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Abstract

Let W!LP4(H"), 1 < q,p < oo denote the Lorentz-Sobolev spaces of order one
in the hyperbolic spaces H". Our aim in this paper is three-fold. First of all, we
establish a sharp Poincaré inequality in W1 LP4(H") with 1 < ¢ < p which generalizes
the result in [41] to the setting of Lorentz—Sobolev spaces. Second, we prove several
sharp Poincaré-Sobolev type inequalities in W!LP4(H") with 1 < ¢ < p < n which
generalize the results in [45] to the setting of Lorentz—Sobolev spaces. Finally, we
provide the improved Moser-Trudinger type inequalities in W' L™9(H") in the critical
case p = n with 1 < ¢ < n which generalize the results in [43] and improve the results
in [57]. In the proof of the main results, we shall prove a Pélya—Szego type principle
in W1LP4(H") with 1 < ¢ < p which maybe is of independent interest.

1 Introduction

It is well known that the Sobolev type inequalities such as Poincaré inequality, Sobolev
inequality, the Moser—Trudinger inequality, etc are the important and useful tools in many
branches of mathematics such as Analysis, Geometry, Calculus of Variations, Partial Dif-
ferential Equations, etc. In this paper, we study the Sobolev type inequalities in the
Lorentz—Sobolev spaces defined in the hyperbolic spaces. Especially, we are interested in
studying the sharp form of these inequalities. Let us start by recalling several related
results in the setting of FEuclidean spaces. Let {2 be an open subset of R", n > 2 and
let W,P(Q) with 1 < p < oo be the the usual Sobolev space obtained by completion of
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Cg° () under the norm ||Vul|Lrq) = (fﬂ |Vu|pdx> ". For bounded domain €2, the Poincaré

inequality asserts that
/ |VulPdz > Cp(p, Q)/ lulPdz, u € WyP(Q) (1.1)
Q Q

where Cp(p,€2) denotes the possibly smallest constant for which (1.1) holds. It is an
interesting problem is to determine the explicit value of Cp(p, 2). A few results for Cp(2, )
is known when  is the unit ball or a convex domain (see, e.g., [1,29,48]). For general
domain 2 and arbitrary p, determining the constant C'p(p, 2) is a hard task since the value
of Cp(p,?) depends on p and the geometry of €.

In the hyperbolic spaces, the Poincaré inequality was proved by Tataru [52|. Let H"
denote the hyperbolic space of dimension n > 2 that is a Riemannian manifold with a
Riemannian metric g such that its sectional curvature is —1 (see Section §2 below for more
details). It was proved in [52] that

[ v,z c [ v, we cre) (12)

for some constant C' > 0, where V, |-|, and dV, denote the hyperbolic gradient, hyperbolic
length of a vector field and the volume element in H” with respect to the Riemannian metric
g, respectively. Finding the sharp value of constant C' in (1.2) is an interesting question.
Mancini and Sandeep [36] show that the sharp value of the constant C'in (1.2) is (N —1)?/4
when p = 2. For arbitrary p, it was proved by Ngo and the author [41] that the sharp
constant C'in (1.2) is (N — 1)?/pP (see [14] for another proof). The first aim in this paper
is to generalize the sharp Poincaré inequality in H" to the more general context of the
Lorentz—Sobolev spaces defined in H". For 1 < p,q < oo, we denote by W!LP4(H") the
Lorentz—Sobolev space of order one in H"™ which is the completion of C§°(H") under the
quasi-norm ||Vyu|lpe = |||Vgtlgllpg (see Section §2 below for the definition of Lorentz
spaces and the Lorentz semi-norm || - ||, ,. The first main result in this paper is as follows

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2 and 1 < q < p < oo. Then it holds

—1\¢

p,q’

Furthermore, the constant (n—1)?/p? in (1.3) is sharp and never attained in W' LP4(H").

Theorem 1.1 covers the result in [41] for m = 1 and in [14] in the special case p = q.
Notice that the sharp constant (n — 1)?/p? in (1.2) is never archived in W'?(H"). This
leaves a room for several improvements of the inequality (1.2) with sharp constant. Notice
that the non achievement of sharp constant does not always imply improvement (e.g.,
Hardy operator in the Euclidean space R™,n > 2). However, in the hyperbolic space, the

n—1

operator —A,, — (%)p = —div(|V,- [P7?V,) — (*57)P is sub-critical, hence improvement

is possible. For examples, the reader can consult the papers [14,15] for the improvements
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of (1.2) by adding the remainder terms concerning to Hardy weights, i.e., the inequalities

of the form N
[ v, () [ uav, = [ wiaeay,
Hn p Hn Hn

where W > 0 is the weight W satisfying some appropriate conditions. For the case p = 2,
Mancini and Sandeep [36] proved the following Poincaré-Sobolev inequality which provides
another improvement of (1.2)

—1\? . n2
[ovazaw, - (") [ wbapzo ([ ) T
H™ n n

for some C' > 0. The inequality (1.4) is equivalent to a Hardy—Sobolev—Maz’ja inequality
in the half space (see [39, Section 2.1.6]). Let C,, denote the possibly smallest constant C' in
the right hand side of (1.4). In [53], Tertikas and Tintarev proved for n > 4 that C,, < S,
and C), is attained, where S,, denotes the best constant in the L, Sobolev inequality in R"”
(see [11,51]). More surprising in three dimensional cases, it was show that C3 = S3 and is
not attained (see [12]). For arbitrary p # 2, the author established in [45] the following L?
Poincaré-Sobolev inequality in H"”

p

—1\? np e
vty - ("2 [ v,z s, ([ ) (15

for n > 4 and % < p < n where S, ,,1 < p < n is the sharp constant in the L, Sobolev
inequality in R"

n—p

VulPdz > SE (/ |u|n"”pda;) C L ue WhRY, (1.6)
Rn Rn

The sharp constant S, , in (1.6) was found independently by Talenti [51] and Aubin [11]
(another proof of the sharp Sobolev inequality (1.6) via the optimal transport of measure
could be found in [22]). The second aim in this paper is to establish an analogue of the
Poincaré-Sobolev inequality (1.5) in the Lorentz-Sobolev space W LP¢(H") which provide
an improvement of the sharp Poincaré inequality from Theorem 1.1. Before stating our
next results, let us recall that the sharp Sobolev inequality in the Lorentz—Sobolev space
W1LP4(R™) (the completion of C§°(R™) under the Lorentz quasi-norm ||V -||,,) was proved
by Alvino [8]. More precisely, Alvino has show for 1 < ¢ < p < n that

q
n—op 1
IVullt, > (T) o u

where o, is the volume of the unit ball in R™. The inequality (1.7) is sharp, and in the
case ¢ = p it is equivalent to the famous Hardy inequality (see [23,28] for the history of
the Hardy inequality). In recent paper, Cassani, Ruf and Tarsi [18] extend the inequality
(1.7) to the case p < ¢ < oco.

Our next main result reads as follows

a u € WHLPY(R") (1.7)

P*.q°




2n n
Theorem 1.2. Let n > 4 and -5 < q < p <mn. Then, for any ¢ <1 < n—fp we have

n—1\7 n
||vgu||g,q—( - ) lllg, > S0 ful., VueW'IPUEHT),  (18)

where p* = n"Tpp, and

1

11 &g )" <z_q ) . vy
Snvpqul - |:n o < a ) S —p 4 ifg<l< n—p’

1

n—p _n

~ton ifl=q,

with S(ll_—qp, q ) being the sharp constant in the Sobolev inequality with fractional dimension

appearing in the Lemma 2./ below. Moreover, the constant S, 4,1 on the right hand side
of (1.8) is sharp.

Notice that the inequality (1.8) reduces to the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality (1.5) in the
case ¢ = p and | = ;.. We can readily check that the constant S, 4, in (1.8) is sharp by
the fact that the inequality

||Vu||;1),q Z ng,p,q,lHu

p

in R” is sharp and scaling invariant. So it is still sharp constant for the same inequality
in the ball B,.(0) C R" of radius r and center at origin. For r sufficient small, we have
Vy ~2"L in B,(0) here £ denotes Lebesgue’s measure in R”, and |V, |, ~ 3|V | in B,(0).

From these facts, we have

nh—p n—p
[V gull2 pam ~ 277 Y| Vull] o gn,  and  [Jullf. ;g0 ~ 277w

q
p*J;Rn

for function v with support in B,.(0), here the indexes with H"™ and R™ denote the Lorentz
quasi-norm in H" and R" respectively. This implies the sharpness of S, ,, ;; in the Lorentz—
Sobolev type inequality in W*!LP4(H")

||V9u||;1),q Z ng,p,q,l ||U

q
p*,l-

S0, Sppqi 1s also sharp in (1.8). Thus, the inequality (1.8) improves not only the sharp
Poincaré inequality (1.3) but also the sharp Lorentz—Sobolev inequality above in the
Lorentz—Sobolev space W!LP4(H").

We next move to the critical case p = n. Let us recall that for 1 < p < n and
a bounded domain Q in the R” we have the following Sobolev embedding W, ?(€) —
LP"(Q). However, in the critical case p = n (i.e., p* = 00), we don’t have the embedding
Wy™(Q) < L®(Q). Instead of the Sobolev inequality in this critical case, we have the
Moser—Trudinger inequality. The Moser—Trudinger inequality was independently proved
by Trudinger [55], Yudovic [27] and Pohozaev [49]. It was sharpened by Moser [40] in the
following form

sup / U™ gy < o0, (1.9)
ueWy™(Q), [, IVulrde<1/Q
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1
n—1

for any a < ay, := nw, ~; where w,_; denotes the surface area of the unit sphere in R".
Furthermore, if o > v, then the supremum in (1.9) becomes infinite though all integrals
are still finite. Since its appearance, there have been many generalizations of the Moser—
Trudinger inequality (1.9) in many directions (see, e.g., [3-6,20,21,24,30,37,38,44, 54,56,
58]). Concerning to the extremals of (1.9), we refer the readers to the papers [17,25,33].
The Moser—Trudinger inequality (1.9) was extended to unbounded domain Q@ C R™ by
Adachi and Tanaka [2] in the following scaling invariant form

1 n
sup / O (a|u|7T)dr < oo (1.10)
) SR

WEW L (RD), [ [Vu|rdz<1 H“”Zn(Rn

for any a < a, where ®(t) = e" — > "7§ #7/4! (i.e., the truncation of the exponential
function). Notice that the critical exponent a, is not allowed in (1.10). Later, Ruf [50] and
Li and Ruf [32] established the sharp Moser—Trudinger inequality in unbounded domains
under the full norm in W"(R™) which allows the critical exponent «, as follows

sup O (afu|n1)dr < oo (1.11)

fRn(\Vu\"+|u\")da:§1 /"

wEW L &), ull % 1 1
for any o < «,. Furthermore, the existence of maximizers for (1.11) also is addressed
in [32,50]. A singular version of (1.11) was given by Adimurthi and Yang [7]. Another proof
of (1.11) without using rearrangement arguments was provided by Lam and Lu [31]. The
Moser—Trudinger inequality in the Lorentz spaces W!L™(),1 < ¢ < oo for a bounded
domain 2 was established by Alvino, Ferone and Trombetti [9] in the following form

sup /O‘|“q dr < oo (1.12)
weW 1 Lma(Q), [ Vulln.a<1 J 0

for any a < ay, 4 1= (n%wj_l)# if 1 < g < oo. Notice that the constant «,,, is sharp
in (1.12) in the sense that the supremum will become infinite if o > a, ,. For unbounded
domains in R™, the Moser-Trudinger inequality was proved by Cassani and Tarsi [19] (see
Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 in [19]). In [35], Lu and Tang proved several sharp singular
Moser—Trudinger inequalities in the Lorentz—Sobolev spaces which generalize the results
in [9,19] to the singular weights.

In the hyperbolic space H", the Moser—Trudinger inequality was firstly proved by
Mancini and Sandeep [37] in the dimension n = 2 (another proof of this result was given
by Adimurthi and Tintarev [6]) and by Mancini, Sandeep and Tintarev [38] in higher
dimension n > 3 (see [26] for an alternative proof)

sup / D (o, |ulm-1)dV, < co. (1.13)

weWLn(H"), [gn |VgulgdVy<1

Lu and Tang [34] also established the sharp singular Moser—Trudinger inequality under the
conditions ||Vul[7. ey + 7l|tl[fngny < 1 for any 7> 0 (see Theorem 1.4 in [34]). In [43],
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the author improves the inequality (1.13) by proving the following inequality

sup / D (o, [u|»-1)dV, < oo, (1.14)

w€WLn(HR), fin [Vgu|2dVe—X fyn |ulrdVy<1

for any A < (%=1)m.

To our knowledge, much less is known about the sharp Trudinger-Moser inequalities
under Lorentz norm on complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds except Euclidean
spaces. Recently, Yang and Li [57] proves a sharp Moser-Trudinger inequality in the
Lorentz—Sobolev spaces defined in the hyperbolic spaces. More precisely, their result ( [57,
Theorem 1.6]) states that for 1 < ¢ < oo it holds

sup / <I>q(ozn,q|u|ﬁ)dvg < 00, (1.15)
u€WL L4 (HM), |V gul|n,q <1 JHP
where
P, (t) =€ — —,  where jy =min{j €N : j > 1+n(q—1)/q}.
j=0 7"

The third (and last) aim in this paper is to establish an analogue of (1.14) in the Lorentz—
Sobolev space W!L™4(H") and hence give an improvement of the inequality of Yang and
Li. Our next result provides such an analogue of (1.14) and is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let n > 4 and % < q <n. Then we have

sup / ®q(an,q|u|q%l)dvg < 00, (1.16)

weWLL™a(H"), [|[Vgulld o—Nul|},q<1
for any X < (2=1)e.

Notice that the inequality (1.14) is a special case of (1.16) corresponding to the case
g = n. Obviously, the inequality (1.16) improves the result of Yang and Li (1.15). However,
comparing with the result of Yang and Li, we need impose an extra condition ¢ < n. This
condition is necessary to apply the rearrangement argument. We shall discuss, in details,
about this point below.

We conclude this introduction by some comments on the proof of our main results (i.e.,
Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3). To prove our main results, we adopt and develop the approach
in [41,43,45]. Our approach heavily relies on the rearrangement argument applied to the
hyperbolic spaces H". In order to apply this argument, we need impose the condition
g < p (or ¢ < n) in our main results. In fact, under this extra condition, we shall prove
a Pélya—Szegd type principle in the Lorentz—Sobolev spaces W1 LP4(H") (see Theorem 2.2
below)

IV ot llp.g < Vgullpg:  u € WHLPI(H")

for 1 < ¢ < p, where u* denotes the radially symmetric non-increasing rearrangement
function of u (see Section §2 below for details). By this result, we can reduce the proof
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of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 to radially symmetric non-increasing functions in H". For
such functions, we prove a key estimate in Proposition 2.3 which is crucial in the proofs
of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. The detail proofs of these theorems are given in Sections §3, §4
and §5 below. Finally, it is worth to mention here that the main results in this paper are
recently extended to the higher order Lorentz—Sobolev spaces defined in the hyperbolic
spaces by the author in [46,47].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we give some basses
on the hyperbolic spaces H" and the Lorentz—Sobolev spaces W!LP4(H"), and prove the
Pélya—Szego type principle in W!LP4(H"™). The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section
§3. Theorem 1.2 is proved in Section §4. Finally , we prove Theorem 1.3 in Section §5.

2 Preliminaries

We start this section by briefly recalling some basis facts on the hyperbolic spaces and the
Lorentz—Sobolev space defined in the hyperbolic spaces. Let n > 2, a hyperbolic space
of dimension n (denoted by H") is a complete , simply connected Riemannian manifold
having constant sectional curvature —1. There are several models for the hyperbolic space
H" such as the half-space model, the hyperboloid (or Lorentz) model and the Poincaré
ball model. Notice that all these models are Riemannian isometry. In this paper, we are
interested in the Poincaré ball model of the hyperbolic space since this model is very useful
for questions involving rotational symmetry. In the Poincaré ball model, the hyperbolic
space H" is the open unit ball B,, C R™ equipped with the Riemannian metric

2 2
The volume element of H" with respect to the metric ¢ is given by
2 n
dVy(z) = <1—7|3:\2) dzx,

where dx is the usual Lebesgue measure in R". For x € B, let d(0, z) denote the geodesic
distance between x and the origin, then we have d(0,z) = In(1 + |z|)/(1 — |z|). For p > 0,
B(0, p) denote the geodesic ball with center at origin and radius p. If we denote by V
and A the Euclidean gradient and Euclidean Laplacian, respectively as well as (-,-) the
standard scalar product in R", then the hyperbolic gradient V4 and the Laplace-Beltrami
operator A, in H" with respect to metric g are given by

S (Y0 e (Y s a(

respectively. For a function u, we shall denote /¢(V,u, V,u) by |V ul, for simplifying
the notation. Finally, for a radial function u (i.e., the function depends only on d(0, z)) we
have the following polar coordinate formula

/ u(a)dz = no, /0 " ulp) sinh™ () dp. (2.1)
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It is now known that the symmetrization argument works well in the setting of the
hyperbolic. It is the key tool in the proof of several important inequalities such as the
Poincaré inequality, the Sobolev inequality, the Moser—Trudinger inequality in H". We
shall see that this argument is also the key tool to establish the main results in the present
paper. Let us recall some facts about the rearrangement argument in the hyperbolic space
H"™. A measurable function u : H" — R is called vanishing at the infinity if for any ¢ > 0
the set {|u| > t} has finite V,—measure, i.e.,

V,({ul > 1}) = / av, < .
{lu|>t}

For such a function w, its distribution function is defined by

pa(t) = Vo({lu] > t}).

Notice that ¢ — p,(t) is non-increasing and right-continuous. The non-increasing rear-
rangement function u* of u is defined by

u*(t) = sup{s > 0 : p,(s) > t}.
The non-increasing, spherical symmetry, rearrangement function u* of u is defined by
WH(z) = ' (Vy(B(0,d(0,2)))), = € H".

It is well-known that u and u* have the same non-increasing rearrangement function (which
is u*). Finally, the maximal function u** of u* is defined by

Evidently, u*(t) < u**(t).
For 1 < p,q < oo, the Lorentz space LP4(H") is defined as the set of all measurable
function u : H" — R satisfying

o, adt @
]| ey = (m (t)) =) <.
0

It is clear that LPP(H") = LP(H"). Moreover, the Lorentz spaces are monotone with
respect to second exponent, namely

P (Hn) g_ P2 (Hn>’ 1 S 1 < @ < 0.

The functional u — ||u||tr.a@ny is not a norm in LP9(H") except the case ¢ < p (see [13,
Chapter 4, Theorem 4.3]). In general, it is a quasi-norm which turns out to be equivalent to
the norm obtained replacing u* by its maximal function «** in the definition of || - || Lr.a(gn).-
Moreover, as a consequence of Hardy inequality, we have



Proposition 2.1. Given p € (1,00) and q € [1,00). Then for any function u € L»9(H")
it holds

(/000 (Bru ) %)% < p%l (/OOO ()" %)% = Sl (2:2)

For 1 < p,q < oo, we define the first order Lorentz—Sobolev space W!LP4(H") by
taking the completion of C§°(H™) under the quasi-norm

”vgqu,q = H|Vgu‘ng,q-

It is obvious that W!LPP(H") = WP(H") the first order Sobolev space in H". The Pélya—
Szegd principle in the hyperbolic spaces asserts that if u € WP(H") then u* € WP (H")
and

[ rwaiav, < [ 9,

This principle is very useful to find the sharp constant in several inequalities concerning
to the LP norm of hyperbolic gradient. In the next result, we extend the Pdlya—Szego
principle to the Lorenz—Sobolev spaces W LP4(H").

Theorem 2.2. Letn >2,1<¢<p<oo andu € WLLPI(H"). Then u* € WILP4(H")
and
||vguﬁ||p,q < [[Vgullpg-

Proof. Since (|u|)? = u* and |V, |ul|, < |V ul,, hence it is enough to prove Theorem 2.2 for
nonnegative function u € W!LP4(H"). Moreover, by the density, it is sufficient to assume
that u € Cg°(H").

Let u be a nonnegative function in C§°(H"™) with support Q C H". Following [10] we
consider a function U built from |V u|, on the level sets of u, i.e.,

Vg ({u>t})
[ Wadav,= [ v (23)
{u>t} 0

for any ¢ > 0. Notice that U < |V ul, in the sense that

/O U (s)ds < / (IVul,)"(s)ds, ¥t € [0, V().

Vg (€2) Vy(92)
[ v [ (9 s
0 0

From (2.3), we have by differentiating in ¢,

and

o= [ (22) e
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Let us define the function
U(r)=V,(B(0,r)) = ncrn/ sinh™~!(s)ds,r > 0.
0
Let F' denote the inverse function of U, i.e., U(F(r)) = r for any r > 0. If we denote by

p(t) the radius of the geodesic ball in H™ with volume equal to (), then p(t) = F(p,(t)).
By isoperimertric inequality [16], we have

—Umaw»4@>=/gt}(Tfﬁﬁ)nqu"1@)

2 n—1
> _— dH" (x
/88(0,p(t)) (1 - |$|2) (@)
= no, sinh™ 1 (F(u,(1))).

Consequently, we get

e ()
( V(s) < no, sinh"’l(F(s))’

v(x) = /VQ(Q) Uts) ds,

Vo (B0,d(0.2)) M0 SN (F(s))

s € (0,V,()).

Define the function

for z € O, where * denotes the geodesic ball in H" with volume V,(2). Extending v = 0
for x € H* \ QF. We have u*(z) < v(x) for any € H". We have

Vo (@)lg < [Vgu(z)lg = U(Va(B(0,d(x)))) < [Vgu(z)],.

Consequently, we get (|V uf|,)* < (|V,ul,)* in (0,V,(£2)). Since ¢ < p, then Proposition 1
n [19] (or Corollary 2.1 in [10]), we have

Vg (€) .4 Vy(Q) .
L vy @< [ 0ROV @)

Applying Holder inequality, we get ||V u|| o) < [|Vgul| pragny as desired. O
The next proposition is the key in the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 2.3. Givenn > 3,1 < p < oo and 2% < q < p. Let u € WILP4(H") be

n—1 —
a radially symmetric non-increasing function, and u* be its non-increasing rearrangement

function. Define v(r) = u*(o,r™), r > 0. Then it holds

n — ng

1 q q [e%¢)
ull > nok ()9 e . 2.4
Jull?, i

H%Wh—(
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Proof. Let U be the function built from |V u|, on the level sets of u. Since u is radially
symmetric, then we have

U(Vy(B(0,d(0,2)))) = [Vgu(z)]y.
Since ¢ < p, by Hardy-Littlewood inequality, it holds that

/0 T U < / (e ) = / T((Vuly) (6 e = [Vule,  (25)

From the proof of Theorem 2.2, we have

a7 Uls)
“(t)_/t nom s (R () (26)

From the equality W(F(r)) = r or equivalently
F(r)
r= ncrn/ sinh" !(s)ds, r >0,
0
it is easy to verify that

no, sinh" ' (F(r)) > (n — )r, Vr >0, (2.7)

sinh” Y(F(r)) ~ 7 as r — oo and sinh® *(F(r)) ~ 7"+ as r — 0. Consequently, we have
the following estimates

lim w*(r)r » = lim u*(r)'r’% =0. (2.8)
r—0 T—00

It follows from (2.5) and (2.6) that
IVgullz, 2/ (") (8)|* (ner, sinh™ ™ (F(¢))) %t~ d.
0
Since ¢ > %, then we have from [45, Lemma 2.1] that

sinh?™ D (F(t)) > (Uin)q; + (n ; 1),, (Uin)q

since F(t) = ®1(t/0,) with ® being defined by [45, Formula (2.6)]. Plugging this estimate
into the preceding one, we obtain

[Vgull? , > nqcr,% / |(u*)’(t)|qtq%+%*1dt + (n— l)q/ |(u*)’(t)|qtq+%’1dt. (2.9)
0 0

Notice that v'(r) = (u*)'(0,7")no,,r" 1, so by a simple change of variable t = 7,,r" we get

g

nqcr,%/ |(u*)'(t)|qtqn7_l+%_1dt:ncrﬁ/ |V (r) |97~ dr. (2.10)
0 0

11



Making the change of function u*(t) = w(t)t_%, we have

0< (u)(t) = —w(t)t >+ %w(t)til.

We can readily check that if b —a > 0,b > 0 and ¢ > 2 then
(b—a)? > b+ |a]? — gab® .

By this inequality, we have
o q 1 o q [e.9]
/ |(u*)’(t)|qtq+p1dt2—/ (u*(t))%pldH/ |’ (t)|9¢9 dt
0 7 Jo 0
_ 4 / W () (t)"dt

)
p? 0

Using integration by parts and (2.8), we get

/ (w) ()97 >t > —/ u*(t)qtgldtJr/ jw'(6)|97 7 dt > —||u]|?,.  (2.11)
0 p* Jo 0 Pl ’

Inserting (2.11) and (2.10) into (2.9) we obtain (2.4). This finishes the proof of this
proposition. 0

In the proof of Theorem 1.2, we shall need the following sharp Sobolev inequality with
the fractional dimension (see [42, Proposition 1.1])

Lemma 2.4. Let > q > 1. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/ W' ()| %P dr > C (/ |w(r)|%'rﬁldr)
0 0

Furthermore, if we denote by S(5,q) the sharp constant in the preceding inequality then
equality holds if w(r) = (1 + r?/(@e=D)=(F=a)/a,

B—gq
B

Notice that when  is an integer then the Lemma above is exactly the sharp Sobolev
inequality of Talenti [51] and Aubin [11] applied to radially symmetric functions.
A direct computation shows that

B- q)ql [q - 1T(§)F(@)] .

SB.0) =5 (q_—1 )

)

(2.12)
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1. Obviously, Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of Propo-
sition 2.3 when % < q < p. Here, we give the proof for any ¢ < p. In fact, we shall use
some estimates in the proof of Proposition 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It follows from the Pdélya—Szego principle from Theorem 2.2 that
it is sufficient to prove Theorem 1.1 for radially symmetric non-increasing function v €
WILPa(H"). Let u € W!LP4(H") be such a function, and let U be the function built
from V,u on the level sets of u. Since ¢ < p, then the estimate (2.5) holds. Hence, using
integration by parts, the estimates (2.8) and Holder inequality, we have

| wa =2 [

q

>0 o Ul dt
* t qfltT -
p/o (@ (®) noy, sinh"‘l(F(t)) t

]

- (/oOO(t%“*(S))q%)TI ([ woor (o smhz—%F(t)))q%)%'

bl <7 (600 (o) %)

<2 (] °°<t%zf<t>>q%)é

p
m”vgqu,q (3.1)

Whence, it holds

here we used (2.7). This proves (1.3).
We next check the sharpness of the constant (n — 1)?/p? in (1.3). For 0 < a < R, let
us define the function

if s € (0,a),
far(s) =< s~ if s € [a, R),
R vmax{2—s/R,0} ifs>R,
and
ta,r () = far(Ve(B(0,d(0,2)))).
Notice that f, r is non-increasing function. Hence, by direct computations we get

’ 0 q a 1

13



Furthermore, we have

0 if s € (0,a) or s > 2R,

for(s) = —is_%_l if a < s <R,

"R »' ifR<s<?2R,

and
Vgtta,m(2)lg = = fo r(Vs(B(0,d(0,2))))no, sinh™ (d(0, 2)) = Ua,r(Vy(B(0, d(0,2))))
with
Ua,r(s) = —fi g(s)noy sinh™ ' (F(s)).

Since F(r) — oo as r — 0o, then we can check that

: n—1
T sinh" ™" (F'(r)) _ 1

r—00 T n—l

For any € > 0, we can choose a > 0 such that
no, sinh" ' (F(r)) < (14+¢e)(n—1)r, Yr>a.
For (2p) PR > a, it is easy to see that U, g < (n — 1)(1 + €)h(s) with

1

a» ifse€(0,a)ors>2R,
17 ifa<s< (2p) PR,

h(s)=<QP .
2R™» if (2p) PR < s < 2R,
0 if s > 2R.

Note that h is non-increasing function. Hence, it holds
> * q_
IVl = [ (U2att)) e

< (n—1)%(1 + €)* /OOO h(s)it» L dt

— (n—1)7(1 + &) (§ + %(mR—pln@p) ~Ina) + %(2% - <2p>-q)) .

Consequently, we obtain

V. ull4 V,u K n—1)7
|| g q||p,q <1l Sup || g a,Rqu,q < (1 6)q( ) )
n
u€WLLP:a(H"),u0 ||U||p,q R—o0 ||ua,R||P,q e

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, then we get
IVgully _ (n 1)1
e
This shows that (n — 1)?/p? is the sharp constant in (1.3).
From the estimate (3.1), we see that if u # 0 then the second inequality is strict since
no, sinh™ H(F(t)) > (n — 1)t for t > 0. Consequently, the constant (n — 1)?/p? in (1.3) is
not attained by a non-zero function wu. O

weWLLra(H)uz0  ||ulfg
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

This section is addressed to prove Theorem 1.2. The proof is based on Theorem 2.2,
Proposition 2.3 and the weighted Sobolev inequality.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By the Poélya—Szego principle from Theorem 2.2, it is enough to
prove Theorem 1.2 for radially symmetric non-increasing functions v € W*LP4(H"). For
r >0, we define v(r) = u*(o,r"). Since 2% < ¢ < p, from Proposition 2.3 we have

n—1

q q [e%¢) ng
IVgull?, — ( ) ul[2, > naﬁ/o |v' () |07 Ldr. (4.1)

n—

Making the change of function v(r) = w(r)r~ » , we have

0< —v'(r)=—w'(r)r~ v + nop

Moreover, it follows from (2.8) that

lgl}) w(r) = rll)rgo w(r) = 0.

By the convexity of function ¢ — |¢|9, the integration by parts and the asymptotic behavior
of w above, we have

o] _ q 00 4 _ q—1 o]
[z (S22 [Cueeiertae (S22 My
0 p 0 p 0

n—p\? 1 q
— ||u g
p nol
Consequently, we obtain

n—1\7 n—p\? «
|mef( p)Hwhz<77)amu

This proves (1.8) for [ = gq.
For ¢ <1< %, we let o = W € [0,q). Making the change of function v(r) =

q—«

w(r « ), we have

0o q—1 0o
ng — (ng—po)q _
/ |v'(r)|qr71dr:(q O‘) / ! (r) |9 Pt (4.2)
0 q 0

q
P*,q°
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Notice that % > ¢ since p < n. Lemma 2.4 implies

q(n—p)

(o= ) ([ oy e tar)
p(qg — ) 0

g

lq = ] '
= p*g—a
S l_p,q) (/0 w(s)'s s)

e (ng—paja 4
/ |w'(r)|%r =) " dr > S
0

q
p*,0

(
) () o ([
((n —p)(l — Q)> %n_%g;p% [

qp

here we make the change of variable r = s“7 in the first equality, and t = 0,s" in the
second equality. Combining the previous estimate together with (4.1) and (4.2) yields

n—1\" e ar(n—p)(l—q)\oti-t / lg
19yl = (“50) Tl 2wtk (RO DY (L gy,

as wanted. This proves the inequality (1.8).

5 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. The proof is based on Proposition 2.3 and the
Moser—Trudinger inequality involving to the fractional dimension in Lemma 5.1 below.
Let 6 > 1, we denote by Ay the measure on [0, 00) of density

R |

d\g = Oopa® Yz, oy =

ré+1)

N D

For 0 < R < oo and 1 < p < oo, we denote by Ly(0, R) the weighted Lebesgue space of all
measurable functions u : (0, R) — R for which

1
R P
||U||L§(0,R) = (/ |U|Pd)\0) < o0.
0

W(0, R) = {u € ID(0,R) : ' € LP(0,R), lim u(x) = o}, a0 > 1.

z— R~

Besides, we define
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In [24], de Oliveira and do o) prove the following sharp Moser—Trudinger inequality involv-
ing the measure \g: suppose 0 < R < oo and a > 2,6 > 1, then

R _a
Doy(R) = sup / eren gy < 00 (5.1)
0

1,
ueW, 5 (0,R), v/l g 0,r) <1

_1
where fin9 = Gaﬁoﬁ‘l. Denote D, g = Dy g(1). It is easy to see that D, g(R) = D, oR’.
We shall need the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let 2 < o < n. There exists a constant C,, > 0 such that for any u €
Wa:6(0,00) N Ly(0,00), u' <0 and [[ul| a0y + 14|52 (0.00) < 1, i holds

/0 Do (fron 0] ) D < o (14 [t 000 (5.2)

Proof. We follow the argument in [50] by using the inequality (5.1). Since u’ < 0 then u
is non-increasing function. So, for any r > 0, we have

fooo u(s)ad)\a.

(07
<
u(r)* < —

/r u(s)*dAg < (5.3)

T
Fix a R > 0, we define the function w by w(r) = u(r) — u(R) if r < R and w(r) = 0 if
7> R. Then, w € W, 3(0, R) and

R ')
leola0.m = / ()" dA < 1 — / @A (5.4)

For r < R, we have u(r) = w(r) + u(R). Since a > 2, then there exists a constant C, > 0
depending only « such that

u(r)a=T < w(r)as1 + Cw(r)sTu(R) + u(R)a"T.
By Young’s inequality and (5.3), we obtain

o C O[_l o

u(r)aT < w(r)a (1 + Eu(R)O‘) +

<y (1+ C’fooou(s)o‘d)\a) La-1 ( 1 ) 5.5

o, R

Choosing R > 1 large enough such that —%— < 1, and set

acq R —

a

ol u(s)ad)\a> ks

o, R

o(r) = w(r) (1 +

17



We have v € W)5(0, R). Furthermore, there exists a constant C, > 1 depending only on
a such that (1 +¢)*"! <1+ C,t for any ¢ € [0,1]. Hence, by (5.4) we have

C a—1
||U||%g(O,R) = ||w||%g(0,R) (1 + ao, Ra)
o C [ uls) dr \
<(1- “dia ) (1 -
(o o) 1+ S sr
fe'e) CCQ foou(8>ad)\a
<(1- “dia ) (1 »
(o [aora) (s L
cc, >
<1-—(1- dAa.
= ( ozaaRo‘) /0 )

We can choose a R > 1 large enough and depending only on « such that 1 — agfﬁa > 0.
For such a R, we have by (5.1) that

R Je 2
/ eton?® g\ < Dy R". (5.6)
0

For r > R, by (5.3) we have u(r) < (aa)’éR_l so there is a constant C'(«,n) depending
only on n and « such that
By (omuu(r)a=1) < Cla, n)u(r)",

here we use (jo — 1)=%; > n and the fact that v is bounded from above by a constant

depending only on a. Consequently, we have

l@ B (0t (r) )y < Ct, 1) [0 (5.7)

Putting (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) and the fact R > 1 together, we obtain

o R o 0 N
/ P, (Nmnu(r)ﬁ)fﬁ‘n < / ghonulr) =t X, + / (I)oz(ﬂoc,nu(r)ﬁ YA,
0 0 R

R o a1, —1/(a—1)
< / eﬂa,nv(r) 1+ﬂa,n( o TO0a )d)\n + C(a7n)||u||?j%(0,oo)
0

DanB" + Cla, n)[[ulln0,00)
< Con(L+ [ullEy000)
for some constant C,, > 0 depending only on n and a. O
For any 7 > 0 and u € W;:%(0,00) N L}(0,00), such that v < 0 and TlullZa0.00) +
[4']|7a(0,00) < 1. Applying the inequality (5.2) to function u,(z) = u(r~«z) and making
the change of variables, we get

0o o 1 .
[ttt 0 < Con (S + il ) 55)
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We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3 by using Proposition 2.3 and the Moser—
Trudinger inequality (5.8).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By the Pdlya—Szegt principle from Theorem 2.2, it is enough to
prove Theorem 1.3 for radially symmetric non-increasing function u € WIL™(H"), i.e.,
we will prove the existence of a constant C,, , , > 0 such that

/ By (i qui1)dVy < Cpgrs (5.9)
for any radially symmetric, non-increasing function v € W*L™4(H") satisfying

IVgullfg = AMlullzg <1

Let u be such a function, we define v(r) = u*(¢,7"), we then have lim,_,., v(r) = 0. Since
n > 4 and % < q < n, then by Proposition 2.3 we have

n—1\7 a [
IVgullfq — ( - ) ullf, = noi / W' (r) |90 dr
0

For A\ < ( ) denote 7 = (”—’l)q — A > 0. So, we have

n

a [° B
1> [|Vgullf 4 = Allullf 4 = now /0 W' ()97 dr + T |ul?,

We have N .
[ullf,g = / (u* ()2 n " dt = noy; / v(r)iritdr.
0 0

naé (/ |v’('r’)\q'r’q1d7’+7/ v(r)qrqldr) <1.
0 0

w(r) = (”a’§> u(r), (5.10)

Thus, it holds

Set

qoq

we then have w € W4(0, 00) and Hw’”Lq 000) T THwHLq(O < 1. Applying (5.8), we get

e} g 1 "
[ banlol? 0 < Con (5 + Tl ) 5.11)

Since g < n, then by [57, Lemma 3.2] there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on n and ¢
such that

z ) (=)
([ 1rav)” <civ,ul, <c (,H’;q IVt = Mlullt,)) < 52—



which implies

00 n—1\9 %
ollgne = [ Gyar= [ v, < e e A N
o : =

Consequently, there holds

77,0'% (";)q g
Hw”zg(opo) < <C n 75q — A) :
Inserting this estimate and (5.10) into (5.11), we obtain

o q Ch
| @anddelin, < S,
0 q

T

. .1
for some constant C, , > 0 depending on n and ¢, here we use y,, = ngi-'o4""'. In other

hand, we have

/ B (gl 7)Y = / D (g (" (1)) )t = / B, (tng|0|7T)

Therefore, we have

_a_ ~ n—1\4 T a
/ (I)q<‘)‘n,q|u|q1)dvggcn,q(< n ) _)‘) .

This proves the inequality (5.9). The proof of Theorem 1.3 is then completely finished. [
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