embedding (L) with p = 2 but with
WLP(R™) replaced by its subspace W}%’p (R™) consisting of functions with radial
symmetry (cf. ﬂﬂ, g, @’, ]) More specifically, his argument yields that the Sobolev
embedding

(1.2) WEP(R") < LY(R")
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with p = 2 is compact for every g € (p, np/(n—p)), with np/(n—p) to be interpreted
as oo when p > n. This was later extended, among other things, to all values of
p € [1,00) in [38]. Before we proceed, let us briefly turn our attention to the
restriction ¢ € (p,np/(n—p)). While the restriction ¢ # np/(n —p) is probably not
surprising and is due to the usual concentration phenomenon, the restriction ¢ # p
might be slightly surprising for some readers, who are not so familiar with Sobolev
embeddings on the entire space. It is because of the vanishing phenomenon, which
is in a sense an opposite phenomenon to the concentration one (see [39, 140, 57] and
references therein for more information).

To establish the compactness of (IL2]), both papers [58] and |3§] rely on a suitable
“radial lemma”. Its more general version from the latter paper reads as

=1 < _n—t n
(1.3) lu(z)] < Cn,p||u||L,’j(Rn)||Vu|\zp(Rn)|:v| » forae zeR

and for every u € le%’p (R™), where C), p, is a positive constant, depending on n and
p, independent of w. In particular, this estimate, which does not in general hold
for a function from W1P(R"), shows that the symmetry prevents the mass from
escaping. The rest of the argument goes as follows. The radial lemma is exploited
to establish that

C
(14) HUHL‘?(R"\BR) S m”u”wl,p(Rn) fOl" every u (S Wllip(]Rn)
and for every R > 0, where Bp is the ball with radius R centered at the origin.
Note that the exponent (n — 1)(1/p — 1/q) is positive when p < ¢ < oco. Hence,
given a bounded set M C WP (R™), we see that

(1.5) Jim sup lull Lagrm\Br) = 0,

provided that p < ¢ < co. For p € [1,n], the compactness of (2] is then es-
tablished by combining (5] with the classical result that the Sobolev embedding
WbP(Bg) < L9(Bg) is compact if (and only if) g € [1,np/(n — p))—this is where
the restriction ¢ < np/(n—p) comes in (when p > n, the argument is the same, but
we may also include ¢ = 00). Since the radial symmetry of functions appear (or
“can be forced”) in a surprisingly large number of problems and various compactness
arguments are essential tools (it is virtually impossible to provide an exhaustive list
of references, but the interested reader is referred to, e.g., 3, 4, 130, 131, [45] and ref-
erences therein), it is of interest to have at our disposal sharp compactness results
for Sobolev spaces of radially symmetric functions.

The principle result of this paper is a complete characterization of compactness
of the Sobolev embedding

(1.6) WE'X(R") <= Y(R"),

where X (R") and Y (R") are rearrangement-invariant function spaces and W' X (R")
is a Sobolev space of mth order, m € N, built upon X (R™) (see Section 2l for pre-
cise definitions). Rearrangement-invariant spaces constitute a large class of function
spaces whose norms are invariant with respect to symmetrizations preserving the
measure of level sets of functions. Well-known examples of rearrangement-invariant
spaces are Lebesgue spaces, Lorentz spaces, or Orlicz spaces. In fact, this class of
function spaces is rather wide and, besides these well-known types of function spaces,
contains also more refine function spaces that may come handy when one deals with
in a sense limiting situations. For example, it contains function spaces, sometimes
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called spaces of Brezis-Wainger-type, which appear in the study of sharp integra-
bility properties of Sobolev functions in limiting Sobolev embeddings (|12, 32], see
also [42]) and which improve limiting Sobolev embeddings into exponential Orlicz
spaces (|59, [61)], see also [51, 162]).

It should be pointed out that our characterization of compactness of the Sobolev
embedding (L)), see Theorem [Tl below, does not impose any restrictions on the
spaces X or Y, apart from their rearrangement invariance. Therefore, it provides us
with a complete picture within this framework. Moreover, it also covers embeddings
of an arbitrary integer order. However, to obtain a complete picture, it is not
sufficient to merely generalize the pointwise estimate (L3]). Instead, we need to
develop new techniques and use subtler arguments to obtain sharp results.

There are at least two reasons why a pointwise radial lemma is not suitable
for our purposes. First, when dealing with a general function norm, there is no
“exponent” inherently associated with it and “playing with powers” is not at our
disposal. In fact, it is not clear in the first place what a suitable generalization
of (L3) should look like in this general setting. Second, the estimate is pointwise.
Now, while pointwise estimates are often useful (as (L3) undoubtedly has been)
and usually pleasant to work with, they may be too rough when one strives for
sharp, optimal results even in a sense limiting situations in problems involving
norms. Since establishing compactness means establishing norm convergence, we
focus on establishing suitable norm inequalities from the very beginning, mixing
new ideas with the contemporary theory of function spaces.

Our characterization of compactness of the Sobolev embedding (L)) reads as:

Theorem 1.1. Let m,n € N, n > 2. Let X(R") and Y(R™) be rearrangement-
invariant function spaces. The Sobolev embedding

(1.7) WEX(R") — Y(R"™)
is compact if and only if

(18) lim sup ||f*X(a,oo)H?(0100) =0

TNl 20,00y ST
and simultaneously either
1.9 li t)=0
(1.9) Jim oy (2)

and one of the conditions
(A1) m <n and

1
@0 g ow [x0n® [ o @sas| <o
(A2) m >n
is satisfied or
(1.11) lim @y (t) >0

t—0t
and one of the conditions
(B1) m < n and

(1.12) lim sup / (fx(o)l))*(s)s_“'% ds = 0;
<1

+
a—0 17X 0.1)11%0,00) <
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(B2) m =n and
(1.13) lim —— =0;

(B3) m >n
1s satisfied.

The notation is explained in detail in Section 2l Here, we just mention that
f — f* stands for the operation of nonincreasing rearrangement and @y is the
fundamental function of the space Y (i.e., the norm of a characteristic function of a
set with prescribed measure). For example, if Y = L9, g € [1, 00], then oy (t) = t*/4.
Loosely speaking, (L)) is true when Y is not “locally L>°”, whereas (I.I) is the
case otherwise (cf. [55, Theorem 5.2]). In particular, Theorem [[Tlalso characterizes
when W' X (R") is compactly embedded into L>°(R™).

Important as general theorems are, concrete examples are often (at least) as valu-
able. Therefore, Theorem [Tl is also accompanied with a large number of concrete
examples, which are provided in Section [6l In particular, we provide a complete
characterization of the compactness of the Sobolev embedding (6] when both X
and Y are so—called Lorentz—Zygmund spaces (see Theorem [6.1], also Theorem [6.5]).
The class of Lorentz-Zygmund spaces LP»4(@0:¢=<)(R™), p, q € [1,00], (g, i) € R?,
is a fine-grained scale of function spaces, which encompasses several different types
of customary function spaces, but at the same time it is rather pleasant to work
with. In particular, it contains Lebesgue spaces (LP(R") = LP» (0.0 (R")), Lorentz
spaces (LP4(R™) = LP9(00)(R™)) and some Orlicz spaces—in particular, those
of “logarithmic type” (when p = ¢ < o0) and those of “exponential type” (when
p = g = 00). Using such a fine-grained scale of function spaces, we can also capture
delicate limiting situations—such as when X and Y are “close to each other”, when
X is “close to L= ”, or when Y is “close to L7,

The main novelty in Theorem [[LT] besides the characterization itself, is the pres-
ence of the condition ([LF]). We will explain its role in more detail soon, but let us
first focus on the conditions (LI0) and (CI2). When suitably restricted to func-
tion spaces over finite measure spaces, they were shown in [35] (cf. |23, 52]) to be
equivalent to the compactness of the Sobolev embedding

(1.14) WmX(Q) < Y(Q),

where 2 is a bounded regular domain in R”, depending on whether Y # L or
not. Their suitable restrictions to function spaces over finite measure spaces can be
equivalently reformulated in terms of so-called almost compact embeddings between
function spaces, a relation that we denote by N (see Section [ for the precise
definition and more information). For example, when Y # L, the compactness of
(CI4) is equivalent to the fact that

(1.15) Yx () < Y(9),

where Yx (£2) is the optimal rearrangement-invariant target function space in ([LI4])
(i.e., the smallest rearrangement-invariant target space in (LI4]) with which the
embedding is still valid), which is described in [34] (cf. [25]). Loosely speaking, the
almost compact embedding (LTH]) ensures that the norm of Y (Q) is (locally) suffi-
ciently weaker than the optimal one. For example, if X (Q) = L?(Q), p € [1,n/m),
then Yy (Q) = L™/ ("=mP):2(Q)) | a Lorentz space strictly smaller than the Lebesgue
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space L"P/(n=mP)(Q) (see [48,150,160]), and (IH) is true with Y (Q) = L(Q) if and
only if ¢ < np/(n—mp). Optimal function spaces and almost compact embeddings
have also been successfully used to characterize compactness of other Sobolev em-
beddings—in particular, see [56] (Sobolev embeddings on domains equipped with
probabilistic measures related to their isoperimetric profile) and [14, [15] (Sobolev
trace embeddings with respect to various measures). However, in all these pa-
pers the underlying domain is either bounded or at least of finite measure. In fact,
there are no almost compact embeddings between rearrangement-invariant function
spaces over nonatomic measure spaces of infinite measure (see [55, Theorem 4.5]).
Let us finally turn our attention to the role of the condition (L8). Loosely
speaking, it ensures that the norm of Y (R") is “globally sufficiently weaker” than
that of X (R™). For example, if X (R") = LP(R"), p € [1, o0], then (L8] is satisfied
with Y(R™) = LY(R™) if and only if p < ¢ < co. Its role should be more clear from
the follow proposition, which plays an important role in the proof of the sufficiency
part of Theorem [Tl Tt is also illustrative to compare the proposition with (T4]).

Proposition 1.2. Let n € N, n > 2. Let X(R") and Y(R"™) be rearrangement-
invariant function spaces. There is a constant C > 0, depending only on the dimen-
sion n, such that

(1.16)  |luxee\Bglly @) < C( " up ”f*X(R"*l,oo)H?(opo)) llullw x ®n)
%0000

for every u € WEX(R™). In particular, if

(1.17) lim sup 1/ X (a,00) 17(0,00) = 05
E Y £l %000y <1 10

then

(1.18) Jim sup luxem\ Brlly@®e) =0

for every bounded set M in WhX (R™).

Noteworthily, there is a simple geometric idea behind this proposition. Consider
a radially symmetric function u(z) = g(|z|) on R™. When the size of g is bigger
than some A > 0 on an interval (R, R+9), § > 0, then so is that of w in the spherical
shell Br4s \ Br. Now, since we assume that the dimension of R™ is greater than 1,
for a fixed § > 0, the ratio
|Brys \ Br| (R4 —R"

(R, R+0)] 5 “n

goes to infinity as R — co. Another possible point of view is that the maximum
number of disjoint balls with radius > 0 centered on the sphere {x € R" : |z| = R}
goes to infinity as R — oo (cf. [27]). These simple observations together with the
fact that a rearrangement-invariant function norm of a function depends only on
the measure of its level sets are essential in our proof of Proposition

Besides enabling us to recover compactness, there is another important feature
that the presence of radial symmetry brings in. It allows us to improve some
weighted Sobolev embeddings on balls. Whereas the classical Sobolev embedding

(1.19) W™P(Br) < LY Bg),
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where p € [1,n/m), holds if and only if ¢ € [1,np/(n —mp)]; and is compact if and
only if ¢ € [1,np/(n — mp)), the weighted Sobolev embedding

(1.20) W2 (Bg) < LY(BR, jta)

for radially symmetric functions, where duqs(z) = |z|*dz with a > 0, holds if
(and only if) ¢ € [1, (n + a)p/(n — mp)]; and is compact if (and only if) ¢ € [1, (n +
a)p/(n—mp)) (see [31] and references therein). Note that the restriction to radially
symmetric functions in (I.20)) is essential—the critical exponent for the unrestricted
weighted Sobolev embedding W™P(Bgr) < LY(BRr, tia) is still np/(n — mp). This
fact that (I20) is compact with bigger exponents ¢ than ([I9]) has been successfully
used to deal with “nonlinearities of higher order” in the analysis of some partial
differential equations—especially in analysis of the Hénon equation (in particular,
see |29, 131, 47] and references therein). Motivated by this, we also study the
weighted Sobolev embedding

(1.21) Wg'X(Br) < Y (B, fa)

in the general framework of rearrangement-invariant function spaces.

As with ([[6]), our main goal is to characterize when the embedding ([2T]) is com-
pact. This basically breaks down into two steps, each of independent interest. We
first characterize what the optimal target rearrangement-invariant function space
in (L2I) is (see Corollary 2 and then use it to characterize the compactness
of (L2I)) (see Theorem 7). Unlike before, this is by now a standard argument,
successfully used several times when dealing with Sobolev embeddings over finite
measure spaces (recall our discussion about (LI4) and (LIH)). Nevertheless, al-
though we do not need to develop a new approach to tackle (L21l), we still need to
carefully supply suitably modified existing arguments with new ones to completely
exploit the presence of radial symmetry. Furthermore, even though the study of
optimal rearrangement-invariant function spaces in Sobolev embeddings has been
very active for a long time and by now covers a large number of different settings
(e.g., see [2,19,110,[17, 18,119, 120,121/, [24, 25,134, 43] and references therein), the exist-
ing results do not cover the weighted Sobolev embedding (L.21]), to the best of the
author’s knowledge. Our general theorems concerning (L2I]) are also accompanied
by concrete examples, which are provided in Section [6l

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2], we fix notation and summarize
some basic theory that we will use later to make this paper self-contained for the
most part. Section B] contains auxiliary results, some of which may be of indepen-
dent interest, which are later used in the proof of Theorem[T.I] It also contains the
proof of Proposition In Section [l we study the weighted Sobolev embedding
(T21). Section Bl contains the proof of Theorem [Tl Finally, Section [ contains
concrete examples concerning both (6] and (T2T).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the entire section, (R, i) is a o-finite nonatomic nontrivial measure
space. The set of all y-measurable functions on (R, 1) is denoted by .# (R, u). We
also denote by .#Z (R, u) the sets of all those functions from .# (R, p) that are
nonnegative p-a.e. in R. In the following sections, (R, i) will be either an interval
(endowed with the Lebesgue measure) or (a subset of) R™ endowed with a measure
that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In the entire
paper, we adhere to the convention that 0 - oo = 0.
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2.1. Rearrangements and r.i. spaces. The distribution function f.: (0,00) —
[0, 0] of a function f € .# (R, 1) is defined as

fsN) = p({z € R:[f(z)] > A}), A€ (0,00).

We say that two functions f € #(R,u) and g € #(S,v), where (S,v) is a pos-
sibly different measure space, are equimeasurable if f. = g.. The nonincreasing
rearrangement f*: (0,00) — [0, 00] of f is defined as

fr(@) =inf{\ € (0,00) : fi(N\) <t}, t € (0,00).

The functions f and f* are equimeasurable. The function f* is nonincreasing and
right continuous. We have esssup,cp|f(z)] = f*(07) and f*(t) = 0 for every
t > u{x € R: f(x) # 0}). If f = xg for some p-measurable £ C R, then
¥ = X,u(r))- If fis a nonnegative nonincreasing function on (0, 00), then f = f*,
up to a countable set of jumps. If |f| < |g| p-a.e. in R, then f* < ¢g*. Two functions
are equimeasurable if and only if their nonincreasing rearrangements coincide. We
also define the mazimal function f**: (0,00) — [0,00] of f € A (R, 1) as

7@t = %/0 f(s)ds, t € (0,00).

We always have f* < f**. Unlike f*, f** need not be equimeasurable with f.

We say that a functional || - || x(r,u): #* (R, ) — [0,00] is a rearrangement-
invariant function norm (we will write an r.i. function norm) if for all f, g, fi €
MT(R, 1), k€N, and A > 0:

P If +9llxrpw < Ifllxrpw + 19l xR0 1fllx (R, = 0 if and only if f =0
pra.es Ml x ) = A fllxruw;

(P2) 1 fllxr.m) < l9llx(r,u) whenever f < g p-a.e.;

(P3) I fellx(r) /I fllx(R,p) Whenever fi 7 f pointwise u-a.e.;

(P4)

(P5)

IxEll x (R, < oo whenever u(E) < oo;

Ifxelriru < Cex | fllx(r,u) whenever u(E) < oo, where Cp, x € (0,00)

is a constant that is independent of f (but it may depend on E or ||| x (r,,.));
(P6) HfHX(R,u) = ||QHX(R,H) whenever f and g are equimeasurable.

Given an r.i. function norm || -|| x (g, ), we extend it to all functions f € .Z (R, j1)
by
1 lx = I xRy f € A (R, p).
The function space X (R, 1) defined as

X(Rvﬂ) = {f € '//(Rvﬂ) : HfHX(R.,;L) < OO}

endowed with the functional |||/ x (g, is called a rearrangement-invariant function
space (we will write an r.i. space). It is a Banach space (in particular, || - ||x(r,u) is
a norm on X (R, i), and the functions from X (R, p1) are finite py-a.e. An r.i. space
always contains simple functions. By a simple function, we mean a (finite) linear
combination of characteristic functions of sets of finite measure.

Textbook examples of r.i. spaces are the usual LP(R, ) spaces (i.e., Lebesque
spaces), p € [1,00], Lorentz spaces, or Orlicz spaces. The rearrangement invariance
of the usual Lebesgue norm || - ||zr(r,u), p € [1,00], follows from the layer cake
formula (e.g., |6, Chapter 2, Proposition 1.8] or [37, Theorem 1.13]), which tells us
that

Ifllee(rowy = IIf | Lr0,00) for every f € (R, p).
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Lorentz spaces LP9(R, u) are an important generalization of Lebesgue spaces, where
either p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1,00] or p =g =1 or p = g = co. The corresponding r.i.
function norm || - || Lr.a(R,,) is defined as

1_1 ..
”f”LM(R,,u) = ||tp af (t)HLq(O,oo)a fe ///Jr(RaM)'

However, one needs to be more careful here. The functional || - [|zr.4(r,,) is not
an r.i. function norm when 1 < p < ¢ < oo, because it is not subadditive. When
1 < p < q < oo, the functional || - ||r.a(r,) is merely equivalent to an r.i. function
norm. More precisely, the functional

£l oo oy = I1F I Lrao00)s | € AT(R, p),

is an r.i. function norm, and there are positive constants C7 and C5 such that

Cillflpwa rpy < Ifllraru < Callfllpwa r, for every fe . #™(R, ),
provided that either p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1,00] or p = ¢ = co. The interested reader

can find more information in |6, Chapter 4, Section 4] or [33]. In view of that, we
will consider LP(R, 11) an r.i. space even when 1 < p < g < co. Note that
|- llr(ry) = Il - llzrr(r,y for every p € [1,00].
Furthermore, when p € (1,00) and 1 < ¢1 < g2 < oo, we have
LP (R, p) G L7 (R, ),

regardless of whether j(R) < oo or not. Orlicz spaces LA(R, u) are another very
important generalization of Lebesgue spaces. The corresponding r.i. function norm
Il - lLa(r,u is defined as

||f||LA<R,u>—inf{A>0:/RA('ff)')du<x>s1}, fea(Rop),

where A: [0,00] — [0,00] is a Young function. A function A: [0,00] — [0, 0] is
called a Young function if it is convex, left-continuous, vanishing at 0, and not
constant on the entire interval (0,00). For example, when p € [1,00), we have
[lle(r) = IIlLa(R,p) With A(t) =7, ¢ = 0. We also have ||| e (r,) = |I*[[LA(R,p)
with A(t) = 00 - Xx(1,0](t), t > 0. Besides the classical textbooks [6, [53], the
interested reader can find more information on the contemporary theory of Orlicz
spaces and in particular Orlicz—Sobolev spaces in |16, [46].

An analogue of Fatou’s lemma is at our disposal in the framework of r.i. spaces.
More precisely, if # (R, ) > fr — f pointwise p-a.e., then

(2.1) Il xRy < likn_l)g.}f | frll x (Rop)-

With any r.i. function norm || - || x(g,.), there is associated another r.i. function
norm, || - || x(r,u), defined for g € 4" (R, ) as

22)  lolome =  sw / F@)]lg(@) du(), g € A* (R, p).
[fllxr,<1JR

The r.i. function norm || - || x/(r,,) is called the associate norm of || - || x(r,.). The
resulting r.i. space X' (R, u) is called the associate space. The definition of ||| x(r,.)
immediately gives us that the Holder inequality

@3) [ Uflloldn < [Flxcalolim forall f.g € 4(R.)
R
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is true.
We always have X" (R, u) = X (R, u) with equality of the norms, where X" (R, y) =
(X")'(R, p). In particular, we have

24)  |fllx@rw = sup / |f(@)||lg(x)| du(x) for every f € (R, u).
9llx/(r,m <LV R
Moreover, we also have

@5 flxme=  sw / F (0" (1) dt for every f € (R, p).
llgllx’(r,y <10

For example, if X(R,pn) = LP9(R, 1), where either p € (1,00) and ¢q € [1,00] or
p=qg=1o0rp=q=oo, then X'(R,p) = LP"7 (R, 1), up to equivalence of norms
(with the equivalence being equality when p = q).
The fundamental function of anr.i. space X (R, p) is the function ¢ x : [0, u(R)) —
[0,00) defined as
ex(t) = Ixellx(rpu, t €[0,u(R)),
where E C R is any p-measurable set with p(F) = ¢. The rearrangement invariance

of || - [ x(r,.) ensures that the fundamental function is well defined. Furthermore,
it is quasiconcave and satisfies
(2.6) ex()px/(t) =t for every t € [0, u(R)).

The quasiconcavity means that ¢ x (t) = 0 if and only if ¢ = 0, ¢ x is nondecreasing,
and the function (0,00) 3 ¢t — ¢x(t)/t is nonincreasing. For example, if X (R, 1) =
LP(R, ), then px(t) = tr te [0, u(R)). More generally, if X(R,u) = LP9(R, u),
where either p € (1,00) and ¢ € [l,00] or p = ¢ =1 or p = ¢ = oo, then px
coincides with ¢z, up to a constant multiple depending only on p and gq.

Every r.i. space X (R, ) can be uniquely represented as an r.i. space over an
interval. When u(R) = oo, there is an unique r.i. space over (0,00), denoted
X (0, 00), satisfying

[l x ) =1/ I%0,00) for every f € .#(R,p).

Moreover, we have px = ¢x. When p(R) < oo, there is an unique r.i. space over
(0,1), denoted X (0, 1), satisfying

1 llx g = 17 B 50,0y for every | € (R p).

Moreover, we have ¢x (t) = o5 (t/u(R)) for every t € (0,u(R)). Notice that the
representation is over (0, 1), not (0, u(R)). The choice of the unit interval, no matter
what the measure of 0 < u(R) < oo is, will make some statements and their proofs
less technical. On the other hand, when u(R) # 1, the representation norm over
(0,1) may differ from the usual one over (0, u(R)) by a constant multiple depending
on p(R). In fact, if Z(0,x(R)) is the unique r.i. space satisfying

Il x ) = I | zo,pr)) for every f e #(R,p),
then
||g|\)?(071) = Hg(t/u(R))HZ(OMR)) for every g € .#(0,1).

However, in view of the boundedness of dilation operators on r.i. spaces (see (Z1)
below), we see that this is immaterial for our purposes. For example, we have

I fllzeacrpy = If lLeago,ur)y) for every f € .4 (R, p)
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or
I fllLacryy = 1 A,y for every f € (R, p).

Let L € (0,00]. For every a > 0 and f € .#(0, L), the dilation operator D,
defined as

t
a
is bounded on every r.i. space X (0, L). Moreover, we have

(2.7) Dafllx,0) <max{l,a}|fllxo,) forevery fe .#(0,L).

Daf(t) = f( )X(O,aL)(t)a f € %JF(OaL)a le (OaL)a

We say that a Banach space A is embedded in a Banach space B, and write
A — B, if AC B (in the set-theoretic sense) and the inclusion is continuous—that
is, there is a constant C' > 0 such that |||z < C||f]|a for every f € A. We say
that A and B are equivalent, and write A = B, if A — B and B < A. In other
words, A and B coincide in the set-theoretic sense and their norms are equivalent.
If X(R,p) and Y(R, ) are r.i. spaces, then X(R,u) — Y (R,p) if and only if
X(R,pn) CY(R,p). Furthermore, we have

(2.8) X(R,pu) = Y(R,p) ifand only if  Y'(R,u) — X'(R,u).

We also have X (R, ) — Y (R,u) if and only if X(0,L) < Y (0,L), where L is
either 1 or co depending on whether u(R) is finite or not. Every r.i. space X (R, i)
lies somewhere between (L' N L>)(R, u) and (L' + L*°)(R, i). More precisely, we
have

(L' N L®)(R, p) <> X(R, p) = (L + L=)(R, p).
Moreover, since (LN L) (R, ) = L=(R, u) and (L' + L>®°)(R, 1) = L*(R, ) when
u(R) < oo, we have

(2.9) L¥(R,p) = X (R, p) = L'(R, 1)

provided that u(R) < co. The interested reader can find more information on the
theory of r.i. spaces in [6].

Besides <, there is another important relation between function spaces, which
is known to play a significant role in the study of compactness in r.i. spaces (more
generally, in Banach function spaces) when pu(R) < co. Assume forthe rest of this
paragraph that u(R) < co. We say that an r.i. space X (R, u) is almost compactly

embedded in an r.i. space Y (R, y), and write X (R, 1) <> Y (R, p), if
lim sup  ||fxellyruy =0

R0 || fllx run<a
for every sequence {Ej}?2; C R of p-measurable sets such that xg, — 0 point-
wise p-a.e. In other words, bounded sets in X (R, u) have uniformly absolutely
continuous norm in Y (R, i). Similarly to (28], we have
(2.10) X(R, ) < Y(R,p) if and only if Y'(R,p) < X'(R, ).

Furthermore, we have

(211)  X(R,p) = Y(R,p) ifandonlyif lm  sup ||f x5
A ’

For example, LP*9(R, u) N L"™%(R, ) if and only if p > r. The interested reader is
referred to [55] (cf. [28, 136, [41]), where the relation < is thoroughly studied.
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We will sometimes need to work with restrictions of r.i. spaces. If X (R, p1) is an
r.i. space and F C R is a y-measurable set of positive measure, then the functional
|l - lz(e,u) defined as

||f||Z(E,;,L) = ||fXEHX(R,u)7 f € %+(R7:UJ)5

is an r.i. function norm over (E, u). We will denote the resulting r.i. space X (F, u).
When p(R) = oo and p(E) < oo, the representation norm of Z(E, u) = X(E, u)
and that of X (R, 1) satisfy

min{u(E), 1}||fX(0,1)||)?(o,oo) < ||f||2(o,1)
(2.12) < max{u(E), L} /X0, (0,00

for every f € .#(0,1).

In particular, we will be interested in the situation where (R, ) = R™ (endowed
with the Lebesgue measure), n > 2, and (E, u) = (BR, fta), where Br C R™ is the
(open) ball centered at the origin with radius R € (0,00) and p, is the weighted
measure

dpia(2) = |z|* dz,

where « € [0,00). The weighted measure of By is

Ho (BR) = Ua,an+aa

where
n

Hamn = Wn
n+«
and w,, is the volume of the unit ball in R™. Finally, the mapping R” 3 = —
Pon|z|"Te is a measure-preserving transformation (in the sense of |6, Chapter 2,

Section 7]) from (R™, i) into (0,00). In particular, we have
(2.13) 1 (walz|")x @) = 1/l 50,00) for every f € .#(0,00)

and

w ((E))

2.2. Sobolev spaces. Throughout the entire subsection, let m,n € N, n > 2, and
let 2 C R™ be an open set. When u is a m-times weakly differentiable function
on §, we denote by V*u, k € {0,1,...,m}, the (arbitrarily arranged) vector of
all weak derivatives of u of order k, where Vu = u. We also denote by D™u the
vector of all weak derivatives of u of order k = 1,..., m. Let X(Q) be an r.i. space.
The Sobolev space W™ X () built upon X (Q) is defined as

WmX(Q) ={ue X(Q):uis m-times weakly differentiable and |[D™u| € X(Q)}.
We endow W™ X () with the norm defined as

s = Wl forevery f .40,1)

lullwmx @) = lullx@ + I[P ul [ x (@), ve X(2).

We will write || D™u|| x () instead of || [D™ul || x(q). Similarly for V¥u. Notice that
WmLP(Q), where p € [1, 00}, is the usual Sobolev space WP (Q)), up to equivalence
of norms.

Let Q2 = Bpr, where Bp is the open ball in R” centered at the origin with radius
R € (0, 00]—when R = 0o, Bp, is to be interpreted as R”. We denote by W' X (Bg)
the subspace of W™ X (Bp) consisting of those functions from W™ X (Bpg) that are
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radially symmetric. If u € W' X (BR), then there is a function g: Ir — R such
that (see |11, 131])

u(z) = g(Jz|) for a.e. x € Br
and g\ € ACioc(Ig) for j = 0,...,m — 1, where Ig = (0, R]NR. By ACioc(Ir),
we denote the collection of locally absolutely continuous functions on the interval
Ig. Furthermore, we have |Vu(z)| = |¢'(|x|)| for a.e. z € Bg. As for higher order
derivatives, it was shown in |31, Theorem 2.2] that

(2.15) 199 (|z])| < |VPu(z)| for every j € {1,...,m} and a.e. z € Bg.

3. SOBOLEV FUNCTIONS WITH RADIAL SYMMETRY ON R"

In this section, we prove Proposition and also equip ourselves with tools
that we will need later to prove Theorem [[.TI We start with a proposition about
averaging in r.i. spaces.

Proposition 3.1. Let M € N and {I; }M+1 be a system of nonoverlapping bounded
intervals in (0,00), each of length 6 > 0. For all r.i. spaces X (0,00) and Y (0, c0),
we have

240 .
<2 oo oo oo
H}jm 5o o = (¢X(5)+ swp 1 xseolveo >>|g||x<o, >

[1£1lx(0,00)<1

for every g € ///*‘(O, 00).

Proof. Fix g € .4 (0,00) such that ||g||x(0,0) < o0. In particular, g € L'(I;) for
every j € {1,...,M+1}. Since the intervals {I; }J]\i"{l are nonoverlapping and they
have the same length, the simple functions (0,00) 3 t — Z;\il X1, () fljﬂ g and

(0,00) 3t — Z;‘il X1,4: ()% fI, g are equimeasurable. Hence

<
HZXI] 6 IUI i1 HY(OOO HZX}J 6/ gH OOO) HZXI] 6/ Ooo)
=H§:xu<t>1/ ol +H§:>aj+l<t>1/ gH
o 6 Jr, "y (0,00) = 0 Jr,, 1Y (0,00)

M+1

(3.1) = 2” Z X ( / HY(O o0)’

Let w: {1,..., M + 1} — {1,...,M + 1} be a permutation such that the finite
sequence {flwu) g}jj\/f"{l

Next, set

(3.2) h= Z xr, (t

Using the fact that the intervals are nonoverlaplng and have the same length ¢ once
more, we see that

is nonincreasing.

M+1

. 1
h =X(o,5)g/1 g+ ZX[(J 15,58 (t 5/
(1)

Iz ()
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Note that
M+1

1
H E XI]( )5 /IgHY(O,oo) || ||Y(0,oo) || ||Y(0,oo)
=1 j

1 *
(3.3) <[z [ o, FIXGH v

L Y (0,00

As for the first term on the right-hand side, using the Holder inequality (23] and

28), we have
— = — < — / 6
HX(O,(S)(S /I,,(l) QHy(O) ) S Lo 9> S ||9||X(0,oo)sﬁx (6)

_ <PY(5)

3.4 - .
( ) S0){(6)”9”)((0, )

As for the second term on the right-hand side of B3), recalling [B2]), we see that

XG0 Iy < ( sup 1 X500 lv0.00) ) Il x (0,00

1 £l x 0,00y <1

M1 )
= * 00 %) (1)< H '
( sup  [|f X (5,000 Iy (0, ))H ; xi; ( )5/119 X(00)

1 £l x 0,00)<1

Since the averaging operator . (0,00) 3 h Z]A/;Ll X1, 3 flj h is bounded on every

r.i. space over (0,00) and its norm is at most 1 (see [6, Chapter 2, Theorem 4.8]),

we have
M+1

|3 w03 [ o] = Iolxomr
= 1) 1,7 11X (0,00) ’

Combining the last two inequalities together, we obtain

(3.5) ||X(5,oo)h*||y(o,oo)§( sup ||f*X(5,oo)||Y(o,oo))||9||X(0,oo)-

[1£1lx(0,00)<1

Hence, thanks to B3], B4)), and (B3], we arrive at

M
! vy (9)
ol _/ gH < 9llx 0,50
H; ()(5 LUl 1Y (0,00) QOX((S)H ”X(o )

+( sup ||f*X(5,oo)||Y(0,oo))||g||X(0,oo)7

£l x (0,00)<1

whence the claim follows in view of (&I]). O

The following simple proposition provides us with a useful inequality between
the quantity supy sy, . <1 [l/"X(a,00)lv(0,00) and the ratio of the corresponding
fundamental functions.

Proposition 3.2. Let X (0,00) and Y(0,00) be r.i. spaces. Then

~—

ya *
oy ( <2 sup If X(a,oo)HY(O,oo) for every a > 0.
Px (@) T 1 fllx o) <1



14 ZDENEK MIHULA

Proof. Since the function (0,00) 3 @ — @x(a)/a is nonincreasing thanks to the
quasiconcavity of the fundamental function of an r.i. space, we have

2a a

vx(2a) =2px(a) forevery a > 0.

Using this, we see that

vy (a)
ox(a)

Since the function x(o,24) is nonincreasing, the claim follows. O

<2 @Y(a) _ 2||X(0,2a)X(a,oo)||Y(0,oo)'

vx(2a) ||X(O,2a)||X(O,oo)

Remark 3.3. The preceding proposition shows that if
lim  sup  [|f"X(a,00) Y (0,00) = 0s

G701 £l x(0,00) <1

then necessarily

lim 2dC) =

a—r o0 SQX (a,)
However, the latter is not sufficient for the former in general (see Proposition [6.3]
and Remark [64]).

We now prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[[L4 Let R >0 and u € WEX (R"). We will show that (LI6)
is valid with a constant C' > 0, depending only on the dimension n. We start with
two simple observations. First, we may without loss of generality assume that

(3.6) lullwixgny < 1.

Second, we may assume that SUD| £l 0.0, <1 ||f*X(Rn71,oo)||7(0m) < oo; otherwise,
([CI6) trivially holds. Set

(3.7) ro = R"1,

(3.8) Cr=sup  [[f"X(ro,00) I7(0,00)

11150, 00y<1

and note that

(3.9) 2Y(0) o < 30y
¢x (o)
thanks to Proposition Let R > R be arbitrary. For brevity’s sake, we also set
a=w,R" and b= wnR”.

Since u € WEX (R™), there is a locally absolutely continuous function g: (0, co) —
R such that

u(zx) = g(w,% |z|) for a.e. z € R"

and
T

]

Vu(z) = wﬁg’(|x|) for a.e. z € R™.

Note that

1
n

(3.10) luxsa\Brlly @) = 1907 )X (@6 (O)l50,00
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thanks to (ZI3]). Furthermore, using (ZI3]) once more together with (3.6, we see
that

1
(3.11) l9(t™) % 0,00) = llull x®m) <1
and
i 1
(3.12) Wi [lg" () 20,00) = IVl x @y < 1.

Next, for every j € Ny, we define the intervals I; as
I; = (a+(j — )ro,a+ jro).

Note that || = ro for every j € No. Now, let {7;}52, C C}(R) be a sequence of
cutoff functions such that

(313) 0<m; <1, m=1inly, suppn; C I;_1 UIL; Uljyq, and |nj| < 2/r

for every j € N. Fix M € N so large that
M

(3.14) (a,0) € |J I

Jj=1

Using (310), BI4), and (BI3]), we obtain

M
1 ES
s sl ey = 9% Ollpro.) < || 0 s O
i=1 ’

Y (0,00)

M 1
= | 32 g st 1)
j=1
y |
1 ll-‘r(]-’rl)’l‘() 1 1
<= X, (t / g'(s7)|s™ (s dSH_
- 223 oyl 19/ (s%)] sl
M at(+ro
S [ l9(s% )1 (5)] ds
=1 t
1 M
<[> [
j=1 @
a+(G+1)ro

M
(3.15) +1D X, @) / lg(s
i=1 @

H?(O,oo)

a+(j+1)ro . .
o (%)l F s
+(G—Dro Y(0,00)

3=

/
7. (s dsH_ .
+(G=Dro o) Y(0,00)

As for the first term, we have

M
HZXQ@)/
=1 a+(j—1)ro
M
< Hfoj(t)a_H%/
i=1 a

1—n
n

< wp

a+(j+1)ro L .
Rl
Y (0,00)

a+(G+1)ro

y, L
g (sn dsH_
+(i—1)r0 197l Y (0,00)

M 1 a+(j+1)7“0 )
S ()~ / 1g/(s%)] ds
=1 "o

a+(j—1)ro ?(0,00)
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thanks to (3.7). Moreover, using Proposition Bl (3.9), and (BI12), we obtain

St [ g6 ¢
xi, (t —/ g (s» dsH_ < —CRg.
= 70 Ja+(j—1)ro Y (0,00) W,

1—n
n

Wn

Hence

M
(3.16) H Sy, (t)/
i=1 @
As for the second term in ([B.I5]), we have

M
|35 ]
j=1 @
M a+(j+1)ro
2
<o [ l9(s
=1 a

+(—1)ro

a+(G+1)ro L \ 6
lg/(s%)]s~ 4 ds < 2 Cp.

+(i—1)ro Y(0,00) © Wn

a+(j+1)ro

Ly 7/
g(s™)n;(s dsH_
NG CIL T

3=

|
)| s Y (0,00)

(3.17) <12Cx

thanks to (3I3), Proposition Bl B3), and BII). Therefore, combining (315
with BI6]) and (BI1), we arrive at

6
(3.18) luxBa\Brlly@e) < (— + 12>CR-
nwn,
Letting R go to oo in BI8), we obtain

6
. o< (== 12)0 .
luxrn\ B Iy @) < (nwn + R

At last, this combined with [B.8]) yields (I6I).
Finally, having already established (I.16]), we immediately see that (IIT) implies
(CI8), which finishes the proof. O

We conclude this section with a proposition, probably of independent interest,
which will play an important role in our proof of the necessity of the condition (L8]
for the compactness of (LT).

Proposition 3.4. Let m,n € N, n > 2. Assume that f is a nonnegative nonin-
creasing simple function in (0, 00) with bounded support.

For every a > 1, there is a nonnegative radially symmetric function uy, in R"
such that

upa € WEX(R")NC™ HR™)  for every r.i. space X (R™),

(3.19) usa(z) =0 for every x € R"™ with wy|z|™ < %,

(3.20) lugallwyx@ny < Cl||f||;_((0,oo)7

and

(3.21) ||X(a,oo)f||?(07oo) < Collugally@mny for every r.i. space Y (R™).

Here C1 and Ca are constants depending only on m and n. In particular, they are
independent of f, a, and the r.i. spaces.
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Proof. Throughout the entire proof, C' > 0 is an universal absolute constant that
may depend only on m and n.

Since (a/4)Y™ — (a/8)Y/" = (4=V/n — 8=t/m)gl/m > (4=1/7 — 8=1/") for every
a > 1, we can find a collection {n,},>1 of cutoff functions such that 7, € C3°(0, ),
0<n, <1,m, =01n (0,(a/8)"™), 1, = 1 in ((a/4)*/™, 00), and |17((1k)(t)| < C for
every t € (0,00) and every k = 1,...,m with a constant C' independent of a. Let
{¢a}a>1 be defined as

1
¢a(x) = no(wr 2]), © € R™.
It is easy to see that ¢, € C5°(R™) and
(3.22) |ID"¢o(z)] < C  for every x € R".

Note that the function f = f(a)X(0,a) + [X[a,00) IS @ nonnegative nonincreasing
simple function in (0, 00) with bounded support that is constant in (0,a). Clearly,
HX(a,oo)f”?(o,oo) = ||X(a,oo)f”?(o,oo) and Hf”)_((o,oo) < Hf”)?(o,oo)- Therefore, we
may assume that f is constant in the interval (0, a). Hence, it can be expressed as

M
(3.23) F=> X
j=1
for some M €N, v; > 0,and a < by < by < -+ < by <oo. Set
M .
_ i
(324) g = : WX(O,b;/n)'
J=1"j
Next, we inductively define the functions vg,v1, ..., v, (0,00) — [0,00) as

vi(t) = (T7g)(t), t € (0,00), j€{0,1,...,m},

where T is an auxiliary operator, mapping .# (0, 00) to .1 (0, 00), defined as
(Th)(t) = / h(s)ds, t € (0,00), h € .#7(0,00).
t

j-times

. . ——
The expression 77 is to be understood as 77 = T o --- o T. Thanks to the Fubini
theorem, for every j =1,...,m, we have

(3.25) vj(t)—/tw%dr forallt € (0,00) and j =1,...,m.

Hence, it is easy to see that

e 1
(3.26) v;(t) < C/ g(r)yr™ tdr forallje€ {1,...,m} and t > S
t

Now, we define the function u¢ , as
1 1
(3.27) Us o) = na(wi |2))vm (wi |2]), = € R™.

Clearly, we have u(z) = 0 for every z € R"™ with w,|z|™ < a/8. Furthermore, it
is easy to see that uys, € C™ 1(R™) and its mth order weak derivatives exist in
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R™. Next, we claim that (3.21I)) is true. To that end, thanks to (3:27) together with
B25) with j = m, we have

(3.28)

1 s,ally ®n

1
- 1 = g(n)(r —wi fz)™ ! H
= |[ralor el ~/wn%|m| (m —1)! Y (R)
= |In (t%)/oo g(r)(r — tw)™ 1 H
“ L (m —1)! ¥(0,00)
1
[ee] —tw m—1
> X(a,oo)(4t)/ ) g ) dTH_
(2t)n (m — 1)' Y (0,00)
00 _ 17 _\ym—1
> [xwertan [, OO
(2t)711 m — 1)' Y (0,00)
(1_2 l/nm IH /oo .
——xaoo (4t g(m)m™ dTH_ .
(m — (a.00) (46) (20)% 7) Y (0,00)

Furthermore, recalling (8:24)) and ([3:23]), we obtain

HX(a,oo

(3.29)

)(4t)/ N
2t)n

mfld H
g(T)T 4 ?(0,00)

2

o l-27%
B m
Cl—27%
B m

M
X(a, oo) 4t Z

M

M

X(a, oo) 4t Z

HX (a,00) 4t Z’YJX 0,b; /4)( )H—

Jj=1

X(a, Oo)(4t 4t H

2

Y (0,00)

/ 1 X, bl/n)( ryrmtdr
1
b
X(0,b;/2)(t )/ \
(2t)%

bl
J
Ob/4<>/(b_j)%

rm-l dT‘

rmldr

Y (0,00)

Since the norm of the dilation operator Dy on Y (0, 00) is at most 4 (see (7)), we

have

(3.30)

(3.31)

1X(a,00) f 17(0,00) = 4l X(a,00) (48) f (40) 570,00 -
Hence, combining (32])), (3:29]), and [B.30), we obtain (2.

Finally, we prove (3:20), which will conclude the proof. We claim that

1 s,all x ®r) <

To this end, using (324]), we see that

o0
i

(3.32)

7_HZ m/n Ob)

1
ﬁ”f”)?(o,wy

1

X0,

o)

M b
m—1 i ] m
o <525 -f/ “ls
)T T0.00) = = b’_”/"X(O’bJ)() o Mz

1
E”f”)_((()’oo)'

‘?(O,oo)
Y (0,00)

‘?(O,oo)
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Furthermore, since 327 together with [B.25) with j = m clearly implies
1 oo
e € —

1 o0 .
-l ool
(m—l)!H/t% 9(r) T X(0,00)

we obtain ([B.3T]). Next, we claim that

(3.33)  |DMuyq(x)| < C’(/l g(r)yr™ tdr —|—g(w§|x|)) for a.e. x € R".
wy' |z

It can be verified by straightforward computations that all the (weak) derivatives of
the function uy,, up to order m are linear combinations of (some of) the functions
R” 3z — nlV (w,fll |x|)%vm_k(w§ |z])

with

i,ke{0,...,m}, 1 e{l,...,m}, and j € {0,...,2] — 1}.

Moreover, the coefficients and the number of terms in the linear combinations de-
pend only on m and n. Now, the desired inequality ([B.33]) will follow from this,
B22), and B26) once we make two observations. On the one hand, since the
functions 7\, i = 0,...,m, vanish in the interval (0,871/"] C (0, (a/8)}/"], the
inequality ([33) trivially holds for a.e. z € R™ with w,lz/"|x| < 871/, On the other
hand, for all [ € {1,...,m} and j € {0,...,2] — 1},

‘xkl...xkj

PEE < Clz|'2 < C  for every x € R" with wl/™|z| > 8.
x

Therefore, the inequality [B33) is indeed valid. At last, combining B33) with
B32), we obtain

m ES
ID™us.allx @) < CUF 0.0 + 19000,

Furthermore, using ([3:24) together with the fact that b;-n/ " > a™/™ > 1 for every
je{l,...,M}, and [B23), we see that

M M
1 1
150 <[5 g g, = [0 0]

Hence, we have

= f - 0)*
0y = K00

1D™ g allxe) < Cllf 0
Combining this and [B31]), we see that (320) is true, which concludes the proof. O

4. WEIGHTED EMBEDDINGS ON BALLS

In this section, we investigate the weighted Sobolev embedding
(41) WénX(BR) — Y(BRuua)u

where p, is the weighted measure duq(x) = |2|* dz, where o € [0,00). Our first
goal is to characterize the optimal target r.i. space in ([@Il), i.e., the smallest r.i.
space Y (BRg, o) with which the embedding is valid. We then use our description
of the optimal target space to characterize when the embedding is compact. Results
from this section will also be useful in our proof of Theorem [L[.1}
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4.1. Optimal target space in the weighted Sobolev embedding. The fol-
lowing theorem is a so-called reduction principle for the weighted Sobolev embed-
ding [@T). It characterizes (@) by means of an inequality involving an integral
operator (sometimes called a Hardy operator or a Copson operator) and functions
of one variable (see (@3] below). By (Kothe) dualizing this inequality as in [34],
where the optimal r.i. spaces in classical Sobolev embeddings on bounded Lipschitz
domains in R™ are characterized, we can describe the optimal r.i. space in ([@I]).

Theorem 4.1. Let m,n € N, n > 2. Let « > 0 and R € (0,00). For all r.i. spaces
X (Bgr) and Y (BRr, lia), the following two statements are equivalent.

(1) There is a constant Cp g > 0 such that

(4.2) ully(Brpa) < CB,S”UHW;;X(BR) for every u € Wg' X (Br).

(2) There is a constant Cp g > 0 such that
< C’B,H||f||)7(071) for every f € .#47(0,1).

1
4.3 H/ s)s~ M dsl|_ <
(4.3) e f(s) Fo)

Before we prove our reduction principle for (£1]), we need to establish a couple of
auxiliary propositions. But first, we use it to describe the optimal target r.i. space

in (4I).
Corollary 4.2. Let m,n € N, n>2. Let « > 0 and R € (0,00). For an r.i. space
X (Bg, tta), let Yx (Br, fta) be the r.i. space whose function norm is defined as

ullvx (Broie) = 10" (e (Br)D 550,17 % € AT (Br, pa),

where || - |35 0,1y @ the function norm satisfying
7n+o¢ n+ao
(4.4) 9y 0.0y = It 9 Mgy for every g € 7(0,1).

Then Yx(BRr, tta) s optimal in the embedding @) in the following sense. The
embedding [@1) is valid with Y = Yx and if Z(Bg, pa) i an r.i. space such that
&) is valid with Y = Z, then Yx (Br, pta) < Z(BR, lia)-

Proof. 1t can be easily verified that the functional |- ||y, (0,1) defined by #4) is an
r.i. function norm on (0,1) (cf. |44, Proposition 3.1]). For every r.i. space Z(0,1),

we have
m 1 1 .
| [z a, = s [0 [ s as)a
<1 tn+o< Z(071) 0 tnta

1l 0, <1
llgllz7 0,1y <1

wnx(o <

n+a

/|f —H%(/ g°(t)dt) ds
Wit o 0

H!]”Z’(o 1)<1

n+a
[ = =) as
IfHX(Ol)<1

H‘J”Z’(o 1)<1

(4.5) = sup |tT=
llgll z7 0,1y <1

7n+o¢

n+o¢

g (¢

)HX/ (0,1)
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thanks to (Z3]), the Fubini theorem, and ([2:2)). Now, on the one hand, using (Z.3])
with Z(0,1) = Yx(0, 1), we obtain

" m-4a nto
| [ o = a1y
<1 tn+0<

Hfllx(o H< vx(01) l9lss 0,1y <1

= swp lgllygion =1
lolyr o<t O
Hence, the Sobolev embedding W' X (R™) < Yx (Bg, fta) is valid thanks to Theo-
rem [l On the other hand, if WX (R") < Y (BRg, o) is valid for an r.i. space
Y (BR, o), then Theorem A1 and (@3] with Z(0,1) = Y(0,1) imply that there is
a constant C' € (0, c0) such that

mia oo nta
sup ||g||ﬁ/(o,1) = sup Ht " g (t " )HX/ 0,1) <C.
ol 1)< lgllyr 1) <1
In other words, Y'(0,1) — Yx'(0,1). It follows that Yx(Bg, fta) = Y (Bg, fia)
thanks to (2.8]), which finishes the proof. O

Remark 4.3. Note that
W}?X(BR) — LOO(BR, ,ua)
if and only if

/ f(s)s™1H 7 ds < o0
||f|\X(01)<1

thanks to Theorem A1l It is easy to see that this is the case if and only if either
m < n and X(0,1) — L»1(0,1) or m > n. Since the Lebesgue measure and the
weighted measure u, are absolutely continuous with respect to each other, it follows
that L>°(BRg, tta) = L°°(Bgr). In other words, the weight is completely immaterial
as far as embeddings into L are concerned.

We now establish two auxiliary propositions and then finally prove Theorem FT1
Proposition 4.4. For a # 0 and 8 > max{0,—a}, define the operator Ty g,
mapping #(0,1) to #7(0,1), a

T s (1) tﬂ/ F(s)ls™ s, te (0.1), f e .a(0.1).
Let X(0,1) be an r.i. space. Then

1
T8 1 x (0,1 <max{ }||f||X01) for every f € #(0,1).

||ﬂ+1

Proof. By Calder6n’s interpolation result [13, Theorem 2] (see also [6, Chapter 3,
Theorem 2.2]), in order to prove the boundedness of T, 3 on X(0,1) with the
operator norm at most max{1/|a|,1/(8 + 1)}, it is sufficient to show that

1
| Ta5 fll Loe(0,1) < |—

ol [ fll (o) for every f € L>(0,1)

and

1
||Ta,ﬁf||L1(o,1) < m”f”Ll(O,l) for every f € Ll(oa 1).
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These estimates are, however, easy to establish. If a < 0, using the fact that
—1+a<—1and a+ S >0, we see that

1
1Ta,sf1lL0,1) < [[fllL=(0,1) sup tﬂ/ g e gg
t€(0,1) t

1 o
< fllzee(o,1y 7 sup ¢ +A
|a t€(0,1)
1
= —fllz=@,1)-
o (0,1)

If @ > 0, we have

A

1
1To,8f 1l Lo 0,1) < [[fllLee(0,1) sup tﬁ/ st dg
te(0,1) 0

1
E”f”Lm(O,l)a

this time using the fact that —1 + « > —1 and § > 0. Finally, using the Fubini
theorem together with the fact that 8 > max{0, —a} > —1, we have

1 s
Tosflion = [ 17l [ ¢ ars
0 0

1
sup SﬁJraHfHLl(o,l)

<
B+1 s€(0,1)

1
= m”f”Ll(o,l),
whether « is positive or negative. ([l

Proposition 4.5. Letm,n € N, 1 <m <n. Let R € (0,00) and o € [0,00). There
are positive constants Cs and Cy such that for all r.i. spaces X (Br) and Y (Bg, fta),
the following is true. For every a € (0,1] and every nonnegative f € L*°(0,1) with
support inside [0,a), there is a nonnegative radially symmetric and nonincreasing
function uf g q such that:

ufra € WX (Br)NC" 1 (Br\{0}),

. 1
Uf Rr,q has support inside By, where r = a» R,

(4.6) g, allwg x(zm) < Csmax{l, B} fllz0.):
and

1
47 H/ —1+2 g H <C . .
(4.7) . f(s)s S o) allug,r, ||Y(BR,;LQ)

Moreover, the constant C3 depends only on m and n, and the constant Cy depends
only on o, m, and n.

Proof. In the entire proof, C' > 0 is an universal constant that may depend only
on a, m, and n. Let f € L>°(0,1) be nonnegative with support inside [0,a). The
construction of the function uy,, is inspired by the construction in [34, p. 562]. We
define the functions g1, ...,gm: [0, R] — [0,00) as

9k(t) = x0.rO)T*(fm) (t/R)"), t € [0,R], k=0,1,...,m,
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where T is an auxiliary operator, mapping . (0,1) to .# (0, 1), defined as

1
(IO =x(®) [ A(s)ds, te 0,1) he .t 0,0),
t

and fp, is defined as
(4.8) fm(t) = f(OET™T% € (0,1).

)-times
The expression T7 is to be understood as 77 = T o---oT. It is easy to see that
gm € C™ ([0, R]) and that gfnm_l) is Lipschitz continuous in [0, R]. Using the

Fubini theorem, we can easily verify by induction that for every k € {1,...,m} and
every t € (0, R),

_ xon® [ S)s— M2 (g nyRT g
(k=1 /(t/R)n /() (s = (t/R)")" " ds.

Therefore, for every j € {0,1,...,m — 1} we have

(4.9) gr(t)

X(0,r)(t) ! iiem

(4.10)  gm—;(t) < ——"— f(s)s™7 7 7w ds forevery t € (0, R).
’ (m—j—=D!J/ryn

Furthermore, using ([@9) with k¥ = m together with the fact that (t/R)™ < s/2 for

every s > 2(t/R)"™, we have

) > X220 | s = (R ds

(m =1 Jou/ryn

217m 1 im .
———X(0.2-nR)(t / f(s)sTMT g™ ds
(m — 1)' (0 2 R)( ) Q(t/R)n ( )

21-m ! o

4.11 = ———X2-Rr)(t / f(s)s™ Tm ds.
( ) (m — 1)| (0,2 R)( ) 2(t/R)" ( )

Next, set
uf,ra(t) = gm(|z]), * € Br.

Note that uf rq € C™ 1 (Bgr\ {0}) and its weak derivatives of order m exist in Bg.
Furthermore, the function u¢ g, is clearly radially symmetric and nonincreasing.
Moreover, since the support of f is inside [0, a), the support of uy g, is inside B,,
where r = a7 R.

Now, we claim that (0] is valid. To that end, by [ZTI4]) with o = 0 and by (ZI0)
with j = 0, we have

1 ! Lom
Ra < — —d H .
Jusmollxcon < gy | [ £ R as |
Furthermore, using Proposition 4] with & = m/n, and 8 = 0, we obtain

1 n
(4.12) lug,rallx(Br) < mg”f”y(o,l)-

Furthermore, straightforward computations show that all the (weak) derivatives of
Uf R,e Up to order m are linear combinations of (some of) the functions

(4.13) Br >z R"g i(|x))|a)™ ey, -y,
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where j € {1,...,m}, k€ {j,...,m},and [ € {0,1,...,k}. Moreover, the coeffi-
cients depend only on m and n. Hence, using (@13)), (@8), @I0), and @I4) with

a = 0, we see that

1D us Rl x(Br) < C( T (2l /B)) 2™ x (R
_|_

m—1 m 1
+ R™In |;E|j"_k/ f(s)s™i=1H% dsH
= ; (lzI/R)™ X<BR>>
= (R %)
m—1 m . 1
4.14 + Rkatjfi/ s)s I ds|| _ .
(1.14) 3D 56 o)

Furthermore, for all j € {1,...,m — 1} and k € {j,...,m}, we have

1
gk —i-lkE g H e e
/t f(s)s s %01 = 1 1115 0,1)

nj —m

thanks to Proposition 4] with « = —j + m/n and 8 = j — k/n. Hence, combining
this with (I4]), we obtain

(4.15) D™ uf Rl x(Br) < Cmax{l, 7"} fli50,1):
Therefore, thanks to (£12) and {I5), we arrive at
s rallwg x ey < Cmax{L, R} fllg.,

Hence, [@0) is true. In particular, since Hf”)?(o 1) <00, wehaveus pra € Wi X (Br).
Finally, we have yet to show that (7)) is valid. Thanks to the boundedness of
the dilation operator Dym+a)m on Y (0,00) (see (7)) and to (@II)), we have

X(0,27(n+¢1)/")(t)/

. _
2t nta

1

1
[ retvea, <o
tta Y (0,1)

n+ao
= n

s
f(s)s s Y(0,1)

1
X(0,2*"R)(|33|)/ f(s)s™ 1 dsH
2(|=|/R)™ Y (

nto
<27 277 (m = Dllgm (2D lly (Bria)

@

=22 (m = Dllusrally (Ba)-

BRr,pa)

Therefore, [@7) is indeed true, which concludes the proof. (]

Remark 4.6. Since the function us r o with a € (0,1) has support inside B, with
r < R, its continuation outside Bg by 0 belongs to W& X (R") N C™~1(R™ \ {0}),
provided that X (Bpr) in Proposition [0l is the restriction of an r.i. space X (R™).

Now, we finally prove Theorem [Z.1]
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Proof of Theorem[{.1] Assume that ([£3) is valid with a constant Cg g > 0. Let
u € Wi X(Bg) and u(xz) = g(|z]). Note that for every j € {0,...,m — 1} and

every t € (0, R), we have

R
99 (1) < / 19U (s)|ds + |99 (R)|
t

R [t . ,
== gt (Rs™)|s 1% ds + gV (R)|

(4.16)
- J(t/R)n
thanks to the fact that ¢g9) € AC)..((0, R]) and the obvious change of variables.

Furthermore, since g9 € C([£, R]) for every j € {0,...,m — 1}, the elementary
mean value theorem for integrals yields the existence of to € [£, R] such that

) 9 B
9 t0) = [ 99(s)ds.
R

2

Hence, we have

R 9 (R
/ gt (s)ds 4+ = / gW(s)ds
to R %

99 (R)| =
R 9 R
< [+ [l )lds
L E
2 2
R G0 st ds 4 2 [ 100 (Reb)s-1+HE
=B sl a2 [ gt
2R [N ) (et 2" [N 0 (R
am <P emebias 2 [ g0mstas

for every j € {0,...,m — 1} and every t € (0, R). Therefore, thanks to [@IT), the

Holder inequality [23]), and ZI4]) with oo = 0, we obtain

: 2"¢X/(wnR") : R :
(418)  lgP(R)| = = gD ()] x () + 5 199 (2 x5 )-

Now, we show by backward induction on ¢ =0,...,m — 1, that
@) L R PR e
g™ ()] < g™ (Rs™)|s™ 77 ds
n (t/R)™
ntm—i—1PX’ (wan) m—1 -
+ 2T max{1, R }; 9™ ([l x (B2)

(4.19)
for every ¢ € (0, R). For i = m — 1, the validity of [@I9]) easily follows from (Z16))
and (LI8) with j = m —4. Assuming that (I9) is valid for i € {1,...,m — 1}, we
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see that

1
/ |99 (Rs™)|s™ % ds
(

t/R)"

Rm_i ! ! (m) 1 _1+D _1+L
< ( "™ (RT=)|T D dT)S n ds
n (t/R)™

+2M T oy (wn RY) max{1, R™~ l}ZHg (2Dl x(Br)

for every t € (0,00). As for the integral on the right-hand side, we have

1 1 . |
[ ([ @ty an)s s < [ gt e
w/rn s (t/R)"

thanks to the Fubini theorem. Therefore, combining the last two inequalities, we
have

1
/ |99 (Rs™)|s™ "% ds
(

t/R)"

1 .
< Rm_i/ g™ (Rs%)|s_1+m7;+l ds
(t/R)"

+2m T oy (wn RY) max{1, R™~ l}ZHg (2Dl x(Br)

for every t € (0,00). Hence, by combining this and both (@I6) and (EIJ) with
j=1i—1, it is easy to see that (£I9) is valid for ¢ — 1, which finishes the inductive
step.

Next, thanks to ([2I4]), (£19) with ¢ = 0, and ([@3]), we see that

1
lelly (Ba.pna) = 92Dy (Ba.ma) = l9(REF) 50 1)

—H/ —H ds
tn+o¢

. ex wnR m—1
+ 9 + 1# max{l R }QDY(,UJQ BR Z ||g |$|)||X (Br)
k=0

Y (0,1)

< C(Jlg(Rt) I, 1>+Z||g (1Dl )

= C(llg(e)lxcsa + Z g x s )

with a constant C' depending only on Cp g, a, m, n, R, ¢x and ¢y. Combining
this with (ZI3]), we obtain the validity of (2)) with Cp ¢ = 2C.

Now, assume that ([2) is valid with a constant Cp g > 0. We will show that
([Z3)) is valid with a constant Cp g € (0,00). To that end, it is clearly sufficient to
consider nonnegative functions f € X(0,1). Furthermore, since min{|f|, N} 7 |f]
as N — oo, it is actually sufficient to prove (@3] for nonnegative functions f €
X(0,1) N L>(0,1). Moreover, since |f|x(0,a) /" |f] as a — 17, we may also assume
that f is zero in a left neighborhood of 1. Let f € X (0,1)NL>(0, 1) be nonnegative
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and such that f = fx(,q) for some a € (0,1). Using (@1), E2), and L), we
obtain

1
H/ . f(s)s7im dSH_ < Callug,rally(Bropa) < CaCBsllusrallwy x(sr)
tnta Y (0,1) ‘

< C4Cp,sCsmax{1, Rfm}||f||)_((o,1)a

where uy g1 € Wi X (Bg) is the function from Proposition 45}, and C3 and Cy are
the constants from ([6]) and (A7), respectively. Hence, the inequality ([3]) is valid
with CBJ{ = 03040315 max{l,R*m}. O

4.2. Compactness of the weighted Sobolev embedding. Now, having a de-
scription of the optimal target space in the weighted Sobolev embedding ([@1]) at
our disposal, we use it to characterize the compactness of the weighted Sobolev
embedding. We only state the characterization when Y (Bg, t) is not equivalent
to L>°(BRr, lta ), which is equivalent to the fact that (see |55, Theorem 5.2], cf. |6,
Chapter 2, Theorem 5.5])

(4.20) t]iI(r)lJr ey (t) = 0.

The problem of characterizing compactness of Sobolev embeddings into L, be-
ing usually in a way easier, requires different techniques. In fact, by combin-
ing Proposition with @ = 0 and [35, Theorem 1.2], it can be shown that
WX (R") — L>®(Bg) is compact if and only if W™ X (Bg) < L*(Bg) is. Note
that the restriction m < n imposed in [35, Theorem 1.2] stems from the interpo-
lation technique used there and is not necessary (cf. |56, Theorem 6.1], [14, The-
orem 1.2]). Since L°(Bg, o) = L (Bg) (recall Remark 3], it follows that
WEX(R") < L*®(Bg,ta) is compact if and only if WX (Bgr) — L*(Bg)
is. Therefore, we can use the known characterizations of the compactness of
W™X(Br) < L*(Bgr) (in particular, see [35]) to characterize the compactness
of W X(R") — L*°(Bgr, o). It turns out that W' X (Bg) < L>(Bg, fta) is
compact if and only if

(1.21) im0 () =0
When m < n, it is easy to see, by using (Z2]), that (2] is equivalent to
(4.22) X(0,1) < L#=1(0,1).

When m > n, [L2])) is always satisfied.

Theorem 4.7. Let m,n € N, n > 2. Let « > 0 and R € (0,00). Let X(Bg) and
Y (BRr, tta) be r.i. spaces. Assume that [L20Q) is true. The following two statements
are equivalent.

(1) The embedding (&) is compact.
(2) We have

(4.23) Yx(Br,pa) < Y (Br, pia),
where Yx (Br, lto) is the optimal target space from Corollary [{-3

Proof. First, assume that the embedding ([@Tl) is compact. By (ZI0) and ZI1),
the validity of (£23]) is equivalent to that of

(4.24) lim sup ||g*x(071/j)||g,(0)1) =0.

I7%lgllgr 1)1
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Let € > 0. Using (@4), [22)), the Fubini theorem, and (2.1]), we see that

nta
t ™ n
suplg"x0,1/) v 0,1) = /If ) / 9% (5)X(0.1/7) (s) ds dt
gl 0,1y <1 ngny,(o ys1Jo
17115 0.1y <1
1 1 N
= s [ o [ IforE s
Hg”Y/(Ol)—l 0 snta
1715 0.0, <1
1 Lpm
(4.25) - [xoarn® [, 1rls % as
nfnx(m) ) ¥(0,1)

Since min{|f(¢)[, N} A |f(t)] for a.e. t € (0,1) as N — oo for every f € .#(0,1),

we have

1
ot a
[xoam® [t a

1
= s xoun® [, 16T s
11501y <1 tmia
feL®(0,1)

||f|\X(0 s

Y(0,1)

Moreover, since the embedding (A1) is compact (and so also bounded), the supre-
mum is finite thanks to Theorem [l Therefore, for each j € N, there is a function
fj € L*>=(0,1), ”f”X(O 1y < 1, such that

1
eva
o [t e

I fHX(o )< e

1
(1.26) <2/ ® [ 15l ds

tnta

By combining ([@.25]) and ([.26]), we obtain

1
(4.27) sup ||g*X(0)1/j)||W/(O)1) < 2HX(0,1/J‘) (t) /t+ |fj(5)|s_1+7 ds

lollgr 0.1, <

Y(0,1)

Y (0,1)

for every j € N. Furthermore, set

= j/ (") for every j € N.

Thanks to Proposition 3] with a = a; and f = |fj[X(0,as,), there is a function
uj € W' X (Bg) such that

(4.28) uj(z) =0 for every x € By with |z| > jn/nte) g

(4.29) lujllwmx By < C

(4.30) H/ . |fi(s)[s™ X(o azy) (8 H < Callully(Br,pa)
t'Vl [e3

for each j € N, where Cjy is the constant from (II'_H) and C depends only on m, n,
and R.

Next, combining the compactness of the embedding (£1) with (@29, we may
without loss of generality assume that there is a function u € Y (Bg, 11o) such that



Compact Sobolev embeddings of radially symmetric functions 29

lim; oo uj = u in Y(BRg, fta) and lim;_,o u;(x) = u(x) for (u-)a.e. x € Br. The
latter together with (II?EI) implies that v = 0. Hence, we have

lim H .
J—0o0 tnta

thanks to [@30). Therefore, there is jo € N such that

—1-‘:—21 d H =0
X, az])(s) s Y (0,1)

(4.31) <e.

H i £ (s) X0, a210) (3 H_01

Now, using ([@3T]) and the Holder inequality ([23]) in the last step, we have

1 1
HX(O,l/j)(f)/ . |fj(s)|s_1+7 dsH_ < HX(O,l/j)(t) /L |fj(5)|5_1+7X(0,a2j0)(5)dS
tnto Y(O,l) tnto

H?(o,l)

H?(o,l)

1
" Hx@,lm(w [ 1B (905

<[ [ 1T X 0, (5) s

e Y (0,1)
1
([ 15Ol ds)e1/)
a2j0

m—n

<e+oy(l/i)ag;® ox (1)

for every j € N, j > 2j9. Combining this with (£20]), we obtain

_ <2
Y (0,1)

1
v @ [ 156l ds
tnto

for every j € N sufficiently large. Since € > 0 was arbitrary, this together with (Z27))
implies that (£24) is true. Hence, so is [@23]) in turn.

Second, assume that (@23)) is valid. Let {u;}32, € Wg'X(Br) be a bounded
sequence. By Corollary 2] the sequence is also bounded in Yx(Bg, fto). Fur-
thermore, thanks to (Z3)), it is bounded in W11 (Bgr) = W!LY(Bg). The clas-
sical Rellich-Kondrachov theorem (e.g., [1, Theorem 6.3]) implies that there is a
function u € L'(Bg) and a subsequence of {uy}$2, converging to u pointwise
a.e. in Bg, which is the same as p-a.e. in Bg. Moreover, thanks to ([2.1I]), we have
u € Yx(Bg, pio)- Hence, |55, Theorem 3.1] (cf. [6, Exercise 8, p. 31]) together with
([#E23) implies that the subsequence converges to u in Y (Bg, iia). It follows that
the embedding ([@1]) is compact. (]

We conclude this section with three remarks.

Remark 4.8. The validity of (£23)), with (Z20)) still in force, can be equivalently
reformulated in several ways. In particular, it is equivalent to the validity of

1
lim sup HX(O,a)(t) /L f*(s)sipr% dSH_ =0
t

0 Nl g0,y <2 nta Y(0.1)

This and other equivalent reformulations can be obtained in essentially the same
way as in |15, 134, [56].
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Remark 4.9. It is worth noting that the functions {u;}32, that we used for proving
the necessity of [@23)) actually belong to the subspace (see [L28)

(4.32) WEX(Br) = {u € WX (BR) : u = uxp,for some 0 < R < R}.

Remark 4.10. In view of Remark @3land ([2.9), we have Yx (Br, 1) = L (Bg, 1)
for every r.i. space X (Bgr) when m > n. Furthermore, characterizing the com-
pactness of the Sobolev embedding (1)) is rather simple when m > n. When
m > n, the discussion before Theorem 7] (in particular, recall [@21])) together
with (29) implies that {@I) is always compact. When m = n, the fact that
Yx(Bgr,p) = L (Bg, p) combined with Theorem 7] (see also [53, Theorem 5.2])
and (@ZT)) yields that (@I]) is compact if and only if X is not (equivalent to) L' or
Y is not (equivalent to) L°°.

5. PROOF oF THEOREM [I.1]

Proof of Theorem Il Sufficiency. Let {u;}32, C W7 X (R™) be bounded. We will
show that it contains a subsequence that is Cauchy in Y (R™). Let ¢ > 0. Thanks
to Proposition [[L2] there is R > 0 so large that
(5.1) sup [|(u; — u;)xre\Bglly ey < €
i,jEN

We now distinguish between whether (IL9) or (ILIT)) is the case.

First, assume that ([9) is true. We claim that (LI0) is valid whether m < n
or m > n. When m < n, its validity is assumed, and so there is nothing to prove.
When m > n (and so —1 + m/n > 0), we have

1
sup HX(o,a)(t)/ (X)) (s)s™ 1t dSH?(
t

”fX(O,l)”f(OYOO)Sl 0,00)

< X0, Ol 210,00 Y (@) < 030 (Do (a)

for every a > 0 thanks to the Holder inequality (2.3). The validity of (II0) then
follows from the assumption ([9). Hence, either way, (ILI0) is valid. By combin-
ing (ZT12) with o = 0 and Remark[d.8] we see that the validity of (I.T0)) is equivalent
to that of (£23) with o = 0, where Yx (Bg) is the optimal space from Corollary[Z.2]
with @« = 0 and X = X(Bg). Hence, the embedding W' X (Br) — Y (Bg) is
compact (in fact, even W™ X (Bg) < Y (Bgr) is by [35, Theorem 1.1]). It follows
that the sequence {u;xp,}52; € W' X(Bg) contains a subsequence converging
in Y/(Bg). Combining this with (5.)), we obtain the fact that {u;}32, contains a
subsequence that is Cauchy in Y (R™). Therefore, the embedding (L1) is compact.

Now, assume that (LII)) is true. As in the preceding case, it remains for us to
show that {u;xpg}32; contains a subsequence that is Cauchy in Y/(R"). To that
end, we note that each of the conditions (B3)|is equivalent to the compactness
of the embedding W™ X (Bg) < L% (Bg). This follows from the explanation before
Theorem [L.7] (see also Remark ELT0)). Since (see (29)

luxBrlly @) < llullpe@nyey (waR")  for every u € .#(R"),

the compactness of W™ X (Br) < L*(Bg) implies that {u;xp,}52, contains a
subsequence that is Cauchy in Y (R™). Finally, putting it all together, we obtain
the existence of a subsequence of {uy}72 , that is Cauchy in Y'(Bg).
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Necessity. Assume that the embedding W7 X (R") — Y(R") is compact. In
particular, W' X (R™) — Y (R"™), and so there is a constant C' > 0 such that

(5.2) [ully@n) < Cllullwpx®ny for every u € Wg' X(R™).

We start by proving that (L8] is true. To this end, since every nonnegative non-
increasing function on (0, 00) is an a.e. pointwise limit of a nondecreasing sequence
of nonnegative nonincreasing simple functions with bounded support, it is easy to
see that

(5.3) sup  [[f X (@00 [F(0,00) = SUP X (a,00) 170,00
1112 0,00) <1 1F120,00) <1
fes

for every a > 0, where
S={f€.#"(0,00) : f is a nonincreasing simple function with bounded support}.
Using Proposition 34, we have

(5.4) sup /X (a0 I70,00) S C2 sup ugally @)
159,00y <1 150 00y
fes fes

for every a > 0, where uy, € WX (R") is the function from Proposition B.4]
assigned to f € S, and the constant Cs is that from (B.2I)). Furthermore, combining

(E2) and (3220)), we obtain

(5.5) sup  |lugally@ny < CCy for every a > 0.

17115 (0,00, <
fes

Now, note that

sup ||f*x(a,oo)||?(oyoo) < oo for every a >0

17115 0,00y <1

thanks to (B4 and (BE). In view of this and (B3]), we can find a sequence of

functions {f;}52; C S such that ||fj||)7(0)oo) <1and

sup ||f*X(j,oo)||?(o,oo) < 2||ij(j,oo)||?(o,oo) for every j € N.
11150, 00) <1
Furthermore, combining this with ([321), we obtain
(5.6) " sup 3 1" X (.00 170,00y < 2C2llujlly@n)  for every j €N,
X (0,00) =

where u; = uy, ; for every j € N.

Since the embedding W' X (R") < Y (R"™) is compact and the sequence {u;}72; C
WX (R™) is bounded in W7 X (R™) thanks to (5.5]), we may without loss of gen-
erality assume there is a function v € Y (R™) such that

lim u; =v in Y(R")

J—oo
and

lim w;(z) =u(zr) forae ze€R"
j—roo

Therefore, since the latter together with (BI9]) implies that u = 0, we have

(5.7) Jli{{)lo l|luslly @ny = 0.
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Finally, combining (5.6]) and (&.7), we see that

lim — sup  [[f"X(j,00)[I77(0,00) = 05

I 1 £l 0,00y <1
whence (L8] follows.
Next, if m > n, there is nothing else to prove, whether (L9) or (LTI is the case.

For future reference, note that for every r.i. space Z(R") such that ¢z(07) > 0, we
have

. oo (Rm) — 1 * t < 1 ny — n
(58) ol = Jim v (2) < T ——[oll gm0 = Czllo] 7

T =0t @z (t)

for every v € .# (R™), where Cz = 1/¢0z(0%) € (0,00). When m = n and (L9) is
the case, there is also nothing else to prove. Let m = n and ([L.II) be the case. We
need to show that (LI3) is valid. Supposed that (LI3)) is not valid. That together
with (Z.6]) means that

li (t) > 0.
[, #x: () >

Hence

(5.9) lv]| oo mny < Cxl|v|x/(mny for every v € .4 (R™)

thanks to (5.8) with Z = X', where Cx € (0,00). Furthermore, we have
e = s [ Jut@)lgleo)|dz

llgll x7@ny<1

<ullziwny  sup  [lgllzee@ny
llgll xr @ny<1

(5.10) < Oxollullpr ey

for every u € .# (R™) thanks to (24]), the Holder inequality ([2.3), and (5.9). Now,
let g € C°(R) be an arbitrary smooth function such that ¢ = 1 on [0,1/2] and
g =0 on [3/4,00). Set u(x) = g(|z]), x € R™. Tt is easy to see that u € C°(R"™).
Furthermore, set u;(x) = u(jz), x € R", for every j € N. Note that

(5.11) suppu; C Byy; for every j € N.
Furthermore, it can be readily verified that
IV ujl| 1y = 5 11(VE0) (G2) | L2 @y = 55 IV Lo @ny < 1IVFul|pa@ny < 00

forall j € Nand k = 0,...,n. Hence, thanks to this and (5.10), we see that {u;}72,
is a bounded sequence in Wi X (R™). Now, we clearly have

||uj||Loo(Rn) = ||’LL||Lao(Rn) for eVeryj e N.
Therefore, we obtain

u oo (Rn
llwilly @n) = ””é,% >0 foreveryjeN

thanks to (LII) and (5.8)) with Z =Y, where Cy € (0, 00). It follows from this and
(5I0)) that {u;}32; does not contain a subsequence convergent in Y (R"™). Hence,
the embedding W3 X (R"™) — Y (R") is not compact.
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Finally, let 1 < m < n. First, assume that (L9) is true. We need to show
that (I0) is valid. Suppose that (II0) is not true. By (ZI2]), we have

(5.12) lim H<0“ Q/ £( -4+%d4
<1

>0,

a—0+ Y1(0,1)

nmxmm

where X; = X(B;) and Y7 = Y(By). By Remark 8 (512) is equivalent to
the fact that (23) is not valid with X = X3, Y =Y;, R=1, and « = 0. Hence,
Theorem .7 combined with Remark [L9limplies that the embedding Wg', X (B1) —
Y (B1) is not compact, where Wi'o X (B1) is defined by [@32). However, we have
Wg X (B1) = W X([R") and [Jullys,) = [[ully®n) for every u € Wgo X (B1),
provided that we extend the functions from W', X (B1) by 0 outside B;. Therefore,
it follows that the embedding (7)) is not compact. Now, assume that ([LIT]) is the
case. We will show that (LIZ) is satisfied, which will conclude the entire proof
of Theorem [Tl By (Z12)), it is easy to see that (LI2) is satisfied if and only if

(5.13) lim W/ X0 (8))s™ 1% ds
<1

+
aﬂonman

= 0,
L°°(0,1)

where X = X (By). Since min{ f*x(0,q), N} /* f*X(0,a) @5 N — 00, we have

-1+ d H
<1H/ X (s )) s L°°(0,1)

—14m
| (oo o
|\j||X ©. 1)<1 / Le(0,1)

j€L°°(0 1)

for every a € (0,1). Furthermore, thanks to (LII) and (58) with Z = Y, the
compactness of (L) implies that the embedding W' X(R") — L*>°(R") is also
compact. In particular, it is bounded. Therefore, the suprema are finite. Hence,
for each j € N, there is a function f; € L°°(0, 1) such that ||fj||x_1(0,1) <1 and

—14m
s dsH
|manqH/) P01/ L (o,1)

5.14 <2H/’ +%d“ .
( ) X(o 1/3)( )) S Lo(0,1)

Now, thanks to Proposition 4.3l with Y = L, R =1, a = 0, f = fX(0,1/j)
and a = 2/j, there are functions u; = uy, 12,5, 7 € N, j > 3, such that (see
also Remark [L.6])

the sequence {u;}32 3 is bounded in Wx' X (R");

hm uj( z) =0 fora.e xe€R"

nman

H / X(0.1/5)(8))s™ 1w dSHL"o(O,l) < Callusl= g,

where Cy is the constant from (7). The compactness of the embedding W7 X (R") —
L>°(R™) now implies that

lim H/ X(o 1/;)( )) T ds

J—0o0

HLoo(o,l)
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Combining this with (5I4]), we obtain the validity of (5I3). Hence, so is (L12) in
turn, which finishes the proof. O

6. EXAMPLES

In this section, we completely characterize the compactness of the Sobolev em-
bedding (7)) and of the weighted Sobolev embedding (@Il on balls for concrete
examples of r.i. spaces. More specifically, we consider the situation where both X
and Y are from the class of Lorentz—Zygmund spaces. This class of function spaces
contains many customary function spaces. For example, it contains Lebesgue spaces,
Lorentz space, or some Orlicz spaces—namely those of logarithmic and exponential
type (we will get back to this in more detail soon). We start by briefly introduc-
ing the Lorentz—Zygmund spaces (the interested reader can find more information
in [5, 149]).

For p,q € [1,00] and A = (ag, as) € R?, we define the functional || - || 1r.0.4(0,00)
as

11 .
£l r i 0,000 = I[E7 72O F* ()| Lac0,00), f € A F(0,00),
where the functions £: (0,00) — (0,00) and ¢* are defined as

£(t) =1+ |log(t)], t € (0,00),

and
L(t)>o if t € (0,1
0(t)>ee if t € (1, 00).
The functional || - || 1p.4.4(0,00) is equivalent to an r.i. function norm if and only if

one of the following is true:

p=q=100 >0, and as < 0;
(6.2) p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1, o0;
. p=00,q € [1,00), and ag + ¢ < 0;

p=q=o00and ag < 0.
When this is the case, we define the Lorentz—Zygmund space LP44(R") as
LPOA(R™) = {f € M R") : ||fl|oarqny = [ ]| Lo 0,00) < 00}

and consider it an r.i. space.

Note that we have LP(R") = LP»(O0)(R") and LP9(R™) = LP¢ (00 (R™). Fur-
thermore, when p = ¢ € [1, 00|, the Lorentz-Zygmund spaces LPP*(R") coincide
with the following well-known and oft-used Orlicz spaces. When p = ¢ € [1,00),
we have LPP#(R") = LA(R") with A being equivalent to the function (0,00) >
t > tPL(t)(Peoe:P0) (here we assume ag > 0 and as < 0 when p = ¢ = 1).
When p = ¢ = o0, ag < 0, and an > 0, we have L=4(R") = L4(R") with
A being equivalent to the function ¢ +— exp(—t~/®>=) near 0 and to the function
t + exp(t~/*0) near infinity.

Sometimes it is necessary to work with more tiers of logarithms—particularly to
capture various delicate limiting situations. We define the function ¢¢: (0,00) —
(0,00) as

20(t) =14 log(4(t)), t € (0,00),
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and 0B, for B = (B0, Beo) € R?, as in (G.1) with £ and A replaced by ¢/ and B,
respectively. We can then define || f[| 1r.q.4.5(0,00) @8

£l Lrasz0,00) = 167 75 L)L) F* ()| La0,000 | € AT (0,00).

When even more tiers of logarithms are needed, they can be added in the obvious
way.

Finally, when (F,u) is a finite nonatomic measure space, we define, for p,q €
[1,00] and « € R, the Lorentz—Zygmund space LP**%*(E, 11) as

LR B, p) ={f € #(E,p): ”f”LP’q’a(E,;L) = ||f*X(O,,u(E))||Lp’q’(a’0)(0,oo) < oo}

The functional || - ||zr.a.e(p,u) is equivalent to an r.i. function norm if and only if
one of the conditions ([6.2) is satisfied with ap = o and a disregarded. When this
is the case, we consider LP%%*(E, 1) an r.i. space.

6.1. Sobolev embeddings on the entire space. Having introduce the Lorentz—
Zygmund spaces, we now completely characterize the compactness of the Sobolev
embedding

(6.3) W LPaA(RY) — LT5B(R),
which covers a large number of usual situations (see also Theorem [635]).

Theorem 6.1. Let m,n € N, n > 2. Let p,q,r,s € [1,00] and A = (g, o), B =
(Bo, Boo) € R%. Assume that the parameters are such that Lp’q’A(R") and L™*B(R")
are (equivalent to) r.i. spaces (recall (62)). Consider the following nine conditions:

(C1) p<r;

(C2) p=1r < o0 and o +max{1l/s —1/q,0} < aso;

(C8) p=r =00, oo +1/¢ >0, and aso +1/¢ > foo +1/s;

(04) p=r=00, q<0oQ, ando:aoo+1/q>ﬂoo+l/s;

(C5) p=r=00,q<s, and aoo +1/¢ = Poo +1/5=0;

(C6) p< 2 andr < —2E

n—mp’

(C7) p<%,r:nf5m, andﬂo<a0+min{%—%,0};
(Cg)p:%;’r:oo; a0§1_%; G/nd60<a0—1+%_%;
(C9) either p = anda0>1—% orp> .

When m < n, the Sobolev embedding [6.3) is compact if and only if one of the

conditions is satisfied and simultaneously so is one of |(C6)1(CI)
When m = n, the Sobolev embedding [6.3) is compact if and only if one of the

conditions |(C1)H(C5) is satisfied and simultaneously either p = q =1 and ap =0
is not true or r = s = oo and By = 0 is not true.
When m > n, the Sobolev embedding ([63)) is compact if and only if one of the

conditions is satisfied.

Proof. The theorem follows from Theorem [Tl combined with Theorem [6.7] with
a = 0 and Proposition [6.3] which will be proved in the rest of this section. O

Recalling Theorem [T we see that the validity of (L8] plays an essential role
in the question of whether the Sobolev embedding (7)) is compact. Therefore, in
order to characterize the compactness of (6.3]), we need to know when (L8] is valid
when both X and Y are Lorentz-Zygmund spaces. Before we characterize it, we
establish the following simple auxiliary proposition, which will be useful later.
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Proposition 6.2. Let X (0,00) and Z(0,00) be r.4. spaces. Let |||y (0,00) be defined
as

(6.4) 191y 0,000 = [lg" (Ow(B)l| 2(0,00), 9 € A (0, 00),
where w € A" (0,00). Then

. oy (a) .
sup |1 X (a,00) Iy (0,00) < +  sup [T (Owt)X(a,00) ()] 20,00
1£ 11 (0,00 <1 (@l O = 0 (@) " i <1 (@:0) 12 (0:00)

for every a € (0,00).
Proof. Fix a > 0. Let f € .#(0,00). Note that

* 1 * f N
fH(a) = wx—(a)Hf (@)x0.0)B)llx0.00) < %'

Using this together with (G.4]), we see that

1" X (a,00) 17 (0,00) < 1(F* (@)X (0,0) + F*X(a,00)) " ()W ()| 2(0,00)
= [1F*(a)x(0,a) () + [ ()X (a,00) )W ()] 2(0,00)
< £ (@)x(0,0) Ow) | 2(0,00) + I1F* ()0 ()X (a,00) (B 2(0,00)
< X Owd)llz
- px(a)
~Ix,0) Iy (0,00
- ex(a)

whence the desired inequality follows. (I

0,00 *
L1 £l 0.00) + I1F (D)X (a,00) ()] 2(0,00)

[ £11x(0,00) + ILF*(B)w(t)X (a,00) (D) | 2(0,00)

Proposition 6.3. Let p,q,7,5 € [1,00] and A = (v, a00),B = (Bo, Boo) € R2.
Assume that the parameters are such that LP%*(R™) and L™*B(R™) are (equivalent
to) r.i. spaces (recall (62)). Then

(6.5) lim sup £ X (a,00) lLr22(0,00) = O

a0 ”f”Lp,q,A(o,m) <1

if and only if one of the conditions from Theorem [61] is satisfied.

Proof. Throughout the entire proof, we use the notation < or 2 meaning that the
left-hand side is bounded from above or below, respectively, by a positive constant
multiple of the right-hand side with the multiplicative constant independent of
a € (0,00) and f. We will also use a2, meaning that both inequalities < and > are
true.

By Proposition [6.2, in order to show that (6.5 is true, it is sufficient to show
that

(6.6) lim prres(a) =0
a=00 Qpp.q.n ()
and
(6.7) lim sup [£7 7% £(8)> £* ()] L (a,00) = O-

N
a0 ”f”Lp,q,A(o,oo)Sl

It is not hard to verify that each of the conditions [(C1)H(C5)| implies the validity
of ([G8) (see also |49, Lemma 3.7]). We now show that they also imply the validity

of ([©1).
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First, assume that p < r < oo, i.e., we assume Since LP%*(0,00) —
LP>4(0, 00) (see [49, Theorem 4.1]), in order to establish (67), it is sufficient to
show that

lim osup RS (1)]

a—roo ”fHLPvOOvA(O,ao)Sl

Ls(a,oo) =0.

To that end, we have

1 1

1_1 " 1_1_1 e
(6.8)  [[t77TL&)7 f* ()| 1 (ar00) < I f |l Epcort(o,00) 1E7 7= £(2)° | 25 (a,00)

for every f € #(0,00). We now distinguish between whether s < co or s = 0.
Assume that s < co. Note that

755 ()]

Ls(1,00) < 00

thanks to the fact that (1/r —1/p)s < 0. Therefore, using (6.8) and the dominated
convergence theorem, we obtain the validity of (61). Now, assume that s = occ.

Note that the function (0,00) 3 7 Téfiﬂ(T)Bm_o‘m is equivalent to a decreasing
function thanks to the fact that 1/r —1/p < 0. Hence

[£7 77 £(£)7 =% || oo a00) & a7 7 L(a)?= 7O 50 asa — oo.

Therefore, combining this with (G38]), we obtain the validity of (6.1) again.

Second, assume one of the cases By [49, Theorems 4.1 and 4.3] when
p=r < oo and by @, Theorems 4.2 and 4.4] when p = r = oo, we have

(6.9) LPa8(0, 00) < L7 (00:72) (0, 00),
where

(o, o) ifp=r<ooandq<s,

(70, Yoe) = (ozo +1/g—1/s—¢e,a00+1/q— 1/5—5) if either p =r < co and ¢ > s,

orp=r=o9Q,

where, in the second case, € > 0 is (arbitrarily) chosen to be so small that we still
have

1 1
Boo+ = <00+ ——c¢.
s q

Note that, with such a choice of € > 0, we also have

in each of the cases Hence, it follows that
1 Boo =Yoo —
(6.11) ali)rr;o £(a) 0.

Now, thanks to the embedding (G9]), in order to show that ([G7) is true, it is
sufficient to show that

(6.12) lim sup 1E772)%= £*(1)]] 1+ (a,00) = O-

—
a7 ”f”LPaS’('YO"Yoo)(O,OO)Sl
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To that end, using both (610) and (6I1I), we obtain

1 1

lim sup 132007 (Ol oo

a—roo Hf”LP,S,('vo,'vOo)(o,m)Sl

< lim ( sup £(t)P="7= sup ||t%_%£(t)%of*(t)|LS(!LOO))
a0 \te(a,00) ”f“Lp,s,(wo,%o)(o,oo)gl

< lim £(a)P=""7= =0.
a— 00

It follows that ([G.12) is true. Hence, so is (61 in turn.
Next, assume ie,p=r=o00,¢<s,and asx +1/¢ =0. Since ga = —1

and gag < —1 (recall ([G.2))), we have
¢
/ T LA (T)Tdr ~ 0U(t)  for every t > 1.
0
Using this, we see that

ﬁawzww*ﬂ@wAT*ﬁvwm

§£€(t)1/0 T A () (r) AT

< 1 oy
for allt > 1 and f € .#(0,00). Hence, using this, we obtain
. _1 " . _1 _1
lim sup [ 6)> F*(8) ]| o (aro0) < Lim [[E75€()P=L0(8) ™7 || 1o (a,00)-
a—r o0 ”f”LOO,q,A(O,oo)Sl a—r o0

Since oo +1/s=0and 1 < ¢ < s < o0, it is easy to see that

||t7%€(t)ﬁ°°€€(t)7% |25 (a,00) & %(a)if% for every a > 1.
Hence, it follows that (6.7)) is also true when |(C5)|is the case.

Finally, we will show that the conditions [(C1)H{(C5)| are also necessary for the
validity of ([E3). When

p>r,
p=1< oo and Bs > Qoo,
1 1
p=r=o00and 0 < ag + — < Boo + —,
q s

p:rzooandOZaoo+%<Boo+§,
p:r:oo,q<oo,andozoo+é<0,
p=1r=00,q=00, and oy, <0,

or

1 1
p:T:oo,sgq,andozoo—l——:ﬁoo—k—:(),
q S

it can be verified by straightforward computations (see also @, Lemma 3.7]) that

lim PLo® (a)

> 0.
@00 Qpp.a.n(a)
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Hence, it follows from Proposition that (G.5]) is not valid when one of these
conditions is satisfied. Furthemore, comparing them with |[(C1)H(C5)| we see that
it only remains for us to show that if

1 1
(6.13) p=r<o00,q>s,and Bo < Qoo < Poo +— — —,
s q
then (G.5]) is not valid. For future reference, note that
t ot
(6.14) lim ta_ lim (t+a) =1 forevery a > 0.

t—oo T t—o0 K(t)
First, assume (6.I3) and that ¢ = co. Set
fot) =t75072(8), t € (0,00).

Since p < oo, it is easy to see that f§(t) =~ fo(t) for every ¢ € (0,00). Furthermore,
note that || fol| r.a.4(0,00) = 1. It follows from (GI4) that for each a > 0 there is
te > 1 such that

1
(t+ a)fif_A(t +a)> §t7%€_A(t) for every t > t,.
Hence, for every a > 0, we have
sup I1f*X (a,00) |58 (0,00) 2 1 f0X (a,00) | 752 (0,00)

11l o sa,6 (0,00 <1
~ [Er () (4 a) M+ )]l Le0,00)
2 [t WA L 000
= [t 7o)~

=0

L3 (tq,00)

thanks to the fact that 8o, + 1/ > @ Therefore, (G.5) is not valid.
At last, assume (G.I3) and that ¢ < oo. To that end, note that

* 1_1 ”
sup "X (@,00) | Lr52(0,00) = sup [£7 == 2 f*(t + )| Lo (0,00
”f”Lp,q,A(o,oo)Sl ”f”LquwA(o,oo)Sl
1_1 *
(6.15) = sup (¢ = a)* == 5t — a) f*(t)l| L+ (a,00)

”f”Lp,q,A(o,oo)Sl

By [54, Theorem 1], we have

1_1
sup It = )™= €5(t = a) f* () £ (a,00) =
Hf”LP,q,A(o,m)Sl

q—s

o) ooT_aifls]BT_a #ql qs
(6.16) (/O (/t ( g@f@g )X(m)(T)dT> 1 eq%m)

Using (6.14]), we see that for each a > 0 there is ¢, > a such that

s

(t—a)s 0Bt —a) > —t» " B(t)  for every t > t,.
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Therefore, for each a > 1 and every t > t, > a, we have

S e lpsB( _ o0 _ )1 _ q)5Boe
/ (tr—a)?» 0% (1 —a) ooy (7) d = / (t—a . LT —a) dr
¢ ¢ v

75 0ah(7) TP l(T)1%0

o0 s q
z / 7o p ()P e
t

A LT ()P 100
thanks to the fact that s/p — ¢/p < 0. Furthermore, we have
() P > ()7 D= T for every ¢ > 1
thanks to the last inequality in (GI3]). Hence, for each a > 1, we obtain

q

o X (1 —a)r B —q [
/O (/t ( )r )X(a_’oo)(T)dT> tw LR () dt

T%K‘JA(T)

s

5/ (5B ()P0 ) T 451 (1)1 dit
ta

2/ ()" dt = .
t

a

It follows from this combined with (@15 and (GI6]) that (65) is not valid, which
finishes the proof. O

Remark 6.4. Let p € (1,00), 1 < s < g < 00, and A = (g, @), B = (B0, foo) €
R2. Whereas

lim P22 _
@00 Qpp.a.n(a)
is true if and only if Bo < aeo,
lim sup £ X (a,00) | P52 (0,00) = O

a—roo ”f”Lp,q,A(o,oo)Sl

is true if and only if By < oo +1/g—1/s. Hence, X = LP%* and Y = LP*B with
Boo € [oo +1/g—1/5, o) is a concrete example of r.i. spaces for which the decay
of the ratio ¢y /px is not sufficient for the validity of (LS.

As a special case of Theorem [6.1] we obtain a complete characterization of the
compactness of (L7)) with X and Y being “logarithmic Orlicz spaces”, which are
sometimes called Zygmund spaces. In fact, with a bit of extra effort, we can obtain
the characterization even when the Young functions generating these spaces have
different behavior near 0 and near co. We omit its proof because it is essentially
the same as that of Theorem 6.1l Recall that, loosely speaking, the behavior of
a Young function near oo influences the “local part” of the corresponding Orlicz
space, whereas its behavior near 0 influences the “global part” of the Orlicz space.

Theorem 6.5. Letm,n € N, n > 2. Letpy,pa,r1,7m2 € [1,00) and y1,72, 01,02 € R.
Assume that if pr =1 orry =1, then y1 < 0 or 01 < 0; and if pa =1 orry = 1,
then vo2 > 0 or d2 > 0, respectively. Let A and B be Young functions that are
equivalent to the functions

tPrL(t)" near 0,
t—
tP2(t)72  near oo,
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and

{t”ﬁ(t)‘sl near 0,
t—

t"20(t)%2  near oo,

respectively.
When m < n, the Sobolev embedding

(6.17) WRLARY) — LE(R™)
is compact if and only if one of the conditions
(D1) p1 <ri;
(D2) p1 =11 and 01 <71
is satisfied and simultaneously so is one of the following:

(D3) p2 < & and ry < nfﬁfm,

(D4) P2 < %, ro = njffpz’ and 52 < 77,—77:'7,1)272;
(D5) p2 > 1.

When m > n, the Sobolev embedding ([G.IT) is compact if and only if one of the
conditions |(D1)H(D2), is satisfied.

6.2. Weighted Sobolev embeddings on balls. We conclude this paper by de-
scribing the optimal target r.i. space in the weighted Sobolev inequality on balls
(&) when X is a Lorentz—Zygmund space, and by characterizing when the weighted
Sobolev embedding

(6.18) W LP9" (Br) < L™*"2(Bg, f1a)
is compact.

Theorem 6.6. Let m,n € N, m <n, R € (0,00), and o > 0. Let p,q € [1,00] and
71 € R be such that L% (BR) is (equivalent to) an r.i. space (recall [6.2) with
apg =71 and aeo disregarded).

When p € [1, %), the optimal r.i. space Yx(BR, pa) for X = LP®7(Bg) in the
embedding

(6.19) W LP99 (Bg) = Y (Br, jia)

. (nta)p
%5 YX (BR; ,ua) = Ln=mp @M (BR; ,ua)-
When p = | it satisfies

LM~ Bg 1) when 1 < 1 — %,
Yx(B - Lm’q’fé’fl(BR,ua) when q € (1,00] and y1 =1 — %,
KPR Ha L>°(Bg, tta) when either g € (1,00] and y1 > 1 — %

orq=1and~y > 0.
Finally, when p > 7=, we have Yx (BR, pla) = L*(BRr, fta)-

Proof. First, we use Corollary[d.2]to obtain a description of the optimal target space
Yx(BR, o) for X = LP¢7(Bpg) in ([619). More precisely, we obtain a description
of Yy (Br, tto). With just minor, obvious changes, we can proceed as in |18, Proof
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of Theorem 5.1] or |15, Proof of Theorem 5.1] to obtain

(n+a)
L(_n+_ai_m)2f_n (BR, Ma) if pe [17 %)7
(6200 Yi(Bropa) = L0 (Bpopa)  ifp= 2,
Ll(BRaﬂa) ifp> %

Here, L(l*ql*’o‘)(B R o) 18 a Lorentz—Zygmund space defined by means of the func-
1 . .
tional || f||pa.a—o) (Bppun) = [t L) (O o (0,4 (Br))- The desired descrip-
tion of Yx(Bg, o) then follows from descriptions of the associate spaces of the
spaces appearing in ([6.20) (e.g., see [49, Section 6)). O

Finally, we characterize when the embedding (6I8) is compact. In view of Re-
mark 10, we only need to focus on the case where m < n.

Theorem 6.7. Let m,n € N, m <n, R € (0,00), and « > 0. Let p,q,r,s € [1,0]
and v1,72 € R be such that LP¥" (Br) and L™*72(BR, lia) are (equivalent to) r.i.
spaces. Then the Sobolev embedding ([GI8) is compact if and only if one of the
following is true:

(El)pgﬁandr<w'

n—mp ’
(E2) p< 2,1 = %, and v2 < 71 —i—min{% — %,O};

1.

(Ef)’)]?:%,r:oo,wlgl—%, and72<71—1+% L

(E4) eitherp=2 and71>1—% orp> .

m

Proof. First, assume that L™*72(Bg, i) # L®(Br, tta) (i-€., it is not true that
r =s =00 and 72 = 0). Thanks to Theorem 7] the Sobolev embedding ([G.I8)) is
compact if and only if

(6.21) Yx (Bg, pta) < L"*72(Bg, fia),

where Yx (BRr, fta) is the optimal target space in ([GI9) from Theorem Now,
the validity of almost compact embeddings between two Lorentz—Zygmund spaces
is well known. Using e.g. [56, Prosposition 7.12], we see that (@21 is valid if and

only if one of the conditions (E4)|is true.

Finally, assume that L™%72(Bg, tto) = L°°(BR, pta) (i.e., 7 = s = 00 and 72 =
0). In view of the discussion above Theorem [L7] (in particular, recall ({@22])), the
Sobolev embedding

W;%WLZML% (BR) — L™ (BR, ,ua)
is compact if and only if
LP71(0,1) < L71(0,1).

Straightforward computations show (see [56, Prosposition 7.12] again) that this is

the case if and only if [(E4)|is true, which concludes the proof. O
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