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HARDY-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES WITH DISTANCE TO THE
BOUNDARY WEIGHT FUNCTIONS

LEI WANG AND MEIJUN ZHU

Abstract This is the first part of our research on certain sharp Hardy-Sobolev
inequalities and the related elliptic equations. In this part we shall establish some
sharp weighted Hardy-Sobolev inequalities whose weights are distance functions to
the boundary.

1. Introduction

1.1. A brief review on the classical Hardy and Sobolev inequalities. One
of the simple, yet indispensable tools in the study of modern nonlinear partial dif-
ferential equations is the following Hardy inequality (initially discovered by Hardy,
see, for example, [16]):

|u(x)|P P / 1
dr < P VulPdz, Yu € DyP (R, 1.1
/Rn+1 ||P = (n—i— 1 —p) R+ Vulrdz, vu 0" ) (1.1)

where 1 < p < n+ 1 and DyP(R™!) is the completion of C§°(R™*!) under the
norm (fp,i1 \VulPdz)s .

The importance of this inequality is at least twofold. First of all, the inequality
has its own interest. The constant (55— )" in (LLI) is sharp. However, since the
inequality has the scaling invariant property, an extremal sequence for the sharp
inequality may not strongly converge in a suitable function space to any function.
In fact, it is well known that the equality in (ILT)) does not hold for any nontrivial
function in DyP (R™H1). Inequality () certainly holds on any bounded domain
containing the origin as an interior point for functions vanishing outside the domain,
with the same sharp constant as in R™*1.

Secondly, the inequality plays an essential role in solving certain classical nonlin-
ear PDEs. For example, with the help of Hardy inequality and Hélder inequality,
Hardy and Littlewood first obtained the Hardy-Littlewood inequality ([I5]), and
later it was discovered that its sharp form (so-called Bliss Lemma, see [3]) yields

the following sharp Sobolev inequality (due to Aubin [I] and Talenti [30]):

(n+1)p n41—
(/]R . || FF1F d) ST gsnﬂ,p/R | IVulde, Yu e DYP(R™Y),  (1.2)

where 1 < p < n+ 1 (well, the sharp Sobolev inequality for p = 2 in three di-
mension seems to be derived first by Rosen [29]). Inequality ([2)) in turn leads to
the resolution of the famous Yamabe problem (see, for example, Lee and Parker
[18]). Note that the above Sobolev inequality with a non-sharp constant can also
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be derived from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in Gagliardo [I1] or Nirenberg
[27]. For p = 2, inequality (L.2) holds on any domain in R™*! for functions vanish-
ing outside the domain, with the same sharp constant as in R"*!, but the sharp
constant is never achieved unless the domain is the whole space R"*! (due to the
famous Liouville Theorem of Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg [14], or the stronger Liouville
Theorem (without decay assumption) of Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck [5]).

Using the interpolation between Sobolev inequality (s = 0) and Hardy inequality
(s = p), one can easily obtain the following Hardy-Sobolev inequality:

ju(a)| e
/ e ————dz)" < C |VulPdz, Yue DyP(R™MY),  (1.3)
Rn+1 |J?|S Rn+1

where 1 < p<n-+1and 0 <s <p. The sharp constants and extremal functions
of (IL3) for 0 < s < p can also be obtained from Bliss Lemma. Some interesting
studies of related inequalities on a bounded domain can be found, for example, in
Ghoussoub and Yuan[I3], Ghoussoub and Roberts[12] and references therein.

1.2. Hardy-Sobolev inequality with distance to the boundary weight func-
tions. For any bounded domain Q C R™*! (for n > 1) with Lipschitz boundary,
let § = dq(x) = dist(z, I) be the distance (to the boundary) function for x € ).

: ?q . S ‘ "d
Note that % has the similar scaling invariant property to Jiﬁ“‘xg“fp ; for

any x, € §). In fact, it is not surprise that we have another type of Hardy inequal-
ity, which asserts (see, for example, Opic and Kufner [28], or see our direct proof
in Section 2.1.2): for p > 1, there is a positive constant C' = C(n, p,?), such that

[ tpar<c [ (vupas, e wir@) 1)

Similarly, using the interpolation between Sobolev inequality and Hardy inequal-
ity (I4), we can easily obtain a Hardy-Sobolev type inequality similar to (3] for
1 <p<n+1. In fact, we have a more general inequality as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let 2 be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary in R"T1. As-
sume p € (1,n+ 1] and j satisfies
p(nt1) i
{ogﬁgm, ifp<n+1,

g >0, ifp=n-+1. (1.5)

Then there is a positive constant C = C(n,p, 8,2), such that for all u € Wol’p(Q),

nt+l—p p _ntl
(/ §TPT AT P ) T < c/ \Vul|Pda. (1.6)
Q Q

We will provide another approach to prove Theorem [[LJI We first prove the
inequality on the upper half space RT’l ={(y,t) : y €R™ t> 0} (see the next
theorem), and then inequality (6] on a bounded domain can be derived by using
the covering method via the partition of unity. The main idea is similar to the
approach for the proof of the e-level sharp Sobolev type inequalities on compact
manifolds, see, for example, the work by Aubin [2], Hebey and Vaugon [17], Li and
Zhu [20], etc. The advantage of this approach is twofold. First, we can obtain
the above inequality for the case p = n 4 1, which can not be obtained via the
interpolation method. Second, for p = 2 and some specific 5, we can obtain the
sharp constants and extremal functions for the inequalities on R’}rﬂ. In our later
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work in progress, such sharp constants and extremal functions play the key role in
the study of sharp inequalities on a bounded domain for p = 2.
Denote Dé:g (R''*") as the completion of C§° (R} ™) under the norm ( f;

R
For 1 < p <n+1, it is easy to check that
Dyh(RET) = {u e Wi (RET) 1w e LP(RYT ¢ Pdydt), Vu € LP(R)},

where LP(R" ¢ Pdydt) = {u : fRiﬂ tPluPdydt < +00}. We have the following

inequalities on the upper half space:

n41 |V’Ul|pd$)%
+

Theorem 1.2. Assume that p € (1,n+ 1] and B satisfies (L3). There is a positive
sharp constant C, ., , 5, such that for all u € Dé:g(R1+l),

n4+1—

(/ §PHISETE By [P dydt) T < O;;Hpﬁ/ |Vu|Pdydt. (1.7)
R+ ) S

Moreover, for p = 2, the equality holds for some functions in Dé:g(R’}rH) if p e
(O,%) form>2, 0or >0 forn=1.

In the following two cases, the extremal functions can be explicitly written out
and the sharp constants can be calculated:

(1) For B =1,
([ 5 a5 < €, [ VaPdyr, e D3R, (13)
RK+1 o Ri+1 ’

where

N 1 I'(n+4
Cn+1,2,1 = ST 1) (77%( )
and equality in (L8] holds if and only if
Ct
(A+1)%+ 1y —yol2) "%
for some A >0, C € R and yo € R™.
(2) For 8 =2,

u(yat) =

(/RM £ [u] RET dydt) 7 < Oy gy /Rm |Vul?dydt, Yu € Dyg (R
+ +

(1.10)
where
. - 1 ( 4T (n + 3) )HLH
L2270 (1) (n + 3) ﬁ"T“F(nTH) ’
and equality n (LIQ) holds if and only if
t
u(y,t) = ¢ (1.11)

(A2 412+ |y —yo[2) ™5
for some A >0, C € R and yo € R™.

Note that if uw > 0 is an extremal function to inequality (7)) for p = 2, then up
to a multiple of some constant, it holds

/ vuv¢dydt:/ R A R G dydt, Vg € DEARMTY). (1.12)
R7H? ’

n+1
]R+
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We define u € Dé:g (R'*") to be the weak solution to equation

_ n—1 23 .
{—Au =1t 2+ n+1 Bul—"_n+17 in Ri+17

1.13
u=0, on BRT’l, ( )

if equality (LI2) holds. By the standard elliptic estimates and the maximum princi-
ple, we know that the nonnegative weak solutions to (LI3)) are smooth and positive
in the interior of the upper half space. But since the boundary value of solutions
to (LI3) is zero, we can not obtain the important information on solutions via the
method of moving sphere. To be specific, with the zero boundary condition, in the
process of carrying out the method of moving sphere, we can not rule out the pos-
sibility that moving spheres centered at certain points on the boundary never reach
the critical positions while moving spheres centered at different boundary points
may reach the critical positions. Fortunately, we are able to find the suitable trans-
formations for the solutions, which have positive boundary values, and then we
can carry out the method of moving sphere. Meanwhile, we find the equivalence
between inequality () for p = 2 and the inequality we obtained in [I0] (that is,
inequality (ZI7) below). It helps us to obtain the sharp form of inequality (7))
and the classification results for p = 2. Actually, all the nontrivial nonnegative
weak solutions to equation ([LI3]) with 8 = 1 or § = 2 are of the form (L3) or
(LI, respectively. See Section 2.1.3 for more details.

1.3. Sharp constant on bounded domains for p = 2. Once we know the

sharp constant and the explicit form for the extremal functions of the sharp Hardy-

Sobolev inequality on the upper half space for p = 2, we are able to study the sharp

Hardy-Sobolev inequality with weighted distance functions on bounded domains.
For § satisfying

<p< ) it >2
0shs 55, iinz2 (1.14)
B8 =0, ifn=1,
and a domain  C R"*! we define
Vul?d
Jnrrpolu] = —— i;' . . (1.15)
(Jo b ™7 Juft 1 da) wrie
and
/J,n_;,_l”@(ﬂ) = inf Jn+1)B7Q[’U4]. (1.16)

ucCge (2\{0}

Then fin,+1,5(2) > 0 if and only if inequality (L6]) holds for p = 2 in 2. Apparently,
the ratio is invariant with respect to any dilation and any translation, that is,

fint1,8(QR.20) = fint1,8(2), VR >0, zg € R, (1.17)
where Qg », = RQ + x¢g = {Rx + x|z € Q}.
For simplicity, we write p, 1 5 = tins1,5(R%TY). By Theorem [[2] we know

P, = (C;+1,2,ﬁ)_17
and for 3 satisfying

n—1 7

0<B< 2t ifp > 29 1.18)
B >0, if n =1, '
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P15 is achieved in Déf) (RTFI). By contrast, the study of Hardy inequality and
Sobolev inequality shows that 1, , = § (n > 1), u’;ﬂ sty = Sptio (1> 2),
=1 ’

and both constants are not achieved in Dé:g (R,

Naturally, we are interested in the sharp constant of Hardy-Sobolev inequality
on bounded domains. For the endpoints of the range of 3, there have already been
many interesting results. First, for g = z("—jll) with n > 2, it is known that for any

n
domain 2 C R*t1,
-1
Py, 2t (@) = “Z+1,—25§‘f§) = Sni12
and g, 20i) () is not achieved unless Q = R"*1. Secondly, for 8 = 0, it holds
’ n—1

N 1

Pnt1,0(02) < g0 = vk
due to Davies [9] and Marcus, Mizel, and Pinchover [24]. Further, if Q is convex,
then it is proved that pni1,0(Q) = I (see, for example, [25, 24]). Moreover, it
was showed in [24] that for € being a bounded domain with C? boundary, the

sufficient and necessary condition for pi,+1,0(£2) not to be achieved in WO1 2(Q) is

/LnJrLO(Q) = %-

In this paper, we shall study the sharp constant of Hardy-Sobolev inequality on
bounded domains for general 3. First, it is easy to show

Proposition 1.3. Assume that ) is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary
and 8 satisfies [LI4), then it holds

0 < pint1,8(8) < pqy -
Secondly, we have the following sufficient condition for i, 11, 4(£2) being achieved
in W,2(Q).

Proposition 1.4. Assume that Q is a bounded domain with C* boundary and B
satisfies (LIA). If pn41,5(R2) < 15,41 gs then pni1,5(S2) is achieved in Wy 2 ().

Proposition L4 was also obtained by Chen and Li [6] for dimension > 3, through
a precise description of the related Palais-Smale sequence, while we obtain the result
via the e-level sharp inequality (Lemma 2.T4)), which plays the important role in
proving Theorem [T11

If ptr41,5(92) is achieved and w > 0 is the extremal function, then up to a multiple
of some constant, it holds

/ VuV e dydt = / 2B T g dydt, Yo € WEHH(Q). (1.19)

Q Q

We define u € Wol’Q(Q) to be the weak solution to equation
{—Au = 572+Z_ﬂﬁu1+n2_fl, in Q,

(1.20)
u =0, on 0,

if equality (LI9) holds. So if pn41,5(€2) < py, 4 g, there is a positive weak solution
to equation (L20).

We consider some specific domains. First, for the unit ball, the following property
holds (see [6] for n > 2, which actually holds for n = 1).
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Proposition 1.5. Assume that 8 satisfies (LI4)). We have
pn+1,8(B1(0)) = NZ+1,/3-

Moreover, pin41,8(B1(0)) cannot be achieved by any function in Wol’Q(Bl(O)).

As we mentioned above, for § = 0 or 2(7:L_+11), the results are known. In the

: . 2(n+1)
nonlinear cases (for f > 0), the approach to obtain the results for § < ===
is different to the case of § = % (the sharp Sobolev inequality). It is worth

pointing out that there is no positive solution to (L20) with Q@ = B1(0), n > 2
and 8 = 2t - while there are positive radially symmetric solutions to ([L20)

n—1 7
with Q@ = B1(0), n > 2 and 0 < 8 < % (due to Cheng, Wei and Zhang [7]).
Proposition [[T5] also implies that the minimizing sequence for ji,, 11, 5(B1(0)) must
blow up.
Secondly, we are able to find some annular domain €, such that 0 < f1,41,8(Q2) <
1 p (see Section 4 below), thus the sharp constant is achieved on such a domain.
We are curious about whether for any bounded non-convex domain with C*!

boundary, pn41,5(€2) < py,y g- If this is the case, then p,41,5(€2) is achieved in

WO1 2(Q) For this purpose, it is quite interesting to study the related blow up
behavior and explore the role of the extremal functions of the sharp Hardy-Sobolev
inequality on the upper half space in the study. We will try to construct some
auxiliary functions derived from the extremal functions ([[9) and (II)) to solve
the question in a coming paper.

Finally, we also speculate a positive answer to the following conjecture:
Conjecture. Assume that () is a bounded domain with C'! boundary and 3 satisfies
(CI8). Then p,11,5(Q) is achieved in Wy *(Q) only if 1,41,5(Q) < Hons1.5-

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present the proof for Theorem
[[2] and then apply it to obtain Theorem [[L1l In Section 3, we consider the sharp
constant on bounded domain for p = 2, and give the proof of Proposition [.3]
Proposition[L4land Proposition[I.5l In Section 4, we give examples for some specific
domains €2, which may have non-Lipschitz boundary point or may be unbounded.

2. HARDY-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES ON R’}fl AND BOUNDED DOMAINS

2.1. Hardy-Sobolev inequality on R:ﬁ“. We first provide the proof for Theorem
One simple approach to obtain inequality (7)) is to use the interpolation
between Hardy inequality and Sobolev inequality. Such an approach usually fails
to obtain the inequality for p = n + 1 (that is, this allows us to get the inequality
only for the case 1 <p <n+1).

Another approach for deriving inequality (7)) with non-sharp constant is the
classical way to derive the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. This also yields the
inequality for the case p =n + 1.

When it comes to the sharp constant and extremal functions for p = 2, they can
be derived from our early results in [10].

2.1.1. Interpolation. For p > 1, the Hardy inequality on Rf_’“ is the following;:

/ P lufPdydt < (—2 )P/ |VulPdydt, Vu e DyP(RE). (2.1)
Riﬂ p—1 Riﬂ
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Then by Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality, for p € (1,n + 1),
ntl—
t_p+ﬁ6up+npifldydt
RYT!

p(n+1) (nt1-p)B

_(n+1-p)B
<( t’p|u|pdydt)1 TP ( u| w15 dz) PG D)
Rn+1
T

n+1
R+

n+41
§C(/n+1 |VulPdydt) ™.
R

i
This gives the proof of inequality (L7)) in Theorem [[2 for the case 1 < p < n+ 1.

2.1.2. Gagliado-Nirenberg type inequalities in R’}FH. We only consider u € C§° (Ri"’l)
since the general case can be gotten by approximation. So we assume u(y,0) = 0.
With this extra condition we can extend our inequalities obtained in the early paper
[10]. First, similar to Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 in [10], we have the following two
lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. For any k # 0 and u € C§°(R"™),

1
/ Rl dydt < — t* | Vu|dydt. (2.2)
RY T || RY*!

Lemma 2.2. For any k and u € Cg°(R"1),
(/ £ | M dydt) T < 2w / t*|Vu|dydt. (2.3)
Ry Ry

Remark 2.3. In Lemma 2] for k£ < 0, we need to assume that u(y,0) = 0. For
k > 0, this condition is not needed — this was proved in [I0, Lemma 2.1].

By Lemma [Z.1] Lemma 221 and Hoélder inequality, we easily obtain the following
Gagliado-Nirenberg type inequalities.

Proposition 2.4. (1) Assume that k # —n or 0, and | satisfies

{l €k—1,2LE],  ifk e (—n,0)U(0,00),

2.4
le 2k k—1], ifk<-n. 2.4)

Then there is a positive constant C = C(n, k) such that for all uw € C§° (RT‘U,

( / tu| S dydt) T < C / t*|Vu|dydt. (2.5)
Rn+1 Rn+1
+ +
(2) Fork=—n andl = —n—1, let q € [1, L], Then there is a positive constant
C = C(n) such that for all u € C§°(R"™),
( / =" u|9dydt)s < C / " |Vl dydt. (2.6)
RK+1 Ri+1

Remark 2.5. According to Maz’ya [20, (2.1.34)], for £ = 0 and | € (—1,0], in-
equality (23] is also true, even for u(y,0) # 0. But our approach does not work
for this case.
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As an application of Proposition2.4] we have the following corollary, which yields
inequality (L7) in Theorem [[2] (by choosing pk—(p—1)l = 0in 2]) and p =n+1
in ZI0)).

Corollary 2.6. (1) Let k # —n or 0, | satisfy @A), p € [I,n+1], or k=0, | €
(—1,0], p€ (1,n+1]. We further assume that

n+1

] k, ifp=n+]1. (2.7)

Then there is a positive constant C' > 0 such that, for all u € C§° (R’fr"’l),

(/ tﬂMMiﬁymdydt)% <C Pk= =Dl 7y P dydt.
R7 - R
+ +

(2.8)
(2) Fork=—n,l=—-n—1,letp e [l,n+1], and s satisfy

Sé[p,%], ifp<n+1, (2.9)
s> p, ifp=n+1. -
Then there is a positive constant C > 0, such that for all u € C§° (]RTLl),
1 z 1
(/ t" Hul*dydt) * < O/ P~ VulPdydt. (2.10)
R:L»+1 RK+1

Proof. (1) For the case k # —n or 0, by (24) and (21, it is easy to check that

(n+k)
pk—(p—1)l+n+1—p+#0. Applying Proposition 2.4] (1) to RN , and
by Holder inequality, we have

I =Rt _nth_
( t |u| pk—(p—1)l+n+l—p dydt) n+i+1
Rn+1
+

(p—1)(n+i+1)

gC/ tF |u| PP DR T | V| dydt
RY T

p—1

<C( tl|u|7pk—(g@1§llirlz)+l—p dydt) P ( tpkf(pfl)l|vu|pdydt)%
= RK+1 RK+1 9

which gives ([2.8]).
Next, we consider the case k = 0. Herel € (—1,0], p € (1,n+1], and additionally,
l#0if p=n+ 1. We need to show that

—(p=Dltnti—p

( / || TEDERET dyt) T T < O / =PI Gy|Pdydt.  (2.11)
Ri‘Fl RK+1
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- p(n+k)
Take k € [n’frll,l + 1]\{0}. Applying Proposition 24 (1) to WIS with k

replaced by k, and by Hoélder inequality, we have
; p(ntit1) _ntk_
( th|u| —E-DE T dydt) nFFT
Rn+l
+
p(n
<C tk|u| DT ' \Vu|dydt
Ry

p(n+w+l) p—1

1 P p
gC(/Rn+1 t*(pf1)l|Vu|dedt)p(/Rnﬂt k+( 11 |u| = DFFT dydt) s
+ +
(2.12)

For the second integral in the last line of (212)), we apply (28] with k, [ replaced
by i pl"c+(pl—1)l
) p—

respectively, then

—(p—Dltnti—p

k+( 1)1 P(”+pk+(p DLy Tt (p—1)1

p P y p— — —

(/ t |u| == Ty dydt) "t T T < O/ =PVl |Pdydt,
Rn+1 Rn+1

where we further choose k to satisfy k € [—(p—1)({+1), — nfl 1)1] ifl<p<n+l

or k> —(p—1)(I+1)if p = n+1, in order that conditions 4] and (1) hold with
i pl%+(p1—1)z
3 p—

k, I replaced by

we obtain (2IT]).

(2) Assume that ¢ satisfies ¢ € [I,2H]if p<n+1lorge[l,2H)ifp=n+1.
It is easy to check that p+ ¢ — pg # 0. Applying Proposition 24 (2) to urTapa , by
Hoélder inequality, we have

(/ s e dydt)%
Rn+l
+

(p—1)
<C £ |u| ¥ | V| dydt

n+1
RY

respectively. Taking above inequality back to (ZI2),

<C(| v VulEEmdydt) ([ T VuPdydt)
Rn+l Rn+
+ +

'db—‘

Then we can get (2I0) by taking s = —24 O

p+q—pq’

We now give the proof for inequality (L7) in Theorem
(1) For any p € (1,n+ 1), we can choose k, [ in (28] such that pk — (p— 1)l = 0,
then for [ € [—p,0] and any u € Cg° (R} ™),

( / 1l 55 dydt) < Cn,p, 1) / \VulPdydt. (2.13)
RK+1 Rn+1

+

Taking l(: —p + "+1_p[3 in 213)), we have pgfillj;) =p+ n’fl Therefore, for
g €0, Zf;rlp] (2I3) becomes

( / PR Byt dydt) T < O / \VulPdydt, Yu € C°(RT).
Rn+1 Rn+1
+

Then by the approximation argument, we know that the inequality also holds for
u € Dyh(RYH).
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(2) The case p = n + 1 follows from Corollary (2) with p = n + 1, and
f=s—n—1.

2.1.3. Sharp constant and extremal functions on R’f‘l. By the concentration com-
pactness principle (see, for example, Lions [22] 23]), it is not hard to obtain the
existence of extremal functions for puy ,, 5 if 8 satisties (LI8). See a similar argu-
ment given in [I0]. In this section, we prove the rest part of Theorem That
is, we classify all positive weak solution to equation (LI3)), which are also the ex-
tremal functions of w5 due to the uniqueness of the solution. In two cases
B8 =1 and g = 2, the extremal functions can be written out explicitly, and then
the corresponding sharp constants can be computed.

One of the common approach to obtain the classification result nowadays is to use
the method of moving sphere. If the moving spheres can reach the critical positions
before they all shrink to one point, then we can obtain essential information on
solutions via the key Li and Zhu’s calculus lemmas (see [19], or for example, Lemma
5.2 in our previous work [I0]). Unfortunately, due to the zero boundary condition
in equation (I3), we can not obtain any useful information about the solutions
via using the method of moving sphere directly. To overcome this difficulty, we
consider the new function ¥ and prove that it is positive on the boundary. Then
the method of moving sphere can be applied to ¥ and the related equation.

First, we denote

C5°(RY™) = {v| ve G (R},

and for a > 0, DL2(RT) to be the completion of C§°(R’}™) under the norm
1
e (/Rw 12V dydt) *.
+
It follows from Lemma 7.2 in [I0] that for a > 1, Cg°(R’™") is dense in DL2 (R} ).

For u and v = %, we have the following property, for which we will provide the proof
later.

Proposition 2.7. u € Dé:g(]RiH) if and only if v =t 1u € D;’Q(Rfﬂ). More-
over, for u € Dé:g(RTLl) and 8 satisfying ([L14)), it holds

/ |Vu|>dydt = / 2| V|2 dydt, (2.14)
Rn+1 Rn+1
+ +

and

/ t—z-t—%ﬂmﬁ-ﬁ-%dydt = / t6|v|2+%dydt. (2.15)
R Ry

Due to Proposition 277} we know that: for § satisfying (LI4),

(/ t‘2+%3|u|2+%dydt)—"igil < (ph 4 6)71/ \Vu|?dydt, Yu € Dy (R
RiJrl ) RK+1 s

(2.16)
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is equivalent to the following sharp inequalities:

(/ PR dyan) T < (uzﬂ,ﬂ)*l/  PIVePdydt, Yo € DY (RYH).
RY R

(2.17)
Further, the extremal functions of inequality (217 satisfy
/ 2V - Vodydt = / P01 ST gdydt, Vg € DY2(RMHY). (2.18)
]R1+1 ]R1+1
We define v € ’D;’Q(Rf'l) to be the weak solution to
i (42 _ B 12 - mpnAl
. div(t V;)(g Py T in R o (2.19)
lim, o+ 57 = 0, on R},

if (ZI8) holds. Then we have

Proposition 2.8. Assume that 5 satisfies (LI4). Then u € Dé:g(RT‘l) is a weak
solution to (LIJ) if and only if v = t71u € D;’Q(Rﬁ""l) is the weak solution to

EI19.

It follows that the study of inequality (2I6) is reduced to the study of (2I7),
and the classification of nonnegative weak solutions to ([LI3]) is reduced to the
classification of nonnegative weak solutions to ([ZI9)). It turns out, inequality (Z171)
is a special case (for @ = 2) of a more general sharp weighted Sobolev inequality
obtained in our former work [I0] :

(/ 1B [u| Wt dydt) T < S;jlaﬁ/ 1| Vol2dydt, Yo € DL2(RIHY),
Ri+1 o ]R1+1

(2.20)
where ao > 0,8 > —1, Z—;}B < a < f+2 Itis easy to see that py, 1 5 = Snt1,2,4-
We have shown that a nontrivial nonnegative weak solution v to (ZI9) must be
positive in R’}rﬂ. Moreover, we have the following theorem.

, 1,2
Theorem 2.9. ([I0, Theorem 1.6]) Assume that 3 satisfy (LIS). Letv € Dy*(RH)
be a positive weak solution to equation (ZI9). We have, up to the multiple of some
constants,

1 ntl (y—y°,t+A) 1
w00 = (gprrgrae) | e ar - ol @2

where y° € R™, A >0, ¢(r) > 0 and ¢ € C?[0, 55) N C°[0, 55] satisfies an ODE:

WO (2 i Ay = KA g 0 <
Y(ge) = A, ¢(0) =0, lim, o) (e —2) "0/ (n) =0,

(2.22)
for one constant K > 0 independent of A. Furthermore, there is only one positive
solution to ODE ([2.22]).

Moreover, in the following two cases, the solutions can be explicitly written out.

1). For =1, up to the multiple of some constant, v(y,t) must be in the form of

(0.1) = A o
) = (G —oE)

(2.23)
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where A >0, y° € R"”, and
NG +2)]#2
I(n+

2). For =2, up to the multiple of some constant, v(y, ) must be in the form of

Snt121=2(n+1) [77%

4)
(
v(y,t) = (A2+t2+|y " |2) (2.24)

where A >0, y° € R"™, and
nTH F("+3) 2

Sn+122—(n+1)(n+3)[ 1 m]?

With the help of Proposition[2.8 and Theorem [Z.9] we hereby complete the proof
of Theorem So, we are only left to prove Proposition [2.7] and Proposition 2.8

Proof of Proposition 7 Let u € C§°(R’} ™), then v = % is also in C§° (R’ ™).
Direct calculation yields

/ |Vu|*dydt = / 2| Vo2dydt + 2/ tvdyvdydt + / v dydt
7+z+1 ]R1+1 ]R1+1

n

= / 2| Vo 2dydt.
Ryt
Also, it is easy to check that

n— 23 2(nt6+1)
/ t_2+n7+}6|u|2+n7+1dydt=/ tP|o| " dydt.
Rn+1 R1+l

That is, (ZI4) and ZI5) hold for u € C§° (R} ™).
Let v € D%’z(]RiH). Since Cg°(R"™!) is dense in Dé’2(Ri+l), there is {v;} C
Cgo(R7H1), such that
/ » t*|Vv; — Vu|?dydt — 0, as j — oo.
+

Then as i, j — o0,

(n+B8+1)
(‘/Rn+1 fﬂ|vi _ ’Uj|2 e dydt) et < Sn—il-l ) 6/ t2|Vvi . ij|2dydt 0,
i

+
which implies that

v; — v a.e. in R (2.25)
Set
uj =tv;, u=+tv, (2.26)

then u; € C§°(RT™), and we need to prove u € ’D0 O(R"+l) Since

/ B |Vu; — Vu,|2dydt = / » t2|V; — Voi|2dydt — 0, as i,j — oo,
R R

there is @ € DOO(R"H), such that u; — @ in DOO(R”H). Similar to (225]), we
have
uj — @ a.e. in R
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Then by [229) and 226]), we conclude that v = @ and u € Dé:g(R’}fl). This yields
the sufficiency to the conclusion. Similarly, we can obtain the necessity, and show
that (ZI4) and @I5) hold for u € Dy (R}). O

Proof of Proposition 2.8 For u € Dé:g RY™M andv=t"lue D;’Q(R:ﬁ“), it is
easy to check that for all ¢ € Cg°(R'}™), it holds

/ VuVodydt = / VoV (t™ ¢)dyadt,
Rn+1 Rn+1
+ +

and

/ t,2+g_;;gu1+f—fl¢dydt:/ 1Byl (171 ) dydt.
R

n+41
RY

Using approximating and Proposition 2.7 we know that the above two equalities
also hold for all ¢ € Déf) (RTFI). The Proposition is thus proved. O

Remark 2.10. It is worth pointing out that inequality ([2I6]) also holds for n = 0.
In fact, it is a special case of Bliss Lemma [3]. Tt asserts that for § > 0, it holds

(/ t*2*5|u|2(1+5)dt)ﬁ < Cﬁ/ |u/(t)|2dt, Yu € C5°(Ry)
) 0

with the sharp constant

which is achieved by
u(t) = o ;1>
(1 + AtP)1/8

for some positive constants A and C.

2.1.4. Generalization. Considering u = tZv for v € R, we have the following more
general inequality equivalent to inequality (2.20):

Proposition 2.11. Assume that o > 1, > —1, Z—I}B <a<pB+2andvyeR.
Then for all u € C§°(RH),

A4t | 2(ntBE1D) nta—1
/ tﬁ nfa—1 |u| nfa—1 dydt) ntBF1
R7+HL
+

- a- 1 =2(@=1) oy
<Sit1a6 /}Rn+1 (7 Vu? = et ) dydt, (2.27)
+

where Sp41,a,8 15 sharp.

Taking v = 2(aw — 1) > 0 in Proposition 211l we have the following corollary,
which apparently is more general than inequality (7).
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Corollary 2.12. Assume o > 1,8 > —1, and
u e G (R,

Z—__’_}ﬂ < a < S+ 2. Then for all

nB—(a—1)(2n+pB+2) 2(n+B+1) nta—1
—1 2—« 2
(/ t nta—1 |u| nto—1 dydt) nFB+T < S’n,+1,a,ﬁ/ t |V’LL| dydt,
R R+
+ +

(2.28)
where Sp41,a,8 15 sharp.

We end up this subsection by discussing the relation between the inequality in
Corollary 2.6 and the one in Corollary 2121 Generally, write a1 = 2 — a < 1 and
By = n=la @A) ) ([@IR), then

n+a—1
2(n+p+1)  2(n+pi+1) . .

= f 1 (i.e. 1-—
n+a—1 n+a; —1 ifagnt+llie a# n)

and

Laf < ar<p+2, ifl-n<a <1,
B1+2< alSZ—__‘_}ﬂl, ifar <1—n.

Thus letting k = O”THBI and | = [, we get that ([228) coincides with (28] for
p = 2. Besides, the case ay > 1 naturally follows from inequality (220) since

C& (R € Cg°(RTH). For the remaining case a; = 1 —n, we have o = 1 +n
and i = —n — 1. Then taking s = "2 we get that ([Z28) coincides with (ZI0)
for p = 2. In conclusion, we have

Corollary 2.13. (1) For ay and (81 satisfying

Z—:ﬁlﬁ a1 <P1+2, ifar>1—nandag #1,
B < o <Bi+2, ifor=1,

Ar+2< o <25B ifon <1-n,

it holds

By, | ntBitD) niold p 2 0o (mynt1
( P | e T dydt) T < C t* | Vu|*dydt, Yu € Cg°(R}).
Ri+l 1

R
(2) For cy =1 —n, b1 = —n— 1, and s satisfying
{s €2, 21 yrn >,

n

§>2 ifn=1,

it holds

2

(/ t7" Huldydt) * < C/ 1|Vl Pdydt, Yu € Cg° (R,
Rn+1 Rn+1
+ +

2.2. Hardy-Sobolev inequality on bounded domains. In this subsection, we
prove Theorem[I.T] that is, the Hardy-Sobolev inequality on bounded domains with
Lipschitz boundary.

First, for  with C! boundary, Theorem [[T] can be easily derived from next
lemma which is usually referred to e-level sharp inequality. And this lemma will be
also used to derive the existence result in the proof of Theorem [[.4]in Section 3.
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Lemma 2.14. Assume that Q is a bounded domain with C* boundary and 3 sat-
isfies (LH). Then for any e > 0, there is C(g) > 0, such that for all u € W, (),

(/ s Pt n+1p5|u|p+"+ldaj)”+1+ﬂ <(Cpi1ppte / |[VulPdx 4+ C(e / |u|Pdx,
Q

(2.29)
where ), 5 is the sharp constant in Theorem [L2

Proof. Let {€;}%_, be an covering of {2, which satisfies that {Q }k_| is an covering
of 99, Qo C Q and dist(Qp,0N) > dy > 0. Suppose {n’'}7_, is the partition of
unity subordinate to {€;}%_,, that is, 7; satisfies

k
an :1IDQ, Oﬁmﬁla 7716080(91)7 ’L:O,l,,k

By (L3), we have that for p < n+ 1,

n+1—
p+ 2P e [p,0] and p-l—%e[l

p(n+1)
n+1-—p

!

Then in Qg, since & (:v) > Jp, by Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality, we have
that for all w € Wy *(Qo),

(n+1-p)B—p(n+1)

([ orr ot i) 5 <6, S e
Q0 LT A% (Qo)
=t TN p(1-0)
< Tl Il
n+l—p (S
(1-6
<OVl g vt QJ
eVl + CEON0l gy, (2:30)
where 6 = % It is easy to check that (Z230) also holds for the case p = n+1
by Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding of W, " ().

Since 2 has C* boundary, we can assume §;(i = 1,--- , k) is small enough, such
that there is a C'' map 1; satisfying

ViU NQ) =U; € RTM 4,(Q;,n0Q) C ORYH,

and for € < 1, if we write (y,t) = ¢;(x), then

dydt t
< el — < (2.
At de < (14 ¢&)" " dydt, T+ 0(z) < (1+e)t, for z e Q. (2.31)

Therefore, by inequality (I) on the upper half space, for w € WO1 PO, N6 =
1,--+,k), we have that

(/ 5_p+"I5p3|w|p+"p7fldx)% <1 +€)90(/ t_p+%6|wo¢*1|p+npifldydt)%
Q;NQ U;

<C+1p6(1+5 /|Vwo¢ Y|P dydt

<Crir, a1+ o) / VwlPdz, (2.32)
Q; NN
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for some positive numbers 6y, 01, 02. We rewrite C7, -, 5(1 +¢e)02 as C* T e

Since Zi:o [7;/? = 1 in Q, applying Minkowski inequality, (230) and 232), we
have, for £ < 1 and any u € W, ?(Q), that

(/ §—rt n::Jrlpﬂ |u|p+ n+1 dl‘) n+J1r41rﬁ
Q

( S~ p+5Tt n+1 ﬂlzn up|n:rgﬂdx)n+1+ﬁ
Q

k
SS([arE gpar) H d E
i—0 Y uNQ
k
<Y [Chirps +9) [ [Vm)Pds] + ) [ [l
=0 Q;NQ Qo
k
<(Cri1ppte) / Z IV (nu)|Pde + C(e) | |ulPdz. (2.33)
. Q
Since
k k
S OIVma)P <> (L + el |VulP + Ce) |V PuP) < (1+€)[Vul? + C(e)|ul?,
] =0
bringing this back to (Z33)), we get (229). O

For 2 bounded with Lipschitz boundary, the constants in the two formulas of
@31) may not be as small as 1 + ¢ at the same time. However, we can replace
them by constants depending on €2 due to the Lipschitz boundary condition, which
can also be used to derive Theorem [I.1]

3. SHARP CONSTANTS ON BOUNDED DOMAINS.

In this section, we consider the sharp constant of Hardy-Sobolev inequality on
a bounded domain €2 with Lipschitz boundary, and give the proofs of Proposition
[[3] Proposition [L4] and Proposition [[L5

Proof of Proposition By Theorem [[T], we know that 1, 41,5(2) > 0. Next,

we prove fin1,5() < f 1 5.

Since €2 has Lipschitz boundary, after suitable translation and rotation, we can
assume that 0 € 99, 8RTL1 is the tangent hyperplane to Q at 0, and for any A > 0,
there is h > 0, such that

Kap:={x=(,t): yeR",0<t <h,ly <At} CQ.

Fix A and h. By the definition of y;,, 5, for any € > 0, there is u € Cg° (Riﬂ),
such that

P18 < Jn+1,6,RT1[U] < Hny1, T E-
Take u(y,t) = A u(Ay, At), where A > 0 is large enough, such that

suppt C K5 C Q,
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and
da(z) < (L+e)t, Vz=(y,t)€ suppa. (3.1)
By scaling invariance, we have that
Tnsrprntilt] = Jopy groiifu] <pngapte

Since —2 + Z—I_iﬁ <0, by 1)), we have that

Jurrpmp (@] Poi1pHE

< J, u] < — < — —.
Hn+1,8,0 > n-‘rl”@,ﬂ[ ]— (1+5)%(_2+Z_ﬁ6) (1+E)ﬁ(—2+n—+i6)

Letting ¢ — 0%, we get f1n41,5(Q) < 11 5- O

Remark 3.1. In fact, for general domain €2, if 92 possesses a tangent plane at
least at one point, then p,4+1,5(2) < piyy 5. See [9] or [24] for 8 = 0.

Next, we give the sufficient condition for i, 41 5(2) being achieved in W,"*(Q2).
Proof of Proposition[I.4l We apply Lemma2.I4]to show that if 0 < f1,41,5(02) <
i1, p> then pni1 () is achieved. Suppose {u;} C C§°(f2) is a normalized non-
negative minimizing sequence of 1,41 5(12), that is,

5P dr = 1, lim | [V, Pde = pags(9).
j—o0

Q Q

Thus there is u € W, *(Q), such that
uj — u weakly in Wy*(Q),
u; — u strongly in L?(Q),
u; — v a.e. in €.

Then we can get that
tnt1,8(82) = / |Vu;|?de + o(1) = / |Vu; — Vul*dx —|—/ |Vul?de + o(1). (3.2)
Q Q Q
By Brezis-Lieb lemma (see []), it holds

lim (/572+Z_1}5|uj|2+n2_f1dx—/572+Z_35|uj—u|2+n2_fld;v) 2/672+Z_ﬁﬁ|u|2+n2_fldx.
Q Q Q

Jj—o0
So we have
| 28 _n+l
_9o4n— n+1+8
1:( 5 2+n+1ﬁ|uj|2+n+ldx)
Q

n+1

:(/ 5-2+2—116|uj—u|2+%dx+/5—2+Z—1i@|u|2+f—f1dx+o(1)) B
Q Q

S(/ 5_2+Z_Hﬂ|uj - u|2+%d:v)#ﬁﬁ + (/ 6_2+Z_ﬂﬂ|u|2+%dx)#ﬁﬁ +o(1).
Q Q (3:3)

Since 0 < pin41,5(€2) < py, 41 5, we can choose € > 0 small enough, such that

P15 > (541,9) 7" + e
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In B3), using Lemma T4 to u; — u with p = 2 (noticing that C} ,, 5 =

(ufﬂrl’ﬁ)_l), then using B2)) and noticing u; — u in L*(Q2), we have
1 S((M;.’.Lﬂ)_l + 8)/ |Vu; — Vul>dz + C(s)/ luj — u|*dx
Q Q
+ it o(@) [ [ValPde +o(1)

<1 (it () = (g1 )" ) / Yy — Vulde + o(1),
which implies
/ |Vu; — Vul*de — 0, as j — oo,
Q

as well as

_oyn—l 28 .
/(5 2Tt By — u?t R de — 0, as j — oo,
Q

Hence we obtain that u € W, *(Q) is the minimizer of f, 1 5(Q) with
2 o —o4n—lg oy 26 -
|[Vul“de = pin41,8(Q), and [ 6“7y wFidr = 1.
Q Q
O

Finally, after proper Kelvin transformation, we can obtain a sharp weighted
inequality on a ball (see (B.8]) below), which is equivalent to inequality (2.16). By
comparing the weight function in (8.8 with the distance function in Hardy-Sobolev
inequality, the relation between sharp constants of Hardy-Sobolev inequality on
balls and on the upper half space, i.e. Proposition[[.5] can be easily obtained.

Set e,41 = (0,---,0,1) € R**1. Consider the reflection with respect to 9By (—en11)
as

,t) +en
€Xr = ($/7$n+1) = —€n+1 + | (y ) + (34)

(Y, t) + ensal?”
This projects R to Bi(—=5*) and IR’ to OBi(—="). For any u €

Déf) (RY™), set the Kelvin transformation of u with respect to 0B1(—epn41) as

1 T+ ent1 Cn+1
=— _u(-e, —_— ), € Bi(— . 3.5
¢($) |$+en+l|n71U( Ent1 + |I—|—€n+1|2) T é( 2 ) ( )
By simple calculations, we have
/ |Vu|2dydt:/ |Ve)|?da (3.6)
R By (- )
2
and
—24n=lg oy 28 - 1 €ntl o\ —2+ 2518 ) 124 22
/Ri“t Ty /Bl<—ﬁ"2“) (3l =51 [ da.
(3.7)

Then by @B8), B1) and sharp inequality (2.I6), we get a sharp inequality on

It is easy to check that (3] gives a bijection from Dé:g (R to W01’2(B§ (=),
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By (—222): for any ¥ € W) *(By(—2222)),

(/ (i e+ 6n2+1 |2)—2+Z—H,@|w|2+n2_fldx> nigil
By (=)

2

<) [ IVUPd (38)
By (-=57)

We now apply [B.8) to prove Proposition [[LA
Proof of Proposition [L.5l In (B.8), we have, for z € By (- fntl),

1 €n+l2 1 €n+t1 1_ €n+t1
1ol =Gl TN (G e =)

<1 |z +
- — |z
2 2

For f8 satisfying (LI4)), we have —2 + - ﬁ < 0, then combining B8] and 39),
we have, for any ¢ € W, (B 1(—=5 )),

—24+2418 28 TR . B
(/ Sntl 5Bl(_£)(x)|w|2+ " de;) = (un+175) ' ent1 |v’l/1|2d$,
B%(_T) 3 2 B%(_T)
(3.10)
which means
* €n+1
Pnt1,p < Hnt1,8(B(==5—).
Then by Proposition [[L3] we obtain the equality:
€n+1 *
Mn+1,ﬂ(3§(— 9 )) = Hn+1,8-
Moreover, if v and v satisfy (3.3]), it holds
JnJrl,ﬁ,RiJrl[ u<J, 55, e en%)[z/)]. (3.11)

For 8 = M withn >2, 1 2ntn) (B, (—=%)) cannot be achieved in W, (By(— L))
since ,u*Jr 2041) is not achieved in DO O(R"+l). For f8 satisfying (ILI8) or 5 = 0,

since —2+ n+16 <0, in (B:I:l]) the strict inequlity holds, then py11,4(B1(— Ent1)
1

cannot be achieved in WO *(B
or not.

)
(= “55)) no matter g, 4 is achieved in DO o (RT )

O

Similarly, if we consider exterior domain of a ball, for example, B (—e"%), we
2

can get that for § satisfying (1),
c €n+1 *
0 < pnsr,6(B(=—57)) < finsap- (3.12)

In fact, set Kelvin transformation of ¢ with respect to 83%( feil), that is, for
x e B% (_en%)u

%(517 + %enJrl)
|33 + %€n+1|

1
and () = (——F——)""'9(x).

z=——€
2 n+1 |Z+%6n+1|
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This reflection projects B (=) to BC% (—=5) and by B.8) and @B.1), it is easy
to check that

/ |Vul2dydt = / |V |2dz
Ryt BY (—=5)

and
/ 2 [y 2 T dydt = / (2 + S p 2y ER et
R et 2
Similarly to (39, we have that
1 1 c €n+1
|z+§en+1|2—1>632(_%%)(2), for zEB%(— ).

Then we can obtain that for —2 + Z—I_iﬂ <0,

Jn+l,ﬁ,Bi (767‘%) [w] < Jﬂ+1,ﬂ,Ri+1 [’LL]
2

Since yu;, 1 5 is achieved for 8 satisfying (LIS), we can obtain (I2).

4. SOME EXAMPLES

In this section, we discuss the sharp constant of Hardy-Sobolev inequality for
some specific domains, including some domains with non-Lipschitz boundary point
and some unbounded domains.

Before introducing the examples, we first give a generalization of Lemma 12 in
[24], which is Lemma 2] below and useful in the following examples.

Definition 4.1. Let Q be a domain in R""1. A sequence of domains {Q} is
said to be a mormal approximation sequence for S, if it satisfies the following two
conditions:

dq, () = da(x), Vz e,
and for every compact subset K of 2, there is an integer j, such that

Lemma 4.2. Assume that Q is a domain in R"*' and {Q} is a normal approzi-
mating sequence for Q. Then for B satisfying (LI4), it holds

Jm ping1,6(Q) < pngr, (). (4.1)
The proof of Lemma 2] is similar to Lemma 12 in [24].

Example 1. The Punctured Space: Let R?T! = R**1\{0}, then for n > 2, the
inequality is the classical Hardy-Sobolev inequality (L3]) with p = 2. We rewrite it
with parameter 3:

o n+41
(/RM | 2R |2 T d) T < u;im(R:“)/Rm Vul?dz, Yu € Dy (R™T1),
’ ’ (4.2)
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with 8 € [0, 2E1] Note that C$°(R"1\{0}) is dense in DL*(R™ 1) for n > 2,

n—1
while it fails for n = 1. For g € (0, %] with n > 2, the sharp constant is
22 ntB4l ]
n—1,_ntl 2m 2 2 () AT
1,5 (RETY) = (1 B+ 1) (0 — 1) () P ()T
n+1 ﬂr(%)p(%+2)
(4.3)
and the extremal functions are of the form
¢ n
u(z) = oo = v€R A (4.4)
(A+ x| =) 7

for C > 0 and A > 0. See, for example [2I, B]. For § = 0, inequality [@2) is
the (n + 1)-dimensional Hardy inequality with fi,41,0(R?™) = (25%)%, but the
equality does not hold for any nontrivial function in ’Dé’Q(R’”‘l).

For n = 1, inequality (£2)) does not hold, that is, for 8 > 0,

p2,6(R?) = 0.
In fact, take ng € C§°(—00, +00) for R > 0, such that

h

nrg=1in (—R,R), ng =0 in (—oo, —2R) U (2R, +0), and |nj| < =

Let ug(z) = nr(In|z|), then ur € C§°(R2). It is easy to check that

Jo g r2[ur] <

Sending R — +00, we get us g(R2) =0 for 3 > 0.

Example 2. Exterior Domain: Let Q C R"*! be an exterior domain such that 9§
possesses a tangent plane at least at one point, then by Remark Bl ji,,41,5(92) <
tin 1,5 for B satisfying (LI4). In particular, for @ = Bf(0), we obtain from Section
3 that pn+1,5(B1(0)) < ;4 5 for § satisfying (LIS). As for 8 =0, it was given in
2] that pin1,0(BS (==57)) = 0 for n =1 and pin1,0(BS (=57)) = pig10 = 1
for n > 2.

On the other hand, assume 0 ¢ € and consider Q; = £, then {Q;} is a normal
approximating sequence for R?* as k — 400 and fin41,5(Q%) = ftnt1,5(Q). Then
according to Lemma B2 f1n11,5(Q) < pini1,58(RTTY). In conclusion,

fin+1,5(€2) < min{pi1,6(RIF), P18}

In particular, for n = 1 and 8 > 0, us g(R%) = 0 implies ug 5(2) = 0. Also notice
that, by ([#3) and the sharp constants in Theorem [[.2] we have fi,,1.1(R?T!) <
iy for B=1,n <3, and ppg12(RIT) < g o for f=2,n <6.

Example 3. Punctured Domain: Let € be a bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary such that 0 € Q. We consider Q* = Q\{0}. Notice that

do+ () = min{|z|, da(z)} < |z,
Then for any S satisfying (I.I4]), it holds

. . . |Vul|?dz
inf - Jnyipprlu] < inf {Q,l = T
u€CF (2*)\{0} ueC§e () (fg |x|—2+n—+1ﬂ|u|2+md$) AT

Mn-i-l,B(Q*) =
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For any € > 0, there is w. € C§°(R?!) with supp w. C R.Q* for some R. > 0,
such that

Jr o [Vwe|?dx
fe52 T < ﬂn-i-l,ﬂ(R;H_l) +e.

(S lal 255 [ P87 ) 557
€

Set us(r) = we(Rex), then u, € C§°(2*) and by scaling invariant property, it is
easy to check that

Jo [Vuc|?da
- 52;1 - ET RSN pns1,p(RETY) 4 ¢,
(IQ* |$L'| 2+n+1ﬂ|ua|2+n+1 dCL‘) [RNCEN]

which implies that fy,41,58(2%) < pny1,8(R2T!) + €. Sending € — 0, we get for any
B satisfying (14,
Hn+1,8 (Q*) < Mn-l—l,B(R:ﬁH_l)'
In particular, for n = 1, p2 5(2*) = 0. Besides, for n > 2, since Wol’Q(Q*) =
Wol’Q(Q) and dg+ < dq, we can obtain that for 0 < 8 < %,
/LnJrl,ﬁ(Q*) < pin+1,5(82).
Then
fing1,8(2) < min{png1 s(RIY), pny1,5()}- (4.5)
On the other hand, notice that d¢(z) = min{do(z), dgn+1(z)} in Q. Set 6 =

l‘nJrI,B(RlHrl) 3 : (ee) * :
T EE D @) .Then for 8 satisfying (L) and any u € C§°(2*), it holds

/ Vuldz :9/ |Vu|2d:v+(1—6‘)/ Vuldz
O Q RO+

_ogyn-—1 n41
ZQ;LHJFLL-;(Q)(/Q(SQ +"+15|u|2+n2_f1d17) (=R

—24+22p3 28 _ntl
(1= O p R [ 8 )

*

n+1 n— n
> Pt 1,8(2) pn+1,8(RY n+)l ( 553+Tﬁﬂ|u|2+%d$)ﬁgil'
tn+1,8(Q) + ting1,8(RET) * Jo-
It follows that
* Hn+1, Qﬂn 1, R;H_l
1 (@) > ot 5(2)pn+1,6( n+)1 '
Hn+1,8 (Q) + tn+1,8 (R* )
Combing (L) and ({6, we have
fint1,8(Q)pn+1,5(RIHT)
fin1,5(S2) + pngr g (REFT)

(4.6)

< Hn+1,8 (Q*) < min{ﬂn-ﬁ-l,ﬁ (R:—H)a Hn+1,8 (Q)}
(4.7)
Example 4. Annular Domain: Let Q1,5 be two bounded domains with Lipschitz

boundary in R™*!, such that Q) CC €, and set Qp = R**1\Q;. Consider the
domain Q = Qg N . Similarly with ([@6), it holds

pn+1,6(20) pn+1,5(22)
tint1,8(€2) > .
) 2 O0) + pns15(0)
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On the other hand, assume 0 € ;. Notice that {(+{) N 2} is a normal
approximation sequence for 5 as k — +oo, then by Lemma 2] and Example 3, it
holds

. 1 o .
lim sup /Ln+1,ﬁ((EQO) N Q) < piny1,8(2) < min{ppir,s(RIT), pag1,5(Q)}-

k—-+oo

In particular, for n = 1, limg_ 10 /142”@((%90) N Qs) = 0, which implies that we
can find some 2-dimensional annular domains with arbitrarily small sharp constant
p2,8. Besides, for n > 2, since pipi1,1(REYY) < pryyy for =1, n < 3, and
ping1,2(REFY) < 4y o for B =2, n < 6, in such cases, we can find some annular
domains whose sharp constant pn1,5 is strictly less than py, ., 5, and hereby the
sharp constant can be achieved. As a special case, we consider By (0)\B1(0)(k > 1).
By Lemma [£2 and (B12), it holds for S satisfying (LIS),

0D 11,5 (B O\ B2 (0) < o (BE0) < 1,5
— 400

Then for any n > 2 and f satisfying (ILI8), we can find By, (0)\B1(0) for some
kn > 1, whose sharp constant pin41,5 is strictly less than iy, 4 4.
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