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The Leray—Adams inequality

Van Hoang Nguyen*
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Abstract

In this paper, we establish the following Leray—Adams type inequality on a
bounded domain € in R* containing the origin,

2
|ul

sup /exp cl|l —— dx§C|Q|
weCE (), Iafu,2,R|<1 /0 ES (|£R|>

for some constants ¢ > 0 and C' > 0, where § > 1, R > sup,cq |z, Lifu,Q,R] :=

Jo |Auf?dz — [, %dw, and Fy(t) =1 —Int, Ey(t) = In(eEy(t)) for ¢ € (0,1].
x i\’

This extends the Leray—Trudinger inequality recently established by Psaradakis and

Spector [43] and Mallick and Tintarev [33] to the case of Laplacian operator. In

the higher dimensions or higher order derivatives, we prove the Leray—Adams type

inequality for radial function on the ball B, (with center at origin and radius r > 0)

in R™.

1 Introduction

The main aim of this paper is to establish some Leray—Adams type inequalities which are
closely related to different types of the Moser—Trudinger inequality, the Adams inequality
and the Hardy—Rellich inequalities. Let us quickly recall some relevant results about these
inequalities.
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Let €2 be a bounded domain in R"™. The famous Sobolev embedding theorem says that
for any p <n
np

Wy P(Q) < L), for any g satisfying 1< ¢ <p* = .
n—p

In the limiting case p = n, we still have W, ™(Q) < L(Q) for any ¢ < co. However, the
embedding VVO1 "(Q) < L>®(Q) fails. A simple counter-example is as follows: suppose xy €
2 and the ball B,.(zg) with center at zy and radius r > 0 is included in €2, then the function
w(r) = In(—In(r/|z—20]))XB, @) (x) € Wy (2)\L®(Q). In this borderline case, Trudinger
[47] and independently Pohozaev [42], Yudovich [51] show that W™ (Q) — L, (Q), where
L, (€) is the Orlicz space associated with the Young function ¢, (t) = ™™™ _ 1 for
some ¢ > 0. Later, Moser [35] sharpened the Trudinger inequality by finding the optimal
exponent ¢ as follows:

Theorem A. (The Moser—Trudinger inequality) Let Q2 be a bounded domain in R™,
then it holds
sup / el dy < oo, (1.1)
u€Wy ™ (Q),[|Vul| L (o) <1/

1

n—1

where o, = nw,~; and w,_ denotes the surfaces area of the unit sphere in R™. Further-
more, the constant o, is sharp in the sense that the supremum in (1.1) will be infinite if
oy, s replaced by any larger number.

The Moser—Trudinger inequality (1.1) was extended to higher order Sobolev spaces by
Adams [2] (which is now called Adams inequality). To state his inequality, we first fix
some notation. For an integer m > 1 and a smooth function u, we use the notation

" Az if m is even,
V"u = m—1 . .
VA z u if mis odd.

We also denote by

n

n

wzomp(g) \ . .
n n,mQ) if m is even
)

Wn—1 F( 3
aln,m) = I e

n 72 omp(mly ) )

= rer) if m is odd.

Evidently, we have a(n, 1) = «,. In [2], Adams proved the following:

Theorem B. (The Adams inequality) Let € be a bounded domain in R™ and m be a
positive integer less than n. Then, it holds

sup / e mmI ™ g < o0, (1.2)
Q

weEWg @IVl <1

Furthermore, the constant a(n,m) in (1.2) is sharp in the sense that the supremum in
(1.2) will becomes infinite if a(n, m) is replaced by any larger number.
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Both the Moser—Trudinger inequality and Adams inequality have many applications in
Analysis, Geometry and Partial Differential Equations, especially in studying the curvature
problems. There have been many generalizations of the Moser—Trudinger inequality and
the Adams inequality in literature. For examples, the Moser—Trudinger inequality and
Adams inequality have been generalized to unbounded domains and whole spaces in [1,17,
21,27, 36,44, 45], to Riemannian manifolds in [11,20,24,25,34,50]. The weighted Moser—
Trudinger inequality in whole space R"™ was established by Takahashi and the author in [41],
while the singular version of the Moser—Trudinger inequality and the Adams inequality
was proved by Adimurthi and Sandeep [6], by Adimurthi and Yang [8], and by Lam and
Lu [22]. There also have been many improvements of the Moser—Trudinger inequality and
the Adams inequality. The readers may consult these improvements in [4, 15, 26, 29-32,
37,38,46,48,49]. An interesting question related to the Moser—Trudinger inequality and
the Adams inequality is whether or not the extremal functions exist? Concerning to this
subject, we refer the readers to the papers [12,13,16,25,27,28,36,38,44,52] and references
therein.

We next discuss about the Hardy and Rellich inequality. Let €2 be a domain in R",
n > 3, the classical Hardy inequality says that

) 2 2
I(Q,u) ::/|Vu\2d:c— (n 1 ) [u
Q

de >0, YueC5Q). (1.3)

o |7f?

The constant (n — 2)%/4 is sharp and never achieved. In the limiting case n = 2, a non-
trivial substitute of (1.3) is due to Leray [23] who used it in the study of two dimensional
viscous flows. More generally, it has been extended to p = n > 2 in [3,5,10]: let Q be a
bounded domain in R™ (n > 2) containing the origin and Rq := sup,cq ||, then for any
ue CP(Q) and R > Rq

—1\" n
I, [u, 2, R] ::/ |Vu|"dz — (n ) / [ dx >0, (1.4)
" n ) oy ()

where E;(t) = In(e/t) for t € (0,1], and ((n — 1)/n)™ is the best constant which is never
achieved. It is an interesting question whether we have the Moser—Trudinger type inequality
for functions satisfying the condition I,,[u, 2, R] < 1. This question was firstly addressed
by Psaradakis and Spector [43]. They show that there does not exist any positive constant
¢ > 0 for which the following inequality is true

T
sup /ec|“" dx < oo.
we€Wy ™ (Q),In[u,Q,Rg] <1/ Q

However, introducing a logarithmic factor, in the same paper, they established the following
Lery—Trudinger inequality:

Theorem C. (Leray—Trudinger inequality) Let Q be a bounded domain in R"™, n > 2
containing the origin. For any € > 0, there exist positive constants A, . depending only on
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n and € and B, depending only on n such that

n—1
A
e e 1zl )
sup / e (El(Rﬂ) dr < B,|9Q|. (1.5)
wEWy ™ (2),1n [u,Q,Ra]<1 /2

Furthermore, such an estimate fails for e = 0.

The Leray—Trudinger inequality (1.5) then was improved by Mallick and Tintarev [33]
by showing that the inequality (1.5) still holds if we replace E; by FEs(t) := In(eE)(t)) for
t € (0,1] in the power of exponential. More precisely, they proved the following result:

Theorem D. (Improved Leray—Trudinger inequality) Let Q2 be a bounded domain in
R", n > 2 containing the origin. For any 5 > % and R > Rgq, there exist positive constants
A, . and B, depending only on n such that for any 0 < c < A,

Aot
|l
¢ JoL
sup /e <E§(Rﬂ)> dx < B,|9Q|. (1.6)
Q

uEW, " (), In [u,Q, RI<1
Moreover, the supremum above is infinite if 5 < % for any ¢ > 0.

The situation is not clear when + < 3 < % However, for n = 2, when § = % the
inequality (1.6) is true when € is the unit ball and u is radial function (see Remark 1.2
in [33]).

Let m > 1 be an integer less than . The classical Rellich inequality in R" (see [14])
says that

2
/ V™ u|2de — cnm/ M >0, vae ), (1.7)
Q o P

where the constant C,, ., is given by

4 k=0 16

m_q Ak 2 —A(k+1 2 . .
2 otdh) ("16 (k+1)) if m is even.

Cnm:

)

{(n—2)2 =1 (n4244k)2 (n—2—4(k+1))2 if m is odd,

Furthermore, the constant C,, ,, is sharp and never achieved. In the limiting case n = 2m,
we have an analogue of the Leray inequality for the higher order derivatives

~ " -9 2 2
fu, 0, ] ::/|M\2d:¢—%a@,“/ P a0 weecE@), (19)
Q Q

In viewing of (1.8) and the Leray—Trudinger inequality (1.5) and its improved version (1.6),
we wonder whether we have the Adams type inequality under the condition I, [u,Q, R] <
1. We will address this question in this paper. Our first main result concerning to the
dimension four reads as follows:



Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in R* containing the origin. Then for any
B >1 and R > Rq, there exist positive constants A and B such that for any ¢ < A,

sup /Qec<Eﬁ(u)> dxr < B|Q|. (1.9)

weCs®(Q),14[u,Q,R]<1

Furthermore, if § < % then the supremum in (1.9) is infinite for any ¢ > 0.

The situation is not clear when % < B < 1. However, if ) is the ball with center at
the origin, the inequality (1.9) holds for g = % when restricting to radial function (see
Theorem 1.3 below). As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following extension
of the Leray—Trudinger inequality (1.5) due to Psaradakis and Spector for the Laplacian

operator in dimension four:

Corollary 1.2. Let Q be a bounded domain in R* containing the origin. Then for any
¢ > 0, there exist positive constants A, depending only on € and B such that

2
il )
€ . m ~
sup /e (EI(RQ) dx < B|Q). (1.10)
Q

Furthermore, such an estimate fails for e = 0.

Let us make some comments on the proof of Theorem 1.1. For the proof, we follow
closely the Trudinger’s original proof of the inequality (1.1) (see [47]). This approach
was used in [33] to prove the improved Leray—Trudinger inequality (1.6) (see also [43]
for the proof of the Leray—Trudinger inequality (1.5)). More precisely, they performed

|]

n—1
the following ground state transform wu(z) = E;" <f) v(z) and obtained the following
estimate

Iu,Q, R] > C’l(n)/ |Vo|"Ep—t (@) dz, we CF(Q), (1.11)
Q
for any R > Rq with Ci(n) = (2°~! — 1)~!. Then by using the following expression of v

via its gradient
1 _
v(w) = / =y, Voly)) (1.12)
wn-1 Jo |z =yl

and integral estimations, they get the following estimates

N\
N\t
/ ﬂ dv | <C(n) (1 + M) Q| e (I[u, Q, R])» (1.13)
Q En (\JB\) n
for some constant C'(n) depending only on n (see Proposition 3.1 in [33]). The inequal-
ity (1.6) follows from the estimate (1.13). Now, following [33] we also make a ground
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1
state transform as u(z) = E? (%') v(xz). We will establish the following estimate (see

Proposition 2.1 below) which is an analogue of (1.11)

I4fu, Q, R) :/Q(Au)de—/dexz g/QE1 (%) (Av)?da. (1.14)

Instead of (1.12), we use the following expression of v via its Laplacian (see [2])

1 Av(y)
47? Jq ‘55 - y|2

v(z) = dy, ve C5((Q). (1.15)
To finish the proof of Theorem 1.1, we shall establish the estimates like (1.13) by using the
estimate (1.14) and (1.15).

We wonder if the Theorem 1.1 still holds in higher dimensions or holds for higher order
derivatives. It seems that this problem is not easy to handle. Indeed, following the original
approach of Moser, the main difficulty is to establish an analogue of the estimate (1.14)
in higher dimensions or in higher order derivatives. However, if we restrict ourselves to
the radial case, we can prove the Leray-Adams inequality in higher order derivatives. To
state our next result, let us recall a Hardy—Rellich type inequality for radial functions. Let
p > 1, and n,m be integers such that 1 < m < n/p and B, be the ball of radius r > 0
with the center at the origin in R"™. Then the following inequality holds

p
/ |Vmu|pd:€Zanp/ L. (1.16)
: 0,
for any radial function v € C§°(B,), with
[T (ne=Lt2ip n2G+1p P o — 9k
Rymp =1 /. ! . I\P
i n— k=1 [ n(p—1)+p+2jp n—p—2(j+1 .
(Tp> Hj:o< (p )pp jp n—p p(] )p) fm=2k+1.

We refer the readers to [14] for the proof of (1.16). In fact, this inequality holds true for
any function in C§°(R") without the radiality assumption. In the critical case pm = n, we
have the following inequality

Ju =

Lom[t, Be,R] = [ |V™u|mda — Rn,m/ e >0, (1.17)

By By ‘:L’|"E1% <f>

for any radial function u € C3°(B,) with

R — ((n —2)(n — m>) " Romas.

n

with convention that R, o, = 1 for p > 1. The inequality (1.17) for m = 2 was proved
in [7]. In fact, in that paper, Adimurthi and Santra proved the inequality (1.17) for m = 2
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without radiality assumption. For the convenience of readers, we give the proof of (1.17)
for any order below. The next theorem provides an extension of Theorem 1.1 to higher
dimension or higher order derivatives in the radial case. More precisely, we prove the
following result:

Theorem 1.3. Let m and n be the integers such that 2 < m < 7. Let us denote by B,
the ball with center at the origin and radius r > 0 in R", and by CgS.,4(B,) the space of
radial functions in C§°(B,). Then there exist the constant a, , and b, ., depending only

on n and m such that for any § > = R>71 and ¢ < apm

sup / e <E§<%) dx < by m|Br|. (1.18)
[w,Br,R]<1 /B,

UECES, 4 q(Br)Inm

Our approach to Theorem 1.3 is completely different with the one to Theorem 1.1.
Instead of using the estimate for the ground state transformation, we will use the Hardy—
Rellich type inequality to reduce the order of derivative to one. Next, we exploit the
radiality to estimate the decay of functions via its gradient. Theorem 1.3 then follows
from this estimate. The detail proof of Theorem 1.3 will be given in Section §5 below.
We should emphasize here that the approach to prove the Adams inequality via the sharp
Hardy—Rellich inequality was used by the author to give a new proof of the the Hardy—
Adams inequality due to Lu and Yang [32] and Li, Lu and Yang [26] in [39], and to establish
the sharp Adams inequality in the fractional Sobolev—Slobodeckij spaces [40].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section §2, we prove several
results concerning to the Hardy—Rellich type inequality in dimension four which will be
used in the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section §3, we use the results in Section §2 to estimate
the L9 norm of B, '(|x|/R)u(zx) which plays an important role in the proof of Theorem 1.1
following Trudinger’s original approach. Section §5 is devoted to prove Theorem 1.3.

2 Preliminaries

In this sections, we are going to recall and prove some useful results which we will use the
proof of Theorem 1.1. But before that let us fix the notations for the rest of this paper.
For a bounded domain  in R", we set Rq = sup,cq |z|. We define F;(t) =1 —Int and
Es(t) = In(eEy(t)) for t € (0,1]. We denote by Bg the ball with center at the origin and
radius R > 0. For simplicity, we denote B; by B.

The next proposition gives us an analogue of (1.11) for the Laplacian operator. Its
proof uses the spherical decomposition and the one dimensional Hardy inequality.

Proposition 2.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in R* containing the origin. Then for any
function u € C3°(Q\ {0}) it holds

A(Au)%x—/ﬂ%dm > ;/QE1 (%) (Av)*dx (2.1)

x
R
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with v(x) = El_% (%') u(z).

Proof. We first remark that if we denote Q = Ry'Q and R = R/Rq > 1. We have

Q C B and Ry = 1. Given a functlon u € C(Q2\ {0}), define @(z) = u(Rqz). Then
i€ Ce(Q\ {0}) and #(z) = (\:c|/R) (x) = v(Rqx). We have

/Q (AG)2dz = /Q (Au)2dz,

and

B 121Y (ag)2de = 1Y (Av)2de.
a R Q R

Then, without loss of generality, we can assume €2 C B and Ry = 1, and consider R > 1.

We first consider the case that €2 is the unit ball B and w is radial function. For
convenience, we write u(x) = u(|z|) for a radial function u , then Au(x) = u"(r)+3u'(r)/r
with r = |z|. Define w(t) u(e™") with ¢ > 0. Using the polar coordinate and making the
change of variable r = ¢~* we have

/B(Au)2dx = 27 /Ol(u”(r) + 3r~ 1 (1)) 2ridr
272 /0 Oo(w”(t) — 2w/ (t))*dt
2m? /O Oo(w”(t))2dt + 82 /0 Oo(w'(t))zdt,

here we use integration by parts,

u2 o] w(t)2
" gp= 27r2/ dt,
/Q |z[*E5 (||/ R) o (a+1)?

with a =1+ In R > 1. Thus, we have

Jewrar [ |:c|/R>
o ([T wreae v a [ ) — w%dt L (22)
0 0 o (a+1)

Let @(t) = w(t)/(t +a)z = v(e™"). By using polar coordinate and making the change of




t

variable r = e™", we have

Ei(r/R)(V"(r) + 3r~tv(r))*r’dr

(a+t)(@"(t) — 20 (t))*dt

I
N}
3
(V)
Y

+ 2/Ooo(w’(t))2dt>,

here we use integration by parts. Now, by direct computations, we have

w'(t) 1 w(t)

wlt) = (att): 2(a+t)d
nd W w3 w
w(t) = @10) @il Aatii

Therefore, using integration by parts, we get

<= [ O 3 [ w?
[, o= [T G

ot
/0 a0 (1)t = /0 Oo(w’(t))th—i /0 RGO

(a+1)?

and

/Ooo(a +t)(@"(t))*dt + 4 /Ooo(a + ) (w' (t))2dt

/Ooo<a+t)(w”<t))2dt=/Ooo(w"(t))de/O“ (W), 9 [* wty?

(a+1)? 16 J, (a+1t)4

W' (t) 3 [P w(Ow(t) 3
_2/0 a+t dt_é/o (a+t)3dt+§/0

' (Hw()
(a+1)

=/Ooo(w”(t))2dt—§/ooo (W), 20 [ w®)”

2 (a+1)2 16J, (a
+3/OO wHwd) ,

(a+1t)3

o)t

_ /O )t — /0 T gy A0 [T @ )

2

@+tp” T 16 )y (a+o)t



Inserting (2.4), (2.5) and (2.6) into (2.3) yields

/BE1 (%) (Av)*dz = 27° (/Ooo(w"(t))th + 4/Ooo(w'(t))2dt — /000 (;Uff)t)th
F ), 37 wt)
+2/0 [@+t) dt‘ﬁfo o
3 [ (w'(t)) 2 45 w(t)?
_5/0 (a+1) 2 T (a+t)4dt>' (2.7)
By Hardy inequality, we have
F @), 9 [ wt)
/O x> Z/0 s it (2.8)
It follows from (2.4) and (2.5) that
), 3 [T w)? 2 ([ e, L [T w(t)
2/0 (a+t)dt_§/0 PR Sg(/o (w'(t)) dt_i/o (a+t)2dt)' (2.9)
Plugging (2.8) and (2.9) into (2.7) we have
/B E, (%) (Av)2dz = 27 /0 " (w0 (0)2dt
+ (1+2ia) 2> (4/000(w’(t))2dt—/000 (;Uff)t)th). (2.10)
Comparing (2.2) and (2.10), we arrive the following estimate
u? 2a m NV
/B(Au /R |x|/R)d _2a+1/El<R>(A ) dz. (2.11)
7orT 2 5

We next consider the general case. For a function u € C§°(2\ {0}), we can decompose

it as
v) =Y ug(r)di(n),

where ¢, is the eigenfunction of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere S® with
respect to the eigenvalue ¢, = —k(2 + k), k > 0 and [, [¢x(n)|*dn = 1. Notice that
up € C§°(B \ {0}) is radial function and

with o =rn, ne S" ! r=|z|, (2.12)

o0

23

k=0

(Auk( ) — ck ) oe(n), x=mn, neS
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Using the fact fsg or(n)oi(n)dn = ok and the polar coordinate, we have

/uizdx:i/ uizdx (2.13)
alop; (4) S elaEr () |

R
e’} 2
Au)?dr = /(Au —cﬂ) dz
J@wrar =3 [ (s e

k=0

- A
= </B(Auk)2dx— QCk/B |uk‘2ukd xr+c L] "“4d:c) (2.14)
k=0

here we used integration by parts. In other hand, using A(u}) = 2upAuy, + 2|Vuy|? and
the integration by parts, we get

and

A 2
2/ RULLp —2/ Vsl (2.15)
B |z| B lz|
It follows from (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15) that
u? = u?
/(Au)zda: —/ de = Z /(Auk)Qd:c / k dx
0 s () S\ 5 a5} ()
S |V | o ui
+2 ck/ dr+ » c —d. (2.16)
2k | Tp 2

Notice that

k=0
We have
|z| ) S |z| e\’
/K;El (E (AU) dr = kZ:O BE1 E Avk — CkW dx
- |37‘) 2 - 2 (M) l%
= E | —= | (Avwy)de+ ) ¢ | By | —= | —=dz

;/JB(R ,;0% R ) |«
> A

_Z2ck/ Ey m Ok Dk
om0 B R ||

By integration by parts, we have

|as|)Avkvk Y  Ey(|al/R) [ <|x|)|wk|2
E [ = dr = — A(vi) —— ~dx — FE | —= dx
/31<R 2P =3 ), AT P\ R ) TP
2 2
o 2]\ [Vl
= — dx — E | — dzx.
/B|:c|4“”" / <R> o
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So, we now have

|| 2 S |z| 2 — |37‘ vi
/QEl (f (Av) dxzz BE1 R (Avy) d:p+ch BE1 \x|4d
k=0
= Vi |2\ [Vog|?
-y 2 —q 2 B = d
Yoo [ e+ 3o [ 1 () o
- Ed 2 - 2 |5U| vi
< Z/BEl <E (Avg)“dx + ch BE1 |x|4d
k= k=0
S =) [Vor/?
+220k/ By (R e . (2.17)
It can be easily shown by integration by parts that

|V |? 1 v? 2|\ [Vug|?
B |zl B |z|*F; <f) B |z

Indeed, we have

v uk|

Hence, integrating the expansion of and using integration by parts, we get the equal-

ity (2.18).
Inserting (2.18) into (2.16), we get
2

w2
/(Au)de—/ 7“0@
2 [ |z
0 o lopiE? ()
(Auk)de—/ S S
By [} (m)
=\ [Vl S v
+ 2 ck/ ( dx+— ¢, | —————dzx
Z Br, | |2 2 g B |z[*F, (\x\)
S |93|> Ui
+ c E <— ——dx
% g Br, "\ R | |*

12



Applying the inequality (2.11) for radial functions, we obtain

‘R
2 ¢ / |$|) 5 N [z [Voi]”
> — B <— (Avy)*dx + 2 ck/ B | — d
3 % B R g Br, R |.I’|2
S 2]\ vk
+ 02/ B <— . (2.19)
2l B\R)
Comparing (2.17) and (2.19), we obtain the desired inequality (2.1). O

We also need the following result.
Proposition 2.2. Let Q be a bounded domain in R* containing the origin. Suppose u €

Ce(2\ {0}) and R > Rq, denote v(x) = El_% (%') u(z). Then we have

/(Au)Zdzp—/ﬁdw > 3/E1 (m) ‘vvfdx. (2.20)
Q Q |z[AE2 (%‘) Q R ) ||

Proof. By scaling argument, we can assume that 2 C B and Rq = 1.
We first show that

[Vuw]®

B |7|?

/(Aw)2da: >4 dz, (2.21)

for any radial function w € C§°(B\ {0}). Indeed, we have

[@wrar o [ (w4 2o} v
= 272 /0 " (W) + 6 /0 ! ()Y + 187 /0 " (! (r))Prr,

here by abusing the notation, we write w(z) = w(r) with » = |z|. Applying the Hardy
inequality for the first term, and using the integration by parts for the second term in the
right hand side of the previous equality, we obtain (2.21).

We next show that

/B(Aw)zdfc - /B %dx > 4/BE1 (%) %dw, (2.22)

for any radial function w € C§°(B \ {0}), with w(z) = E| ?(Jz|/R)w(x). Indeed, (2.22)
follows from (2.21) and (2.18) applied to w instead of u.

13



In general, for any function v € C§°(Q2 \ {0}) we can decompose it as (2.12). Let
vi(z) = E; 2(|z|/R)ur(z), then we have

:ka(r)qﬁk(n), with vg(x) = (|$‘/R)“k<)

and

2\ Vo2 & / 2]\ Vo [ o}
B | —= dr = Fi | —= dx Ei| =) —=dz
/Q 1(1% =2 B R) *ZC’“ '\ R) o

S =\ [Vox/?
:Z/B B, <§ E dx +ch/ dr.  (2.23)
k=0 R

BRQ

It follows from (2.16), (2.22), (2.18) and (2.23) that
2 > VUk‘Q
Aqux—/uixZ 4 4 2¢ /E(m)| dr + / kdx
awras— | EEIE) 2 (42 | B ) T Z EE

R
= Ix\)\Wk\Q / uj,
3 / E <— dx + ¢, —dx
Z<B "\R) TP o, I
2]\ [Vl
o ! d
3/9 1(1% a2

here we use cg = 0, ¢; = 3 and ¢, > 8 for k > 2. The proof is completed. O

v

The next proposition give us a critical Rellich inequality in dimension four with the
remainder term. We also show that the remainder term is sharp. This is an extension of
Theorem B and Proposition 3.2 in [9] to the case of Laplacian operator.

Proposition 2.3. Let Q be a bounded domain in R* containing the origin. Then for any
R > Rq and all function u € C§°(Q2\ {0}), there holds

jul ul
/ (Au)%dz — / — e > / dz. (2.24)
0 oot () Joleiet () B2 (5)

Furthermore, if there exists a positive constant D > 0 for which the following inequality
holds true

2 2
/ (Au)?dz — / P s p / [u dx (2.25)
Q Q|x‘4E2 |m| ‘1,|4E2 |m| <|m|>

R
for all w € Cg°(2\ {0}) and for some v € R, then

14



* v =2,
e and if y =2 then D <1.
Therefore, 1 is the best constant in the right hand side of (2.24).

Proof. By rescaling argument, we can assume that Ro = 1, and consider R > 1.
We first prove (2.24). Using again the decomposition (2.12) and the formulas (2.14)
and (2.15), we have

o0

Vug|? u?
Au)’dr = (/ Auy)?dz + 2¢ / | de + ¢ | —Ldz ).
Juawpar =32 (f s 2a, [ Sogtan et f ok

k=0

Since [g dr(n)¢1(n)dn = i, we then have

2 & 2
[y [
o o7 () 5 Ja B2 (1)

k=0

and

/ Jul® dr = i/ [ da.
Q |g[4E? (\_19:“2\) E2 <Im> 0/ B |z[AE? (%') E? ( :v)

lz] lz|
R R

So, it is enough to show that

2 2
/ (Auy)?dz — / el s / [ e (2.26)
’ plepst () laler () B3 (%)

Note that uy is radial function, then the following Rellich type inequality holds

\Vuk|2

o lzf?

/(Auk)Zd:E >4 dzx. (2.27)

Following the proof of Theorem B in [9], let us define the vector field

oS () (5 (5))

It is easy to check that

E{(t):—%, and  E)(t) = — (2.28)

o O () (5)

By the direct computations, we have

div(T)(z) =

15



Using the simple inequality (1 +1¢)* <14 at + @ﬁ for t > 0 and « € (1,2], we get

2T () = im (1 oy (%) s (%)) |

R

So, we have

div(T)(z) — ||| T(z)[2 = im <1 +E;? (%)) |

Consequently, it holds

1 e ? 1/ |k ?
— | —————dv + - d
4/3 42 || SL’—|-4 B 452 l=| E2 lz] !
[Z|*E? (R [2[PEY (R ) E5 (R
S/|uk|2div(T)(:p)d:E—/|uk|2||:p|T(x)|2dx. (2.29)
Q Q

By integration by parts, we have

/B|uk|2div(T)(x)d:E: —Z/Buk<vuk,T>dx_

Using Holder inequality, we obtain

[ wpani@] <2 [ e T
W T U 2 T T 2 X
< [ Fhde s [ pllelr@pan (230

Combining (2.27), (2.29) and (2.30) together, we obtain (2.26). This finishes the proof of
(2.24).
We next prove the second statement. Given aq,as > 0, we define

I (g L= x
w(r)=FE, ? (%) E,? (%) :

Suppose that Bs C Q for some § > 0. Let ¢ be a cut-off function in B, i.e., p € C5°(B)
is radial function, 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1 in Byjs. For a > 0 denote pq(z) = ¢(z/a).
We define u(z) = ps(x)w(x), ua(z) = |z|%u(z), a > 0 and vy () = ua(z)(1 — @c(x)) for
e < &. Notice that u,,. € C5°(Q2\ {0}) and its support is contained in By \ B..

We have

|| x || 2 || 1 x
E(EY ot Ap ()2 v ()= -
v 1<R |2’ "\ R R VE R El( )|9c|2

16




and

Hence, for x # 0 we have

14+ay T AL Lex [ _
Aw(z) = —(1 — ay) (1+ . 1E11(%))E1 (|—R‘) E, (%) || 2

—(1—&2) 1+

ISR g (g) e () a3

Moreover, using the polar coordinate and making the change of variable t = In FE(r/R),
we have

e wg
E, 2 (—=|FE
e (7)™

1
<| |) ||~ 2) dr = 27r2/ Eflfo” (r/R)E;lJraQ(r/R)'r”ldr
0
= 272 / e M1 +t) Mgt
|

n(E1(1/R))
< o0

since oy > 0. Similarly, it holds

[ (e () o (M) ) e <o

Using Fy, Es > 1, it is easy to check that fB\{O}(Aw)dep < 0o. Consequently, we have

/ (Au)?dz < oo. (2.32)
o\{o}

Note that u, —u = (|z|* — 1)u and hence
Aug —u) = (J2]* — 1)Au + 2a|z|* %z, Vu) + a(n + a — 2)|2]* *u.

By (2.32) and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim (|z]* — 1)*(Au)*dz = 0. (2.33)
a—0 Q\{0}

17



Since 0 < p <1, Fy > 1 and Fy < C’alEl71 for some constant C\,, > 0, then it holds

/ |z u?dr < O, |x\2a’4E117% (m) dr.
2\{0) B\{0) R

Using polar coordinate and integration by parts, we get

o1

1
/Q\{ }|:E|20‘_4u2dx < Ca12ﬂ'2/ TZO‘_lEllf 2 (r/R)dr
0 0

Ca 1—% (1 - ﬂ)CYCH ! a— —%
— 2a1E1 (1/R)+#/0 r** L B (r/R)dr.

Since £y > 1 and E) is decreasing on (0, 1), for any a € (0, 1), we have

1 a 1 a a
/ 7’2(1’1E1_71(7’/R)d7’ < / r2e=Ldr +/ r2°"1drE1_71(a/R)
0 a 0

1 — a2a a2a ag
= -~ F
2c0 + 20 !

(a/R).
So, we now have

Coy 1-2
aPotutde < Z2EF (1/R)+
2\(0} 20

11—, (1—a*) (1—2)0,,a2 _a
( 2) 1( a )+< 2) la El P} (Q/R),

4do? 402
for any a € (0,1). Multiplying both sides by a? and then letting o — 0, we get

(1 - ﬂ)CYOHCLQQ

2

lim sup o /Q\{ } |z uPdr < E;Tl(a/R).
0

a—0

Letting a — 0, we obtain

lim(a(n + a — 2))2/ |z|**uPdz = 0. (2.34)
o\{0}

a—0

Since

~la (g Lo (| = [1—o 1—
vem e en () 27 (5) 1 (5 Tan ()
2

R

and the support of V; is contained in Bs \ Bj/2, hence it is easy to prove that

a—0

lim oz2/ (Jz]**(x, th(;)w)2 dx = 0. (2.35)
Q\{o}

18



In other hand
_ e (x| oy Mzl o [1—oy 1 —
ety = () 57 () + )| do
/ﬂ\{O} CONRSEOARSREEL 2 g, ()
2—0&1—0(2 2 —4 —1—% |ZL‘|
< —5 Coy lz| " E, 5 dx
B\{0}
2—0[1—0(2 2 2 ! 1 ,1,%
=\ Co,2m r—E, (r/R)dr
0

2 —a; —ay\’ o a
R -
2 InE1(1/R)

here we use Ey > 1, ay, a3 > 0 small enough and the change of variable ¢t = In F;(r/R).
Consequently, we have

2

_ 14ag 1—ag 1 _ 1 _
lim oz2/ lz|**(z, ps B, ° (m) E,? (m) x2 i + a2 )| dx
=0 Jp\{0} R R ) |x| 2 28, (%)

= 0. (2.36)

Combining (2.35) and (2.36) together, we get

lim (2alz|**(x, Vu))*dr = 0. (2.37)
a—0 Q\{0}

It follows from (2.33), (2.34) and (2.37) that [p ) (A(ua — u))?dz — 0 as & — 0. In
particular, we get

lim (Aug)’dr = / (Au)*dz. (2.38)
270 Ja\(oy B\{0}

Since

2 2 ]
—————dxr = x| ApiE T (—) Ei= (—) dx
/Q e = ), e BT R ) B R

5 o
< C’a127r2/ 'FIEIPT(T/R)dr
0

= CQIQWQ/ e~ Tldt
In E1(5/R)

< 00,

then by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have

u2 u2
lim/—adx:/—d:p, 2.39
o TR R ™ Ty G E( (2.39)
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and

u? / u?
lim = dr = dzx. (2.40)
a0 Jo |z[*EY(lz|/R)E3(|x|/R) o |z[*EY(Jxl/R)E3(|x|/ R)
Note that u,. € C5°(Q2\ {0}) and
At — Un) = =AUy — 2(V e, VUug) + UaApe.
The Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem implies
lim [ ¢?(Aug)*dz = 0. (2.41)
=0 Jq
Since Ag,(r) = ¢ 2(Ayp)(z/€), we then have
/ui(Acpe)de < (sup Acp)Ze_4/ u?dzx
Q BC\Be/Q
< (up AP gt () B ()
- 4422 1 \2r/ 7  \2Rr/”
Therefore, it holds
lim [ u?(Ap.)?dr = 0. (2.42)

e—0 Q

By direct computations, we get

e [z Loy x|\ x 11— 1—a
Vu, = Sy NI (S 5 (Rt — —
U Ps| ] 1 (R) 2 ( )|x\ « - (m) - <M>E (M)
L\ R L\'R )2 \R

For € > 0 small enough, we have (Vy., Vis) = 0. Since Fy, F; > 1, then

+ |z|*wV ps.

[(Vpe, Vug)| <

(2420 — a3 —ag)sup V|, 1721 /€ Loy /€
2 "B (g5) B (5g) wmassl@)

Thus, we have

[ 1960 Vuo) P
0
(24 2a — a1 — az)sup |[Vp|)? € - € / 202
= Ae2 £y (QR) B <2R) B. =1 du

_ ((2 + 20[ — ; — 052) sup ‘v90|>26204E17CM1 (i) Elfag (i)
4(2 + 2a) ! 2R/ 2R

which then implies

lim / [(Veoe, V) [Pdz = 0. (2.43)
€E—r Q
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Combining (2.41), (2.42) and (2.43) together yields [,(A(uq,e — uq))*dz — 0 as e — 0. In
particular, we have

lim (Aua,6)2da::/ (Aug)*dx. (2.44)

By the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have

i —— _dx = S 2.45
i“/ |x|4E2 (e = / B |:c|/R> (2:45)
and
/ u; d (2.46)
lim dx = a T .
—0 Jo |z|*EF( |~”U|/R E2(|93|/R o |z[*Ef(Jz|/R)E3(|z|/R)

Now, suppose that the inequality (2.25) holds in C§°(2 \ {0}) for some D > 0 and
v € R. Applying the inequality (2.25) for the function u, ., and letting ¢ — 0 and then
a — 0 and using the limits (2.44), (2.45), (2.46), (2.38), (2.39) and (2.40), we obtain

2 2
/ (Au)dr — / de > B/ [ dux, (2.47)
o\(0) o |of B3 (1) o o7 () B3 (%)

with u(z) = ps(x)w(z). Since

Au = psAw + 2(Vps, Vw) + wAys,

and the supports of Vs and Aps are contained in By \ Bs /2, then we have

/ (Au)*dr = / 03 (Aw)*dr + O(1), (2.48)
o\{o} Q\{o}

where O(1) denotes the quantity which is uniformly bounded when ay,as — 0. Further-
more, from (2.31) we have

(Aw)? < (1 —ay)?E; ™ <%) Bl-es <| |) 2
+2(1 — ) (1 — ag) By~ (%) e (I \) -

o () ()

21



with the positive constant C' > 0 independent of o and ay (when they tend to 0). Inte-
grating both sides on 2\ {0} and using the definition of u, we get

2 U2

/ SA(Aw)? < (1—a1)2/ uidij(l—ag)Q/ do
2\ (o) o |of 23 (13]) o o7 (1) 23 ()

—0—2(1—041)(1—042)/Q<p§E110“ (';;') o (' ') || *dz + O(1).
(2.49)

Using the polar coordinate, the change of variable ¢ = In E;(r/R) and integration by parts,

we have

U2 —1l-« —a —
/ S . / G (|2l /R)EL° ([al [ R)\e| da
Q |x|4E2 ( ) Q

‘R
5
= 27r2/ ws(r)? B (r/R)Ey % (r /R)rdr
0

= 27‘(‘2/ @s(Re™ ¢ Dyemo1t(1 4 ¢)1=o2 gy
In F1(6/R)

1 _ [ee]
= 2o / @s(Re™ = em1t(1 4 )24t + O(1)
831 In E1(8/R)

- . m —a H —4
— /QE1 (R B [~z + O(1).

Inserting this estimate into (2.49) yields

u?
/Q\{O} s(Aw) < /Q |x|4E2 <|$|> T 2/9 |x|*E? <‘—§) E2 <|£RI> “

—ay(l — ay / p;te (u) E;*? (% |z|~*dz + O(1)

Jeo

Inserting (2.48) and (2.50) into (2.47) we obtain

2

Jul? u
2]

2 rr@ aE = ) R E)
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Suppose that v < 2. We have

Jul® o2 1
/ " " dx > 27?2/ r BTN (r/R)E, T (r ) R)dr
SO,
= 272 / e (1 ) dt
In E1(5/(2R))

here we use ¢; = 1 in Bs/o and the change of variable t = In F/;(r/R). Taking 0 < ap < 2—7
small enough, we then have

2
lim [

w0 oot () £ ()

dx = 00,

while

Juf?

J o5t () 25 (5

5
>dx < 27‘(‘2/ r BN (r/R)Ey T (r/ R)dr
0

- 27?2/ e ML+ t) 2t
In E1(6/R)

which is bounded when oy — 0 since ap > 0. This contradicts to (2.51). Thus, we get
v 22
2
If v = 2, then dividing both sides of (2.51) by [, i [ul dz, we get
riEy

CRVA(F)

o1
D<(1—ay)?+ |52) . (2.52)
Jo prmChETE
Notice that
|u|2 6/2
/ dx > 27 / r O ECT (r/R)Ey T (r /R)dr
() ()
= 271'2/ e M1+ )2t
In E1(5/(2R))
It is easy to see that
2
lim lim [ dxr = oo.
e Ju oy () 62 (5)
Letting ar; — 0 and then as — 0, we obtain D < 1.
The proof is completed. O
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3 Estimate of the LY norm

The following proposition is the main result of this section. It provides an estimate for L9
norm of B, *(|z|/R)u(z) which helps us to prove the first part of our main theorem.

Proposition 3.1. Let u € C°(Q2\ {0}), then for any R > Rq and q > 2 we have the

following estimate,
1
u(z) ' 1 \/§ 9 \/T ( q)%ﬂﬁ 1= 1
< -+ = -1 (1+= Qla (Iyfu, 2 . (31
—4\/§7r< ptatygUty) 0GRz (3.1)

ine

1
Proof. We follow the argument in [33,43]. Define v(z) = E, 2 (%') u(z). Since u €

C5e(2\ {0}), then so is % By the formula (1.15) and the definition of v, we have

q

lz]
R

A v(y)El% )
u(gj L <E2<%)
B, () 47T2/Q PRI
sh( 2 ()
T i G ),

+ N
22 Ja |z —y|?

Since Fy > 1, we then have

s ()
" Au(y)|B7 (4 - (m)
E, ((%5 Sﬁ/ﬁ |x—y|2(R>dy+$ Q |z =yl vy
vl | (5 (%)
7 Jole—a? "\ 3 (%) Y

' By(t) — 2
- | )=
<E> " 2L () E3(t)
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Therefore, it holds

Using again F5 > 1 and the simple inequality
[t—2|<t, t>1, (3.3)

we obtain

Using again (2.28) we have

<E15>”(t) 1 n Es(t) — 2 Ey(t) —2  Ep(t)—2
E, 2EF(NELNL)  20EF(NEND)  AREF(OELNN)  ©E(EN)

Therefore, it holds

Since Fq, E» > 1, then

7t (%) ! ) |, 2 %)
=) e )

By (3.3), we have

IO
A B, (IiR\) = I (%') 5, (%> (3.5)
Define 2 M)
) _/Q = (|i)|_E;|2(R dy,
xr) = [Vo(y)|
L(z) = /Q‘y‘EQ (m)Ez (%‘) |x_y‘2dy,
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" ()
vy
M) :/ L (1 1l -
@ lylPEf f) Es (f) [z —y|?
Whence it follows from (3.2), (3.4) and (3.5) that
u(x 1 9
() §—2<K( )+ L(z) + M(:p)),
E2 <m> 47 4
R
which implies by triangle inequality
u(z) |7 1 9
< — | IKlza@) + | Ll 2o + < [[M || 2o (3.6)
2\ R
% +1orr=2q/(q+2). Then, clearly 1 <r < 2.

Now, let ¢ > 2 and define r by % + %
For x € Q, let us define
bota) = [ fo = ol >dy.

Q

Let R be such that Q| = |Bj|. It was proved in [33] (see the proof of Proposition 3.1) that
9 2R4—2r
z x €.

ho(z) < 228
() = =,
Hence we have .
hilie o <= (144 0 3.7
Ihellieiey < o3 (145)" 71021 (3.7)
1-1)

Let us break the integrand of K as

D a
Bl (F)  (1sewla (R)\
- |:L__y|27» ‘ ,U<y)‘ 1 R

|z —y[?
Applying Holder inequality with the exponents ¢, 2 and 2¢/(q —2) and note that 1 —r/q =

Q=

1
Ed : !
— | dy [17or [ 70 -

r/2, we get
a E( [1avwree (5

Ao(y) By (4

o) < /Q |z —y|?>
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Integrating K (x)? and using Fubini theorem, we obtain

1K | ooy < //'Avm_zj% Iy‘) dyd q(/Q|Av(y)|2E1 (%) dy) TN,
([ vt (9) ([ 1e-o2iar) ar)’

<[ [1avwre () dy)éé il e
< ey [ 1otre (B a )

Now, we use Proposition 2.1 to get

MIH
Q |>—‘

tol»—‘
~~

o

oo
~—

I inen < /Sl ol 2 E)E

Similarly, writing the integrand of M (x) as

Qe

()] _ |v(y

. )

w2E7 (4) B (U)o —yi2 \IylB (%) B3 (%) 1o -yl
o)l

(ke

and applying Holder inequality with the same exponents as in the case of K (z) and noting
1
that v(x) = E| *(|z|/R)u(z), we get

X

Q=

M(z) < / dy ”hr”%w(m
o y'23 (1) 23 () le — ul

2
oY | —
e (1) 201
Integrating M (z)?, using Fubini theorem and (2.24), we get

1 ~ 1
[ M| za@) < [[r]| poo oy (Talu, €2, R])>. (3.9)
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To conclude, we estimate ||L| za). We estimate the integrand of L(x) as

[Vu(y)| Elé (|y‘> Vo)
|?/|E2 <%) (%) | — y|2 =T yllz = o
|yl L
E |§|y|2 |—v;‘<2r)| ‘x — y|72(17§)
(M) IVo(y)[? 17y
) ly[?

Applying Hoélder inequality with the same exponents as in the case of K(z), we get

WY [y . WY [y :
L < /Q By () Vo) o) i, /QE OOk "

ly|2|z — y|* |y[?

1
q

Integrating L(z)?, using Fubini theorem and (2.20), we get

1 1 ~ 1
1y < \/;|rhr|rzw(m<f4[u,9,R1>2. (3.10)

Putting (3.8), (3.9) and (3.9) together with (3.6) yields

3.

This proves (3.1). O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. The proof of the Leray—Adams inequality (1.9)
follows the Trudinger’s original proof of the Trudinger inequality by using the L¢ norm
estimate from Proposition 3.1. The second statement of Theorem 1.1 follows from Propo-
sition 2.3. Let us go to the detail of the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By density argument, it is enough to prove (1.9) for functions u €
Ce(Q\ {0}) with I[u, Q, R] < 1. Denote

024;% (\/%*Z*\/%)'
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From Proposition 3.1, we have

2k
[ (Gi) =< caentoial k=2
Q 2

Multiplying both sides by c¢*/k! and adding from 2 to m with m > 2 we get

/Qk 2k ( <E2(\‘;L|‘/R))2>kdx : <§(602)k<1 J/:;!k>k> 2.

Using Sterling formula, we have k! ~ (k/e)*\/2rk as k — oo. Hence the right-hand side of
the previous estimate converges if ¢ < (eC?)~!. Hence, for ¢ < (eC?)™1, by letting m — oo

we get
/ 66<E2(u;‘)>2 —1-c [ 2 dx < EO:(CC'Q)ki(1 + k) |2
Q By (1) —\& k! '

R

Also, by Holder inequality and Proposition 3.1 we have

TRy ; [
/Q(E2<%>> = /Q(Ez@)

Adding these previous estimates, we get

] oo k
¢ x 3 ]_ k:
/e <E2(%)> dx < (1—1—00232 + E (CCQ)k( Z' ) ) 2.
& k=2 :

This proves (1.9) for = 1. The case > 1 is followed immediately since Fy > 1.
We next prove the second statement of Theorem 1.1, i.e., that for § < %, the inequality
(1.9) is false. Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there exist § < % and two positive

constants ¢1, ¢o such that
2
cl( . )
/e G2 dx < c|9,
Q

for any u € C°(Q) satisfying I4[u,Q, R] < 1. By scaling argument, we assume that
B C Q C B, for some r > 1. We can choose 1 < 6 < 2 such that 25 +6 < 2. Now, let
u € C§°(B) be such that I4fu, Q, R] < 1. Then we have

~
U
S
A
2
o
2

1 u? 1
doe = —
e e AL >] o BB
2
1 (Eza Tal >
< o e dzx + Pg,
1JQ
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with

dx,
>E§<%>>

ab<e*—a—1+(1+bIn(l+b)—0b, ab>0.
1
Py <~

< <1 o 12l )m <1+ \j\ e )dx
€1 JB, ER2C )EQ(f) |2|*EY (R) B3 (R)

An easy calculation show that Ps is bounded (see the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [43]).
Consequently, we have

:U|*3 —

1 1
Py == (H N e|x|>ln<1 2
¢ Jo z|*EF () B2 (R) ERE

here we use the following version of Young’s inequality

Notice that

:U|*3 —

Co
/\:c|4E2 lel) 28+ Lzl )dx< 1|Q|+P5’

for any u € C§°(Q) satisfying I [u, Q, R] <1, which implies
1

u? 2 |ul?
= de < | (Au)®de — | ————dx
2[Q + Ps Jo 2[4 B2 (%\) 20 (%I) o Q |zt E? (I%I)

for any u € C3°(€2). The second statement of the Proposition 2.3 yields 28 + 6 > 2 which
contradicts to the choice of 6. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3. Our proof below is completely different
with the one of Theorem 1.1. Notice that, by scaling argument, it is enough to prove
Theorem 1.3 on B. We shall prepare some ingredients for our proof. First, we have

Proposition 5.1. Let 2 < m < Z be integer and R > 1. For any radial function u €
C§°(B), it holds

[n,m[uv B7R] > Cl (%) (n o Q)ZRn,mZ:l/ Eclﬁi1 (%) |vv|id'r7 (51)

B || m

with Cy(&) = (251 = 1)7! and v(z) = By (|2]/R)u(z).
Proof. From (1.16), we have

loplts B, [ M g (22 [ MR (s
R n By (i)
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By polar coordinate, we have

n—>2>

B|$ m

ﬁ 1
|VU| . d$’zwn_1/ |U,(T‘)|%T%_1d7“
0

! s n
= —wus [ WO )

01 = n ! n n
- _w"—l/ Au(r)|u' ()= (r)rmdr 4 (n — l)wn_1/ [/ (r)[rm = .
0 0

Then, it holds

[Vl

B lz["m

(n—2) dr = w, 1 /o Au(r)|u (r)|= =2 (r)r=dr

S/B(\xIIAU(w)DIVU(w)W1\w|”+3dfc-

Applying Holder inequality, we get

L [ IVulE A

(n—2) dzx.

B 2" B |z|"

Inserting the previous inequality into (5.3) yields

B

(77, — 2)%Rn,m72,ﬂ — JB |.I“n7% n
m

Since u = E; " (|z|/R)v(x), we have

Vu(z) = — (1 - %) E " (%) v<x)xi‘2 + BT (%) Vo(z).

Since n > 2m, we have the following inequality
n n n n n no_
2=yl > Jal + Oy () Iyl = a2, y),
m m

for any z,y € R" with Cy(2) = (2w~ — 1)~ (see Lemma 3.1 in [10]). Applying this
inequality, we have

\Vu(ﬂf)\% > (n—m):’i |jff(x)‘% + (%) Elﬁil (%) \Vv(:c)|ﬁ

) AR )
n (n—m\" " |v= 2(Vo(z),z)
m n || m



Integrating - o d:c on B and using integration by parts with noting that div(z/|z|") =
we get
|V“_‘7d > (1 _ T)”/ ul@)fr ~da
5 |2 ns s fa B ()
ny [ s (el [Ve()E
+C (— Er — | ———F—dx. 5.4
G e () T o
Inserting (5.4) into (5.3) proves (5.1). O

The next proposition is elementary.

Proposition 5.2. Let 2 <m < % be integers and R > 1, we have

Iym|u, B, R " <|x|)
ulz)| < . - E " | =
‘ ( )| (wnlCl (%) (n — 2)mRn,m2,Z> ! R
w(wm (B e (L)) (5.5)
1 R 1 R ) :
Proof. Let v(x) = El%_l(|x|/R)u(:p), then v is radial function and v(1) = 0. For 0 < r < 1,

we have
o= o= [ et (3) 57 (1)

Applying Holder inequality, we get
</1E11 (£> @)T
, RJ s

ww»s(/Wv s () 5)

for any radial function u € C§°(B).
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oy (|z]\ |Vo|m G s 1\ =
< m — — — . .
< ﬁ </B E; < Lpzde) (i (R) B (5.6)
n—1
The inequality (5.5) follows from (5.6), (5.1) and the definition of v. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.53. Let u € C§°(B) be a radial function such that I,,[u, B,R] < 1
Denote

An,m = Wn—lcl <£) (’I’L - 2)%Rn,m—2,ﬂ-
m m
By (5.5), we have

m
n

o () () (o () o (3)
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Note that Ey(t) = 1+ In Ey(t). We claim that

In(a —Ins) —Ina
1+ In(a—1Ins)

(a —1Ins) < —Ins, Va>1,se(0,1], (5.7)

which is equivalent to
aln(a—1Ins) <alna— (1 +1na)lns.
Using the inequality In(1 + z) < x for x > —1, we have

1
aln(a —Ins) =alna+aln (1 — E) <alna—Ins<alna— (1+1Ina)lns,
a

since a > 1 and s € (0, 1]. This proves the claim (5.7).
Applying the claim (5.7) fora =1+ 1InR and s = |z| € (0,1) we get

o < ( Alm) (~1n fz))

n

(& [

( )nm

l —=m ——%— In|z| 1 ——@m—Inr

o (lzl n—m — _
() e [ e [
B 0

B

provided that ¢ < nA;,7. The proof is completed. O

Acknowledgments

This research is funded by the Simons Foundation Grant Targeted for Institute of Mathe-
matics, Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology.

References

[1] S. Adachi, and K. Tanaka, Trudinger type inequalities in R and their best exponents,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 128 (2000) 2051-2057.

[2] D. Adams, A sharp inequality of J. Moser for higher order derivatives, Ann. of Math.,
128 (1988) 385-398.

[3] Adimurthi, N. Chaudhuri, and M. Ramaswamy, An improved Hardy—Sobolev inequality
and its application, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 130 (2002) 489-505.

33



[4]

[13]

[14]

[15]

Adimurthi, and O. Druet, Blow-up analysis in dimension 2 and a sharp form of
Trudinger—Moser inequality, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 29 (2004) 295—
322.

Adimurthi, and K. Sandeep, Fzistence and non—existence of the first eigenvalue of
the perturbed Hardy—Sobolev operator, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 132 (2002)
1021-1043.

Adimurthi and K. Sandeep, A singular Moser—Trudinger embedding and its
applications, NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl., 13 (2007) 585-603.

Adimurthi, and S. Santra, Generalized Hardy—Rellich inequalities in critical dimension
and its applications, Commun. Contemp. Math., 11 (2009) 367-394.

Adimurthi, and Y. Yang, An interpolation of hardy inequality and Trudinger—Moser
inequality in R™ and its applications, Int. Math. Res. Not., 13 (2010) 2394-2426.

G. Barbatis, S. Filippas, and A. Tertikas, Series expansion for LP Hardy inequalities,
Indiana Univ. Math. J., 52 (2003), no. 1, 171-190.

G. Barbatis, S. Filippas, and A. Tertikas, A unified approach to improved L, Hardy
inequalities with best constants, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 356 (2004) 2169-2196.

J. Bertrand, and K. Sandeep, Adams Inequality on Hadamard Manifolds, preprint,
arXiv:1809.00879.

L. Carleson, and A. Chang, On the existence of an extremal function for an inequality
of J. Moser, Bull. Sci. Math., 110 (1986) 113-127.

G. Csaté, P. Roy, and V. H. Nguyen, FExtremals for the singular Moser—Trudinger
inequality via n—harmonic transplantation, preprint, arXiv:1801.03932.

E. B. Davies, and A. M. Hinz, Ezplicit constants for Rellich inequalities in L,(£2),
Math. Z., 227 (1998), no. 3, 511-523.

A. DelaTorre, and G. Mancini, Improved Adams—type inequalities and their extremals
in dimension 2m, preprint, arXiv:1711.00892.

M. Flucher, Ezxtremal functions for Trudinger—Moser inequality in 2 dimensions, Com-
ment. Math. Helv., 67 (1992) 471-497.

L. Fontana, and C. Morpurgo, Sharp exponential integrability for critical Riesz poten-
tials and fractional Laplacians on R™, Nonlinear Anal., 167 (2018) 85-122.

N. Ghoussoub, and A. Moradifam, Bessel pairs and optimal Hardy and Hardy—Rellich
inequalities, Math. Ann., 349 (2011), no. 1, 1-57.

34


http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.00879
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.03932
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.00892

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

N. Ghoussoub, and A. Moradifam, Functional inequalities: new perspectives and new
applications, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, 187. American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 2013. xxiv+4299. ISBN: 978-0-8218-9152-0.

D. Karmakar, and K. Sandeep, Adams inequality on the hyperbolic space, J. Funct.
Anal., 270 (2016) 1792-1817.

N. Lam, and G. Lu, Sharp Adams type inequalities in Sobolev spaces W™m (R™) for
arbitrary integer m, J. Differential Equations, 253 (2012) 1143-1171.

N. Lam, and G. Lu, Sharp singular Adams inequalities in high order Sobolev spaces,
Methods Appl. Anal., 19 (2012) 243-266.

J. Leray, Etude de diverses équations intégrales non linéaires et de quelques problemes
que pose I’Hydrodynamique, J. Math. Pures Appl., 12 (1933) 1-82.

Y. Li, Moser—Trudinger inequality on compact Riemannian manifolds of dimension
two, J. Partial Differential Equations, 14 (2001) 163-192.

Y. Li, Extremal functions for the Moser—Trudinger inequalities on compact Rieman-
nian manifolds, Sci. China Ser. A, 48 (2005) 618-648.

J. Li, G. Lu, and Q. Yang, Fourier analysis and optimal Hardy—Adams inequalities on
hyperbolic spaces of any even dimension, Adv. Math., 333 (2018) 350-385.

Y. Li, and B. Ruf, A sharp Trudinger-Moser type inequality for unbounded domains
in R™, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 57 (2008) 451-480.

K.C. Lin, Eztremal functions for Moser’s inequality, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 348
(1996) 2663-2671.

P. L. Lions, The concentration—compactness principle in the calculus of variations.
The limit case. I, Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 1 (1985) 145-201.

G. Lu, and Y. Yang, Adams’ inequalities for bi—Laplacian and extremal functions in
dimension four, Adv. Math., 220 (2009) 1135-1170.

G. Lu, and Q. Yang, A sharp Trudinger—Moser inequality on any bounded and convex
planar domain, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 55 (2016), no. 6, Art. 153,

16 pp.

G. Lu, and Q. Yang, Sharp Hardy—Adams inequalities for bi—Laplacian on hyperbolic
space of dimension four, Adv. Math., 319 (2017) 567-598.

A. Mallick, and C. Tintarev, An improved Leray—Trudinger inequality, Commun. Con-
temp. Math., 20 (2018) 1750034, 14 pp.

35



[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

G. Mancini, and K. Sandeep, Moser-Trudinger inequality on conformal disks, Com-
mun. Contemp. Math., 12 (2010) 1055-1068.

J. Moser, A sharp form of an inequality by N. Trudinger, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 20
(1971) 1077-1092.

V. H. Nguyen, Fxtremal functions for the Moser—Trudinger inequality of Adimurthi-
Druet type in WHN(RY), Commun. Contemp. Math., (in press).

V. H. Nguyen, Improved Moser—Trudinger inequality of Tintarev type in dimension n
and the existence of its extremal functions, Ann. Global Anal. Geom., 54 (2018), no.
2, 237-256.

V. H. Nguyen, Improved singular Moser—Trudinger inequalities and their extremal
functions, Potential Anal., (in press).

V. H. Nguyen, A new proof of the sharp Hardy—Adams inequality in the hyperbolic
spaces of even dimension, preprint.

V. H. Nguyen, The Adams inequality in the fractional Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces,
preprint.

V. H. Nguyen, and F. Takahashi, On a weighted Trudinger—Moser type inequality on
the whole space and related maximizing problem, Differential Integral Equations, 31
(2018), no. 11-12, 785-806.

S. I. Pohozhaev, The Sobolev imbedding in the case pl = n, in Proc. Technical Scientific
Conf. on Advances of Scientific Research 1964-1965, Mathematics Section (Moskov.
Energet. Inst., Moscow, 1965), pp. 158-170.

G. Psaradakis, and D. Spector, A Leray—Trudinger inequality, J. Funct. Anal., 269
(2015) 215-228.

B. Ruf, A sharp Trudinger—Moser type inequality for unbounded domains in R?,, J.
Funct. Anal., 219 (2005) 340-367.

B. Ruf, and F. Sani, Sharp Adams—type inequalities in R™, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
365 (2013) 645-670.

C. Tintarev, Trudinger—Moser inequality with remainder terms, J. Funct. Anal., 266

(2014) 55-66.

N. S. Trudinger, On imbeddings into Orlicz spaces and some applications, J. Math.
Mech., 17 (1967) 473-483.

G. Wang, and D. Ye, A Hardy—Moser—Trudinger inequality, Adv. Math., 230 (2012)
294-320.

36



[49] Y. Yang, A sharp form of Moser—Trudinger inequality in high dimension, J. Funct.
Anal., 239 (2006) 100-126.

[50] Q. Yang, D. Su, and Y. Kong, Sharp Moser—Trudinger inequalities on Riemannian
manifolds with negative curvature, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 195 (2016), no. 2, 459—
471.

[51] V. I. Yudovich, Some estimates connected with integral operators and with solutions
of elliptic equations, Sov. Math. Dokl., 2 (1961) 746-749.

[52] M. Zhu, and L. Chen, Ezistence and Nonezxistence of Extremals for Adams inequality
in R*, preprint, arXiv:1812.00413.

37


http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00413

	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Estimate of the Lq norm
	4 Proof of Theorem ??
	5 Proof of Theorem ??

