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PROFILE DECOMPOSITION IN SOBOLEV SPACES AND
DECOMPOSITION OF INTEGRAL FUNCTIONALS II:
HOMOGENEOUS CASE

MIZUHO OKUMURA

ABSTRACT. The present paper is devoted to a theory of profile decomposition for bounded
sequences in homogeneous Sobolev spaces, and it enables us to analyze the lack of compactness of
bounded sequences. For every bounded sequence in homogeneous Sobolev spaces, the sequence
is asymptotically decomposed into the sum of profiles with dilations and translations and a
double suffix residual term. One gets an energy decomposition in the homogeneous Sobolev
norm. The residual term becomes arbitrarily small in the critical Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces of
lower order, and then, the results of decomposition of integral functionals are obtained, which
are important strict decompositions in the critical Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces where the residual
term is vanishing.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Prologue

The lack of compactness of bounded (mainly function) sequences in infinite dimensional
normed vector spaces has been a significant and critical difficulty in mathematical analysis.
To overcome the difficulty, a lot of researchers have been establishing a variety of ways to
discuss the lack of compactness and the recovery of compactness. Classical and well-known
results are, for instance, the Brezis-Lieb lemma [4], the concentration-compactness principles
by Lions [9, 10, 11, 12], the global compactness results by Struwe [16], Brezis-Coron [3] and
Bahri-Coron [2], and so on.

Profile decomposition is a way of asymptotic analysis of general bounded sequences that may
have the defect of compactness, and originated in attempts to give an asymptotic decomposition
of bounded sequences in some function spaces such as Lebesgue spaces, Sobolev spaces and
so on. It states that every bounded sequence in a certain Banach space is asymptotically
decomposed into a sum of mowving profiles and a residual term, where that movements of profiles
are considered to be descriptions of the defect of compactness.

Roughly speaking, there are two types of principles of profile decomposition in terms of the
residual term: one with a single-suffix residual term as is treated in, e.g., Solimini [14], Tintarev-
Fieseler [19] and Tintarev [18]; another with a double-suffix residual term as is treated in, e.g.,
Gérard [6], Jaffard [8] and Bahouri-Cohen-Koch [1]. The differences and relations between
the above two types of principles are described in, e.g., [5, 13]. Most profile decomposition
theorems offered in the above literature focus on isometric group actions on function spaces,
named “dislocations”, which fairly prevents bounded sequences from converging strongly. By
making use of such group actions appropriately, generic principles of profile decomposition have
been successfully established.

Here we briefly review the results of Solimini and Jaffard. Solimini [14] developed the profile
decomposition with a single-suffix residual term in the following sense. For any bounded sequence
(un) in WEP(RN) (1 < p < N), there exist w! € WHP(RN) (I € Z>o) and (Y1, j1n) € RN x R
(I,n € Z>p) such that, up to a subsequence,

o0
(L1) wy = Y PNl (2 () 1 € Zso,
=0
with
279 N/P" (270 i) — w' weakly in WHP(RY),
’jl,n - ]k,n‘ + 2jk’n‘yl,n - yk,n’ — oo if 7é k (n — OO)?

nlgrolo HrnHLP*ﬂ(RN) - 07 q > p*7

fim st ey vy = 3 ]
n%oop " Wl’p(RN) - =0 Wl’p(RN),

where p* := pN/(N — p) denotes the Sobolev critical exponent and LP4(R") denotes the
Lorentz space.
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On the other hand, Jaffard [8] developed the profile decomposition with a double-suffix
residual term in the following sense. For any bounded sequence (u,,) in H*P, there exist w' €
H*P(RY) (1 € Z>p) and (Yi,ns Jin) € RY x R (I,n € Z>q) such that, up to a subsequence,

L

(1.2) U = Y 200Nl (T (- — gy ) 0k Lon € Zsy,
=0

with

’jl,n - Jk,n‘ + 2jk’n‘yl,n - yk,n’ — oo if | 7'é k (n — 00)7

lim lim Hr =0,

L
L—oon—oo ! ™ HLP; (RN)

o
P
I b = H lH '
lrrgso%puunHHs’p(RN)_; ¢ Hep(RN)

For more details of profile decomposition and applications of it, we refer the reader to [1, 6, 8,
13, 14, 17, 18, 19] and references therein. Also the relations between profile decomposition and
classical ways of analysis of the lack of compactness are shown in [13].

The theory of Solimini and its extensions to Banach and Hilbert spaces by Tintarev et
al. are successful in characterizing the profiles w! with w, by the use of the weak convergence.
However, the well-definedness or the convergence of the infinite sum on (1.1) matter delicately
and need some complicated arguments for verification, named “routing procedure” in [5]. On
the other hand, in the theory of Gérard, Jaffard and Bahouri et al. appears the finite sum of
scaled profiles (also called dislocated profiles) and the well-definedness and convergence do not
matter. Also, Jaffard [8, p.386] remarks that the finite sum on (1.2) cannot be replaced with
the infinite sum as in (1.1) because it does not usually converge.

Aim of the paper. Under these circumstances, in [13] the author developed a profile decompo-
sition theorem in inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces, which was a hybrid type profile decomposition
of [14, 18, 19] and [1, 6, 8]. In his theory, each profile of a bounded sequence is well characterized
by the weak convergence and an isometric group action on inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces, that
is, translations as in [14, 18, 19], but only a finite sum appears so that the well-definedness and
convergence are always valid as in [1, 6, 8]. He also investigated significant results of decompo-
sition of integral functoinals (also regarded as the iterated Brezis-Lieb lemma and investigated
by, e.g., [19, 18]), revealing that the profile decomposition leads to an asymptotic strict decom-
position of integral functionals in suitable Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces where the residual term
of profile decomposition is vanishing.

In the present paper, we shall develop a “homogeneous” version of a theory of profile
decomposition and decomposition of integral functionals in contrast to [13], proving them in the
same spirit. As for the energy decomposition in the Sobolev norm (see (2.2) below), it will be
a sharper version of the ordinary energy decompositions provided by precursors which do not
include the “residual term”. Results provided below will be well applied to studies of PDEs and
Calculus of Variations.

1.2. Notation and settings

As is mentioned above, the way of profile decomposition needs a suitable setup of group
actions responsible for the lack of compactness. Those group actions are called “dislocations”
and they are built up from functional analytic viewpoints inspired by [18, 19].
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Throughout the paper, we often use the following notation.

(i) We write (n;) < (n) when the left-hand side is a subsequence of the right-hand side.

(ii) The set of integers greater than or equal to [ € Z is denoted by Z>;.

(iii) For A € N U {0,400}, the set of integers at least zero and at most A is denoted by
Z;g“, where we assume that A +1 = +oco when A = 400, i.e., Z;g“ =40,...,A}
if A < 400 and ZSHT = Z if A = +oo. Moreover, for real numbers (az )z, we often
write limy,_p ag, :_aA whenever A < oco.

(iv) We denote by C' a non-negative constant, which does not depend on the elements of the
corresponding space or set and may vary from line to line.

(v) For an exponent p € [1,00], we denote by p’ the Holder conjugate exponent of p:
p=p/lp—1)ifp€ll,oof;p =c0ifp=1;p =1if p= 0.

(vi) For a normed space X, we denote its norm by || - || or || - ||x, denote its dual space by
X* and denote the duality pairing between X, X* by (-,-) or (-,-) y.

(vii) For a normed space X, we denote by Bx(r) the closed ball of radius » > 0 centered
at the origin, that is, Bx(r) = {u € X; ||ul]|x <r}. Meanwhile, the closed ball in
RY of radius r > 0 centered at p € RY is denoted by B(p,r), that is, B(p,r) =
{z eRY; |z —p| <r}.

(viii) For a normed space X, we denote by B(X) the normed space of all bounded linear
operators on X equipped with the operator norm.

(ix) For a Banach space X and for a bounded operator T' € B(X), the adjoint operator of
T is denoted by T™.

We shall follow and employ the setup for the framework of profile decomposition as in [13],
and we here recall them briefly. Let (X, |- || x) be a Banach space and let G C B(X) be a group
(under operator composition) of bijective isometries.

Definition 1.1. (i) (Operator convergence) For a sequence (g,) in B(X), the operator-
strong convergence of (g,) is defined as the pointwise strong convergence in X, while
the operator-weak convergence of (g,) is defined as the pointwise weak convergence in
X.

(ii) (G-weak convergence) A sequence (u,) in X is said to be G-weakly convergent to u € X
provided that
lim sup ‘<q§,g_1(un - u)>‘ =0 forall p € X*.
(iii) (Dislocation group) A group G of linear bijective isometries is called a dislocation group
if the following two conditions are satisfied.
(a) For any sequence (g,) in G with g, / 0, there exists a subsequence (nj) = (n)
such that (gnj) is convergent operator-strongly.
(b) For any sequence (g,) in G with g, # 0 and for any sequence (u,) in X with
u, — 0 weakly in X, there exists a subsequence (n;) < (n) such that g, ,u,;, — 0
weakly in X.
(iv) (Dislocation space) The pair (X, G) is called a dislocation space when G is a dislocation
group.
(v) (G-complete continuity) For a normed space Y, a linear operator T : X — Y is said to
be G-completely continuous if every G-weakly convergent sequence in X is mapped to
a strongly convergent sequence in Y.
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Regarding the above settings, we shall make some remarks as in [13]:

Remark 1.2. (i) If G = {Idx }, then the G-weak convergence is nothing but the ordinary
weak convergence, i.e., the G-weak convergence is an extension of the weak convergence.

(ii) Suppose, in addition, that G satisfies that for every sequence (g,) in G with g, /4 0, the
adjoint (g!) has an operator-strongly convergent subsequence. Then the condition (b)
in (iii) of Definition 1.1 above is always satisfied.

(iii) If (X, || -]]1) is equipped with another equivalent and complete norm || - ||2, if the action
of G on X is isometric in both ||-||; and |- ||2, and if ((X,]|-]]1), G) is a dislocation space,
then the pair ((X,| - ||2), G) is also a dislocation space. In other words, the definition
of dislocation spaces is irrelevant to the choice of equivalent norms.

(iv) The G-complete continuity is also called G-cocompactness in, e.g., [18] and some Tintarev’s
papers.

For more details of properties or examples of dislocation spaces or G-complete continuity,
we refer the reader to [13, 18, 19] and references therein.

1.3. Strategy of the paper

As is developed in [13], we here briefly review a recipe of a theory of profile decomposition
and decomposition of integral functionals. To construct the theory, one should prepare a pair
(X,G,Y) where (X,G) is a dislocation Sobolev space which is embedded into some Lebesgue
or Sobolev space Y G-completely continuously. The profile decomposition in (X, G) is obtained
in three steps: (i) finding profiles by the use of [13, Theorem 2.1] (which will be exhibited in
Appendix A below); (ii) a decomposition in the Sobolev norm and the exactness condition of
profile decomposition; (iii) vanishing of the residual term in Y. The spirit of decomposition of
integral functionals is: they are developed in Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces Y into which (X, G) is
embedded G-completely continuously. Here the essential difficulty and difference in homogeneous
case compared to the inhomogeneous case [13] are calculations in the energy decomposition in
the homogeneous Sobolev norm. To this end, we shall employ an appropriate separation of the
domain (see Lemmas 2.11, 2.14 and 2.15).

1.4. Organization of the paper

In Section 2, we shall establish a theorem of profile decomposition in homogeneous Sobolev
spaces, which is our main interest of the paper. In Section 3, the results of decomposition of
integral functionals subordinated to the profile decomposition in homogeneous Sobolev spaces
will be discussed. Results and their proofs will be given in the same sections.

2. Profile decomposition in homogeneous Sobolev spaces
2.1. Settings

We begin with the definition of homogeneous Sobolev spaces. Let € be an open set in RV.
For 1 <p < N/m, m, N € N, the homogeneous Sobolev space W"™P(Q) is defined by

W) = CE e,
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where
1/p
o = | 3 100,
|a|=m
Here for a multi-index o = (v, ...,an) € (Z>0)",
Hlal

- a1 an
A - - 0y

N
|| = Zan and 0% =
n=1

and derivatives are in the sense of distributions. We denote by p}, the Sobolev critical exponent:
i, = pN/(N —mp) if N > mp; pl, = o0 if N < mp.

The reader ought to be careful in reading [18] because Tintarev uses other notation for
Sobolev spaces. He denotes the Sobolev spaces defined as above by H™P(Q) instead. The
assumption p < N/m in considering homogeneous Sobolev spaces is attributed to the fact that
otherwise homogeneous Sobolev spaces are no longer spaces of measurable functions, i.e., there
are no longer injections from W™P?(RY) into Li (RY) (see also [19, Remark 2.2]).

We next provide actions of dislocations defined on homogeneous Sobolev spaces.
Definition 2.1. Let ¢ € R. Define a group action on LL (RY) as follows:

GRY, Z; 4]
. N — 9JiN/a,, (93 (. _
Ly I RY) S LD (RY) 9y, 5 qlu(-) =277 u(2 (- — y)),
. 91y, 7:4] * Loc loc 1 N N .
uwe L, (RY), ye RY, j€Z

When ¢ = p7,, this is a group of bijective isometries on the Sobolev space Wmp (R"N) defined as
above:

91y, i Pl ey = [ulmogmays  we WmPRY), ye RV, j e 2.

Moreover, inverse mappings are given as follows. For g[y, j;p% ], glz, k;pf] € G[RYN, Z;p%,],
ue WmP(RN) (1<p< N/m),

gly, 3 i) "Mu() = 27N P27 - y) = g[—2Ty, — s phJul),
glz, Koy gly, 3 piJul) = 207N P (7R (- — 2 (y — 2)))
= g[2"(y — 2),5 — k; pjJul-).
Remark 2.2. One can always replace G[RY,Z; p? ] with G[RY, R;p? ] in all of results in this
paper.

The following lemma characterizes the operator-weak convergence of dislocations on Sobolev
spaces.

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p < N/m, m,N € N, and let (g[yn, jn;P},)) and (g[zn, kn;pl,]) be se-
quences in GIRN,Z;p:,]. As bounded operators on W™P(RN), the operator-weak convergence
9lYns jn D] = 0 s equivalent to |yn| + |jul = 00, and glzn, kn; Ph) ™" glyn Jn; D) — 0 is equiv-
alent to |jn — kn| + 257 [yn — 2n| — oc.

Proof. See [19, Lemmas 3.1 and 5.1]. O

Under these settings, homogeneous Sobolev spaces form dislocation spaces.
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Proposition 2.4. Letp €]1, N/m[ and let m, N € N withm < N. Then <Wm7p(RN), G[RY, Z;p%])
1s a dislocation space.

Proof. We shall show that G[RY, Z;p?,] is a dislocation group. For a sequence (g[yn, jn;p%,])
and gly,j;ps,] in GIRN,Z;p:,], it is easily checked that g[yn,jn;p%] — 9ly,4;p%] operator-
strongly if and only if |4, — j| + 27|y, —y| — 0 as n — oo, and thus, one sees that g[y,, jn; 0] —
gly, j; k] operator-strongly if and only if g[yn, jn;pl) ™t — gly, j;pf,] "' operator-strongly. Let
(9[Yn, jn; ) be a bounded sequence in G[RYN, Z; pZ,] such that g[yy, jn; p5,] 7 0, which equiv-
alently means that (y,) and (j,) are both bounded due to Lemma 2.3. Then there exist a
subsequence, still denoted by n, y € RY and j € Z such that y, — v, jn = j (n — o0).
Hence it follows that g[yn, jn;pl] — 9ly, J; pl,] operator-strongly. Finally, we shall show that
(9lYyns dns i )" — (9ly, 7:p5,])* operator-strongly (recall (ii) of Remark 1.2). Indeed, let u €
WmP(RN) and let ¢ € [W™P(RN)]*. Take functions ¢, € LP (RY), |a| = m, given by
Lemma C.1. It follows from the change of variables and the Holder inequality that
10l s P5])"6 — (9l 35550])* Bl ey
= sup  [{(9lyn dnipm]) 0 — (9ly. G p]) 6, w)|
u€Wm™P(RN)
||u||W1,p(RN):1
= sup (D glyns Jns Drlu — gly, Ji pra]u)|

u€W™P(RN)
||“||W1,p(RN):1

= sup > J G0 (9Yn; Jni Pl = gly, J: pra]u) dz
ueWmP(RN) RN

lor|=m
||u||W1,p(RN):1

. N ) _iN )

= sup Z J (277 ga (277 + yn) — 277V P (2772 + y)) 0% uda
uEWm’p(RN) la|=m RN
||u||W1,p(RN):1

= sup > J (9[Yn, Jn; P b0 — gly. 4; 7] ba) 0 udz
u€WmP(RN) laj=m RN
||“||WLP(RN):1

< _Sup Z Hg[ymjn;p/]il(ba _g[%j;p/]il(ﬁozHLp’(RN) HuHWm,p(RN)
u€W™P(RN) la|=m

||u||W1,p(RN):1
= Z Hg[ynajmp/]il(ba _g[y7j;p/]71¢OCHLp,(RN)'
|a|=m

The last term is convergent to zero as n — oo since y,, — ¥, jn — 7 implies that ||g[yn, jn; p'] u—

g[y,j;p’]*luHLp/(RN) — Oforallu e LPI(RN). Hence one gets (g[yn, jn; Pi]) 0—(gly, 7; v ]) 0 —
0 strongly in [W"P(RN)]*, whence follows (g[yn,jn:05])* — (gly,7;p5,])* operator-strongly.
This completes the proof. O

Notice that the homogeneous Sobolev space W™P(RN) with the above dislocation group
G[RN,Z;p:,] forms a dislocation space irrelevant to the equivalent Sobolev norms. We finally
exhibit an example of G-completely continuous embedding of the homogeneous Sobolev space
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into the critical Lebesgue space. The definition of homogeneous Besov spaces will be described
in Appendix C below for the sake of the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.5. Let <Wm7p(RN),G[RN,Z;p;‘n]) be as in Proposition 2.4. Then the continuous
embedding W™ P(RN) < LPn(RN) is G[RYN, Z; p*,]-completely continuous. Indeed, it holds that

P/D}, 1-p/py,

for all u € W™P(RN), and that for a sequence (uy,),

whenever u, — 0 G[RY, Z; p*,]-weakly in W™P(RN).
Proof. See [18, Theorems 1.1.9, and 3.2.1]. O

This lemma is generalized as follows:

Lemma 2.6. Let <Wm’p(RN),G[RN,Z;p’:n]) be as in Proposition 2.4, and let k € Z>q with

k < m (yielding p*,_, < pk). Then the continuous embedding W™P(RN) — WhPm—k(RN) is
G[RN, Z; p,]-completely continuous. Moreover, it holds that

P/Pp i, 1=p/Pr i
||u‘|Wk,p;‘,17k(RN) < CHUHWm’p(RN)‘|U||B;]’Vo/op:n_k(RN)
for all u € W™P(RN), and that for a sequence (uy,),
HU"HB;J,VOQ”:”%(RN) -0
whenever u, — 0 G[RY, Z; p*,|-weakly in W™P(RN).
Proof. See [18, Corollary 3.2.2]. O

2.2. Main theorem

Now we move on to a fundamental theorem of profile decomposition in the homogeneous
Sobolev space W™P(RY). Namely, every bounded sequence in WP(RY) has a fine profile
decomposition in the sense that the residual term is vanishing in W57 :n—k(RN )

Theorem 2.7. Let m,N € N, let 1 < p < N/m and let (uy,) be a bounded sequence in
W™P(RN). Then there exist A € NU{0, +o00}, a subsequence (N (n)) < (n),w' € W™P(RN) (I €
Z;é\“), (YN ) Ji,Nm)) € RV xZ(l e Z;é\“, n € Zx;), and residual terms r]Lv(n) e WmP(RN)
(L€ Z;é\“, n € Z>r,) with the relation of a double-suffix profile decomposition

L

UN(n) = Zgiz,w(mN/p:‘nwl(sz,N(n)(. _ yLN(n))) + T]Lv(n), Le Z;(f]xﬂ, neZsr,
1=0

such that the following hold:

(i) Yonem) =0, Jongy =0 (n>0), w#£0(1<lezI)t).
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(i) For eachl# k € ZS)™", it holds that

(2.1) N ) = Jr Ny 275Ny ) — Yk Ny — 00

as n — 0o. Furthermore, one can assume without loss of generality that, for | # k €
Z<A+1

So s one and only one of the following three cases occurs:
(@) Ji,nm) = Jk,N@n) = +00 (n — 00);
(b) Ji,N@m) = Jk,Nm) — —00 (n — 00);
(¢) (Ji,N@m) = Jk,N(@n)) 8 convergent.
One can also assume without loss of generality that, for | # k € Z<A+1, one and only
one of the following two cases occurs:
(d) Qj'f’N(")’yl,N(n Yk, N(n)l — 00 (n — 00);
(e) (27N (y; N(n) — yk,N(n))) is convergent.
But the cases (¢) and (e) do not occur simultaneously due to (2.1).
(iii) 27jlvN(n)N/p¢”uN(n)(27jl’N("> -+y17N(n)) — wh asn — oo weakly in Wm’p(RN) and a.e.
on RN (1 ¢ Z;é”rl).
(iv) Fork € Z§6‘+T,

0 ifk=0,...,L,

ot NPy (97BN -y ) {wk ifk>L+1

weakly in W'P(RN) and a.e. on RN asn — oo.

Moreover, the following energy relations hold:

(2.2) Tim IIuN(n) [——

l

A R—ocon
2.3 lim sup lim  sup ‘<q§,2_jN/pr"rL 27 . 4y >‘ =0,
(2.3) fmsup i, S N(n)( )
(2'4) ll/gr}x nlggo HTN(n)HWm,p(RN) < Qn@o ”uN(n)HWm,p(RN) < +00,
. — L B
(2.5) Jim ) | o gy = 0,
. — L o
(2.6) Ll;n}\nll_)ngo HTN(n)HWk,p:n_k(RN) =0, ke€Zsy k<m,

where U = B[mep(RN)}*(l) and By g1, = UILZOB(yl,N(n), 27ILNm) R).

Remark 2.8. (i) The meaning of each assertion above is as follows: (2.2) indicates that the
sum of (p-powered) Sobolev norms of all profiles is bounded by limy, o0 ||t () [ wmp(RVYs
which is, so to speak, an energy estimate or an energy decomposition; (2.3) implies the
completion of performing the profile decomposition and called the exactness condition;
(2.4) ensures that the residual term does not diverge as the number of subtracted dislo-
cated profiles increases; (2.5) and (2.6) show that lower order derivatives of the residual
term are vanishing strongly in appropriate Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces.

(ii) When one considers profile decomposition in Sobolev spaces Wm’Q(RN ), which is a
Hilbert space, one should employ the profile decomposition theorem in Hilbert spaces
described in [13, Theorem 2.9] rather than the above theorem, since it provides a more
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precise energy decomposition for the Sobolev norm, i.e., one obtains

T l
nh—>Hc}oHuN n)HWm2 RN) ZHw HWmQ RN) IIH}\nh_)HOlOHTN HWm2 RN)

(iii) Regarding the energy estimate (2.2), it is noteworthy that this is a sharper version than
other authors’ energy decompositions because other types of one do not include the
“residual part” as in (2.2).

(iv) Relations (2.3)—(2.6) are also obtained in the previous researches, e.g., [6, 8, 14, 18, 19].

Once the number of nontrivial profiles turns out to be finite, then the assertions above
become simpler.

Corollary 2.9. Suppose that the same conditions as in Theorem 2.7 are satisfied. In addition,
assume that A is finite, i.e., the number of nontrivial profiles is finite. Then regarding the final
residual term given by

A
r][\‘,(n) = UN(n) — ZQJ;,N(n>N/p2‘nwl(2n,N(n)(. _ yl,N(n)))’ n > A,
1=0

the relations (2.3)—(2.5) turn to

1 A
> Z HU) mep (RN) + h_r)n 11_)11;0 HT‘N'(”)‘‘%/m’p(R,N\l’i"’n,R,A)7

(2.7) lim  sup 0,27 ]N/pmr (277 - +y) ‘ =0, ¢eU,
n=00 (RN, jc7 ‘< N(n) >

. A -
h_>m HTN n)HWm,p(RN) <2 h_)rgo HUN(n)HWm,p(RN)a

T}Lm ”TN HmeRN) 0,

Tim (vl

k,pk = 0, ke Zzo, k< m,

R (RY)

where U = Byyjympgay-(1) and Bppra = UZAZO B(yl,N(n),Q_jl’NWR). In particular, the re-
lation (2.7) implies that the final residual term is G[RY, Z;p?,|-weakly convergent to zero in
wmr(RN).

The profile decomposition remains true in WP (RY) equipped with an equivalent norm
that is often used.

Corollary 2.10. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 2.7, all of assertions in the theorem
hold true even when the norm of WHP(RN) is replaced by

1/p )
”uHWLp(RN) = (JRN |Vul? dm> . ue WH(RN),

where |Vu| = \/’ml + laxN\Z

Proof. The corollary can be proved in the same way as the proof of Theorem 2.7. O
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2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.7

We shall employ Theorem A.1 to obtain profiles, and it remains to show the estimates for
the Sobolev and Lebesgue norms. In what follows, for the sake of simplicity, we often denote
9y, 525y 9lYins Grniph) € GIRYN,Z;pk] by g, g1n, respectively, for short. Throughout this
proof, when a sequence (u,) converges to u weakly in W"?(RN) and almost everywhere on
RY, we denote it by

u, — u  weakly and a.e.

for short.

Step 1 (Finding profiles). Theorem A.1 leads us to the existence of profile elements (w', Yi,N(n) JiN(n)s N) €
WmP(RN) x RN x Z x (N U{0,00}) (I € ZS)™, n € Zs;) satisfying all assertions in
Theorem A.1. As in the proof of Theorem A.1 in [13], each profile w! is obtained as the weak
limit of g, il(lm)ui(lvn)’ where (i(l,n)) denotes the [-th subsequence for which the I-th profile and
the [-th dislocations are considered in an iterative process. However, with the help of the Sobolev
compact embeddings, the weak convergence w, — u in W™P (RY) also leads us to the pointwise

convergence u, — u a.e. on R up to a subsequence. Moreover, for the L-th subsequence
(i(L,n)) (L € Z§6\+1), one has

(2.8) li(Lny = Jritm)| + 2EED Y0y = Yri(Lny] — 00
(n—o00, 0<1#k<L).

Thus, on a subsequence, still denoted by i(L,n), one can always assume that, for each
0 <1l+# k<L, one and only one of the following three conditions occurs:

(1) Jrin) = Jri(Ln) — +00 (0 — 00);
(1) Jii(z,m) = Jk,itm) — —00 (n — 00);
(iif) (le(L,n) —jm(L,n)) is convergent in Z as n — o0,
and one can also assume that, for 0 < [ # k < L, one and only one of the following two cases
OCCUrs:

(iv) 27K |y i1 my = Yk (L) — 00 (0 — 00);
(V) (27%3Em (Y501, m) = Yk,i(L,n))) IS convergent in RY as n — oo.

But (iii) and (v) do not occur simultaneously due to (2.8). Hence by extracting additional
subsequences in each step of the proof, one can obtain both the weak convergence and the
pointwise convergence for profiles and residual terms, and also get the above trichotomy and
dichotomy regarding dislocations.

Therefore, according to Theorem A.1 we have:

Yonm) =0, Jinm =0 (n>0),
w'#0 (1<1ezIf),

(2.9) ) = JeNm) | + 275V |y N ) — Yknm)| = 00
(n—o00, k£l e Z;é”rl),
(2.10) Q*J'z,N(n)N/pinuN(n) (2*jz,N(n) ""yl,N(n)) ol

weakly and a.e. (I € Z;é‘“).
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Set the residual term by
L
TNy = UNG) = ) 2NN Pl (280 (-~ (), L€ Z5gH, n€ Zop
=0
Then the triangle inequality yields
L
(2.11) sup %y lyirmp vy < SupHuN lyirmon gy + D 10 lirmagary-
n20 1=0
Also, Theorem A.1 implies

2—jz,N(n)N/PTn7a]LV(n) (z—jl,N(n) . +yl,N(n)) — 0 weakly and a.e.

(n — oo, OSZSLEZEQJFI),

97JL,N( n)N/pmrN( )(2 ILNG -y N(y) — wh  weakly and a.e.
(n—o00, 1<Le Z;é”rl).

<A+1
Z:

Moreover, one can assume that, for [ # k € , one and only one of the following three cases

holds:

(1) Jinm) = Jk,N@m) — F00 (n — 00);
(1) Ji,nm) = Jr,Nm) — —00 (n — 00);
(iil) J1,N(n) = Jk,N(n) is convergent in Z as n — oo,

and one can also assume that, for [ # k € Z<A+1, one and only one of the following two cases

holds:

(iv) Qj’f’N(")!yl,N(n) Yk, N(n)| = 00 (n — 00);

(V) (276N (yp Ny — yk,N(n))) is convergent in R as n — co.
But the cases (iii) and (v) do not occur simultaneously due to (2.9). The remaining asser-
tions (2.2)—(2.5) will be proved in the following five lemmas.

Step 2 (Energy decomposition and exactness condition).

Lemma 2.11 (Estimate (2.2) and the exactness condition (2.3)). It holds that

1 L p
= Z lw mep rV) T hH}u«zl%onlggo HTN(”)HV'V(PJV\Bn,R,L)’

where By r1, = UIL:O B(y1,n(n) 27JLNm R). Furthermore, it follows that
—iN/P L -3, >‘ _
213 Jimsup Ton sup [0, 2Py - +9))| =0

where U = B[Wm,p(RN)}*(l).

Proof. Once one has proved the energy estimate (2.12), then the latter condition (2.13) will
be readily obtained due to Theorem A.1. Hence we shall only prove (2.12). Since we have the
trichotomy on dislocations j; n(,), we can define the following disjoint sets: for 0 < [ < L €
24

)

%E — {ll e {0, .. ,L}, jl’,N(n) _jl,N(n) — 400 as n — OO},
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jfL = {l’ €{0,...,L}; JU,N(n) = JI,N(n) = —00 as n — oo},
jl?L ={l"e{0,...,L}; (v Nm) = Jin(m)) 18 convergent },
JhuILuIlk =10,..., L},

where LI denotes a disjoint union of sets. Roughly speaking, lerL stands for the set of profile
numbers up to L whose profiles concentrate faster than the I-th profile w'; J;;, for the set of

profile numbers up to L whose profiles concentrate slower than the I-th profile w'; jloL for the

set of profile numbers up to L whose profiles concentrate at the same speed as the [-th profile

wl.

Let x be a characteristic function supported on the unit ball B(0,1) and set xgr(:) =
x(R™1) = XB(o,r)- Also we define the scaling action ofy, j] for y € RY and j € Z by

(ly, jJu) () = u(@ (- —y)),  u € Lig(RY).
It is easily checked that
gly. s pinlu = 2V Pru(2 (- — y)) = 2N Pmoly, jlu,
O™ (gly. J; i) = 2NP 2 oy, 1)(0%w)
= 2P0y, j1(0%w) = gly, j; p)(07w),
where a € (Z>0)" with |a| = m. For dislocations (y;n,j1n) € RY x Z, we write

Olnl = U[yl,n7jl,n]u

for short. Then the characteristic function supported on B(y; (), 2N (M R) can be written
by o1 N(n)XR-
Now we provide the following identity: for sufficiently large n > 1,

L L
(2.14) 1= onmxe |[ Q= ovnwxr)+ [[Q = ounwxer)-
=0 l/leLL =0

When lerL = (), we always assume Hl'EJffL (1=0y nm)Xr) = 1. The above identity will be shown
by induction on L in Lemma 2.14 below. The meaning of the identity reads as follows: the last
term HlL: o(1 = 03 N(m)XRr) means the characteristic function supported on RN\ B, r1, and
01N (m)XR Hl’lefL(l — 0 N(n)XR) Testricts our perspective onto B(y; n(n), 2 7"V R) excluding
balls B(yy n(n)s 27 N () R) for I’ € \7172 which stand for the (essential) supports of the profiles
!, Roughly speaking, the identity splits RV into
,...,wl and the residual term 7“]]([(”).

concentrating faster than the [-th profile w

disjoint supports of profiles w°

With these devices, one sees that for large n and for a fixed multi-index o € (Z>()" with
o] = m,
L
(215) J |6O‘uN(n)|p dzr = ZJ |(9°‘uN(n) |pUZ,N(n)XR H (1 — Ul’,N(n)XR) dx
RY 1=0 JRY regt
L

+ JRN |0%un (P [T = 01,3500y XR) da
=0
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L
=D i+
1=0

Due to the convexity of |- [P, one sees that

(216) Jo > JR [|8O‘TN(n |p +p|8a7~N(n |p 2804 n)(? <Z 9I,N(n)W >]

-

x | |(1 = oy n@myxr) d

~
Il
o

L
Ja 0P TT = o)
L
+pZJ |0 Ry [P 20T 1y D* <91,N(n)wl)
=0

L
XHl—O'lN )dCC
=0

L

= Js+pY_ Ji.
=0

As is observed before, one has
L

ll—g(l - Jl,N(n)XR) = XRN\[UlL:oB<yl,N(n)72_jl’N(") R)] = XRN\B,,.r.1’

and hence, we find that

(2.17) Js :J 10°7 K P d.
RN\BnRL

From the Holder inequality, the change of variables and (2.11), one also gets
L 1/p
(218) ’J4‘ < HaaT‘N(n HLP(RN <JRN laa(gl,N(n)wl)’p H(l — O'l,N(n)XR) d.%')
=0

1/p
<cu (] 1omuP - xmom) o)
RN

1/p
=CL J |0%w!|P dz: — 0, as R— oo.
RN\ B(0,R)

From (2.16)—(2.18), one obtains

L 1/p
(2.19) Jo > J 0%k Pdx — C, J |0%w!|P dz: .
RN\B,, R, () ZZ; RN\B(0,R)
Now we go back to the first term in the last line of (2.15). By changing variables, we get
(2.20) J{ J ‘({9 unN n)’ Uan)XR H 1—0’11 (n)XR)dm'

veg,
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Yo —1 —1
:J 1% (g1v0m] i) Pxr % T (1= [0050] 200 vy xa) da
RN
l'ejlfL

where [0, N(n)]_lau N(n)XR denotes the characteristic function supported on the ball

B<2jl’N("> (Y. N(n) — YN ) 27(jl’7N(">7j’vN("))R). Due to the convexity again, one has

(2.21) JRN 10 (g, n ) " unve)Pxe [ Q= lon.5m)  or nmxr) dz
regt,

> J 0°w' Pxr H (1= (o, Ny o NmyXr) do
RV 14 +
SN

0o 0 ] ) = 0%

xxr [ (= lonnm) v nwyxr) d.

l/ejlfL
Moreover, one can show that
(222) H (1 — [UI,N(n)]_lal’,N(n)XR) — 1 in Lq(RN) (q S [1, +OOD,
vegs,
(2.23) J |(9°‘wl|pXR H (1-— [Ul,N(n)rlUl/,N(n)XR) do — J |8awl|pXR dx,
RN RN
reg’,
)|l @ ] ) — %)

X XR H (1= [o1,n(m))~'ov Ny XR) dz = 0,
regt,

as n — oo (these facts will be proved in Lemma 2.15 below). Hence from (2.20)—(2.24), one gets
(2.25) Jt> J |0%w! [Py g dz + o(1)
RN

as n — co. Combining (2.15), (2.19) and (2.25), one obtains that

L
(2.26) J yaauN(n)\P dz > ZJ \Bo‘wl\pXR dr + J \BO‘TN(n [P dz
RN _oJRY RN\B, Rr,L
L
— CLZJ 10%w*|P dz 4 o(1)

=0 JRY\B(0,R)

as n — 0o. Summing up (2.26) over all multi-indices o with |a] = m and passing to the limits
as n — 00, R — oo and then L — A, we see that

- I
nh_{go HUN(n) Wm.p(RN) Z lw HW’”P(RN hn}\b’}g%onlggo HTN HW””’ (RM\Bn,r,)’

Hence it remains to prove (2.22)—(2.24). O
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Lemma 2.12 (Boundedness of the residual term (2.4)). It holds that

th}xgggo ||TN n)”v'vm,p(RN) < QHILH;O ||UN(n)||Wm,p(RN) < +o0.

Proof. Set Sﬁ,(n) = zlL:() q, N(n)wl. We shall employ the following elementary inequality for
the Euclidean norm: for all o € Rd (l=1,...,L, d,L € N),

L
Zal Z|Oéz|p <CL Y loal|om P
=1

l#m

for some constant C, > 0. This inequality will be shown similarly to Lemma 3.4 below. From

this, we see that, for any multi-index o with |a| = m,

L
9°SL |Pdx — J WP dz
Uwv' fPde=2 | 1o
L p L
SJRN > v =D 10 nmw! | de
=0 =0

<Cp ZJ 10% g1 n ) 0 10% g Ny’ P d.
1Al JRY

The mutual orthogonality condition (2.9) implies that for any 0 <[ #1' < L,

(227) || o107 g0 ! 1 e =0
as n — oo. Hence we get
L
lim J 108K (P da = J |0%w! P da.
n—oo RN N( ) ; RN

Adding up the above over all multi-indices o with |a| = m, we obtain

and from (2.12) and (2.28), one sees that

§1}LII;O”UN(n)”Wm,p(RN)'
So we observe that
T 1 L .
Hm T N7l ey
I T L
< h_)m HUN(n Hmep(RN) + lgrr}\ylll_)rgoHSN(n)me,p(RN)
<2 hm HuN mep (RN)

which implies the boundedness of the double sequence (7“]](,(”)) in Wm?(RNY). O

Step 3 (Vanishing of the residual term).
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Lemma 2.13 (Vanishing of the residual term (2.5)). It holds that

Jim T (| | o vy = 0,

lim lim ||TN(n)H'

x =0, keZ k < m.
L—An—oo W Pm—k (RN) ’ 205

Proof. Thislemma is readily checked by Theorem A.3 and Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 together with (2.13).
O

The following two lemmas will provide supplementary calculations for proofs of the above
lemmas. For the purpose of the proof of (2.14), we generalize the identity as follows:

Lemma 2.14 (Generalization of (2.14)). For any L € N with L < A+ 1 and for all 1, €
ZST (1 <v < L) withl, # 1y (v # V'), it holds that

L

1= Z a,nvmxr || (= o,nmxr) + []Q = 0w, nwxr)

+ =1
gt . v

for sufficiently large n € Z>q, where oy, N(n)XR denotes the characteristic function supported on
the ball B(yy, n(n)>2 V™ R), and

o, =l €Zs0; 1<V < Ly i, Ny = J,.Nm) = +00 (0= 00) }.

Proof. We prove the identity by induction on L.
(I) Base step: L = 1. In this case, the identity is trivial.

(ITI) Inductive step. Let L € N satisfy L+ 1 < A+ 1 and L +1 < 4o00. Suppose that the
identity holds true for all positive integers up to L € N. Let [, € Z<A+1 (1<v<L+1) with
l, # 1, (v # V). We use the following partition:

{le,... It} = A1 U Ay U A3,
Ar={ly €Z>0; 1 <v <L, ji, N(n) = Jipsa,N(n) — +00 (0 — 00)}

lpy1,lpyr?

Ay = {ZV €Z>0; 1 <v <Ly Ji, Nm) = Jigs1,N(n) = =0 (n— OO)}’

Az = {l,, €Z>0; 1 <v <L, ji, Nn — Jips1,N(n) 18 convergent}.

Then we see that

F i =i, i1, € Ay,
Jlt,lL+1 = sz,zL U{lpe1} ifl, € Ag,
T =0, i1, € Ay,
It follows that
L+1
Z %,N(n)XR H (1-— O'l#,N(n)XR)
v=1 Ledf .

L
=> o,nmxe ] 0= o, nmxr)
v=1

WET
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+ UlL+17N(n)X H (1 o O-lIJMN(n)XR)
JZJ;,+1 lp+1
= Z 01, N(n)XR H (1 =01, Nm)XR)
lveA ety i
+ Z 1, N(n)XR H (1 =0, NXR)(1 = 01, | N(n)XR)
lveAs WeJs .,
+ Y ouvmxe ] (-, nmxr)
lueAS EJlV 1

+ounmXr [ (1= on, vwxr)
lueAr

—Z 01, N(n)XR H (1 =01, N(m)XR)

et

— 01 NmXE D ouNmXE || (= o NmXR)
I €A, luert i

+ 01 Nm)XR H (1 =01, N(m)XR)-
lu€eAr

By the induction hypothesis, the last line turns to:

—Z 01, N(n)XR H (1 =01, N(m)XR)

el
— 0l NXE D ouNmXe || (= oy nmXR)
l,EAs EJ+

iy,

+ o NaXR |1 - Z 01, N(n)XR H (1 =01, N)XR)

lyeA l#GJz leAl

It is readily seen that Jl 1L NA = Jl i when [, € A1, and hence, the last line turns to:

(2.30) —Z 1, N(n)XR H (I =01, N(n)XR)
West
+ 01 NmXR | 1= Z 01, N(n)XR H (1 =01, N(m)XR)
l,eA1UASLAS l eJ

iy,

+ 01L+17N(n)XR Z O-Zl’vN(n)XR H 1 B UllivN(n)XR)

lv€As Wely
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Whenever [, € As, the mutual orthogonality condition (2.9) implies that the supports of
01,1, Nm)XR and 07, N(,)X R are mutually disjoint for sufficiently large n, and thus

Ol NXR D O, NmXR [ (1= 01, nmyxr) =0
lV€A3 Ele I
for sufficiently large n.

Therefore, from the above and the induction hypothesis again, (2.30) leads to:

_Zalu,N(n XR H (1 =01, N)XR)

et

+ 01, NmXR | 1= E 01, N(n)XR I | (1 =01, N)XR)
v=1 et
w€dy, 0,

= (1= 01, N(wXR) ) 1, N(m)XR H (1= a1, N XR)

v=1 lue oy
+ 01,1, Nn)XR
L
=1 =0, NnXR) (1 - H(l - Ul#,N(n)XR)> + 05, Nn)XR
v=1

L+1
=1- [0 -0, nwxr)

v=1

for sufficiently large n. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.15 (Proofs of (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24)). Under the same settings as in the proof of
Lemma 2.11, it holds that

@231) ] O~ lowve] onnexn) = 1 in LIRY) (g € [1,+oo]),
regt,
(2.32) J . |(9°‘wl|pXR H (1— [Ul,N(n)rlUl/,N(n)XR) do — J . |8awl|pXR dx,
R reg’, R
) |10 0 (] ) — )

X XR H (1= [o1,n(m)) 0w NmyXR) dz = 0,
regt,

as n — 0.

Proof. When J,", = 0, we always assume that [Tyer+ (1= N(n)]_lal/ Nm)Xr) = 1, and so
N I,L ) )
the assertions are all trivial. Hence we assume lerL # 0.
We shall prove (2.31). Expanding the products and calculating 1-[], .+ (1[0 N(n)]_lal/ N(n)XR)
I,L ) )

one sees that each term of the summation contains at least one [Jl,N(n)]_lal/,N(n) xr for some I’ €
jl—';; Hence the L9-norm of each term is majorized by the L?-norm of such [UI,N(n)]_lal/,N(n)XR
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that is infinitesimal as n — oo, thanks to I’ € lerL and the mutual orthogonality condition.
Hence (2.31) follows.

We next show (2.32). By approximation, we may assume that 9%w! is smooth. Then thanks
to (2.31), one gets (2.32). Regarding (2.33), we shall approximate [0%w'[P~20%u' by a smooth
function. Then (2.33) follows from

3a[gl,N(n)]71uN(n) — 0°w! weakly in LP(RY)
and (2.31). O

Eventually, the proof of Theorem 2.7 has been complete. ]

2.4. Relations among profile decompositions in inhomogeneous and homogeneous Sobolev
spaces

Fix 1 < p < N/m, and recall that W"?(R") is continuously embedded into W"?(RN)
and that W™P(RN) = WmP(RN) N LP(RY). Now consider that
e (uy,) is a bounded sequence in the inhomogeneous Sobolev space W™P(RN).

Then there are two types of profile decomposition of (u,,):

(i) the profile decomposition in WP(RN) given by [13, Theorem 3.8];
(ii) the profile decomposition in W™P(RY) given by Theorem 2.7.

In this section, we shall discuss the relations between the above two.

Recall that, by Theorem 2.7, there exist:

e a subsequence of (n), still denoted by n,

e a number A € NU {0, +oo},

e profiles w! € W™P(RN), | € ZSHT,

dislocations (yi.n,jin) € RY ><_R, le Z;é”rl, n € Zsy,
residual terms L € WP(RN), L € Z;g\“, ne€Zsy,

with the relation of a double-suffix profile decomposition

L
un e Z 2jl,nN/p:nwl (2]l,n( — yl’n)) + rﬁ’ L e Z§8+1, n e ZZL’
=0
such that all relations in Theorem 2.7 hold true. Furthermore, we may assume that the index
set Z;g“ is decomposed into disjoint sets as

Z5t =T udoudo,

Jy o= {l € Z;é‘“; Jin — —|—oo},

Jo = {1 € 2SN G > i

I = {l € ZEMHY i — —oo}.
Under the above situation, we can show the following

Lemma 2.16. (i) J-=0.
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(ii) If I € Jo, then w' € W™P(RN) and moreover, without loss of generality, one may
assume that ji oo = jin = 0 for all n € Z>;.

Proof. We shall first show the assertion (i). Suppose that J_ # () and let [ € J_. It then
follows that for every e € C°(RY),

J 279N/ Py, (273'1,” “tyin)edr — J wedzr (n — 00).
RN RN

On the other hand, one sees that

dx

U N 2_jl,nN/p:nun(2_jl,n . +yl7n)€d$
R

< Q—jz,nJ N ‘Q—jz,nN/Pun (2—jl,n . +yl7n)€
R

< 2_jl’nHunHLp(RN)HeHLp/(RN)
= o(1)

as n — oo. Thus from the density argument we conclude that w! = 0. But this contradicts the
fact that w! # 0 for every I € Z;g“, hence the conclusion.

We then prove (ii). Let I € Jy. Recall that
2 I NPy, (2790m 4y ) — w! weakly in WP(RN).
Since Ji,, — Ji,00, One sees from changing variables that
27 Utn=iteo)N/Pimyy, (97 Un=itee) . i) — 91,00 M/ P gl (sz,oo.)
weakly in W™P(RN).
Thus with no loss of generality, we assume that j; o, = 0 for each | € Jy and j;,, — 0.

Take ¢ € [Wm’p(RN )} arbitrarily, and let (¢q)a C LP(RY) be its Riesz representation
given by Lemma C.1. It then follows that

(2.34) > J aa(z—ij/p%un(z—M -+yl,n))¢a do — Y J D' o da
N

N
laj=m "R laj=m "R

as n — oo. On the other hand, it follows that

RN RN
< J |aaun(' + yl,n)|‘2jl’nN/p:n¢a(2jl’n')¢a — ¢o|dz
RN
< HunHWm,p(RN)ngz,nN/p%(ba(sz,n.)(ﬁa — do -

= o(1)
as n — 00.
From (2.34) and (2.35), we infer that

3 J Oatin (277 +yip)dadz = Y J

. . Opw! o d
aj=m R R

la|=m
as n — 0o, which implies that

Un (- + yin) = w' weakly in Wm,p(RN).
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Also, from the following lemma, one finds that w! € W™P(RN) (not just W™P(RN)) for
all [ € Jy, and thus the proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.17. Let u, € W™P(RN) (n € N) be such that u, — u weakly in W™P(RN) (not
WmP(RN)) for some u € W™P(RN). If sup,en [wn llwme @y < 0o, then u € wmP(RN).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that u, — u weakly in LP(R"). This follows from the boundedness
of (u,) in LP(RY) and the pointwise convergence u,, — u a.e. in R" (up to a subsequence)
which follows from the local compact embeddings for Sobolev spaces. U

By the same calculations as in the proof of the energy decomposition for the inhomogeneous
Sobolev norm (see also [13]), one can show that

- P Lyp
T gy 2 D 1 ey
ledo
Also, we find that
lim sup lim sup ‘<¢7 Pﬁ( + y)>Wm7P(RN)‘ =0,

L—+A PEByym,prNy= (1) 0 yeRN
where pf = u,, — ZJL:O wh (- — y;n) and Jo = {0 < iy < iy < ---}. This can be proved by the
same argument as in [13, Lemma 3.12].

Therefore, w' and yin (I € Jo, n € N3;) are profile elements for the profile decomposition
of (u,) in W™P(RM), and assertions as in [13, Theorem 3.8] hold. In short, the profile decom-
positions in W™P(RN) of bounded sequences in W™?(RY) include the profile decompositions
in WmP(RN) of (uy,).

Summing up the above arguments, we obtain the following

Theorem 2.18. Let (u,) be a bounded sequence in W™P(RN). Then there exist a subsequence
of (n), still denoted by n, a number A € N U {0, +oo}, profiles w' € W™P(RN) (I € ZSH™),
dislocations (Yin,jin) € RY xR (I € Z;é”rl, n € Zs;), and residual terms rk € Wmvl_’(RN)
(L€ Z;é\“, n € Z>r,), with the relation_of a double-suffiz profile decomposition

L
Uy = Z 2]l,nN/p:nwl (le,n( _ yl,n))’ L c Z§6\+1’ n e ZZL,
=0
such that assertions as in Theorem 2.7 hold true. Moreover, set

Jp={l € Z5™; jin — +00},
Jo=Al€e Z;é‘“; Jin = Jleo}s
Jo={l € ZS)HY jin — —oo},
Z50M = udou
Then,

J_ =0,

Jin = Jloo =0 (I € Jo),

w' e WMPRY) (L€ ),

Un (- 4 yin) — w' weakly in WMP(RN) (1 € Jp),
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L ol > 3 16 oy
ledo

o o [0S D] =0
LHA‘bemep(RN)]*(l)nﬁooyERN ! wmeRE)

lim Tim ||pL]| e ®~) =0, q€lp,ppls

L—An—oo

where pL = u, — ZJL:O wi (- — yi,n) and Jo = {0 < iy <iy < ---}.

Summary. The above arguments are summarized as follows: For a bounded sequence in
WmP(RN) has three types of profiles:

e ones which are translated by vectors y;,, € RY,
e ones which are concentrating at some points,
e ones which are anti-concentrating, i.e., vanishing locally.

However, the above arguments indicate that if (u,) is bounded in LP(RY), then the anti-
concentrating profiles do not exist because the LP-norm of those profiles is increasing to infinity,
contradicting the LP-boundedness. Conversely, the concentrating profiles exist because the LP-
norm of those profiles is converging to zero.

3. Decomposition of integral functionals in critical cases

In this section, we always assume 1 < p < N/m for m, N € N.

As is intended in [13], we shall investigate the results of decomposition of integral function-
als of critical order (in other words, the iterated Brezis-Lieb lemma). The author pointed out
in [13] that the results of decomposition of integral functionals will be obtained in Lebesgue or
Sobolev spaces into which the dislocation Sobolev spaces considered are embedded G-completely
continuously. Hence, along with Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we shall approach the results of decompo-
sition of integral functionals in lower order homogeneous Sobolev spaces with critical exponents.
This result has been obtained by some precursors on profile decomposition, e.g., [18, 19].

3.1. Brief Summary

Firstly, we shall briefly review our results, choosing typical and simple examples in order to
describe the essence of the results. Assume that (u,) is a bounded sequence in W™?(RY) and
take profile elements (w!, Yi.n, Jin\) (on a subsequence still denoted by n) given by Theorem 2.7.
According to Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 and the exactness condition (2.3), the residual term 7~ and its
derivatives are vanishing (as n — oo and then L — A) in suitable LPn (RN) or W*Pm—r(RN).

Typically, our main results read:

A
; Din _ L,
(3.1) nlgr;() JRN [t P da IZ;JRN |w'|Pm de,
A *
(3.2) Jim JRN |0%y [Pm=lel do = lzg JRN |0%w! Fr-tel dz, || < m,
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A
. pjn,k o l p:ﬂnfk
(33) i ool = S 0<k<m

n—00
=0

These formulas are shown as follows. As for Euclidean norms, one can show:

L q L
(3.4) ZS[ _Z‘Sl‘q SCLZ’SlHSk’qfl, s1 € R,
=1 =1 14k
(3.5) lla 4+ 0|7 — |a|?| < elal? + Cc|b|?, e>0, a,beR.

Combining the above, we see:

L
WP dr — hpm g
URN'“' s | el

=0 'R

L

WP dx — o=y n)Pmd
[, tae =32 ] = s

=0
L
SEJ W (-~ y)

FO S [l P
12k JRY

Pin
dz + ng rLPm Az
RN

Since (up) and (k) are bounded in W™P(RN), Jr ’Zleo w'(- — y1.,)|Pm dz is bounded.
By the mutual orthogonality condition, [gx [w!(- — yin)||[w*(- = ykn)[Pm~! dz is converging to
zero as n — 0o. Also, the residual term [g v |rL|Pm da is vanishing as n — oo and then L — A.
Therefore, passing to the limits as n — oo, L — A and then ¢ — 0, one can conclude (3.1).
Similarly, one can show (3.2) and (3.3).

In the above observation, the inequality (3.4) is employed together with the mutual or-
thogonality condition, yielding the degeneracy of cross terms. The inequality (3.5) is used
with b = 7L which is vanishing in the suitable space. Hence, one can obtain other variants of
the above decompositions of integral functionals, by considering the Lebesgue or Sobolev spaces
where W™P(RN) is embedded G[RY, Z; p*, |-completely continuously. Along the above strategy,
in what follows, we shall investigate more general results.

3.2. Main theorems

Now we shall discuss the general results of decomposition of integral functionals of ([ x F(0%uy) dz)
with continuous functions F' of critical growth, based on the profile decomposition in homoge-
neous Sobolev spaces. We consider two types of continuous functions here: locally Lipschitz con-
tinuous functions with homogeneity of critical order; smooth functions with asymptotic growth
of critical power near zero and infinity. We refer the reader to [19, Section 5.2.] as a reference
of conditions of continuous functions.

In what follows, Lip},.(R) denotes the set of locally Lipschitz continuous functions on R.
Let @ € (Z>0)"™ be a multi-index such that |a| < m. Firstly, consider a function F, € Lip,.(R)
such that

(3.6) Fo(2NPm-tals) = 21NF (s), seR, jeZ.
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From this condition immediately follows
[F(s)] < Clsel, s €R,

for some constant C' > 0. For those functions F', an invariance property follows from the change
of variables:

JRN F<8O‘ [QjN/pfnu(ij)]> dz = JRN F(0%u(z)) da

for all uw € LPm(RN) and j € Z.

Now one form of the results of decomposition of integral functionals in the critical case
reads:

Theorem 3.1 (Decomposition of integral functionals 1). Let (u,) be a bounded sequence in
WP(RN). Assume that on a subsequence, still denoted by n, (uy,) has a profile decomposition
with profile elements (W', ypn, jin, A) € W™P(RV)x RN xZx (NU{0,00}) (1 € ZSH™, n € Zs))
as in Theorem 2.7. Let o € (Z>0)" be a multi-index such that || < m, and let F, € Lip,.(R)
satisfy (3.6). Then the following holds true:

A
i “ = ol (z)) dz.
lim JRN Fo(0%up(z)) dz = ZJ Fo(9%w!(x))d

n—0o0 N
=0 'R

We secondly consider a continuous function F,, as follows. Let f, € C'(R) satisfy
(3.7) |fals)] < Cls|Pm-1e)™! s €R,

for some C' > 0. Let F,, € C'(R) be the primitive function of f, given by F(s) = [} fa(t)dt, s €
R. From (3.7), it follows that

|Fa(5)| < Cls[Pm-tel, s € R.
Now assume that the following limits exist:

at = lim |s|7p:”*\a\Fa(s), A T = lim |s|7p:”*\a\Fa(s),

(3 8) s—0t §—00
a” = lim |s|7pr"*\a\Fa(s), A7 = lim |s|7pr"*\a\Fa(s).
s—0~ §——00

Set limit functions of F' by

at|s[Pm-lel if s >0
3.9 Faols) = : <0
(3.9) ,0(5) {a—|5|¥’ma if s<0,

Aﬂs]p:”*‘“‘ ifs>0
3.10 F e : <0
( ) a,OO( ) {A!s!p'”‘“ if s<0.

With these functions, a decomposition of integral functionals also holds true, that is,

Theorem 3.2 (Decomposition of integral functionals 2). Let (uy) be a bounded sequence in
WP(RN). Assume that on a subsequence, still denoted by n, (uy,) has a profile decomposition
with profile elements (W', yy n, ji.n, A) € WMP(RN) xRN x Zx (NU{0,00}) (I € Z;é”rl, neZsp)
as in Theorem 2.7. Let a € (Z>o)Y be a multi-index such that |a| < m, and let fo € C(R)
satisfy (3.7) and let Fo(s) == [j fa(t)dt, s € R, admit the limits (3.8). Define Foo and Fy o
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by (3.9) and (3.10). Then, on a subsequence again if necessary, still denoted by n, the following
holds true:

(3.11) limJ Fo(0%up(z)) de
n—oo RN
= ZJ Fa(aa [leN/prnwl(lex)D dz
leN RN
+§;J Faoe(@w'( dx+zj Fao(0%u! (2)) da,
ISP leN3

where N1 UNy UN3 = Z53™, ji, = j' if 1 € N1, jin — 00 if I € Na, jin — —00 if | € Na.

One can prove other variants of the above results in the same way as follows:

Proposition 3.3. Along the proﬁle decomposition in W™P(RN) (1 < m < N/p), there holds

. l
nh_)ngo HunH?/Vk,q(RN Z Hw Hqu (RNY’ q= p;kn—k’ ke ZZOa k< m.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.1

We shall prove the above results in the special case |a| = 0 and we abbreviate f, to f and
so on; the other cases will be readily shown in the same way.

Basic lemmas. We need important inequalities which play crucial roles, corresponding to (3.4)
and (3.5).

Lemma 3.4. Let F' € Lip,,.(R) be as in Theorem 3.1. Then for any L € N, there exists a
constant Cp, > 0 such that for all s; e R, 1 <1< L,

L L
r (z ) SR
=1 =1

Proof. We argue by induction on L. For the sake of convenience, we set d = 2N/Pm > 1,
M = [-d?, —d U [d',d?] ¢ R and Ljs = Lip(M) which is the Lipschitz constant of F on
M. Fix a > 0 sufficiently large so that

1+de<d, 1—d*>d"

(3.12) <CL Y sifsplPm!

1<I£k<L

Note that this is equivalent to

e {0, log(d—1) log(1—1/d) } ‘

logd ’ log d
(I) Base step: L =2. We shall show that there exists C' > 0 such that for any a,b € R,
(3.13) |F(a+b) — F(a) — F(b)| < C(|alPm m=1),

If a =0 or b=0, then (3.13) is immediate, so we assume a,b # 0. Firstly, we consider the case
where the ratio ¢t = |b|/|a| is so small that ¢ < d~“. Also we suppose |a| € [1,d]. Then one has
a+b,a € M since

) <
) >4l

la+b] < |a] + |b] < d(1 +

d
la +b] > |a] —1b| > 1(1 —4d
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It follows that
(3.14) |F'(a+0) — F(a) — F(b)|
< |F(a+0b) = F(a)| + |F(b)| < Lag|b] + C[bfPm

< LyglaPn =4[] + ClafPm=Hb] < (Lag + C)alPm 8,

where we used the assumptions |a| € [1,d] and |b|/]a|] < d™°.

Then we remove the restriction |a| € [1,d], and fix arbitrary a € R. Then there is a unique
j = ja € Z such that |a| € [@/,d’], and so one sees |[d~7a| € [1,d]. Due to t < d~¢, it follows
that d7a 4+ d~7b,d7a € M since
ld7a+d b <da|+d|b| < d]a|(1 +d™*) <d(1+d %) < d?
|da+d9b] >d 7 a| —dI|b| > d|a|(1 —d™*) > 1(1 —d~*) <d .

Hence from (3.6) and (3.14) one sees that
[F(a+)— F(a) - F(b)]
< |F(d(d7a+ d b)) — F(d(d7a))| + | F(d(d~7b))|
— 9N |P(da + d7b) — F(da)| + 27 |P(d )
< 2N (Lar + C)dafPm = d b
— (Las + C)lafn .

Thus (3.13) holds true if « € R and ¢ < d~“. In the same way, one can show that
|[F(a+0) = F(a) = F(b)] < (Las + C)lal b~
if be R and ¢t > d°.
We finally have to verify (3.13) in the case of a,b € R with d=® <t < d“. It follows that
[F(a+b) = F(a) = F(b)| < [F(a+b)[ + [F(a)| + |[F(0)]
< Cp(lafm + [pfPm)
= CplafPm (1 + t7m).

There exists a constant C' > 0 only depending on d® such that
14 tPm <Ot +tPm™Y), teld®,dY,
and thus, we get
|F(a+0b) — F(a) — F(b)| < ClafPm(t + tP»~1)

= (bl + fal ")

for all a,b € R such that t € [d™“,d%]. Eventually, (3.13) is verified for all a,b € R.

nductive step. Assume that (3. olds true for some L € N. dSet a = 151 en
IT) Inducti A hat (3.12) hold f LEN. S L, 5. Th
by the induction hypothesis and (3.13), one sees that

L+1 L+1
F <Z sl> - Z F(sp)
=1

=1
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<|F(a+spy1) — F(a) = F(sp+1)| +

L L
F <Zsl> —ZF(S[)
=1

=1

P sl + lallspa PP+ C 0 Y sillskPe!
1<I£k<L

< C(la

<Cryr Y sillskfPm
1<I£k<L+1

Hence (3.12) with L being replaced with L + 1 is verified. Hence (3.12) is proved for the case
L > 2. The case L = 1 is obviously verified. Thus the proof is complete. ]

Lemma 3.5. Let F' € Lipy,.(R) be as in Theorem 3.1. Then for any € > 0, there exists a
constant C = C. > 0 such that for all a,b € R,

|F (a+b) — F(a)| < elalPm + CbPm.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. The preceding lemma and the Young inequality yield
[F(a+0b) = F(a)| < |F(a+b) — F(a) = F(b)| + |F(b)
< C(JafP== b + |a|[pfP ") + Clb[Pm

< elafPm + CelplPm,

hence the conclusion. OJ

Combining the above two lemmas, one gets the following

Lemma 3.6. Let F' € Lip,,.(R) be as in Theorem 3.1 and let L € N. Then for any e > 0, there
exists Ce, Cr, > 0 such that for all s;,r ¢ R (I=1,...,L),

L L
(3.15) F <Z S; + 7“> — Z F(Sl)
=1 =1
L P
<ed si| ACPmrCr D sillspm
=1 1<IAI<L

Main body. Now we are ready to prove the first result of decomposition of integral functionals.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Set
L
A
E = 51;18 ||un||Wm,p(RN)’ Srlz/ = Zgl,nwla L e Z§0+1a ne ZEL,
= 1=0

and one has u, = SL 4+ rk. Fix ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. From (3.15), one sees that

L
(3.16) J F(uy) — Z F(gnwh)| do
RN 1=0
< 6HSTIL/| IL)/T;?”(RN) + CEHTTIL/HIL);L%(RN)

Pl g,

YD SN I
1<izr < JBRY
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By (2.4), (2.29) and the Sobolev inequality, we have
(3.17) hm lim ||S%|| s @y <C hrr}\ hm 1SE i, »@y) < CE.
L—

—A n—oo

The mutual orthogonality condition (the assertion (ii) in Theorem 2.7) implies that for all | #
e ZshH!

(3.18) J P e P
RN

as n — oco. We also have

(3.19) lim lim HrnHLp;;Z(RN) =0.

L—sAn—o0

Combining (3.16)—(3.19), and passing to the limits as n — oo, L — A and then ¢ — 0, one

gets
- L
L [ o 3 a0
By (3.6) and the change of variables, we get
L
E\n@ JRN F(uy)dz — lzg JRN F(uw') dz
- L
=0,
which yields N
nh_)ngo JRN F(u,)dz = ; JRN F(w')dz
This completes the proof. B ]

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.2

We now move on to the proof of Theorem 3.2. In this case, too, we shall prove the result
in the special case |a| = 0 and we abbreviate f, to f and so on.

Basic lemma. Firstly, we provide important inequalities corresponding to Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5.

Lemma 3.7. Let f and F be as in Theorem 3.2. Then for any L € N, there exists a constant
C = Cr, > 0 such that for any si,...,sr, € R,

Moreover, for any € > 0, there exists a constant C = C. > 0 such that for all a,b € R,
(3.21) |F(a+b) — F(a)| < €lalPm

(3.20) <C > fsillsemt

1<I#£k<L

Furthermore, for any e > 0, there exists C.,Cr, > 0 such that for all s;,7 € R (I =

L L
g <Zsl —{—7‘) —ZF(SZ)
=1

=1

1,...,L),

(3.22)
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D s

=1

*

Pm

+ CelrPm +CL > sil|spfPm
1<I#U<L

<e

Proof. The inequality (3.20) will be proved in the same way as the proofs of [13, Lemmas 4.4—
4.7]. The inequality (3.21) follows from the first inequality with L = 2 and the Young inequality.
The inequality (3.22) is proved by the above two. O

Main body. Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. From a similar argument to the preceding proof of Theorem 3.1 to-
gether with Lemma 3.7, one obtains the following:

F(uy) — ZL: F <gl7nwl>
=0

When [ € Ny, there exists a limit j' € Z such that Jin — 4t as m — oo. So if I € Ny, then by
the dominated convergence theorem, one sees that

dx = 0.

L—An—oo

(3.23) lim lim J
RN

(3.24) JRN F(ginw') dz
_ J P20 N Py (270 () da
RN
N J PN (27 (2))) da + o(1)
RN

as n — oo. Similarly, the dominated convergence theorem implies that

(3.25) J F (20N P (200 (2 — yy,))) da
RN
_ J Foo () d + o(1) (1 € Ny),
RN
(3.26) J F (i NPml (2700 (1 =y, ,))) d
RN
:J Fy(wh) dz + o(1) (I € N3),
RN
as n — oQ.

Combining (3.24), (3.25) and (3.26), one obtains

wy,) da: — 3 N/t (2910 (2))) da
| Pagar— 35| P

leNy i< BRY

Foo(w') dz — Z J Fo(w') dz
1eN3,I<SL RN
L

JRN F(u,)dz — ZJ F(gnw!) dz

N
1=0 'R

+o(1)
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as n — oo. From the above and (3.23), one concludes that

lim HJ Flup)dz — Y J F(2'NPryt(27' (2))) da
L—An—oo | JRN leNT <L RN

_ JNFOO(wl)dm— > JNFo(wl)dx

lEN, <L /R leNs,i<L'R
=0,
which leads us to (3.11). This completes the proof. O
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Appendix A. Abstract theory of profile decomposition

We here recall two fundamental theorems of profile decomposition in general reflexive Ba-
nach spaces provided in the author’s previous paper [13]. The following theorem is employed to
prove Theorem 2.7.

Theorem A.1 ([13, Theorem 2.1]). Let (X,| - |lx) be a reflexive Banach space, let (X,G)
be a dislocation space with a dislocation group G, and let (u,) be a bounded sequence in X.
Then there exist A € N U {0,400}, a subsequence (N(n)) < (n), w' € X (I € ZSH™) and
gnm) €EG (L€ Z;g“, n € Zx;) such that -

L

UN(n) = Zgl,N(n)wl + T]Lv(n), L e Z;{JHFI, n e Z2L7

=0

and the following hold:

(i) 90 N(n) =Idy (n>0), w#0(1<l¢c Z<A+1)_

(ii) g, N(n yIk,N(n) 0 operator-weakly as n — oo whenever | # k € Z;QH-

)
(iii) g, N(n YUN(n) — w! weakly in X (n — oo, 1 € ZfAH)_

(iv) Fork € Z;é‘“}
0 ifk=0,...,L
—1 L ) s Ly

r —
gk,N(n) N(n) {wk ifh>L+1,
weakly in X as n — oo.

Furthermore, if either A = oo and |w!||x — 0 as | — A, or else A < oo, then the following
ezactness condition holds:

—-1,.L _
(A1) Jim, sup T sup (6.6™"rf )| =0
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where U := Bx~(1).
As is remarked in [13], we put the same remark here:

Remark A.2. e The above theorem gives qualitative assertions of profile decomposition,
and quantitative one (A.1) is obtained under a further assumption that either A = co
and |Jw']|x — 0 asl — A, or else A < co. However, this further assumption will be
ensured in theorems of profile decomposition below in the present paper and in [13], by
virtue of the direct calculations for the decompositions in energy like (2.2), which shows
that leHX —0asl— o0if A =cc.

e As for the assumption “either A = oo and |w'|x — 0 asl — A, or else A < 00",
Solimini-Tintarev [15] generally verified this further assumption, by reformulating the
profile decomposition theory by means of the so-called “A-convergence”. They estab-
lished a A-convergence-version of the profile decomposition theory for uniformly convex
and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, where the above further assumption always holds
true, and they also showed that if the Banach space satisfies Opial’s condition, the A-
limits coincide with the weak limits, so that the above further assumption are also
true with respect to the weak-topological profile decomposition theory. It is notewor-
thy that Hilbert spaces, Besov spaces and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces (including Sobolev
spaces) enjoys Opial’s condition, so that our assumption is satisfied in those cases.

The following theorem implies that the residual term satisfying the exactness condition (A.1)
becomes arbitrarily small in a normed space Y, where the embedding X — Y is G-completely
continuous. From the following theorem, one can prove (2.5) and (2.6).

Theorem A.3 ([13, Theorem 2.5]). Let (X,G) be as in Theorem A.1 and let (Y, - |ly) be a
normed space. Suppose that the embedding X — Y is G-completely continuous. Also assume
that a double-suffiz sequence (uk) in X satisfies that

n

sup HuﬁHx < 00,
n,LEN

lim sup lim sup ‘<¢,g_1u£>‘ = 0.
L=00 geB s (1) "7 gel@

Then it holds that

lim Tim |ul|ly =o0.
L—00n—00

Appendix B. Abbreviated form of profile decomposition

In the profile decomposition theorem as before, we explicitly denoted the number of non-
trivial profiles by A € Z U {0, 00}, so that one can distinguish the infinite-profiles case from the
finite-profiles case.

In practice, however, many profile decomposition theorems use the abbreviated form as in
the introduction. Here, we provide the abbreviated version of the profile decomposition theorem.

Theorem B.1 (Abbreviated form of Theorem 2.7). Let (u,) be a bounded sequence in the
dislocation Sobolev space (W™P(RN),GIRN,R;p%]). Then, there exist a subsequence of (n),
still denoted by n, profiles w' € W™P(RN) (I € Zsy), dislocations (yin,jin) € RN xR (I,n €
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Z>0), and residual terms rt € W™P(RN) (L,n € Zso), with the relation of a double-suffiz
profile decomposition

L
Up, = Zle’”N/p;ﬂn’wl (2”’"( - yl,n)) + Tyl;, L,TL € ZZO’
=0

such that the following holds true:

(i) For alln € Z>¢, yo, =0 and jo,, = 0.
(ii) Ifl 7& k; then |jl,n - ]k,n| + 2jk’”|yl,n - yk,n| — 00.
(iii) For everyl € Zxy, 2= It N/Pinyy,, (Q_jl’" . +yl7n) — w! as n — oo weakly in Wmvp(RN)
and a.e. on RN (1 € Zxy).
(iv) For every k € Z>o,

27jk,nN/p¢n»,~£/ (Q*J‘k,n . +yk,n) BN 0 Zf k= 0’ cee ,L,
wh ifk>L+1,
weakly in W™P(RN) as n — oo.
(v) There holds

o0
T p. > Z 1 p. T T T L p.
{1y p gy 2 2 1015y p vy + Jim i ol v s

where By, r1 = UlL:O B(yin, 2_jMR).
(vi) There holds

)

lim sup lim  sup ‘<¢, 2_jN/p:nr7Ll(2—j . _|_y)>
L—oo qbeUn_’OO yGRN,jER

Wm.p(RN)
where U = B[Wm,p(RN)]*(l).

Proof. Take a double-suffix profile decomposition given by Theorem 2.7. At this time we renum-
ber the subsequence and use the index n.

If A < 400, then we set

wt=0 forall I >A+1,
Yn=0, in=0 forall I>A+1, neZs,

Then we get the above theorem.

If A = oo, then we set
Then we get the above theorem. 0

Corollary B.2. Let u, = zlL:o 2010 N/ P gt (27tn (- —yn)) + 15 (n, L € Z>0) be a double-suffiz
profile decomposition as in the above theorem. Then this profile decomposition is the finite profile
decomposition if and only if there exists L € Z>o such that w' =0 for all | > L + 1.
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Appendix C. Preliminaries

We here provide some preliminary facts which are used in the paper.

Dual spaces of Sobolev spaces. We recall that duality structures of Sobolev spaces are well
characterized via the Riesz representation theorem.

Lemma C.1 (Dual space of W™P(RN)). Let 1 < p < N/m with m,N € N. Then for any
F e [WmP(RN))*, there exist fo € L¥ (RN) (a € (Z0)N with |o| = m) such that

(F,uy = Z J fod®udz  for all u € W™P(RYN).

N
laj=m "R

Proof. Let M be the number of all multi-indices whose length is m, i.e., M = #{a € (Z>0)"; |a| =
m}. Consider the product space X := LP(R)M equipped with the norm |ju||x = (2 jal=m HuaHip(RN))l/p
for v = (ua)ja)=m € X. Define an isometric injection x : WmP(RN) = X by k(u) =
(0%u)|a)=m € X, and set a closed subspace Y = r(W™P(RN)) of X.

Let F e [W™P(RN)]*. Then a bounded linear functional ® € Y* is induced by F as follows:
for any u € Y, (®,u) = (F,x *(u)), which is bounded and [|®|y+ < Il 4irm.pmavye- By the
Hahn-Banach theorem, there is an extension ® of ® onto whole X such that ||®|x+ = ||P|y+,

i.e., ® € X*. Then by the Riesz representation theorem, there exist ¢o € LY (RN), |a] = m,
such that for all u = (uq)|aj=m € X,

(bu)= 3 |

jaj=m "R

Doty dx.
N

Therefore, we observe that for all u € W™P(RN),

(P = (@l = (Bm)) = 3 |

P 0%udx,
RN

|al=m

hence the conclusion. O

Besov spaces. Here we recall homogeneous Besov spaces for the sake of the reader’s conve-
nience. For more details, we refer the reader to [7]. In what follows, we denote by F and
F~! the Fourier transformation and the inverse Fourier transformation, respectively, defined on
LYRN), L2(RY) or S'(RY), where S’(R”Y) denotes the set of tempered distributions on RY.

Let us recall the Littlewood-Paley decomposition of tempered distributions. Let {¢;};cz
be a family in the Schwartz class satisfying the following properties:

suppp; C {€ € RY; 2771 < |¢| < 27H1,

> i€ =1, §#0;
JEZ
$;(€) = ¢o(277€), ¢eRY, je;

¢j—1(&) + 05() + ¢j41(§) =1, {€suppg;, jEZ.

A family of operators {P;} is defined as follows:
Piu=F'¢;Fu, ueS®R"Y), jeZ.
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Then the Littlewool-Paley decomposition of u € S’(RY) is

u= Z Pu, ucS'RY).
JEZ

Under these settings, the homogeneous Besov space B;q(RN ) is defined as the set of all

tempered distributions whose homogeneous Besov norm is finite; here the homogeneous Besov
norm is defined as

lull 55 ey = 10127 Pyl ooy ezl

for se R, p€[l,x], ¢ €[l,00] and u € S'(RV).
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