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ON SOME SOBOLEV AND POLYA-SEZGO TYPE
INEQUALITIES WITH WEIGHTS AND APPLICATIONS

TRUNG HIEU GIANG!2, NGUYEN MINH TRI2, AND DANG ANH TUAN3

ABSTRACT. We are motivated by studying a boundary-value problem for a
class of semilinear degenerate elliptic equations

ay?
u =0, on 012,

2 0%u _ .
{ Agu — || (z,y,u), in Q, (P)
where z = (z1,22) € R?, Q is a bounded smooth domain in R3, (0,0,0) € €,
and o > 0.

In this paper, we will study this problem by establishing embedding the-
orems for weighted Sobolev spaces. To this end, we need a new Pdlya-Szego
type inequality, which can be obtained by studying an isoperimetric problem
for the corresponding weighted area. Our results then extend the existing ones
in [1, 3] to the three-dimensional context.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [1], Nga, Tri, and Tuan established a Pdlya—Szegd type inequality for a
weighted gradient of a function on R? with respect to a weighted area. Then,
they applied this inequality to prove embedding theorems for weighted Sobolev
spaces. Their results are motivated by studying the following equation

9%u 5 0%u
_— o = 1 Q
u =0, on 0,

where ) is a bounded smooth domain in R2, (0,0) € €, and a > 0. The existence
results for this equation are then given by Luyen et al. (see [3]) based on the
aforementioned weighted Sobolev inequalities.

In this paper, we aim to extend the results in [1, 3] to the three-dimensional
context. More specifically, we will establish the existence and nonexistence results
for the equations (P). The nonexistence result will be derived from a Pohozaev-
type identity, while the existence result will be studied via the associated weighted
Sobolev inequalities.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we first state and
prove our isoperimetric inequality with weights and then use it to prove our new
Pélya-Szego type inequality. This result will be utilized to establish some Sobolev
inequalities with weights in Section 3. Here, we would like to emphasize that our
method, base on [1], are only able to give lower estimates for the best constants
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appearing in the weighted Sobolev inequalities, and calculating these constants still
remains an open question. Finally, in Section 4 we will apply the above results and
the Pohozaev-type identity to study the existence and nonexistence results for the
equations (P).

2. A POLYA-SZEGO TYPE INEQUALITY

In this section, we will state and prove a new Pdlya-Szego type inequality men-
tioned in Section 1. To this end, we first introduce some notations.

Throughout this paper, let alpha be a fixed given positive real number and n(«)
be the smallest positive integer such that n(a) > o + 1. We denote

Rij = {(:vl,:vg,y) = (rcosf,rsinf,y) €R®, >0, 0 € (M,j—w)},

n(a) " n(e)

for each j =1, ..., 2n(«).
Let E C R3 be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary E. The notation
denotes v = (v1, v, v3) the outward unit normal to E. We also denote

85, E :=0ENR,
for each j =1, ...,2n(«a), and

|z| := \/2? + 23, for each (z1,72) € R?.

We have the following definitions.
Definition 1. The (2, a)-volume of E is defined by

|E|2,0 :/|x|2o‘d:171d:172dy.
E

Definition 2. The (2,a)-area of E is defined by

Pea(B) = [ lal*\fof 413 + laPoriare,
oF

where H? denotes the two-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a surface in R3.

Definition 3. For each j =1,...,2n(«), the (2,a, j)-area of E is defined by

Py j(E) = / IwI“J Vi + g + |z PevdH?.
asjE

Notice that

Pea(Bx) = [ IXIPJi 43 + [X[20pd? = X242 Py (B),
OF

Py o, (Ex) = / |X|a\/,“% + p3 + | X [2opddH? = N2 Py, (E),
83]. E
and
|E]2,0 = / | X[*“dX1dXodY = N33 By 4,

Ex
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where E) = {(Az1, \x2, \*TLy) : (z1,22,y) € E}, p = (u1, 2, u3) is the outward
unit normal to JF), the fractions
Py o (E)3/? Py, (E)3/?
20 (B2 P (B2
|E|2,0¢ |E|2,oz

for each j = 1,...,n(a), are invariant under the scaling (z1, 2,y) = (Ax1, Az2, \*T1y).
Our weighted isoperimetric inequality is stated as follows.

Theorem 1 (The weighted isoperimetric inequality). Let E C R be a nonempty
bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary OF such that Ps o(F) is finite. Then the
following inequality holds for every j =1, ...,2n(a)

Po,aj(Bs, )% _ Poo(E)*

, 2.1

|B5j |2,a - |E|270¢ ( )
. B 5 |I|2a+2 9

werest = (3317332#)6[&]-7 m+y <1

Proof. For readers’ convenience, we will divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1: Assuming that there exists an integer j such that 1 < j < 2n(«) and
EC Rg’j with Lipschitz boundary. We will show that

Pz,a,j(st)g/Q < Py, j(E)3/?

2.2
|B5j|2,a o |E|2,a ( )

Without loss of generality, we can assume that j = 1. We define &1 : R} x

(O,L) xR — R3 by
n(a) !

O (r,0,y) = (rcosb,rsind,y).

It is easy to see that ®; is a homeomorphism. Next, we define ®5 : Ry X (O, —) X
n
R — Rgl by

rotcos(a+1)0 r**sin(a+1)0
a+1 ’ a+1 Ry

Do(r,0,m) = (

where
1
R, = {(51’52”7) = (pcosp, psing,y) €R®, p>0, p € (0, %)} '
n(a
It is also easy to verify that @5 is a homeomorphism. Hence
U =a7"0d,

is a homeomorphism. B
Next, let E = U(F) and B,, = ¥(B,,). We deduce that

§s1 = {(51752777) ER':;N §%+€§+n2 < 1}

By some straightforward calculations, we obtain

Bl = / d,déadn = |E|.  |Baylzo = / d¢,déadn = | B,

E Bs,
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Py o1 (E) = / dH? =: P, (E), Pyai1(Bs,) = / dH? =: P, (Bs,),

05, E 8s, B,
where B B B B
95, E =0ENR:, 085 B, =0B, NR:.

817

Now, by applying [4, Theorem 1.1], we deduce that
P (E)Y2 _ Py (Bu)"”
lEl |Bsl

)

and thus (2.2) follows.
Step 2: For the open, bounded set £ C R? with Lipschitz boundary, we set
2n(«

)
E= | E.,
=1

=3 .
where s, := ENR, . It is easy to see that

2n(a)
U 0..EcoE. (2.3)

i=1

—3
Notice that the sets E, are respectively open, bounded subsets in R, with Lipschitz
boundaries. Hence we have the inequality (2.2) for each Fg,. Since 3/2 > 1, we

have that
2n(a)

Poa(BE)*? > " Poay(Bs,)Y2.
j=1
By combining this and the inequality (2.2) for every Ej,, our proof is complete. [

Next, we have the following definition.

Definition 4. Let u € C§°(R3;Ry). The rearrangement u* : Eil — Ry is defined
b
' u* (1, 72,9) = o((|2** T + (a+ 1)%)Y?) = (1),
where 1 := (|z>*t? + (a + 1)2y?)V/2, 6 : Ry — Ry and
{u* > t}, , = H{u >}y, , forallt>0.
Remark 1. Put M = maxgs u. It is not difficult to see that the map
At [{u>t}o,a

is monincreasing and right-continuous. Therefore the map

t— {t<u< M}N{Vu=0}z.

is nonincreasing and the function ¢ is nonincreasing, right-continuous. Moreover,
the set

{teR:3seR,¢(s) =t,¢'(s) =0}
has Lebesgue measure 0 in R. As in [15] the map h : [0, M] — [0,00) defined by
h(t) ={t <u* < M}N{Vu" =0}2a
is nonincreasing. Moreover h'(t) =0 a.e. on [0, M].

We now obtain the following new Pdlya—Szeg6 type inequality.
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Theorem 2 (The Pélya-Szegd type inequality). Let u € C$°(R3;R). Then
/ |Vgu*|2dx1dx2dy < /|Vgu|2 dxidxady,
R3 R3
s1

1/2
where [Vau| = (u2, +u2, + |z[**ul) "~

We need the following lemma to prove Theorem 2.

Lemma 1. Let u € C(R3Ry). Assume that u # 0. Denote M = maxgs u.
Then

/ 2> dH? > / [of* dH? for a.e. t € [0, M]. (2.4)
|Vur| - [Vul
{ur=t} {u=t}
Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [1, Lemma 1] and for this reason, it is
omitted here. 0

Proof of Theorem 2. We follow the process of the proof of [1, Theorem 2|. The
case u = 0 is simple. We may now assume u # 0. Let M = maxps u. Notice that
u € C§°(R3;Ry). Then, by Sard’s Theorem, the set

{t €[0,M]: 3(z1,22,y) € R® s.t u(wy,22,y) =t, Vu(zy,z2,y) =0}
has Lebesgue measure 0 in R. By the definition of u*, the set
{t €[0,M]: 3(z1,22,y) € Ril st u*(z1,22,y) =t, Vu'(21,22,9) = 0}

has Lebesgue measure 0 in R. Using the co-area formula, we deduce that

M

/|Vgu|2dx1d:c2dy:/dt / |Veuldug,
R3

0 wl(p)

and
M
/|Vgu*|2d:c1dx2dy:/dt / IVau*|dug,
R3, 0 wr1(t)
where dug = “VVGJId?ﬂ and dug = “vvguli*'ldHQ. To prove Theorem 2, we only

need to show that for ¢ € [0, M] such that ¢ is not a critical value of v and u*, the
following inequality holds

Vou'ldny < [ Vouldue. (2.5)
w1 (h) u-1(t)

Notice that

_ [Vaul

d
HG |Vu|

dH? = \/ylz + 2+ |z[2on2dH2,
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From this and the Holder inequality, we obtain

(Pra({u>1}))* = ( / |$|“duc>

w=ie)
< / IVeuld / L (2.6)
u . .
= GulapG |VGU| e
w=1{t} w—1{t}

By definition of u*, we have

IVau™ (21, 22, y)] = (a + 1)|2]*|g'(r)].

Since dug, = IFVGUZTIdH2 and 7 is constant on u*~*{t} NR? | we deduce that
2
(Poaa({u” > t})* = ( / |$|adué>
u*~{t}
= u . .
G e |VGU*| Ha
w—1{t} w—1{t}

Recall that
{u > t}2,a = {u" > t}2,a-
Thus, Theorem 1 infers that

Pyo1({u* >1t}) < Pyo({u>t}). (2.8)
The inequality (2.5) then follows from Lemma 1, (2.6), (2.7), (2.8) and the fact
that \éléﬁﬂ = f@'ﬁj‘. Our proof is complete. O

3. SOBOLEV-TYPE INEQUALITIES WITH WEIGHTS

Definition 5. Let ¢ > 1. We define W, >*9(R3) as the completion of C5°(R3)
with respect to the norm

1/q

1/2
g e = ( / |vcu|2dw1dxzdy> + ( / |w|2a|u|wx1dx2dy> ,
R3 R3

where |z| = \/2% + 23.

For u € Wy °*4(R3) \ {0}, we consider the ratio

1/2
( f |VGu|2dx1dx2dy>
R3

Ozayq(u) = (31)

1/q"
( i |x|20‘|u|qd:vld:1c2dy>
R3

By rescaling X1 = Ar1, Xo = A\rg, and Y = \*Tly, we have U(z,y) = u(\z, \%y)
and

/|VGU|2dx1dx2dy:x<a+1>/|vcu|2dxldx2dy,
R3 R3
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and
/|3:|20‘|U|qd:1:1da:2dy = \~Bat3) / | X |u|?dX,dX,dY,
R3 R3
so that
3a+3 _a+1
OQayq(U) =)\« 2 Cgaﬁq(’u,).
Hence, to have

- iqnf Coa,q(u) >0
Wy 21 (R3)\ {0}

we need ¢ = 6 to be the critical exponent. For this case, we obtain the best Sobolev
inequality as follows.

Theorem 3. The following inequality holds

1/6 1/2
</|$|2a|u|6dxld$2dy> < C{al)6</|VGu|2dxldx2dy> , (3.2)
R3 R3

The best constant Caq6 satisfies

2
n(a)

where Do ¢ 3 is a constant which will be given in Lemma 2.

1
= _
Coa,6 > ( ) (a+ 1)TlD2,6,3,

To prove Theorem 3, we first need to recall here the results of [19, Lemma 2].
Lemma 2. Let m,p,q be real numbers such that
L<p<m, ¢g=mp/(m—p).
Let ¢ : Ry — Ry be a Lipschitz function and such that

oo

/rm_1|¢/(r)|pdr < 00, ¢(r) = 0 when r — oo. (3.3)
0
Then
(s om'
(5= rm=tetryl)* — "

with the best constant given by

1

-1\~ 1 m

Dam=mt (225) " 52 (5 5)]
m—1 D P D

where p' =p/(p —1). The equality sign in (3.3) holds with
é(r) = (a+ bre )=m/p,

where a,b are positive constant.

We also need some calculations. Using the polar coordinates
7 COS

1/(a+1
a+1’

z1 = (rsing)/ @t sing, z, = (rsingp) ) cos B, y =
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2/ (k1)

oy (sin @)1=/ (et D drdfdp. Next, consider the case
u(ar, 22,y) = 6{r), where r = (2242 + (o + 1)22)1/2. We have

we have dzridxody =

27T o0
2ay, |6 _ 2 6 4
/ o2 ol dndaady = =2z [ o0 (3.9
and
27T oo
Vaul|?dxydrydy = —/ 2| ()2 dr. 3.5
., IVenPandests = 05 [~ ) 39

Now we are able to give the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Since C§°(R3) is dense in W, °*°(R3), we can assume that
u € C§°(R?). Notice that
Velull < [Vaul

thus we can assume u is a nonnegative function. It is easy to see that we can
approximate a nonnegative function w € Wol ’QQ’G(RP’) by a sequence of nonnegative
functions {w;}32,, we only need to give the proof for u € Cg°(R?*) and u > 0.

Let u* be respectively the rearrangement of u. The property of rearrangement
infers that

/ |x|2a|u*|6d$1d$2dy:/ |2 |u|Cday dzody. (3.6)
R3, R3

Note that u € C§°(R3), u > 0. It follows from Theorem 2 that

J

On the other hand, we have

|Vgu*|2dx1dx2dy§/ |V gu|*dry drady. (3.7)
R3

3
S1

U*($1,$2, y) = ¢(T)7

where 7 = (|z]2*72 + (o + 1)?y?)'/2. Note that the function ¢ satisfies Lemma 2.
Then, from (3.4), (3.5) and Lemma 2, we deduce that

1/6
L2a,6</ |I|2a|u*|6dx1d3:2dy> < (/
R3 R

3
S1 s1

1/2
|Vgu*|2dx1dx2dy> , (3.8)

where
—1

Lo = (%) N (a+ 1)%1D276,3 (3.9)

with Dg g3 is given in Lemma 2. From (3.6) - (3.9), our Sobolev-type inequality
(3.2) follows. Our proof is complete. O

Remark 2. Our proof only gives an lower bound for the best constant Caq 6. The
exact value of Caqy ¢ still remains an open question.
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4. APPLICATIONS TO A CLASS OF DEGENERATE ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

In this section, we are mainly concerned with the existence and nonexistence of
nontrivial solutions to the semilinear subelliptic Dirichlet problem

2
-A u—|x|2°‘21;—f(a:,y,u), in Qv

u =0, on 0f),

(4.1)

where © = (71, 22) € R?, Q is a bounded smooth domain in R3, (0,0,0) € Q, and
a > 0. Notice that our methods are similar to the ones that have been used in [3],
and thus many details will be omitted.

4.1. Nonexistence result. In this subsection, we will derive the nonexistence of
nontrivial solutions to the problem (4.1) for f(x1,x2,v,&) = |z|**£|P71¢, p > 1.
To this end, let

|z

p+1
P L

4
F(z1,22,9,6) : /f T1,®2,y,T)dT =
0
We denote by S2(9) the linear space of functions C3(Q) such that
Pu o o

— (in distribution sense)

are continuous in (! and can be continuously extended to Q.
A function u(z1,x2,y) € S2(€2) is said to be a solution to the problem (4.1) if

0%u
—Au— |9c|2°‘8 5

u =0, on 0f).

= |z[**uf~u, in Q,

Lemma 3. Let u(z1,72,y) € S2(Q) be a solution of (4.1). Denote by v =
(v1,v2,v3) the unit outward normal on 02. Then we have

3a+3 a—i—l o

8 2
_/fmm+mw+0+®wﬂﬁ+@+@mhwi>M-M%
o0

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of the lemma in [24], and for this reason, it
is omitted here. 0

Definition 6. A domain ) is called G, — star-shaped with respect to the origin if
(0,0,0) € Q and x1v1 + x2v2 + (1 + a)yvs > 0 at every point of 0.

The following result is obtained directly from Lemma 3.

Theorem 4. Let Q) be G — star-shaped with respect to the origin and p > 5. Then
the problem (4.1) has no nontrivial solution u € S2(€Q).
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4.2. Existence result. In this subsection, we will give the existence result for the
problem (4.1). We have the following definitions.

Definition 7. Let Q be a bounded domain in R®. We denote by L‘pz‘m (Q) the set
of all measurable functions u : Q@ — R such that

/|x|20‘|u|pd:171d:1:2dy < 0.
Q

We define the norm in wa‘m (Q) as follows

1/p
lullr .. @ = ( / |x|2a|u|de1dx2dy) :

Q
for every u € LY ().

|I|20‘

Definition 8. Let Q be a bounded domain in R®. We denote by S?(S2) the set of
all functions u € L?(Y) such that
Ou Ou

6,@1 ’ (91:2 ’

We define the norm in S () as follows

1/2 1/2
lullsaey :=( / |u|2dx1dx2dy) +( / |vcu|2dx1dx2dy) |
Q Q

where Vgu 1= (g—fl, g—;;, |z O‘g—;).

by

and |x|a? € L*(Q).
Y

We can also define the scalar product in S?()

(u,v)s2(0) = (4,v)r2(0) + (Vau, Vav) 2 ()
Definition 9. The space 87 (Q) is defined as the closure of Cj(Q) in the space

Remark 3. By a similar argument as in the proof of [24, Theorem 6], we also have
the two norms |[ul|s2(q) and

1/2
lullsz (o = < / |vGu|2dx1dx2dy>

are equivalent in S (€2).
We need the following embedding theorem.

Theorem 5. Let €2 be a bounded domain in R® with smooth boundary OQ such that
(0,0,0) € Q. Then the embedding

812,0(9) — L1 5. (), where 1 < q <6,

|I|2O‘
is continuous, i.e. there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

lullzs . (@) < Cyllullsz), Yu € SF(52).

lw2e
Moreover, the embedding
812)0((2) — folza (Q), where 1 < q <6,

18 compact.
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the one of [3, Theorem 3.2]. We omit
the details. O

Now we are able to study the existence result for the problem (4.1). To this end,
we first have the following definition of weak solutions to the problem (4.1).

Definition 10. A function u € 83 () is called a weak solution of the problem
(4.1) if the following identity
Vau - Vaedridrody — / f(z,y,u)pdridredy = 0
Q Q
holds for every ¢ € 87 ((9).

The following lemma is obtained from the Holder inequality and Theorem 5.

Lemma 4. Assume that f : QxR — R is a Carathéodory function such that there
exist q € (276)7f1($7y) € Ly (QvR+)7f2(‘T7y) € Lf;RQ(QuR-F)? where p2 > 1,

I‘,E|2a

qp2/(p2 — 1) <6, and p1 > % such that
|f($17$27y7§)| < |(E|2a(f1(.’l,'17flj27y) + f2($17$27y)|§|q_1)
Jor a.e. (x1,22,y) € QVE €R .Then Vyi(u) € C'(S7,(Q),R) and

\Iﬂl(u)(v) = f($17$2ay7u)vd$1d$2dy
Q

Jor all v e 83 (), where
Uy (u) = / F(z1,22,y, u)dzideady,
Q

and F(x1,22,y,€) = f(f f(x1, 22, y,7)dT.
Next, we assume that f:Q xR — R is a Carathéodory function such that
(Al) f satisfies the assumption in Lemma 4 and the additional condition
p1 > %; (4.3)
(A2) there exist C' € [0, +00) and ¢ € Lj, .. () such that

|f($17$27ya§)| < |$|2a¢($17$27y)

for a.e. (z1,22,y) in Q and for every |§| < C
(A3) there exists a non-positive function ¢ such that

/ lo(21, 22, y)|dr1dredy < oo,
Q

and

€ ,I ) 3
o(x1,2,y) < w
for a.e. (z1,22,y) € Q and for every £ € Ry;
(A4) f(z1,22,9,0) = 0 for a.e. (z1,22,y) in Q and the following limit holds
uniformly for a.e. (x1,z2,y) in Q

lim f($17$2,y7§) — 0 and lim f(xlaIQayvg)

£50 |x|2x€ €] — 400 |x|2x€ = +0oo;
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(A5) W is increasing in £ > C and decreasing in £ < —C for a.e.
(z1,22,y) in .
In the following we define the energy functional ® : S7 () — R associated with
the problem (4.1) by letting

1
D(u) := 5/, |V qul*dzideydy — /Q F(z,y,u)dxdzady (4.4)

for all u € 87 (Q2), where F is defined as in Lemma 4. It follows from Lemma 4
and the condition (A1) that ® is well-defined on 87 ((2) and ® € C*(S7 (), R)
with

(@' (u),v) = /QVGu : ngdacld:vgdy—/Qf(x,y,u)vdacldxgdy,

for all v € 7 ((Q). Therefore, the weak solutions of the problem (4.1) are critical
points of the functional ®.

We need to use the Mountain Pass Lemma to study the existence of critical
points of the functional ®. First, let us recall the notion of the (C). condition,
which is an important notion in the statement of this lemma.

Definition 11. Let X be a real Banach space with its dual space X* and let
U e CHX,R). Forc € R we say that ¥ satisfies the (C). condition if for any
sequence {uy,}22 1 C X with

U(un) = ¢ and (1 + [Jun||x) ¥’ (un)|| x+ = 0,
there exists a subsequence {un, }32, that converges strongly in X.
We will need the following version of the Mountain Pass Lemma (see also [5, 6]).
Lemma 5. Let X be a real Banach space and let ¥ € C*(X,R) satisfy the (O).
condition for any c € R, ¥(0) =0 and

(i) There exist constants p,a > 0 such that ¥(u) > a,Vu € X, |lul|x = p;
(ii) There exists an uy € X, ||ui|lx > p such that ¥(u;) < 0.

Then 8 := inf max ¥(A(t)) > « is a critical value of ¥, where
A€A 0<i<1

A={2eC(0;1], X) : AM(0) =0,A(1) = uq }.
We have the following existence theorem.

Theorem 6. Suppose that f satisfies (A1)-(A5). Then the boundary value problem
(4.1) has a nontrivial weak solution.

Proof. The proof follows the same arguments presented in the one of [3, Theorem
4.3] and for this reason, the details will be omitted here. The idea is that based on
the fact that f satisfies the conditions (A1)-(A5) and Theorem 5, one can verify that
the functional ® satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5. Thus our proof is complete.

O
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