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Abstract

We establish three families of Sobolev trace inequalities of orders two and four in the unit
ball under higher order moments constraint, and are able to construct smooth test functions
to show all such inequalities are almost optimal. Some distinct feature in almost sharpness
examples between the fourth order and second order Sobolev trace inequalities is discovered.
This has been neglected in higher order Sobolev inequality case in [21]. As a byproduct, the
method of our construction can be used to show the sharpness of the generalized Lebedev-
Milin inequality under constraints.
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1 Introduction

The study of optimal constants in the Sobolev trace inequality has a long history. The purpose
of this paper is to study three new families of Sobolev trace inequalities in the unit ball, under
constraint of higher order moments with respect to the standard volume element on its boundary,
and give examples to show these inequalities are almost optimal. Such optimal constants are in
connection with the cubature formulas on spheres. We expect that such almost sharp inequalities
will bring us more interesting applications to geometric problems in the future.

We would like to give a brief survey on the history of Sobolev trace inequalities in the unit
ball. For n > 2 and m € N, we define

P, = {all polynomials on R" with degree at most m},

P = {p € Pm;/ pdpgn—1 = 0} :
Sn—l

For the second order Sobolev trace inequality in the unit disk, Lebedev-Milin [23] established
the following inequality in 1951.

Theorem 1 (Lebedev-Milin). For f € C°°(S'), let u be a smooth extension of f to the unit disk

B2, then
1 ; 1 ) 1
log | — [ eldus | < — |[Vul*de + — [ fdus:. (1)
271' st 47T B2 27T st

The generalization of Lebedev-Milin inequality was first proved in 1988 by Osgood-Phillips-
Sarnak [29] for the first order moment and later extended by Widom [33] to all higher order
moments.

Theorem 2 (Osgood-Phillips-Sarnak & Widom). Let f € C°(S!) satisfy fSl efpdugt = 0 for
allp € Prn, and u be a smooth extension of f to the unit disk B? , then

1 1 1
1 — | <—— 2dz + — dpgt. 2
8 (271' /Sl ° NSI) dm(m + 1) /Bz Vul*de + 27 /Sl fdug: @

In higher dimension n > 3, Beckner [4] proved a sharp Sobolev inequality in the unit ball B™
with boundary S~



Theorem 3 (Beckner). Letn > 3and 1 < q < n/(n — 2), then for all u € H'(B"), there holds

2
-1 a+1
\S"*1|Z? </S » ”U,‘q+1dugn1> "< (q— 1)/ ]Vu\de—i-/S » wrdpgn-1,  (3)

where |S"~| denotes the volume of the standard unit sphere S"~ 1.
Forn > 3and 1 < ¢ < n/(n — 2), we define

q—1
c(n,q) = —T
|Sn—1] e+

and for all w € H'(B") with u # 0 on S 1,

(g —1) [ IVuPdz + [g w?dpgn—

= 5 .
(Jonr ultH dprgnnr) =

In the critical case ¢ = n/(n — 2), Escobar [15] employed the Obata type argument to char-
acterize all positive minimizers of the above functional F,; Y. Y. Li -Zhu [25] applied the method
of moving spheres to classify all positive critical points of the Euler-Lagrange equation of F; see
also Y. Y. Li-Zhang [24]. In the subcritical case ¢ € (1,n/(n — 2)), Guo-Wang [20] recently
proved a Liouville type theorem for the Euler-Lagrange equation of £,.

Following an argument in Aubin’s book [3, pp.61-63], we can prove the following Sobolev
trace inequality under the vanishing first order moment of the boundary volume element (see
Chang-Xu-Yang [11, Inequality (2.5) or Lemma 2.3]): Letn > 3 and 1 < ¢ < n/(n —2), for any
0 <e < landanyu € H'(B") with

Eqlu]

2(n—1) .
1 xi|ul "2 dugn-1 =0, 1<i<n,
Sn—

then there exists a positive constant C, such that

2
g+l T i 2 2 -
|u| T dpgn—1 <c(n,q) (297 +¢ |Vu|*dz + C; u’dpgn—1.  (4)
Sn—1 Bn Sn—1

The above inequality has applications to the prescribed boundary mean curvature problem in B™.
For instance, given 0 < h € C™(S"!) with maxgn—1 f/ mings—1 f < 21/G=2) and 2 < ¢ <
n/(n — 2), let u, be a positive smooth minimizer of

inf Jon |VulPdz + 252 [5, uPdpgn-s

in

S A T

i

where
Sl = {u € Hl(B”);/
S

The above inequality (4) plays a central role in deriving a key estimate, the lower bound of
[|tg]|2(sn-1), in the subcritical approximations method; see [11].

zlu/" ' dpgn-1 =0 and / hlu|"  dugn-—1 = 1} :
S§n—1

n—1

3



In a celebrated paper of Ache-Chang [1], authors proved the fourth order sharp Sobolev trace
inequalities in B* and B" for n > 5, which are natural counterparts of Lebedev-Milin and Beckner
inequalities, respectively. For readers’ convenience, we restate Ache-Chang sharp Sobolev trace
inequalities as follows.

Theorem 4 (Ache-Chang). Let f € C*°(S" 1) and n > 5. Suppose u is a smooth extension of f
to B™ which satisfies Neumann boundary condition

ou _n—4

or 2

f on S" 71,

where Oy is the outward unit normal derivative on S" L. Then

n
2(n—1) n—1
s 17 ([ 15 )
Snfl

< / (Au)?dz + 2 / IV f12. -1 dpgn + by, / Fdugn-1, 5)
n Snfl Snfl

where ¢, = n(n — 2)(n —4)/4 and b, = n(n — 4)/2. Moreover, equality holds if and only
if u is the biharmonic extension of f.,(x) = c|1 — zo - 2| *=™/2 on S*=1, also satisfying the
above Neumann boundary condition, where ¢ € R,zg € B". In particular, if f = 1, then
w(x) =1+ (n—4)(1 - |z]?) /4,2 € B~

Theorem 5 (Ache-Chang). Given f € C™(S?), let u be a smooth extension of f to B* coupled
with zero Neumann boundary condition, that is

%:0 on S°.

Then with f := [ fdpgs /(272), there holds

1 3(f~F) 3 / 2 / 2
< . .
log (2 5 /83 e dugs | < 1672 | [ (Au)*dz + 2 g |V flssdpss (6)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if u is a biharmonic extension of some function f,,(x) =
—log |1—2p-z|+C on S, and satisfies zero Neumann boundary condition, where zo € B* C € R.

In 2019, Chang-Hang [10] initiated a study on Moser-Trudinger-Onofri inequalities under
higher order moments constraint, which are similar improvements of (1) or (2). Subsequently,
Hang-Wang [22] made an extension of Sobolev inequality for functions in WP(S") with 1 <
p < n under the same constraint.

In this paper, we continue with an effort for Sobolev trace inequalities in the unit ball un-
der higher order moments constraint and establish three families of almost sharp Sobolev trace
inequalities.

To continue, we need to set up some notations. For 0 < 6 < 1, as in [22] we define

M (S"‘l) :{V; v is a probability measure on S* ! supported on



{&;i € N} s.t. /

: 71pd1/:0, Vpeﬁm}

and
©(m,0,n — 1) =inf { ny; v e M, (S"!) is supported on {&} C S,
i
v (&N |,

Indeed, it has been proved by Putterman [30, Proposition 3.1] that ©(m, 6, n — 1) can only be
achieved by a Dirac probability measure supported on finitely many points. This directly implies
that the infimum for ©(m, 6, n — 1) is a minimum, which can follow from [30, Corollary 3.2]) or
the proof of Proposition 4 below implicitly. Moreover, some known exact values of ©(m, 0, n—1)
are 9(1,0,n—1) = 2'"%and ©(2,0,n—1) = (n+1)'~? by Hang-Wang [22] and ©(3,0,n—1) =
(2n) 1-0 by Putterman [30, Theorem 5.1], whose method is related to the idea of deriving cubature
formulas, such as the technique of reproducing kernels on spheres, etc.

We first state the second order Sobolev trace inequality in higher order moments case, which
is a natural generalization of Beckner inequality.

Theorem 6. Letn > 3,m € Nand 1 < ¢ < n/(n — 2), then for any u € H'(B") with
/ plulTdpgn-1 =0 @)
S§n—1

forallp € 707m, and for any € > 0 we distinguish it into two cases:

(i) when1 < q < n/(n — 2), there exists a positive constant Ce such that

2
lu|?t1d A |Vu|?dz + C. U 2d 1;
_— Hsn— N Hsn—1;

(ii)) when g = n/(n — 2), there exists a positive constant C, such that

2(n—1) "Z:?
([ e s
Sn 1
c(n, =2
< ( —— ) +e / \Vu|2d9:—|—C€/ udpgn-1, 8)
@(m n_1°’ n — ].) n sn—1
where )
(n, — n=2
c(n, =
n—2 |Sn—1|ﬁ

The proof of Theorem 6, as well as Theorems 7 and 8 below, relies on a modified compactness
and concentration argument of Lions. One of our main advances is the use of conic way to connect
a Borel measure in the ball with a Borel measure on the sphere for the deduction of concentration
compactness principle in this setting; see the proof of Lemma 1 for example.

Moreover, we can show that the number c¢(n, —25)/0(m n— 1) in (8) is almost optimal.

' n—2 ’n 1’



Proposition 1. Ifn > 3, m € N and there exist a,b € R such that

2(n—1) % 9 9
(/ |u| 72 d,usn1> < a/ |Vul dx—l—b/ u*dpgn-1 )
S§n—1 B S§n—1

for any u € H'(B"™) with

2(n—1) °
/ plul =2 dpgn—1 =0, V' p € P, (10)
Sn—l
then "
cn, ~—
a > ( _’; 3) .
O(m,=t,n—1)

Next we transfer to the other two families of fourth order Sobolev trace inequalities under
constraints.

Theorem 7. Suppose n > 5,m € N and for any ¢ > 0 and any f € C*°(S"~1) with

2(n—1)
plfI 7=+ dugn-1 =0
Sn—1
for all p € Py, then there exists a positive constant C such that

2(n—1) %
/_1 LI dpgn—

) +e> / (Au)? dz + C. (IVfl3aor + b f?) dugn—1, (11
n — 1) n gn—1

n—1°

N
—
3
E
e
3

where u is an H*(B™) norm extension of f and satisfies the Newumann boundary condition

ou  n—4 el
=3 f on S (12)
and
n(n —4) 4

n(n — 2)(n — 4)|Sr=1 7T

For non-vanishing Neumann (precisely, Robin) boundary condition (12), our conic proof of
Theorem 7 has some advantage and thus sounds interesting to readers.
As in [10] we define

Nm(Snfl)
:{NEN;Hxl,-'- ,zn € S" L and vy,--- vy € [0,00)

N N
with Zyizl and Zyip(:l:i):(), Vpeﬁm}.

i=1 =1



The smallest number in N, (S*1) is denoted as N, (S 1), i.e. Nppp(S?71) = min N, (S™71).
Moreover, Chang-Hang gave an elementary proof in [10] to show that N,,,(S!) = m + 1 for all
m € Nand Ni(S?) = 2, No(S?) = 4. Later Hang [21] extended to prove N1(S"!) = 2 and
No(S"™1) = n + 1 for all n > 2. Lower bounds of N,,(S"!) can be found in Dai-Xu’s book
[13, Theorems 6.1.2 and 6.1.4] (see also Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel [14] in 1977):

Ny (SP71) > C’TTLL:L% + 0211%72 if m is even;

13
Np(S™h > 202:11+m,1 if m is odd. (13)

2

Besides [21], some examples meeting the above lower bounds, called “tight m-spherical designs”
in [14], can help us to derive other exact values of Nm(S”_l); see also [5, 6, 7]. In particular,
N3(S"~1) = 2n by virtue of Lemma 5. The exact value of N,,(S"~!) is intimately related to
cubature formulas on spheres; see [13, Chapter 6], [28] etc.

Theorem 8. Given f € C™(S?), suppose u is a smooth extension of f to B* which also satisfies
zero Neumann boundary condition. Assume that f satisfies fS3 pedlduss = 0 for all p € Py, with
some m € N, then for any € > 0, there exists a positive constant C, such that

1 [ ayr
log <2W2 /Sse f f)dl@)
3 ) ,
<l —
= (16W2Nm(83) ”) [/34 (Au) dx+2/83 Wf|§3dﬂs3} +Ce, (14)

where [ = [ fduss/(2m?).

Since there exist several more challenging obstructions in addition to the second order case,
almost sharpness examples for the fourth order Sobolev trace inequalities become more subtle and
interesting. At the same time, without the second order example, the ones for fourth order case
are impossible to appear.

Proposition 2. Suppose n > 5, m € N and there exist a,b € R such that

2(n—1) 27:411
/ |fI7=% dpgn—
S§n—1

<a/ (Au)?dz + b (IV flgn-1dpgn—1 + bn f?) dpign-1
n Snfl

for any v € H?(B") satisfying

2(n—1) o
/S 71p\f| =1 dpgn-1 =0 Vp€E Pnm,

coupled with boundary conditions:

ou n—4 el
u=f, % =3 f on S".




Then
a(n)
O(m, %7” -1)

az

with
4

n(n —2)(n — 4)|Sn=1|7=1

a(n) =

For the construction of examples in Propositions 1 and 2, the following fact is enough to our
use: The number ©(m, §,n — 1) is achieved by some v = 31| 136, € M, (S* 1) for some
N > N, (S"1).

Proposition 3. Suppose there exist a,b € R such that for all w € H?(B*) satisfying boundary
conditions:

u = f, %:0 on S?,

and fS3 pe3fdugs = 0 forall p € Py withm € N, we have

1 _F
log <27r2/ e ﬁd;@g) <a [/ (Au)* dz + 2/ |Vf’§3duga] +0b,
58 B4 58

where f = (2n2)~! [o5 fdpgs. Then

3
L —
“Z 1672N,,(S?)

As have shown before, optimal constants are related to two numbers ©(m,0,n — 1) and
N, (S™~1). Furthermore, it is of independent interest that a natural relationship between these
two numbers has been discovered.

Proposition 4. Forn > 2 and all m € N, there holds

éi\n% O(m,0,n — 1) = N, (S*™h).

Compared with Chang-Hang [10] and Hang-Wang [22], some additional difficulties arise from
compact manifolds with boundary and high order of conformally covariant operators. The follow-
ing are the novelties of our constructions. First, we introduce a union of finitely many conic
annuli UfilAg(xi) (see (24) for the definition and Figure 3 (a) for example) to isolate the dom-
inated terms, which contribute to the sharp constant, and its complement in B™ controls higher
order terms with delicate computations and observations. Second, the Neumann boundary con-
ditions are of geometric favor, arising from conformally covariant boundary operator P§, GJMS
operator of order three. As the involved operator is fourth order, precisely, the Paneitz operator,
we need to make an appropriate correction to the test function like the second order one such that
the new test function satisfies Neumann boundary condition. Third, since the extremal metric in
Ache-Chang’s sharp Sobolev trace inequalities of order four in [1] is not the flat metric, but “the
adapted metric”, first introduced by Case-Chang [9], this forces us to know the exact geometric
local bubbles, which are resolved in Section 2. In dimension n > 5, a further correction is still
needed to the geometric local bubble to ensure that the new local bubble satisfies the Neumann



boundary condition and controls higher order terms. By the way, the local bubble for the second
order case is well-known in the study of boundary Yamabe problem. Geometric intuitions play
an important role in all constructions. Finally, in contrast to the example for n > 5, we soon
realize that the Chang-Hang type estimate [10, (3.12)]" is not enough in dimension four. When-
ever we struggled in this optimal constant, a geometric intuition/Branson’s intuitive proof always
indicates that such an example should be there. That is exactly our motivation for improving the
Chang-Hang type estimate. Such an essential improvement rescues us from above dilemma. We
eventually achieve this goal in Section 5.2.1. This also demonstrates one of main differences of
higher order Sobolev trace inequality from the second order one.”

To the best knowledge of authors, almost sharp examples in this paper seem to be the first
ones of fourth order Sobolev trace inequalities.

To demonstrate the relationships among these Sobolev trace inequalities in the unit ball, we
draw a diagram for readers’ convenience.

L Ache-Chang ineq.: | Chen-Wei-Wu ineq.
' 4t order, n = 4 - & Example

A

E Lebedev-Milin ineq.: - Osgood-Phillips-

' ond order, n = 2 ~| Sarnak&Widom ineq.
5 A

E Branson,

E Beckner ineq.: | Chen-Wei-Wu ineq.
' 2nd order, n > 3 - & Example

: M

! Ache-Chang ineq.: .| Chen-Wei-Wu ineq.
' 4™ order, n > 5 - & Example

1
______________ 1Branson

Figure 1: Sharpness vs Almost Sharpness

Here, “Branson” means Thomas P. Branson’s intuitive proof: dimension continuity argument

'The estimate (3.12) is also crucial in the Chang-Hang’s example. At first glance, it sounds very tough to be
improved. Fortunately, a clever observation on P, in Proposition 6 motivates us to achieve this goal for all m € Nin
Proposition 7.

2 After the completion of our examples, we look back to the example for higher order Sobolev inequality in [21,
p-21]. We do not know how to construct the example as the author advised in [21] without our new type estimate as in
Proposition 7.



and the Widom (called Osgood-Phillips-Sarnak for m = 1) inequality is also sharp.

We outline a unified approach to our constructions for fourth order Sobolev trace inequalities
in three steps. Step 1, a localized analysis in the conic annulus As(z;) together with “a local
bubble” ¢. ; is used to find the restriction of the test function to the boundary, say, v, satisfying
higher order moments constraint. Step 2, find a natural way to extend v to a global function u in
B™ for n > 4, satisfying the Neumann boundary condition in the following ways.

* For n > 5, we denote the test function by

2(n—1) 2(n—1)

u n—4 —=qp n—4 +(1—T)§(x)7 r = ’w‘,m’GEn,

where 1 — 7 is exactly the boundary defining function. Again the Neumann boundary con-
dition (12) enables us to obtain the exact expression of g.

* For n = 4, with delicate selections of suitable cut-off functions and the ‘nice’ properties of
the “local bubble” ¢. ;, we find the scheme used in the second order case still valid in this
case except for an improved Chang-Hang type estimate.

Step 3, delicate calculations and deep insights are employed to capture optimal constants and to
control higher order terms. We shall convince geometric intuitions through an analytic way.

The following is the organization of this paper. In Section 2, we revisit Ache-Chang’s elegant
proof to understand “local bubbles” and their ‘nice’ geometric properties in the viewpoint of con-
formal geometry. In Section 3, we prove the second order Sobolev trace inequality and give an
example of precise test functions to show the almost sharpness. A proof of Proposition 4 is also
presented there. In Section 4.1, we adapt our conic proof to the fourth order Sobolev trace inequal-
ity for n > 5. In Section 4.2, we complete the construction of our example for n > 5 and thus
finish the proof of Proposition 2. Section 5 is devoted to the fourth order Sobolev trace inequality
established in Section 5.1 and the four dimensional example. In Section 5.2.1, we give an ele-
mentary proof of the exact value of N3(S"~!) and establish an improvement of the Chang-Hang
type estimate, which enables us to construct an example to complete the proof of Proposition 3 in
Section 5.2.2. In Appendix A, we employ an example to show the sharpness of Widom inequality
as a warm-up of the four dimensional example, which is a subtle case as we know.

2 Geometric interpretations of local bubbles

Before presenting our concrete constructions of test functions, we think it important to describe
geometric ideas behind them, as it will be a long journey.

As we have pointed out before, the local bubble in the second order is originated from the
study of boundary Yamabe problem. Precisely, the bubble function is the conformal factor of
a conformal metric in the class of the flat metric in upper half-space, which is scalar-flat with
positive constant boundary mean curvature. So, we only focus on the ones associated to the fourth
order Sobolev trace inequalities.

The Paneitz operator on a smooth Riemannian manifold (M, ¢) of dimension n > 3 is defined
by

n—

2

4
P = A2+ 6,(4Ag — (n —2)Jy9)(V-,") + Q7

10



where 4, is the divergent operator, A, = ﬁ[Ricg — %g], Ry is the scalar curvature, J, =
try(Ay) and QY is the Q-curvature

n
Qi =—-0gJy+ Zng - 2|Ag’?1-

It is well-known that P§ is conformally covariant in the sense that if we let § = ut/ (=Yg ¢ [g]
for n > 5, then for all vp € C>°(M),

ntd =
w4 P = P (uw)) = A(uw)
and if we let § = e?“g for n = 4, then Pf = e—4upi7 and
Plu+ Q4 = Qle*.

Since our construction is of not only analytic but also geometric favors, it sounds important
to grasp some key ideas in Ache-Chang’s elegant proof. It will enable us to discover “a local
bubble” naturally associated to “the adapted metric” in B™:

1 af?

g = e27(@) |d:v|2 with  7(x) 5

and n =4

and
n—4

2

These correspond to the extremal metrics in Ache-Chang’s Sobolev trace inequality of order four
in [1, Theorem B] and [1, Theorem A], respectively. Moreover, the adapted metric g* satisfies the
following properties (cf. a particular case of [1, Proposition 2.1], and first shown by Case-Chang
[9] on a Poincaré-Einstein manfiold):

° C?i ::O;

« S"~1 = OB" is totally geodesic with respect to g* and g* = ggn-1 on S 1;

g* = (z) "3 |dz|? with  ¥(z) =1+

7(z) and n > 5.

e Let Py = P3§"_1 = (B — 1)B(B + 1) be the fractional GIMS operator defined in [1, (4.1)]

with
—9)2
B= \/_ASnl + ("4)

and its associated ()-curvature

gn—1 2 n(n —2)
= P3(1) = ——=.
Then
1 * n—4 ®
SEGU = [ fPfdoy — " QY f*do,
Snfl Snfl
nn—2)(n—4
S§n—1 S§n—1

11



We give a brief summary on Ache-Chang’s proof: Authors started with the following energy
identity

0= [ UsP{ Udy = Bilg") U} + I(6") U

for all Uy satisfying

P U =0 in B";

o, ! on 5 (1)
L —o on S 1

Ovge

where v+ is the outward unit normal with respect to the metric g* on S"~1. Here

Eo)U = [ [AgUp? = WAy — (0= 2)po9") (VU7 VUp)] iy

B

and J(g*)[Uy] is the boundary terms arising from the integration by parts.
It follows from conformal invariance property of P49 " that if n > 5, then for all u € C° (W),

P = P (w) = A ()
and if n = 4, then Py = =47 PJ"" = ¢=47 A2, This together with (15) indicates

e If n > 5, then

A% (Uyp) =0 in B
WUy = f on §"L; (16)
BOg?[ﬂ]f) :—n;4f on S* L
e If n =4, then
A2Uf =0 in B™;
g{]: f on §"; (17)
a—rf =0 on S"1.

Direct consequences of (16) and (17) are

_ 2 ﬁ . 8(¢Uf)
0= [ 18@UpPas+ [ pawU s - [ S AU s

= / |A@WUp)2dz + J(go)[Uy]

for n > 5; and
0
0= / (AU;)da + / o AUpdugn-1 = / (AU + J(g0)[U]
n Sn—l n

12



forn = 4.

One of key ingredients in Ache-Chang’s proof is to calculate the exact expression of boundary
term J(g*)[Uy] at the cost of lengthy computations. Finally, a bridge to Ache-Chang’s sharp
Sobolev trace inequalities is the following Beckner’s sharp Sobolev inequalities (see [4] or [,
Theorem 4.2]):

e If n > 5, then for all f € C°(S"~1),

n—4
n(n —2)(n —4) 1 2(n—1) =1 1
3 |SN—1‘ - ‘f‘ n—4 dugn—l < W - fpgfd/,bgn—l.

s If n = 4, then for all f € C>(S?),

1 F 3
1 = 3(f-Hq < / P fd
0g (27T2 /836 3 82 S3f 5 fdpgs

where f = (2m%) 7! [, fduss.

With the help of differences of J(¢g*)[U¢] — J(g0)[vUy] forn > 5 and J(g*)[U¢] — J(g0)[Uy] for
n = 4, respectively, authors obtained the desired assertions, see [1, Theorems A and B].

From the viewpoint of conformal geometry, we collect some elementary facts together, which
stimulate us to find aforementioned “local bubbles” .

« Forn > 2,let F : (B",|dz|?) — (R%,|dz|?) be an inversion with respect to the sphere
B]B%%(—en) with radius v/2 and center at —e,,, that is,

2(x +ep)

= F(z) = —
z (.’L‘) en ’x Cn‘Q 9
then F'is a conformal map with property that

2
(14 2n)% + |27

2
F(|dz[?) = ( ) dz|? :=U(2)"7 |dzf2, 2= (¢, 2n) € R

¢ Notice that
4 ~ 4
Fu(yp7=1|d2|*) = ¢(2)71|dz|?

with

- n—4 2z
P(z) = [1—1— SRR SN EIE U(z).

For € > 0, by scalings we define

13



* Combining Case [8, Corollary 5.2] and Ache-Chang [1, Theorem 4.2 (b)], we can imme-
diately obtain the following sharp Sobolev trace inequality H(R") — H¥2(R"1) —
L2n=1)/(n=4)(Rn=1) : Forall u € C° (R%) with 8, u = 0 on R"~!, there holds

n—4
n(n — 2)(” B 4) |Sn—l|% </ ’u| 2(::41) dzl> ! < / (Au)2dz
4 Rn—1 R

n
+

Moreover, when equality holds, the extremal metric is exactly P/ (n=2) |dz|2. In particular,
1) satisfies

2.7 : n
é =0 in R,
v=f on R"1,
9,1 =0 on R 1

where

As a byproduct, we obtain

/]R (Al/;)2d2?: n(n_zi(n_Zl) |Sn71|.

n
+

In this specific case, we give an explicit extremal functions in [8, Corollary 5.2].

* This arrives at the construction of the aforementioned “local bubble” in B™. Based on
successful experience of the second order example, we replace z, by 1 — r and |2’| by p in
Y = he(2n, |7|), which is called “a local geometric bubble”. However, in order to satisfy
the Neumann boundary condition, with a further modification on . (r, p) := &E(l —7,p)
we define

¢6(r7 p) :1?(7")1/16 (Ta P)

B n—4  2(1-r) 2 T
~0 |1+ " e ) ()

for the flat metric
|dz|? = dr? 4 2 (d,o2 + sin? pgsn—2)

forx = r{ € B™ and p(¢§) = dgn—1(&, ;) =&x;. For convenience, we call ¢. “a local
bubble”, which will save us a lot of energy on calculations.

Then it is not hard to verify that

_ n—4 n—4

Orpe = V0t + YOihe = ———the = ——

5 ¢  on S*L (18)

The above property is fundamental in the positivity of our test function u in B", as well as
the control of higher order terms.

14



As above, we can apply the same scheme to find the “local geometric bubble” in dimension
n = 4 as follows.

* Notice that

9 2
F*d2: d2: 2U1(Z)d2
() = (o) 1P = Cla
and then
F*(g*) _ F*(€2T(x)’d2’2) _ 6270F71(z)e2U1(z)‘dz’2 — 6272(3)’(12’2. (19)
This implies
2
U =1
1(2) og (1+2n)2+‘2,‘2
and

2z, 2

. _ -1 =
T(Z) =7oF (Z) + Ul(z) - (1 + Zn)2 + ’z’P +log (1 + Zn)2 + ’Z/‘Q

for z = (2/, z,) € RY.

Since . . .
QZ — 0 :> Q4*(g ) — QZ OFil — 07

the (Q4-curvature equation together with (19) yields
Pl — et — 0 — A% =0 i R

Thus, we obtain

A% =0 in R?,
T=f on R"1
0.,7=0 on R~
where
, 2
fi(Z") =log R

For € > 0, by scalings we define

R z
() =r(2) — loge
2ez2y, 2¢e

= 1 .
Crmlt 72 BTt P

* For each As(x;) C B", under the local coordinates near z;, the flat metric can be expressed
as
|dz|? = dr* + r? (dp® + sin® pgs2 )

forz = r& € B™ and p(&) = dgn-1(&, ;) zﬁgi.

15



As before, replacing z,, and |2’| in p(z) = p(zy,|2'|) by 1 — r and p, respectively, up to a
constant log(2¢), we define “a local geometric bubble” in dimension four by

2¢e(1—r)
(e+1—7r)2+p2

¢e(r,p) = —log (e + 1 —7)° + p*) +

A direct computation yields
Orpe =0  on S*L (20)
This implies that ¢ satisfies zero Neumann boundary condition, which is crucial to control

higher order terms.

With the above geometric intuitions at hand, we are confident that our strategy is feasible. A
confirmation unavoidably involves lengthy calculations and deep insights.

3 Almost sharp Sobolev trace inequality of order two under con-
straints in dimension three and higher

The second order example is a basis for the ones of the fourth order case. The successful experi-
ence on the second order example opens the doors to the construction of the fourth order examples.
It is our first time to introduce the conic proof and the conic annulus A5 (x;) in the process of our
example.

3.1 Second order Sobolev trace inequality

We first generalize the concentration and compactness principle in R” or closed manifolds (e.g.,
Lions [26, 27], Struwe [32, Section 4.8] and Chang-Hang [10] etc.) to the unit ball.

Lemma 1. Letn > 3and 1 < g < n/(n — 2). Suppose that as k — oo, up, — u weakly in
H'(B") and

|Vug|?*de — |Vul?dz + ) as measure in B",
|Ul~c|qul dpgn-1 — |U|q+1d/ﬁ§n71 + v as measure in S"_l,

where \ and v are bounded nonnegative Borel measures on B" and S"~', respectively. For any
Borel set Q C S™1, we define a nonnegative Borel measure on S*~! associated to \ through

A(Q) = A(C(Q)),
where C(2) is a cone with vertex at the origin and base ), i.e.,
C(Q) ={(r,§) eB"0<r<1,£€Q}. 1)

Then there exist countably many points x; € S"~* with v; = v({z;}) > 0 such that

N 1 % n
V:ZVZ‘&C“ /\>C(n,q)zyiq Oz, for ¢=
(2 (]

and

v =20, for1<q<L.
n—2

16



Proof. Let vy, := uy — u, then up to a subsequence, as k — oo, v, — 0 weakly in H'(B")
and vy — 0in L?(B"), and v; — 0 in LST1(S"71) for any 0 < s < n/(n — 2); also v}, =
g |7 dpugn—1 — |u|? dpgn—1 — v and A := |Vug|? dz — X in the weak sense of measures.

If 1 < g < n/(n—2), then the compact embedding of Sobolev trace inequality from H!(B")
to LITL(S"~1) forces v = 0.

In the following, it suffices to consider ¢ = n/(n — 2).
For any o € C(IB"), by the sharp Sobolev trace inequality in (3) we have

. . 1
Lttt = tim [ jelran = Jim [ et o

i | [ 19 ) + (o) -

q+1

2
<c(n, q) 2
k—oo

g+1

2
=c(n, q)q;1 lim </ <p2Vvk|2dx>
B~

k—o00
g+1

—c(n,q)"z (/ 902dA> c

that is,

g+1

2
/S el < efn,)F ( / <P2d/\> (22)
for all p € C1(B").

Now let J C S™! be the set of the atoms of the measure v. From the assumption and the
Sobolev trace inequality of H'(B") «— LI*1(S"~1) that

. P 1
/gn_1 dv < kh_}ngo - g |9 dpgn—1 < Chkrggolf Huqu;l(Bn) < 00,

we know that J is an at most countable set denoted by J = {z;;7 € N}. We decompose
v=r1+ ZW%,
i

where 1 is the singular continuous part of the measure v and also a nonnegative Borel measure.
We first claim that vy = 0.

To this end, for any open set O C S™~ 1, choosing a sequence {¢x} € C*(B") in (22) such
that oy, converges to the characteristic function of C(Q) and letting k — 0o, we obtain

q+1 q+1

2
/ dv < ¢(n, q)h’z1 (/ d)\> = ¢(n, q)%1 </ dj\> ’ < 00.
@ c(0) ©

17



This obviously implies that v is absolutely continuous with respect to X and thus from the Radon-
Nikodym theorem that there exists a nonnegative f € LY(S™=1 )\) such that dv = fd\. More-
over, for A-almost every z € S"~! and B,(x) C S, we have

dv
fz) = lir% IBL:E)A.
P pr(x) dA

In particular, if we choose x € S"~! such that the segment oz does not carry any atom of \, then

2 _

2 (fB () dy) " gTi

f(z)a# = lim ~———*—— < ¢(n, ¢) lim / dA =0.
JAN (fB ( )d5\> a1 PO\ Je(B,(z))

p\T

Furthermore, X\ has only countably many atoms, so does A by definition. Hence, we conclude that
for A-almost everywhere on S" 1, f(x) = 0. This together with the fact that v contains no atoms
implies that vy = 0.

Next we go to establish the desired inequality.

For each x; € J, we choose ¢ € C1(B") such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1 on the segment o7;.
Hence, with \; = A({z;}), we can apply (22) with the above ¢ to conclude that

2

c(n,q);\l > yim
and thus
A > ! Z I/AQ'ZH 4]
Tl 4t T
This completes the proof. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 6.

Proof of Theorem 6. We shall prove these results by contradiction. If either (7) or (8) is not true,
then we can find a sequence {uy} C H'(B") and some a > 0 for 1 < ¢ < n/(n — 2) or

s

) n
+ for = ——,
.y € or ¢ —

o)
—~~
S
(V]

o =

3

—
n—2
@(ma n—1°

respectively, such that

2
g+
</ |Uk|q+1d/J/Sn1> > a/ |V |2 dz + k/ || ?dpagn—1
Sn—1 B Sn—1

/S 1 plue T dpgn1 =0, Vp € Pm.

and

18



We may normalize [, [up|7" dpgn—1 = 1 such that

Qlm

/ |V 2 de <
Bn

and

1
/ |uk|2dll§n71 § %
S§n—1

The Sobolev inequality
Y (B", OB" 2 g/ Vug|?dx + 2 —1/ 2 Apagn—
( )||Uk||anT,Z(Bn) Bn\ u|"dz + 2(n — 1) - Ul dpgn-1

indicates that [|ug||;2n/(n-2)gny is uniformly bounded, so is ||ug||z2(gn). Readers are referred
to [16] for the definition of the Yamabe constant Y (B", 9B"), which is positive. Thus, uy is
uniformly bounded in H'(B") and then up to a subsequence, u; — 0 weakly in H'(B") as
k — oo.

) If1 < q<n/(n—2),thenup — 0in LI (S"1) as k — co. A contradiction!

(ii) For ¢ = n/(n — 2), there exist nonnegative Borel measures A and v on the o-algebras of
B" and S"~!, respectively, such that, up to a subsequence, as k — oo

Vg (z)[2dz — A as measures in B"
and
lug |1 dpgn-1 — v as measures in S"71.

Let ) be the Borel measure on the o-algebra of S"~! associated to A as in Lemma 1. Again
by Lemma I, we can find countably many points z; € S™~1 such that

V= E V0,
J

with v; = v ({z;}) and

Notice that
VET) =1 md AET)=AE) < -

By definition of the weak convergence for measures, we know that

/ pdv =0 for p € Prn.
S§n—1
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By definition of ©(m, (n — 2)/(n — 1), n), with j\j = A ({x;}) we have

Om, 21 <Y v < LY
(m,man— )\Z’fj \ZC(W )Aj
J

n N _
<c(n, — 2))\ (S" 1) < 01:
Hence,
cln. -
a < (n’_;“)
@(m, Py ) n — 1)
However, this contradicts the choice of «. O

3.2 Almost sharpness

We start with a brief discussion on the number ©(m, 8, n—1). Using the idea of proof in Putterman
[30, Proposition 3.1], one can prove that if v = SN | 1;d,, € MS, (S*=1) forany N > N :=
dim(ﬁm) , then v can not be an extremal element of ©(m, §,n — 1). A direct consequence is that
the infimum in ©(m, #, n — 1) is a minimum by virtue of [30, Corollary 3.2].

Some exact values have been known.
* For m = 1, the [22, Proposition 3.1] states that

o(1,0,n —1) =217

is achieved by 11 € M$ (S"!) if and only if v = 5(J¢ + 6_¢) forany £ € S" 1.
* For m = 2, the [22, Proposition 3.2] states that
0(2,6,n—1)=(n+1)1"*

is achieved by v» € M (S"~1) if and only if 1o = (374 6,,)/(n + 1) € M§ (S"1),
where 21, - - , 2,41 € S"! are the vertices of a regular (n + 1)-simplex embedded in B".

e For m = 3, the [30, Theorem 1.2] states that
0(3,0,n—1) = (2n)*?

is achieved by 3 € M$ (S*™1) if and only if

n

1
V3 = % Z (562‘ +5*ei)7

i=1
up to an isometry on S"~!, where {e;; 1 < i < n} is the standard basis in R”.

We would like to point out that a combination of the cubature formulas and examples meeting
the lower bounds (13) in [14] is helpful to know more exact values of O(m, f,n — 1).

Based on the above known results, it is expected that as 6 ™\, 0, the limit of O(m,0,n — 1)
should be N,,(S™~1).
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Proof of Proposition 4. First, we show that

limsup ©(m, 8, n — 1) < Npp, (S*71) := N,,..
0\0

To this end, it follows from the definition of NN,,(S"~!) that there exist {&;;1 < i < Ny} C
S*'and v; > 0,5 Ny = 1, such that v = S N uide, € MG(S™ ). By definition of
©(m,0,n — 1), we have

NTYL

©(m,0,n —1) < Zuf.
i=1

Letting 6 ™\, 0 in the above inequality, the desired assertion follows.
Next, it suffices to show

O :=liminf O(m,0,n — 1) = Ny,.
9\.0

To that end, it follows from [30, Proposition 3.1 aqd Corollary 3;2] that V 6 € (0,1), there
exist & € S” and v; > 0 for 1 < i < N, such that Z,fil v = 1, Z,fil vipj(&) = 0 for a basis
{p;} C Pm and

N
O(m,0,n—1) = ny.
i=1
We can find a sequence of real numbers {6} such that ;, — 0 and
O(m,0k,n—1) — O as k — oo.

For any fixed 6y, there exist £§k) € S™ and I/Z-(k) > 0for1 <4 < N, such that

N N
S =1, S vV =0 forall p e P @9
i=1 i=1
and v
o~ ()%
O(m, f,n—1)=> (Vz‘ ) '
i=1

Then up to a subsequence, there exist I/Z-(OO) > 0 and §§OO) S S"‘l, 1 < i < N, such that for each
(3
I/Z»(k) — V,L»(oo), fi(k) — 52-(00) as k — oo.

Letting £ — oo in (23) we obtain

N N
S =1, S =0 forall pye Py,
=1 =1
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whence

It follows from the definition of N,,(S*~1!) that

N <t {v >0, 1<i <N}

0
On the other hand, we notice that if VZ»(OO) > (0, then <ui(k)> ’ — lask — oo if VZ-(OO) > 0,

then lim infg_, o (Vi(k)) * > 0. Hence, putting these facts together we obtain

as desired. OJ

We now transfer to the construction of precise test functions in order to show that the constant
c(n, -5)/O(m, “=2 n — 1) in the inequality (8) is almost optimal.

) =1
Proof of Proposition 1. For each m, there exist some natural number N > N,,,(S" 1) and v =
SN vids, € M, for 1 < i < N, such that

n—2 N
@(m, m,ﬂ - ].) = ZVinil.

i=1

We denote by zy the geodesic distance between x and y in S"~!. Fix § > 0 small enough
such that Ags (x;) N Ags (z5) = 0 for1 <i < j < N, where

As(z;) :== {33:1"56153";568"_1,1—7"<5, §;i< 5} 24)

for each z; € S”~!. In other words, As(x;) is a conic annulus, where the cone has the origin as
its vertex and a geodesic ball Bs(z;) C S"~! as its base.
For 0 < ¢ < § and each 1 < 7 < N, under the above coordinates we define

2—n

~ 2\ 7
i) =) (4 1= 6 )
where x;(z) is a smooth cut-off function, x;(x) = 1 in As(z;) and x;(z) = 0 outside Ags(x;).
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Define

then a direct computation yields

2(n—1)
1U =2 dpgn-1
Sn—=

2(n—1)

N
n—2
= Z 123 / d)E,i d/.LSn—l
i=1 Bas (i)
29

N Fy 26
=<Zw) 5" / (€2 + p*) " sin™? pdp + O ™) / (1+ o) " 2dp
i=1 0

:(25)1_n ‘Sn_l‘ n O(loge™!) if n = 3;
O(e3™) if n > 4;

=(2e)'7"|S" |+ O(e* " loge™!)  as € — 0. (25)
For any p € Pm we have

2(n—1)
Y =2 pdpgn-1
Sn—

N 2(n—1)

=>u [ 6 @)

2(n721) R 2(n721) e 9
= Z/ [ ci o (wm)vip (x) + ¢ (xx;)O ((L‘(L‘Z )} dpgn—1
i=1 Bas (i)
=0 (53_" log 6_1) , (26)

where the last equality follows from
N
ve M (S = Z%‘p (z;) =0.
i=1

Obviously, we shall make a further correction for the above v to fulfill the conditioon (10). Itis
shown in [31, Theorem 2.1 in Chapter IV] that there exists a basis { Py, - - - , P} of P,,, such that

pP1 = P1‘§n*1 y ', PL = PL|STL*1
are spherical harmonics, where L = n + ZQQ(CZ;}A — C’Z;il_g). Then foreach1 <7 < N,
we claim that there exist ¢y, - -+ , 9 € C° (IB%”\ Ufil Aos (:vz)) such that the determinant

det {/ wjpkd,LLSn1:| # 0. 27
sn—1 1<4,k<L
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To this end, we can choose a nonzero smooth function n € C° (]B%”\ U, Ass (xz)) such that
nPy,--- ,nPp are linearly independent. It follows that the Gram matrix

{ / UQPijdMSnI]
Sn—1 1<j,k<L

is positive definite, then ; = 772Pj satisfies (27).
The fact (27) enables us to find 31, - - - , 81, € R such that

2(n—1) L
/ v n-2 E 5j¢j prdugn—1 =0 Vi<k<L. (28)
Snfl -
Jj=1

Moreover, it follows from (26) that forall 1 < j < L, 8; = O (€3 "loge™!) ase — 0. As a
consequence we can find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

L
Z B + c1e3 " loge !t > 3 " loge L.
j=1

We define the test function by

L
2(n—1) 2(n—1)
u n—2 =V n—2 —|— Z 6]77/)] + 6163_n log 6_1- (29)
j=1

Clearly, it follows from (28) and (29) that

2(n—1) >
/ ) pu »—2 dugn-1 =0, Vpe€Pn.
Sn—

Hence, as € — 0, by (25) and (29) we have

HUH2 2(n—1)
L n—=2 (Snfl)
n—2
L n—1
2(n—1) 3—n -1
= / v 2 + Z Bj; + c1e” "loge dpgn—1
S§n—1 ]:1
n—2
=(2e)>7"|S" " (1+ O(e*loge™)) . (30)

Next, we estimate the term ||ul|;2(g»-1. To this end, we can apply (29) to show

2(n—1) 2(n—1) _ _
un—2 <o n2 + (0 "loge 1,

which directly yields

n—2

n—1

—2

< v+ 0(83_”log5_1)%.

2(n—1)
u? < <v -2 4 g3 10g5_1>
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Hence, as € — 0 we obtain

/ u?dpugn—1

S§n—1

g/ (vQ +C(e3 ™ log 5_1)%) dpgn—1
Sn—1

n—2 n—2

N _
=S [ g + O M oge
i=1 Bas(x;

n—2

=0(e* ™ loge_l)% = 0(e27™) (2 log e H)n-1. 31)
To estimate [|[Vul|2, (5n)- Near each z;, 1 <@ < N the flat metric |dz|? in B™ is expressed as
|dz|? = dr? 4 2 (dp2 + sin? pgsn—2)
forz =ré € B" and p = dgn—1(&, ;) :§;i. Under this coordinate system, we rewrite
0ei(w) = xil@) (e +1 =)+ ) 7.
Recall that the Beta function is defined by

=l (@I
/0 (1+x)a+ﬂdx_B( B) = T(a+ B)

for , 5 € C with Re(«), Re(B) > 0.
We are ready to calculate

IVull72gn

N
= ; /,425(:%) |Vul?dz + O (62(3*”) log 572)

n

N 20-m\ ~2
=> v / <1+cly;153—n10g5—1¢€;—2 ) Ve ilde + 0 (207 loge™2)
i=1 As(z:)

where the last identity follows from the estimate that in Ass(z;),

2(n—1) 2(n-1) =

- n—2
u =z =g i +c1e¥Moge™t = |Vuf? =1} <¢;’7’> Vel

Through a direct computation showing that in As(z;),

g(e+1— )2 +r2p?

’v¢€,i‘2 - (n - 2) ((E +1— 7“)2 + p2)n :

Hence, the above integral on the right hand side can be estimated by

2(1—n)

ey
[ (o o)
As(z:)
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I-n n—1 q3,,n—2
1-1¢
" (n —2)%8"" 2’// D) TSI,
1+c v; led3nloge~ 1((5+t)2+p2)n_1) !

5+t2~|— n1-n n_2
i [ Moo
1+c v led=nloge=l ((e + )2 4 p2)" 1) "

<(n—2?2s"? / / ((5 L1242 pdt 4 O (€5
0 JO

[ [
—(n — 2)2|s" 22" /0 E /0 (A4 0%+ ) T2 dpdt 4+ O (57T

=(n — 2)2\8”_2]52_”/0 /O (141)%+ p2) " p"2dpdt + O (377
n—1n-1
2 2

_n—2

n—2
—Z[sm21B(

)62—71 +0 (53—71) ’

where the first inequality follows from

2+ ) T2 — 1) (1 — t)n 3
( ’Sn 2‘/ / €+ +p ) ( )( ) o sinn_2 pdpdt

1 + 1y ted T loge™ ((8+t)2+p2)"_1> m

<2(n — 2|5 / / (e + 62 + p2) " tp"2dpdt = O(5™).
0 0

On the other hand, we can further require that

_20=cg) _20-<g)
(1—-r)?<e™ vt <6 and p2<e™ w1 <42

for some 0 < ey < 1/2, then
1+ cy; e " loge™? (e+1- r)? + p2)n_1 =1+ 0(e* loge™).

With this estimate at hand, it is not hard to show that I; = O(¢3~").
Hence, we obtain

2(1—n)

—ne1
/ <1 cay i@ Moo ) T Vo
As(z4) 7

t2 nNl-n n_2
o [ [ L g
(1+ et loget (e + 02 4+ p2)" )

+L+0(")

1 1
2 n—1 2 n—1
>(n— 2)2S"2|(1 + O(20 log 1) / / (e +1)% + o) " 2dpdt
0

0
+ 0 (53*")
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1
e 2 =1 e
=(n— 2)2|S”_2|52_n/ / (1+ t)? + p2)linp”_2dpdt
0 0
+0 (52—7’L+2€0 log 5—1)
=(n —2)*|S"?* " / / (1+1)*+ p2)1_np"72dpdt + O (¥ 20 log ™)
o Jo
n—1n-1

5 )82—11 +0 (62—n+260 log 8_1) 7
where the above inequality follows from
1-n
+1)% + p? i
Iy =(n— 25" 21// (E2 0707 W7 0) gt
-1

1+clu 63”10g6 ((e+t)2+p2)"

1—n .
t 1—(1-—-t¢ n—1 n—>2
—|—011/ 1o3— "loge™ ((€+t)2 +p2)n71> n—1

<0/0 /0 ((5 -+ t)Q + p2) -n pn—2(p2 + t)dpdt _ 0(83—71)'

In summary, for each 1 < ¢ < N we have

2(1-n) \ ~ro1
<1 + vy e M loge g 1 ) Ve,i[*da
Aa(zl ’
-1 n-1
=¢? |S” 2B ( o )+ O (2720 log et .

2 72
Consequently, we conclude that
IVl 72 gn)

2(1—n)

N n-2 7#
:Zyin_l / <1 _i_clyi—lg?)fn logafl 52—2 ) ’v¢5,i‘2d$+0 (52*’”4’260 log&?*l)
.A(;(a:i) ’

”f n—2 1 n—1 2—n+2e -1
=c ZVZ” )[S |B( 5 )+ O (e ologe™")

2

—e2n91=n (5 — 9)[5" |0 (rm, n%l, n=1)(n=2)+0 (0 log=") 42

n

Therefore, inserting (30), (31), (32) into (9) and dividing both sides by €2, next letting

e — 0, we obtain

n-2 -2
227 |SM T < a2 O (m, e 1)(n —2)|S"71,
1.€e.,
a = C(n’ %) .
O(m,2=2 n—1)
This completess our construction. O



4 Almost sharp Sobolev trace inequality of order four under con-
straints in dimension five and higher

We utilize the conic proof to derive Sobolev trace inequality of fourth order for n > 5. With some
deep insight on “local bubble”, we are able to complete the construction of almost sharp example.

4.1 Fourth order Sobolev trace inequality

Inspired by the proof of the second order Sobolev trace inequality, we know that Ache-Chang’s
sharp Sobolev trace inequalities of order four in Theorem 4 is a prerequisite for the following
compactness and concentration lemma. For the almost sharp example, we do care about the
equality in (5) that if f = 1, then the extremal metric u* ("~%|dz|? is the adapted metric in the
Poincaré model (B", S™!, gi) of hyperbolic space for n > 5, first introduced by Case-Chang [9];
see also [1, Proposition 2.2].

Based on Theorem 4, as before we begin with the refinement of the concentration and com-
pactness principle, whose proof presented below is similar in spirit to the one of Lemma 1.

Lemma 2. For (B", |dx|?) and n > 5, let u, € H?(B") be a sequence of H?(B") extensions of
fr € C®(S"~Y) satisfying the Neumann boundary condition
Ouy, n—4

Zk _ n—1
5 5 fx on S"T.

Assume that as k — 0o, up, — u weakly in H?(B") and

(Aug)?de — (Au)dz + X as measure in B",
2(n—1) 2(n—1) . 1
|fel »=1 dpgn—1 = |f] T dpgn +v as measure in S"

where \ and v are bounded nonnegative measures on B™ and S* 1, respectively. Then there exist
countably many points x; € S~ with v; = v({x;}) > 0 such that

V= z@: Vil and > oz(ln) Zl: l/i"%lém.

Proof. Let v, = ug — u, then it follows from the assumptions that up to a subsequence, as
k — oo, v, — 0 weakly in H?(B") and v, — 0 in H'(B") and f; — 0 in H'(S""1); also

2(n=1) 2(n—1) 9
v = |ug| T dpgn—1 — |u| =% dpgn—1 — v and A := (Avg) dx — A

For any ¢ € C?(B") with 9¢/0r = 0 on S, by the Sobolev trace inequality of order four
in Theorem 4 we have

n—4

n—4

2(n—1) n—1 . 2(n—1) n—1

lp] =1 dv = lim || =1 duy,

Sn—1 k—oo Sn—1
n

. 2(n—1) n—1

= lim lvge] =7 dpgn—

k—o0 Sn—1
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k—o0

<a(n) liminf [ / A ()2 dx}
=a(n) lim inf [ / ) ©? (Auy,)? daz]

—a(m) [ A

that is,

2(n—1) 27:411
</ lp| 3 dy> < a(n)/ ©?dA (33)
S§n—1 n

for all ¢ € C?(B") with O¢/0r = 0 on S*~1.
Now let J C S™! be the set of the atoms of the measure v. From the assumption and the
Sobolev trace inequality that

2(n—1)

. 2(n—1) o pran
/S"l dv < klglgo - |ug] "= dpgn < C'hkrggéf ||uk||H2(I§”) < 00,

we know that .J is an at most countable set denoted by J = {z;;¢ € N}. We decompose
v=1y+ Z Vilg,
i

where 1 is the singular continuous part of the measure v and also a nonnegative measure. For
any Borel set Q C S"~!, same as in Lemma 1, we define

where C(£2) is the cone defined in (21). Since both v and ) are bounded Borel measures, so does
A by definition. Therefore, given any Borel set Q2 in S*~! and any ¢ > 0, there exist an open set
O and a closed set K such that K C 2 C O with

v(O\Q) <e, MO\Q) <e,
and
VIQ\K)<e, AMQ\K)<e.

For all ¢ € C°°(B") with supp ¢ C C(O) such that ¢|c(x) = 1,0 < ¢ < 1, dp/dr = 0 on
S”~1, we conclude from (33) that

n—4

</Kdy)"_l < a(n) (/C(O)ou).

Hence,




Letting € — 0, we have

n—4

v(Q)n1 < a(n)A(Q) < .

This indicates that v is absolutely continuous with respect to ) and thus from the Radon-Nikodym
theorem that there exists f € L' (IB%"; 5\> such that dv = fd;\. Moreover, for A-almost every
z € S" !and B,(x) C S"1, we have

dv
f(x) = lim fBL
PO [y o dA

In particular, if we choose 2 € S”~! and the segment oz does not carry any atom of )\, then
n—4

3
n— dv\ -1t n-1
f(x)nf—il = lim fB’J(I) - < a(n) lim / dA =0.
PN\O pr(x) d)\ PO\ Je(B,(2)

From this and (33), a similar argument in Lemma 1 yields that 9 = 0 and
> L Z V."%l O,
~ aln) - i
This completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 7.

Proof of Theorem 7. Following the same lines in the proof of [1, Theorem A], we only need to
consider the case when u is a biharmonic extension of f to B”. For brevity, we define
a(n)

frd + .
B @(m,%,n—l) c

By contradiction, if (11) is not true, then we can find some /3. and a sequence of functions
{uy} C H*(B"), which are the biharmonic extensions of fj, to B" satisfying the Neumann bound-
ary condition

Ouy, n—4 1
o~ g e omET
such that
n—4
2(n—1) n—1
([ )
gn—l
and

2(n—1) o
/ 1p|fk‘ nod d:u'S”*1 = 07 vp € P
Sn—

30



We may normalize [q,_, | f| 2=/ (=D g1 = 1 such that

1 1
Auy?de < — Zdpugn-1 < —
/]B;n‘ uk‘ xz Bg’ /Sn—l fk‘ /’LS 1 bnk

and
2 1
‘ka ‘S”_l dugnfl S E
S§n—1

It follows from the standard elliptic theory (e.g., [18, Theorem 2.16]) that uy, is uniformly bounded
in H2(B"). Hence, up to a subsequence, as k — 00, u, — u weakly in H2(B"), fx — 0in
H'(S"~1); and there exist two nonnegative Borel measures A and v such that

|AugPde — |Aul?*dz 4+ A as measures in B",

2(n—1) ) _
| fre] "= dpgn-1 — v as measures in S"L.

It follows from Lemma 2 that there exist countably many points z; € S"~! with v; =
v ({z;}) > 0 such that

V= zz: vi0y;  and A > oz(ln) ; 1/;7:4115%..

Notice that

y(E ) =1 and X(S”—l)zx(w)gﬂl.

By definition of weak convergence for measures, we know that
/ pdy =0 for all p€75m.

Let § = (n —4)/(n — 1) for simplicity. By definition of ©(m,#,n — 1) and Lemma 2, we
have

O(m,0,n—1) < ZV? < a(n)A (s" 1) < aén).
j &

Hence,

Obviously, this contradicts the choice of 5.. O
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4.2 Almost sharpness

It is worth pointing out that a(n)/©(m, Z—:‘ll,n — 1) in (11) is also almost optimal. Such an

example appears as the first one to the fourth order Sobolev trace inequality.

Proof of Proposition 2. For each m, there exist some natural number N > N,,,(S"!) and v =
SN vidy, € M, for 1 < i < N, such that

N n—4

n—4 n-g
@(m,m,n—l)zzyi 1.

i=1

Let 2y denote the geodesic distance between 2 and y in "1, and Aj (x;) be the conic annulus
as in (24) for each z; € S"~1. Fix § > 0 small enough such that Ass (x;) N Ass (x;) = 0 for
1<i<j<N.

For each 1 < ¢ < N, let x;(z) be a smooth cut-off function such that x;(z) = 1 in As(x;)
and x;(x) = 0 outside Ass(x;). Moreover, d,x; = 0in B™ and d,x; = 0 on S~ 1. Indeed, one
possible way to choose the cut-off function as x;(x) = n1(r)Xi(p, 8). Here we can take X;(p, 6)
to be a nonnegative smooth cut-off function supported on Bys(z;) C S"~! such that x; = 1 on
Bs(z;) and 7 to be a non-decreasing smooth cut-off function on [1 — 24, 1] such that 0 < 7y < 1
andn; =1lon[l —4,1],71 = 0on [0, 1 — 26].

For each z;, we use the polar coordinates x = (r, p, #) to express the flat metric |dz|? in B"
near x; as

|dz|? = dr? + 2 (d,o2 + sin? pgsn—2)

forz =ré € B, p = dgn-1(€,7;) =€x; and § € S 2,
Under the above coordinates, we define

—-n

n—4 2¢(1—r) ]((E+1—T)2+p2)42

2 (e+1-1)2+p?

we,i (Ta p) = |:1 —+
for any 0 < ¢ < ¢ with some sufficiently small §, and

Pei(2) = Xi(2)(r)ei(r, p)-

Define
N n—4
v(z) = Z Vf(n_l)qjs,i(x)a
=1
then
2(n—1)
/ v n—4 d/.»LSTL*].
Snfl
N 2(n—1)
:ZML/ ¢5,?74 dugn—1
i=1 Bas(z:)
N 5 258
=() v)[S"? [ (2 +pH) " sin" 2 pdp+ O ") ﬁ (1 +t2)mn=2dt
: 0 s
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=(2e)" " [S"TH + 0% ™). (34)

For any p € Prn, we have

2(n—1)
v n=1 pdpugn—1
S§n—1
N 2(n—1)

=Zw [ el @

2(n 1) ~ 2n—1) .

where the last equality follows from
N
ve M (S = pr (x;) =0

It is shown in [31, Theorem 2.1 in Chapter IV] that there exists a basis { Py, - -+ , P} of Prn,
such that
p1 = Pilgn1,--,pr = Prlgn
are spherical harmonics, where L = n + Y1, (C" ! | — C! ). Then foreach 1 < i < N,

we claim that there exist ¢y, - -+ , 9 € C° <IB§”\ Ui:l Aas (:cl)) such that the determinant
det {/ '(/ijkdlugnlil £ 0. (35)
Sn—1 1<4,k<L

To this end, we can choose a nonzero smooth function n € C° <W\ U, Ags (mz)> such that
nPy,--- ,nPr, are linearly independent. It follows that the Gram matrix

[ / 772pjpkd,uS”—1]
sn—1 1<5,k<L

is positive definite, then ¢; = 7]2Pj satisfies (35).
The fact (35) enables us to find 31, - - - , 81, € R such that

2(n—1) L
/ vt ) By | pedpgir =0 V1< k<L (36)
Snfl 1

Moreover, it follows from (34) that forall 1 < j < L, 8; = O (¢*™") as € — 0. In the following,
we shall use 9, = Z?:l x;0y,. As a consequence we can find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

L
D B+ e =5 (37)

J=1
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and

> Bjth + cae®” Z B3 8% (38)

We need further corrections to satisfy higher order moments constraint and Neumann bound-
ary condition. To this end, we define a test function in the form of

L
2(n—1) 2(n—1)
ut =p et 4y B+ e "+ g(a)(1 - 1)
j=1
=y (z) + g(x)(1 —r?). (39)

Here ¢; € R, and g(x) = g(r, p, 0) is a smooth function in B", which are to be determined later.
Our goal is to capture the optimal constant and have a good control of higher order terms at the
same time.

Step 1. We need to find some good candidates of ¢; and ¢ such that u satisfies the following
conditons:

i) Neumann boundary condition:

0 —4
8—1; :_n2 U on S* L,

ii) w > 0in B".

iii) Vanishing higher order moments constraint:

2(n—1)
/ pju = dpgn-1 =0, 1<j< L.
Sn—1

To that end, we shall handle them term by term. Keep in mind that Neumann boundary con-
dition is an additional difficulty to Sobolev inequality on closed manifolds, as well as the second
order example. As we shall see that the property (18) of ¢. plays an important role.

i)  We may choose the restriction of g on S* ! as

o(1.0.0) = (6;? +n- 1)u1>

2(n—1)
v A —&-ZBJ% + g3

7j=1

7n—1 n+2 81} 81/13
"4’ ZBJ 8r 2

n—1 n: ov n—4 awj
“n-4a"" <8r+ 2 > Z/BJ

to satisfy the Neumann boundary condition

@:—n_4u on S* L.
or 2

L
Z ,ijj + 61637"
j=1
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ii) We claim that u > 0 on S”~! if ¢y is sufficiently large.
Thanks to the properties of the “local bubble”, we divide our discussion into three distinct
domains of S*~! to show

« On S" 1\ U, Bos(w;),

@ n- 41} =0
or 2 ’
then
L L
9(1,p,0) = —5— | DBy + ™ | +5 3 Bi5t >0
7j=1 7=1
by virtue of (38).

 On UY | Bos\ Bs(z),

then we have

n—1 nt il OXi n—1
1,p,0) = et : , 3—n
g( Py ) n _4” (i:1 87“ w¢6,1> + 2 C1€
—1
_n 5 c1e37" > 0,
since O, x; = 0 on S" L.
 On UY | Bs(z;),
ov n-—4 0
v v =
or 2 ’
then we have
-1
g(1,p,0) = P )

In summary, we obtain v > 0 on S"~! and ¢(1, p,) = O(¢>~™). This finishes the proof of
the claim.

Next we plan to extend g(1, p, 0) to g(z) in the unit ball B™.
To simplify calculations, we may choose g(x) in the form of

g(x) =g(r,p,0) =n2(r)g(1,p,0) >0  in B,

where 72(7) € C°°([0,1]) such that na(r) = 1for1—26 <r < 1,ma(r) =0for0 < r < 1—494.
For future reference, we define
2(n—1) 2(n—1) L 3 2
U:i=un4t =y ni +Zﬁj¢j +e1e” " +g(r,p,0) (1 —-r )
j=1
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L
> B+ 2 >0
j=1

by virtue of (37). This directly implies that U > 0 in B™, so does w.

iii) Clearly, it follows from (36) and (39) that

2(n—1)
/ pju =4 dpgn-1 =0, 1<j5< L.
Sn—1

Step 2. Sharp constant and a good control of higher order terms.

We are now in a position to estimate the involved terms.
For the first main term, it follows from (34) and definition of « in (39) that

n_d
HUH22M—D( l)::24_n|5"_1|"’164_”%76K66_”). (40)
L n—4 Sn—

In the following, we use A < B to denote that there exists a positive constant C' independent
of € such that |A| < CB.
We turn to estimate ||ul|;2(gn-1). On S"~" we have

2(n—1) 2(n—1)
w1 Lo ot 4 03T

which directly yields

n—4
(83—n)(n—4)

2(n—1) n—1
u2<<vn4 + Ce3 ”) < v+ Ce w1

Hence, we obtain

9 9 (3—n)(n—4)
u“dpgn-1 < v 4+ Ce n-1 dpgn—1
S§n—1 S§n—1

N L_‘ll 9 (3—n)(n—4)
SOVl B
i=1 Bas (i)
n—4 al 20 4—n
55(37n)ﬁ _|_Z/ (52 +p2) pn—de
i=170
(3=n)(n—4)
<g w1, 41)
To estimate HVUH%Q(Sn,l). It follows from (39) that
2(n—1)
pu‘S" N _U2(n 1) T lapv—i—iUQ(” 1) Zﬁj 0p;

2(n —
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and

_n-d4__q 2(n-1) 4 n—4 n—4
v Ulgn—1 = UQ(n—l) v n—4 v v - U2(n—1) v
9 ’S 1 0 +2(n_1) ngﬁj 9¢]
Notice that 1
Vul2o1 = 0ul? + —— |Vul2._2 .
Valgos = pul” + o (Vu
Since

2
/ |0,ul*dpagn—1 :/ <U2(”_41)_1U2("41)10pv> dpgn—1
Bas (i) Bas(wi)

< / 0pXite,i + XiOpbei|*p" 2 dp
Bos(x;)

5/ [(€2+p2)4—n+p2 (6 —l—p) 2(432 )} " 2dp
1325(Iz)

™|

0

SES—TL 0(1)7 . n 2 6 S 55—n lOgl
O(logZ), n=5 3

and

/ ’vu‘gn 2d/,€§n 1
gn—1 sin? p

n+1 |V 2
X‘n2’w ‘

Uf”Z\ﬁg! V) [gn-—2dpign1

05 () sin? p n-1 sin? p
Sy 4 Gominog) (7 4
52/ (" +p) "p" dp+e T / sin"™" pdp
=170 0
B=n)(n—4) 1
<e 1 47 log -,
£
we obtain
B=n)(n—4) 1
/ |VulZ,idpgn-1 = O(e -1 )+ O0(e" "log g) = oM. (42)
S§n—1

It is left to calculate || Aul|? T2(Bn) containing the second main term.
Notice that

n—4
‘A = 1 _— QW U
u = div (2(n—1)(U) VU)
n—4 _ _n-4 4 n—4 n—4 _n=4 _o 9
- 7% prn AU — 1)Uz vyl
2(n—1) * 2(n—1) <2(n —1) ) VUl

We divide B" into three distinct domains accordingly.
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* On B\ Ags (),

- n—1[& 1< O
U:Z/ijj+cl€37n+77(7“) 5 ;ﬂj¢j+61€3" +;5jar] (1-17).

=1
A direct computation shows |VU| < 37" and |AU| < 37", Thus, we obtain

Au] S B3

/IB” \Azs (i)

» On Ays\As(z;), according to the selection of cut-off functions x; we have

and
n—4)

|Aul?dz < e® e

2(n—1) n—1
U=vig. ;" + ¥ 4 5

cped (1 — 7“2) .

A direct computation yields

(=9 -r) 12t 2t (n— Delet 11
arws,z—«gﬂ_r)“p%% [(e+1=7r)+p"+(n—2)ee+1-r)] (43
and
o (n—4)p — )2 2 1 (n— _
pte;i = 11 21 [(e+1—=r)P+p*+(n—2)e(l-1)], 44
2 i = — n—4 n—1)( —r)? M2 _n(n— 2e(1—r
Oythe;i = (G i rZg 2EH [(n=1)(e+1—7)*+p?) (n—2)p°e(l—r)
—2(n—=2)p*((e+1—7)*+p%)]. (45)
Then
|v¢s,i|2 = (aﬂps,i)z + T_2 (ap¢5,i)2
- {(1 )2 [(n =1+ p? + (1 - )2 +ne(l — 1))’
2 n_42
+ % [+ 1 —r)?+ne(l—r)+ pQ]z} n 1(_ T)2)+ T (46)
=0(1).
and

ANV =rl="9, (r"_larwm) + 7 2gin2 " ,08,)(sin”_2 pPOpe.i)

—1
— 02+ O+ 12 (92 + (n— 2) cot pdpthe ) -
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Thus, we have

VU| < &3 and |AU| <377
Recall that ¢ ; = x;91. ;. Hence, putting these facts together we obtain

/A25\A6 (i)

2(n—1) n — 1
= v;(ihey) =i+ e¥T 4 5 c1e3™m (1- rg) )

_ (n—4)
|Auf?dz < e® e

* On As(x;),

Note that 2 D
2(n—1) n —
V () 1 = ——-7F

(o) T IV (i)

All terms | V). ;|? involved in the expression of Au are

(2(:__41) - 1) U (o) ( — i (W) T “U)
:<2(T:L__41)_1> U2&141) (7/’%1) n—4 |V¢ez‘ 1/) CE n(1+n;1 (1—’/“2)>

Thus, we obtain

n—4 n—4
A gi(]z(nq)
Al <30

n—4 n—4 Y (n— ) 2o 9
+2( )(1_2(77,—1))”2(]( ) ’vd}’ w£z< (lbwgz) >

2(n—1) a1 A=l o 2,2
< ) _1>%U< ™ () Vo2,
+ CU2<” T (1/”»55 ) \(Vw Vibe i)
+ CUQ(” 1 (¢¢€ 2) - ¢¢€,2|<V¢y Vwe,l>|
4ot QViUQ(T_‘”_2 (Wﬁs,i)u’?‘_“l) VY et <1 prot (1- 7“2)>
n—4 2
+ Uﬁflvi (w%,z’)%’?j“l)fl |A (Yrpe i) |-

We first deal with two easier terms:

_n=4 1 n—1 2
/ [UQ("—U A < c1e3m (1 — 7“2))} dz
As (4) 2
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55“3—mt/) Un=12dg
Aé(mz)

§€2(37n) (B8—n)(2=% |~A5( )‘

<5(3_n) Tj
and

—4
UQ(ﬁkl) =2

912
]dx

/ V(n_16153” (1—r2)>
As(z4) 2

As (i)

<;-:(3_n)27:41l .

~

In the following, we shall use the change of variables: s = (1 —r)/e,t = p/e and T =
t/(1+s).
By (43) we have
3 mrran=t 2 gn=1_4 2 2
. |10 2 () (Y (), V)| de
As (i

2

i 7‘2 X
< /A ROl

S N
As(z:)
/ / (e+1-r) +p) (1 —r)?
1-9
Je+1=r)2+p° +(n—2)£(€+1—r)]2p”’2dpdr

8/ péfe
Sé*”/) / (1+5)2+ )" [(1+5)2 + 2+ (n—2)(1 + )] " 2dsdt
0

<,

~

For a real number o« < 0, we have

/ ¢§,id$
As(z:)

n—4  2e(l-r) 2 2, 2\4-n
: t e+l—r)+ d
N/Aé (1) < 2 (e+1—1)2 +p2> (( T) p) T

<5—2a/ / €+1 +p)4 n+ao nded’l“
1-6

8/ péfe Aenita
§€8—n+2a/ / ((1+5)2+t2) tn—Zdet
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é 4
§€87n+2a / /E(l + 8)77n+2ad8 / /6(1 + 7_2)47n+a7_n72d7_'
0 0

We now choose —av = 85 + ¢ for some ¢g € (0,1/2) if 5 <n < 8anda=0ifn > 9
to obtain

The above estimate will be used to control the next three terms, which are thus of order
o(e*™™). The first term is

/Aa(wi)
8(n—1)

n—4
< / Un—1 4y 71 dx
As(3)
n=4_4 .2(n—1) , 8(n—-1)
5/ @52271 ) n—4 + n—4 de‘
As(zi)

< / Y2,z = ofc1~)
As(x;)

n—4

2 2
U2 vy 22, (2("_1) (WE,@-)Q??”) ] do

and the left two terms are

— —_— n— 2
/ [UQ("41)_1 (2(”1) - 1) (Wipe ) vt 2 W22, | da
As () n—4 7

2(n—1) n—4 2(n—1)
< / w( n—4 (2(n—1) 1)+ n—4 2+2)2
As (i)

S e dx

< / U2 e = o(e*™)
As(xs)

and

2(n— 2

_n—4 4 H_q

Uzn-1 (¢ws,z) n—4 A¢¢5,i dx
As(x;)
As(zi)

< / U2,z = ofc1").
As(x;)

Similarly, for a real number o < 0, by (46) we have

2(n—
n

2
o0 | [U%—waai) VPR da
As ()
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562(3—11) / U(Zjll) —4 (qu’i)%:;l) —4 ]V¢€7i|4 dx
As(z4)

d—a 4(n—1)
20 [ gt ) S T e
Aé(mz)

e [ pTET (g ) S Vg da
As (i)

1 0 n=4_4 4(n—1)
<e(2ta)(3-n) dr/ (c+1-r2+?) (n—1)(2=2 —4—a)+ 450 (Hn=D _y)
1-5

2(2-n 2
e+ 1=+ A [ )2 4 ) 2y
1 é
56(2+a)(3_n) dT’/ ((E +1— T)2 + pQ)’fH-Oé(n—l) pn_de
1-6
é 6
Sga(n+1)+n+ﬁ/ /5/« /e ((1 N 3)2 n t2)n+a(n—1) t”_zdsdt
d/e d/e
<€a(n+1)+n+6/ (1 +s)2(n+a(n1))+n1ds/ (1 _’_7_2)n+a(n71)7_n72d7_'

~Y
0 0

We emphasize that the condition n > 5 has been used to choose

dca<—
p— a —
2(n—1)
= an+1)+n+6>4—n and 3n+2an-—-1)—-1<-1
such that
d/e
/ (14 5)Xrtom=D1n-1qs < o
0
and

d/e
/ (1 + 72)nter=1m=24r < 0,
0

Thus, we obtain

B 2
6 [ o ) S P o= o)
As (i)

By (43) we have

/Aa (z4)

n— (n—1)
< / URt72 () 7 2 (1) sin” 2 pdpdr
As(z:)

2

Uz(r;f_‘ll) (¢¢s z) n— <V¢ Vi/)a z>

5/ U () (e 41— 1) 4 )
As(s)
=12 [+ 1= )2 4 g (0= 2)e(e+ 1= 1)) " 2dpdr
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/15/ (e+1-r) —Fp)n(l—r)2

Je+1-1)+p? +(n—2)€(5+1—r)]2p”’2dpdr

/e rd/e 9
556"/ / (1492 +£2) 2 [(1+ )2+ 62+ (n—2)(1 + )] 2" 2dsdt
555711'

Similarly,

n—4 o 4(n—1) _9 2 9
s Uz-1 (wws,z) n—d wws,i |<v'¢7v¢€,z>| dx
S\ T

—n

</ =D n-a__o —1) g 2 9 9
~ (@/)we z) n-4 t2(n-1) ("W/}e z) n—4 e ((5+ L—7)"+p )
As(z;)

(L=r)?[(c+1=7)+p*+(n—2)e(c+1- r)]Qp”_dedr

/15/ (e+1-r) +p)n(1—7“)2

e+1- )2 4 p? + (n — 2)e(e +17r)]2p"_2dpdr
<€57n‘

~

The remaining term is exactly the second main term
2

2 / [w’%“w (o) T P AYe
As ()

Keep in mind that

2(n—1) n—1

U=vi(Prhe;) n7 +e1e” "+ 5 cred ™™ (1- 7“2) .

Observe that

n—4 -1 2(n—1) 1 2
V?/ |:U2(n_1) (wws,z) n-4 wAws,z] dx
(4)

ot (n=1)( _n— (n-1)
<y (¢¢s,i)2"*41 Gty D+ Ay, ;)2d
As ()
n—4
<! (YA ;) da
As(z4)
n—4
i (A.)2dz +O(1) / (1= 12)(Agpe,)2da
Ag(:tz) Aé(wz)
Notice that
2(1—7) 4-n
— - 4 1 — 7T p 2
; | £ < 1 2, (P 2>
11[)57 (T,p) € + 92 (1_'_16;7~>Q+(§)2 ( c ) +(€)




1—7r p

4 n
$(=L0)
by recalling that s = (1 — r)/a, t = p/e and
R 4 2 _
B(s,t) = |14+ ° (1+5)2+3)2"

2 (1+s)2+1t2
Let us deal with
A ; =r! "9, (Tnilard}a,i) + 72 sin?®" Pap(Si]ﬂTF2 POpie i)
=02t + ! Optbe + 172 (62%1' + (n — 2) cot papwa,i)
=0%1pe; + a%z — 2 Optbes + LBy + (2 — 1051 i
+ (n— 2)(7’_ cot p — ,o—l)a,,%i
—er (o o+ " 200
B D + (172 = 1)+ (n— 2) (2ot p— p~ )0

Lo+ (2 - DO5ei+ (n—2)(r 2 cotp— p~ ) ptbe -

Here we regard Aq) as the Laplacian of a function (s, t) = 1(z) with s = z,,t = |2/| for
z=(2,2p) € R].
2
ng Z>

By (43) we have
2 P lﬁf] 2 )
/15/ €+1—r [(e+1=r)?+p*+ (n—2)e(c+1—7r)] drdp

o (55

)%+ p?)"
n 2tn 2 )
e / / EEEED [(1+8)++ (n—2)(1+s)]" dsdt

d/e d/e
<gbm / s%(1+ 3)3_”d3/ (1+ 732" 2dr
0 0

d/e €
sau—2) [ s [ )
0

d/e 5/e
+(n —2) / s*(145)'"ds / (1+ 73" 2dr
0 0

D\;
3,
~

<gdm,
By (45) and (44) we obtain
/ (r?—1)? (6§¢s,i)2 dx
As(24)
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1—7") n—1 _n—2
drd
// Eri-mE+pp P

d/e
/ (1+5s) 5 "ds/ (1+ 7'2)27”7'"72d7'
0

and
(n—2)2(r2cot p— p~ )2 (Op)es)’ da
-A5 5'72)
(1—r)?
< Tn—l ”_2drd
N/A( g+1—r) +o2t F ’
<SP

A direct computation yields
A(s,t) = =2(n—4) (s + 12+ 2+ (n—2)(1+5)) (1 +5)> +¢7) 2.

Then we have

/ (A@ZJ&Z')QdJ‘

As(z:)

1572 [ (AT (sin ) 2drdp
As(z:)

=|S" | (Adpi)?p" 2drdp + S" 2| (Adpei)* [ (sin p)" =2 — p"~?]drdp
As(z:) As(z:)

t"2dsdt
(1 +s)24t2)n

=4(n — 4)%* S| /6/6 /6/5 (s+ 12+ 82+ (n—2)(1+s5)°
0 0
+ O(e57™).

Now we deal with the opposite direction of the above main term. Fix § > /2, notice that
on Aal /2

we,i Z 5477”’
whence
2(n—1) . _ 1
:<w¢61) n—t + Clgdin + : 2 Clg?’*n . (1 — r2)
2(n—1)
<(¢¢JE,¢) =1 (14 0(53—7’L+n—1))
2(n—1)

(Vveq) = (1+O0(e2)).

Then we obtain

n—4 1 2(n—1)71
[ o ) S s
As(24)
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4 2(n—1 2
A 172
>/ (14 O(e2)) =0 [ Adse P de
A 172

= A5i2 2 AEZ'Q
>/Al/2[¢ w,]dxw(e)/mw e P

The left proof is similar to the above by noting

/2 /e — 0.
Based on the above estimates, it is not hard to see

/ (1-— rz)(A¢87i)2d$ < g,
As(z4)

Hence, with the above choice of §, the main term is

)

4(n —4)% 7S 2!/ / (s + 12+ 82+ (n—2)(1+9)" (1 +5)* + ) "¢"dsdL.

A direct calculation shows

4(n—4 // [(s+1)2+ 2+ (n—2)(1+ )] (1 + 5) + £3) ™" 2dsdt

n—1 n-—1
2 7 2

=n(n —2)(n —4)B( )-

Therefore, putting these facts together we conclude that

n—4
_lQn— 2 n—1mn-1 4—n 4—n
/n(Au )?dx =[S"?|( g v/ )n(n —2)(n — 4)B( 5 g e 4 o(e™")

=1

=2>7"[S"" 1O (m,

L:‘ll, n— n(n—2)(n — " +o(=") @)

by virtue of 2" 2B (251, 1) |Sn72| = ’S”_ll.
Finally, we combine (40), (41), (42) and (47), as well as other higher order terms, to show

n—4 —4
2= |57t [n T e < 22 M(S™ O, Ll n—n(n — 2)(n — ) 4+ o(e4),
n —

which implies

a =

|~
(n—2)(n—4n‘Sn ‘ 1

This completes our construction. O
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5 Almost sharp Sobolev trace inequality of order four under con-
straints in dimension four

For the Sobolev trace inequality, our conic proof in dimension four can be compared to the one
in the pioneering work of Chang-Hang [10]. For the four dimensional example, as mentioned
before, we need to settle the existing obstructions and make an improvement of Chang-Hang type
estimate. These enable us to complete the construction.

5.1 Fourth order Sobolev trace inequality

Due to the same reason as in Section 4.1, it is important to understand Ache-Chang’s sharp Sobolev
trace inequality in Theorem 5 well first. Moreover, notice in the equality case in (6) with f = 0
that u(x) = (1 — |z|?)/2 and thus the extremal metric €2*|dz|? is the Fefferman-Graham metric
defined in [17].

We employ the regularity theory for bi-Laplace boundary value problem in Gazzola-Grunau-
Sweers [18] to prove a preliminary result.

Lemma 3. Given f; € C™(S?), let u; be the biharmonic extension of f; to the unit ball B*
satisfying zero Neumann boundary condition. Assume that as i — oo, u; — 0 in H*(B*) and
u; — 0in HY(B"), f; — 0 in H32(S3). Denote by U; the biharmonic extension of ¢ f; to B,
where o € C(B4) satisfies D¢ /Or = 0 on S3. Then there holds

hm ||90u1 - UiHHQ(IBS4) =0.

1— 00

Proof. By definition of U;, we know that U; satisfies

A%2U; =0 in B4,
Ui = prl on 837
% =0 on S3.

By assumption, a direct computation yields that u; satisfies
A? (pu;) = A%pu; + 4(Vug, VAQ) + 2A0Au; + 4(V2p0, Vi) + 4(V, VAu;) in B,

ou; = @f; on S3,
%(@ui) =0 on S3.

Thus, if we let v; € H?(B") N H}(B") be a weak solution® of

A2%v; = A%pu; + 4(Vu;, VAp) in B,
v; =0 on S3,

% = on S3,

3See [18, (2.42) on p-41 and Theorem 2.31 on p.52] for the precise definition of weak solution.
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then pu; — U; — v; weakly satisfies

A? (pu; — U — v;) = 2ApAu; + 4(V2p, V2u;) + 4(Vp, VAu;)  in B
ou; —U; —v; =0 on S3,
% (pu; — U —v;) =0 on S3.

Hence, it follows from [18, Theorem 2.22] that
||QD'I,LZ — UZ - U’i|’H2(B4) < CHUZHHI(BAL)
Moreover, by [18, Theorem 2.16] we have
vill 2 B2y < Cllwil| g (may-
Consequently, we conclude that
llpui — Ui”HQ(IB‘*)
gHUiHH2(B4) + ||ou; — U; — UiHHQ(IB%‘l) < CHui”Hl(IB%‘l) — 0 as 1 — 00.

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4. For f; € C* (83) with f; = 0, let u; be the biharmonic extension of f; to the unit ball
B* satisfying zero Neumann boundary condition. We also assume that as i — oo, u; — u weakly
in H? (1834), u; — u a.e. in B* and

(Au;)? dz — (Au)dz + o as measures. (48)

2 r2

If K C S? is a compact subset with o (C(K)) < 1, then for any 1 < p < m et2m S s
bounded in LP (K, gs3), i.e.,

7

sup/ 612Tr2pfi2d,u,§3 < 0. (49)
i K

Proof. Letv; = u; —wand g; = f; — f, then as i — oo, v; — 0 weakly in H? (]B%4), v; = 01in
H' (B*), g; — 0in H' (S%). Thus, for any p € C*°(B%), as i — oo we obtain
1A (pvi) 172 gy

:/ (Apv; +2(Vp, V) + @Avi)Q dx
134
:/ \A<,0|2vi2dx + 4/ ((Ve, Vvi>)2 dzx —|—/ (@Avi)2 dx
B4 B4 B4
+ /134 (4v; Ap(V, Vi) — 20A0;(Vu, Vi) + 20Apv; Av;) do
— ©2do.
IB4

Ifl <p < m, then o (C(K)) < p%‘ Hence, there exists ¢ € C°°(B4) such that

dp/0r = 0on S?, ¢le(x) = 1and Jpa p?do < p%'
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The fractional Graham, Jenne, Mason, Sparling (GIMS) operator of order three on S? defined
n [4] is ,
Py = —Ags(—Ags 4+ 1)/2,

which coincides with the one in a Poincaré-Einstein manifold introduced by C. Graham and M.
Zworski [19] via scattering theory, and enjoys the conformal covariance property that

e2¥ :
Py = e P for e 0°(SP).

Denote by U; the biharmonic function in B* of (g; with zero Neumann boundary condition, then
it follows from [1, (5.5)] that

3
2 [ eaitf (oo dus = [ |AUPd+2 [ 9B
s3 B4 s3
On the other hand, a direct consequence of Lemma 3 is

lim ]A(U ov)|*dz = 0.

1—00

Therefore, putting these facts together, we obtain that for ¢ sufficiently large,
3 1
2 / 0giPs (pgi) dpgs < —.
S3 b1
We are now ready to estimate

2 2 2 )
/ e127°p1(9i—%3i) dpgs g/ e12m°p1(pgi—93i) dpgs
K S3

(¢9;~%57)°

672 — 3
g/ e 3 euils(eoi)dngs qpyqy
S3

where the second inequality follows from the Moser-Trudinger type inequality for P3S3 ; see Chang-
Yang [12, Proposition 4.4].
With the above estimates at hand, we obtain that for any € > 0,
12 = ((9: —290) + f + %g0)*
= (9i — 29" + 2 (9: — 290) (f +Pg0) + (f +2g)*
<(+2) (g —29)" + (1+71) (f +9g)°
<A+e)(g-2g)’+20+e) fP+2(1+ ") 2g.
Hence,
1277 f7 < 12w (L4e) (9i—Pg)” 24n° (14e 1) /2 J24m2 (14+e ™! )pgi®
Given1 < p < (C%K)), we can choose some p; € (p, m> and small enough ¢ > 0
such that {5 > p. Notice that e127°(14)(9:-%9)" is bounded in L1+ (K), e24m* (14712 ¢

L1 (K,gs3) for any ¢ > 0 (e.g., see [10, Lemma 2.1]) and 247 (17129, 1 as i — oo
Therefore, by Holder’s inequality we conclude that e!2m17 is bounded in LP (K, gs3). O
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Corollary 1. With the same assumption as in Lemma 4, let

k =maxo ({z}) <1,
zeS?

then

i) ifk <1, thenforany1 < p < % 12712 is bounded in LP (83). In particular, as i — oo,
6127r2f3 N 6127r2f2 in LY (83);

ii) if k = 1, then 0 = &, for some xo € S3, u = f = 0 and after passing to a subsequence, as
1 — 00,
2 r2
2T 1+ €00z, as measures,

Sfor some constant cy = 0.

Proof. Since the proof is similar in spirit to the one of [10, Corollary 2.1], we omit it here. O

Proposition 5. Assume o« > 0, m; > 0, m; — oo. For f; € C° (83) with f; = 0 and
Jss fip3ggfid/ﬁg3 = (fw (Au¢)2 dz +2 [ |Vfi|§3d,USS> /2 = 1, where u; be the biharmonic

extension of f; to the unit ball B* satisfying zero Neumann boundary condition, and
log/ Mifidpgs > am?.
S3

We also assume as i — oo, u; — u weakly in H? (B*), [s fl-nggfiduSs - J fP§3fduS3 +o
as measures and

e3mifi
_— as measures.
Jss €3mifidpgs : e
Let
3 16 ,
z €S%o({z}) > 3T ={z1, - 2N},
then

N
V= E ViOz, s
=1

where v; > 0 and Zf\il v; = L

Proof. First we claim that if K is a compact subset of S* with o (C(K)) < ¥ 7%, then v (K) =

0. To this end, we can find another compact set K such that K C K 1, the interior of K1, and
o (C(K1)) < ¥n2q. Fix a number p such that

1
PSSy

1672«
then it follows from Lemma 4 that with a positive constant C' independent of ¢, there holds
2

2
/ el 2P dugs < C.
Ky
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Notice that

3m2

2,2
Imiu; < 121°puy + 16ﬂ§p’

this together with Lemma 4 yields

2

3m7
/ e3miu¢dug3 < Ce 1672p
K

It follows that .
le N dprgs < 08(1632,9_ )mz
f§3 e3miuidug3
Hence 4
. e*Mi%d ye3
v(K)<v <K1> < liminflell—'uS =0,
i—00 fMe mitid gs

whence v (K) = 0.
If o ({z}) < ?7904, then we choose r, > 0 small enough such that o (C(Brm (:v))) <

?ﬁa. It follows from the above claim that v (BTI (w)) = 0. Hence,

v (SB\ {1, ,xN}) =0.

In other words, v = Zf\il V;i0g, with v; > 0 and Zf\;l v; = 1. d
Proof of Theorem 8. Let o, = W + €. By the proof of [1, Theorem A], we only need to

prove the case when u is a biharmonic extension of f.
By contradiction, if (14) is not true, then there exist some £ > 0 and v; € H? (B*) to be the

biharmonic extension of f; € C*(S?), where f; = 0, [g pe*fidpugs = 0 for all p € Py, such that
3fi S3 .
log][ elidugs — 2045/ [iP3 fidpss — 00 as i — 0o.
s3 s3

Then log fS3 egfidugs — oo. It follows from [4, Theorem 1] that

. 3 3
log][ e3idugs < 82/ fiP5" fidpugs,
S3 ™ S3

whence [ fz-P3S3 fidugs — oo. Let

1
2 . .
m=</ 3fiP§3fiduss> Cw=2 and =2
S

9
my my

then m; — oo and wu; is the biharmonic extension of g; such that fgg gz-P3SS gidugs = 1, g; = 0.
Up to a subsequence, as ¢ — oo we have

up = u weakly in H? (B?),
gi — ¢ in HI(S3),
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log][ e3Miidpgs — aom? — oo,
S3

/ (Au;)* dz — (Au)*dz+o0  as measures,
B¢ B¢

3mig;

e

3o — VY  as measures.
Jos oo

Let 16
{x € 83;(7({.%'}) > 37r2a€} ={z1,---,zN},

then it follows from Proposition 5 that

N
V= E Vi5$i7
i=1

here v; > 0 and Zfi 1 Vi = 1. On the other hand, we have

/ pdr =0
B4

forall p € Pyn. In other words, we conclude that
16
§W2a5N <1 and

N
Z vip (x;) =0 for all p € P
i=1

This indicates that N € A, (S?) and thus N > N,,. Moreover,

3 3

< < .
S 162N S 1672N,,(S?)

However, this contradicts the choice of c. ]

5.2 Almost sharpness

Provided that we adopt Chang-Hang type test function in [10] as the restriction of our test function
to the boundary, we shall face a dilemma: How to extend it to the interior of the unit ball, since
Chang-Hang’s test function is only piecewise Lipschitz? To demonstrate our idea, as a good
warm-up we construct an example to show the sharpness of Widom inequality in Theorem 2. For
the completeness, it is left to Appendix A. Thanks to this stimulating example together ‘nice’
properties of “geometric local bubble”, it extricates us from the above dilemma.
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5.2.1 An improvement of the Chang-Hang type estimate

With the help of the lower bounds (13) of N,,(S"~!), we give an elementary proof of the exact
value of N3(S™~1), which is originally due to Mysovskih [28].

Lemma 5. Forn > 2, there holds N3(S"1) = 2n.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider n > 3. On one hand, we have Ng(Sn_l) = 2n by virtue of (13). On
the other hand, a basis of P53 can be chosen as

2
{xi, 1<z<n;x?—u, I<i#Fj<n—1 zz;, 1<i#j<n
n

.Z‘i(’x‘Q—(n—i—Q)x]?), 1<i#j5<n; TiZ Tk, 1<Z7éj7ék§n}

We can choose v; = 1/(2n) for 1 < i < n and vertices as {£e;;1 < i < n}. Then it is
straightforward to check that for any element p; belonging to the above basis,

n
> vi(pjle) + pi(—ei) = 0.
i=1
Putting these facts together, the desired assertion follows. O
A key observation on Py is very important to our improved estimate.

Proposition 6. Let
p-1(x) = —log(e? + distgs (z, N)?) and  ¢.o(x) = —log(e? + distgs (z, S)?),

where N and S are the north and south poles on S3, respectively, then for small § > 0,

/ €3¢5’1(I)xidﬂg3 +/ e3¢5,2($)xiduS3 = 0
Bs(N) B;(S)

foralll <1 < 4

Proof. For brevity, we set p = distgs (2, N) and = = (sin p £, cos p), & € S?. Then we distinguish
our discussion into two cases:

* For 1 < ¢ < 3, it follows from symmetry that

/ €3¢5’1(x)1'1‘du§3 + / e3¢5’2(x)midugs
Bs(N) B;(S)

1 T
1 1 i
— [ sindpd dp| - «d
[/0 @42 o Pt /ﬂ_a E@+@—pp o F p} (/825 MSQ)
:0'
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e Fori =4,

/ 1@ g pss + / e39e2@) g, dpugs
Bs(N) Bs(S)

é T
1 1
Q2 2 .92
=[S |:~/O (€2+p2>3 COos psin pdp+/7r—5 <€2 n (W—p)2)3 cos psin® pdp

=0.

Putting these facts together, the desired assertion follows. 0

Though n = 4 is enough to our later use, Proposition 6 above motives us to prove a generic
result.

Proposition 7. For every p € Pm with m > 1, there exist vy, -+ ,uny1 € (0,1) and pairwise
distinct points {Z;1 < k <n+ 1} € S" ! withn > 3 such that

n+1 n+1

Z v, =1 and Z vep(Zg) = 0.
k=1 k=1

Choose & > 0 sufficiently small such that geodesic balls { Bs(7y); 1 < k < n+1} C S ! satisfy

Bg(fi)ﬂB(;(i‘j):@, Vlgi#j<n+1.

Then
n+1 ntl
Z Vk/ (n 1)¢e, k(x) d,U'S" L = Z Vk/ (n_l)¢s’k0(p3)dﬂgn*1;
k=1 B6(xk)

where

¢ k(x) = —log <52 + distgn_l(x,:i'k)2>, 1<k<n+1.

Proof. Since
m

P = @ H, on S*!
=1

by virtue of [31, Theorem 2.1], where H; is the set of all homogeneous harmonic polynomials
of degree [ in R", it suffices to consider each H; instead of Prn. Without loss of generality, we
assume p € H;, for some 1 < lgp < m.

Fix each Ty, rotate Z; properly to the north pole N. In other words, we can find some () €
SO(n) such that QZ;, = N. Under the change of variables: y = Qz, we let j(y) = p(Q " y) and
now choose local coordinates around /N such that

y = (sinp & cosp) € S, £es2

Notice that

; Z Op 9yi , Op Oyn
— Jy; dp 3yn p’

1=
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n—1 n—1

Op Oyidy; Z o Pyi . 0*p dyiOyn 9P Pyn
—~ Oy;0y; Op Op Oy 0p* <= OyiOyn Op Op ~ Oyn Op*

In particular, at p = 0 we have

For brevity, we define

1 0% op 1 op
i =—=—=(N b = N == — | (N
= gy NV T = <yn ayn> W
for 1 < 4,7 < n — 1. Then the Taylor’s expansion of p(y) in a neighborhood around N is
n—1 n—1
Ply) = B(N) + (Z bi@») p+ | D ai&s —cn | 0+ 0(0%).
i=1 i,j=1

Observe that

/ e(”_l)‘i’f”“p(:r)dugn—l :/ =16k (QTy) Pp(y)dpgn-1.
Bs(Zk) Bs(N)

Thus by symmetry we obtain

/ e("_1)¢ka(QTy)ﬁ(y)d,uSn—l + Cn/ 6(”_1)¢€’k(QTy)p2dMS"_1
Bg(N BJ(N)

)
2 [° 1 2
=p(N)[S"" |/0 Wsin“ pdp

n—1 P
P s on—2
+Zbi/ Wsm pdp/sn_Q Eidpgn—2
0 p2 9
+ Z (CLU/ flfjd,llgn2>/0 WSIH deO

i,j=1

I / e(n—1)¢e,k(QTy)O(p3)d,uSn71
Bs(N)

o (21 p2)nt
-1
|Sn72| K / p2 s on—2
4+ — Qi — — _sin d
n—1 ; “I o (€2 +p2)nt pep
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. ne 1 e
=p(N)|S 2|/ ] sin™ 2 pdp
0




n / e(n—l)(ﬁs,k(QTy)O(pg)d,uSn—l.
Bs(N)

Next, we notice that p(x) € H;, implies p(y) € H;,. Observe that

2~
Z A4y = Z a Agn—lﬁ = —lo(TL + lo — Q)ﬁ at N.

Moreover, we claim that
2cn = [ynaynﬁ(y)] ‘y:N = lop(jfk)-

To that end, denote by ) = (¢;j)nxn and then x; = g;;y; by definition, hereafter we shall use
Einstein summation notation. Notice that

Q=N <= T = (¢, 1qun)
Using
. Oxy
aynp ay ail?lp - QZnaIlpa
n
we have

(ynaynﬁ) ‘y:N = (quZQSnaccSp) |

T=T

=(Qnin) (Tk)s02,p(Tk) = (2505,p) ‘ = lop(Zk,)-

T=Tp

Hence, the desired claim follows.

Going back to the original variable x, we combine all facts together to conclude that

/ =002 @) ) d g
Bs(zk)

= 8,(5,np(jk:)+/ e(n_l)%’kO(pS)duan,
Bs(Zr)

where

5
_ 1 e
Cem =|S" 2!/ CEYo= sin" 2 pdp
2

0
P s n—2
l +1lp—2 —_— d
0(n 0 )/0 (£2+p2)”_1 Sin pdp

— lO‘Sn72’ ﬂ2 s n—2 d
25, e

is a constant independent of k. Consequently, we arrive at

|”2|

n+1

Zyk/ (=)< @) (1) d prgn—1
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n+1 n+1

:%57(5,71 Z Vkp(fk) + Z vy, / e(n—1)¢s,k O(,Os)d,ugn—l
k=1

=1 Bs(Zk)
n+1

:Zyk/ "Dk O(p*)d pgn1.
k—1 Bs(zk)
This finishes the proof. 0

5.2.2 Construction of test functions

With preparations above, we are now in a position to construct our example in dimension four.

3
Proof of Proposition 3. For each m, we can find a v = Zi]i"}(g ) Viby, € ME, (S*). Due to the

precise estimate of m = 1 in Proposition 6, we shall point out modifications if necessary.

X4

Figure 2: A regular 4-simplex %

To illustrate the number N, (S?), we take m = 2 for example. It follows from [21, Lemma
3.4] that No(S%) = 5 can be attained by some v = 37 1,8, € M5 (S®), where v; = 1/5 and

(@ (b)

Figure 3: On {z4 = —i} N Z%: (a) Conic Annuli (b) A regular 3-simplex
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distinct points 2; € S3 for 1 < i < 5 are vertices of a regular 4-simplex embedded in B*. One
possible choice of vertices could be

T = (070707 1)7
V15 1 V30 V15 1
x2_(0307T)_1)7 $3_(0)77_37_1)7
. _(\/ﬁ _\/% _\/ﬁ _;) . _(_\/ﬁ _\/% _\/ﬁ _1)
TV T T 12 ) 5~ 40 120 12 4~

In the following, we set N, = N,,,(S?) for brevity.

For each 1 < ¢ < N,;,, choose conic annuli As(z;) and local coordinates around x; as before,
and let x;(z) be a smooth cut-off function such that y;(z) = 1 in As(z;) and x;(x) = 0 outside
Aas(x;). Under the above coordinates, for any 0 < ¢ < ¢ we define

2e(1—r)
ER RN

¢e(r, p) = —log ((5 +1-— 1“)2 + p2) +

and

1
Gei(r, p) = ¢, p) + 3 log v,

where x = r{ with r = |z| and p =&x;.
We estimate

Nom Non
Z/ Xi(@)e? =i dpgs = xi€ = dpgs
i=178° i—1 ¥ Bas(z:)
Non
[ A
— JBos(a) (€% + p?)?

20

5 26
—=|S?| / (€2 + p>) 3 sin® pdp + O(e73) /5 (1 +t3)3¢2dt
0 9

2
_T -3 1
=€ —I—O(E). (50)
and then
N, L L
3u _ 3¢Ei
edugs = / Xi€ *dug—k/ <cllog+ B%/)-)dug
2
1
= %573 + O(log g)
This implies
lo 1/ e3ud =3lo 1—l—O(lo lo 1) (51)
8\ gz [, ¢ duse | =3log - glog ).
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For every p € Prn, it follows from Proposition 7 that *

/ (sz 3“’5’(I)pduss sz /B 3% 0(p?)dpigs
5 xz
—rsﬂz / W) i pdp+ O(1)

1
=0(log ). (52)

Similar to the proof of Proposition 2, we can find a basis of spherical harmonics {p1,--- ,pr}

of Py, with L = m(2m?2 + 9m + 13) /6, and functions 11, - - - , ¢y, € C° (IB4\ UNm Aas (:c,))
such that the determinant

det [/ ¢jpkdugs] #0. (53)
S3 1<j,k<L

To this end, we can choose a nonzero smooth function n € Cg° (IB%‘*\ U " Aas (xz)> such that

np1,--- ,npr are linearly independent. Actually, one possible way of 7 is to choose n(z) =
n1(r)X(p, ), where X(p, #) is a smooth cut-off function supported in S?\ Uf\i " Bas(x;) and 1 (1)
is the smooth cut-off function used in Section 4.2. Then it follows that the Gram matrix

[ / 772pjpkdﬂs3}
S3 1<4,k<L

is positive definite, then ¢); = n?p; satisfies (53) and d,1); = 0 on S>.
The fact (53) enables us to find 31, - - , 81, € R such that

N’m L
/ S @)@ £ g | prdugs =0 ¥1<k <L (54)
i=1 j=1
Moreover, it follows from (52) that forall 1 < j < L, 8; = (log é) As a consequence we can

find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

L 1 1
Zﬂﬂ/}j +c IOgg > log -

J=1

In dimension four, we may choose our test function as

N, L
m ‘ 1
Y= x4 B + e log - (55)
i—1 =1

Here we would like to take x; to be a variable separation cut-off function in order to ensure zero
Neumann boundary condition without additional correction. To that end, as in Section 4.2 we may

*If m = 1, then N1 (S*) = 2 can be achieved by a Dirac probability measure v = (dn+ds)/2, and by Proposition 6
we have [5 (327 xie®?=7) pdugs = O(1) for every p € Py, where ¢c,1(z) = — log(e? + distgs (z, N)?) + 2 In 3
and ¢ 2(x) = — log(e? + distgs (2, S)?) + $ In 5.
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choose x;(z) = n1(r)Xi(p, ) such that d,x; = 0 on S. Since Or¢e,i = 0on S? by virtue of (20),
it follows follows from (55) that

N, N L
3¢9 u =Y Orxic® + 3> xie* 10,00+ > O =0  on S

i=1 i=1 j=1
— Ou=0 on S3.

By (54) and (55) we have

/ 63“pkdugs =0 for 1 <k < L.
S3

On one hand, we have

1
3/8 10g(2xe¢“+01log +Zﬁjwj>d:u83

=1 7j=1

1
[log (2@3%1’) + log <201 log 5)] dugs
i)

1
Z/ log <O(log )) dpgs
3\35(351) €

°p 2v; p 1
§§ (53/0 (g)210g Wd(€)> + O(log log g)

<1€3 /6/6 <t2 log 1 + t?log 1 )dt + O(log log 1)
N3 0 52 1 +t2 3

d.5
€

<3¢ *log zdt — (7= — = log[1 log log —
N3€ [/0 t logEth (36 9( ) + 3(6) og| +( ) ])] + O(log Ogg)
<O(loglog 1),

where

d/e
/ t*log (1 +t%) dt
0

1
=5 [6t — 2t° — 6arctant + 3t° log(1 + t%)] |,_s
20 2,064 1,0

=20 204 O ol + (2 + 000,
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On the other hand,

N,
= 1
_83: ,1 .3¢E,i 1 -
ulS°| /8330g<;><16 +eilog — +

1
/ —log <61 log > duss
S3 3 g

1
>0O(loglog g)

—_

L
> 5ﬂl}j> dpgs

J=1

WV
—

Thus, we put these together to show
u = O(loglog %) (56)
Under local coordinates of the flat metric near each x;
|dz|? = dr? + r*(dp? + sin® pgs2),
there holds

3 1
Au =0%u+ ~0,u + — (E)gu + 2 cot pd,u + sin 2 pAszu)
r r

2cotp 2 1 1
2 ot (& — 1)U ——
p> P (7”2 )p r2 sin? p

ASQ u.

2
2 2
=0;u+ dju+ ;(%u + < 2

In B4\ A;(x;), by (55) we have

U = %log <Xie3¢5’i + ¢y log i) in Ags \ As(z;)
and
1 1 & _
u=g log (Cl log R + JZ} @-%) in B4\ Ags(x;).
Then it is not hard to verify that
Vaulgs + |Au[ = O(1)  BH\As(x;)

In each As(x;), again by (55) we have
1 1
u = = log <€3¢s,i + c1 log ) .
3 €

Recall that ¢ ; = ¢ + % log v;. For convenience, we decompose ¢. = ¢1 + ¢, where

é1(r, p) = —log ((5 +1-— r)2 + ,02)

and
2¢(1—r)

(e+1—1r)2+p2

P2 (T7 P) =

61



A direct computation yields

2+ 1-r1)
ar¢1_(s+l—r)2+p2’
_ —2p
8qul_(z:‘—|—1—7“)2—|—p2
and
) 2 4(e+1—r)?
O o1 =— 2 2 5 N2’
(e+1=r)2+p*  ((e+1—7)2+p?)
2 4p?
D2 = — + :
as (e+1=r)24+p  ((e4+1—7)2+p2)?
Also,
O, = —2¢ de(1—r)(e+1—r)
B N (GRS IO e o
B de(1—7)p
Opf2 = (e+1—7r)2+p?)?
and

2, — e —12e(1—r) | 16e(1—r)(e+1—1)?
S (CE S RN L (CE S LRI i
Do = —4e(1—1) L6e(1 — r)p?
P T e+ T2+ 2 (E+ 112+ 2P

Hence, it is straightforward to show

O = 63¢E’i8p¢e7z‘ . 8p¢5
P = 35 loo L -1 1 2 2)3
e?=itcilogs  1+cyy log: ((e+1—7)%+p?)
and
92 — D230 3cv; ' log 1(9,¢c) 230
P e3%<,i + c1 log % (€3¢57i + ¢1 log %)2
83(;58 301Vi_1 log %e“wf (3,@,;)2

= —+ ,
L+ logl(e+1-r)24p2)°  (1+cy ogt((e+1—7r)2+p2)%)?2

as well as similar formulae hold for d,u and 9?u.

In the following estimates, as before we shall use the change of variables: s = (1 —r)/e,t =
p/eand T =t/(1+ s).
We first handle higher order terms. By (55) we estimate

|, IVl
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= /§,3 [@u)? + sin ™2 p|Vu|§2] dpss

é p2 9
=0(1) —i—O(l)/O msm pdp
=0(1). (57)

Based on the above calculations, we have

/ (2 cot p 2>
5 — — Opu
As(2:) r P

< / (0(p?) + O((1 - 1)2)) (Bpu)dz
As(x;)

2
dx

§/;(J«Xf)+0«l_ﬂ%ﬂ@¢9%x
02
</, O+ 0 =)
t4
((1+5)2+t2)2

1 2
/.»45(1" (7"2 a > dr

( 1)
((1- 7“)2)((8/)@56)4 + |3§¢s|2)P2deT
(=)

<e / (O(2) + O(s)) dtds = O(1) (58)
0 0

and

)
s[ o
As ()
1 2
< O((1 —r)? p?dpdr
/,45(:”) )((€+1—7”)2+p2)
1 2
< O((1—=r)? 2dpdr
/Am (=P ) o
s2t2dtds
< -
5// T~ O (59)

Next, we focus on the remaining main term. Collecting the above calculations together we
obtain

2
Aju :=0%u + af,u + —0,u
p
B 07 ¢ + Dye + 20,0:
L+ e tlog L ((e+1—1)2 + p2)°
w M og L (e +1—7)2 4 p2)°

+3(0,0.)° ;
—17.5 1 3
[1+clz/i log = (e +1—7)2+p?) ]
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“11oe L 1—7)2 4 p2 3
3((9,,%)2 1, log 2 ((6+ )+ p )

[1 +evlogt((e+1—1)2+ p2)3]2
52¢1 + 31 + 28p¢1 + %o + 05 + ap¢>2
1+ ey, 1log (e+1—r)2+p2)°
=:By + By + B2 + Bs,

+ B1 + By

where
4 1
— 24 2 —1y. 1 30
(E+1-=7)+p" 1+ logl ((e+1—71)2+ p?)
clyfl 10g% ((5 +1-7)2+ ,02)3

By = —

Y

By :3(8r¢6)2 ,
[+ e og (e +1—7)2+ )|

—1 1 2 2)3
w; log= ((e+1—-7)"+p
By =3(0y¢:)” ( )

)

[1 v logl((e+1—1)2+ p2)3}
8s(e+1—r) 1

By =— -
T (eI 2422 14 ey Hog L (e + 1 —1)2 + p2)°

On one hand, we obtain an upper bound of

/ Bidx
As ()

1 1
:16/ sdz
Asta) ((E+1=1)2+ p2)2 (1 v logt((e+1—1)2+ p2)3)

<16|S2|/ / 5dpdr
1-5 2)

<6+1 +p
s

=16 |S2] ds 5dt
+t2)

—16|s?| = 1 log © -+ 0(1).

On the other hand, we have

1 2 1 e
/ y\(e+1—7)2+p? 171 2, 2y3)
As(e) (1+ ey og (e +1-)2+ p2)?)
1
]82]/ ds/ - 5dt + O(1)
1+5 +t) (1—1—01/ Hog i 86((1+8)2+t2)3>

_ 1

T € T 1+s T2 1
SQ (log )3 d (log 5)3 — |1 O d +O 1
| ,/ L /0 (1 <1og;>) " +0()
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—1 1

1

1 € 1 & 72 1.1
—1s?l (1 - / (log 1)3 / T loe 2)3 (1
‘S ‘( +O(log1>> 0 1+s\ Joy (1+72)2d7+0(€(0g5)3( +9)) Jds

€

+0(1)
. ‘SQ‘ log1 + O(log log 1)
4 € €
Hence, we know
/ Bidx :47r]SQ‘log1 +O(10glog}).
As () € €
Notice that
B1 + B>
301V;1 log%

-1 L (o2 2. 23)
(1+01VZ- log 2 (e +~(1—7) +p)>

: [(5 +1—7)2 4+ p?)(4(1 —7)? + 4p%) +16%(1 — r)?

+16e(1 —7)%(e + 1 — ) + 16ep*(1 — r)] .
Now let us consider

/ (B + By)*dx
-Aé(xz)

sotos )| [

+/A§(1‘z‘) ( (
2(1—r)e+1—-r)?
+/,A§(5Ei) (1+01V 110g%((5+1—r)2+p2)3)

2 401 _ N2
N ]
As(z:) ( 1 3

1+ciy; tlog ((€+1—r)2+p2))

(e+1-7)"+p*)?(4(1 —1)* +4p%)°
(1 +ew; gt ((e+1—1)2+ pz)?’)
g1 —r)t

1+ cy; 1log

4

cdz
(e +1-r)2+p2)°)

4da:

_O(log ) ‘S2| <I1 + I+ I3 +]4>

where

1 (+1=r+p(UA =1+ 40 5 o
b /15/ 1+ ey 110g ((6+1—7")2+p2)> p

4 1— 4
Is :/ / G Gk 4p2dpd7“,
1-5Jo (1 - 1 2

e ogL (e +1- 1)+ 2)%)
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4 1— 2
I3 —/ / —riet r) 4depdr,
1-0 1+ vy, 110g%((6+1—7“)2+p2)3

2 401 _ )2
Iy —/ / epi(l=r) 4pzdpdr.
1-6.70 (1 +ev; logt((e+1—1)2+ p2)3>

We shall estimate [; term by term. Let

1

Y= T 1
6(logé)b

where b € R, is to be determined later, then

1- H2(4(1 - 4
I — // (1= 4+ ") (40 =r)* +49°)° L4 g,
1=0 1+cz/110g ((£+1—r)2+p2))

12{/ ds/ 8)2 + 12)% (s + t2)*t2dt

/'Yds/s +t2) ($2+t2)2t2
0 v (log 1) 524 (14 )2 +2)"

g 2\2(2 | 421242
+/ ds (1+s)2+2)2(s ~|—t)7i2dt]
5 0 (log )4t ((1+ )% +1¢?)

(logg) 12b—4

where we have used the following estimates:
/ /3 ((1+9)°+ %2 + %2
(log 1)4e24 (1 +5)2 + 2)12

5 9
< / ds /e<1+s) T dr
Sfoatyi Jy e a @+
7—12 _ (log %)1%74

~ (log %)4524 ~ 12

and

/ /i (L+9)? + 222+ 2%
v Jo (log )624((1+8) + 1)1

s
€

2
s(1+s> T

————dr

log 4624 . 1+3 13/ (1+72)8
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)

1 e
/ (1+s) 13ds
.

~log Iyt

12 111264
v (log 2)
S 1y4.24 N 512
(log 2)%e €

Hence, we may take 12b — 2 < 1,i.e., b € (0,1/4) such that

1.9 1
log =)2I; = o(log =).
(ogg) 1 0(0g€)

Let us deal with the other three terms:

1 6 4 4
1 —
I —/ / Gl ) 4p2dpdr
1-s Jo <1 )

+evlogl((e+1—17)2+ p?)?

16e12 /g /g s*t?dtds
o Jo (1+ clyi_lsz log é((l + 5)2 +¢2)3)4

[ [
<16512/€ /e s*2dtds < e
o Jo

1 1) 2 4 2
1-— 1-—
I3 :/ / clloryetion) 7o dpdr
=000 (1 e og L (e +1 =12 + 2)%)

58
< el? /6 /6 (1 + s)%sMt2dtds < €2
o Jo

and

1 5 2 4 2
1—
1 _/ / ep(l=r) 4p2dpdr
1=0.70 <1+01V;110g%((5+1 —7")2+p2)3>

s s
S 512/6 /E t952dtds < &2
o Jo

Hence, putting these facts together we obtain
/ (B1 + By)%dz
As(xs)

1

< (log g)2 <Il + I+ I3+ I4>
1 1

< “y120-2 1 -

S (log ) o(log ),

where b € (0,1/4).
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We turn to show

/ Bidz
As ()
(e +1—r) 1 2
- — - 3 dx
As () ((€+1_T) +P) 1+Cll/i logg((5+1—7“)2+p2)
1_ 2
<]SQ\/ /[ 8s(e + T) ! Rdpdr
1 5 e+1-r)+p?
1 22
// O s
(1+5)2 +t2)
/ ds /s<1+s) 72
< R ——dr
0o (1+s)3 (1+72)4

|
5/0 (1+8)3ds:O(1).

Consequently, it follows from Cauchy inequality that

1 1
/ (Ayu)?de = 4n ‘SQ‘ log — + o(log ). (60)
As(z;) g £
By (58), (59), (60) and summing 7 from 1 to N,,, we obtain
1 1
/ (Au)?dz = 47 }SQ| Ny log — 4 o(log —). (61)
B4 g 3
Therefore, from the assumption that

1 u B
b+a </ (Au)?dz + 2/‘ \Vulggd/@s) > log (22/ e dugs> — 3,
B4 S3 ™ S3

putting the above estimates (51), (56), (57) and (61) together, we conclude that

a > 3 = 3
~ 47|S?|N,,  1672N,,’

This completes our construction. 0

A An example on the sharpness of Lebedev-Milin inequality under
constraints

The purpose of this appendix is to demonstrate our idea in dimension four through an example
for Lebedev-Milin inequality in higher order moments case, which will be presented in a concise
manner, as the same idea prevails throughout the paper.

For clarity, we restate Widom [33] inequality, a generalization of Lebedev-Milin inequality: If
u € H'(B?) satisfies [, e“pdugi = 0 for all p € Py, then

1 . 1
log [ — u—tq <— 2d
©8 <27T /Sl ¢ MSl) A7 Ny, (SY) Jge Vul'dz,



where & = (27)7! [ e“dpg and Ny (S') = m + 1 as shown in [10]. For m = 1, the above
inequality was first proved by Osgood-Phillips-Sarnak [29]. Furthermore, if we relax m to define
Po = 0 and No(S') = 1, then the above inequality with m = 0 reduces to Lebedev-Milin
inequality. An alternative proof of the above Widom’s inequality is also available in [10, Section
6].

The sharpness of the above inequality can be shown in the following way: If there exists
a € Ry such that for all u € H'(B?) satisfying [, e“pdugi = 0 forall p € Py, we have

1 _
a | |Vul’dz > log </ eu_“dzn> ,
B2 2 st

1
> .
“Z 4xN,,

then

For brevity, we let N,,, = N,,,(S!).
In dimension two, for each z; := (cos 0;,sin ;) € S! we define

As(z;) :={z=r{ e B¢ € S*ll—r<d, |0-6] < 5}
Near z;, we use the polar coordinates
|dz|? = dr? + r2d6?

for x = (r,0) with £ = (cos,sin0).
Define
bei(r,0) = —log (2 + (1 —7)* + (6 — 6;)?) .

Let p = 0 — 6;, then
Nm,
2/ Xie¢8»i+1°g vidh
i—1 7S

5 26
dp dp
= o(1
/562+,02+ ()/5 2+ p?

e qt
_ 1 o 1
=2¢ /0 o2 +0(1)

=re 1 +0(1)

and for all p € 75m,

N,
Z/ Xie¢5,i+log’/ip(x)d0
i—1 /S

N 5
:ZW/ xie?0(10 — 0;[*)df + O(1)
i=1 70

—0(1).
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We can choose a test function as
N, 2m
et = xie? B o)+ " B
i=1 j=1

As before, we can find ¢; € C2° ([0,27] \ um(9; — 26,0; + 26)) and ¢; € R4 such that
/ e“prdust =0 1<k<2m
St

and
2m
c1+ Z Biv; > 1,
j=1
then it in turn implies §; = O(1).
Now we check that
1

U =5 . udpgt
—0(1)+1/51 L Lon))
- o Jo B\t (06,2
0(1)+1/61 BRI P
N 2 _5 8 g2 + ,02 P
1 [ o 1
== 2loge™ +log ———— | dp+ O(1)
™ Jo 1+(8)
1 d/e
== |26loge~? —5/ log(1 + t%)dt| + O(1)
n 0
:% [251loge™" — dlog(1 + 6%7%)] + O(1)
=0(1).
Observe that 21— 1)
—r
Orei = e2+(1—-r)2+(0-6;)
and 20— 6))
Ko = T T2+ (6=0)
then
4((1—=r)*+ (60— 6)* 4(0 — 0;)* 1

4 (=2t (00027 (@4 (1-rP+ (0 0)
Under the change of variables: s = (1 — r)/e and t = p/e, we obtain

/ A=+ =60 a0
As(a) (E2+ (1 —7)2 4 (0 — 6,)2)?
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60 o (1—r)*+ (1 =r)2+p?)
0 /5( 1—r) dd +/ / 82 +(1—r)? +p2)2(r—1)dpdr

d/e t2
2 / (= + ) = TP dsdt+0(1)
o Jo 1+32+t2)

1 2
8/ / o +T32( ) grds + 01
+32)/ (1+72)
_8/5/5 ds /\/T dr
o Vi+s2lJo 1472

/e ds s dr
_ s € S - 1
8/0 (1+ 52)3/2 /0 152z oW

1

and

/ 4o —6)° 2 (i —1)dx
As(zi) (€2 + (L =7)2+ (0 — 0;)?)
<

[

c 12

/ % dsdt = O(1).
0 (1+s%+1t2)

Thus, we obtain
1
/ |Vu|?dz = 47N, log = + O(1).
B2 3

On the other hand, we have

5
1

Udpg = d -1 1).

/Sle st /€2+p p+O()=me""+0(1)

1 , 1
log <27r /Sl e duy) = 1ogg +0(1).

Hence, it follows from the assumption that

1
a |Vu|?dz > log </ e“dug1> —u
B2 2 st

Putting these facts together, we conclude that

This gives

1
> .
47Ny,

Remark 1. The above strategy can also provide an alternative of Chang-Hang’s test function in
[10] as follows: we can replace the piecewise Lipschitz function ¢.(t) in Chang-Hang [10, p.10]
by a global function

e (t) = —log(e? +12),
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indeed, Chang-Hang’s ¢. also occurred in Lions’ example for Moser-Trudinger inequality in [26,
pp.195-199]. By choosing constants (3, c1 and smooth cut-off functions x;,; as Chang-Hang’s,
we define a smooth test function

N m2+2m 1

2 =Y xpete@mFloer 1 N gy e log =~
€

i=1 1

= j=

We follow the same lines of Chang-Hang to give an example to show almost sharpness of Moser-
Trudinger-Onofri inequality under constraints.
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