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EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE OF EXTREMALS FOR
CRITICAL ADAMS INEQUALITIES IN R* AND TRUDINGER-MOSER
INEQUALITIES IN R?

LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

ABSTRACT. Though much work has been done with respect to the existence of extremals
of the critical first order Trudinger-Moser inequalities in W1"(R") and higher order
Adams inequalities on finite domain £ C R", whether there exists an extremal function
for the critical higher order Adams inequalities on the entire space R" still remains open.
The current paper represents the first attempt in this direction. The classical blow-
up procedure cannot apply to solving the existence of critical Adams type inequality
because of the absence of the Pdélya-Szegd type inequality. In this paper, we develop
some new ideas and approaches based on a sharp Fourier rearrangement principle (see
[24]), sharp constants of the higher-order Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and optimal
poly-harmonic truncations to study the existence and nonexistence of the maximizers
for the Adams inequalities in R* of the form

S(a) = sup / (exp(327%|ul?®) — 1 — a|ul?)dz,
llull gz=1JR*

where a € (—00,3272). We establish the existence of the threshold a*, where a* >

% and By > 5, such that S(a) is attained if 3272 — o < o*, and is not

attained if 3272 — o > o*. This phenomena has not been observed before even in the

case of first order Trudinger-Moser inequality. Therefore, we also establish the existence

and non-existence of an extremal function for the Trudinger-Moser inequality on R2.

Furthermore, the symmetry of the extremal functions can also be deduced through the
Fourier rearrangement principle.

Keywords: Trudiner-Moser inequality, Adams inequality, blow up analysis, extremal func-
tion, Sharp Fourier rearrangement principle, sharp constants, threshold.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q@ C R™ and Wy™"" (2) denote the usual Sobolev space consisting of functions
vanishing on boundary 0f) together with their derivatives of order less than m — 1, that
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is, the completion of C§° (€2) under the norm

oy = ([ (1 + |am2") )

If 1 < p < n/m, the classical Sobolev embedding asserts that W;"? (Q) — LP" (Q) for
p* = —£—. However, when p = n/m, it is known that W§™" () < L* (Q) does not hold.

The borderline case of the optimal Sobolev embedding is the well-known Trudinger-Moser
inequality (m = 1) ([42], [50]) and Adams inequality (m > 1) ([2]).

Trudinger-Moser inequality. The Trudinger inequality was established independently
by Yudovic¢ [52], Pohozaev [46] and Trudinger [50]. In 1971, Trudinger’s inequality was
sharpened in [42] by proving

n 1
T . "
(1.1) sup / el dr < soiff a < oy = w7},
ueW, " (Q) JQ
IVull, )<t

for any bounded domain 2 C R", where w,_; denotes the n — 1 dimensional surface
measure of the unit ball in R™.

When the volume of € is infinite, there are several extensions of the Trudinger-Moser
inequality, see Cao [5] in the case n = 2 and for any dimension (n > 2) by do O [11].
Adachi-Tanaka [I] obtained a sharp Trudinger-Moser on R™. Unlike in the inequality
(LT), the result of [I] has a subcritical form, that is o < «,. In [47] and [30], Li and
Ruf showed that the exponent ey, becomes admissible if the Dirichlet norm [, |Vu|2 dz

1S replace opolev norm n u —|— u 2T, INnore precise e rove a
is replaced by Sobol Jon ([u? +|Vul?) da, precisely, they proved that

sup / b, (a |u|”_i1> dr < +oo, iff a < ay,
ueWwLn (Rn) R2
fRn(\u\n+|Vu|n)dx§1
t N_2tj
where ®,, (t) = e — > e

We should note that all the earlier proofs of both critical and subcritical Trudinger-
Moser inequalities rely on the Pdlya-Szego symmetrization argument which is not available
in many other non-Euclidean settings. Lam and Lu in [I7] developed a symmetrization-
free argument using the level sets of the functions under consideration and derive critical
Trudinger-Moser inequalities on the Heisenberg groups from local inequalities obtained in
[8] to global ones (see also [19], [26]). For such an argument in the subcritical case, see
[20]. These also give an alternative proof of both critical and subcritical Trudinger-Moser
in the Euclidean space R".

Existence of extremals for Trudinger-Moser inequality. A classical problem re-
lated to Trudinger-Moser inequalities is to investigate the existence of extremal functions.
The first proof of the existence of extremals for Trudinger-Moser inequality (LI]) was
given by Carleson and Chang in their celebrated work [6] when the finite domain is a
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ball in R™. After that, the existence of extremals was proved for any bounded domains
in [12] and [31] in R™. More related results can be found in several works, see e.g. Y.
X. Li ([27], [28], [29]) for existence of extremals on compact Riemannian manifold, and
Li and Ruf ([47],[30]) for existence of extremals on unbounded domain. Malchiodi and
Martinazzi [35] further investigated the blow-up of a sequence of critical points of the
Trudinger-Moser functionals on the planar disk.

Adams inequality on bounded domains. In 1988, Adams [2] extended the Trudinger-
Moser inequality () to the higher order space W, ™ (£2) and obtained

(1.2) sup [ exp(Blute) "nm)d:c{ <clQ] if 5 < B(n,m),
Q

||A12&u||£ <1
m

where
m {Alu ism=2,leN
A2u:

VA, ism=2l+1,l €N

and
7.rn/22m1'\(m+1 n

)]nfm, when m is odd.

]

oyl
Wr— [(n=m+I
Wn—1 [ F(n77n) :|"7m, when m 1S even.

2

Later, Tarsi [49] proved that the Adams inequality (L2) also holds for a larger class of
Sobolev functions, i.e. the functions with homogeneous Navier boundary condition:

W™ (Q) = {u € W™ (Q),s.t. Alu =0 on 9Q for 0 < j < [(m— 1) /2]}.
Adams inequality on the entire Euclidean space R". In 1995, Ozawa [44] obtained
the Adams inequality in Sobolev space Wm’%(R") on the entire Euclidean space R"
by using the restriction ||Au n < 1. However, with the argument in [44}, 41], one
cannot obtain the best possible exponent (§ for this type of inequality. Sharp Adams
inequalities on even dimensional space R™ was proved by Ruf and Sani [48] under the

stronger constraint

m

{ue Wmw||(I - A)%
when the order of derivatives m is an even integer. While the order of derivatives m is
odd, the inequality was established by Lam and Lu [I8]. Moreover, the following Adams

inequality on Sobolev spaces W77 (R") of arbitrary positive fractional order y < n was
established by Lam and Lu using a rearrangement-free argument [19].

. <1,

m

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < v < n be an arbitrary real positive number, p = % and T > 0.
There holds

sup /n ¢ (60 (n,7) |u|pl> dr < oo

uGW'Y’P(R"),H(TI—A)%UHPSI
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where
jp—2tj
ot v
j=0
jp:min{j eN:j>p}>p,
and
I
p - p - 1a
27 (3/2)]"
_on T ¥
/80 (n7 ’}/) - wn_l [ F (?) .

Furthermore this inequality is sharp, i.e., if By (n,~y) is replaced by any 8 > By (n,7), then
the supremum is infinite.

The following Adams inequality was established in [19] for m = 2 and subsequently in
[13] for m > 2:

(1.3 swp [ (Bl

wEW™ m (R7)

llm S Cm,n lf 5 S ﬁ(nﬂ m)’
' )df”{ = too if B> Bln,m),

m n
A2l +lufl % <1
m m

where
jn—2

& t n
D, (1) =e' — —, jn =min{j € N:j3 > —}.
m(t) ; 5 s {j iz —}
We mention that there are sharpened Trudinger-Moser and Adams inequalities with
exact growth in R™. In 2011, Ibrahim et al [15] discovered a new kind of Trudinger-Moser
inequality on R2-the Trudinger-Moser inequality with the exact growth condition:

4 -1
(1.4) sup / exp(dr|ul’) dzx < C’p/ lu|?dx iff p > 2.
wermi(®2) Jrz (14 [uf)P R2

Jra [Vu|2dz<1

Later, (I.4)) was extended to the general case n > 3 by Masmoudi and Sani [39] (see [23])
for more general form) and to the framework of hyperbolic space by Lu and Tang in [32].

The second order Adams’ inequality with the exact growth condition was obtained by
Masmoudi and Sani [38] in dimension 4:

3272 v]?) — 1
(1.5) sup / exp(327Ju]) dr < C’p/ lv|2dz iff p > 2,
ueH2(RY) JR4 (1+ |v])P R4

Jra |Av|2dz<1

and then established in any dimension n > 3 by Lu et al in [33] (see [40] for higher order
case).
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Existence of extremals for Adams inequality. The first result of the existence
of extremals of Adams’ inequality (L2) on bounded domain 2 C R™ was obtained by
Lu and Yang in [34]. We note that the work of Carleson and Chang was based on the
rearrangement, argument to reduce the problem to the one-dimensional case. However,
the symmetrization technique cannot be used for the Adams inequality, since there is no
corresponding Pdlya-Szegd type inequality in the higher order case. In [34], the authors
applied the capacity-type estimates and the Pohozaev identity to obtain the existence of
extremals for bounded domains in the case n = 4 and m = 2. Recently, DelaTorre and
Mancini [9] extended the results of [34] to arbitrary even dimension.

1.1. The main results and Outline of the paper. An interesting and intriguing
question is whether the Adams inequality on any unbounded domain has an extremal. As
far as we know, nothing is known at the present. In this work, we are devoted to studying
this kind of problem for the special case n = 4 and m = 2.

Setting
S(a) = sup/ (exp (3272 |u|2) —1-« |u|2) dz,
ucH JR4
and
4
(1.6) By, = sup ol

wenz(ks) [|Av[3]lv]I3’

where a € (—o00,327?), and

H = {u € H? (RY)| lull g gy = (/ |u|® + |Au|2dx)% = 1}.
R4

First, we can prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. If 327% — a < (327r22)232, then S(«) has a radially symmetric extremal
function.

Naturally, one may ask whether extremal functions of critical Adams inequalities must
be radially symmetric. Recently, Lenzmann and Sork [24] introduced the Fourier-rearrangement
inequalities. Though they did not prove the existence of the Adams inequality on the en-
tire space, they observed that every possible maximizer of S(«), if exists, must be radially
symmetric and real valued (up to translation and constant phase). In fact, assume that u
is a maximizer for S(a), and define u* by u* = F~1{(F(u))*}, where F denotes the Fourier
transform on R* (with its inverse F~!) and u* stands for the Schwarz symmetrization of
u. We easily see that u® is also a maximizer for S(a) with ||Au®|]; = ||Aul];. Using the
property of the Fourier rearrangement from [24], we conclude that

u(z) = e"uf(z — xo) for any = € R*
with some constants o € R and zy € R*. That is to say that u is radially symmetric and
real valued up to translation and constant phase. Therefore, combining our Theorem
with Lenzmann and Sork’s result, we obtain that
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Corollary 1.3. If327% —a < (327r22)2B2, the extremals of the Adams inequalities must be

radially symmetric and real valued (up to translation and constant phase).

The method developed in this paper on the existence of the extremals of the critical
Adams inequality also gives new insight on the existence of extremal functions for the
first order critical Trudinger-Moser inequality on the entire space. By adapting the same
method as used in the proof of Theorem [[.2, we can also obtain a similar existence result.
More precisely, if we define

S(a) = sup / (exp(4r|ul?) — 1 — aul?)dz,
R2

llull j1=1

then there exists an extremal function for S(a) when 47 — a < %, where

B s I
werntee) TV0IRloTB

According to the result in [51], we know B; > o= and % > 4. Therefore, even if we
slightly enlarge the coefficient of the first term of the critical Trudinger-Moser functional
Jgo (exp(4m|ul?) — 1)dz, the Trudinger-Moser inequality still has an extremal function.
Then we can deduce the following stronger existence result than currently known in the

literature.

Theorem 1.4. There exists oy > 0 such that for any 5 € (0, ap), the critical Trudinger-
Moser inequality sup ., —1 [go (exp(4m|u?) =1+ B|u|?)dx has an extremal function. Fur-
thermore, all extremals of the critical Trudinger-Moser inequalities must be non-negative,
radially symmetric and real valued up to translation and constant phase.

Since the method to prove Theorem [[.4] is inspired by and similar to that of proving
Theorem and Corollary for the critical Adams inequalities on the entire space R*,
we will be sketchy and only give the outline of proofs in Section [Gl

Though the general strategy we use here is the blow up analysis, it is considerably
more difficult to deal with than the situation on bounded domains. The failure of the
Pélya-Szego inequality for the higher order derivatives will not allow us to take care of
the maximizing sequence as in the first order Trudinger-Moser inequality on finite balls.
To overcome this difficulty, we first apply the method based on the Fourier rearrangement
(see [24]) to obtain the existence of radially symmetric extremals for the subcritical Adams
functional on the entire space. Then, we take a sequence 3, — 3272 and find a radially
symmetric maximizing sequence uy, € H? (R*) for S (). If uy, is bounded in L™ (RY), i.e.
G = IaX |ug| < 0o, we can easily show that u converges to a function win H? (R?) by

the standard elliptic estimates. If ¢, — +o00, i.e. the blow up arises, we apply the blow
up analysis method to analyze the asymptotic behavior of u; near and far away from the
origin, which is the blowing up point, and we are able to derive an upper bound for the
Adams functional:

2
S(a) < % exp <§ + 327r2A) ,



EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE OF EXTREMALS FOR CRITICAL ADAMS INEQUALITIES IN R*7

where A is the value at 0 of the trace of the regular part of the Green function G for
the operator A? 4 1. Finally, we construct a function sequence to show that the upper
bound can actually be surpassed, this implies that the concentration phenomenon will
not happen.

At first sight, this type of approach may seem to be a straightforward generalization of
the existing theories. However, this is not the case. Several substantial difficulties exist
and some serious subtlety arises. We are going to describe some of them below.

First of all, unlike the case on a bounded domain, in order to establish the existence
of a maximizer of the subcritical Adams functional in the entire space R*, we need to
avoid the lack of compactness. In this case, concentration phenomenon does not occur
and vanishing phenomenon is the issue due to the unboundedness of the d(Q)main. For this
(327

G252 and adapt

reason, we will impose an extra assumption on « such as 3272 — o < 5

the argument used in [16] to rule out the vanishing phenomenon.

Secondly, when we try to analyze the asymptotic behavior of uy, a crucial step is to
prove a local estimate for Awuy:

(1.7) " / Augldz < C(Rry).
BRrk

When €2 is a bounded domain, (IL7)) can be proved by the following estimate

/ A (uf) |dz < ¢
Q

and a representation formula (see [37]). However, because of the unboundedness of the
domain, the argument in [37] cannot be directly applied in our setting. In order to
obtain the estimate (LT), we will try to truncate u; and adapt the approach in [37] to
our situation. But as we know, in the second order Sobolev space H? (R*), one cannot
truncate wuy linearly. To overcome this difficulty, we will apply the bi-harmonic type
of truncation as used in [9]. We remark that this kind of truncations have many nice
properties: on the one hand, they preserve the high order regularity, on the other hand,
their behaviors are very similar to the constant in a ball. Nevertheless, we must point out
that it is necessary for us to find an optimal bi-harmonic truncation in our case.

When we try to obtain the upper bound of the concentration compactness of the Adams
inequality on the entire Euclidean space R?, firstly, one needs to know the specific value
of the upper bound for any blow up function sequences in HZ (Bg), but this value cannot
be directly derived from the result of Lu and Yang [34] in the case of the finite domain.
We will show that the value of that upper bound is é | Br| exp (—%) by solving the corre-
sponding ODE’s. Secondly, in our situation we cannot truncate u; directly by the linear
truncation as in [30]. Therefore, we have to construct some polynomial truncation func-
tions to preserve some regularity on the boundary of the balls. In the calculation, we
find that the polynomial truncation functions will bring some extra energy, which will
enlarge the estimate of the upper bound for the normalized concentration sequence of the
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Adams inequality, such that the upper bound may not be surpassed by any test func-
tion sequence. In order to address this problem, we will construct the optimal polynomial
truncation functions which generate the smallest energy, such that the exact upper bound
of Adams functional for normalized concentration sequence obtained can be surpassed by
the some test function. It should be noted that elliptic estimate of the optimal poly-
nomial truncation is far from the exact upper bound of the concentration compactness
sequence, we need the precise expression of polynomial truncation without any error esti-
mate. Therefore, we also need the quantitative estimate with respect to the upper bound
of the concentration compactness sequence.

Finally, although we can show that wu, is radially symmetric by the Fourier rearrange-
ment argument, this function sequence is not necessarily positive, which makes the proof
of the existence of a maximizer more complicated.

Our second result is as follows.

Theorem 1.5. There exists some constant o™ > 0 such that, when 327% —a > o**, S is
not attained.

The proof of this theorem is based on the precise estimates for the upper bounds of
the best constants of higher order Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. To calculate the best
constants, we will exploit the method of Beckner in [3]. We stress that the upper bound
derived here is sharp and can be of independent interest. Indeed, we take B, for example.
On the one hand, by calculating the number associate to the trial function (1 + |z|)™"
and letting v — +00, one can found that ﬁ is a lower bound of By. On the other hand,

by the upper bound formula we have By < % (see Appendix). Then, we get

32
~4.2217 x 107°) < B ~ 4.44 1073
247T2( 7x107%) < 2<7297T2( 76 x 107%),
which indicates that our estimates are quite precise.
Define

o =sup { (327° — )| S (a) is attained} .

2\2
(327r2) By < o* < o™ < +o0o0. Further-

Based on Theorem and Theorem [[LH, we have
more, we can obtain the following surprising result.

Theorem 1.6. When 327 — a < o*, then S (a) < o* and S(a) can be attained, while
when 327% — a > a*, S () = 3272 — «, and S(«) is not attained.

Similarly, we can also obtain the following existence and nonexistence of maximizers
for the Trudinger-Moser inequality in R2.

Theorem 1.7. When 41 — a < B*, then S(a) < * and S(a) can be attained; When
A — o > %, then S () = 47 — a and S(«) is not attained, where B* is defined as

p* =sup{(4r — a)| S (a) is attained} .

and B* > % > 47,
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Remark 1.8. The proof of Theorems[1.4 and [1.7] concerning the existence and nonezis-
tence of mazimizers for the Trudinger-Moser inequality in R? is similar in spirit to that of
the existence and nonexistence of maximizers for the Adams inequality in R*. Therefore,
we have chosen to give the sketch of the proof in Section 6.

It is important to point out that Theorem [L.6] provides a further insight on the existence
or nonexistence of extremals for Adams inequality on the whole space. From the proof of
Theorem [I.2] we know that the supremum of Adams functional is larger than the upper
bound of concentration-compactness sequences. Hence whether S () is attained highly
depends on the vanishing phenomena, whose energy level is determined only by the coeffi-
cient of the first term of S («). Thus, changing the coefficients of finite terms (especially
the first term) of S («), will not affect on the validity of the Adams inequality and the
upper bound of concentration sequences, but will change the existence or nonexistence of
extremals. It seems that this phenomenon has not been noticed before, even in the case
of Trudinger-Moser inequality.

Once the existence and nonexistence of extremals for Adams inequality in the special
case m = 2,n = 4 are established, a natural, but nontrivial extension is to establish
similar results for any arbitrary m > 2. The proof for this extension has some extra
difficulties to overcome and we have decided to address this problem in a forthcoming
paper.

The following remarks are in order. The problem considered here was initially sug-
gested by the second author to the first and third authors several years ago. We have
worked together on the problem since then. This is a revised version of the manuscript
posted as arXiv:1812.00413v1 by the first and third authors. A mistake in that ver-
sion was found recently. In particular, the argument of obtaining the optimal upper
bound of the concentration-compactness sequence was incorrect in that version. As we
pointed out earlier in the introduction, in the derivation of the optimal upper bound of
the concentration-compactness sequence, the polynomial truncation functions will add
some extra energy which will enlarge the estimate of the upper bound for the normal-
ized concentration sequence of the Adams inequality. Thus, the upper bound may be
too large to be surpassed by the any test function sequence. In the old version, we used
the elliptic estimates to get the upper bound of the concentration compactness sequence
which were far from being the exact bound. In this new version, we apply the optimal
and precise expression of polynomial truncation without any error estimate to address
this issue and thus derive the optimal upper bound. In this new version, we have also
obtained the existence of extremal functions for the critical Trudinger-Moser supremum
SUP ), =1 Jr2 (exp(4r|ul?) — 1 4 Blu|?)dz for a perturbation term of S|u|? which gives
more information than those known in the literature.

We finally remark that there is some recent development on the existence and nonex-
istence of extremal functions for subcritical Trudinger-Moser inequalities established by
Lam, Lu and Zhang [21] using the equivalence and identities between the supremums for
the critical and subcritical Trudinger-Moser inequalities in R™ established by the same


http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00413

10 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

authors in [22]. For subcritical Adams inequalities on the entire space, the existence of
extremal functions has been proved by Chen, Lu and Zhang [7].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to proving existence of radially
symmetric maximizing sequence for the critical Adams functional; in Section 3, we will
analyze the asymptotic behavior of the maximizing sequence, and derive an upper bound
for the Adams’ inequality when the blowing up arises; In Section 4, we prove the existence
of extremals (Theorem [[L2]) by constructing a proper test function sequence. In Section
5, we give the proof for Theorem and Theorem by estimating the best constant
of higher order Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. In Section 6, we establish the existence
and nonexistence of extremal functions for the Trudinger-Moser inequality in R?. For
the convenience of the reader, the work of estimating the best constants of Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequalities and some known results concerning elliptic estimates for operator
A? are arranged in the Appendix.

Throughout this paper, the letter ¢ always denotes some positive constant which may
vary from line to line.

2. THE MAXIMIZING SEQUENCE FOR CRITICAL ADAMS FUNCTIONAL

2.1. Existence of extremals for the subcritical Adams functionals. In this section,
we will establish the existence of extremal functions for subcritical Adams functional. Set

I§ (u) = /B (exp(ﬁ|u|2) —-1- a\u\2) dx.

Lemma 2.1. For any 0 < 3 < 3272, there exists a radially symmetric extremal function
u € H such that
I (u) = suplf (u),
ueH

provided [ — @ <a<p.

Remark 2.2. [t follows from that Lemma [5.1 in the Appendix that By < ﬁ, which
leads to that B — 522& > 0.

Proof. Define u* by uf = F~Y{(F(u))*}, where F denotes the Fourier transform on R*
(with its inverse F~!) and f* stands for the Schwarz symmetrization of f. Using the
property of the Fourier rearrangement from [24], one can derive that

1AW |2 < (| Aullz, W]l = ullz, [[4¥]ly > llull2 (¢ > 2).

Hence
suplg (u) = sup I5(u),
ueH u€H,
where H,. denotes all radial functions in H. Therefore, we may assume that {u;}, € H is
a radially maximizing sequence for sup/§(u), that is
ueH

| || 2y = 1’;}220 15 (uy) = ilelgfg(u)
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By the Sobolev compact embedding, there exists a subsequence {uy}y such that
ug(z) = u(z), strongly in LY(Bg(0)) for any R > 0,q > 1
up(z) — u(z), for a.e. x € R

Since exp(B|ul?) — 1 — a|u|® € LP(Bg) for some p > 1, we have

(2.1) kh—{glo/B (exp(5|uk|2) —-1- a|uk|2) dr = / (exp(ﬁ|u|2) —-1- a|u|2) dx.

Br

On the other hand, it follows from the radial lemma that

lim (exp(Blugl?) — 1 — Bu}) dx
k—o00 R4\BR

(2.2) < ¢ lim lug |*da
k—o0 R4\BR
< esup | 2y 22

From (2.1) and (2.2]), we derive that

lim / (exp(Blugl?) — 1= Bu) d

~ i Jim ( / K / \) (exp(Blunl?) — 1 - Bud) da
= [ (explBluP) ~ 1= gluf) .

Hence, we have
lim / (exp(ﬁ|uk|2) —-1- Oz|uk|2) dx
k—o00 R4

lim (exp(Blug?) — 1 = Blugl?) dz + (8 — ) li_)m uidx

k—o0 R4

k—oo R4
= / (exp(Blul®) = 1 = Bluf*) dz + (B — a) lim uide
R4 k—oo Jpa
(2.3) = /11@4 (exp(ﬁ\uﬁ) —1- a|u|2) dr + kh_}rgo (86— ) /11@4 (uz — |u|2) dx.

When u # 0, we set

2

ujdx
. 4 Wp

7 = lim LR

koo [, udx’

by Fatou’s lemma, we have 7 > 1. Let @(x) = u(%), we can easily verify the following

fact:
/ \Aﬂ\Qd:c:/ |Auldx < lim/ | Auy|2da,
R4 R4 k—00 R4
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/ widr = 7'4/ u*dr = lim uide
R4 R4 k—o0 R4

/ | (Ad)* + 3% dz < hm (JAug)* +up) dz = 1.
R4

k—oo R4

and

Hence, by (2.3]) we get

suplg (u) > /R4 (exp(Ba®) — 1 — ai®) do = 7‘4/ (exp(Bu®) — 1 — au®) dx

ueH R4

— /R4 (exp(Bu®) — 1 — aw®) dz + (7" = 1) (B — ) /R4 u?dz+
(2.4) +(r* = 1) /R4 (exp(Bu®) — 1 — Bu?) dx
> lim (exp(Buz) — 1 — aup) do + (7% — 1)/ (exp(Bu?) — 1 — Bu?) do

k—o00 R4 R4

= supl§ (u) + (7" — 1) /R4 (exp(Bu®) — 1 — Bu®) dx

ueH
Since exp(fu?) — 1 — Bu® > 0, we have 7 = 1, and then
suplg(u) = / (exp(Bu®) — 1 — au?) dx.
uceH R4
Therefore, u is an extremal function for sup/§ (u).
ueH

Next, it suffices to show that u = 0 is impossible to happen. Assume by contradiction
that u = 0, we derive from radial lemma that

sup/§ (u) hm / exp(Blug?) — 1 — auf) do

ueH

(2.5) = }%grgokh_)rgo (/BR /[R4\BR> exp(Blug?) — 1 — au) dz

= lim lim (ﬁ—a)/ updr < B — a.
RN\Bg

R—o00 k—o00

On the other hand, for any v € H?(R*) and ¢ > 0, we introduce a family of functions v,
by

vy(x) = t%v(t%x),
and we easily verify that

p—2
1Av[5 = ¢ A3, [leellh = 7= ]l
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Hence, it follows that

2
(o 2 Vg
ex _— — 1 — TR T— dx
L. < (5 ae)) 1 (i) )

o2 8 fuld
i 5

- 2 =) R+ T 2 TAulE+ o3P

. L ]2 B tllvlld
=(#-a) <t||Av||§ T ||U||g) 3 <<t||Av||§ + ||v||%>2>
o Jvll3 3 tllvllz
=(f-0) <t||Av||§ o2 T 20— ) a3 + ||vr|%>2)
= (ﬁ - Oé) gv(t)

Note that g,(0) = 1, once we show that ¢/ (t) > 0 for small ¢ > 0, then we have g,(t) >
95(0) for small £ > 0, which leads to sup/g(u) > 3 — a. Combining ([2.5) and (6., we

ueH
obtain a contradiction. This accomplishes the proof of Lemma 2.1]

In the following, we show there exists some v € H? (R?) such that ¢/(0) > 0. Indeed,
after a direct calculation, we have

a3 8 ol
9,(0) = — +
. ="l T 26— a) ol
A3 £ bl

= (— ).
[vl]3 2(8 = a) |Av[3||v]|3
It can be shown this supremun
o]l
sup  ———
verz@\ o} || Av]I3][v]3

could be attained by some Q € H?*(R*), which must satisfy (after a rescaling Q — pQ@ (\-),
see []) the nonlinear equation

(2.8) A’Q+Q—|QQ=0inR%
Set v = Q, we get ¢, (0) = ”fgﬂg% (—1 + 2(5‘;;)32)’ Thus, if 62232 > [ — «, we have
g.(0) > 0. O

2.2. The radially symmetric maximizing sequence for critical functional. Let
{8k} be an increasing sequence which converges to 3272. According to Lemma 2], we
see that there exists a radial function sequence {uy}, satisfying |Juy || g2rsy = 1 such that

/ (exp(ﬁk|uk|2) —-1- a|uk|2) dx = sup/ (exp(ﬁk|u|2) -1- a|u|2) dx.
R4 ueH JR4
It is not difficult to see that

lim (exp (ﬁk\uk\2) — 1—a\uk\2) de =S (a).

k—oo R4
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In fact, for any given ¢ € H?(R*) with [o, (J¢o|” +|Ap[*) dz = 1, we have

/4 (exp (ﬁk |g0|2) —1—« |g0|2) dr < /4 (exp (ﬁk |uk|2) —1—« \uk|2) dzx.
R R
It follows from Levi’s lemma that
/ (exp (327r2 |<p|2) —-1—-« |<p|2) dr < lim / (eXp (ﬁk |uk|2) —-1—-« |uk|2) dx,
R4 k—o0 R4
which implies that

lim (exp (6k|uk|2) —1—a|uk|2) dr =S (a).

k—oo R4

An easy computation shows that the Euler-Lagrange equation of u, is given by the
following bi-harmonic equation in R*:

(2.9) Ny + up, = )\,zluk (exp(ﬁkui) — %) ,

where [[ug || y2gey = 1 and Ay = [, uf <exp {Brui} — ﬁ) dzr. Since

Ay, (exp {ﬁkui} — %) e L} (RY)

for any 1 < p < oo, by Lemma [T.6, we know u;, € C*(R?).
Now, we give the following important observation.

Lemma 2.3. i%f)\k > 0.

Proof. We assume by contradiction that A\, — 0. Since expt — 1 < texpt, we derive that

(2.10) /4 (ﬁkui exp (6;&%)) dr > /4 (exp(ﬁkui) — 1) dx.
R R
Hence
216112327T2 /R4 (exp (327 |u|2) —1-« |u|2) dz
1 2
= ]}LHC}OE /R4 (exp(Brui) — 1 — afu]”) da
o1
< kh_{go@ /R4 (Bruj exp (Brui) — o |Uk|2) dx
— 1 2 21 g d
Wy
= lim )\k — 0,
k—o0

which is a contradiction. O
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Now, we introduce the following

Definition 2.4. We said that {uy}y is a normalized vanishing sequence, if {uy}y satisfies
||uk||H2(R4) =1, u— 0 H2(]R4) and

lim lim (exp(Blue]®) — 1 — o |uk\2) dxr = 0.

R—00 k—o00 Bgr

Extracting a subsequence and changing the sign of u;, we can always take a point
x € R* such that

cr = max |ug| = ug (xx) .

If ¢;, is bounded from above, we have the following

Lemma 2.5. If sup, ¢x < +00, then one of the following holds.
(1) u# 0 and S () could be achieved by a radial function v € H?(R?),
(11) uw = 0 and {uy} is a normalized vanishing sequence, furthermore, S (o) < 3272 — .

Proof. If sup, ¢ < 400, it follows from the standard elliptic estimates (see Lemma [7.6])
that uy — u in C} (R*). Then for any R > 0, we have

(2.11)  lim (exp(Belue]®) =1 — « |uk|2) dr = / (exp(327°|ul?) — 1 — o |u|2) dz.
k—o0 Br Bgr
On the other hand, according to the radial lemma, we derive that

lim (exp(ﬁk|uk|2) —-1- ﬁkui) dx
k—o0 R4\BR

< ¢ lim lug|*da
k—o0 R4\BR

< esup el 2 ray B2
Similar as (2.3]), we have

lim/ (exp(Belual?) — 1 — a fug?) d:c:/ (exp(32n[uf?) — 1 — arful?) do
k—o0 R4 R4

k—00

(2.12) + (327% — @) lim / (ui — u?)dz.
R4
When u # 0, we set
7 = lim 7fR4 ujde
koo [, ulda’

and let a(x) = u(%), as we did in (2.4)), we have
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S(a) > / (exp(327%0*) — 1 — ai®) dx
R4
= 7'4/ (exp(327*u?) — 1 — au®) dx
R4

> S (a)+ (7" =1) / (exp(327%u?) — 1 — 327°u?) d.

R4
Since exp(3272u?) — 1 — 327%u® > 0, we have 7 = 1, and then

S(a) = /R4 (exp(327°u?) — 1 — au?) d.

So, u is an extremal function.
When u = 0, by (2I1]) we know {uy} is a normalized vanishing sequence. Furthermore,

by (Z12), we get

S(a) = lim (exp(Belur]?) — 1 — o) dz

k—oo R4

= lim lim (5 — a)/ uidr < 327° — a.
R4

R—00 k—00

In the following, we show that the second case of Lemma will not happen.
Setting

dp, = sup lim (exp(5k|uk|2) —1—-a |uk|2) dr,
w(NVS) k=00 Jpa
we have the following

Proposition 2.6.
dpy = 327" — .

Proof. Recalling in the proof of Lemma [Z1] we have verified that if {uy}s is a radially
symmetric normalized vanishing sequence, then

lim / (exp(Belue]®) — 1 — afug?) da < 327° —
k—oo R4

that is, d,,, < 3272 — a. Next, we show that there exists a radially symmetric normalized
vanishing sequence {vy} such that

lim (exp(Belvil*) — 1 — alvg|?) do = 327* — a.

k—oo R4
Picking a smooth radially symmetric function n satisfying ||An|ls = [|n|l = 1 with a
compact support. Let wy be a function defined by wy(x) = pin(prx) for py > 0, it is easy
to check that

1AW > = pi and fJwg]|> = 1.
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Setting w, = —2:— and letting lim p, = 0, we can verify that |@y| g2@sy) =1, 0p — 0
(1+p3)2 k—o0
in L7 (R*) and

lim || A@y s = 0, lim [J@xlls = 1.
k—o0 k—o0

Hence, {@wy}x is a radially symmetric normalized vanishing sequence. Through the radial
lemma and the definition of the normalized vanishing sequence, we have

lim [ (exp(Bylox]?) — 1 — a|xf?) dz

k—o0 R4

= lim (exp(Brlanl?) = 1 — alwy]?) do
k—o0 R4\ Bp

= lim (B — a) idx
k—o00 R4\BR

= lim (By — ) widr = 327% — a,
k—oo R4

which completes the proof. O
Proposition 2.7. It holds that S > d,,.
Proof. For any v € H*(R*) and ¢ > 0, we introduce a family of functions v; by
1 1
v (x) = t2o(tix).

then ,

p—2

[Ave]l3 = tllAv]3, ol = ¢ 7= (v}

for any p > 2. Similar as that in Lemma 2] we can get

2 2
/ exp | 3272 (L) —1—-«a (L) dx
R4 [[vell 2 (re) [vel 72

> (3217 — @) gu(t),

() = < lofl; ~_ (327%)° tllolls )
tlAv]3 +lloll3 2327 —a) (t|Av|3 + [|v]|3)?

Furthermore, one can show that gi, () > 0 (@ is the ground state solution of (2.8))) for
(32n2)"Bo
2

where

small ¢ > 0, provided 3272 — a < , which implies that S > d,,,. O

3. BLOW UP ANALYSIS
In this section, we are interested the blow-up case, that is,
(3.1) ¢, — +00,

the method of blow-up analysis will be used to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the
radially maximizing sequence {uy},. By the radial lemma, we have z;, — 0 € R*. We
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call 0 the blow-up point. Here and in the sequel, we do not distinguish sequence and
subsequence, the reader can understand it from the context.
Since uy, is bounded in H? (R?), we have

up, — u weakly in H? (R*)
(3.2) up — uwin L (R*), Vs > 2
ﬁk — 3272,

3.1. Asymptotic behavior of {u;}, near the 0. Let

Ak

1
ry= s
B ek

We claim that 7{ converges to zero rapidly. Indeed we have for any v < 3272

P2t = ((-Bck / @exp (Buud) — L)de

(07
R4 B

uj exp (ﬁkui) exp ((7 — Br) ui) dx

4

IN

\ u3 exp (yuz) dx

I
— T

4

uj, (exp (yup) — 1) dz + / uidzx

R4
s—2

(/ uZd:c) s </ (exp (yui) — 1)é da:) s +/ uidz
R4 R4 R4
s : S 2 ° 2
<c </ ukdzz) </ <eXp ( uk) — 1) dx) +/ updx
R4 R4 s—2 R4

(3.3) <c

IA

provided s large enough, here we have used the Adams inequality in R* and (3.2).
To understand the asymptotic behavior of u; near the blow-up point, we define three
sequences of functions on R*, namely
b (SL’) _ ug(zptreT)

Vi (LL’) = U (LL’k + 7’];(7) — Q;k (LL’k) y
Ui (@) = cx (up (zx + mex) — ci)

where ¢y, vy and 1, are defined on Qy := {z € R* : rpz € By }.

Lemma 3.1. ¢ (z) — 1 in C}

loc

(R*).
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Proof. From equation (2.9]), the decay estimate of r, and the fact that ¢ < 1, we know
that for any R > 0, and = € Bg (0), ¢ (z) satisfy

4
A%y (z)| = Z_Z (A%uy) (24 + i)

= 7“2‘ ()\Elﬁbk exp {@gui (xp + Tk:L')} — (1 + %ﬁk) gbk) ‘

<|ry ()\,glqbk exp { Bci} — (1 + Bﬁ)\lzl) ¢k)‘
2
<ecei?(1+0(1) =0,

and ¢y, (x) is bounded in Lj (R*). The standard regularity theory gives for any R > 0

and some 0 < v < 1, [[¢x () ||c3.+(Br(o)) are uniformly bounded with the respect to k.
Through the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there exists ¢ € C3*(R*) such that ¢ () — ¢ in
C3 . (RY) with A?¢ = 0 in R%. Since ¢y (0) = 1, we have ¢ = 1 in R?* by the Liouville

Theorem. O

Lemma 3.2. We have
vp(7) = up(z) + rpx) — up(zp) — 0 in CF (RY)
as k — oo. Hence . '
|Viug(x)| = o(ry") in By, ,i=1,2,3,
for any R > 0.
Proof. 1t is obvious that v solves the equation

T + 1T 1 o
(—A) v + riug (g + ) = uk(k—2k> exp(Bru; — Bpch) — ——
c Ak B

Set Avg = g, and then Agy = fi, where

r,i‘uk(a:k + rRxk)-

Up(Tg + TxT L a
£ = % exp(Brui — Brci) — ()\_kﬁ + 1) Ptk (T + TRT)-
K

since uy, is bounded in H%(R?), directly computations yields that

/ |9k|2d95:/ |Avk|2d93=/ | Auy|?dr < c.
R4 R4 R4

Also, since fi is bounded in L (R*) for any p > 1, by Lemma we obtain that for
some 0 <y <1,

(3.4) lgkllor sy <

for any R > 0. On the other hand, by using Pizzetti’s formula (see Lemma [7.3]), we can
derive

/ vp(x)dr = coR*;,(0) + 1 RCAvg(0) + ca R A%uy(€),
Br(0)

for some € € Bg(0).
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By ([34) and observe that v;, < 0 and v,(0) = 0, then vi(x) is bounded in L}

loc

Hence again by Lemma [.6] we obtain that there exists some v € C?(R?) such that

vp(x) = v in CﬁJC(R‘l)

(RY).

with v satisfying
(—A)*0 = 0.
By the Lemma [77] and v < 0 , we know that v is a polynomial degree at most 6. Since
Jpu |AvPda < klim Jga |Avg|?dz < C, then v must be a constant. This together with
—00

v(0) = 0 implies v(x) = 0. O
The following lemma plays an important role in determining the limit behavior of v, (z).

Lemma 3.3 (Gradient estimate on Bpg,, ). For any R > 0, there holds
ck/ | Auyg|de < c(Rry)?.
BRr'k

Furthermore, we have

/ | Aty |dx = ckrk_z/ | Auyg|dr < cR2.

Br Bry,

Proof. For any Ry > 0, we introduce a sequence of bi-harmonic functions ukRO solving
A%uf® =0 in Bg, (21),

{0}@5‘) = Jiug on ORy (), =0, 1.

By the elliptic estimates (see Lemma [7.5]) and the radial lemma, we derive that

(3.5)

c
(3.6) ||u£° ||C4(BR0) < R
0

for some 7 > 0.
Observe that uy — ukRO satisfies the following equation

A? (uy, — ukRO) =\ lug <exp {Bruz} — g‘—kuk) — uy, in Bg, (0)
O (ur, —u®) =0 on 0Bg, (0),i=0,1.

Set fi. = A uy, <exp {Brui} — B‘l—kuk) — uy, and define L(log L)*(Bg,) as the space

L(log L)*(Bay) o= {f € L'(Br): | s = [ 171108 (2 |£1))do < oc).

Br,
endowed with the norm || f||Log L) = fBRO |f](log™(2 + | f|))dx.

It is not difficult to check that f; is bounded in L(log L)2(Bg,). This together with
Lemma [74] directly leads to

(3.7) IV (ue — ud®) || s < C, 5 =1,2,3.
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where || - || /52 is the Lorentz norm. For the definition of Lorentz spaces and their basic
properties, we refer the interested reader to [43].
After some computation, we obtain

‘Az((uk—uk )2 } }2 uk—uk ) A (uy, —ukRO)‘

+CZ V9 (g, — uf) | |V (g — ug®)] |-
j=1
Thanks to the Lorentz estimates of gradients (B]) and some Hélder type inequality
of O'Neil [43], we know the term Z?Zl |V (wg, — ug®) | [V (ug, — up®)| is bounded in
L' (Bg,).

We now show that [2(uj, — ut®)A?(uy — up®)| is also bounded in L'(Bg,). In fact, we
observe that

/ 12(up, — ui®) A (uy, — uy )|d$§2/ |ukA2(uk)|d:E+2/ |uf A2 (uy)|dx
Br, Br,

Bg,

=1+ 1.

For I, by equation (2.9), we obtain

/ lup A? (ug )| dx < / T (exp(ﬁkui) ) dr+ | |uxl*dw
Br, B R4

/ | Aug| d:L"—I—Q/ lug|*dr < c.

For I,, we have

/ U A2 (ug)|de < c/ |up A2 (uy)|dz + c/ |A?(uy,)|dx
BRO BRO

BROO{\uk|§1}
< C(R(]).

Using the above estimates, we conclude that fB |A2((uy, — u)?)|dx < c. Carrying out
the same procedure as in the proof of Lemma 6 of [37], we have for any R > 0,

(3.8) /B A((uy, — u®)?)de < C(Rry)?.
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Combining ([3.8) and (3.6]), we derive by Lemma [3.2] that

/Bm- |A(u)|dz < ¢ {/Bm, A((uy — uf)?)dx + /BM A <(ukR°)2> \d

+/ |ukR°Auk|d:B+/ |up Au® | da+-
By, B

Rry,
+ /
BRr'k

< c/ Al(up = u)2)dz + o(r2).
BRrk

|V, Vo |d:):}

On the other hand, we also have
(3.10) x| Aug| < cug| Aug| < ¢ (Auf) + [Vugl?) < eA(ug) + o(ry?).
From ([39) and (3I0), we conclude that

ck/ |Aug|dr < c(Rry)?.
B

Rry,

Hence it follows that for any R > 0,
/ | At |dx = ckrgz/ | Auyg|dr < cR?.
Bgr BR'rk

This accomplishes the proof. O
Now, we are in position to analyze the limit behavior of vy, (z).

Lemma 3.4. We have

Ui (1) = ¥ in CR(RY),
where 1V satisfies the equation

(—A)2 = exp(64r2).

Furthermore, we have
1 1

-1
16m2 C T+ Zfal®’

¥(z)
and [5, exp (647% () dx = 1.
Proof. By equation (29)), we see that 1)y satisfies the equation

Up(Tr + T 1 «
Q exp(ﬁkui — Bkci) — ——Ck’/’éuk(l’k —+ Tkl’).
Ck Ak B

According to Lemma B3] we know that

/ | Aty |dx = ckrgz/ | Auyg|dr < cR?.
Bpr

BR'rk

(— Ay + cpriup(ay, + rpx) =
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This together with the elliptic estimates (see Lemma [7.6]) yields that ||A'l/1k||cllo,;1 <c. As
in Lemma [3.2] we know there exists some ¢ € C3(R*) such that
Ui () = ¢ in G (RY),
with v satisfying the equation
(— A = exp(647%).
By Fatou’s lemma, we have
o

1
/R4 exp(647%Y)dr < I /R4 u; (exp {Brup} — ﬁk) dr < 1.

We now claim that 1) must take the form as

1 1

(3.11) Y(z) = log — :
1672 1+ %‘SL’P

We argue this by contradiction. If ¢ don’t have the form as ([B.I1), according to [25] (see
also [36]), there exists some a < 0 such that

lim (—A)yY(x) = a.

|z| =400

This would imply

klirf | Aty (z)|dz = |alvol(B1(0))R* 4+ o(R*) as R — +oo,
=+ /g,
but this contradicts [, [Ady|dz < cR?. Hence we have

1 | 1
= og p .
1671'2 1+%‘SL’|2

(x)

Furthermore, careful computations lead to

4
1 . T 2

exp (6472 (z)) dx = / ———— | dx (settingt=—|x
/w ( (@) e \ 1+ 2= |2 ( JEH)

=B e
4 0

_ 39 T L
7T2 0

N 3&]3 ) 1 1

T 26



24 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

3.2. Bi-harmonic truncations. In the following, we will need some bi-harmonic trun-

cations u)! which was studied in [9]. Roughly speaking, the value of truncations u}’ is

close to CM’C in a small ball centered at x;, and coincides with u; outside the same ball.

Lemma 3.5. [0, Lemma 4.20] For any M > 1 and k € N, there exists a radius pi > 0
and a constant ¢ = ¢ (M) such that
1. u, > Cﬁk m Bpiw (:1:’1.3)7
2.|uy, — | < o on 0B (x) ;
l c .
3.‘V uk‘ < m on aBPi-” (xx), for any 1 <1 < 3;

M
4. pM —0 and%%—i—oo, as k — oo.

M [
Let up* € C* (Bpiw (ZEk)> be the unique solution of

A2fE = in Bw (xy)
{ ko P k)
M
diupk = diuy on OBy (k) ,i=0,1.

We consider the function

e in Bw (xy)
M {k J k)

Uy =
g u in RN\B v (2) -
Lemma 3.6. [9, Lemma 4.21] For any M > 1, we have

ulf = =+ 0().

uniformly on B ().

Lemma 3.7. For any M > 1, there holds

. 1
lim sup /R4 (}Au,iwf + }uﬁ/l}z) dr < i

k—00

Proof. Since uy converges in LP (By) for any p > 1, by Lemma 3.5, we have

/ ‘u,iw‘pd:cgc/ |ug " dz — 0
B, m (1) B, M (z1)
k k

and

(3.12) / 2w | de < / i (w4 O (¢1))] dir 0,
pr(xk)

pr(xk)

as k — oo.
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Testing (29) with (ux — uy’), by Lemma B, for any R > 0, we have

/ (AwpA (w — upt) + g, (ug, — up')) da
B v (zg)
Pk

= / A g, (exp {Bkui} - ﬂ) (wr, — u,ﬁ”) dx
B (wy) B

k

> / A,;luk exp {Bkui} (uk - u,iw) dx
Bry, (z

/Bm(mk) A exexp { B2} <ck - %) dz + og (1)
_ /BR (1 _ %) exp {28t ()} dz + op (1)
> <1 — %) /BR exp {647%¢ ()} dz + ox (1) .

Letting R — oo, we get

(3.13) / (AwpA (ug, — up) + wye (g — wy')) do > 1—%+0k(1).
By (wk)

Observe that

/W (12 [* + [ult?) da

:/ \AquH/ |Auk\2d:c+/ ‘uﬁ/[‘zdij/ |ug,|* do
By (@) RAB 1 (a1) B (k) RAB a1 (1)

k

:/ }AquH/ }quxH—/ \Auk|2d:c—/ |ug,|? dz
B, M (1) B, m (1) B, M (zk) B, m (k)
k k k k

:/ }Aufyfdx%—/ }uﬁ/[‘zda:jtl—/ AupA (ug, — up') da
szkw(wk) B m (k)

Bf’xlcw (z1)

— / Uy, (uk — u,ﬁ”) dx — / AukAu,iwdx - / ukukde,
B v (k)

Bpxlcw (zx) Bpéw (zx)
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by B13)) and ([B.12), we have
[ (1t + ) da
< —+/ ‘Au }zdx—i-/ ‘u,iwfd:c—/ AukAu,iwdx—/ upuy! da
B M(Ik B M (k) BPM(H%) B i (zy)
k
<—+/ Aup' A (uy! —uk)dz+/ up'| d:):—/ upud! de
M Bf’xlcw (zx) B, v (k) B m(zk)

+ ‘uk ‘ d:)s—/ upuy! dx
M Y ) B m(wk)

Hence the lemma is proved.

With the help of bi-harmonic truncations u!, we can show the following result.

Corollary 3.8. We have,

limsup/ (Jurf? + |Aug]?) de = 0,
k—o0 R4\ Bs
for any & > 0, and then

(3.14) |Aug|? dz — 8y in the sense of measure,

where g is the Dirac measure supported at 0.

Lemma 3.9. We have

lim (exp (Byuj) — 1 — auy) dx

k—oo R4
= lim lim exp (Brui) — 1 — au) dx
Y
= lim —
k—oco Ck
and consequently,
>\k C2

2 5 00 and sup-t < .
Ck k Ak
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Proof. Direct computations yield that

/11@4 (exp (Beuy) — 1 — auy) dx

= / —|—/ (exp (ﬁkuz) —1-— aui) dx
B,y (k) R‘*\Bpiw(xk)

< /Bpg{(mk) (eXp (ﬁkui) —-1- aui) dz +/ <exp <5k (ukM)z) —1—« (ukM)2) dx.

R4

Taking some L such that u; <1 on R4\BL, then we have

lim (exp (Bpuj) — 1 — auj) de < lim C/R4 uidr = 0.

k—oo R4\ B, k—oo

In view of Lemma 3.7 and the Adams’ inequality with the Navier boundary condition
(see [49]), we obtain

sup /B (exp (ka’ (u% — Uy (L))2) — 1) dr < oo,

k—o00

for any p’ < M. Since

p (W) < (ul —up (L)) + ¢ (p,pf) it p < 1,

then we get

sup /B (exp <ﬁkp (ukM)2> — 1) dr < 00,

k—o00

for any p < M. The weak compactness of Banach space implies

lim (exp <ﬁk (uﬁ/[)z) — 1) dr = 0.

k—o0 B,

Hence, we get

lim (exp (Bpup) — 1 — auyp) da

k—oo ]R4

= lim / (exp (Brui) — 1 — auyp) dz + ok (1)
Bm (zx)

k—oo
(3.15)
< limMzﬁ/ u_i ex (ﬁ 1L2)—g dx
T k—oo Ci R4 >\k P ok Bk
= M? lim &

k—00 Cz
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On the other hand, we get

[}g{)ld}l_{go . (eXp (ﬁkui) —-1- aui) dz

A
= lim lim —§/B exp (ﬁkui(rkz + xy) — 6kci) dx
L

L—ook—o0 Cy.

(3.16) \
= k]g&c—g </R4 exp (647°¢ (2)) dz + o4 (1))
Y
= lim -
k—oo Cr.
Combining (3.15) and (B.I6]), and letting M — 1, we conclude that
: Y
lim (exp (Bpup) — 1 — aup) do = l~ch—>rgoc_i

k—oo R4

= Lll—r>l;>lolcll—>rl;lo 5o o (exp (ﬁkui) —1- aui) dzx.

Now, we introduce the following quantities:

Ak , T = lim b—k and

o= A, s it
fBR(x || (eXP (Brui) — @> d:c k

P (eXp Bruy) — —) dx

o= }%im klim
—00 —MX)IBR(:vk (e ﬁkuk ) dSE

Lemma 3.10. [t holds o = 1.
Proof. For any M > 1 and R > 0, we have

/ Uy, (eXp (ﬁkui) — g) dr = / Uy, <eXp (ﬁkuz) — ﬁ) dx
Br(zy) B szkw(zk) B
+ / up! (exp <ﬁk (uﬁ/[)z) ) dz,
Br(o0)\Byi ) B

< is bounded in LP <BR(xk)\BpkM(xk)> for

By Lemma .7, we know that exp (SBru?) — 5

some p > 1, then we have

/ uy! (exp (ﬁk (u,iw)2) )dm—>0 as k — oo.
Br\B, i (,, Br
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This implies that

2y _ @ _
(3.17) /BR(%) Up (exp (Brur) 5k) dz /B

Similarly, we also have
(3.18)

i omta= )a  ind- 5)sas

On the other hand, it is not hard to see that

Ck/B (exp (ﬁkui) - %) dr > /B o) |y (exp (ﬁkui) - %) dx

«

ol (o0 (Bua) —

)dst o),

oM (zp)

pM (zy)
(3.19) > — <exp (Bruz) — —) dzx.
M szkw (zk) B
Furthermore, by (4) of Lemma 3.5 and Lemma [3.9, we derive that
. ) « o ) «
lim exp (ﬁkuk) — — ) dx > lim lim exp (ﬁkuk) — — | dx
k—oo Jp o ﬁk L—ook—00 Bry, (z1) Bk
Py (@k) k
S Tim I 2N 1 2
> Jim i [ (ep (Bd) — 1)
’rk v
(3.20) > / (exp (Brui) — 1 — auy) dz > 0.
R4
Therefore, combining (3.17)-([3.20), we get
1 Sy Uk (exp (Brui) — i) dx
= +on(1) < Br(zr) P < 1.
fBR(:vk) |ug| <exp (Bru2) — B‘l—k> dx
Letting £k — oo, R — oo and M — 1, we derive that ¢ = 1. ([l
Lemma 3.11. [t holds T = 1.
Proof. For any R > 0, similar to (3:19), we have
2 2 o 2 2 o
/ |u| (exp (ﬁkuk) - —) dr = / |u| (exp (ﬁkuk) - —) dx + o (1)
R B B B

oM (x,)

2
2 (%) /BM(wk) (eXp (ﬁkuz) B %) ot Ok(l)
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and

/ [ug| <exp (ﬁwi) — ﬁ) dz < ck/ (exp (ﬁkuz) — ﬁ) dr + ox(1).
BR(xk) /Bk Bp]kw(xk) ﬁk
Thus,

feo b (exp (B0a) = ) di
b = I%im
" Ly el (00 () — ) e

(%)

> — a9
T M?2
letting M — 1, we conclude that 7 = 1.

O

3.3. Asymptotic behavior of u; away from the blow-up point 0. In the following,

we consider the asymptotic behavior of u; away from the blow-up point 0.

We recall that the crucial tool in studying the regularity of higher order equations is
the fundamental solution of the operator A? 4+ 1). The fundamental solution T (z,y) for
A% + 1 in R? is the solution of

(A% +1)T (2,y) = 0. (y) in RY,
and all functions v € H? (R?) N C* (R*) satisfying (A? + 1)u = f can be represented by
(3:21) w@) = [ T s )y
R4

We will need the following useful estimates for I":

(3.22) T (z,y)| <eln(I+|z—y| ™),
for all z,y € R*, x # y with |z — y| — 0, and

Vil“(x,y)‘ <clz—y| ™", i>1

(3.23) Vi (2, 9) zo(exp (—%m—m)) =012

for all z,y € R*, with |z — y| — +oc.
The above properties of I' can be found in [10].

Lemma 3.12. For any 1 <1 < 2, cpuy is bounded in W?" (R?).

Remark 3.13. It is quite difficult to prove ||cxug|[yorgey < ¢ directly. But as we have

showed the fact klim i =1 n Lemma 311, we will prove this lemma by showing that
—00 R

[brvk || o gy < . We find it quite easy to obtain the desired result for byug.
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Proof. Let n; be the solution of

bru Q
A%+ = ];\—kk (exp {ﬁkuz} — E) , x€RYL

By the representation formula, we have

e () = /R T(y) bku;k(y) (exp {Brui (v)} — %) dy

Then, by Horder’s inequality, for any 1 < r < 2, we have

|V’ } - (— VT (z,y) u (v) (exp {Brui (v) ﬁg) dy)
R4
< [ vry— W (o Pt )}~ 5)
= fR4 uy, (2) (exp {Bruz (2)} dz — g‘—k) dz
ui (y) (exp (vt ()} — 2)
fR4 ug (2) <exp {Bruz (2)} dz — %) dz
where ¢ = 0, 1,2. Applying Fubini’s theorem, we get by (822)) and (3:23) that

o e w) (e Bk ) - 5)
/IR4‘V77k(ZL')} dx—/[R4A4}VF( )| d e (exp{ﬁkui(z)}dz—ﬁ%> —

dy

VT @)l dy,

<c fori=0,1,2,
thus, we get

(3.24) 17k |2 sy < €
Let 1, = bruy, then ny satisfies
b
APy, + g, = 2l (exp {Bui} — g) in R*.
Ak B
By (8.24), we have |||z g4y < ¢. This accomplishes the proof of Lemma [3.12 O

Now, we will show that ciu; converges to some Green function.

Lemma 3.14. For any p € C5° (R*), one has

(3.25) lim v (x) C];\—Zk <exp (Brug) — g) dx = ¢ (0).

k—oo R4 /Bk
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Proof. Suppose supp ¢ C B, and we spit the integral as follows

[ o032 (rotn - 2)er
CrU «
/ o ? o 0) 2 (oxp () - 5 ) o

/ Ckuk (exp (ﬁkui) — %) dx
Bmk 3

CrUg

o
+/ o () ~ (exp (Brui) — —) dx
Bo\B v (2) k Br

(3.26) =1y + 1y + 1.

AS)

For If, it follows that
2

u (6%
It < Mieles [ Ui (exp (Bu2) —) da

(3.27) B (@1)\Brry, Ak

~Mlgleo(1= [ e @B (o) + (1) o).

L
Letting k — +o00 and L — +oo, we derive that klim I =0.
S

For I¥, we have

uk(rkx -+ LL’k)

(3.28) I = /B o(r + 1) oxp (2840 () + 0x(1)) dx.

Ck
Letting k — 400 and L — 400, we derive that klim I¥ = (0).
—00

For I¥, since exp(Bi|ul!|?) is bounded in LP(B,) for some p > 1, choosing p > 1
sufficiently close to 1 and by Holder’s inequality, we derive that

(3.29) I < el / oyl dz)? / exp(Buplul! P)dz)

’tﬂ'—‘

Note that klim & =0, hence klim I¥ = 0. Combining (3.27), (3:28) and (3.29)), we conclude
—00 —00
that
. CrU 2 [0
1 Chlhi ) de = (0).
dm [ (o) =y (eXp (Brui) 5k) z=¢(0)
0]

Lemma 3.15. For any 1 <r < 2, qux — G € C3 (R*)\ {0} weakly in W™ (R*), where
G is a Green function satisfying

A*G+G=6§(x) in R
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Also, we have

1
(3.30) G:—@ln|x|—|—A+go(x),

where A is a constant depending on 0, ¢ (x) € C? (R*) and ¢ (0) = 0. Moreover, we have

lim (/ A (cpur)” do + / [ d:c)
k—oo \ Jra\ B;(0) R*\B;(0)

i L fat00).

2 1672

Proof. By Lemma [3.12] there exists a function G € W27 (R*) such that cjur — G weakly
in W2 (R*) for any 1 < r < 2. For any s > 0, by (814, we know exp (Sxu?) is bounded
in L? (Bg\Bs), for any 0 < s < R. Notice that ciuy satisfies

(3.31) A? (cpug) + cpup = C];\—Zk (eXp (Bruz) — %) in R*.

Then the standard regularity theory gives cyuy, — G in C}  (R*\ {0}).
For any ¢ (z) € C§° (R*), in view of Lemma [3.14] we have

/R4 ¢ (x) <C';—Zk (exp (Brup) — %) - ckuk) dz = ¢ (0) — /R4 G (2) o (z) dz.

Hence, it follows that

A*G =6 (r) — G in R%.

Fix r > 0, we choose some cutoff function ¢ € C§° (Bs, (0)) such that ¢ =1 in B, (0),

and let .
g(z) =G (@) + ¢ () Inlz].
Then a direct computation shows that
A%g(z) = fin R,
where
1
f(z) = —3.3 (A%¢ - In|z| +2VA¢- Vin|z| +
+2A (V¢ - Vinlz]) +2Ve - VAl |z| + ¢ - A’In|z|) + 6 (z) — G.

Since X3¢ - A?In|x| = § (z) in R?, direct calculations yield that
8

o) = —$ (A% - In|e| + 2VAG - Vin ] +
12A (V- Vinfz)) +2Vé - VA |z]) — G.

Since G € W?" (R*) for any 1 < r < 2, we have f (z) € L}

P (R*) for any p > 2. By the
standard regularity theory, we get g (x) € C3  (R*). Let A= ¢ (0) and
1

p(2)=g(x) —g0)+ g5 (1—¢)nfaf.
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Then we have
1
(3.32) G=——hlz|+ A+ ¢(z),
82

where A is constant depending on 0, ¢ (x) € C® (R*) and ¢ (0) = 0. Then ([3.30) follows

directly from (3.32]).
Setting Uy, = crug, then U, satisfy:

AU, = g—: (exp (ﬁkuz) — %) — U, in R*.

Testing it with Uy, by Proposition [7.2] we get

/ |AUk|2dZL'+/ |Uk|2dZL’: / U(UkA3/2Uk—A1/2UkAUk) dl’,
RN\ B5(0) RN\ B5(0) 0B5(0)

where v is the outer normal vector of 0Bs (0). Then we have

lim (/ \AUk\zd:c+/ |Uk\2d:c)
k=00 \JR1\B;(0) R4\ B;(0)

(3.33) = / v (GAY?G — AVPGAG) da.
9Bs(0)

It is known that the fundamental solution of A? in R* is —g&; In |2/, and it satisfies

338 AL (oglel) = 7 A ogle) = 15, AT (og el =~
After some computation, we obtain
1 11
) 3/2 — (= —
(3.35) v-G(0) A”=G (9) ( 52 Inlo|+ A+ 0O (5)) (2%2 5 +0 (1))
11 1
and
(3.36) o AP AGE) = — (——Lrom) (-2 1o
8129 812 §2
1 1
=5y (1+0(9)).

Plugging (3.38) and (B.36]) into (3:33)), we get

1 1
lim (/ |AUk|2d:c+/ |Uk|2d:c) e d———+A+0(),
k—oo R4\B5(0) ]R4\B§(0) 87T 167T

and we are done. O
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3.4. The upper bound of Adams inequality for normalized concentration se-

quence. The strategy we will use to obtain the upper bound for the Adams inequality on
the entire Euclidean space R? is similar to that of Li-Ruf [30]. Firstly, we need to know
the specific value of the upper bound for any blow up function sequences in HZ (Bg).

Lemma 3.16. Let By be the ball with radius R in R*. Assume that w; is a bounded
sequence in Hg (Bg) with [ |Aug|*de = 1. If uy, — 0, then

lim sup/ (eXp (5kuz) —1- aui) de < 1 | Br| exp <_1) )
Bgr 3 3

k——+o00
Proof. By the results in [34] (5.23)], we have

2
lim sup/ (exp (ﬁkui) —1- auz) dr < % exp (g + 327T2A0> ,
Br

k——+o00

where A, is the value at 0 of the trace of the regular part of the Green function G for the
operator A2, Actually, when the domain is a ball, by solving the corresponding ODE’s,
we have

G L 2| + IWV+11 R
sz ST 6 Rz T ga2 8T 162
and the value at 0 of the trace of the regular part of G is 8% log R — 8%. Therefore we

have

lim sup/ (exp (ﬁkui) —1- au%) dx
Br

k—+o00

2 5 1 1
< — +321% | —log R —
=7 P (3 Toem (87r2 08 167r2>)

1 1
=3 |Br|exp (—g) :

Based on the specific value of the upper bound above, we can obtain the follow upper
bound for the Adams inequality on the entire Euclidean space.

O

Lemma 3.17. If S () can not be attained, then
2 2 m 5 2
S (o) = sup (eXp (ﬁkuk) —1- auk) dr < —exp | =+ 32774 |,
ueH JR4 6 3

where A is the value at 0 of the trace of the regular part of the Green function G for the
operator A? + 1.
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Proof. Set
} U (SL’) - Ui
U (35) = 7
1A (wr () = w)[| 123y (01
where
e 2 ()

Now, we compute [ B (Aui — Auk)Z dx. For this, we rewrite it as follows

/ (Aug — Auk)2 dx = / (Auy)” dx +/ (Aui)z dx — 2/ Aul Auydx
B(S B(; B(S B(S

(3.38) —[+II-1III

By Lemma [B.15] we have

k=00 \JR1\B;(0) R4\ B;(0)

<—Lln5— + A+ 0 (0).

- 8m? 1672

Thus we get

I:/ | Auy|? do = 1—/ \Auk|2daj—/ \uk\2dx—/ uidr
B;(0) R*\B;(0) R#\B;(0) B5(0)

—alnd— =5+ A+ 0k (0
(339) =1—= 8w 1 1622 k( )
k

By the definition of u?, we have

II= [ (Au) de = 44 0) 2dx
[, etras= [ (#552)

(3.40) - 16% | Bs| = 872 (ul, (8))7 6.

In order to estimate I11, by Proposition [[.2, we rewrite it as follows:

111 = 2/ ud A%upda — 2/ v - ugA%ukda + 2/ v - A%ugAukdU
Bs 0B; 0B;s
=2((1) -2+ B)),
By ([3:31) and Lemma 314, we have
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1
(1) = / ugAzukdx = —/ ui (% <€Xp (@WZ) — g) — Ckuk) dx
Bs ¢k J B, Ak B

Cp Bs
1 w (8)0 o (6)
= o (uk (5) 9 + x
(Ll nsrar L 100
2\ 8m? N 1672 " ’
By ([B3:34), we have

: : 0
2) = v-u‘;AgukdU: i v-ulA:Gdo + % (9)
k k
dBs Ck OBs Ck
= -1 v-u‘sAglnxda—l-Ok—@
2 k
8m?cy, OB Ck

= (- (o) 50)

1 G (9) G (8) + ok (0)

T 2ond 20" = c
k k

and
(3) = / V- A%ugAukda _ 1 (u, (8)) AGdo + Ok 26)
9B; Ck JoBs Ck
1\*2 1 or, (0)

=(—=— ) 5=—=21%0° + ==

< 8%2) 624c2 a
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Thus, we have

/ Aud Auydz
Bs
1 1 1 1
1 1y,
cz 87T2 1672
%( —l——1n5 A+Ok(5))
¢, \ 167
1
(3.41) —2 5 + Ok

Combining ([3.39) to (B41), we get
/ (Aui — Auk)2 dz
Bs

:1_l<_iln5_ ! +A+ok(5))+(u;(5))287r252

c \ 82 1672
1 1
~3 (g ro0)
1 1
Therefore, we have
2

1 — oo In o+ s +A+04(9)
- 2

Ck

= (z) (1 + ~
— (2u] (@) k(@) + (] (2))°) (14 04 (1)

m5+w2+A+oM®)

Ck

On the other hand, by Lemma [3.9] we have

lim lim exp (BkuZ) = [B,|,

L—ook—o0 BP\Ber (l’k)

for any p < 4.
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Thus we have

lim lim exp (ﬁk@i) dr <O (5_40) lim lim exp (ﬁkui) dx

L—ocok—00 Bp\Ber (xk) L—ook—o00 Bp\BL'rk (xk)

=0 (67%)|B,| > 0as p— 0.
Also, by [B14) we get

lim (exp (Bruz) — 1 — ady) dz = 0.
k—o0 Bg\Bp

Hence, by Lemma [3.16] we derive that

1 1
lim lim (exp (Betiy) — 1 — adiy) do = klim exp(Byi;)dr < |Bs| 3 eXP (——) .

L—ook—o0 BLr'k —00 Bs 3

Now, we fix some L > 0, then for any = € By, (s,), we have

uj = I wg (z) — ul (x 2 T
= <HA(uk(l‘)—ui(l‘))HLz(Bg) BS}A( (@)~ )] d
= B (ﬂk+ ui (2) ) A (ug (z) = u ()] dw
HA (uk (SL’) - ui (SL’)) HLQ(B(;) Bs

By ([3:42), we have

i 1\\?

1 1 1

6 1 2
= By <1+%+O (—3)) :
Cr Cp.

1 1 1
1 —-= | ——=1 A
( Cz ( ) no -+ +16ﬂ_2+0k(5))),

Observe that

m (:Ek + Tkll:')
Ck

lim =1, and Uy () + rrx) uk (6) = G (0) ,
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we derive that

1 1 VY
Brui = Briy, <1+C_i <G(5)+@> +O(C_i)) '

1 1 1

1
_ g (1+2G2(5)+ 1 G(5)+16W2+Ok(5))

c 8m2c2 a
~9 ﬁk
pu— O 6 .
By + BrG (0) + Tk k (0)
Thus we have

lim lim exp (Brui) — 1 — au?) dx
L—ocok—00 BLr'k("Ek)( ( k) k)
< lim lim exp ﬁkuQ dx

L—ook—00 Ber(xk) ( k)
< lim lim exp (327G (8) 4+ 2 + 05 (1)) / exp (Briy) do

L—ook—00 Ber

1 1
= exp (327°G (8) + 2 + 05 (1)) | Bs| 3 €XD <—§)

1
=exp (Iné " +320°A+ ¢ (6) + 2+ 05 (1)) | Bs| = exp (——)

71.2

=5 &P (g + 327r2A) +o0(0).

Letting 6 — 0, we get
w2 5 )
S(a) < 5 &P §+327r A,
and the proof is finished.

4. THE TEST FUNCTION

Let ,
a——o In( 14+ Z 22 )+ A+p(z)+b|z|?
{C+ w1l
) g if |2 > Le,

where L, C|a,b are functions of ¢ (which will be defined later) such that
)e=exp(—L), 3z =0(7) as e — 0,
i) @ = —ghr In (Le) = 2 + s In (14 5 12) — bL2e2,
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o 1
iii) b = 1672 L2e2 <1+%L2> :
By Lemma [B.15] we have

/ (AGJ + 16.%) da = = / (IAGPE + GP) de
R4\ B, (0) C? Jra\B,.(0)

1 1 1
—E (—@lﬂ(Lg)— 167‘(‘2 +A+O(L€)),

and as [34], one has
/ |A.|* dx = 1 (61:(1 <1 + iﬁ) +14+0 (L))
B 96mC? V6 In’c/ )
It is easy to check that
(4.1) / (6.2 dx = O ((Le)* ),
BLs(O)
thus it follows that

RN

1 T 5 1
=—— (2In(1+—=IL?) —=—4In(L 3212 A+ O
327r202< n( NG 3~ Aln(le) 432 A+ (m%))
L V6 1
1 %<1+?ﬁ> 5 ) 1
= |21 — 243204+ 0 | —
32m2(C? t ( g2 3 osmAt In?e

1
32m2(C?

1 76 ) 1
— fom (L) + 2P 2 iAo —m
327202 n(g2 T 3t AY (m%))

1 VAN ) 1
=—— (o2m (B )-Z+32%4+0(—)).
327r202< " g?) g o AT (m%))

Set [ ( |A¢.* + |¢5|2) dx =1 and direct computations yield that

5 1
4.2 397202 = 2ln —— — 2 4322244+ 0 [ ——
(4.2) T n o2 3 + 321" A + )
then
(4.3) 2o Ll

&m2 ¢
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For any x € By, by careful calculation, we also derive that

1 2
327‘(‘2@5?2327{'2(024-2(&—16 ( %%)—I—A—I—g@( )—I—b|x|))
1 T
— 2( 2 o 1 1 _L2 _bL22
327r< C’—i—Q( 87T21n(L5) 167r2n(+\/6 ) 5)
s 1 2
+2A +2p (x) + 20 |z| —8—111( \/752))

5
1+%L2> —81n(L5)—21n—2+§+327r2A

(
—41n (1 + ix—j) + O (11112 6) + 6477 (¢ () + b|z[*) — 64bL2E?
—In <<1 + 1L2)4 6—5: (Le)_s) + g + 327%A
—41n (1 + ix—j) + O (#) + 6472 (0 (x) + blz[*) — 64bL%E*
T o (L7%) + g +32m°A —4In (1 + %i—j) +0 (ﬁ)

w2 9 5 ar? \* 1

V62 In%e

where we have used that fact that ¢ is a continuous function and ¢ (0) = 0.
Therefore, combining (A1) and (£4]), we derive that

/ exp 327r o) ) — aqﬁg) dx
>

/B exp (32702) dz + O ((Le)* C*)

i 32 2A+5 / 1+ - _4d +O< ! )
ex T — X .
~ et P 3) /s, /62 nZe

Since
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2 —4
/ (Hl) iz
Bpre \/682

ortet [ (14 52)
= 4T — rear
0 V6

, .16 [
:271'55—2 PP
™ Jo (1—|—u)

we have

/ (exp (327°67) — 1 — ad?) du
Bre

> 6”—; exp <327r2A + g) et (1 -2 (1 + %ﬁ) h +0 (L‘6)> +
+0(C*(Le)Y) +0( ! )

In?e

w2 5 1
= 32m2A + = @) .
6 exp( A+ 3) + (ln26)

On the other hand, we also have

/ (exp (327r2<j>§) —-1- ozqﬁ?) dx
RA\Bp.

3212 — «
>

2> G (z)* dx
7 fo, 6

32712 — «
-T2 ||G(93)||22(R4)

3272 —
= 2 (G @)y + O (1121

Then we get
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/ (exp (327?%?) —-1- aqﬁg) dx
R4

2 5 327% — « 1

3 C n°e
By ([£3), we know C? ~ [In¢|, which implies that
2
(4.5) / (exp (327%¢2) — 1) dx > % exp (3277‘2A + g)
R4

for € small enough. This accomplishes the proof.

5. NONEXISTENCE OF EXTREMALS

In this section, we will show that when 3272 — o large enough, the supremum S () is
not attained. For this aim, we will need the precise estimates for the best constants of
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, the detailed proof is given in the Appendix.

u?kdx
Lemma 5.1. Let B, = su Ja w27
k ueHZI(DR4) (fR4|Au|2dgc)k T Joa w?da

1 2k \* [2(k—-1)\*"? B\ k"
51) By < -1+ —— _— .  — EV2 (== 32722
(5.1) k_4(+2k—1) <2k:—1) (k—l) 3272 i
Proof of Theorem [L3. Let u € H? (R") satisfying [|ul|2(gey = 1, we have

/ (exp (3272 |u|2) —1-a |u|2) dx
R4

3272)? 3272)"
:(327r2—a)/ uzdx+u/ u4dx+...+( ™) /u%dx—l—....
R4 2 R4 R4

, then

k!
By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, we have

2\k 2\k k-1
%/ udr < (32]:; ) B, < |Au|2dz> / u?da,
. R4 . R4 R4

where By, is the best constant. We employ (5.1)) to obtain that
1 1\ 2k 1\ 2k -1
Be<-(1 1 ).
’“—4( +2/&—1) (%—1)( Qk—l) (Q(k—l))
1\ NG
14+ —— 122 ) 39,2
\/( T Ez 1) b (327r2) S2m

sr2ve [k \"
VE \327%2)
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when £ is large enough. Thus, it follows that

(327?2)kB <C(327T2)k87r2\/5 k"
Y] \/E 3272

= 087r2\/_ \/_ (by the stirling formula)
87r2\/_ ek
Var  k

Setting [e. |Au|? dz = t, we have

2\k 2 k
(32;) / u2kd$§08ﬂ-7€_e_tk(1_t).
: R4

Since the series

8 2
Z T Ve e—t’f 1-1)
converges if t < %, hence, there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that
/ (exp (3277 |u|2) e e |u|2) dx
R4
< F(t)=(32n*—a) (1 —1t) Z

e 7T

Since F' (t) |1=0 = —327% + a < 0 if a < 3272 and 01518:}2%5 . %tk — 0 as t — 0, there
exists some ty such that F'(¢) is decreasing on [0, to]. Hence, it follows that
F(t) < F(0) < 321% — a.

Now we consider the case t > t;. By the Adams inequality, there exists some M > 0
such that

/ (exp (3272 |u|2) — 1 — 3272 |u|2) dx < M.
R4

Hence
F)y< (32 —a)(l—t)+M
=32 —a+ M- (32%2 — a) to,
and we have F (t) < 327° — a, if 327> —a > . O

Finally, we give the

Proof of Theorem[1.8. We only need to show that if S (ay) is attained, then for any
ay < ag, S (ay) is also attained.
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For any o« € R, we denote by d,, («) and d,.(«) for the upper bounds of Adams’
inequality of the normalized vanishing sequences and the normalized concentration se-
quences, respectively. It is easy to check the following facts:

dnc (al) = dnc (042) 7dnv (al) - dnv (OQ) = Qg — (g,

for any oy < ap. Since S () is attained, we have

S (a1) > max {dp, (1), dpe (1)} .
On the other hand, by (£I), we know that
(5.2) S () > dpe (), for any « € R,
thus, we have
(53) S (Oél) Z dm, (Oél) .

Now, we show that S (ag) > d,y (a2). Indeed, since S (aq) is attained by some u €
H? (R*)\ {0} satisfying ||| ;2(gsy = 1, that is,
S (ap) = / (exp (3277 \a|2) —1-m \ﬂ|2) dx
R4
= (321 — o) / w’dr + G (u)
R4

where G (@) = [5. (exp (3272 |a[”) — 1 — 3272 |a|?) dz. By (5:3) and the fact that [y, a*dzx <

1, we have

S () > (320 — ) / @dz + G (1)

R4
= (o — ag)/ w’dr + (327% — o) / u*dr + G (1)
R4 R4
= (061 — Oég)/ ﬂ2d.flf -+ S (Oél)
R4

Z (Oél — Oég) / ’&2(11’ + dm) (Oél)
R4

>a; — a4+ 327 — oy

(5.4) = 3277 — gy = dpy () .
Combining (5.2)) and (5.4]), we have S (ag) > max {d,,, (a2) , dne (a2) }, and then S (az) is
attained. O

6. EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE OF EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS FOR THE
TRUDINGER-MPSER INEQUALITIES IN R?

In this section, we will provide sketchy proofs of Theorems [[L4 and [[.7] all together.
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Step 1: Setting
2 2
19 (u) = / (exp(Blul?) — 1 — afuP) da,
Bpr

one can easily check that I could be achieved through combining the subcritical Trudinger-
Moser inequality in H'(R?) and Vitali convergence theorem.

Step 2. We can find a positive radially symmetric maximizing sequence {uy} for critical
functional

S (a) = sup /R2 (exp(dr|ul®) — 1 — alul?) dz.

u€H1,||u||H1 =1

where, uy, is positive, radial extremals for the Trudinger-Moser inequality
| (exp(ulu) = 1 - aluf?) do
Br,,

and R, — R?, B, — 3272,

Step 3. If ¢ is bounded from above, then one of the following holds.

(i) u # 0 and S (@) could be achieved by a radial function u € H*(R?),

(ii)) v = 0 and {uy} is a normalized vanishing sequence, furthermore, S (o) < d,,, =
4T — a.

where d,,, is the upper bound of Trudinger-Moser inequality for normalized vanishing
sequence.

Step 4. Similar to the proof of Lemma2.1], we can show S () > dy,, when 47 —872 B, <
a. Indeed, for any v € H*(R?) and ¢ > 0, we introduce a family of functions v; by

v(x) = t%v(t%x),
and we easily verify that
p—2
Vo3 = tIVoll3, [l = ¢ = [oll5.

Hence, it follows that

2
/ exp <47T(L)2> —1—-« (L) dx
R2 HUt||H1(R2) ||UtHH1(R2)

vell3 (4m)” vl
> (4m — «)
(6.1) IVol3 + el — 20 (Vo3 + flodl3)?
oy (il
HIVoll3 +llvlz 2@ —a) @Voll3 + [[0]3)7

= (47T - Oé) gv(t)'
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Noting that - 1(0) = LVl “mllolly 5
g that g,(0) = 1, and g;(0) = 0 o 1), we recall that B; =

llvll2 dr—a) || Vol3]lv]3
sup ”V”””|‘|1 s attained by some U € H' (R?)\ {0}. Then g},(0) > 0 if 47 — o < 87%B;.
Therefore, the vanishing phenomenon does not occur.
Step 5. If sup, ¢x = 400, we define d., by the upper bound of Trudinger-Moser in-
equality for normalized concentration sequence. From the proof of Ruf [47], we know that

S (a) > d,, for any a € R, thus S (a) is attained for any a, thus S (@) > max {de,, dny},
when 47 — a < 87%B;.

Step 6. Similar to the proof of Theorem [L.3, we can show that there exists some 5**
such that when 47 — o > ™, S (a) is not attained, by using estimates of the constants

5 Jr2 u?dx
By, = 2k
u6H1 Joo VU™ dz [, wde

Similarly, we also can show that if S (oq) is attained, then for any oy < ay, S (o) is also
attained as the argument of Theorem [L.Gl Hence we can conclude that When 47 —a < 3*
then S( ) < B* and S(a) could be attamed while when 47 — a > f*, S (a) = 47 — a,

and S(«) is not attained, where 8* is defined as
B = sup { (47 — )| S (a) is attained}
and 5* > TBI > 4.

7. APPENDIX
7.1. Estimates for sharp constants of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities.

Lemma 7.1. For any fived a,b, M, N > 0, let h(s) := s*M + s°N, then we have
bN 1 a+b,b
1 f p— a pr— —_ a a N(l
inf h(s) = h(23)7H) = 0 () v,

Proof of Lemma[i]. Define

1

2 )7

Cj = sup (fR4 |,l;| I)
u€H?(RY) fR4 |Aul? + ul?) dx

clj9
G-1=t

I(w) = /R (JAuf + [uf?) do

Set

First, we claim that B; =

and

A= fue H2(R4),/ u¥de = 1},
Rzl

For any 7 > 0, we set
2

Uy = Tiu(TT).
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/|u7|2jd:c:/ P dz

R4 R4

/\AUT\2d5L’:T§/ \Au|2d:c,/ \uT|2dx:T?—4/ |u|?d.
R4 R4 R4 R4

It follows from Lemma [T.1] that
inf I(u) = inf inf I(u,)

Direct calculations lead to

and

u€eA u€A 7>0
= inf inf 7'31/ |Aul*dz + T?_4/ |lu|*dx
ueA 7>0 R4 R4
1-1 1
1—j J J
=j(j— 1)TJ ( |Au|2d:)3) (/ |u|2d55) :
R4 R4

g
According to the definitions of B; and Cj, we derive that B; = (]01%

Next, we turn to the estimate of sharp constants C;. Through Fourier transform and
duality, it is easy to check that

( |u|2jdz)% <C /R (|Au|2+ [ul )

R4

R4

(/ G % ul?|dx) (/ [T da) T
]R4 Rzl

where G(€) = (16m*|¢|* + 1)~2. Then it follows that

is equivalent to

and

N
Sl

< Cj;

23‘71

\(G*G*u)u\dm< /\G*G*u\zjdx 29 / |u|231 %7

(7.1) <3 / |G+ uf?dz) ( / 7)) 5

<o [ =)

R4

1
On the other hand, for any ¢ > 1, define A; = (f—i) * where t satisfies 1 7 —|— == 1.
t ¢t

Then it follows from sharp convolution Young inequality and Haousdorff Young 1nequahty



50 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

that
(G * G % u)udx
R4
< ( |G*G*m%mﬁw/)wﬁﬂf%l
R4 4
< (L) ( |G*G|’d:c 3 / |u|z] a5
AQj Rzl
A2.2j A 4 1 1,1 L AR
< (CEE) A 1eeran ([
2 R4 R4

which together with (1) yields that

Ao A
¢y < ()’

A2j R4
and the proof is finished. O

7.2. Some useful results.

Proposition 7.2. Let Q C R* be a bounded open domain with Lipschitz boundary. Then
for anyu € H*(Q),w € H*(Q), we have

/Au-Awd:z:/u-Azwdx—/ v-uA%wdx—l—/ v - AsuAwdz
Q Q a0 a0

where v denotes the outer normal to Of).

Lemma 7.3 (Pizzetti [45]). Let u € C*™(Bgr(x)), Br(xo) C R™, for some m, n positive
integers. Then there are positive constants ¢; = ¢;(n) such that

m—1

/ u(z)dr = Z iR Alu(z) + ¢ R A™u(€),
Br(xo) i=0

for some £ € Br(xy).

Lemma 7.4 (Martinazzi [37]). Let u solve A™u = f € L(log L)* in smooth bounded )
with the Dirichlet boundary condition for some 0 < a <1 andn > 2m. Then

v2nly e LGR)(Q),1 <1< 2m — 1

and
ek lu|| o1y SO fllLogrye

a

Lemma 7.5 ([I4]). Let Q@ C RY be a bounded open set with smooth boundary, and take
k,m e Nk >2m, and v € (0,1). If u € H™ () is a weak solutions of the problem
(—A)"u=f1inQ
Oiu=h; onoQ, 0<i<m-—1
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with f € C*=27(Q) and h; € C*=47(0RQ), then u € C*7 (Q) and there exists a constant
c=1c(Q,k,v) such that

m—1
lulloraggy < e | 1 fllgr-2maqoy + Z 173l i a0
i=0

Similarly, If f € C*2m7(Q) and u is a weak solution of (—A)™u = f in Q, then u €
C’k”(Q), and for any open set V& 1, then there exists a constant C = C(k,p,V,Q) such

loc

that
[ullerary < CULf ller-2mao) + llullLyq))-

Lemma 7.6 ([14]). Let Q € R™ be a bounded open set with smooth boundary and take
m, k €N, k>2m, p>1. IffecWk2mP(Q) and u € H™(Q) is a weak solution of
(=A)"u = f in Q, then u € VV/ZCP(Q), and for any open set V. .CC Q, then there exists a
constant C = C(k,p,V,Q) such that

[ullwrrry < CUS llwr—2meie) + [l @)

Similarly, If f € C*=2™7(Q) and u is a weak solution of (—=A)™u = f in Q, then u €
Ck’“’(Q), and for any open set V. CC (1, then there exists a constant C = C(k,p,V,Q)

loc

such that
||U||c’m(\/) < C(||f||ckf2mw(sz) + ||U||L1(Q))~

Lemma 7.7 ([37]). Suppose that u satisfies the bi-harmonic equation (—A)?u = 0 with
u(z) < (1+ |z|Y) for some 1 > 0. Then u is a polynomial of degree at most max{l,2}.
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