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Moser-Trudinger inequality on

conformal discs

G. Mancini*and K. Sandeep'

Abstract

We prove that a sharp Moser-Trudinger inequality holds true on
a conformal disc if and only if the metric is bounded from above by

the Poincaré metric. We also derive necessary and sufficient
conditions for the validity of a sharp Moser Trudinger inequality on

a simply connected domain in R?

1 Introduction

In 1971 Moser, sharpening an inequality due to Trudinger, proved that

sup /<e4”“2 — 1) dx < +00 (1.1)

weHL(Q), [|Vu|?<1
Q Q

for every bounded open domain  C R? (in [18]). This inequality is sharp,
in the sense that the ’critical’ constant 47 cannot be improved. Referred as
"Moser-Trudinger inequality’, (1.1) also implies the estimate
1 u 1 2 1
Ih— [e"<C+— [ |Vul Yu € Hy(2) (1.2)
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for some universal constant C' > 0 and any bounded domain €2 and, again,
the constant i— is sharp (see [16]).

Inequality (1.1) has been extended to any 2-d compact Riemannian manifold
with or without boundary (see [5], [12]) or even to some subriemannian man-
ifolds (see [7] and references therein). However, little is known in case 2 is
a non compact 2-d Riemannian manifold, even in the simplest cases Q C R?
with | = oo (see [1], [21]) or 2 = H?, the 2-d hyperbolic space.

We address here the case of conformal discs, i.e. €2 = D, the unit open disc
in R?, endowed with a conformal metric ¢ = pg., where g. denotes the eu-
clidean metric and p € C*(D), p > 0. Denoted by dV, = pdx the volume

form, by conformal invariance of the Dirichlet integral (1.1) takes the form

sup / (e‘”“Q — 1) dV, < oo (1.3)

weC§e (D), [I|Vu|?<1
D D

A relevant case is the hyperbolic metric g := (ﬁ)%]e' We will show that
(1.3) holds true in this case. Actually, we have the following

Theorem 1.1. Given a conformal metric g on the disc, (1.3) holds true if

and only if g < cgy for some positive constant c.

After a personal communication,in [3] the inequality (1.3) with g = g, found
an application in the study of blow up analysis and eventually a different

proof of (1.3) when g = gp,.

As for (1.1) in case |Q2] = 400, the supremum therein will be in general

infinite. To have it finite, an obvious necessary condition is that
A1(€2) ;= inf /|Vu\2dx TR CSO(Q),/|u|2 —1Y>0
Q Q

As a partial converse, it was shown by D.M. Cao [9] that A;(©2) > 0 implies

subcritical exponential integrability, i.e. for every a < 47 it results

sup / (ea”2 — 1) dx < oo (1.4)
weCse(Q), [|Vul2<1 A

Q



(see also [19] and [1], for a scale invariant version of Trudinger inequality
which implies (1.4) ). However, no information is provided for the critical
case a = 4m. We will show that A;(£2) > 0 is, on simply connected domains,

also sufficient for (1.1) to hold true. To state our result, let
w() :=sup{r>0: 3D.(z) C Q}

Theorem 1.2. Let Q be a simply connected domain in R?. Then

(1.1) holds true < M(Q)>0 & w(Q) < +oo

Remark 1. The topological assumption on €2 cannot be dropped: in Appendiz
we exhibit domains Q with w(2) < +o00 and A\ () = 0, for which, henceforth,
(1.1) fails. However, we suspect that A\ () > 0 is sufficient to insure (1.1).

2 Proof of the main results and asymptotics

for L? Sobolev inequalities

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us write g := pg. = (g, whith (¢ := p (1= |$| 2

We first prove that if there is z, € D such that ( (azn) —, 400, then there
are u, € Hi(D) with f |Vu,|?> < 1 such that f (e 1) CdVy, —, +00.

To this extent, let ¢, be a conformal dlffeomorphlsm of the disc such that
©n(0) = z,,. Then

1
Je, > 0 such that lz] <€, = C((en(x)) > §C<<Pn(0)) —n 100

Let now v, (z) = v,(|z|) be the Moser function defined as

1 1
1 1\2 1) 2 1
V(1) = \/% [(log 6—) X[0,en) T <log :) log; X[sml}]

Notice that [ |Vv,|* = 1. Let u, := v, 0, . Then, by conformal invariance
D

and because ¢, are hyperbolic isometries, [ |Vu,|?> =1 and
D

/ (64”% _ 1) Cdvi, = / (e‘“fv% _ 1) ¢ o pndVi,

D D
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> (@) (i—1) / av, = e 1o dme

2 2 _ 2
2 € 2 ez 1—e

lz|<en
Hence a bound for ¢ in terms of g, is necessary for (1.1) to hold true.
We now prove that boundedness of ¢ is also sufficient for (1.1) to hold true.

Under this assumption, (1.1) reduces to

sup / <e47r“2 — 1) dVj, < oo (2.1)

ueC§e (D), g|Vu|2§1 7
Let u* be the symmetric decreasing hyperbolic rearrangement of u, i.e.

(> 1) = pn({u > 1))

By the properties of the rearrangement (see [6]), it is enough to prove (2.1)
for u radially symmetric. For u radial, inequality (2.1) rewrites, in hyperbolic

polar coordinates |z| = tanh £, as

sup <e4’”‘2 — 1) sinht dt < oo (2.2)

oo
27 [ |u/|?sinhtdt <1
0

To prove (2.2), observe first that from [ |Vu|* <1 it follows , for ¢ < T,
D

1
) —ult)] = < (7 s as)x (o) < ()

and since [ u?dVj, = 2r [w?sinht dt < o0 implies lim inf u(7) = 0, we get
D 0

T—r+00

/|Vu|2 <1 = Ju) < (;) vt (2.3)

thu’(s) ds

27 sinht

Now, let 2rsinh7 > 1 so that [ |Vu|> <1 implies u(T) <1, and set
D
T
vi=u—u(T), w:=+/1+u*T)v sothat w(T)=0 and 27 [ |w'|*t dt
0

T o0 e8]
< [14+uw*(T)) 2 [|u/[*sinhtdt < [1 + <f |u’|25inhtdt) ( Sizit)} X
0 T T
1— f27r|u’|2sinhtdt] < [1 - (f |o/|? St dt) } X {1 - fQW\u’\Qsinhtdt]
T T

T




1+2ﬁf\u’|25inhtdt} X {1 — 27 [ |u/|*sinht dt| < 1.
T T

Now, an application of (1.1) gives o [ et t dt < T and, since
0
u? = v% + 20u(T) + u*(T) < v? +0*u(T)* + 1 +u*(T) < w? + 2 implies
T T
2 [ A sinh ¢ dt < 287 7 % i eAmtt dt < c(T)T?, we get
0 0

T
2m / m® ] sinhtdt < oT) (2.4)
0

for some constant ¢(7") which does not depend on wu.
Now, using (2.3) and Hardy inequality [ |Vu|* > 1 [ |ul*dV},  we get
D D

Jlet™* — 1] sinht dt < [2f|u|2th+E§° (LlpL!)pf IUI2psinhtdt] <
D

T

|:8 f |VU|2 th + Z;O (4]7:')p f[27rs}nht]p sinh ¢ dt:| [8 + Z;O i_z') f smht) :| ’

T
Fromf (sm f [et e~ :| dt = 2P ot f (1e (f%l;t 1dt < [1—62*2T:|p_1 ei](!)p—ill)T
T
= zﬁ [Sinﬁ]p < [SinhT] if p>2 and the above inequality we get
Qﬁ/ 1) sinhtdt < 27 [8+sib T esir| = oT)  (25)
T

Inequalities (2.4) and (2.5) give (2.2) and hence (1.1).
Proof of Theorem 1.2 (1.1) implies 47Tf (oap)?dz < [ (647r(uvuu\
Q

- 1) dx
< ¢(2) and hence A\(€Q2) > % In turn, thls clearly implies w(Q2) < +o0.

To complete the proof, it remains to show that if €2 is simply connected then
w(§2) < +oo implies (1.1). Let ¢ : D — € be a conformal diffeomorphism, so

that (1.1) rewrites as (1.3) where g := ¢*g. = | det J,|g.. Let us show that

16R?
(1 —[a[?)?

so that Theorem 1.1 applies to give the conclusion. Now, (2.6) follows from

w(@) <R = |detJy(z) < (2.6)

Koebe’s covering Theorem (see [15]): if ¢ : D — Q is a conformal diffeo-
morphism and z ¢ (D) for some z € D,(¥(0)) , then [¢'(0)] < 4r. In

bt



fact, given w € D, let ¢, (2) == p(w + (1 — |w|)z), =z € D. By assump-
tion, gow(D) = @(D1_jy|(w)) cannot cover the disc Dg(p(w)), and hence

w)
[detJ,(w)]2|(1 = [w])] = |¢'(w) (1 |w])] = |¢],(0)] < 4R.

We end this Section deriving, from Moser-Trudinger inequalities, an asymp-
totic formula for best constants in I” Sobolev inequalities on 2-d Riemannian
manifolds (M, g) (see [20], [2], for smooth bounded domains in R?). For no-

tational convenience, we say that (M, g) is an MT-manifold if

sup / <e47r“2 - 1) dV, < oo (2.7)

weC§e (M), [ |Vgul2dVy<1
M M

Proposition 2.1. Let (M, g) be an MT-manifold. Then

J IVgul?dv;
1
S, = Sp(M,g) = inf M _ 8me +o(1) (2.8)
ueC§e (M U#O f|u|PdV)§ P
Proof. Let us prove first
liminf pS, > 8me (2.9)
P

By assumption, there is C' > 0 such that, for every p € N, it results

/|Vgu|2dvgg1 = CZ/(64”“2— )d
M

g =

M
and hence
T onphn .
/\u\deVQ < 7(/|V ul“dVy)2 Vu e C5°(D)
V4
(/w T M

fn<p<n+1 leta= W and get, by interpolation,

ullap < —L=CF ()15 x CZoi (1 + 1)1 700 ||V g and hence

L
T

Sop > T > 1" —. By Stirling’s formula we obtain
CP(n!)P (nt+1)n+T C? (n!)7n (n+1)

I3



2pSy, > Spme > Bme dh 2.9).
R N - LRI S ) and hence (2.9)

To prove the reverse inequality, we use again the Moser function. For fixed
R >0and 0 < < R, define M;(x) = M;(]z|) on R? as follows:

)
)

Let ¢ € M and choose R > 0 strictly less than the injectivity radius of M

Mi(r) = y/log(7)

3=

log(
log(

X[o,0) +

X[l,R)] ; r>0

~I=

at ¢ and define u(z) := M;(Ezp,'(z)) where Exp, is the exponential map
at q. Note that u; is well defined and in H!(M). Now calculating in normal

coordinates we get

/|Vgul|2 d‘/g = / ( Ml J;z Ml \/ d!L‘

Since the metric is smooth and g¢; ;(0) = §;; we get ¢/ = &; ; + O(|z|) and
g(x) =1+ O(|z]). Using this we get

/ \Vgul\Q dV, =2m + O(l)(log?)1

Similarly

R »
Jruravy= [ P = Cog e
M B(0,1)

for some C' > 0. Taking log% = £ and sending p to infinity, we get

limsup pS, < lim 57 < 8me

P—00 p—oo
({\[; \ul\p dV)

Corollary 2.1. If g < cgy, then S,(D, g) = 8%6—;0( )

Remark 2. Let p € [1,2) and u, = (1 — |x|2)% Then wu, € HY(D) and
[ upPdVy, = [ le* — 1|dV}, = +o00.  In particular, S, =0 for p € [1,2).
D D



Let us now derive from Proposition 2.1 an inequality analogous to (1.2).

Corollary 2.2. Let (M,g) be an MT-manifold. Then, chosen 6 € (0,1),
there is a constant C(8) > 0 such that, for every u € H} (M), it results

1n/[e“—1]2dvg < 1n/[62“—2u—1]dvg < 0(5)+%/|vgu|2dvg (2.10)
m
M M M

Proof. After fixing § € (0,1), we get, by Taylor expansion

. & =1 [ Veul?]® 8w\ 1
fi ‘“‘”dVg‘ZH/“pdVQSZm[ s | \S, ) Vi
M p=2" p=2

21 (IVul2\?|? <1 /8m5\"|?
< — _ ==
= [Zp!< 870 . Zp! S,

p=2 p=2

Since, by Stirling’s formula and (2.9) lim sup,, 1 % <di<1 we

()7

conclude, also using the inequality (e! — 1)? < e? —2t —1, V¢ e R, that
1
1V gul® 2 E
/[e“—u?dv;, < /[62“—2u—1]dvg < ¢(9) (e o ”V;l;” - 1) (2.11)
7T
M M
I

Remark 3. We believe that (2.10) holds with 6 = 1 (and 4= is optimal).
Actually, as it is clear from the proof, subcritical exponential integrability
(1.4) is enough to get (2.10). In particular, (2.10) holds true if M = Q, a
smooth open subset of R? with \;(Q2) > 0.

3 Application to a geometric PDE

Here we apply Moser-Trudinger inequality to the following problem.
Let Q be a smooth open set in R?. Let K € C*(1).
Is it K the Gauss curvature of a conformal metric g = pg. in 2?

It is known that solving this problem amounts to solve the equation

Av+ Ke* =0 in ) (3.1)



In fact, if v € C%(Q) solves (3.1) then €?Vg, is a conformal metric having K
as Gauss curvature. Equation (3.1) is not solvable in general, e.g. if Q = R?
K <0 and K(x) < —|z|™2 near oo (a result due to Sattinger, see [10] or
[13]). In [13] it is also noticed, as a Corollary of a general result, that if € is
bounded and K € LP(f2) for some p > 2, then (3.1) is solvable. We prove

Theorem 3.1. Let (M,g) be an MT-manifold. Let K; € L*(M). Then
equation
Ao+ K + Kye® =0 (3.2)

has a solution in H} (M) + R

Remark 4. In view of Remark 3, Theorem 3.1 applies to any smooth open
set Q C R? for which A\ (Q) > 0.

When €2 is the unite disc, sharp existence/nonexistence results for (3.1) have
been obtained by Kalka and Yang [14] in the case of nonpositive K. The

following result is a restatement of Theorem 3.1 in [14]:

Theorem 3.2. (Kalka and Yang) Let K € C(D), K <0 in D. Assume

C

Ja>1,C >0 suchthat K > —
(1 —[z[*)?log(1 — |z|*)|*

Then equation (3.1) has a C? solution. If

C
K < — for |z| close to 1
(= 2P log(1 = [o])] l

then (3.1) has no C* solution in D.

Existence is proved by monotone iteration techniques. We present here a

variational existence result without sign assumptions on K.

Theorem 3.3. Let [ K*(1 — |z|*)*dz < +o00. Then equation (3.1) has a
D
solution in Hj(D) + R.

Remark 5. This result is far from being sharp. For instance, if one takes
K, = —%(ﬁ)%a, a € R, (5.1) has the solution v, = § log ﬁ, S0
that K, is the curvature of go, = (ﬁ

positive curvatures K, with arbitrary blow up.

)*ge. So, negative o give examples of

9



Proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 rely on inequality (2.11). We state below

some consequences of (2.11) that we need.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M,g) be an MT manifold. Let K € L*(u,). Then

Ix(v) = [ K[e*—1]dV, s uniformly continuous on bounded sets of Hy(M).
M

Furthermore,
v, — v in HF (M) implies I (v,) — I (v).

Proof. Let |V ul|+||Vgv|| < R. Writing e’ —e® = (e"*—1)(e®*—1)+(e"*—1),
we see, using the inequality (e' — 1)? < |e* — 1] V¢ and (2.11), that

Tie(u) — T (0)] < ( / K2V}  ( / e — P PdV,)E <

(K) | ( / €2 1PdV,)% x ( / 20D 12aV,)% ¢ ( / e~ 1Pav)E| <
M M M

2 g(u—v 2 — 2 8 1
e M Gl _1) < C(K, R, 8)||V,(u— v)|}

g

Next, assume v, — v in Hj(M) and a.e. From sup, [|V,v,|* < oo and
M

(K, R, 5) (e

Lemma 2.2 we get sup,, [ (e’ —1)2dV, < +oo and hence Vitali’s convergence

M
theorem applies to get [ K (e’ —1)dV, —,, [ K(e’ — 1)dV,. O
A A

We state without proof the following property

Corollary 3.4. Let (M, g) be an MT manifold. Let I(v) := [[e? — 1]2dV,,
M

J() = [[e" —v—1]dV,. Then I,J € Lipio.(H}(M)).
M

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Let O :={v e Hyj(M): [ Ky(e* —1)dV, > 0}.
M

By Lemma 3.1, O is open. Let

Ex(v) = / IV 02dV, — 2/[(1 vdV, — log/Kg(e2” — 1)dV, veO
M M

M

10



Since (2.7) implies A1 (g) := S2(M, g) > 0, we get from Corollary 2.2 and the

assumption on K,
)2 [ IVl av, -
M

- |:)\1(2M)( 1 d%)%(f |V, vl? dV) + c(Ky) + %log]é(ezv — 1)2dVg} >

M 1
> @ |Vv|2dVg)

for every v € O. Thus Fg is bounded below and coercive on O. Hence,

(1-%) (é |vv|2dv;,) g c(K, M)] — (K>, )

if v, € O, Ex(v,) — igf Ex, we can assume v, converges weakly to some
v. By Lemma 3.1 and boundedness of Ek(v,) we infer that v € O and

Ex(v) = igf Eg. Since O is open, we see that

| Ke*@dV,

[ 9.0V - Kaglav -
M

M
fKQ(@QU _ 1)d‘/g 0 \V/QO S CO ( )
M

and hence v — 3 log [ K(e* — 1)dV, solves (3.1).
M

Proof of Theorem 3.3 It goes like above, with the obvious modification

:/\Vv\Qda:—log/K(eQ —
D D
/|Vv|2daz—log(/ K2(1 — |2|*)%dz)2 ( /
J J |9€|

D

mH
AV

1
1——) | |Vol?de — e(K
( 27r5)/| v|*dx — ¢(K, 0) Vv e O

Remark 6. In [22] a similar result is proven, but under the stronger as-

sumption | K (z)| < ﬁ with o € (0,1).

The result in Theorem 3.3, when applied to negative K, is weaker than the

one in Kalka-Yang. But, even more, the solutions we find don’t address the

11



main point in [14], which is to find complete metrics of prescribed (nonpos-
itive) Gaussian curvature on noncompact Riemannian surfaces: a solutions
of (3.1) has to blow to +oo along 9D to give rise to a complete metric, and
this is not the case for the solutions obtained in Theorem 3.3. A first step in
this direction is to build solutions of (3.1) with prescribed boundary values.
Since without sign assumptions on K one cannot expect K to be the cur-
vature of a complete metric g ( e.g., if K > 0 around 0D, then K cannot
be the curvature of a complete conformal metric on the disc (see [14])) we

restrict our attention to K < 0. Assuming again [ K*(1 — |z|*)%dz < +o0,
D
we see that the strictly convex functional

1
Jk(v) = 5 / |V’ dz — /K(e% — 1)dx v e Hy(D)
D D

is well defined, uniformly continuous and weakly lower semicontinuous by

Lemma 3.1. Furthermore, by Hardy’s inequality,

1 1
Jr () = 5/|Vv|2daz— /de:c— §/K<€2U — 20— 1)dz >
D D D

=

%/|Vv|2dx— %(/KQ(l = [2*)?)

Thus Jg achieves its global minimum, which is the unique H}(D) solution of

(/|W|2dx)% Vv € H(D)
D

(3.1). The same arguments, applied to K = Ke?®, where @ is the harmonic

extension of some boundary data ¢, lead to the following

Theorem 3.5. Let K <0 and [ K*(1 — |z]?)*dx < +o0.
D

Given a smooth boundary data ¢, (3.1)has a unique solution which takes the
boundary data ¢ and which writes as u=v + ®,v € H}(D).

In particular, K is the curvature of the conformal metric g = e*+t®g,.
To get a complete conformal metric with curvature K, one can build, follow-
ing [17], a sequence u, of solutions of (3.1) taking ¢ = n and try to show
that it converges to a solution u of (3.1) such that u(z) — 400 suitably fast

as |r| — 1. We don’t pursue the details.

12



A more natural approach to find a complete conformal metric with curvature

K, is to look for a bounded C? solution of the equation
Ayu+1+Ke* =0 (3.3)

where Ay, denotes the hyperbolic laplacian (notice that solutions u of (3.3)
and v of (3.1) are simply related: v —u = log ﬁ) We recall the following

pioneering result ([4], see also [8])

Theorem 3.6. (Aviles-McOwen) Let K € C*(D), K < 0 in D and such
that —2 < K < —c in {c < |z| < 1} for some ¢ € (0,1). Then there is a
unique metric conformal and uniformly equivalent to the hyperbolic metric

having K as its Gaussian curvature.

We end this section with a result which might provide complete conformal
metrics with prescribed nonpositive gaussian curvature. Given a conformal
metric g on the disc, let us denote by K, its curvature. Given K, g is a

conformal metric with curvature K if u € C?(D) satisfies the equation
Agju— K, + Ke* =0 (3.4)

If, in addition, u is bounded, then e?“g is quasi isometric to g. In this case,

if ¢ is complete then e?“g is complete as well.

Theorem 3.7. Let g < cgp, be a conformal metric. Let K = K, + H be
nonpositive in D.
Assume H € L*(D, pi,) . Then (3.4) has a solution in H}.

Proof. Solutions for (3.4) can be obtained as critical points of the functional
1 2 1 20 1
JK(U):§ |Voul“dx — HvdVg—é K(e® —2v—-1)dV, wve HyD)
D D D
The assumption on g implies A\;(g) := So(D, g) > 0 and hence
1

Tic(v) > %/|Vv|2dx— m(/mdvg)%(/mm)

NI

Vv € Hy(D)

13



Thus Jg is a (possibly infinite somewhere) convex coercive functional in
H}(D). By Fatou’s Lemma it is also weakly lower semicontinuous, and hence
it achieves its infimum at some v.

Notice that Jx (v + te) < 400 for all ¢ € C§°(D) because

/ (—K)(H9) —2(vttp)~1)dV, < sup (—K) / (€*—20—1)dV, < +o0
ouznl() supp(p) o

by Trudinger exponential integrability. Hence

d
0= STt ) = [ VarVop = (K = Ky)o = K(& = )Y,
D

i.e. v solves (3.4). O

Remark 7. In particular, following [4], one can take K = f+ H, f €
L*(D, uy) and H < 0 bounded and bounded away from zero around OD.

Remark 8. The above result slightly improves a result by D.M. Duc [11],

where, in addition, conditions are given to insure the metric is complete.

4 Appendix

We present an example of a domain for which w(2) < +o0 and A (2) = 0.
Let

_ olnl+im]

Q=R\ |J Dum  Dum=D,, . (n,m) log

T
n,me”Z ,m

We are going to exibit a sequence uy € Hy(§2) such that

sup/ |Vugl? < oo /ui —p 400
k
Q Q

Let ¢y € C3°(D3i, [0,1]), 1 =1 in Dy, be radial with |Viy| < %, so that

/|V@/}k|2 <8t and /|@/}k|2 > mk?
R2 R?

14



Let o.(z) = 2(1 — kl)fg‘::‘) in A, :={e < |z|] < e} and o =0 in |z| < ¢, s0
that

4
/ Vol < -2 and / o> < en
log €

|lz|<Ve |lz|<v/e
Finally, let ¢ = ¢, . (v — (n,m)) in D _z—(n,m), p = 1 elsewhere, and let

ug(w) = min{p(z), ¥i(r) }

so that ux € H(Q) and

1
/|Vuk|2 < 87T+47TZ ST <447 and /|uk|2 > wk? — ﬂZTmm
Q n,m Q n,m
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