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ESTIMATES FOR THE SOBOLEV TRACE CONSTANT
WITH CRITICAL EXPONENT AND APPLICATIONS

JULIAN FERNANDEZ BONDER AND NICOLAS SAINTIER

ABSTRACT. In this paper we find estimates for the optimal constant in

the critical Sobolev trace inequality Slul7,, 00) < ||u||€v1’p(m that are

independent of Q. This estimates generalized those of [3] for general p.
Here p. := p(N — 1) /(N — p) is the critical exponent for the immersion
and N is the space dimension.

Then we apply our results first to prove existence of positive solutions
to a nonlinear elliptic problem with a nonlinear boundary condition with
critical growth on the boundary, generalizing the results of [16]. Finally,
we study an optimal design problem with critical exponent.

1. INTRODUCTION

Sobolev inequalities are relevant for the study of boundary value problems
for differential operators. They have been studied by many authors and it is
by now a classical subject. It at least goes back to [I], for more references see
[9]. In particular, the Sobolev trace inequality has been intensively studied

in E Dj]) DE) 7 m) etc'

Let © be a bounded smooth domain of RY. For any 1 < p < N, the
Sobolev trace immersion says that there exists a constant S > 0 such that

5(/ P ds)”/p* g/ IVul? + |ufP da
oN Q

for any u € W1P(Q), where WP(Q) is the usual Sobolev spaces of the
functions u € LP(§2 such that Vu € LP(Q. Here p, := p(N —1)/(N —p) is
the critical exponent for this inequality.

The optimal constant in the above inequality is the largest possible S,
that is

/ Vul? + [uf? da

</ag |ulP* dS)p/p*’

where the infimum is taken over the set X := W1P(Q) \ W,?(2), W, ()
being the closure for the W1 P-norm of the space of smooth functions with
compact support in €.

= Sp(Q) := inf

The dependance of S with respect to p and €2 has been studied by many
authors, specially in the subcritical case, i.e. where p, is replaced by any
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exponent ¢ such that 1 < ¢ < p,. See, for instance [8, [14] and references
therein.

The analysis for the critical case is more involved because the immersion
WLP(Q) < LP+(99) is no longer compact and so the existence of minimizers
for S does not follows by standard methods.

To overcome this problem, in [I6], the authors use an old idea from T.
Aubin [I]. In fact, let K, ! be the best trace constant for the embedding
WLP(R™) < LP+(9R"), namely

Jan |VulPdz
(1.1) K= inf R .
p 1 n Ly pn p/ps
weWLP(RY)\Wy " (R% <f8]R" ’u‘P*dS)
+

In [16] it is shown, following ideas from [I], that if
(1.2) Sp(Q) < K'Y,

then there exists an extremal for S,(§2). Taking the function u = 1 in the
definition of S,(£2) one obtain that if

Qe
EOE

then (L2)) is satisfied. Observe that this is a global condition on .

It follows from Lions [20] that the infimum (L)) is achieved. The value of
K, is explicitely known when p = 2 (see Escobar [I1]).

Recently, Biezuner [4] proved that K, is also the best first constant in the

inequality,
P
Px
</ |u|p*dS> §A/ |Vu|pdx+B/ |ulPdx,
o0 Q Q

in the sense that, for any € > 0, there exists a constant C such that

P
(1.3) (/ |u|p*ds> " g(K,,+e)/ |Vu|pdx+CE/ lu|Pdz,
oN Q Q

for every u € WP(Q), and K, is the lowest possible constant. This fact will
be used in a crucial way in the course of the paper.

On the other hand a local condition ensuring (L2]), depending only on
local geometric properties of €2, is known to hold in the case p = 2. Indeed
Adimurthi-Yadava [3] obtained (I2]) assuming the existence of a “good point”
r € 01), i.e. a point x at which the mean curvature of 9L is positive and
such that, in a neighborhood of x, §2 lies on one side of the tangent plane
at . The method in their proof is the use as test-functions of a suitable
rescaling of the extremals of (ILTI).

These extremals are explicitly known for p = 2 since Escobar’s work [1T]
who conjectured the result for any p € (1, N). This conjecture has recently
been proved by Nazaret [21] using a mass-transportation method. It turns



SOBOLEV TRACE CONSTANT 3

out that all the extremals of (ILT]) are of the form

N—p
er(p—1)

Uevy() (y7t) = N—p
(1.4) [(t + €)% + |y — yol?]2>=D

_N-p — t
. pPU<y Z/o,_>
€ €

where € > 0 and y,yg € RV "1 = 8]Rf, t > 0, with

(15) Uly,t) = L
[+ 1)2 + |yl 20

The knowledge of this extremals allows us first to compute the explicit
value of Kp:

Proposition 1.1. The value of K, is

N-1 )\ NI
LN\ e (T ()
5=0001) 7 gy
p- p(N=
r (5
Applying a similar technique as in [3], we can use the rescaled extremals

for K, and obtain a local (geometrical) condition on € such that (L2) is
satisfied.

In fact, we can deal with a slightly more general problem. Namely

/ |VulP + h(x)|ul? dx
Q

(] oo™

where the infimum is taken over X and the function h € C''(Q) is such that
there exists ¢ > 0 satisfying

(17) [ 9P £ @)l d > cllulfy

for any u € X.

(1.6) A= A(p,Q) :=inf

We are lead to the following generalization of the notion of “good point”
to our case: we say that a point z € 99 is a “good point” if there exists
r > 0 such that Q N B,(x) lies on one side of the tangent plane at x and
either H(xz) > 0 or, if H(xz) = 0, either

h(z) <0if N=2,3,4and p < VN
or, if N > 5,
h(z) <0if p <2,

N —8(N — 1)h(x) .
N—lZA?_Q;j)\i)\j< (N(—Q)(]\T)—(4)) if p=2,

N =2
%Z)\?—2Z)\i)\j<0if2<p<(N+2)/3.

1<j
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where the \;’s are the principal curvatures at  and H(z) is the mean cur-
vature at x.

Remark that our method gives the restriction 1 < p < (N 4 1)/2 and also
that a “good point” in the sense of Adimurthi-Yadava is also a “good point”
in our sense.

We get the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < (N +1)/2. If there exist a “good point” x € OS2,
then

-1
(1.8) A< K,
As a consequence of Theorem [[L1] we have

Corollary 1.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [11, the infimum (L8) is
achieved.

Observe that any extremal u can be taken to be nonnegative (just replace
u by [ul), and if we take it normalized as ||u|| 1r- (90) = 1, it is an eigenfunction
associated to the eigenvalue X in the sense that it is a weak solution of the
following Steklov-like eigenvalue problem

— p—1 — i
(1.9) { Apu+ h(z)u 0 in Q

|Vulp=2% = \up! on 9

where Apu = div(|]Vu|P~2Vu) is the p—Laplacian and v is the unit outward
normal of €.

Then it follows by the results of Cherrier [5] that u is smooth on 2 and
continuous up to the boundary. Moreover, it is strictly positive in € (see,
for instance, [15]) so any extremal has constant sign.

As an application of Theorem [[LT] we study a shape optimization problem
related to \. Given a € (0, |Q]), where |©2| denotes the volume of €2, and a
measurable subset A C Q of volume «, we first consider the minimization
problem

|Vul? + h(z)|ulP dx
(1.10) Mg = inf 222

(] )™

where the infimum is taken over X4 := {u € X | u[a = 0 a.e.} and the
function h € C*(Q) is such that the coercivity assumption (7)) holds

As a consequence of Theorem [[L1], we have

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 <p < (N +1)/2 and let A C Q be such that |A| = .
Assume that there ezists a “good point” x € 9Q such that B.(x) N A =0 for
some r > 0. Then Ay is attained by some nonnegative nontrivial u 4.

These extremals u4 are eigenfunctions associated to the eigenvalue A4
in the sense that, if A is closed, they are weak solutions of the following
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Steklov-like eigenvalue problem

—Apu+h(z)uPt =0 inQ\A
(1.11) [VulP=28% = X\ uP<~! on 002\ A
u=0 in A

We consider the following shape optimization problem:

For a fired 0 < a < |9, find a set Ay of measure o that minimizes
A4 among all measurable subsets A C 2 of measure «. That is,
AMa):=  inf  Ag =g,
ACQ,|Al=a
In this paper we prove that there exist an optimal set A, (with their
corresponding extremals u,) for this optimization problem.

This optimization problem in the subcritical case (that is, when p, is
replaced by an exponent ¢ with 1 < ¢ < p,) has been considered recently. In
fact, in [I7] the existence of an optimal set has been established, see also [12]
for numerical computations. Then, in [I8], the interior regularity of optimal
sets was analyzed in the case p = 2. We remark that in the result of [I8] the
subcriticality plays no role, so this local regularity result holds true also for
this critical case.

We prove,

Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < p < (N+1)/2. If there exists a “good point” x € S,
then \(«) is achieved.

Problems of optimal design related to eigenvalue problems like (LII]) ap-
pear in several branches of applied mathematics, specially in the case p = 2.
For example in problems of minimization of the energy stored in the design
under a prescribed loading. We refer to [6] for more details.

We want to stress that Theorem is new, even in the case p = 2.

Organization of the paper. In the next section we deal with the proof of
the applications of the estimate A < Kljl, that is, we deal with the proof of
Corollary [Tl and Theorems and [L3l We leave for the final section the
computation of K), and the proof of Theorem [L.Il

2. APPLICATIONS OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section we use Theorem [I.I] that is proved in the Section 3, and
prove Corollary [Tl Theorem and Theorem [L.31

2.1. Proof of Corollary [I.T. We first prove that A is attained as soon as
(L8) is satisfied. Since this kind of criterion is classical (see e.g. [7] or [16]),
we only sketch the proof for the reader’s convenience.

Let {un }neny C X be a minimizing sequence for (L.6) normalized such that
|Un | Lrx (90) = 1. According to (L), this sequence is bounded in X and thus
it converges up to a subsequence to some u € X weakly in X, strongly in
LP(Q) and a.e.
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Using Ekeland’s variational principle (see [23] Theorems 8.5 and 8.14),
we can assume that {u,}nen is a Palais-Smale sequence for the functional
J : WLP(Q) — R defined by

1 A
() = —/ ]Vu\p—i-h(x)\u]pdx——/ (P ds,
pJa P« Joa

in the sense that the sequence {J(u,)}nen is bounded and DJ(u,) — 0
strongly in (W1P(Q))*. Letting v, := u, — u, we can also assume that, up
to a subsequence,

| P dS — dv, |V, |P de — dpu,

weakly in the sense of measures, where p and v are nonnegative measures
such that supp(v) C 9.

According to (IL3)), we have for any ¢ € C1(Q) that

([ 160

Passing to the limit in this expression, first in n — oo and then in € — 0, we

get that
P/ P+
< | 1o du) <K, [ o du
o0 Q

for any ¢ € C'(Q). From this inequality, we can deduce as in [20] Lemma
2.3, the existence of a sequence of points {z;};c; C 9Q, I C N, and two
sequences of positive real numbers {v; }icr, {1 }icr such that

V:Zyiémi, ,uzz,uiémi and ,uZ-ZKp_luzp/p* Viel.

P/ P+
ras) < (o) [ Vo ds+C [ [ouP .
Q Q

i€l el

Therefore,
[up|P*dS = |ulPdS + ), vide,

(2.1) \Vup|Pdz  — |Vup|Pdx + p > |Vug [Pde + 3 f i,
11 > K, WP viel

It can also be shown that {v,}nen is a Palais-Smale sequence for the func-
tional I : WHP(Q) — R defined by

I(u) == J(u) — /Q h(x)|ul? dz
(see e.g. [22]). In particular, for any ¢ € C*(Q),
o(1) = DI(vn)(vno)

:/ |an|p_2anV(vn¢)dx—)\/ |Un
Q o0

P4 dS.

Passing to the limit, we get that [, ¢du = X [, ¢ dv for any ¢ € Ccl(Q).
Hence p = A\v. Using (2.1)), we then obtain the estimates

(2.2) vi> (AKp) 51, > K, (AK,) h ol Vel
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Now, by 1)), (IL7) and ([22), we arrive at
A= / VP dar + / B(@)unl? o+ 0(1) > 3 i
Q Q

el

> card(I)K,  (AK,) 1.

We deduce that if (IL8]) holds, then I is empty. In that case, u, — u strongly
in WHP(Q) and in LP+(9€2). In particular u is a minimizer for .

This completes the proof U

2.2. Proof of Theorem Arguing exactly as in the proof of Theorem
[T we obtain that a normalized minimizing sequence {u, }nen C X4 for Ay
converges, up to a subsequence, strongly in W1P(£2) to some uy4 as soon as

/ Vul? + uf dx
(2.3) inf &

uEX 2 </ P dS)p/p* <
0

Since there exists a “good point” z € 9Q such that B,.(x)NA = ), we deduce
from the computations in the next section, by choosing a cut-off function ¢
with support in B, /5(z) in the definition of the test function u. (B.1]), that
this strict inequality (23) holds. Hence u, — u strongly in WP(Q) and
LP+(0€2) and also a.e.. In particular u is a minimizer for A\4. O

2.3. Proof of Theorem [I.3l We begin by noticing that
AMa) =inf{\4, A C Q measurable, |[A| > a}.
Hence
/ Val? + uf d
Q

inf .
ueX, [{u=0}>a (/ P dS)p/p*
o9

Since a < |©2] and there exists a “good point”, it follows from the test func-
tions computations of the next section, by choosing a function ¢ with support
in a ball of radius small enough in the definition of u. (B.I), that A(e) < Kt

By the same argument as before, this implies the existence of a nonnega-
tive u, € X, [{ux = 0}| > «, such that

Ma) =

/ IVulP + |u|P dx
Q

(]

We now conclude as in [I7], Theorem 1.2, that in fact [{us, = 0}| = « and
so A, = {u. = 0} is an optimal set for A\(«). O

= A a).

p/px

ds)



8 J. FERNANDEZ BONDER AND N. SAINTIER

3. PrRoOF oF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section we prove our main result. First we recall some very well
known formulae and prove Proposition [[LTl Finally we prove Theorem [Tl

In all the subsequent computations, the following well known formulae
will be used frequently:

wpn_1 = volume of the standard unit sphere SN=1 of RN =

dr ) for 26 —a > 1,

(T+r2)87 NE)

/+oo o T ()T (2=
o

1
P)T(z+ ) = 21722\ /7'(22)  for Re(z) >0
We first compute the value of K:

Proof of Propostion [I.1l Let U be the function defined by (L3]). We first
compute the LP*-norm of U restricted to RV~! x {0} = ORY.

. 060

D= d i dy
Y= Jovor (1 + [y2)p—D726-1)

e’} N er
N2 /0 (1 + r2)p(N=D/2(p-1)

N— (2(10 1>)
(2(p 1) )

We now compute the LP-norm of the gradient of U. First

:7'['(

Pl (140 4 )

VU (y,t) = —

Using the change of variable y = (1 + t)z and passing to polar coordinates,
we can then write

N —p\? dydt
/N|VU<y,t>|pdydt=< _f) /. Ttz
R p BY [(1+1)2

* + [yl

‘2

(N _ p>p /+oo dt /+oo TN72 dr
= 70«11\/ 2 Qo)
p—1 0 (1+1t)r 0 (14 7«2)%((2]711))
N-—1
(2opy o Ly
= m 2 ——

r <p2(< 11>)>

2
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Hence
VU (y, t)| dydt _ N1 )\ i
Kl = /M _(N=pY 177% M
p Ul ora)” NP (%)
RN-1 Y, Yy 2(p—1)
and the proof is complete O

We now turn our attention to the proof of Theorem [[LIl Let zy € 99 be
a “good point”. By taking an appropriate chart, we can assume that zqg =0
and that there exist » > 0 and Aq1,...,Axy_1 € R such that

B, NQ ={(y,t) € By, t > p(y)}
B, N0 ={(y,t) € B,, t = p(y)}

where y = (y1,...,ynv_1) € R¥71 B, is the Euclidean ball centered at the
origin and of radius r, and

N-—-1
1 2 4
p(y) = 3 § 1 Aiyi + Elkcz‘jk?/iyj?/k + O(|yl*).
/[/: 27.]7

Since xg = 0 is a “good point”, we have p > 0. Moreover, the \;’s are the
principal curvatures at 0 and thus

Let ¢ be a smooth radial function with compact support in B, ; be such
that ¢ =1 in B, /4. We consider the test functions

o(y,t)

—, €>0.
£+ €2 + )20

(3'1) us(yat) =

In order to give the asymptotic development of the Rayleigh quotient for .,
we first compute the different terms involved:

Step 1. We have the following estimates:

(Ageli% + A3527%
O(& v 1) ifp< X2
32) [ [Vudrde= a5 + +{ 0(n(1/e)) ifp= X
“ O(1) if X2 < p < NHL
AyIn(1/e) if p= 5
o) if p> &
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2

1-8=m —14v4N15
vz | Ole ) if p < =

(e
D 4 4 0(n(1/0) if p= N
/Qh(:v)|ue|p dr = 0(1) if VN >p > —1+\/24T+5
O(In(1/€)) if p= VN
o) if p> /N

where
LN\t TR T ()
Q=55 WN=2 p(N—1)
r (%)
A H(0)wn—2 (N—p)p F(N;rl)r <Aé(;2f$1>

2 == —

4 p—1 r <;;((J;_11)>>

A, N H(O)wN_Q <N—p>p
L= —
2 p—1

T N—1 T N—2p+1
oo (Yo TCRIT (5520) (ATt

B = wn_2
p(N—-1)
20 < 20-1) )
N—1 N—1
B2 _ _UJN,QZ)\Z‘])(N — 1) r T2 r 2(p71))
8 —1 N-1
p 1+ ’;((p_l)))
N-1 N—2p+1
B _WN,QP( 2 )F( Z(pfl) >
D T (2N-1)
(2(p—1) )

(0 P (2 200y 5,
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B 1
B4:WN22 (N—l >Z2 Z)\)\ +o(l

1<J

T (N—l) T <N—p2+p—1)

p—1 2 2(p—1)
D= h(O) WN—-2
N —p? N-—
b 2r (1)2((17*5))

Proof of Step 1. We have

L Sy Ty (t6)0r9)

N-1 N — 2
(e +Hy P 7= [V = (7{”) & +Vol

Hence in B, 4,

N —p\? 1
o= ()
P (¢4 €)2 + fyl2) o0

and then

with

1 1
_[1 :/ p(n—1) and _[2 :/ p(n—1)
Qe [(t + ) + o220 QL [(t + €)? + [af? D

where Q4 := {(y,t) | |y| <aand 0 <t < a}.

Changing variables y = (1+¢)z and passing to polar coordinates, we have

1
Il :/ 2(N—1) dydt
@ [(t+ )2+ [yf2) o

=P 1
— et dydt + O(1)

p(N—1)

B[+ 67 4 [y 2

_N-p > dt > rN=24r
=€ r! WN—2/ 7]\]—/ —— &y +0(1)
0 ( -1 JO (

1+1t)r= 1+72)26-D
Hence
B T (_—1) T < N—-1 >
_N-p»p—1 =
(3.5) Il = € P*f P WN -2 2 26-1) + O(l)

N—p or <P(N:1)>
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On the other hand, according to Taylor’s formula,

P(Y) 1
/ / 7 dtdy
lyl<a [(t+¢€)

2 4 [y =
_/ ()dy ( —1) / p(y)? dy
f (N1 — € P(N= )
lyI<a (2 4 |y|2 ) =y lvl<a (€2 + |y )z<p o+
6
) / ly| dy
[vI<a (€2 + |y|2) o T

P

X=p Nt3

-1 ,1fp<

pIN —1) )] N+3

3 6r+cmmvaxﬁp— )

(r—1) Vs
o), if p > 32

=I3—

As the sphere is symmetric, we have

1 2 4
Igz_H(O)/ ly] dy CR— / ly] dy
2 yl<a (2 yl<a (&2

T lyl2) 5o + |y[2) B0
with
2
/ !y\dy :11{wa2/
|y\§a( +|y| )z(p 1) 0 1—{—7’ 2(p 1)
N—2p+1
(3.6) ElfﬁwN QF ( 20— 1)) 1) if p < N+1
_ 2r(55=17)
~wy_2In(l/e) if p < N+1
O(1) if p > MHL
and
lyl* dy 3-N=p afe  pN+2 gy
e =€ rlwN- p(N—1)
|y\§a( + |y| ) (P—1) 0 (1 —|—7“2) 2(p—1)
N—
(37) O(ES_PTlp) lfp < %
=4 O0(In(1/e)) if p = &2
O(1) if p > &3
Since % < % we get
N
( 1_N-p F(_‘H)F(N*?zﬂrl) 0(63717 lp) lfp < N+3
¢ e MO aneiy e + Olln(1/9) it p = X
I3 = 2p=1) O(1) if Xt8 < p < N1

~
~

SH(O)wy_2In(1/e) if p = &
LO(1) if p> 2
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Concerning I, we have

1 2 Z/f‘dy
_42)\i/ BNU 4y

|y\§a ( + ‘y’ ) 2(p 1

1 URTH dy
+5 ZA,Aj/

1
i< <o (€2 4 |y[2) 2D+

>d
) / 4] v
yl<a (&2 4 [y]2) 26D !

First we compute

/ Wy o / idy
1) - 1)
yl<a (2 4 [y)?) 2D *1 wl<a/e (2 4 [y]2) D) *1

_Jo)ifp> EH
| = wy_aIn(1/e) if p=2H

and if p < N'H

/ vi dy
p(N—-1)
s (é2 + Jyl2) B +!

1_N=-p 0 rN=3dr > y4dy
=2e p—le3/0 9 p(N=-1) 3 0 p(N— +O(1)-
(1+r2) 550

Hence
/ yfdy
[yI<a (€2 + |y[2 )2<p i+l
1_@ B F(N—Q)F N—2p+1 F(g)
(35) e ((Naf)ib) 2o ifp < M
_ 2(p—-1)
- N+1

~wn_2n(l/e) if p =
O(1) if p > &+

In the same way

/ vy dy [ mwnoaln(1/e) if p= NHL
pi<e (2 4 2y 500 1 |O() ifp> S22
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N+1

/ iy dy
1
lvl<a (2 4 |y|2 )2@ SIS

1,@ yz y] dy

=€

4 ©_ rNhar *_ yldy © yidy;
THIN—4 P(N-D) P(N—1) 1 I
0 (1 + 7“2) 2(p—1) 0 (1 + yZQ) 2(p—1) 2 J0 (1 + y ) 2(p—1)
+0(1)

Hence

/ yiy: dy

N-1)
lvl<a (&2 + yyp)%——fﬁl
_ 2 _
1—];,_{) w1\;4 (55 3)11((%)_11;(]\;(172?51) +0(1) N;,—l
_ P (g L

p—1

1)
lyl<a/e (1 + |y|?) oo 1

| mwnaln(l/e) if p=
O(1) if p > MHL

Once again,

Using

N+3 dr

5 _ afe
lyl<a (2 y+1 0 (14 r2) 560 1!

Ty 5o

-p

O( v 1) if p < N2
_ : N+2
=4 O(In(1/¢)) if p = 42

o) ifp> N+2
the fact that I'(3) = vr I3 = 3f , and

L (g
T VAR ()

we eventually get that

(3.9)

WN o 171\77{911(]\;(—172191#)1)1‘(1\7 1)

16

NE(P 1)
O 1) if p < N2
+ 4 O(In(1/e€)) 1fp—NJr2

o1 )1fN+2<p<N+1

1y

O( ) if p> MH

—
~—

e’ F(p(N 1)“) < ZA2+E<]

)WN72,

y)

=52 In(1/e) (— SN D i+ 0(1)) if p = N
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We thus obtain

-p
- WN-—2
p—1
€ 1

I
S
Gy
QJ
”\
=0
]
N
2
_l’_
w

P

Mln(l/e)(l + o(1)) if p= ¥+
O(1) if p > &

So the proof of (3.2)) is completed.
To prove ([B.3]), we first observe that

/h@WHthh@l/m#%x+0</kmem>
Q Q Q
:h(O)/ |uelP dz + O </ |u6|pdx+/ |x||u€|pdx> ,
Qa Qa\Q Qa

where, as before, Q, = {(y,?) | |yl < aand 0 <t <a}.

(3.10)

Now,
dydt
/ |u€|pdx=/ i —w—y +01)
; [yl<a0<t<a [(¢ 4 €)2 + [y|?) 201
g dydt
_ z +0(1)

/ N p(N—p)
lyl<a/e0<t=a/e [(1 4 )2 + |y|2 ] w=

~ Jo(n(1/e)) if p* = N
o) ifp* >N

If p> < N, using the change of variable y = (1 + t)z and then passing to
polar coordinates, we get

_N-p? o dt < pN=24p
/ |uelPdx = e »=1 wNQ/ N ] / (N +0(1)
a 0 (14¢)71 /0 (1 4¢2)20-D

Hence
(3.11)
vy TR (V) |
€ »1 ]\If’_;QwN,Q a0 pl; +0()if p> < N
/ |uePde = (2(p—1) )
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On the other hand, using Taylor’s formula,

P(Y) dt
/ [P = / / ——dy+0(1)
Qa\Q2 ly|<a J0 [(t + )2 2] 20—

+ |y[?) 2y

ly|? dy
=0 /y<a (e2 e W)t o

+ |y[?) 2=0
(3.12) N
p’io/ f +0(1)
0 1—}-7“2 2(p— 1)
N
1_pq Vifp < = 2N+5

- (Ok»ﬁp:iﬁ%——
O(1) if p > =1

Similarly,

t
/Q olfucpde = [ WOl g+ 01)
a a[

(t+ )2+ [y[2) 200

N2
— / [, 1) =5 dydt + O(1)
(3.13) Qa/e [(1 +7§) + |y| ]Q(p i)}
2
0(61_]\; = )ifp < 74]\”5

=40(n(1/e)) if p= _H'Vz +5
O(1) if p > =HINED

Combining (B.10), (311), (312) and B.I3), gives (B.3).

Finally, to prove ([8.4]), we first observe that

[ udas= [ |
0N Qa
for small € and so

1—|—Vp2
/\u\p*dS /< V14 [VoP? ———dy

(€ + p(y))2 + [y]2] 20
_/’ 1+JVMLHXWU[ p(N = 1) p(2¢ + p)
- N—1 2 2
pl<a (&2 + |y[2) 2D p—1) e+ yl

2
%(2¢ + p)? p3(2€ + p)3
@ +O<< +ry\p>3>}d

+1].

ue|P* dS

—CNyp

where

NG S ELE

Ap-1) [2(p—1)
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Hence

[
oN

-/ P Ly —. L
jwl<a ( B lvl<a (

( —
2+ [yf) 56 2+ fyf2) B

P s =

+}/ IVpIZdy _p(N—l)/ P*(y) dy
2bise @ 4y Bom0 2071 Juise (@4 )
d
—4620N,p/ ( ) Y
vi<a (€2 4 [y]2)? +50-17
4 4d
L0 / ly|* d L / Y] 1yp(N_1)
Iy\Sa( +’y‘ )z@ ) lyl<a (&2  |y[2) T 2D

2N p(N —1) 2
_15—6171 I7+ 16—7[8—4661\/,]9—{—0[10.
2(])—1) p ( )

We first compute I5 as follows:

d L N—p fole pN-2g,
_[5 :/ y P(N— 1) = WN_2€ 1 p—1 / e
ly|<a ( 0

p(N—-1)
) 14 r2) B
_1_N-p rN=24dr
= WN—_2€ / D +O(1)
(3.14) I;(I: .

*lfuu—-)r (—-1))
=wnN_g€ = »71 N1 + O(1).
T ()

According to (3.6]) and (B.7), using the relation I' (251)

: 7)) = M0 (Fh), we
have
(3.15)
2
16:/ Vol dy
lyl<ae (e2 4 |y|? )2“’ W

i2d 4d
ZZA?/ lyil = dy 10 / ly|* da
|\<a(

p(N
hise (¢ 4 [y[2) o0 + ) B

_ XN / Py / ol dr
N —1Jjyi<a ( Ee=y lyl<a (

1)
€2+ [yf2) 50 2+ [yf2) B

3-N=p N+3
N—2p41 Ole )lfp< +
1 2 - N=p D55 ) (2(pp1)) N+3
12 Ajwy_ge Pl SN 1)) + 4 O(In (1/6)) if p= —+
_ 2(p—1)

O(1) if - >p>N;f3
EN- 22 2= In(1/e)) if p= —+1
(O(1 ) 1fp> A
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By radial symmetry, we have

p(y) dy
[ =
' /y|3a( 2 4 |y2)! =

XN / lyl? dy Lo / lyl* dy
2(N = 1) Jpi<a ( 2y 551 <o (¢ 4 |y[2) oD

2(p—1)

€+ [y?) + lyl?)

_WN- QZ)\ 1,L{J afe rN dr

2(N — 0

p(N—1)
1+7a2 +2(p 1)

_ aje N4-2
—i—e_%O / r dr
0 |

p(N-1)
1+ 12)* %57

_ AN _1_N-p o0 Nd
_wna A p_f/ L — +{0(n(1/e)) if p = 2+
2(N_1) 0 1 2 +pQ((p 1)) —p
(1 +7%) O(e » 1) if p> &H
and so
-1 N-1
WN—2 Z A _1_N-p r (T) r <2(p71)>
[z :TE o (N-1)
P(N—
r <1 + 2(p—-1) >
3.16 -
+ 4 O(In(1/e)) if p = M
N—
O(efrlp) if p > NH
To compute Iy we proceed as in the computations of Iy, i.e.
o p*(y) dy
9= 2 P(N_l)
lyl<a (€2 4 Jy|2)* " 26—
1 yi dy
== )\2/ 1
-1)
42 " Jiyl<a (€2 + yy\z)“@(g——f)
2,2
1 yiy; dy ly|® dy
t 52)‘i)‘J/ Z ]2+p<N—1> +0 / 9+ P(N=1)
i<j ly|<a (52 + |y|2) 2(p—-1) ly|<a (52 + |y|2) 2(p—-1)
Now
4 4
y1 dy o=l yr dy
/ 9 E(N-1) =€ p-1 . 94 2N=1) +O(1)
o (e 4 |yf2)** B0 RV (14 yf2)* B
_N-1 > rN=3 dr & stds
=2¢ »r-1 WN?)/ p(N—1) 1 / p(N—1) +O(1)
0 (1472)2-0 270 (4 42) 2+5-
T ;1) T ( N—-1 )
3 _9 _N-1 2 —
_ OWUN-2 O 2(11 ) +0(1),

1
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d N-1 292 d
/ yly] y( v =€ b Yi¥y W 5 +0(1)
bisa (e 4 |yP2)* B0 RN (1 ) 5

7N—11 0 T‘N_4 dr 00 yi dyz
:46 p— WN_4 p(Nfl)il +p(N71)
O (L) 0 (L)

2
o0 y;dy;
x/ ]szl)—{—O()
o

1 + y ) 2(p—1)
:w 6 2 p(g\[i) 1)> + 0(1)’
I <2 + 5261 )
and
/ lyl® dy = /Q/E r o dr
— =€ Plwy_2
i< (€2 4 |y[2)* 56D 0 (1472 5D
_N-p
=0(e 7 1)
Hence
I (N=1 F( N—1 )
WN—2 _N—-1 2 2(p—1) 3 9
Iy = ¢ Pl S A+ NN
N-1
(3.17) 16 r(2+ ’;((p_l)’) 2 i<j
_N-p
+O0(e »1).

Finally, for I;o we have,

3_N=p afe  pN+2 gy 9 N-p a/e N2 dr
Iy =€ r1Twn_o — o1 +e Plwn_o p(N—1)
o o

1+ 72)20-1 1+472) 5=
0(637%) if p< 253 0(627%) if p< MH
=4 0(n(1/e)) if p= N+3 + 4 O(eln(1/e)) if p = M

O(1) if p > &2 Ofe) if p > &H

and so
= N+2
(3.18) Lo =0t )ilp <
o(1) if p> A=

Putting these estimates together, we arrive at (8.4]). This completes the
proof of Step [l O

Step 2. We have, for any dimension N > 2,

v Ep epd
_1/Q’ ue|” + |ue|” dz 1+O(€p1)zfp>N+1
(/ |ue [P ds)p/p* 1—Y=LH(0)eln(1/e) + o(eln(1/e)) if p = 2L
o0
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20
and, if p < XL for dimension N = 2,3,4
Vuel? + |ue|? dx
1w + b INRLETCET I,
</ o dS)p/p* N-—-2p+1
oN
D g JEESHOE) ifp < Nt
. (fpl)fN+2<p<\/_
+ u
O(e7=" In(1/e)) if p= VN

F“

) if VN < p < ML

S

O(e

where
p+N Z)\Q 23" A
1<J

el (N-pp-1)
AN DN —2p+1)

Also, for dimensions N > 5
N — -1
( p)ip—1) H(0)e

/ng\u\ue\pdm
~1JQ -1
/* _
(/ \ue\p*d5>pp N=2p+l
o9
DN ifp<2
Agep+ o(e”) Z_fp_
1 o(eP) if2<p< VN

o(€?) if\/ﬁgp<¥
O(e?) if 2 <p < HH

Ee? +
+

Proof of Step[2. Noting that
— K",

N—p
Blel
we have, when e.g. n > 6 and p < 2, that
P P
IR T
onN
N—p 1 N—p BQ 2 Bg B2A2 Ag 2 2
- 1) (=22 - =22 222 =
+{N—1[2<N—1+ ><Bl> B BiA| AT
Using the fact that
N+1 N—l N -1
r + r
2 2
r —210%—14_1):N—2p+1F<N—2p+1>7
2(p—1) 2(p—1)

(J(V )> (()
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A, 1
A 2N—2p+1z)\“

Az 1

2
— -2
Ay 4N—2p+1 ZA ;A)\ ’
By 1
E__§Z)\“
B3 1 9
R TS (BN =Bp+2)Y AN —4(N—p)Y Nk ¢,
1<j
2h(0 :
D _ [wny ifp=2
Ay has same sign as ]\];(fop)Q otherwise.
Hence
A N—-1B; N—-2p+1
and
Nop[1(N=p |\ (B B Beds] A
N-1|[2\N-1 By By B A Ay

(N-p)p—1) p+N -2
TAN-—D(N—2p+1)) N-1 DN =2) M

which gives the result. We get the others equalities in much the same way.

O

Proof of Theorem .1l At this point is just a combination of Steps 1 and

2.

O
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