
ar
X

iv
:2

10
5.

06
52

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
3 

M
ay

 2
02

1

EXTREMALS IN HARDY-LITTLEWOOD-SOBOLEV

INEQUALITIES FOR STABLE PROCESSES

ARTURO DE PABLO, FERNANDO QUIRÓS AND ANTONELLA RITORTO

Abstract. We prove the existence of an extremal function in the Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality for the energy associated to an stable operator.
To this aim we obtain a concentration-compactness principle for stable pro-
cesses in RN .

1. Introduction

After the seminal work of Brezis and Nirenberg [5], the relation between the exis-
tence of positive solutions of elliptic equations with critical nonlinearities perturbed
by lower order terms and the existence of an extremal function for the Sobolev type
inequality associated with the elliptic operator is now well understood. The aim of
this paper is to prove the existence of such an extremal function for operators gener-
ated by symmetric stable Lévy processes, as a first step to study the corresponding
critical problems.

Lévy processes appear in several applied fields, as for example biology, mathe-
matical finance and physics, to take into account the possible appearance of jumps,
and have been analyzed thoroughly in the last years from the point of view both of
analysis and probability; see for instance the survey [13] and the references therein.
Lévy operators have the form

(1.1) Lu(x) = P.V.

∫

RN

(u(x) − u(x− y)) ν(x, dy),

where P.V. stands for principal value, and the nonnegative measure ν satisfies

(1.2)

∫

RN

min{1, |y|2} ν(x, dy) ≤ C < ∞ for all x ∈ R
N .

They play the same role for Lévy processes as the Laplacian does in the description
of Brownian motion. If L is generated by a process which is moreover symmetric
and stable, that is, a process X = {Xt}t≥0 satisfying

γXt = Xγαt, γ > 0, t ≥ 0,

then

(S) ν(x, dy) = ν(dy) =
dr

r1+α
dµ(θ), r = |y|, θ =

y

|y|
,
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for some measure dµ(θ) on the sphere known as the spectral measure. This measure
is required to be finite and to satisfy a non-degeneracy assumption; see Section 2
for the details. The singularity at the origin of the kernel ν, which defines the
differential character of the operator, makes it of order α, like α derivatives. Observe
that condition (1.1) implies 0 < α < 2. We will restrict ourselves to the case of
several spatial dimensions, N ≥ 2, since the only stable operators in one dimension
are c(−∂2

xx)
α
2 .

When dµ(θ) = dθ we recover (a multiple of) the fractional Laplacian (−∆)
α
2 , the

best known case of an α-stable operator (stable operator of order α). The general
case is more involved since the operator may be:

• anisotropic, if µ is not rotationally invariant in y;
• rough, meaning that ν need not be smooth outside the origin y = 0.

In addition, the spectral measure may vanish in some directions and be singular
for others; this is the case, for instance, when L is the sum of fractional Laplacians
of order α of smaller dimensions, a well-known example of an anisotropic α-stable
operator. On the positive side we have the homogeneity of operators in this class,
which plays to our advantage.

Associated with the α-stable operator L we have the semilinear elliptic problem

(1.3) Lu = f(u) in Ω, u = 0 in Ωc = R
N \ Ω,

where Ω ⊂ RN is a bounded set. A case of special interest arises when the nonlin-
earity f(u) is critical in some sense related to the operator L; see below.

In principle, solutions to (1.3) need not have the required regularity for Lu to
be well defined. In particular the pointwise expression (1.1) makes sense only for
functions that do not grow too much at infinity and are Hölder continuous Cα+ε

for some ε > 0. We then have to work in general with weak solutions by using the
bilinear form

(1.4) E(u, v) =
1

2

∫

RN

∫

RN

(u(x) − u(x− y)) (v(x) − v(x − y)) ν(dy) dx,

defined for functions in the energy space

(1.5) X(Ω) =
{
u : RN → R measurable: u ≡ 0 on Ωc and E(u, u) < ∞

}
,

endowed with the norm ‖u‖X(Ω) = E(u, u)
1
2 . Under our assumptions on the spec-

tral measure, this norm is equivalent to the standard fractional Sobolev norm in
Ḣ

α
2 (RN ); see (2.3). Note that X(Ω) takes into account the (nonlocal) boundary

condition in problem (1.3).

Assuming the symmetry property

(1.6) dµ(θ) = dµ(−θ), θ ∈ S
N−1,

then

(1.7) E(u, v) =

∫

RN

Lu v for every u, v ∈ C∞
0 (RN ).

We then say that u ∈ X(Ω) is a (weak) solution to problem (1.3) if

E(u, ϕ) =

∫

Ω

f(u)ϕ for every ϕ ∈ X(Ω).
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Now, due to the compact embedding X(Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω) when r < 2∗α := 2N
N−α ,

existence of a solution to problem (1.3) follows by means of standard variational
techniques provided f is subcritical in the following sense,

(1.8) |f(u)| ≤ c(1 + |u|)γ , γ < p = 2∗α − 1 =
N + α

N − α
.

In fact the existence of a solution is equivalent to the existence of a solution for
a minimization problem, where compactness has a preeminent role. When N ≤ α
there is no critical exponent and the embedding is always compact. Note that in
our context we have N ≥ 2 > α.

On the other hand, it was proved in [14] by means of a Pohozaev identity that
problem (1.3) with L = (−∆)

α
2 has no positive solution if f(u) = uγ , γ ≥ p, and Ω

is star-shaped. Later a similar result was shown to hold also in the α-stable case;
see [15].

A natural question is whether a perturbation of the critical reaction may yield
existence of a solution, for instance for the problem

(1.9) Lu = up + λuq in Ω, u = 0 in Ωc, u > 0 in Ω,

where λ > 0 and q < p. This question was addressed for the local problem, where
L = −∆, and for all 0 < q < p in the classical papers [1, 5], and extended later to
the case L = (−∆)

α
2 in [2, 7, 16]. It has even been studied for the related case of

the so-called spectral fractional Laplacian, defined by means of the eigenvalues of
the Laplacian in Ω, in [3, 17]; see also [6].

For the critical exponent 2∗α we still have the inclusion X(Ω) →֒ L2∗α(Ω), which
follows from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev (HLS) inequality

(1.10) ‖u‖
Ḣ

α
2
≥ S‖u‖2∗α ,

but it is not compact. As shown in [5], lack of compactness can be circumvented in
perturbed critical cases like (1.9) if there is an extremal for the corresponding (HLS)
inequality. However, except in particular situations for which they are explicit,
proving the existence of an extremal already requires having some compactness,
which is not immediate in the whole space where concentration effects may occur.
In the outstanding series of works [8]–[11] P. L. Lions developed a general method,
based on what he named as concentration-compactness principle (CCP), to deal
with such problems. His papers include the case of the fractional Laplacian as well
as the p-fractional Laplacian.

In our case the operator is anisotropic, so extremals for the (HLS) inequality

(1.11) E(u, u) ≥ S‖u‖22∗α for every u ∈ Ḣ
α
2 (RN ),

S being the best constant (see (3.1)), are not expected to be radial, and there is no
hope to get them explicitly. Thus, in order to prove their existence we will follow
the approach of P. L. Lions, establishing the CCP.

The purpose of this work is to prove a CCP for α-stable operators, Theorem 3.1,
and then to apply it to show the existence of an extremal for inequality (1.11),
Theorem 4.5. Our results can be seen as a first step to study the perturbed prob-
lem (1.9), which will be the subject of a future work.

We remark that our proof of the CCP can be easily adapted to deal with opera-
tors having kernels which are comparable to the one of the fractional Laplacian in
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the following sense:

(1.12) ν(x, dy) =
a(x, y) dy

|y|N+α
, 0 < c1 ≤ a(x, y) ≤ c2 < ∞.

However, the existence of an extremal for (1.11) in the case of stable operators uses
in an essential way the homogeneity of the operator, and hence cannot be adapted
to general kernels of the form (1.12). On the other hand, in the frame of α-stable
processes the main issue to deal with relies on its anisotropic feature. To overcome
this, we provide a geometric result that gives an accurate decay of certain integrals
involving the measure µ.

Notation. Throughout the paper, the letters c, C denote generic positive constants;
BR(a) denotes the ball {x ∈ RN : |x − a| < R}, and BR = BR(0); the Lr-norms
are written as ‖ · ‖r, without specifying the domain when no confusion arises.

2. Preliminaries

We first show some properties of the bilinear form (1.4). Using Fourier Transform
we see that

E(u, u) =

∫

RN

m(ξ)|û(ξ)|2 dξ,

where

(2.1) m(ξ) = |ξ|αg(ξ/|ξ|), g(ζ) = cN,α

∫

SN−1

|ζ · θ|α dµ(θ),

for some constant cN,α > 0. Therefore m(ξ) is homogeneous. If µ is finite,
µ(SN−1) < ∞, and satisfies

(2.2) inf
ζ∈SN−1

∫

SN−1

|ζ · θ|α dµ(θ) ≥ c0 > 0,

we obtain also m(ξ) ∼ |ξ|α, from which we deduce the required equivalence

(2.3) E(u, u) ∼

∫

RN

|ξ|α|û(ξ)|2 dξ = ‖u‖2
Ḣ

α
2
.

By f ∼ g we understand that there exist two positive constants c1, c2 such that
c1 ≤ f/g ≤ c2.

When the spectral measure is uniform, dµ(θ) = γ dθ with γ > 0 a constant, we
have m(ξ) = cN,αγ|ξ|

α, and the operator reduces to a multiple of the fractional
Laplacian. But the class of stable operators is much more general, and includes, for
example, the relevant case in which L is the sum of fractional Laplacians of smaller
dimensions. A particular instance of such case is

L =

N∑

j=1

bj(−∂2
xjxj

)
α
2 ,

for which the spectral measure is dµ(θ) = 1
2c1,α

∑N
j=1 bj(δ(θ− ej) + δ(θ+ ej)), {ej}

being the canonical basis in R
N . This is in some sense the extreme case of spectral

measure, a sum of Dirac deltas. Here the multiplier is m(ξ) =
∑N

j=1 bj|ξj |
α.

We now define, for a measure ν, the ν–gradient

(2.4) Dνu(x) =

(
1

2

∫

RN

|u(x) − u(x− y)|
2
ν(dy)

)1/2

.
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If the measure corresponds to an α-stable process, this is written in terms of the
spectral measure as

Dνu(x) =
1

2

∫ ∞

0

∫

SN−1

|u(x) − u(x− rθ)|2 dµ(θ)
dr

r1+α
.

Observe that, by definition,

E(u, u) = ‖Dνu‖22.

The following scaling properties are straightforward.

Lemma 2.1. Let uτ (x) = u(x/τ), τ > 0. We have

Dνuτ (x) = τ−
α
2 Dνu(x/τ),

and as a consequence

‖Dνuτ‖2 = τ
N−α

2 ‖Dνu‖2, ‖Dνuτ‖ 2N
α

= ‖Dνu‖ 2N
α
.

Next lemma, whose proof is also standard, shows to be useful in later calculations.

Lemma 2.2. If u ∈ C2
c (RN ) then Dνu ∈ L∞(RN ) ∩ L2(RN ). Moreover

‖Dνu‖∞ ≤ C(‖u‖2∞ + ‖∇u‖2∞)1/2, ‖Dνu‖2 ≤ C(‖u‖22 + ‖∇u‖22)
1/2,

where C depends on the support of u.

Proof. Just decompose the integral defining Dνu into two parts, for small |y| and
large |y|. �

In particular this implies C2
c (Ω) ⊂ X(Ω).

As to the action of the bilinear form on a product we prove the following result.

Lemma 2.3. Let u, v ∈ Ḣ
α
2 (RN ). Then,

(2.5) E(uv, uv)
1
2 ≤

(∫

RN

|u|2|Dνv|2 dx

) 1
2

+

(∫

RN

|Dνu|2|v|2 dx

) 1
2

.

Proof. The proof uses Minkowski inequality and the symmetry condition (1.6),
(∫

RN

|Dν(uv)(x)|2 dx
) 1

2

=

(∫

RN

1

2

∫

RN

|u(x)v(x) − u(x− y)v(x− y)|
2
ν(dy) dx

) 1
2

≤

(
1

2

∫

RN

∫

RN

|u(x)(v(x) − v(x − y)) + v(x − y)(u(x) − u(x− y))|
2
ν(dy) dx

) 1
2

≤

(
1

2

∫

RN

∫

RN

|u(x)|2|v(x) − v(x − y)|2 ν(dy) dx

) 1
2

+

(
1

2

∫

RN

∫

RN

|v(x − y)|2|u(x) − u(x− y)|2ν(dy) dx

) 1
2

=

(∫

RN

|u(x)|2|Dνv(x)|2 dx

) 1
2

+

(∫

RN

|v(w)|2|Dνu(w)|2 dw

) 1
2

.
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�

In the last result in this preliminary section we control the L2-norm of func-
tions in Ḣ

α
2 (RN ) in a very precise way by interpolation, following ideas of [12,

Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.4. Let u ∈ Ḣ
α
2 (RN ) and R > 0. There exists a constant C > 0 such

that
∫

BR

|u|2 dx ≤ CRα

[
∫

B4R−B2R

|Dνu|2 dx +

(∫

B4R−B2R

|u|
N

N−α dx

)N−α
N

]

.

Proof. Exactly as in that paper we can obtain the estimate
∫

BR

|u|2 dx ≤ C

∫

B4R−B2R

(
Rα|Dνu|2 + |u|2

)
dx.

Now apply Hölder inequality to the integral of the second term. �

3. Concentration-compactness principle

In this section we prove a version of the CCP of P.L. Lions. We follow [10], but
we also use some ideas of the proof performed in [7] for the case of the fractional
p-Laplacian.

Consider the best constant of the (HLS) inequality,

(3.1)

S = inf
u∈Ḣ

α
2 (RN )

u6=0

E(u, u)

‖u‖22∗α

= inf

{

E(u, u) : u ∈ Ḣ
α
2 (RN ),

∫

RN

|u|2
∗

α dx = 1

}

.

Denote also M(RN ) the set of nonnegative finite Radon measures on RN .

Theorem 3.1. Let {uk}k∈N be a sequence in Ḣ
α
2 (RN ) such that uk ⇀ u in

Ḣ
α
2 (RN ) as k → ∞. Then there exist two measures ̺ and η, an at most countable

set I and positive numbers {̺i}i∈I , {ηi}i∈I such that

|Dνuk|
2dx

∗
⇀ η ≥ |Dνu|2dx +

∑

i∈I

ηiδxi in M(RN ),(3.2)

|uk|
2∗αdx

∗
⇀ ̺ = |u|2

∗

αdx +
∑

i∈I

̺iδxi in M(RN ),(3.3)

as k → ∞, where for every i ∈ I it holds

(3.4) S
1
2 ̺

1
2∗α

i ≤ η
1
2

i .

Moreover,

(3.5) lim
k→∞

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2dx = η(RN ) + η∞, lim

k→∞

∫

RN

|uk|
2∗αdx = ̺(RN ) + ̺∞,

with

η∞ = lim
R→∞

lim sup
k→∞

∫

|x|>R

|Dνuk|
2dx, ̺∞ = lim

R→∞
lim sup
k→∞

∫

|x|>R

|uk|
2∗αdx.



EXTREMALS IN HLS INEQUALITIES FOR STABLE PROCESSES 7

Proof. Step 1. We may assume u = 0; the general case follows, as in [10], from
Brezis-Lieb Lemma [4, Theorem 1].

Step 2. We show that the measures ̺ and η verify the reverse Hölder inequality

(3.6) S
1
2

(∫

RN

|ϕ|2
∗

α d̺

) 1
2∗α

≤

(∫

RN

|ϕ|2 dη

) 1
2

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (RN ).

Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (RN ). Then by the (HLS) inequality we get

S
1
2 ‖ϕuk‖2∗α ≤ E(ϕuk, ϕuk)

1
2 for every k ∈ N.

Since |uk|
2∗αdx

∗
⇀ ̺ as k → ∞, it follows that

(3.7) lim sup
k→∞

‖ϕuk‖2∗α =

(∫

RN

|ϕ|2
∗

α d̺

) 1
2∗α

.

By Lemma 2.3, for every k ∈ N it holds

E(ϕuk, ϕuk)
1
2 ≤

(∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνϕ|2 dx

) 1
2

+

(∫

RN

|ϕ|2|Dνuk|
2 dx

) 1
2

.

Now, since |Dνuk|
2dx

∗
⇀ η as k → ∞, we get

(3.8) lim sup
k→∞

∫

RN

|ϕ|2|Dνuk|
2 dx =

∫

RN

|ϕ|2 dη.

Therefore, to finish the proof of the reverse Hölder inequality, it remains to show
that

(3.9) lim sup
k→∞

∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνϕ|2 dx = 0.

Let R > 0 to be determined. Then,
∫

RN

u2
k|D

νϕ|2 dx =

∫

BR

|uk|
2|Dνϕ|2 dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

+

∫

Bc
R

|uk|
2|Dνϕ|2 dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

II

.

By using Hölder inequality with q =
2∗α
2 = N

N−α , q′ = N
α , (HLS) inequality and the

boundedness of {uk}k∈N in Ḣ
α
2 (RN ), we get

II ≤ ‖uk‖
2
2∗α

(
∫

Bc
R

|Dνϕ|
2N
α dx

) α
N

≤ C

(
∫

Bc
R

|Dνϕ|
2N
α dx

) α
N

→ 0,

as R → ∞ since Dνϕ ∈ L
2N
α (RN ). Choose then R > 2 large such that II < ε for

every k ∈ N.

Now, since H
α
2 (BR) →֒ L2(BR) compactly we have

I ≤ C

∫

BR

|uk|
2 dx → 0,

as k → ∞. That finishes the proof of (3.9). The reverse Hölder inequality (3.6)
follows from (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9).

Step 3. From (3.6) it follows exactly as in [10], that there exist a countable set I,
points {xi}i∈I ⊂ RN and positive numbers {ηi}i∈I , {µi}i∈I such that

(3.10) ̺ =
∑

i∈I

̺iδxi , η ≥
∑

i∈I

ηiδxi .
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Step 4. Fix i ∈ I, and without loss of generality assume xi = 0. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (RN )

be such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ(0) = 1 and suppϕ = B1, and consider the function
ϕε(x) = ϕ(x/ε) for 0 < ε < 1.

Proceeding in the same way as we did when proving the reverse Hölder inequality,
for every k ∈ N and 0 < ε < 1, we obtain for the product ϕεuk

S
1
2

(∫

RN

|ϕε|
2∗α d̺

) 2
2∗α

≤

(∫

RN

|ϕε|
2 dη

) 1
2

+

(∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνϕε|

2 dx

) 1
2

,

which gives

(3.11) S
1
2 ̺

1
2∗α

i ≤ (η (Bε))
1
2 +

(∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνϕε|

2 dx

) 1
2

.

From (3.10), it is clear that lim
ε→0

η (Bε) = ηi. Let us continue by proving that

(3.12) lim
ε→0

∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνϕε|

2 dx = 0.

For k > 0 large to be chosen we split the integral
∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνϕε|

2 dx =

∫

Bkε

|uk|
2|Dνϕε|

2 dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

A

+

∫

Bc
kε

|uk|
2|Dνϕε|

2 dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

B

,

and apply Hölder inequality to both integrals with the same exponents as before,
q = N

N−α , q
′ = N

α . Using Lemma 2.1 we get

A ≤ c

(∫

Bkε

|uk|
2N

N−α dx

)N−α
N
(∫

RN

|Dνϕε|
2N
α dx

) α
N

≤ c

(∫

Bkε

|uk|
2N

N−α dx

)N−α
N

.

It follows that lim
ε→0

A = 0 due to the fact that uk belongs to L
2N

N−α (RN ).

On the other hand,

B ≤ c

(∫

RN

|uk|
2N

N−α dx

)N−α
N

(
∫

Bc
kε

|Dνϕε|
2N
α dx

) α
N

= c

(
∫

Bc
k

|Dνϕ|
2N
α dx

) α
N

.

Therefore, taking k large we get B small, and then, for k fixed taking ε small we
obtain A + B small, so we conclude (3.12). This implies the desired relation (3.4).

Step 5. To see (3.5) we follow ideas from [7]. Let us consider a smooth function
Φ: [0,∞) → [0, 1] such that Φ = 0 in [0, 1] and Φ = 1 in [2,∞). Given R > 0,
define ΦR(x) = Φ(|x|/R).

We can rewrite, for k ∈ N and R > 0,

(3.13)

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2 dx =

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2Φ2

R dx +

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2(1 − Φ2

R) dx.

Notice that
∫

|x|>2R

|Dνuk|
2 dx ≤

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2Φ2

R dx ≤

∫

|x|>R

|Dνuk|
2 dx,

from where we deduce

(3.14) η∞ = lim
R→∞

lim sup
k→∞

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2Φ2

R dx.
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Analogously, we obtain

̺∞ = lim
R→∞

lim sup
k→∞

∫

RN

|uk|
2∗αΦ

2∗α
R dx.

Since 1 − ΦR is a smooth function with compact support, by Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem

lim
R→∞

lim
k→∞

∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2(1 − Φ2

R) dx = lim
R→∞

∫

RN

(1 − Φ2
R) dη = η(RN ).

This together with (3.13) and (3.14) yields the first part of (3.5). The second part
is completely analogous. �

4. Existence of an extremal for S

We recall the Dirichlet form E(u, u) for α-stable operators

E(u, u) =
1

2

∫

RN

∫ ∞

0

∫

SN−1

|u(x) − u(x− rθ)|2 dµ(θ)
dr

r1+α
dx.

Let t > 0 and 0 ≤ v ∈ L1(RN ) be such that ‖v‖1 = 1. We define the concentra-
tion function of v as

(4.1) Qv(t) = sup
y∈RN

∫

|x−y|<t

v(x) dx.

Notice that 0 ≤ Qv(t) ≤ 1 for every t > 0.

It will be most useful to recall the following key lemma [8, Lemma I.1], which
classifies all the possible reasons of lack of compactness when we work with a
sequence with fixed norm in L1(RN ).

Lemma 4.1 ([8]). Let {vk}k∈N ⊂ L1(RN ) be such that vk ≥ 0, ‖vk‖1 = 1. Then

there exists a subsequence {vkj}j∈N satisfying one of the three following possibilities:

(C) Compactness: there exists a sequence of points {yj}j∈N ⊂ RN such that the

family {vkj (· + yj)}j∈N is tight, that is,

∀ ε > 0, ∃R > 0 such that

∫

|x−yj|<R

vkj dx ≥ 1 − ε.

(V) Vanishing: lim
j→∞

Qvkj
(t) = 0, for every t > 0.

(D) Dichotomy: there exists a constant ̺ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for every ε > 0
there exist j0 ∈ N and non-negative functions v1j , v

2
j ∈ L1(RN ) such that

for every j ≥ j0,
‖vkj − (v1j + v2j )‖1 ≤ ε,

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

RN

v1j dx− ̺

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ε,

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

RN

v2j dx− (1 − ̺)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ε,

lim
j→∞

dist
(
supp v1j , supp v2j

)
= ∞.

We introduce the following notation, for γ > 0,

(4.2) Sγ = inf

{

E(u, u) : u ∈ Ḣ
α
2 (RN ),

∫

RN

|u|2
∗

α dx = γ

}

,

with S1 = S defined in (3.1).
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Lemma 4.2. With the previous notations it is Sγ = γ
N−α

N S for every γ ∈ (0, 1).
Moreover, S < Sγ + S1−γ for every γ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let u ∈ C∞
c (RN ) be such that

∫

RN |u|2
∗

α dx = 1. Then the function vγ(x) =

γ
1

2∗α u(x) satisfies
∫

RN |vγ |
2∗α dx = γ. Thus

Sγ ≤ E(vγ , vγ) = γ
N−α
N E(u, u).

By taking the infimum we get Sγ ≤ γ
N−α

N S. The reverse inequality is completely

analogous. Therefore Sγ = γ
N−α

N S. This gives

Sγ + S1−γ =
(

γ
N−α

N + (1 − γ)
N−α
N

)

S > S,

since φ(t) = t
N−α

N is strictly subadditive, that is, φ(a + b) < φ(a) + φ(b), for every
a, b > 0. �

To get rid of the dichotomy case for a minimizing sequence for the constant S
we introduce a geometric result. It is important due to the anisotropic character of
our ν-gradient.

Lemma 4.3. Let θ ∈ SN−1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every

s > 2 it holds
∣
∣{ξ ∈ S

N−1 : |sξ + rθ| < 1}
∣
∣ ≤

C

sN−1
.

Proof. By means of a rotation we may assume θ = e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0). Consider also
the spherical coordinates

ξ1 = cosϕ1,

ξ2 = sinϕ1 cosϕ2,

...

ξN−1 = sinϕ1 · · · sinϕN−2 cosϕN−1,

ξN = sinϕ1 · · · sinϕN−2 sinϕN−1,

where 0 ≤ ϕj ≤ π for 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 2, and 0 ≤ ϕN−1 ≤ 2π. The corresponding
Jacobian is

J = (sinϕ1)N−2 . . . (sinϕN−3)2 sinϕN−2 ≤ (sinϕ1)N−2.

Rewrite now the condition 1 > |sξ + rθ|2 = s2 + r2 + 2sr〈ξ, θ〉 as

cosϕ1 = 〈ξ, θ〉 <
1 − (s2 + r2)

2sr
≤ −

√

1 −
1

s2
.

This implies
π − ϕ1 < σ0 = arcsin(1/s) ≤ C/s.

Therefore
{
ξ ∈ S

N−1 : |sξ + rθ| < 1
}
⊂
{
ξ ∈ S

N−1 : π − σ0 < ϕ1 < π
}
.

Thus,
∫

SN−1

χ{ξ∈SN−1 : |sξ+re1|<1}(ξ) dξ ≤ 2πN−2

∫ π

π−σ0

(sinϕ1)N−2dϕ1 ≤
C

sN−1
.

�
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Proposition 4.4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every s > 2 it holds

(4.3)

∫

SN−1

(
∫ 2s

s
2

∫

SN−1

χ{|sξ+rθ|<1}(θ)dµ(θ)
dr

r1+α

)N
α

dξ ≤
C

s2N−1
.

Proof. By using Jensen inequality and Lemma 4.3, we calculate

∫

SN−1

(
∫ 2s

s
2

∫

SN−1

χ{|sξ+rθ|<1}(θ) dµ(θ)
dr

r1+α

)N
α

dξ

=
C

sN

∫

SN−1

(
∫ 2s

s
2

∫

SN−1

χ|sξ+rθ|<1}(θ) dµ(θ)
sαdr

r1+α

)N
α

dξ

≤
C

sN

∫

SN−1

∫ 2s

s
2

∫

SN−1

[
χ|sξ+rθ|<1}(θ)

]N
α dµ(θ)

sαdr

r1+α
dξ

=
C

sN−α

∫

SN−1

∫ 2s

s
2

∫

SN−1

χ|sξ+rθ|<1}(ξ) dξ
dr

r1+α
dµ(θ)

≤
C

sN−α

∫

SN−1

∫ 2s

s
2

1

sN−1

dr

r1+α
dµ(θ) =

C

s2N−1
.

�

We now prove the main result of this section, the existence of an extremal func-
tion for the constant S in the (HLS) inequality, see (3.1). We follow closely the
technique developed in [10, Theorem I.1].

Theorem 4.5. The constant S in (3.1) is attained, that is, there exists u∗ ∈

Ḣ
α
2 (RN ) such that E(u∗, u∗) = S‖u∗‖2∗α .

Proof. We prove that every minimizing sequence for S in Ḣ
α
2 (RN ) is relatively

compact up to a translation, which implies the existence of the extremal function
u∗. Let then {uk}k∈N ⊂ Ḣ

α
2 (RN ) be a sequence satisfying ‖uk‖2∗α = 1, ‖Dνuk‖

2
2 =

E(uk, uk) → S as k → ∞. The key part of the proof is to apply Lemma 4.1 to the
related sequence

ρk = |uk|
2∗α + |Dνuk|

2, ρ̃k =
ρk

‖ρk‖1
,

demonstrating that vanishing (V) and dichotomy (D) cannot occur, see [9, Theo-
rem I.2]. Observe that ‖ρk‖1 → 1 + S as k → ∞.

Vanishing. We can rescale {uk}k∈N, as follows, uR
k (x) = R

α−N
2 uk(x/R) with R > 0.

The rescaled sequence is still a minimizing sequence for S since

E(uR
k , u

R
k ) = E(uk, uk), ‖uR

k ‖2∗α = ‖uk‖2∗α = 1.

Notice that the concentration function associated with each |uR
k |

2∗α + |DνuR
k |

2 is

QR
k (t) = Qk

(
t

R

)

= sup
y∈RN

1

‖ρk‖1

∫

Bt/R(y)

[

|uk|
2∗α + |Dνuk|

2
]

dx.

Now we avoid vanishing by choosing a sequence {Rk}k∈N such that

(4.4) QRk

k (1) =
1

2
.
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Indeed, Qk is a non-decreasing continuous function with

Qk(0) = 0 and lim
t→∞

Qk(t) = 1,

so vanishing cannot occur.

Rename the sequence {uRk

k }k∈N verifying (4.4) as the new {uk}k∈N.

Dichotomy. In this case we can write for every k ∈ N, looking at the proof of [8,
Lemma I.1], uk = u1

k + u2
k + vk, with u1

k = ukξk, u
2
k = ukηk, where ξ, η ∈ C∞(RN )

are two cut-off functions such that

0 ≤ ξ, η ≤ 1, ξ = 1 if |x| ≤ 1, ξ = 0 if |x| ≥ 2, η = 1 if |x| ≥ 1, η = 0 if |x| ≤
1

2
.

Also, for a sequence {zk}k∈N ⊂ RN we consider

ξk(x) = ξ

(
x− zk
R1

)

, ηk(x) = η

(
x− zk
Rk

)

,

with R1 ≥ R0 fixed and Rk > 4R1 large. We have
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
¯̺−

∫

BR0 (zk)

(

|uk|
2∗α + |Dνuk|

2
)

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ε,(4.5)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

BRk
(zk)−BR0 (zk)

(

|uk|
2∗α + |Dνuk|

2
)

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ε,(4.6)

where ¯̺ ∈ (0, 1 + S), and the sequence of points {zk}k∈N is chosen so that

(4.7) ̺− ε <

∫

BR1(zk)

|u1
k|

2∗α dx < ̺ + ε, Qk(Rk) ≤ ¯̺+ ε,

for any ρ ∈ (0, 1) given.

We recall that ξk = ηk = 0 in BRk/2(zk) − B2R1(zk), so that there we have
vk = uk. Now we want to estimate

E(uk, uk) − E(u1
k, u

1
k) − E(u2

k, u
2
k) = A1 −A2 −A3 −A4,

where

A1 =

∫

RN

(1 − ξ2k − η2k)|Dνuk|
2 dx, A2 =

∫

RN

|uk|
2
(
|Dνξk|

2 + |Dνηk|
2
)
dx,

A3 =

∫

RN

T (ξk, uk)(x) dx, A4 =

∫

RN

T (ηk, uk)(x) dx,

with

T (w, z)(x) =

∫

RN

w(x + y)(z(x + y) − z(x)) z(x)(w(x + y) − w(x)) ν(x, dy).

We first observe that A1 ≥ 0. On the other hand, by Hölder inequality,

|A3| ≤

(
∫

BR1

|uk|
2|Dνξk|

2 dx

) 1
2 (∫

RN

|Dνuk|
2 dx

) 1
2

≤ C

(
∫

BR1

|uk|
2|Dνξk|

2 dx

) 1
2

,
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and analogously

|A4| ≤ C

(∫

RN

|uk|
2|Dνηk|

2 dx

) 1
2

,

so that |A3| + |A4| ≤ CA
1
2
2 . Hence, it only remains to estimate A2. We have

A2 =

(
∫

BR0(zk)

+

∫

BRk
(zk)−BR0 (zk)

+

∫

Bc
Rk

(zk)

)

|uk|
2
(
|Dνξk|

2 + |Dνηk|
2
)
dx

= A2,1 + A2,2 + A2,3.

For A2,1, notice that using the properties of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we have

|Dνξk|
2 + |Dνηk|

2 ≤
1

Rα
1

|Dνξ|2 +
1

Rα
k

|Dνη|2 ≤ C.

Then applying Lemma 2.4 we obtain the estimate

A2,1 ≤CRα
0

[ ∫

B4R0 (zk)−B2R0 (zk)

|Dνuk|
2 dx

+
( ∫

B4R0 (zk)−B2R0(zk)

|u|
2N

N−α dx
)N−α

N
]

≤ C(ε + ε
N−α
N ),

since B4R0(zk) −B2R0(zk) ⊂ BRk
(zk) −BR0(zk).

As to A2,2, using again the cited Lemmas we have ‖Dνξk‖ 2N
α

+ ‖Dνηk‖ 2N
α

≤ C.

Thus, applying Hölder inequality and (4.6) we obtain

A2,2 ≤ C

(
∫

BRk
(zk)−BR0(zk)

|uk|
2N

N−α dx

)N−α
N (

‖Dνξk‖
2
2N
α

+ ‖Dνηk‖
2
2N
α

)

≤ Cε
N−α
N .

For A2,3 we apply Hölder inequality and the fact that ‖uk‖2∗α = 1 to get

A2,3 ≤ C

(
∫

Bc
Rk

(zk)

|Dνξk|
2N
α + |Dνηk|

2N
α dx

) α
N

.
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Now we estimate the last term, where the geometric result, Proposition 4.4, enters.
∫

Bc
Rk

(zk)

|Dνξk|
2N
α dx

=

∫ ∞

Rk

sN−1

∫

SN−1

[
∫

SN−1

∫ 2s

s
2

∣
∣
∣
∣
ξ

(
s

R1
φ−

r

R1
θ

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dµ(θ)
dr

rα+1

]N
α

dφds

≤ C

∫ ∞

Rk

sN−1

∫

SN−1

[
∫

SN−1

∫ 2s

s
2

χ{

| s
2R1

φ+ r
2R1

θ|<1
}(θ) dµ(θ)

dr

rα+1

]N
α

dφds

≤
C

RN
1

∫ ∞

Rk

sN−1

∫

SN−1

[
∫

SN−1

∫ s
R1

s
4R1

χ{

| s
2R1

φ+ρθ|<1
}(θ) dµ(θ)

dρ

ρα+1

]N
α

dφds

≤ C

∫ ∞

Rk

tN−1

∫

SN−1

[
∫

SN−1

∫ 2t

t
2

χ{|tφ+ρθ|<1}(θ) dµ(θ)
dρ

ρα+1

]N
α

dφdt

≤ C

∫ ∞

Rk

tN−1 1

t2N−1
dt =

C

RN−1
k

,

for k ≥ k0. Analogously,
∫

Bc
Rk

(zk)

|Dνηk|
2N
α dx ≤

C

RN−1
k

,

so that A2,3 ≤ Cε. In summary |A2| + |A3| + |A4| ≤ δ(ε) → 0. Therefore we
conclude

S = lim
k→∞

E(uk, uk) ≥ lim inf
k→∞

[
E(u1

k, u
1
k) + E(u2

k, u
2
k)
]
− δ(ε)

≥ S lim inf
k→∞

[

(‖u1
k‖

2∗α
2∗α

)
N−α

N + (‖u2
k‖

2∗α
2∗α

)
N−α

N

]

− δ(ε)

≥ S
(

(̺− ε)
N−α
N + (1 − ̺− ε)

N−α
N

)

− δ(ε)

−→
ε→0

S
(

̺
N−α
N + (1 − ̺)

N−α
N

)

> S

for every 0 < ρ < 1. We get a contradiction and dichotomy cannot occur.

Finally, compactness (C) occurs, that is, there exists a sequence {yk}k∈N such
that ũk(x) = uk(x− yk) is a minimizing sequence of (4.2) verifying

∀ε > 0 ∃R > 0 s.t.

∫

BR(yk)

|ũk|
2∗α dx ≥ 1 − ε.

Let us rename again {ũk}k∈N as {uk}k∈N, and let u be the weak limit of {uk}k∈N

in Ḣ
α
2 (RN ), L2∗α(RN ). We prove by contradiction that u 6≡ 0. In fact assuming

u ≡ 0, and applying Theorem 3.1, we obtain that, up to taking a subsequence,
there exist measures η, ̺ such that

(4.8) |Dνuk|
2dx

∗
⇀ η ≥

∑

i∈I

ηiδxi in M(RN ),
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(4.9) |uk|
2∗αdx

∗
⇀ ̺ =

∑

i∈I

̺iδxi in M(RN ),

as k → ∞, and for every i ∈ I it holds

(4.10) S
1
2 ̺

1
2∗α

i ≤ η
1
2

i .

where xi ∈ RN , ̺i, ηi are positive constants, and the set I is at most countable.

Observe that from (4.9), (4.10), and (4.8), we get

̺(RN )
N−α
2N =

∑

i∈I

̺i
N−α
2N ≤ S− 1

2

∑

i∈I

η
1
2

i ≤ S− 1
2 η(RN )

1
2 .

Moreover, thanks to (4.9), (4.10), and (4.8) a reverse Hölder inequality is satisfied,
see (3.6). Hence, by [10, Lemma I.2], the set I reduces to a single point x0 ∈ RN ,

and ̺ = ζδx0 = (ζ
N−α
N S)−1η, for some non-negative constant ζ > 0. Moreover,

with the relations above we can prove ζ ≥ 1.

Now, from (4.4), we know that

1

2
= Qk(1) ≥

∫

B1(x0)

|uk|
2∗α dx.

Taking the limit, we obtain

1

2
≥ ̺(B1(x0)) = ζδx0(B1(x0)) = ζ ≥ 1,

which is a contradiction. So that, u 6≡ 0.

Let us show that uk → u strongly in L2∗α(RN ) as k → ∞. From the previous

step we know that β :=
∫

RN |u|2
∗

α dx ∈ (0, 1]; the goal is to prove β = 1. Assuming
β < 1, and applying Theorem 3.1, we to obtain

(4.11)
∑

i∈I

̺i = 1 − β > 0,

∫

RN

|Dνu|2 dx = E(u, u) ≤ S −
∑

i∈I

ηi.

Then by (4.10), again the strict subadditivity of the power t
N−α

N , and recalling
Lemma 4.2, we get

Sβ ≤ E(u, u) ≤ S −
∑

i∈I

ηi ≤ S

(

1 −
∑

i∈I

̺
N−α
N

i

)

< S

(

1 −
∑

i∈I

̺i

)N−α
N

= S(1 − (1 − β))
N−α

N = Sβ ,

which is a contradiction. We conclude the convergence in norm, which together
with the weak convergence gives uk → u strongly in L2∗α(RN ) as k → ∞, and u is
the desired minimizer. �
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