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REVERSED HARDY-LITTLEWOOD-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES WITH VERTICAL
WEIGHTS ON THE UPPER HALF SPACE
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Abstract In this paper, we obtain the reversed Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with vertical
weights on the upper half space and discuss the extremal functions. We show that the sharp constants in
this inequality are attained by introducing a renormalization method. The classification of corresponding
extremal functions is discussed via the method of moving spheres. Moreover, we prove the sufficient and
necessary conditions of existence for positive solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equations by using Pohozaev
identities in weak sense. This renormalization method is rearrangement free, which can be also applied to
prove the existence of extremal functions for sharp (reversed) Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with
extended kernels and other similar inequalities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev (HLS) inequality established in [30, [42], states that
L[t =i r@gt)dsdy < Copall Flisgeo ol (1)

holds for f € LP(R"),g € LY(R"), 1 < p,q < 00,0 < A < n and % —|— + 2 = 2. Lieb [39] proved
the existence of extremal functions for the inequality (I by usmg rearrangement inequalities. He

also classified extremal functions and computed the sharp constant in the case of p = 2, or ¢ = 2, or

p=q= 525

HLS inequality (II)) plays prominent role in many geometric problems, such as Yamabe problem, Ricci
flow problem, etc. In particular, from global analysis, the integral (curvature) equation was studied via
HLS inequality by Zhu [46], Dou and Zhu [I8], Dou, Guo and Zhu [14]. It also implies many important
geometrical inequalities, such as the Gross logarithmic Sobolev inequality [25] and the Moser-Onofri-
Beckner inequality [1]. These inequalities have many applications in analysis, geometric problems and
quantum field theory equations.

In the past years, HLS inequality (I.I)) has been studied by many mathematicians. Using the competing
symmetry method, Carlen and Loss [4] provided an alternative way to reprove Lieb’s result. Frank
and Lieb [21] offered a new proof for diagonal cases by employing the reflection positivity of inversions
in spheres, and employed the method of moving spheres (Li-Zhu Lemma in [38]) to characterize the
minimizing functions. Later, Frank and Lieb [22] gave a rearrangement-free method to show the sharp
inequality (L)) by exploiting their conformal covariance. This new proof also leads to a proof of analogous
inequalities on the CR spheres and Heisenberg group (see [23]).

Recently, Dou and Zhu [I7] established the reversed HLS inequality

/n / |gc — |/\ dxdy = S"p >\||f||LP R")Hg”Lq(R" (1_2)

for nonnegative functions f € LP(R"),g € LY(R™), wheren > 1,A < 0, 5 < p,q < 1,and % 5+3 L +)‘ =2.
In particular, for p = ¢ = 2n 1, they proved the existence of extremal functions and class1ﬁed all extremal
functions via the method of moving spheres, and computed the best constant S, _2n_ 5. Inequality ([L.2)

is a complement of HLS inequality for case 1 < p,q < oc.
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Closely related to the HLS inequality, Stein and Weiss [44] established the following weighted HLS
inequality (also call Stein-Weiss inequality)

/ / 2]~z — 4| F@)g(w)ly|~Pdedy < Croppiall Fll o 9] acems: (1.3)

where 1 < p,q < +00, a, 3, A satisfy the following conditions
1 1 a+B8+A 1
p q n p

n

VA

+-=>1,

| =

a+5>0, a< B<ﬁ/, 0<A<n.
q

In [39], Lieb proved the existence of extremal function for the inequality (L3) by using rearrangement
inequalities in the case p < ¢ and «, 8 > 0. In addition, he pointed out the extremals cannot be expected
to exist when p=¢ =2, A=n—1, a =0 and = 1, see also [3I]. In the case p = g, Beckner [I] 2]
obtained the sharp constant of inequality (L3)) by establishing general Stein-Weiss lemma. For p < ¢,
Chen, Lu and Tao [10] proved the existence of extremal functions for the weighted HLS inequality under
assumption a + 5 > 0, which extended Lieb’s results by relaxing the restriction «, 5 > 0. Dou [12]
established weighted HLS type inequality on the upper half space by Hardy inequality and discussed the
existence of extremal functions by using rearrangement inequalities for p < ¢ and a, § > 0. Later, Chen,
Liu, Lu and Tao [8] established a reverse version of inequalities (I3)) and proved the existence of extremal
functions. Chen, Lu and Tao [7] also established a general reversed weighted HLS inequality on the upper
half space and proved the existence of their extremal functions.

In the last two decades, various extensions of HLS inequality have been investigated. For example, one
has sharp HLS inequality on Heisenberg group, on compact Riemannian manifolds, on reversed forms,

and on weighted forms; for interested readers, we refer to [23] 20] 28] 17, [40, (411 @ (26, [3].

Apart from these extensions, Gluck [24] established the following sharp HLS inequality involving general
kernels (extended kernels) on the upper half space R} :

‘/ - Kap(@' =y 20) f(y)g(x)dyde| < Cpapll fllLeorn) 9l Lan), (1.4)
¥ ¥

where the kernel
p

(Jo'|? +22)%
with >0,0 <n—A+8<n—f, 2528 4+ 20 <1

The family of kernels K g includes the classical Possion kernel K, 1, Riesz kernel K o and the Poisson
kernel K 1_,4x for the divergence form operator u — div(:tz_’\Vu) on the half space. For the kernels
Kp1, Kao, Kn—x1-n+x and K,,_ 1, the corresponding inequalities of the form of (4] have been inves-
tigated, see [29], [16],[5] and [I3], respectively. In the case A\ < 0, Dai, Hu and Liu [II] proved a reverse
version of inequality ([4]). They also classified all extremal functions and computed the sharp constants.

In the following, we write the upper half space as R’ = {(z,#) € R® x R : ¢ > 0}. Recently, Dou
and Ma [I5] established the following weighted HLS type inequality on RT’l

fz,t)9(y, 2)
< n+1 nt1 .
/Rzﬂ /R Rl D) — (y, 2)ep T tvdz < Ol Loy l9llocay - (1:5)

where f € LP(RT'l), g e Lq(RT'l) and A\, a, 8, p, ¢ satisfy

Ky (@' an) = x= (2, 2,) € R"' x (0,00) = R"

1 1
0<A<n+l, 1<p g<oo, a<—, <,
p q

1 1 A
0t f20, 24l 0tOTA_y
P q n+1
They proved the existence of the extremal functions by the concentration-compactness principle. For
the conformal invariant case, they showed the explicit form of the extremal functions on 8R7J_+1 by the
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method of moving spheres. Furthermore, some weighted Sobolev inequalities on R’}rﬂ were established

by inequality (3.

Our goal in this paper continues to investigate reverse weighted HLS type inequality related to inequal-
ity (LA). We first establish the following reversed HLS type inequality with vertical weights. Assume
that a, 8, A, p, ¢ satisfy

—n—1<A<0,0<p,q<1,

0<a<—i,,o<ﬁ<—§, (1.6)
A—a—f _
S+ g+ T 2,

where % + ﬁ =1 and % + % =1. We always assume that p and p’ are conjugate numbers in the whole
paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let o, 8, \, p,q satisfy (LG). Then there exists a constant Ny g x := N(n,«,8,\,p) > 0
such that for any nonnegative functions f € LP(RT'l) and g € L4 (RT‘U,

to‘zﬁf (z,t)9(y, 2)
/]Rnﬂ /]Rn+1 —(y,2)]* dadtdydz > Na,g, )‘”f”LT’(]R"+1 ”gHLq(R"H) (1.7)
holds. Moreover, the upper and lower bounds of constant Ny g x satisfy
pqg—p =g Pqg—q p . )
q » min{ D1, Do} < No gy < min{ Dy, Da}, 1.8
(et P) 5 ()5 min{ Dy, Da) < Noyp < min{Dy, Do} (18)
where
D= TEp—1) I ) I 73 (g—1) (Gt =
Yl v ap —n—lp(("JraJ(rl)pl)n L (n+14+p6-— )\)q—n—lp((nJrﬁH)q nl) ’
P

2(q—1)

_ 5 (p—1) DESGATY) ety wi(g—1) M) e

2_[(n—l—1+O¢—)\)p—n—1r(("+0‘J(Fp1)T’l)” 1)] [(n—i-l—i-ﬁ)q—n—11-‘((n+ﬁJ(rql)ql)n 1)} :

For simplicity, let r = ¢’ < 0, we write the assumptions of exponents «, 3, \, p, 7 as

—n—1<A<0,r<0<p<l,

1 1
0<a<-L, 0<f<-1, (1.9)
1 _ 1 ntl(atpf— A)
rp n+1

Define weighted singular operator for f(z,t) € Cg°(R’) as
t22P f(x,t)

Lo sf(y, = :/ P ETY gy,
WA= foa D = ()P

and a singular operator

_ f(z,t) n
E)\f(yaz) = /]Ri*l m(lmdt, v (yvz) S R++1.

By duality and the reversed Holder inequality (see e.g. Lemma 2.1 in [I7]), it is easy to verify that the
inequality (7)) is equivalent to the following two form inequalities.

Corollary 1.2. Let a, 8, \,p,r satisfy (L9). There is a constant C(n,a, B, \,p) > 0 depending on
n,a, B, A\, p such that
||Ia,ﬂf||L7‘(Ri+1) Z C(nuauﬁu )‘7p)HfHL:D(R7+‘+1) (110)
or
|‘(E>\f)ZﬂHL’”(R1+1) > C(n,a, B, )\,p)Ht_"fHLp(Riﬂ) (1.11)

holds for any nonnegative function f € LP(Ri""l).



We will employ the reversed Hardy inequality to establish inequality (L7)). The Hardy type inequality
is a basic integral inequality in harmonic analysis, such as classic weighted Hardy inequality (see e.g.,
[19, 33]), reversed Hardy inequality (see e.g., [35]). It is a powerful and immediate tool to prove weighted
HLS inequality (see e.g., [43| 12]). In contrast, not much is known about that reversed HLS inequality
can be proved by using reversed Hardy inequality. Our approach is different from that of Dou, Zhu [I7]
and Chen et al [§].

Once we have established the reversed HLS inequality with vertical weights, it is natural to ask whether
the extremal functions for inequality (L7)) exist or not. To answer this question, we consider the following
extremal function of inequality () as follows:

t“‘zﬁf (z,t
Noga = 1nf{/ / ) ( )\)d dtdydz : f > 0,9 > 0, ||f||LPO< Rn+1) = ”gHLqﬂ ®IHY = 1}
Rn+1 Rn+1 —( )|

t* 28 f(x,t)g(y,z
fRK+1 fRiJrl 7‘(1){)(_(32(;1A )dxdtdydz

= inf{ 1 f>0,g>0,f€LP(RY), g€ LR}, (1.12)
||f||Lpa(R1+1)HQHL%(RTU
_ 2(n+1) _ 2(n+1)
where po = smrnme=x A 48 = 95—

We will prove the attainability of minimizers for variational problem (LI2) with p = pa,q = ¢s.

Theorem 1.3. Let o, 3, A, p,q satisfy (LO), and a,5 > 0. Nqpgx is attained by a pair of positive
functions (f,g) € LP=(RH) x L9 (R satisfying HfHLpa(Riﬂ) =1 and Hg||Lq5(R1+1) =1

Remark 1.4. When a = 8 = 0, Dou, Guo and Zhu [14] proved the minimizer of N, g\ can never be
attained with p = pg, ¢ = qo. We only need to show the attainability of minimizers for a;, 5 > 0 in here.

In most previous literature, to prove the existence of extremal functions of reversed HLS-type inequal-
ities, one usually used the rearrangement inequalities. However, the rearrangement inequalities are no
longer valid to prove the existence of extremal functions for inequality (7)) since vertical weights may
cause there exists no radically symmetric minimizing sequence.

In this paper, we develop a renormalization method to deal with the situation where the presence
of the factor t*z” in the numerator causes the failure of the rearrangement inequalities for inequalities
(7). This renormalization method is a rearrangement-free technique. In order to prove Theorem [[.3]
we use some ideas of Dou, Guo, Zhu [14] and Han, Zhang |27, [45]. While the works in [I4] 27, [45] only
considered the special case pg = qp for « = 8 =0 and f = g € LP°(R™) in the proof of attainability
of best constant for HLS inequality, one natural question remains open. Can we extend these results to
general case po # qg, [ € LP> (R”+1) and g € L9 (R"'H) for any 0 < a < —p—, and 0 < 8 < —L’*

We completely answered this question by introducing some new ideas. We first study the extremal
problems for subcritical exponents p and ¢ and obtain the existence of extremal functions under subcritical
case in a unit ball. We then pass to the limit to obtain the expected attainability of best constant with
critical exponents by introducing the renormalization method. We think either the result and the idea of
the proof may be applicable to other problems.

The Euler-Lagrange equation for extremal functions to inequality (L), up to a constant multiplier, is
given by

P (z,t) = fRnﬂ %dydz (z,t) € R,

o B3 T n
g7 Yy, 2) = fRn+1 ﬁdwdt (y,2) e RTH.

To classify the extremal function of inequality (LI0), we discuss the regularity, radical symmetry of
positive solutions to system ([LI3]) as follows.

(1.13)

Theorem 1.5. Let o, 8, \, p, q satisfy [(LG) and (f,g) be a pair of positive Lebesque measurable solution
to (LI3). Then f,g € C¥RYT)NCYRY) for v € (0,1).
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Theorem 1.6. Suppose the assumptions in Theorem hold with «,8 > 0, then f(x,t) and g(x,t)

are radically symmetric with respect to x about some xg. Moreover, for p = p, = %ﬁ;%
2(n+1)

4=48 = srrnres i 9 € C(R"Jrl) then there exist c1,co > 0 and d > 0 such that

and

d 2(n+1)+2a—2 d 2(nt1) 4282
2

f(I,O):C1(m) 2 ) g(I,O):CQ(m)

for some & € OR! and x € OR" .

Note that equation (I.I3]) is conformal invariant for p = pg and ¢ = ¢g, and hence one can employ the
method of moving spheres to classify Lebesgue measurable solutions (f, g) of (LI3).
The method of moving spheres, introduced by Li and Zhu [38], and improved by Li and Zhang [37] and
Li [36], is a variant of the well known method of moving planes. It has been widely used and has become
a powerful tool to give the explicit form of solutions for some conformal invariant elliptic equations. For
more results related to the method of moving spheres, we refer to [111, [13], 16 [17) 24} [32].
By Theorem [[3] we deduce that the sufficient condition of the existence of positive solutions (f,g)
satisfying (f,g) € LP(RT) x LY(R ™) to system (LI3) is
Ll ofb-r (1.14)
P q n+1
We will use the Pohozaev identities to prove that the sufficient condition (I4) is also a necessary
condition for the existence of positive solutions to equation ([[LI3]). In most previous literature, one
usually needed to assume that the solutions f and g are C* and then investigate the necessary condition
for the existence of positive solutions by establishing the Pohozaev identities. Here we introduce a new
idea, constructing some cut-off functions to obtain the Pohozaev identities in weak sense. This way, we
only require f and g are Lebesgue measurable.
We first give the definition of weak positive solutions of equation (I3).

Definition 1.7. We say that (f,g) is a pair of weak positive solutions of equation (ILI3)), if f, g are the
nonnegative Lebesgue measurable solutions, and satisfy

/ fpfl(x,t)w(x,t)d:rdt —|—/ gqfl(x,t)ga(x,t)dajdt
Ry T

Rn+1

a3 oz,@
/ / t z gy, DAL et + / t fy’ O@Y) i v
gt Janer [(@.8) — (9,2)] wyt Jwre (@, t) = (3, 2)]

for any ¢ € Cgo(RT).

Theorem 1.8. For —n—1 < A <0, o,8 >0, p,q € (0,1), assume that there exists a pair of weak
positive solutions (f, g) satisfying (LI3). Then a necessary condition for p and q is
1 1 a+B8-2AX
LpyloathoA,,
P q n+1
As a consequence, we obtain the following Liouville type theorem for equation ([LI3]).

Corollary 1.9. For —n—1< <0, o, >0, p,q € (0,1), assume that

then there does not exist a pair of positive Lebesque measurable solutions (f,g) satisfying (LI3).

Let (z,2') € R*™™ with x € R™", 2’ € R™, we also extend the reversed HLS inequality with general
partial variable weights |2/|. Assume that «, 3, \, p, g satisfy

—n-—m<A<0,0<p,q<l,

Lylydcesf_y

we have



Theorem 1.10. Let A\, o, 8, p, q satisfy (LI5). Then there exists a constant Ny, o 8,5 := N(n,m,«a, 5, A, p) >
0 such that for any nonnegative functions f € LP(R"t™) and g € LY(R"T™),

! B T, T !
/ / | "y' ( Y gt dydy’ > Nopo pr | Flioosm 9 aggnsmy  (116)
S - — W)

holds. Moreover, the upper and lower bounds of constant Ny, o.p,x satisfy
( pq—Dp e pPqg—q
2pg—p—4q 2pg—p—4q

) 7 min{D1, Do} < Np.aga < min{ D1, Do},

where
(atm)p—m
D1 = [(n—f—m () —n)—mp((ni‘im;(m)]vx
20p—1) 2
[ 205 (g — 1) () =
(n+m+ 38— )\)q—n—mr(—("*‘m;zg)ql)" () ’
ntm at+m)p—m
D [ T
p—nom ()T ()

n+m (ﬂ-l-m)q—m
[ 275" (g — 1) M6 ) 17
(n+m+ﬂ)q_n—mp(("+mtf)ql)n m)l—\(%)

For f(z,2') € C§°(R™™™), we define

/o /5f(aj I‘/)
H, " = TP @2) g
8, y) /]R+ (@, 2) — ()P

and

flz,2')
/ _ d d / / Rn-‘,—m
Rxf(y,v') /me ) = V(y,y') e

By duality and the reversed Hélder inequality, it is easy to see that the inequality (LI6]) is equivalent
to the following weighted HLS inequality with r = ¢’. For simplicity, let «, 8, A, p, r satisfy

—n-—-m<A<0,r<0<p<l,

0<a<-30<8<-1, (1.17)
1_1_ n+m+(a+p— >\)
r D n+m

Corollary 1.11. Let o, 8, \, p,r satisfy (LI0). There exists a constant C(n,m,«, 3, \,p) > 0 depending
on n,m,«a, B, \,p such that
|Hap fllLr@n+my > C(n,m, a, B, A, p) || fl| Lo mrt+m)
or
”(R)\f)'y/'ﬁ”LT(R"*m) > C(?’L, m,a, Bv )\,p)H |$/|70‘f”LP(R"+m)
holds for any nonnegative function f € LP(R"T™).
If « = 8 =0, inequality ([LI6) becomes inequality ([2). This work provides a different approach to

establish inequality (2.
Define

/ B
maﬁ)\—lnf{/ / |:17| |y| f(xx) (>\ )d:rd:rdydy :f>0,9>0,
]Rn+m Rn+7n (y y )|

Ilfll Lra (mrtmy = Hg||L"5(R”+m) =1}

T P f(w,x ,
fRn+m J"Rn+m Ed |;J L/)f((y y)‘)1|(;l Y )dl'dl'/dydyl

HfHLPa Rn+m) Hg”LqB (Rn+m)

L f 20,92 0,f € LP(R™™), g € L9 (R"™)),
(1.18)



2(n+m)

where pa = Bbm) F28 1

2(n+m) o
2(n+m)+2a—X\ and U

Arguing as Theorem [[L3] we can prove the attainability of minimizers for minimizing problem (LIS)
using the renormalization method. Different from the proof of Theorem [[L3, here we study the corre-
sponding inequalities with subcritical exponents on the sphere S"* by using stereographic projection,
which is equivalent to the inequality (II6). Then we prove the existence of extremal functions on the
sphere S"*™ and hence obtain the existence of extremal functions of inequalities (LIG). The result is
stated as follows.

Theorem 1.12. Let o, 8, A, p, q satisfy (LID). N a5, is attained by a pair of positive functions (f,g) €
L (R™™) x L% (R™™) satisfying || f|| Lre @nmy = 1 and ||g|| o5 gn+my = 1.

The Euler-Lagrange equation for extremal functions to inequality (ILI6), up to a constant multiplier,
is given by

@’ ? n+m
fp 1 fR71+7n %dydy ('r?'r/) € R + )

g1 1(y7 _ fRn+m ||9zm\ I\/?i \ (f(ﬂﬁ )I‘/\) dadx’ (y7 y/) c Rtm,

Theorem 1.13. Let o, 8, A, p, q satisfy (LID) and (f, g) be a pair of positive Lebesque measurable solutions
to (LI9). Then f,g € CT(R™™) for~ € (0,1), f(x,2) and g(z,z") are radially symmetric and monotone
decreasing with respect to x about some xo in R™, and are radially symmetric and monotone decreasing
with respect to x’ about the origin in R™, respectively. That is, f(x,a") = f(|lz — zol,|2’|) and g(z,2") =
g(|x — xo|, |2’|). Moreover, for p = p, = Lm)d and qg = 2tm) e f g C(R™™), then

(1.19)

2(n+m)+2a 2(n+m)+2B8—X\’
there exist c1,co > 0 and d > 0 such that
d 2(ntm)+2a—A d 2(ntm) 426X
z,0) =ci(———— 2 , 9(,0) = co(———
f( ) 1(d2+|{II—§Q|2 g( ) 2(d2+|$—§o|2)

for some &y € R™ and x € R".

Notice that we use |2/|* and |y'|? instead of 2%, and y5+1 for inequalities (LI6) on R™T™ x R™+™,
the methods in Section 2, Section 3 and Section 4 are still holds here with small modifications, so we
present only the results and omit the details of the proofs.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we establish the reverse weighted HLS inequality (7).
Section 3 is devoted to proving the existence of extremal function of the reverse weighted HLS inequality
(T by introducing the renormalization method. In section 4, employing the method of moving spheres,
we show the radial symmetry of positive solutions for equation (II3]) and explicit form on the boundary
BRT’l = R" of all extremal functions in the conformal invariant cases. In section 5, we obtain a necessary
condition for the existence of positive solutions to equation (LI3) in weak sense.

In all paper, positive constants are denoted by ¢, C' (with subcript in some cases) and are allowed to
vary within a single line or formula.

2. THE ROUGH REVERSED HARDY-LITTLEWOOD-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY WITH VERTICAL WEIGHTS

In this section, we shall establish the rough reverse weighted HLS inequalities on the upper half space
by weighted Hardy inequality.

For R > 0, we denote Br(0) = {(y,2) € R" xR : |(y,2)| < R} and B}(0) = R?"' N Br(0). The
following lemma is crucial in our proof of Theorem [[.2] which can be proved by employing the same
method as in [35].

Lemma 2.1. Let W and U be nonnegative locally integrable weighted functions on R’J_’H. Forpe (0,1)
and r < 0, the inequality

( W(x,t)(/ f(y,z)dydz)rdxdt)% > C’l(n,p,r)(/ fp(y,z)U(y,z)dydz)
R Bi(a,0(©) '

n+
RY

B =

(2.1)

holds for some Cy(n,p,r) > 0 and all nonnegative measurable functions f, if and only if

0<Di= inf {( / W (e, t)dzdt) " ( / UM (y, 2)dydz) >
(y,z)GRiJrl RnJrl\B‘(t ,)‘(0) B\TIJ)\( )

1
Iy

}.
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Moreover, the biggest constant Cy(n,p,r) > 0 in 2I) has the following relation to Dy

Dy > Ci(npr) > (-2 H =) FD
1=z i, p, 1) = Y +r v +r 1-

On the other hand,

. 1
([ weo [ g2y dodt) = Calnp)( [ 1702000 2dyiz)
Ry RYTN\B/, ) (0) Ry
holds for some Co(n,p,r) > 0 and all nonnegative measurable functions f, if and only if
(/ o (y, )dydz)i'}.
RYTNB,0 (0)

Moreover, the biggest constant Cay(n,p,r) > 0 in [22)) has the following relation to Ds,

E

0<Dy= inf (/ W (x, t)dxdt
(,t)eRTH { iy (0) )

Dy > Cyf ) > ( v )" F(—L—)"¥D
n,p,r G » .
2 =z L2, p, 1) =2 o v+ 2

Proof of Theorem [I.1l By reversed Holder inequality, we have

a3 o, p
/ / t 2 f (z t) (v, A)d:vdtdydz _ / / dedt)g(y,z)dydz
]R"+1 ]R"+1 _ )| Rn+1 Rn+1 — )|>\

s =

to‘zﬂf 2 f(zt)
> /R"“ /R"H P Ty dwdt)” dydz)* H9||LT/(R1“)'

Let u(x,t) = t*f(x,t) and r = ¢’ < 0, then (LI0) is equivalent to

zﬂu (z t) N
/R"“ /R"“ L da:dt) dydz < Nj g1t~ UHLP(R"+1)

It is easy to see that

ZPu(z,t) )" 2Pu(z,t) )"
(/Riﬂ |(z,t) — (y,z)|)‘d )" < (/B+ o) 1(@,t) — (yaz)Pd 2

gy;)

Therefore,
BT/ @Dty dydz)t
z €T Yyaz)r
(/R:ﬂ s ) — g, ppp ) 82)

u(zx,t) 1
(/ zﬁ’“(/ ———dxdt)"dydz)~
R B‘(y 2y (0) (1) — (y, 2)|*

= Iy (u).

Y

Similarly, we derive

pr / @Y dyde)
z T ydz)«
(/Rz“ ames o) — Gy pp 28 002)

t
(/ ZBT(/ __ul@d) Ad;lcdt)rdydz)%
R RIFNBY L (0) |(z,t) — (y,2)]
1
= I3 (u).

Combining [23)) with (24]), we have

pr / %d A dudz) T >
z €T yaz)r > +
(/Ryl g Tty — oo ) o) 2 757 7

8

Y

~
S
S
=
~
N5
S
=




Hence, we only need to show

Ii(u) < Ng g allt™ || i=1,2.

T
Lr(RYF)

We divide into two cases to discuss.
(1) If |(2, )] < L2 then |(2,1) - (y,2)] > L2, For any A < 0, we have

2) / ) ggr < / L) B
Bt (o) |y, 2)] B, ., (0 [(z,t) = (y,2)]

(yéZJ gyé
Since r < 0, we obtain
U($,t) T ' ’LL(,’E,t) T
Uy o Tod ity <27(f s
B yéz) (0) 3 ) B yéz) (0) )
and then
Br
L(u) < 2’\T/ Zi)m(/ u(z, t)dzdt)" dydz.
n+1
R [y, 2)] B*yéz) (0)

Choosing W (y, z) = 2°7|(y, 2)| =" and U (z,t) = t=°7 in &), it follows from ([23) that

Il (U) S N;,ﬁ,)\”t_auHZp(RiJrly

where Ny g, can be seen as C1(n,p,r) in (ZI). In fact, from (LI) we know that

n—l—lz_(a_'_ﬁ_/\)_n—l—l'

/

Since o < =2 we have —f + \ < "T'H That is, n + 1+ (8 — A\)r < 0. Since 8 < —%, we have

p/
/ Wy, 2)dydz = / 7 \(y, 2)| " dydz
RETNBY, ) (0) RYFINB, Ly (0)

I / pPN7pdp
I(9,2)]

Cs(n, B, A\, 7)|(y, 2) [T,

where Cs(n, 8, \,r) = m and
T 148 s 248 T 5 . (57“;1)
Jg = / (sinfy)"~ Tdﬁl/ (sinfy)"~ Td92~-~/ (sind,)""dl, = 72 ——=—=—.
’ 0 0 0 [(2t8rtly
Moreover, since o < —";Cl, we have n + 1 + ap’ > 0. Since a < —ﬁ, one has
U™ (2, t)dedt = t=eP0=2") gt
By, (©) By, (©)
I(y,2)] ,
_ Ja/ p—ap(l—p )p"dp
0
= Ci(n.a.p)|(y, 2)[" 107,
where Cy(n,a,p) = M{iiap’ and
F(ap2+1)

- / (sinfy)" =17 g, / (sinbs)" 2o g, - .- / (sinfn)° db,, = %
0 0 0

9
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(2.5)

(2.6)

(2.7)

(2.8)



The equalities (2.8]) and ([29]) yield

L
7

Dy = (/ W(y,Z)dde)%( UYP (x, t)dxdt) »
RTTIN\B

+ +
1,1 (0) By, (0)

T 4 ntl | ntl a
= G BANICY (map)|(y, 2)| AN
1

= 03% (n,ﬂ,/\,T)Cf (nvavp)a
where 25 4 281 4 (o + § — X) = 0 due to (LI). Therefore, we prove ([ZT).

T

(2) If [(y, 2)] < 'S0 then [(x,) — (y,2)| > 1201 Similar to the case I (u), choosing W (y, z) = 27"
) =

and U(xz,t) = t=P|(x,t)|* in 22)), we have
t
Lu) < 2V / 2 / wa, )Adxdt)rdydz
RN RIFN\BS ) (0) (z,t)]
< Nogalt™ullp,grey,s (2.10)

where Ny 3.x can be seen as Ca(n, p,r) in (Z2). In fact, it follows from (Z7) that ”;1 > \ — « for any
8 < —”T“. That is, n + 1 + (a — A\)p’ < 0. Thus, we have

U (, t)dadt (= |(z, t)[ )PP dadt

/n+1 +
RETAB (2 ()

= Ja/( p—(a—k)p(l—p/)pndp

/n+1 +
RETAB (2 ()

y,2)|
= C5(n,a, A\, p)|(y, )| TV (2.11)
and
Wy, z)dydz = 2P dydz
By, (©) By, (©)
ly,2| 5
= Js / P’ p"dp
0
= Co(n, B, )|y, )", (2.12)

where Cs(n,a, \,p) = m and Cg(n,8,q) = #iﬁr Combining (2I1) with 212]), we show
that ([22) holds and hence ([2I0) is proved.
Finally, we show the estimate of constant N, g . From Lemma 2] we know

1 1
7

1
T

Dy = C3 (n, B,\,7)C}" (n,a,p) and Dy = CZ" (n, o, \, p)Cg (n, B, q)-

Hence, we give the upper and lower bounds of constant N, s x as follows

/

(p,]:_ T)_%(p/ :_ T)_imin{Dl,Dﬂ < Nu g <min{Dq, D>},
where
o[ TCHY gy n KL}
n+1+ap D(EEZHL) T tn+ 14 (B — \)r T(2E2HL
D= e M) IO g
n+1+(a—\)p/ T(2Hertl) n+1+ﬁrr(%)
This completes the proof of Theorem [T11 g
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3. SHARP REVERSED HARDY-LITTLEWOOD-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY WITH VERTICAL WEIGHTS

In this section, we prove the existence of extremal functions for inequality (L) by introducing a
renormalization method. .
Define conformal transformation 7 : ( € BT — (¥ ¢ Rf_’“ given by
z° 2°(¢— ") 0 n+1
C :W—F{E €R+ , (31)
where 20 = (0, —2) € R™ x (0, —00) =: R™™! and B"*! = B(z',1) with 2' = (0, —1) € R"™" and radius
1. Let T-1: R?T' — B"*! be the inverse of T.

2(n+1)
2(n+1)+2a—A

(@) is equivalent to the following integral inequality on the ball B"*1:

1 =z a,1—|n—
/ / |< xT | ) ( |77 z | ) ( ) (Z)dcdﬁ Z NQ751)\HfHLPO<(B”+1)Hg||LqB(B"+1)' (32)
Bn+1 Jgn+1 2 |C |

The sharp constant to inequality (3.2]) is classified by

3 . 1—[¢—a' a1 —[n—2'? s f()g(n)
Nopx = ||f|Lpal(I]13fn+1)—1/Bn+1 /Bn+1( B) ) ( B) ) IC— g d¢dn

HgHLqB(Bn+1):1
1_ 12 Ll |2
. an+1 an+1 |C z| ) ( \7721 \ ) ‘ ﬁ)dCdn
= 1mn

FELPa(BHY), HfHLpa B+ llgllLas (Bni)
gGLqﬁ(Bn+1)

2(n+1)

For conformal case p, = and qg = FICESIESTEeY it is easy to verify that the inequality

Theorem 3.1. N, g ) is attained by a pair of positive functions (f,g) € LP>(B"1)x L% (B"*1) satisfying
[ fllLra(Briry =1 and ||g|l as (gn+1y = 1, respectively.
3.1. Subcritical reverse weighted HLS inequality on the ball.

In this subsection, we first establish the subcritical reverse weighted HLS inequality on the ball B"+1!,
The existence of the corresponding extremal functions is also established.

Theorem 3.2. Assume A € (—n — 1,0), p € (0,po) and q € (0,qg). Then there exists a constant
Ch,a,82,p > 0 such that

1—[¢ =22 a,1=|n—
/ / ( |C2 ! )% ( |772 z'|? )ﬂfc@) (|A)dgdn> Crogrpll Flosmenllgl oy (3:3)
Bnt1 JBn+1

holds for any nonnegative functions f € LP(B"*!) and g € LY(B™*1).

For n € B"*!, we introduce the operator

1—|¢C—at2a, 1= |np—zt?
Topnaf = [ (FE 0y ==ty Mg

It is easy to see that the inequality (B3] is equivalent to
||Ta,ﬁ7p7qf||Lq’(Bn+l) > Cnﬂﬁﬂm”f”ﬂ’(B”“) (3-4)

for any nonnegative function f € LP(B"*1).
Now we consider the extremal problem of inequality ([B.3)):

1—|¢—2'a,1—|n—
;10‘757)\7;0 lnf ‘/Bn+1 ‘/BnJrl |C T | ) ( |772 T | ) |é ) (|)\)d<d f2079207

I fllLe(Bn+1y = ||gHLq pniny = 1}
—[¢—a' afl— —zt|?
Jgnin S (LG (] )ﬁfwco(v]nn)dédﬁ (f>0,g>0
HfHLp(B"+1)||gHLq(Bn+1) = I ="
feLr(B"), g € LYB™)}. (3.5)

11
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It follows from @.3) and @B.5) that C}; , 5, > Cnaprp > 0.

The following proposition plays a crucial role in our proof of existence of the minimizer. The method
we shall use is similar to that of [I3] and [I4], but we need to introduce some new ideas such that this
method can be applied to reverse weighted HLS inequality.

Proposition 3.3. (i) There erists a pair of nonnegative functions (f,g) € L*(B"™) x LY(B"*1) such
that || f[Le(pn+1) = |gllLapn+r) =1 and

1—|<—x| o l—In—2a' 5 f(g(n)
na”@ Ap T /B”H /Bn+1 ) ( 2 ) |< |>\ dCdn.

(i1) For ¢ € BnFL, the functions f,g satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations

‘ 2

Cle—z PN, 1t ?
O:Z,a,ﬁ,xpfpfl(o - an+1(1 |<2 ) (1 Mz | )P \Cgf(z)\kdn’
. 1 1-fy—a'? o 1=¢=a'[2\5_j() (3.6)
Cn,a75,>\7pg (€)= an+1( 3 ) ( 3 ) K,n‘/\dn'
(2i1) There exists a constant C' = C(n,a, 8, A\, p,q) > 0 such that
1
— < f,g<C. (3.7)

C
Furthermore, f,g € CV(B"+1) with v € (0,1).
Proof. (i). We first show Cy; , 5, , is attained by a pair of nonnegative functions (f,g) € L'(B"") x
It (Bn-i-l)'
By density argument, we choose a pair of nonnegative minimizing sequence { f;, g; };r:‘xf € C°(B"t1) x
C°>°(B"1) such that
1fill egrery = Ngill Laprey =1

A U r il Y7 ’
Craprp = i /Bn“ /BM K 2Py |772 2] )5f”|£_0 l(ngd j=1,2,...

J—+oo

and

We carry out the proof of part (i) in three steps.
Step 1. We show that

I fill i grery < Cr,y llgjllrgnery < Cp uniformaly. (3.8)
In fact, we know from (L) that there exist constants C3 and Cy4 such that

— | = 212 |y — 12 .
0<C3§/Bn+1/3n+1(1 |C2 | )‘“(1 |n2 zl )ﬂfTéC) |(A)d§dn<0 < 0.

Then it follows from reversed Holder inequality that
1Ta8,p.0fill Lo (g1 = | Ta8p.afill Lo (grayllgill Lacpnsay < Cu,

HTa,B,p,qngLp’(BnH) = HTa,B,p,qngLp’(BnH)||fj||LP(B”+1) < Cy.
Since g < ¢' < 0, we derive that for some constant M > 0 (to be determined later),

OZ S/ |Ta75,p,qu|q dn
Bn+1

= / Ta8,p,qfi|" dn +/ Ta8,p,q.fi]" dn
{Ta,ﬁ,p,q-szM} {TaﬁquJ<M}

< MY B+ |{Ta s < MY K 1T 3117 (3.9)

qB Bn+1)

1

where =~ + == = 1. Using (4] and reversed Holder inequality, we have
s

1
s
1T p.pmas fill oty guiry 2 CsllfillLra o
a1 1 L1
> C5|B" o "5 || fjllLo(prary = C5| B 7a 75, (3.10)

12



Now we choose M > 0 such that M9 |B"!| = % Combining (39) with FI0) yields

CZ/ ntl)—1\d 1_;7//
== < (Gs|B™ TR )  {Tappafs < MY "7,
which implies
04 ?%Q//
|{Ta,ﬁ,p,qu <M} > ( )qﬁiq > 0.

Cs|Bnt!|pa s
Hence, there exists €y > 0 such that for any j, we can find two points C]l, QJZ €M ={C:Tuppqfi <M}
satisfying |(j — (7| > €. Then we have

[ nwazc | fmdn+Co [ 3(m)dn
Brtl Bl,jTo(zl)\B%o(C}) Bl,%o(fl)\B%o(Cf)

<C7(l)a+ﬁ7)\/ (1_|le_$1|2)06(1_|77_$1|2)§ fi(n) dn
— e B, e (e0)\Be (¢}) 2 2 ¢} —
| Ll e Py et By S
€0 B, (@)\Beg (2) 2 2 &G — A
1 1o} —
§2C7M(—) o uniformly for all j.

€0

We can find two points 17},77]2 e ={n:Toppqfi <M} satisfying |77]1 — 77]2| > €g. Then we have

/ £,(0)dC < C / F5(O)dC + C / £(0)d¢
Bt B, e (@\Bey (n}) B, e @\Bey ()

<C7(i)a+6—)\/ 1—|C—$1|2)a(1—|7’]}—$1|2)ﬂ f](C) dC
0 B, s (21)\Bzgp (n}) 2 2 ¢ = nj[*
1 a+B—X 1_|C_=T1|2 « 1—|’I72»—$1|2 B f(C)
ren( ) [ () () e
0 B, _co (z1)\Ben (n}) m;
1 e —
§2C7M(—) oA uniformly for all j.

€0

It follows ||fjHL1(Bn+1) < Cl. Similarly, we have ngHLl(Bn+1) < 02.
Step 2. There exist two subsequences of {f]'} and {g}} (still denoted by {f}'} and {g}}) and two
nonnegative functions f,g € L*(B"*!) such that

| nera— [ sorac [

Bn+
Without loss of generality, we assume that p < ¢. By [B.8]), we infer that there exist two subsequences
of {ff'} and {g¥} (still denoted by {f]'} and {g}}) and two nonnegative functions f,g € L*(B"*") such
that

gi (O d¢ — lg(O)[d¢  as j — +o0. (3.11)

Bn+1 Bn+1

2= f7, gb — g” weakly in L7 (B"*1),
Since 1 € Lﬁ(B"‘H) and g " € Lﬁ(B"‘H) C Lﬁ(B"‘H)7 we immediately derive (B.II)).
Step 3: We show that

L—|¢—a' o, 1—|n—2? 5 fi(C)gj(n)
/Bn+1 /Bm( ) () S dcdn

L—|¢—a'Pia 1 =n—a' 5 f(gn) .
_>/Bn+1/3n+1( D) )" ( 5 ) =P d¢dn as j — oo.
13




By [8) and the interpolation inequality, we have

/Bn+1 |£i(Q)Pd¢ > C >0 and /

Bn

. l9;(¢)|%d¢ > C > 0.

This implies that
/ [f(QPd¢ > C >0 and / lg(O)|%d¢ > C > 0.
Bn+1

Bn+1
Then, we have, for any fixed n € B*+!, that
T— =22 01— |n— a2 1-p
( |< €z | ) ( |77 €z | 5f (C) c Lﬁ(BnJrl),
2 2 ¢ —n*

and for any fixed ¢ € Bn+1
L-|¢—a'Pial—lnp—a'\sg"P(n) o
LT (B™).
( 2 ) ( 2 |<—_n|)\ € p( )

Thus, one can conclude that
i 12 ol 12 P 1-p
/ 1—|¢—a'] )a(l In — '] )ﬂf; Q) f (C)dC
Bn+l 2 2 ¢ —n

1—|(—2'\a 1=|n=2'?p f() :
d
— - 5 )" ( 2 ) |C—77|’\< as j — 00,
/ 1—Ic—xl|2)a(1—|n—x1|2)gg§(n)91*p(n)d
Bnt 2 2 ¢ —nA
1—|(—2'\a 1=In—2' s g(n) .
d .
o [ )T ) ey as o

Using similar argument as Lemma 3.2 in [I4], we also show that the above convergences are uniformly

convergent for all (,n € Bn+1,
Therefore, for any € > 0 small enough, there exists jo € N such that for all j > jo,

1= |¢=a'Pa L= =o' s O Qg5 g P(m)
!/B/B( ) ) d¢dn

2 ¢ = nl*
/Bn+1 /Bn+1 (1 - IC2— I1|2)a(1 - |772— x1|2)5 ff(éifl_i?('i)g(n)dwn‘
<[ pofrows e 12
Here we obtain the last inequality by using Holder inequality. Notice that f1=7 € LT (B"*1) and
112 1|2
/Bn+1 (1—|<2—x | )a(l—lnz—x | )BKQ_(?QPdnSC ng(n)dnﬁ c

one has
12

L—[¢—a'[P a1 —[p—a']? s 1 (OF P(Dg(n)
/Bn+1 /];71+1( 2 ) ( 2 ) |C_77|)‘ d¢dn

1 [¢—a'Prad—In—a' 5 f(Og(n) .
_>‘/B”7'+1‘/Bn+1( 2 )( 2 ) |<_n|,\d<d77 as ) — oQ.

It follows from the above convergence and ([B12)) that

LGP 1 a2 s OF O ) )
/Bn+1 /Bn+1 ( 2 ) ( 2 ) |< — 77|)\ d¢dn
1|2

1—|¢—a'\a, 1= n—2' 5 f(gn) .
_>/Bn+1/3n+1( 5 ) ( 5 ) |<_n|AdCdn as j — oo.
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By Holder inequality, we have

/ / (1—|C—1?1|2)a(1—In—I1|2)5ff(C)fl‘p(C)gf(n)gl"’(n)
g S 2 =P

|<—$| 1—1[n—a'* 5 fi(Cg;(n) "
~/Bn+1 /B"+1 ) ( 2 ) |< |)\ dCdn)
1—l<—9cl o L= In—a'* 5 f(Qg(n)
/Bn+1/n+1 ) ( 2 ) |< |>\ dCd)

1— — 22 a1 —|n—at]?
/n+1 /BM IC | ) |772 | )ﬁJ(éC) (|A)d<d
L 1—IC—£E| ol =In—a'* 5 fi(¢)g;(n)
gl;mlnf/]3n+l /Bn+1 ) ( 5 ) o d¢dn.

J—+oo |<

dCdn

Thus,

This together with (B implies that
1—|¢—a'P a 1= In—a'[ s f(Og(n)
cr = d¢dn
n,o,B8,A,p ‘/BnJrl w/B"+1 ( 2 ) ( 2 ) |< |)\ <

. e e R QS ALY )
=i /Bn+1 /Bnﬂ( 2 ) ( 2 ) I —n* e

J—+oo

Therefore, we deduce that (f,g) € L'(B™"!) x L*(B"*!) is a minimizer.

(ii). We show that f and g satisfy Euler-Lagrange equation (3.0]).

Since 0 < p < 1 and 0 < g < 1, we first need to prove f > 0 and g > 0 a.e. in B"*!. For any positive
function ¢ € C>°(B"*!) and sufficiently small ¢ > 0, one can deduce that f + tp > 0 in B"*! and

/ / 1 IC | ) (1 |772 | )5<;|>C(C) (|A)d<d
Bn+1 Bn+1
_ 1—|C—$1|2a1—|n—x1|2 5 (f +t0)(O)g(n)
B /Bwl /Bn+1( 2 ) ( 2 ) i d¢dn
_/ / . |< | o In2 | )B{ég) (P)dCd
Bn+l JpBn+l

> Cpapp (IS + L‘%?HLP(B”+1 — 1 fllLe(Brer))

= Chap, A,pf(/BnH(f + 990)pdC)5_ / (f +0p)Ppd¢ (0 <6 < t)

Bn+1

>C g, /\mt/B B fPed, (3.13)

where in the second equality we have used the mean value theorem, and in the last inequality we have
used Fatou’s Lemma as t — 0.

Now we claim that f > 0 a.e. in B"*!. Otherwise, for any e > 0, there exists Q. C B"*! such that
28] > 0 and f({) <e€, V(€ Q.. This together with (3I3)) yields that

Q| < P=L()d
| |</Q€f (©)d

: L= l¢ = \a l=ln—a'\5_g(n)
~C . dcd
- O:;,a,,@,k,p ~/B"+1 ‘/Bn+1( 2 ) ( 2 ) | |)\ <77

<C g(n)dn < C.

Bn+1

Then we derive a contradiction when e > 0 is sufficiently small. Similarly, we have g > 0 a.e. in B" "1
Therefore, (f, g) is a pair of solutions of (B.6]).

(iii). We prove (f,g) € C7(B"*1) x C7(B"*+1) with v € (0, 1).
15




Since f € LY(B"™) and 0 < p < p, < 1, using (B8], there exists a constant C7; > 0 such that
C% < f < C%. Similarly, for some constant Cg > 0, we have Cig < g < Cs.

Let F(¢) = ;10(751A7pfp71(C). For any given ¢!, (% € B**+1 and arbitrary n € B"*!, it is easy to verify
that

C|I¢t =37, if —1< A<,

C(1+ = Y)|¢t = ¢, ifa< -1 (3:14)

’IC1 -l = 1¢? —nl”‘ < {

Since g is bounded, we have, using (@), that for any given ¢!,¢? € B**+1 and « € (0,1)
[F(¢h) = F(¢)

- 1| =2 Pra 1| =2 Praq 1= ln—a'P s o)
= | D - I D s +
1-]¢ —a'Pa l1=-Inp—a'] 4 1 B 1 J
Jyn T e~ et
C 1_ 2l ﬂd C 1 _ 1 d
s Cle = /B gt /Bm‘w-nv g 9
—-1<A<0

< C 1 _ 2|« d +C 1 A2y anJrlg(n)dnv
< o -¢r [ aman+olc - ¢ {IBM gt A

< oKt -¢P, (3.15)
where v € (0,a]. For o = 0, we have
L p—a'Pg, 1 1
F(H-F(*)| = / - — - g(n)dn
EE-F@ = || G5 Ga—m ~ @) el
< o=
For a > 1, it is easy to check that |F(¢t) — F(¢?)| < C|¢! —¢?|7. This implies that F' is Hélder continuous

in B**+1. Thus f is at least Holder continuous in B?*1. Similarly, we know that ¢ is at least Holder
continuous in B7+1. O

3.2. Minimizer of critical reverse weighted HLS inequality on the ball.

Lemma 3.4. Let {fp,g,} € C7(B"+1) x CV(B"™t1) be defined as in Proposition [3.3. Then

Crrasrp = Napr asp—py. ¢4,

and the minimizer pair {fp, g4} satisfy

N §
an+1 an+1(1 |<2x

| 2

)a( 17|17facl|2 )ﬁ fo($)gq(n) dcdn

Nopa= lim E [c=nl® (3.16)
Pz, I follLra (Brt1)l9gll Las (Brt1)
a—ag
g 1 ~ 4 : _ _
PI‘OOf. Let fp = m and gq = m. SIHCQ pr||Lp(Bn+l) = ngHLq(BnJrl) = 1, we have,
by reversed Holder inequality, that
L= ¢ == a L= In—a' 5 [,({)dq(n)
C:; o = f o n+1Y || g ag n+1 / d 4 dCd’I]
s = Moo lgallios ey || (=) (=) 520
R HRE RIS B 1—|¢—a'f o, 1—|n—2'? ﬁf(()é (n)
Z|B+1|pa P ag q/ / ( ) ( ) P q}\ dCdﬁ
Bn+1 ) Bn+1 2 2 |< - 7’]|
= Naprx asp =D, ¢4,
which yields
lim inf C’:;,a,ﬂ)\,p 2 Na,ﬂ,)w (317)

P—Pa 448~
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Let {fg,gx} C LP=(B™T!) x L% (B"*!) be a pair of minimizing sequence of N, 5 . Namely,

fB"+1 fB"+1 ( 1—|C2—$

1|2

a2
)a(l \772 \ )Bf'“|(f_)f,'j§")dcd77

No gy = lim
“ k—+oo ”kaLPQ(B"“)||gk||Lq5(Bn+1)
o S P 9k
Set fi = Tl onis) and g = Mo Toeconin For p € (0,p,) and ¢ € (0, ¢g), we deduce that
1—lc—gt|? 1—|p—al|? F ~
. an+1 an+1( \421 \ )a( |772CE| )'g'fk|(€~<,)%7§n)dcd77
n,o,B,\,p =

ka”LP(B”“) ||§k||LQ(Bn+1)

2 2

1—|n—a'
) (5=

Cle—a!
B an+1 fB"+1(1 ‘42 )P fkl(f_)!ﬁgn) d¢dn

(3.18)
I felle(Brtyllgrll Loty
By (BI8)) and dominated convergence theorem, we have
1—lc—zl|2 1—p—zt? .
. . S S (g (0 )0 b dcan
s = T o] |
v a— s kllLra (B |9kl o6 (Br+1)
Then, let £ — oo, one has
limsup  C} , 53 < Nasa (3.19)
P—Pad—45 "
Hence, it follows from [B.I7) and BI9) that
limsup  C}, , 520 = Naga-
P—Pa 445~
Applying Holder inequality, we conclude that
1—|¢— 1,2 1—|n— 12
Jprer Jpn (EEFE) (0 )P e acan
Nag =
I follLra (Brt1)l9qll Las (Bnt1)
1—|¢— 1,2 1—|pn— 12
< an+1 an+1( KQ : ‘ )a( |772 = l )5 fp|(€‘<2€77§n) dcdn
- |Bn+1|%*i+%*$
= Napr, a8P—=Dasq—4qp -
Therefore, we obtain (B10). O

Now we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem [B.1}
Proof of Theorem [B.1l Let {f,,g,} € C7(B"*+1) x C7(B"*!) be a minimizing sequence of N, g x.
Then, {fp, g4} satisfies B6). We assume that f,(W) = max f,({).
T

¢eBn

We carry out the proof by considering two cases.

Case 1: W € B"t!l. By the scale invariance and translation, without loss of generality, we assume that
W = (0,...,0,—1) € B"". For some subsequences p; — p, and g; — qs, we consider all two possibilities
of max{ max f,,, max g, }.

(eBntt ¢eBnti

Indeed, the invariant of system (B.6]) is clearly absent under the translation transformation. However,
we can still make scaling and translation transformation such that W = (0, ...,0,—1) € B"*!  due to the
uniformly boundedness of ( 17|<;x1‘2 ) ( 17'"27%1'2 )2,

Case la: For some subsequences p; — po and ¢; — ¢g, max{ max f, , max g, } is uniformly
<€B71+1 <€B71+1

bounded.
Arguing as [B.1) and B.I5), we have {fp,} and {g4,} are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous in
Br+tl. By (B0, we know that there exists some constant C' > 0 (independent of p;, ¢;) such that
17




Ip;>9q; = C. Then, it follows from Arela-Ascoli theorem that there exist two subsequences of {f,,} and
{94, } (still denoted by {f,,} and {g,,}) and two nonnegative functions f,g € C7(B"*1) such that

Jo; = [, 94, — g uniformaly on Bn+1.

Hence we have

/ fP(Q)d¢ = lim Pi(Q)d¢ = 1, / g% (¢)d¢ = lim g8 (Q)d¢ = 1.
B+t Bn+1 Bnt1

Pj = Pa ;=498 Jpn+1

By (B.6) and Lemma B4 one can deduce that

{Na’ﬂ’kfp““) = Jpuin (LG L 2l

_ _112 « _ _m12
Na,ﬂ,,\gqﬁ_l(Q:anH(l \772 | ) (1 |<2 | )ﬂ\Cffz)\*dn’

1‘2

as j — +oo. It follows that f, g are minimizers.
Case 1b: For any subsequences p; — p, and ¢; — g3, fp; (W) — +00 or max g, — +oo. Without
CeBn+1
loss of generality, we assume that f, (W) — +o0.

' (W
Case (i): limsupﬁT(g)
»

J—+oo ¢cepntl

= +o00. Then there exist two subsequences of p; and ¢; (still denoted

by p; and g¢;) such that f, (W) — +oo and % — 400. Let u; = gjfl and v; = ggjfl, Since
¢epntl
I fo;llLPs (Br+1y = llgg; I L9 (Bnt1)y = 1, we have
[odhoac= [ wiopc-t (3.20)
Bn+1 Bn+1

By ([.4), we know

’

q
1_|c—zt)? 1—|n—at2\gv;”  (n)
Cra8p; U5 (C) = Jgnia |<2m l )*( |n2m ‘ )’ = dn,
pé*l

1 lp—at|? 1—lc—2' 12\ gu,; (m)
On,aﬁ)\vpjvj(C) :an+1( ‘7721 | ) ( \<21 ‘ )ﬁ \JCfnP dn.

Then, applying conformal transformation and dilation on R’ffl, we have

D‘zﬂv z
15T (pl, 1)) = 1458 [, L T g

I(jﬂ t) (U Z)‘/\ (3 21)
_ ot B 72" (T (p(y,2))) '
Ch,a,sap, Vi (T H(p(x,1))) = pntitats X Jans L L dyd.

(n+14+at8-N)d)
Note that 7(0, ...,0,—1) = (0, ..., 0, 2). Now we take p = p; such that pj(qul)(pjfl)f1 u; (7710, ...,0,2)) =
1 and let
(nt+1+a+B-X)q)
(@ —D@,-1-1 _
U, ) =p; " 7wy (T ps(a, 1)), (322)
(n+1tatB-N)p) :
(¢ —1)(p/ —1)—1

= 5 (T s )

It is easy to see that U; and V; satisfy the following renormalized equations

Vi(z,1)

2PV (g,2)
Crfin, . 7dydz
80, Ui (2,0) = Joner Ty il (3.23)
82U, (y,2)
Ch,a,8., Vi) = fRTl Wdydz

18



2y _ _ .
Moreover, Uj(z,t) > U;(0, p—j) =1 and for p; < g¢j,
(n+1tatB-N)p)
(af-1Dj-1)-1

Vi(@,t) = p;

min_v;(¢)
CeBn+1
(nt1+a+B8-2)(p)—d}) min vj
(af =D -1)-1 ¢eBntt

’ ui(T1(0, -,,0,2))
— +00  uniformaly for any (z,t) € R} as j — +o0. (3.24)

Next we show that there exists a constant C; > 1 such that for any (x,t) € Ri“,

Ui, Oy (14 |(z, )| 7). (3.25)

SO+ < 2 <

Ch
Once the inequality ([.25) holds, by the change of polar coordinates, we have that for ap} +1 >0,

Chapap; Vi(0,1)

zaUP;' -t 2
e [0.1) — (5.2)]

< ch/ za<1<+|<y,z>|*k>vff‘l<y,z>dydz—%(7”/’ 2L+ (g, 2) U (y, 2)dydz
R} TN\BT(0) B (0)

: C/ Zap;|(y,z)|_kp9dydz+c/ 21+ (9, 2) U (g, 2)dydz
REH\BY (0) BY (0)

<Cla [ pepdpC [ s () Ny
1 B

{(0)
=C (3.26)
where
Jo = T (la N7, /Oﬂ(sin91)”1+ap} db, /Oﬁ(sinoz)"uap;dgz . /Oﬂ(smgn)ap; e,
- L G
© kL (o= N prteritly

and we have used n + 1+ (o — A)p; < 0 and Uj(x,t) > 1 in the last inequality. This contradicts (3.24).
Therefore, Case (i) is impossible.
Then what left is to prove the inequality ([B28) holds. Combining (B20), [B22) with conformal

transformation, we have

(n+1+a+p—N)p}d]

’ ’ n+l—%
D . (pl.—1)(ql—1)—1
/ u;’ (¢)d¢ = . U;7 (z,t)p; 7Y dzdt =1,
Bn+1 R
T
(n+1tatB—N)pjd]
d d e @ -1
v/ (¢)d¢ = Vi (@, t)p, dxdt = 1.
Bn+1 R™t1
+

Hence we conclude that
meas{(z,t) € R | Uj(z,t) < 400} >0, meas{(y,2) € RTT | Vj(y,2) < +00} > 0.
It follows that there exists R > 1 large enough and a measurable set E such that
EC{(y,2) € Y | Vi(y,2) < R} N B}(0)

with meas(E) >

I~

19



For any (z,t) € R it follows from 8 > 0 and q; < 0 that

2PV (g, 2)

Co Uiz, t) = — J M dyd
5 7ﬂ)>‘7p1 ](.'L' ) ‘/Rn#»l |($ t>_(y7z)|)\ y :

az'@Vq’ (y,2)
> [ T s

zmﬂ#/ﬁmw—mm”@w
E

Since A\ < 0, there exists a constant C; > 1 such that
U;(x,t 1
Ui t) > —(1+|(z,t)]7), VY (z,t) € R}

to (&

Similarly, for any (x,t) € Ri“, there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that

Vite,t) 1 -
5 2 (1t @)l ). (3.27)

On the other hand, there exists a point (&,%) € Rﬁ"’l such that

- [
R

Croa,p0p;Uj (25 1) = —
! i |(2,8) = (y, 2) A

Then combining [B.27), B28) with 8¢; + 1 > 0, we have

dydz < +o0. (3.28)

_ 1 oA _ 1
/ P (.2 PIWE T (g, 2)dydz < € P E) - (0, 2) VI, 2)dydz
ot {Iw.2)I<51(@ D}

+Cy i 2P\(&,1) — (v, z)|_’\quj71(y, 2)dydz
{I(y,2)|>2|(&,8)[}

: / | |
{51(@,0)|<[(y,2)|<2[(&,1)[}
< +o0. (3.29)

Therefore, by ([3.29) and fg; + 1 > 0, we derive that for any (x,t) € R

Uet) [ @)= @A e
o YRl W v e

(y, 2)dydz

, (3.30)

<C [ QI s < +oc.
R

Combining (327) with [330), we obtain (3:25).

(W
Case (ii): limsup SOV 0. Then there exist two subsequences of p; and ¢; (still denoted by
Jj—+o0 cepntT a5

(W
p; and g;) such that f, (W) — +oco0 and I{f;}f g) — 0, which implies that max g, — +o0c. Using
45 n+1
ceBntl ¢eB
similar arguments as Case (i), we prove that Case (ii) does not hold.
o (W
Case (iii): limsup rj;*(g) = ¢ € (0,+00). Then there exist two subsequences of p; and ¢; (still
»

Jj—+oo cepntl
denoted by p; and ¢;) such that f, (W) — +oo, max g, — +oo and
(eBntl cepntl
Case (i), we choose {U;,V;} defined as [8:22). It is easy to see that U; and V; satisty (3:23)). Moreover,
20

— ¢g. Similar to
"




Uj(z,t) > U;(0, pl) =1 and for p; < gj,

(n+1tatB-N)p)

(¢, —1)(p/—1)—1 .
Vi t) > p; min_v;(C)
CeBn+1
(nt1+a+B8-2)(p)—d}) min v,
- (@ =D -1)-1 ¢eBntt
! ui(T-10,...,0,2))

>c¢; >0 uniformaly for any (z,t) € Rf‘l as j — +oo.

Hence Vj(z,t) has uniformly lower bound ¢; > 0.

Using similar arguments as (3.23]), there exist constants C3 > 1 and C4 > 1 such that for any (z,t) €
Rn+1

NI

S0 < Z2Y < eyt 1), 331
3
S0 < 22 < e i) (3.32

For any given constant Ry > 0 and (x,t) € B (0), using 2Z), 32) and the lower bound of Vj(z, 1),

we have

taZBV-qéil(yuz)
Co i, _U—(I,t):/ _—J M
n,o,B8,\,p; Y j RK+1 |(.’I],t) - (yuz)|>\

<o [ VI 20 4 Ly, )y
RETAB, 1, (0)

dydz

+ Ct™ 25(1 +|(y, 2)| ) dydz
B{s1(0)

< Ct™.
This implies that U;(z,t) is uniformly bounded in Bf; (0). Similarly, Vj(z,t) is uniformly bounded in
B, (0).

Similar to BI5), we can show that U;(,t) is equicontinuous in R’ and Vj(z,t) is equicontinuous
in R, Tt follows from Arzela-Ascoli theorem that there exist two subsequences of {U;} and {V;} (still
denoted by {U;} and {V;}) and two functions U and V' with lower bound C > 0 such that

Uj—U and V; =V, as j — +oo uniformaly on By, (0).

By the arbitrariness of Ry, one can see that U(x) and V(x) satisfy
tQZBVq%71 2

NapaU(z,t) = fRi+l W(y,z(jy\/\)dydz
tﬁzﬂUfifl(( 2)

NG‘ﬁJ\V(Iat) = fR7+z+1 Wdydz.

Since
p/
[
Bn+1
(n+1+a+B8-N)p)d,
’ ntl-— oo
:/ U;-Dj(x,t)pj @RI et
Ry
g/‘ U (x,t)dwdt
Ry
and

p,. /
Ul — UPe
J
21



uniformly on any compact domain, we know from (B.31]) that

/ UPe (z,t)dadt = lim U (x,t)dwdt > 1.
R+

—4o0 n+1
J R+
Similarly, using (332), we have

/ V% (2, t)dzdt = lim qu (z,t)dxdt > 1.
RYT!

Jj—4o0 ]R1+1
Let F(z,t) = UPa=Y(2,t) and G(z,t) = V% '(z,t). Then we derive
/ FPe(z,t)dxdt > 1, / G (z,t)dzdt > 1,
RYT! R

and F, G satisfy

o 1 tYz G( ,Z)

Na B, )\F;D fRn+1 71 1) (yyz)|>‘ dde,
tPz “F(y,z

N, .8, AGIB— 1 fR"+1 @)=~ (yuz))|* dydz.

Since p, < 1 and gg < 1, using conformal transformation, we conclude that

t* 2P F(x,t)G(y,z
2 ap Joyn S dodtdydz)®

aBA = fRn+1 Fre (g, t)dxdt fRnﬂ G (y, z)dydz

2P F(x,t
fRn+1 fRn+1 dedtdydz)

(fRi+1 Fre(z,t)dudt) 7 (fR1+1 G (y, z)dydz)%
(anJrl an+1 ( 1*‘C2*11\2 )a( 1*\772*1 2 )5 fI(C)g(ﬁ) dcdn>
U £72(QdO) ([ 9% (r)dn)

Therefore, {f(§),9(n)} is a pair of minimizers of sharp constant N, g x.
Case 2: W, € B""1. By the scale and rotation invariance of B8] for ¢ € B"*!, without loss of

generality, we assume W, = (0, ..,0) € dB" 1. For some subsequences p; — p, and g; — gg, we consider
all possible values of max{ max f, , max gqj}
¢eBntt ¢eBnt

It is easy to see that Case 1a still holds here. We only need to consider the following case:

For any subsequences p; — po and ¢; — qg, fp,(W) — 400 or max g, — +oco. Without loss of
CeBn+1

generality, we assume that f, (W) — +o0.

L 1 Io; (W)

Case (2i): limsup —2=——
J=+00 cpntl

= +00. Then there exist two subsequences of p; and g; (still denoted by

Fo; W)
max gq
¢epntl

Using similar arguments as Case (i), applying conformal transformation and dilation, we know that
ui (T~ (p(z,t))) and v; (T L(p(x,t))) satisty B2ZI) for (v,t) € R Then we take p = p; satisty
(n+1+a+8-N)d)

(af =D @) -1)-1
J

p; and ¢;) such that f, (W) — +oco and — 400.

J

u; (7710, ...,0,0)) = 1, and let
(n+1ta+B—N)d}

ARy Ty 3
Uj(xvt) = quj K UJ(T 1(pj($,t))),

(n+1+a+8-2)p)

(¢ —1)(p/ —1)—1

P’ v (T Hpj (1))

22

(3.33)
Vj (Ia t) =



for (z,t) € R}, It is easy to see that U; and V; satisfy the renormalized equations ([23). Moreover,
Uj(x,t) > U;(0,...,0,0) = 1 and for p; < g¢;,

(n+l+a+ﬁ7)\)p;
(af—D;-1-1

Vi(x,t) = p; min_ v;()
CeBn+1
(nt1+at+6-2) 0, —d}) min_ v;
= (¢ -1, -1)-1 ceBnt1
! u;i(T—1(0,..,0,0))

— 400 uniformaly for any (z,t) € Rf‘l as j — +oo.

Computing similarly to ([B:26]), we find that this case does not hold.

o (W
Case (2ii): limsup rj;*() = 0. Then there exist two subsequences of p; and ¢; (still denoted by
Jj—+oo CEBn+1gqj
p; and g;) such that f, (W) — 400 and I{f;}f g) — 0, which implies that max g, — +oo. Using
a5 n+1
ceBntl ¢eB
similar arguments as Case (2i), we prove that Case (2ii) does not hold.
(W
Case (2iii): limsup % =¢p € (0,4+00). Then there exist two subsequences of p; and ¢; (still
jotoo copnr
(W
denoted by p; and g;) such that f, (W) — +oo, max Y, — 400 and % — ¢p. Similar to Case

¢eB cepn+i
2i), we choose {U;, V;} defined as . It is easy to see that U; and V; satisf . Moreover
( )7 s Vj Yy j j Yy ,
Uj(z,t) > U;(0,...,0,0) = 1 and for p; < g¢;,

(n+l+a+ﬁ7)\)p;
(af =D, -1)-1

Vi(z,t) > ; min ’Uj(C)
CeBn+l
(nt+1t+a+p-2)(p}—d}) min or
_ (q],-*l)(P;*l)*l CeBn+1
! u; (710, ...,0,0))

>c¢; >0 uniformaly for any (z,t) € Rf‘l as j — +oo.

Hence Vj(z,t) has uniformly lower bound ¢; > 0.
Arguing similarly to the proof of Case (iii), we show that {f(£),g(n)} is a pair of minimizers of sharp

constant Ny g x. This completes the proof of Theorem [3.11 O
Proof of Theorem Theorem is an easy consequence of Theorem B.1] O

4. CLASSIFICATION OF EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS

In this section, we investigate the regularity and radical symmetry of solutions to equation (LI3]), and
then classify the extremal function of inequality (LI0) by using the method of moving spheres.

Let
1 1
u@t) = P t), vy =" (p2), f= > 1 anda= > 1
—-p —q
The Euler-Lagrange equation (EDI{D can be rewritten as the following integral system
fRn+1 wdydz (z,t) € R1+1,

= Jorrr T Sk dadt (y,2) € RY,

where a, 5, \, k, 0 satisfy
—n—-1<A<0,k,0>1,
0<a<q4,0<8< 2, (4.2)
14 1 _ adBor
k—1 0 n+1
Theorem and are equivalent to discuss the regularity, radical symmetry of system (&II) as
follows.
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Theorem 4.1. Let o, 8, \, k, 0 satisfy (£2)) and (u,v) be a pair of Lebesque measurable positive solutions
to system (EI). Then u,v € C®(R}T) N CY(RYH) for v € (0,1).

Theorem 4.2. Let o, 8, )\ k,0 satisfy (£2) and o, > 0. Suppose that (u,v) is a pair of Lebesgue
measurable positive solutions to system ([@II), then u(x,t) and v(z,t) are radically symmetric with respect
to x about some xg € R™. Moreover, assume that

2n+1)+28— A 2(n+1) +2a — A

= 9 =
" 26— 20— A
Then, u and v must take the following form on the boundary BRTLl
d A—20 d A—28
0)=alirpmL—ae 0)=co(—m——>—>) 2 VaecoR
u(@,0) cl(1+d2|1’—§0|2) 7 v@0) 02(1+d2|1’—§0|2) i TER

for some &y € BRTLl, c1>0,c>0andd> 0.

To show the classification of the solutions of (1], we employ the method of moving spheres. Below
are some well-known notation in this process. For any r > 0, denote

BT(xvt) = {(y,Z) € Rn+1 | |(y,Z) - (Iat)| <, (Iat) € RnJrl}v
B:F(I5t) = {(y,Z) = (ylvaa e ,yn,Z) S BT(Iat) | z > 05 ({E,t) € 8Ri+l}
For ¢ € OR™! and 7 > 0, set
r?((z,t) — &)
z, )8 = . +& VY (x,t)e R¥
@O = e —ep (@9 e Rt
Let (u,v) be a pair of positive functions defined on Rf_’“ X Rfrl. Define the Kelvin transforms

ug r(z,t) = (m))\_m“((%ﬂg”a ve,r(Y,2) = (m))\_wv((y,z)g“) V(x,t),(y,2) € RT‘l.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that (u,v) is a pair of positive solutions to system [@Il). Then, for any £ € 8R:ﬁ+1
and r > 0,

u(z,t) — ug p(x,t) = / tazBK(f, r, (y, 2), (x,t))((

L Vo DA e
B (¢) |(y72)—§|) ve i (y,2) —v " (y, 2))dydz  (4.3)

for all (z,t) € RT! and

v zZ)— z) = G‘Zﬁ T z X ; #2'&_0 x —uie x X
:5) ~verly2) = [ K 0020, () () e )~ ) (40

for all (y,z) € R, where pin = 2(n +1) + 28 — A+ (A = 2B)k, o = 2(n+ 1) + 20 — A+ (A — 2a)8, and

o r A 1 _ 1
K w2 @0 = (eh=g) oo —g.ar  wo-war

Moreover, for any & € 8RT‘1 and r > 0,

The proof of Lemma[43]is similar to that in [36]. We shall skip the details here. Now we use the idea
of [6l, 36] to prove the following result, which is a crucial ingredient for the rest paper.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (u,v) is a pair of positive Lebesgue measurable solutions to system (&II). Then
(i)
/ t(1 + | (z, )M w0 (x, t)dxdt < +oo,
Ry

[ 20 2 (g 2)dyds < 4o
Ry
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(i) there exist constants Cy > 1 and Cy > 1 such that
1 t
1+ a0 < 45D < (14 @)
& to
1 _ v(y, z
1 A < ?
S+ < 1
(iii) the following asymptotic properties hold:
_ m u(zx,t)
to] (z,t) [~ A =00 t|(z, )|~

~—

< Co(1+ 1y, 2)| )

= / B 2o (y, 2)dydz < +o0,
-

+

b= lim % = / t*u 0 (z, t)dadt < 4o0.
2P |(y,z)| " r—o0 2 |(y,Z)| RiJrl

Moreover, u,v € C=(RT) N CTRTT) for v € (0,1).

Proof. Using similar arguments as [3:29) and [B25]), we derive (i) and (ii).
For |(z,t)| > 1 and |(y, z)| > 1, using (i) and (ii) gives

u(z,t) N o (y, 2)
— = |(z,1)] /R"“ K—dydz

(w0 58— (.2
<c [ P |l e 2)dyds < +oo
R}
and
v(y, z) A/ tou=%(x, t)
—_ = |y, 2 —————dxdt
A O L @) = P

< C'/ t*(1 4 |(z,t)| "M e (z, t)dzdt < 400.
Ry T

Hence, using dominated convergence theorem, we arrive at (iii).

By conformal transformation ([B.I]), we have

/ P+ |(z, )Mo ¥ (x, t)dxdt
Ry

1 n—at?5 2 2ntl)+(A-28)k+28 _p 2%(n — a°)
B ~/Bn+1 (_ - ) ( ) Umo,g(n) L+ |3

0
-0 "

2”2 ) =]

-2
) dn.
-\

Then using (i) gives
2

1 |n—a2t%5 2 2(n+1)+(A—28)(k—1) Ca—ly —k
- — 1+ d
/Bn+1 ( ) ( ) (L+ Inl=*"vgay (m)dn

2 2 =]
1 _ el2 2 " B 22 0

< C/ (5 — In— x| )ﬁ( )2( +1)+(A 2ﬁ)k+260;0;f2(77) <1+ (n—a") e

Bn+1

2 n — 20 |n — x0|?
< 00,
where in the first inequality we have used the fact
@] — [b]] < |a@ — b].
A simple calculation gives
—k
1 |C—2'Pa, 1 In—28, 2 | 2m+)+O0—28)(k—1) Vg0 2(N)
w0 = [ (5- By g - ey 2 i,
Bt 2 2 2 2 n — 2 ¢ =l

1 —a2 1 12 9 . o0 u;9
V0 o(1) :/ (_ -~ [ — ) (_ -~ In— | )ﬂ( )2( +1)+(A-2a)(0-1) 072(C)d<
2= [ G G T e =P
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for all ¢ € B"*1.
For any given (!, (% € B**+1 and arbitrary n € B"TL it is easy to verify that

CI¢t =37, i —1< A<,
¢t =l =16l < (4.6)
C1+ =2 1)[¢h = ¢, if A< —1.

Then using(@6), we deduce that for any given ¢*,(? € B**! and a € (0, 1),

|um0,2(<1) - uw072(<2)|

= 1 In- a5 2 2t 1) +(A—28)(k—1) _
B /Bnﬂ 2 2 ) In — I0|) Umo,g(ﬁ) X
1|t =22 a 1 12— a2, 1
[(5_ 2 ) |<1_77|,\_(§_ 5 ) |<2_77|)‘]d77|

- / 1 |n- :1:1|2)/3( 2 )2(n+1)+()\—2ﬂ)(k—1) U;f)]fz(n)
Brt1 In — 9|

22 =
1 112, 1 2 _ 12
[(5—%) —(5—%) Jdn

1 [ =a'Pral In—alPs 2\ 2(nt1)+(0—28)(k—1) _
+/Bn+1 (5 ) (5 N 2 ) (|77_ x0|) vmo'fg(n) X

2 2

[ 1
(G (G

o 1 In—z'8, 2 \2m+0)+O0-28)(k-1) _p
< o - ¢ /B -5 =) v ()
—zt2\ B 2(n+1)+(A—28)(k—1) _p
+CI¢t = ¢ {IBW - 21‘2)#*('"3960') (1) +(A—28)(k )vmo’Q(n)dn’ TheAsd
. 2(n+1)+(A—28)(k—1 a1y —
Joner 3 — 50 (52m) (L+ "ol (dn, A< -1
S O|<1 - <2|77

where v € (0,a]. For o = 0, we have

|Ux0,2(Cl) - uz°,2(c2)|

1 n—2a'?5 2 2t 1) +(A—28)(k—1) _ 1 1
- - w02 (1 - dn
/BM 2 2 ) (|77—x0|) X1 )[Icl—nlk |C2—77IJ |
< Ot =¢p.

For o > 1, it is easy to check that [uo o(¢1) —ug02(¢?)] < C|¢ —¢3|7. Tt follows that u0 o(¢) € CY(B+1)
with v € (0,1). This implies that u(z) is Holder continuous in R?*1. That is,

u(x) € CT(R7H).

Similarly, one can deduce that v(z) € C7(R"1). By bootstrap, we obtain u(z),v(z) € C*(R}"). O
The following lemma shows that u — u¢, and v — v¢, are strictly positive in a small neighborhood of

¢.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that (u,v) is a pair of positive Lebesgue measurable solutions to system ([@I]).
Then, for any £ € 8R1“, there exists 0p(€) > 0 small enough such that, for any 0 < r < g, there exist
constants C3 > 0 and Cy > 0 such that

u(x,t) — e (x,t) > Cst® >0, v(y,2) —ver(y,2) > Cyz? >0 VY (z,t), (y,2) € BL(£).
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume £ = 0. For any (z,t) € B;Z (£), it is easy to see that
|(z,£)%"| > 1. From Lemma 4] we have

uo,r(z,t) = (|(xft>|))\_2au((w,t)0’r)

roa—2a, r’t o 20
< (—
(o) (wor) @oop
207t~
S T‘A .

Hence there exists dg > 0 sufficiently small, such that for any 0 < r < g, there exists constant C3 > 0
such that
201t

5

2Pvr(y, 2) 2C,
=1 P dydy —
(/Rzﬂ @)= (ap )
> O3t > 0, V(z,t) € B%(0).

Similarly, we derive that there exists dg > 0 small enough, such that for any 0 < r < dg, there exists
constant C4 > 0 such that

v(y, z) —vor(y,2) > Cu2° >0 Y (y, z) € B:Z (0).
This completes the proof of Lemma O
For & € BRTLl and r > 0, define
B, ={(z,t) € B (&) | u(w,t) <uer(z, )}, B, ={(y,2) € B (&) [ v(y,2) <ver(y,2)}.
We start the moving sphere procedure by showing that B, ", = B, = () for sufficiently small r.
Lemma 4.6. For any & € OR'[T!, there emists €o(€) > 0 such that, for r € (0,€o(€)],
w(@,t) > ue,(2,t), v(y,2) Zver(y,z)  VY(x,1),(y,2) € BI(€).

Proof. Using [{.3) and (&.3), we have, for any (z,t) € B, and x < 2("216)# that

u(z,t) —uor(z,t) > u(x,t) —

0 < ugr(z,t) —u(x,t)
r
= t2PK (&, (y, 2), (2, 8) (v "(y, 2) — (———=) " v "y, 2) ) dydz
/Biw ( Go—a) = )
< /B PR (9, 2), (2, 8) (0 (9 ) — v (y, 2))dydz
< K/ t* 2P K (&, (v, 2), (2, 0)v "y, 2) (ve,r (y, 2) — v(y, 2))dydz. (4.7)
By v
From Lemma 5] we infer that, for any r € (0, do(€)],
B, € B (&) \ B ().
By the continuity of v, there exists constant C’ > 0 independent of r such that, for any (z,t) € B, and
(y;2) € By,

st 20T (g, 2) K (67, (y, 2), (1)
< mto‘zﬁv*“fl(y,z)( r |),\’r|(((33 1) —§) ~(y,2) +§’—>\

. 0) - 0 - €p
L = B TR EL IR

C/
< (4.8)
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Then, for sufficiently small r, it follows from (£7) and (L] that

e —ull g, < Cr7 O TEBE - ogr = 0| 1

1
< ZHU&T - ”HLI(B;U)' (4.9)
A similar computation shows that there exists a constant C” > 0 independent of r such that for

sufficiently small 7,

Hvﬁ,r - UHLl(B;v) < Cl/r_)\+a+ﬂ|Br_,v| : ||’u’5>T - uHLl(B

)

1
< Zlluer = ull (s (4.10)

)
Combining (£9)) with (£I0), we find that there exists €y(£) € (0,p(£)] small enough such that, for
any 0 < 1 < ¢p(§),

[|ug,r — “HLI(B:,u) = H”&r - ”HLI(B;U) =0.
Therefore, B, = B, = ) for any r € (0, (£)]. O
For each fixed & € OR’ ™!, define
7(&) = sup{r > 0| u > ug, v >we, in B (£), VO <pu<r}

By LemmalL0, 7() is well-defined and 0 < 7(£) < +o0 for any £ € ORI, The following lemma indicates

that if the sphere stops for some & € BRTLl, then v and v are symmetric about 83:(5).

Lemma 4.7. If there exists some & € BRT’l satisfies 7(€) < +oo, then
U(JJ, t) = Uéi(é) ({E, t)v U(?Ja Z) = ’UE,F(E)(yu Z) v (JJ, t)u (y7 Z) € B:(g)(g)
Furthermore, we must have

_2(n+1)4+28- A 972(n—|—1)+2a—)\
N 26—\ ’ N 200 — A '

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume £ = 0, and denote 7 := 7(0).

Suppose on the contrary that u — ug > 0 in B (0) and v — vo > > 0 in B (0) but at least one of
them is not identically zero. Without loss of generality, we assume that v — vp 7 > 0 but v — v 7 is not
identically zero in B; (0). Then we will derive the desired contradiction for the definition of 7.

We first show that

u(z,t) —ugr(x,t) >0  V(x,t) € B (0) (4.11)
and

v(y,2) —vor(y,2) >0  V(y,2) € BF(0). (4.12)
Indeed, choose a point (y°,2°) € B (0) such that v(y°, 2°) — v #(y°, 2°) > 0. Due to the continuity of v,
there exists 7 > 0 and cg > 0 such that

Bn(yo,zo) C B (0) and wv(y,2) —wvor(y,2) >co>0 V(y,2)€ B,,(yo,zo). (4.13)

By Lemma 3] we have K (0,7, (y, 2), (z,t)) > 0 for any (z,t), (y,2) € Bf (0). Noting that y; < 0 and
K < %, we know from ([£L3]) and (£I3) that

u(z,t) — ug p(z,t) = / tazﬂK(O, 7 (y, 2), (x, t))(( )Mva?(y, z)—v "(y, z))dydz

B (0) Iy, 2)]
> / 2P K (0,7, (y, 2), (2,1)) (vg £ (y, 2) — v~ "(y, 2))dydz
By (y°,2°) ’
> ct® > 0.

Thus, we arrive at ([LI1). The inequality (£I2]) follows from a similar computation.
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Using similar arguments as (£9)) and (@I0), we know that there exist constants Cp,C7 > 0 such that
for all » > 0,

llug,r — u||L1(B;’u) < Cor—k+a+B|B;u| . H’U&T — UHLI(B:,,J)’

[|ver — ’UHLl(B;v) < 01T*A+a+ﬁ|B;U| jugr — “||L1(B:,u)-

Based on the above estimates, we will show that |B,,| — 0 as 7 — 7, and hence obtain the desired
contradiction.
For 0 < p<n<+4o0,r>0andd >0, we denote

Alp,n) ={(z,t) e R : p < |(z,t)] < n},

A(Pﬂ?;ﬁ 5) = {(.I,t) € A(pv 77) : uO,T(Iat) - u(.I,t) > 5}

We first note that By, = A(0,7;7,0). For any sufficiently small ¢; € (0,7), if 7 <7 < 7 + €1, then we
have

B, CAF—e,7+ea)U(Bfn{t<el})U(AO,7—e;r,0)N{t>el)
Moreover, for such r, we obtain the following two estimates
|A(F — 1,7+ €1)] < C(n+ 1)1, |Bf n{t<el} <Cn+1)r"e.
Thus, it suffices to show that for every 0 < ¢; < 7,

lim |A(0,7 —e;7,0)N{t > €1} =0.

r—7t

We prove this by contradiction. Suppose there is 0 < €; < 7, | > 0 and a sequence 7, — ¥+ such that for
all k,

A0, 7 — er; 7, 0) N {t > e }| > L. (4.14)
For (x,t) € B (0)\ {0}, we have

Uo,f(x,t) —u(w,t) = /]3+(0) taZﬂK(O,fa (y,2), (:E,t))(v_"‘(y,z) - (|(y 2)|

< /BM tazﬁK(O,F, (y,2), (aj,t))(v*'f(y7 2) — (|(y7 Z)|)#1U(I§(y, z))dydz.

)“1 v&?(y, z))dydz

The above estimate and (£I4]) imply that there exists ¢; > 0 depending only on n,«, 5, A, ¢; and the
distribution function of v="(y, z) — (‘(y;;ﬂ)ulv&?(y, z) such that

u(z,t) —uop r(x,t) > 1 forall (x,t) € A0, 7 —er) N{t > €1}
Thus, for (x,t) € A(0,7 — €1;7%,0) N {t > €1}, we have
o, (T, 1) — g p(x, t) > ulx,t) — ug(x,t) > c.

For any (z,t) € A(0,7 — e1;7,0) N {t > e1} and h € C° N LY(R}T), there exists k(h) € N such that for
all k > k(h),

c1 < ug,p, (2,t) —ugp(,t)

:((Kr—k)Ha‘(%)k_za)“““)”)ﬂ TE T (u((, 1)07) — (2, 8)07))

2 (@] [ED]
< (m;ﬁ_kt)')kfza (u((x, t)O,rk) — u((x, t)O,F))
< Ju((2,)"7) = h((2, )" + [A((, 8)*™) = h((@, )7 + (2, )7) = u((z, ")
< 5+ (a0 = h((, )" + A, 0°7) = ul(a, )07,
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Then, for k > k(h), we choose h € C° N L*(R*) sufficiently close to u in L*(R’™!) such that
1 <2|{(z,t) € A(0,7 — €1) : [u((z, t)*"™) — h((x,t)"")| > 04—1}}
. - c
+ 2}{(3:,t) € A0,7 —e1) : [h((2,)07) — u((z,t)*7)] > Z1}|

< al{(a,1) € R < Jul(a, 007%) — b, )] > D

l
—1
S O(TL)CI ||u - h||L1(Ri+1) S 5
Therefore, for every 0 < ¢; < 7, we conclude that

lim |A(0,7 —e;7,0)N{t > €1} =0.

r—rt

This completes the proof of Lemma (.71 O

Now we are ready to give a complete proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem We carry out the proof by considering two different possible cases.
Case (i). 7(£) = +oo for all £ € IR, For all € € 9R}™ and 0 < r < +o00, we have

U&T(CL',t) < u(;v,t), U&T(yvz) < U(yuz) v (‘Tvt)v (y,z) € B:_(f)

Then, we know from Lemma 3.7 in [16] that u(x,t) only depends on ¢ and v(y, z) only depends on z. It
follows from (1)) that, for any (z,¢) € R,

t*2Pu="(0, 2)
u(0,t :/ — ' dydz
O0= f 0.0 =2

0 o Bay—kK 0 o] n—1
:/ S (/\’Z)dz/ p ~dp = +o0.
0 It — 2| o (P+1)3

Thus, Case (i) is impossible.
Case (ii). There exists £ € IR’} such that 7#(€) < 400. Then, by the definition of 7#(£), one can see

that for any 0 < r < 7(),

2(n+1)+28—X
25—\

_ 2(n+1)4+2a—X
= Y and

ug (x,t) <u(w,t) Y (x,t) € B ().
Moreover, Lemma [£.7] indicates that x = ,0
R — + (¢
g r i) (@,t) = ufa, t) Y (x,t) € B;(g)(g)'
For any ¢ € R, we know from the definition of 7(¢) that for any 0 < r < 7(¢),
ugr(2,t) Sulz,t) ¥ (z,t) € BY(E),

that is,
u(@,t) Sugp(e,t)  V|(@t) == VO<r<7(E).
Therefore, for any r € (0,7(£)],

_ 1A 2« A o A2, o .. A—2a
[F()]" " u(e) = minf (2 O ug g (2,1) = Hminf{(z, O u(z, 1)
< liminf (2, )]} ue (2, 1) = 12 2u(E),

|(x,t)|—+o0
which implies that 7(§) < +oo for all £ € BRT’l.
Applying Lemma [£.7] we infer that, for all £ € 8R1+1,
ue ey (w, 1) = ulx,t), vere(y,2) =v(y,2) VY (z,t), (y,2) € R
Then from Lemma 7.2 in [36], we have, for any x € R", that

d A—2a d A-2p

u($’0)261(1+d2|x—§0|2) 2 and v(x’o):@(—l—i—d2|x—§o|2) >
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for some ¢; > 0, c2 > 0, d > 0 and & € IR

We next state the following calculus lemma from [34], which gives the symmetry property of a function
through the investigation of its Kelvin transformation.

Lemma 4.8 ([34]). If u € CY(R"\ {0}) is a function such that for each y # 0, there holds
uy(z) < u(z), VO<A<ly| and |y — x| > X\ with x # 0,
then u must be radically symmetric about the origin, and u'(r) <0 for 0 <r < oo.
Now we can complete the proof of Theorem[Z2] From LemmalZ6] we know that there exists é € 8R1+1
such that, for all 0 < r <[],
u,t) 2 ug (@,t), v(y.2) 20, (y,2) V(1) (y,2) € B (6).
Define
7€) =sup{0 <r <[] :u>wug,, v>ve,in B:(g), VO<p<r}
By Lemma .8 it suffices to show that
(&) = [¢]- (4.15)

Suppose ([@IF) is not true, then there exists & € ORI such that 7(&) < |¢|. For simplicity, we let
7(&) = 7. By the definition of 7, we have

u(@,t) > ugy,m(2,8), v(Y,2) > very,2)  V(2,8),(y,2) € B (&)
Using similar arguments as (£11)) and (£I2)), we derive
w(@,t) > ugym(2,), v(y,2) >ver(y,2)  V(2,t),(y,2) € B ().
Similar to Aproof process of Lemma 7, one can conclude that there exists 5 > 0 such that, for all
r € [F, 7+ 0],
w(@,t) = ugyr(2,t) 20, v(y,2) —vgr(y,2) 20 V(z,1),(y,2) € By (o),

which contradicts the definition of 7. Therefore, we must have 7(§) = |¢].
Then one has, for any 0 < r < [€],

ugr(z,t) <ulz,t), ¥ (z,t) € B (E),
that is,
u(z,t) < wug,(z,t), V(x,t) =& >r, YO<r<|g.

Arguing as the proof of Lemma[£.8 we know that u(x,t) must be radically symmetric with respect to x.
Similarly, v(y, z) is radically symmetric with respect to y. O

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem [[.8] via Pohozaev type identities. From Section [l we
know system ([LI3) can be written as system ([@I]). We first give the definition of weak positive solutions

of system (LT)).

Definition 5.1. We say that (u,v) is pair of weak positive solutions of system (1), if (u,v) is a pair of
positive Lebesgue measurable solutions, and satisfies

/R"“ u(z, t)p(x, t)dxdt —|—/ v(x, t)(x, t)dedt

Rn+1

ta B 71{ atﬁ
/ / o (y, )sa(A D dydzdudt + / WG RS Y) 4 gt
R”+1 Rn+1 _ ( )| Rn+1 Rn+1 - (y7 Z)|

for any ¢ € Cgo(RT).

Theorem can be proved through the following theorem.
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Theorem 5.2. For —-n—1 < A <0, a,8 > 0 and k,0 > 1, suppose that there exists a pair of weak
positive solutions (u,v) satisfying @), then a necessary condition for k and 6 is

n+1 n+1
9—1+/£—1

=a+8—-A\

Proof. For —n —1 < A <0, o, > 0 and k,0 > 1, assume that (u,v) is a pair of positive Lebesgue
measurable solutions to system (@1]). By Lemma 4], we have

0< / . w0z, t)dedt < Cl/ . t(1 + |(z, )M u=(z, t)dzdt < +o0,
Ri 1 R 1

n
+

0< / v TR (y, 2)dydz < Cg/ (14 |(y, 2)| "M (y, 2)dydz < +oo.
Ri+1 Ri+1

That is, (u,v) € L' O(R%T) x LI=#(R7Y.
By (&), we obtain
iZB )‘/\U_R(yuz)dydza (z,t) € Ri+lu

1-6 _ -0 t
u' =z, t) = u Yz, t) fRi+l [CREmE

ocZB

1iﬁ(y7 Z) = vi’i(y7 Z) f]Ri*l mufe(x, t)d(Edt, (y, Z) (S Ri—i_l.
Then, it follows from Fubini’s theorem that

a8 0
- u " (x,t)v” " (y, z)drdldydz
/RiJrl /Riﬂ (2, ) — (y, 2)|* )

_ / W0z, t)dadt. (5.1)
Ry

/ vlf’”“(y, 2)dydz
Ry

For ¢ > 0 and R > 0, we define
(ZSE,R(:Eut) = ¢e(x7t)wR(x7t)u

where ¢c(x,t) = (b(@) and Yg(z,t) = z/;(Km—ét)‘), ¢ and v are smooth functions in R satisfying 0 <
o, <1, supp ¢ C (1,400), supp 1 C (—00,2), and ¢(p) = 1 for p > 2 and (p) = 1 for p < 1. Thus,
supp ¢e g is contained in {e < |(x,t)| < 2R} for € < 2R.

Since (u,v) is a pair of positive Lebesgue measurable to system (1)), u and v are smooth away from
the singular set, and ((x,t) - Vu(z,1))de r(2,t), (2, 1) - Vo(2,1))de r(2, ) € CHR}T). Multiplying the
first equation in system @I by ((z,t) - Vu(x,t))pe r(z,t), we derive

/ u” Oz, t)((2,t) - Vu(z,t))be r(z, t)dxdt
B (0)

1 ,

= — (x,t) - V(ulfe(x,t))(be,R(x,t)d:Edt
1-0 B (0)
2R 1
= u' =z, t)pe r(z,t)do — nt / w0z, t)pe gz, t)dadt
1 =0 Jop,p(0)nrn+t 1=0 JBg,0
1

-— u' =0z, t)((x,1) - Ve r(x,t))dxdt. (5.2)
1=0 U540
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Similarly, we have

/+ o vz, 1) ((2,t) - Vo(z,1)) e, r(, t)dzdt

1
I
2R 1
= ' (2, t) g r (0, t)do — nt / v R (2, ) g g (, t)dadt
L=k JoByp(0)nrytt L=k Jpg0
1

1—k

/ (z,t) - V(vl_”(a:,t))ngyR(x,t)d:rdt
B3 (0)

/ O (2, ) (2, 1) - Voer(x, 1)) dadt. (5.3)
B3(0)

Since (u,v) € L*9(RTT) x L7*(R}™) and ¢ g is bounded, there exists a sequence {R;} with
R; — +o00 such that

Rj/ u'(2,t) e, g, (z,t)do — 0, Rj/ ' T (@, t) e, R, (2, t)do — 0.
OBsgr (O)ﬁRn+1 OBsr (0)ﬁRn+1

Note that V¢, and Vir have supports in {e < [(x,t)] < 2¢} and {R < |(x,t)] < 2R}, respectively.
Therefore, |(z,t) - Ve r(x,t)| < C on its compact support. Choose R = R; and let ¢ — 0, j — +00 in
(E2) and (B3), then using Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we have

/n+1 u Oz, t)((z,t) - Vu(z, t))dedt + /n+1 v " (x, t)((z,t) - Vo(z,t))dzdt
R? BT

1 1
__nt / u' = (x, t)dxdt — nt / v(x, t) " dxdt. (5.4)
1-46 R 1—& R7H

On the other hand, using Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and (1l), one can calculate that

/R”“ w0 (x,t)((2,t) - Vu(z,t))be g (2, t)dxdt
[ vt N 1P E)
‘/w (o tente 02 J@wj(/w [EORIPE

tozPvr(y, 2)
" ——dydz) |dxdt
/R"+1 (@, 1) = (y, 2)]} )

= - (z x, t*2Pv " (y, 2) z,t) — (y,2)) - (z zdx
= A/RW /]R+ £)oe.R( t)|(m)_(yjz)|A+2 [((z,t) = (y,2)) - (x,1)] dydzdzdt

t*2Bvr (y, 2)
Ta (2, ) e (2, t) ———" dydzdxdt 5.5
/Rn+1 /Rn+1 R( )|(£L',t) - (y,Z)P\ Y ( )

0

+t§(

and
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[ D) Vol )t

- L. 2tPub(y, 2)
= ® € ) I .. T uadvd
/Rz+1” (@ )e,r(z t)[;xj Oz (/Ri“ [, 0) — ()P Y 2

0 / 22tPu0(y, 2)
+t— — 7 _dydz)|dxdt
9t Sy T8 (o o ¥02)]

= - (z, x 2tPu’(y, 2) z,t) — (y,2)) - (z zdx
= {éwhéwl t@R(tM@J%%%@PH[“,U (y,2)) - (x,t)] dydzdadt

22tPu0(y, 2)
+[3/Rn+l /]R"“ (,t)Pe.r(, t)—|(:v,t) ( )lkdydzdxdt (5.6)

Let R — oo and € — 0, combining (51 with (&.6l), we arrive at

/n+1 u(x, t)((z,t) - Vu(z, t))dedt +/ . v " (y,2) ((y, 2) - Vo(y, 2))da
R RY

to‘zB _o k
=(a+p-2N) /R"“ /R"“ D) >| (x,t)v™"(y, z)dadtdydz. (5.7)
Substituting (1)), (54) into (B7), we have
n+1 n+1l
— = - A
R
|

As a consequence, we obtain the following Liouville type theorem for positive solutions of system (Z1I]).
Corollary 5.3. For —-n—1< A <0, a,8>0, k,0 > 1, assume that
n+1 n
6—1 1
then there does mot exist a pair of positive Lebesgue measurable solutions (u,v) satisfying ([@I]).

+1¢a+ﬁ A
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