arXiv:2307.10483v1 [math.AP] 19 Jul 2023

ON A SOBOLEV-TYPE INEQUALITY AND ITS MINIMIZERS

JOSÉ FRANCISCO DE OLIVEIRA AND JEFERSON SILVA

Abstract. Critical Sobolev-type inequality for a class of weighted Sobolev spaces on the entire space is established. We also investigate the existence of extremal function for the associated variational problem. As an application, we prove the existence of a weak solution for a general class of critical semilinear elliptic equations related to the polyharmonic operator.

1. Introduction and main results

Let AC_{loc}(0, R) be the set of all locally absolutely continuous functions on interval (0, R). For each non-negative integer ℓ, let AC^ℓ_{loc}(0, R) be the set of all functions u : (0, R) → R such that u^{(ℓ)} ∈ AC_{loc}(0, R), where u^{(ℓ)} = d^ℓu/dr^ℓ. For any m ≥ 1 integer number, we define

(1.1) AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) = { u ∈ AC^{m−1}_{loc} (0, R) : lim_{r→R} u^{(j)}(r) = 0, j = 0, · · · , m − 1 } . For 0 < R ≤ ∞, p ≥ 1 and θ ∈ R, we denote by L^p_θ = L^p_θ(0, R) the weighted Lebesgue space of the Lebesgue measurable functions u : (0, R) → R endowed with the norm ‖u‖_L^p_θ = (∫_R 0 |u(r)|^pr^θdr )^1_p < ∞. Now, for real numbers α_j > −1 for j = 0, 1, · · · , m, we denote W^{m,p}_R = W^{m,p}_R (α_0, · · · , α_m) the weighted Sobolev space which consists of all functions u ∈ AC^{m−1}_{loc} (0, R) such that u^{(j)} ∈ L^p_{αj} , for all j = 0, 1, · · · , m. Then, W^{m,p}_R is a Banach space endowed with the norm

(1.2) ‖u‖_W^{m,p}_R = (_m ∑ j=0 ‖u^{(j)}‖^p_Lp_{αj} ) 1_p . Further, we denote by X^{m,p}_R = X^{m,p}_R (α_0, α_1, · · · , α_m) the closure of set

W_{0,R} = W_{0,R}(α_0, · · · , α_m) = AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) ∩ W^{m,p}_R (α_0, · · · , α_m)

under the norm (1.2). In the bounded case 0 < R < ∞, if the weights α_0, · · · , α_m safisfy the transition condition (1.3) α_{j−1} ≥ α_j − p, j = 1, · · · , m, 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46E35, 35J35, 35J61, 35B33.

Key words and phrases. Sobolev-type inequality; minimizers; critical exponents; elliptic equations. First author was partially supported by CNPq grant number 309491/2021-5. 1

we observe that the norm (1.2) and

(1.4) ‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_{αm} = (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}|^pr^{αm} dr )^1_p , are equivalent on X^{m,p}_R (α_0, · · · , α_m), see [10] for more details.

For each α > −1, we define the α-generalized Laplacian operator in the radial form

(1.5) Δ_αu = r^{−α}(r^αu^′)^′,

where u ∈ C^2(0, R). The operator (1.5) appears in [10] and we observe that, for α = N −1 positive integer number, Δ_αu agrees precisely with the Laplacian operator acting on radial symmetric functions u defined on a ball centered at the origin B(0, R) ⊂ R^N , R > 0. To deal with the α-generalized Laplacian operator, we introduce the set D_{0,R}(α) = D_{0,R}(α, m, p) = { u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) : u^{(m)} ∈ L^p_α } . Finally, we define the new space D^{m,p}_R (α) by completion of D_{0,R}(α, m, p) under the norm (1.4) with α = α_m. Another norm we can consider on D^{m,p}_R (α) is the Navier norm (1.6) ‖u‖_∇m_α = ‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α where, for u ∈ D_{0,R}(α, m, p)

∇^m_α u =

Δ^{m2}α u, if m is even, ( Δ^{m−12}α u )_′ , if m is odd

is the α-generalized m-th order gradient. We observe that, as we will see in Proposition 2.15 below, the norms (1.4) and (1.6) are equivalent, provided that α − mp + 1 > 0. For this case, we can alternatively define D^{m,p}_R (α) to be the completion of D_{0,R}(α) under the norm (1.6).

We would like to mention that the weighted Sobolev spaces W^{m,p}_R , X^{m,p}_R and D^{m,p}_R (α) hide surprises and some interesting points have been drawing attention since the pioneer work due to P. Clément at al. [2], see for instance [1, 3, 5, 6, 8–10].

By using Hardy-type inequalities in [13], Clément at al. [2, Proposition 1.0] were able to show that for the first order derivative m = 1, the behavior of the functions in u ∈ X^{1,p}_R (α_0, α_1) is driven by the parameters α_1 and p. In fact, we can distinguish three important cases depending on the conditions on α_1 and p: I. Sobolev: α_1 − p + 1 > 0.

II. Trudinger-Moser: α_1 − p + 1 = 0. II. Morrey: α_1 − p + 1 < 0.

In the bounded case 0 < R < ∞, if we assume the Sobolev condition, according to [2], we get the continuous embedding

(1.7) X^{1,p}_R (α_0, α_1) → L^q_θ, if 1 < q ≤ p^∗ and min {θ, α_0} ≥ α_1 − p,

where

p^∗ =

(θ + 1)p α_1 − p + 1 represents the critical Sobolev exponent of X^{1,p}_R (α_0, α_1). In addition, in the strict case q < p^∗, the embedding (1.7) is compact.

In contrast, for the Trudinger-Moser condition we have the compact embedding (1.8) X^{1,p}_R (α_0, α_1) → L^q_θ, if 1 < q < ∞ and θ > −1. In fact, in this case, the maximal growth function ϕ(s), s ∈ R such that ϕ ∘ u ∈ L^1_θ, for all u ∈ X^{1,p}_R (α_0, α_1) is of the exponential-type, see [7].

Lastly, for the Morrey condition α_1 − p + 1 < 0, the continuous embedding

(1.9) X^{1,p}_R (α_0, α_1) → C^{0,σ}([0, R]), with σ = min { 1 − α_1 + 1 p , 1 − 1 p } was recently proved in [9].

Extensions of the embeddings (1.7), (1.8) and (1.9) for higher order derivatives m ≥ 2 can be founded in [9] and [10], but only for the bounded case 0 < R < ∞. In particular, according to [10, Theorem 1.1], for 0 < R < ∞, if we assume the Sobolev condition (1.10) α_m − mp + 1 > 0 then we obtain the continuous embedding (1.11) X^{m,p}_R → L^q_θ, ∀ 1 < q ≤ p^∗ and min{θ, α_{j−1}} ≥ α_j − p, j = 1, · · · , m where p^∗ = p^∗(θ, p, m) = (θ + 1)p α_m − mp + 1 is the critical Sobolev exponent of X^{m,p}_R . Further, (1.11) is compact in the strict case q < p^∗. In this work, we are mainly interested in the Sobolev case for unbounded domain R = ∞. Our first result reads below.

Theorem 1.1. Let p ≥ 2, α, θ > −1, 0 < R ≤ ∞ and let m ∈ Z_+ such that (1.12) θ ≥ α − mp and α − mp + 1 > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that

(1.13) (∫_R 0 |u(r)|^{p∗} r^θ dr )^1_{p∗} ≤ C (∫_R 0 |∇^m_α u(r)|^pr^α dr )^1_p , for all u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α), where p^∗ =

(θ + 1)p α − mp + 1 . In particular, we obtain the continuous embedding (1.14) D^{m,p}_R (α) → L^{p∗}_θ . It is worth mentioning that the estimate (1.13) holds for either 0 < R < ∞ or R = ∞. In addition, for each 0 < R ≤ ∞ we can define (1.15) S = S(m, p, α, θ, R) = inf { ‖∇^m_α u‖^p_Lp_α : u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α), ‖u‖^p_{Lp}∗_θ = 1 } .

Then, we have S > 0 and S^{− 1p} is the best constant for the Sobolev type embedding (1.14). An interesting question in variational calculus is knowing when the best constant for critical Sobolev-type inequality is attained or not, see [11,12,17–19] and references therein. In the case of (1.13), as we will see in Lemma 3.2 below, the constant S(m, p, α, θ, R) does not depend on R > 0. In addition, we are able to prove that S(m, 2, α, θ, ∞) is attained. In order to obtain our attainability result we adopt the concentration-compactness argument due to P.L. Lions [15, 16, 19, 20] for D^{m,2}_∞ (α) to deal with the loss of compactness due to the critical exponent 2^∗ = 2(θ + 1)/(α − 2m + 1) and the unbounded domain R = ∞, see Lemma 3.4 below. Actually, we will prove the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let α, θ > −1 and let m ∈ Z_+ such that θ ≥ α − 2m and α − 2m + 1 > 0. Then, there exists z ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α) such that ‖z‖_L2∗_θ = 1 and ‖∇^m_α z‖^2_L2_α = S(m, 2, α, θ, ∞). It is well known that the Sobolev-type inequalities and their extremals are basic tools in many aspects of mathematical analysis and partial differential equations. As application of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 we provide the following existence result for a general class of elliptic equations driven by polyharmonic operator.

Corollary 1.3. For α, θ and m under the assumptions of the Theorem 1.2, there exists an weak solution z ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α) to the critical semilinear equation

(1.16) (−Δ_α)^mu = r^{θ−α}|u|^{2∗−2}u in (0, ∞)

where Δ_α is given by (1.5) and 2^∗ = 2(θ + 1)/(α − 2m + 1) is the critical exponent.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1 by argument based on a class of Hardy-type inequalities, see Theorem 2.1 below. The attainability result Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3 are proven in Section 3.

2. Critical Sobolev-type inequality on the entire space

In this section we prove the critical Sobolev-type inequality stated in Theorem 1.1. The following Hardy-type inequality is discussed by Kufner-Opic [13, Chap. 1. Sec.10, pg. 142]. See also, [14, Theorem 4.3, Remark 4.4].

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 < p ≤ q < ∞, 0 < R ≤ ∞, m ∈ Z_+ and v, z measurable and positive functions in (0, R). Then there is C > 0 such that

(2.1) (∫_R 0 |u(r)|^qz(r) dr )^1_q ≤ C (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}(r)|^pv(r) dr )^1_p , holds, for all u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) if and only if A = max{A_{m,0}, A_{m,1}} < ∞, where A_{m,0} = sup_{0<t<R} ( ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{(m−1)q}z(r) dr ) 1_q ( ∫_R t v^{− 1p−1} (r) dr ) p−1_p ; A_{m,1} = sup_{0<t<R} ( ∫_t 0 z(r) dr ) 1_q ( ∫_R t (r − t)^{p(m−1)p−1} v^{− 1p−1} (r) dr ) p−1_p . Remark 2.2. As observed in [14], in a similar way we can describe necessary and sufficient conditions to make equation (2.1) true for the set

AC^{m−1}_L (0, R) = { u ∈ AC^{m−1}_{loc} (0, R) : lim_{r→0} u^{(j)}(r) = 0, j = 0, 1, · · · , m − 1 } . In fact, in this case, (2.1) hold for 1 < p ≤ q < ∞ if and only if Ã = max{Ã_{m,0}, Ã_{m,1}} < ∞, where

Ã_{m,0} = sup 0<t<R ( ∫_R t (r − t)^{(m−1)q} z(r) dr ) 1_q ( ∫_t 0 v^{− 1p−1} (r) dr ) p−1_p ; Ã_{m,1} = sup 0<t<R ( ∫_R t z(r) dr ) 1_q ( ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{p(m−1)p−1} v^{− 1p−1} (r) dr ) p−1_p . As by-product of Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.2 we have the following:

Proposition 2.3. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞, p > 1, m ∈ Z^∗_+, and γ, θ ∈ R such that γ −mp+1 ≠ 0. Then the inequality

(2.2) (∫_R 0 |u(r)|^{p∗} r^θ dr )^1_{p∗} ≤ C (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}(r)|^pr^γ dr )^1_p , with p^∗ =

(θ + 1)p γ − mp + 1 holds for some C > 0 (independent of u) under the conditions:

(a) for all u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) if θ ≥ γ − mp and γ − mp + 1 > 0. (b) for all u ∈ AC^{m−1}_L (0, R) if θ ≤ γ − mp and γ − p + 1 < 0.

Proof. (a) For θ ≥ γ − mp and γ − mp + 1 > 0 we have 1 < p ≤ p^∗. Then we are in a position to apply Theorem 2.1 with z(r) = r^θ and v(r) = r^γ . For any 0 < r < t < R ≤ ∞ we have (t − r)^{(m−1)p∗} ≤ t^{(m−1)p∗} , thus 0 ≤ ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ≤ t^{(m−1)p∗} ∫_t 0 r^θ dr = 1 θ + 1 t^{(m−1)p∗+θ+1}, for all 0 < t < R. Noticing that γ − p + 1 ≥ γ − mp + 1 > 0 and θ ≥ γ − mp > −1 we can write 0 ≤ ( ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_R t r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p

≤ ( 1 θ + 1 t^{(m−1)p∗+θ+1} ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_R t r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p

= (θ + 1)^{− 1p∗} [ p − 1 γ − p + 1 ( 1 − ( t R ) γ−p+1_{p−1} )]^{p−1}p , if 0 < R < ∞ (θ + 1)^{− 1p∗} [ p − 1 γ − p + 1 ] p−1_p , if R = ∞. where we have used that m − 1 +^{θ+1}_{p∗} −^{γ−p+1}_p = 0. Thus, we obtain

A_{m,0} = sup_{0<t<R} ( ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_R t r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p < ∞, for all 0 < R ≤ ∞. Analogously, (r − t)^{p(m−1)/(p−1)} ≤ r^{p(m−1)/(p−1)} for any 0 < t < r < R ≤ ∞ yields 0 ≤ ( ∫_t 0 r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_R t (r − t)^{p(m−1)p−1} r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p

≤ [ (θ + 1)^{−1}t^{θ+1} ] 1_{p∗} [ p − 1 γ − mp + 1 ( t^{− γ−mp+1p−1} − R^{− γ−mp+1p−1} )]^{p−1}_p

= (θ + 1)^{− 1p∗} [ p − 1 γ − mp + 1 ( 1 − ( t R ) γ−mp+1_{p−1} )]^{p−1}_p , if 0 < R < ∞ (θ + 1)^{− 1p∗} [ p − 1 γ − mp + 1 ] p−1_p , if R = ∞

where we have used that^{θ+1}_{p∗} −^{γ−mp+1}_p = 0. Consequently,

A_{m,1} = sup_{t>0} ( ∫_t 0 r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_∞ t (r − t)^{p(m−1)p−1} r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p < ∞, for all 0 < R ≤ ∞. It follows that A = max{A_{m,0}, A_{m,1}} < ∞, for any 0 < R ≤ ∞. This proves item (a). Analogously, taking into account the Remark 2.2 we can prove item (b). Indeed, by assumptions θ ≤ γ − mp and γ − p + 1 < 0 follows 1 < p ≤ p^∗ and θ < −1. So, we can apply Theorem 2.1 with z(r) = r^θ and v(r) = r^γ . For any 0 < t < r < R ≤ ∞ we have (r − t)^{(m−1)p∗} ≤ r^{(m−1)p∗} . Consequently, since θ + (m − 1)p^∗ + 1 = (θ + 1)(γ − p + 1)/(γ − mp + 1) := χ_0 < 0, we can write

0 ≤ ∫_R t (r − t)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ≤ ∫_R t r^{θ+(m−1)p∗} dr

= − 1 χ_0 t^{χ0} ( 1 − (R t )_{χ0} ) , if 0 < R < ∞ t^{χ0} , if R = ∞.

Thus,

0 ≤ ( ∫_R t (r − t)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_t 0 r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p

≤ ( ∫_R t (r − t)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} [ 1 − p γ − p + 1 t^{− γ−p+1p−1} ] p−1_p

= ( − 1 χ_0

)_− 1_{p∗} [ 1 − p γ − p + 1 ( 1 − (R t )_{χ0} )]^{p−1}_p , if 0 < R < ∞ ( − 1 χ_0

)_− 1_{p∗} [ 1 − p γ − p + 1 ] p−1_p , if R = ∞

since that

χ_0 p^∗ = γ − p + 1 p . Therefore, for every 0 < R ≤ ∞ we see

Ã_{m,0} = sup 0<t<R ( ∫_R t (r − t)^{(m−1)p∗} r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} ( ∫_t 0 r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p < ∞.

To estimate Ã_{m,1} we proceed similarly as before. Since (t − r)^{p(m−1)p−1} ≤ t^{p(m−1)p−1} , for all 0 < r < t < R ≤ ∞ it follows that 0 ≤ ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{p(m−1)p−1} r^{− γp−1} dr ≤ 1 − p γ − p + 1 t^{− γ−mp+1p−1} .

Consequently, 0 ≤ ( ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{(m−1)pp−1} r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p ( ∫_R t r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗}

≤ ( 1 − p γ − p + 1 ) p−1_p t^{− γ−mp+1p} ( ∫_R t r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗}

= ( 1 − p γ − p + 1 ) p−1_p [−(1 + θ)]^{− 1p∗} ( 1 − (R t )_{θ+1}) 1_{p∗} , if 0 < R < ∞ ( 1 − p γ − p + 1 ) p−1_p [−(1 + θ)]^{− 1p∗} , if R = ∞,

since that θ + 1 p^∗ = γ − mp + 1 p . Therefore, for every 0 < R ≤ ∞ we see

Ã_{m,1} = sup 0<t<R ( ∫_t 0 (t − r)^{(m−1)pp−1} r^{− γp−1} dr ) p−1_p ( ∫_R t r^θ dr ) 1_{p∗} < ∞. □ Corollary 2.4. Let p > 1, θ, α > −1, 0 < R ≤ ∞ and m ∈ Z^∗_+ such that θ ≥ α − mp and α − mp + 1 > 0. Then, there is C > 0 such that (∫_R 0 |u(r)|^{p∗} r^θ dr )^1_{p∗} ≤ C (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}(r)|^pr^α dr )^1_p

, with p^∗ =

(θ + 1)p α − mp + 1 holds, for any u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α). In particular, we have the continuous embedding (2.3) D^{m,p}_R (α) → L^{p∗}_θ . Proof. Follows from Proposition 2.3, item (a). □

Corollary 2.5. Let p > 1, α > −1, 0 < R ≤ ∞ and m ∈ Z^∗_+ such that α − mp + 1 > 0. Then for any 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ m there is C > 0 such that

(2.4) (∫_R 0 |u^{(ℓ)}(r)|^pr^{α−(m−ℓ)p} dr )^1_p ≤ C (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}(r)|^pr^α dr )^1_p , holds, for all u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R). In particular, we have (2.5) D^{m,p}_R (α) = X^{m,p}_R (β_0, · · · , β_m), for the specific choices β_ℓ = α − (m − ℓ)p.

Proof. Of course, we can assume 0 ≤ ℓ < m. If u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) then u^{(ℓ)} ∈ AC^{m−ℓ−1}_R (0, R). In addition, we have α − (m − ℓ)p + 1 ≥ α − mp + 1 > 0. So, by choosing θ = α − (m − ℓ)p and γ = α we can apply the (2.2) for the space AC^{m−ℓ−1}_R (0, R) to obtain (∫_R 0 |u^{(ℓ)}(r)|^pr^{α−(m−ℓ)p} dr )^1_p ≤ C (∫_R 0 |(u^{(ℓ)})^{(m−ℓ)}(r)|^pr^α dr )^1_p

= C (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}(r)|^pr^α dr )^1_p . Thus proves (2.4). Further, for the specific choices of weights (β_0, · · · , β_m), with β_ℓ = α − (m − ℓ)p, (2.4) ensures D_{0,R}(α) ⊂ W_{0,R}(β_0, · · · , β_m) for any 0 < R ≤ ∞. Since the contrary inclusion is obvious we get

D_{0,R}(α) = W_{0,R}(β_0, · · · , β_m), for any 0 < R ≤ ∞.

In addition, from (2.4) we can see that the the full norm

‖u‖_W^{m,p}_R = (_m ∑ ℓ=0 ‖u^{(ℓ)}‖^p_Lp_{βℓ} ) 1_p

is equivalent to the norm

‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_α = (∫_R 0 |u^{(m)}(r)|^pr^α dr )^1_p . It follows that for any p > 1, m ∈ Z^∗_+ and α > −1 such that α − mp + 1 > 0 we have D^{m,p}_R (α) = X^{m,p}_R (β_0, · · · , β_m), for any 0 < R ≤ ∞, with β_ℓ = α − (m − ℓ)p. □

Remark 2.6. For 0 < R < ∞, the norms (1.2) and (1.4) are equivalent on W_{0,R}(α_0, · · · , α_m) for general class of weights (α_0, · · · , α_m) satisfying the transition condition (1.3), see [10] for more details. Thus, the identity D^{m,p}_R (α_m) = X^{m,p}_R (α_0, · · · , α_m) can be obtained for more general class of weights. However, Corollary 2.5 has the advantage of including R = ∞. In the next we extend the extension type operator obtained in [4, Lemma 2.1] for higher order derivatives m ≥ 2.

Lemma 2.7 (Extension operator). Let R > 0 and p ≥ 1 be real numbers and m ∈ Z^∗_+. For each 2R < L ≤ ∞ there exists a linear extension operator T : W^{m,p}_R → X^{m,p}_L such that

(a) T u = u in (0, R), (b) supp T u ⊆ [0, 2R), (c) ‖T u‖_W^{m,p}_L ≤ C‖u‖_W^{m,p}_R , for some C = C(m, p, R, α_0, · · · , α_m) > 0.

Proof. Let η ∈ C^∞_c [0, ∞) be an auxiliary function satisfying

η(r) = 1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ R 4 0 ≤ η(r) ≤ 1, if R 4 ≤ r ≤ 3R 4 0, if r > 3R 4 . For u ∈ W^{m,p}_R , we define v_1, v_2 : [0, L] → R by

v_1(r) = {η(r)u(r), if 0 ≤ r ≤ R 0, if R < r ≤ L and

v_2(r) =

( 1 − η(r) ) u(r), if 0 ≤ r ≤ R ( 1 − η(2R − r) ) u(2R − r), if R < r ≤ 7R 4 0, if 7R 4 ≤ r ≤ L. For any l = 0, 1, · · · , m holds

v^{(l)}_1 (r) = l∑ j=0 ( l j ) η^{(j)}(r)u^{(l−j)}(r), if 0 < r ≤ R, 0, if R < r < L and

v^{(l)}_2 (r) =

( 1 − η(r) ) u^{(l)}(r) − l∑ j=1 ( l j ) η^{(j)}(r)u^{(l−j)}(r), if 0 < r ≤ R ( 1 − η(2R − r) ) u^{(l)}(2R − r) − l∑ j=1 ( l j ) η^{(j)}(2R − r)u^{(l−j)}(2R − r) , if R < r ≤ 7R 4 ,

0, if 7R 4 ≤ r < L. Hence, v^{(m−1)}_1 , v^{(m−1)}_2 ∈ AC_{loc}[0, L], with v^{(l)}_1 (L) = v^{(l)}_2 (L) = 0, for l = 0, 1, · · · , m − 1. Then, we define T : W^{m,p}_R → X^{m,p}_L by setting T u = v_1 + v_2.

It is easy to verify that T is a linear operator with T u = u on (0, R) and supp T u ⊆ [0, 2R) for any u ∈ W^{m,p}_R . We proceed to show that item (c) holds. Of course, (2.6) ‖T u‖_W^{m,p}_L ≤ ‖v_1‖_W^{m,p}_L + ‖v_2‖_W^{m,p}_L . We claim that there exists C = C(α_0, · · · , α_m, m, p, R) > 0 such that (2.7) max{‖v_1‖_W^{m,p}_L , ‖v_1‖_W^{m,p}_L } ≤ C‖u‖_W^{m,p}_R .

In fact, for any l = 0, 1, · · · , m, we have

|v^{(l)}_1 |^p ≤ 2^{lp} l∑ j=0 ( l j ) |η^{(j)}(r)|^p|u^{(l−j)}(r)|^p on (0, R). Then,

‖v^{(l)}_1 ‖^p_Lp_{αl} ≤ 2^{lp} ∫_R 0 [_l∑ j=0 ( l j ) |η^{(j)}(r)|^p|u^{(l−j)}(r)|^pr^{αl} ] dr

= 2^{lp} [_l∑ j=1 ( l j ) ∫_R R 4 r^{αl−αl−j} |η^{(j)}(r)|^p|u^{(l−j)}(r)|^pr^{αl−j} dr

+ ∫_R 0 |η(r)|^p|u^{(l)}(r)|^pr^{αl} dr ] . (2.8)

For any j = 1, 2, · · · , l, application r → r^{αl−αl−j} |η^{(j)}(r)|^p is bounded in [R/4, R]. Therefore, combining this fact with (2.8), we have (2.9) ‖v^{(l)}_1 ‖^p_Lp_{αl} ≤ C_l‖u‖^p_W m,p_R , for some constant C_l = C_l(l, p, R, α_0, · · · , α_l) > 0. Using (2.9) and we choose C = max{C_0, · · · , C_m}, we have (2.10) ‖v_1‖^p_W m,p_L ≤ C‖u‖^p_W m,p_R . Similarly, for any l = 0, 1, · · · , m, holds

|v^{(l)}_2 |^p ≤ 2^{lp} [ |1 − η(r)||u^{(l)}(r)| + l∑ j=1 ( l j ) |η^{(j)}(r)||u^{(l−j)}(r)| ] on (0, R) and

(2.11)

|v^{(l)}_2 |^p ≤ 2^{lp} [ |1 − η(2R − r)||u^{(l)}(2R − r)| + l∑ j=1 ( l j ) |η^{(j)}(2R − r)||u^{(l−j)}(2R − r)| ] on (R, 7R/4). Moreover, we note that the applications r → (2R − r)^{αl} r^{−αl} and r → |η^{(j)}(r)|^p(2R − r)^{αl} r^{−αl−j} are bounded in [R/4, R], for j = 1, 2, · · · , l. Therefore, combining this fact with (2.11), we have (2.12) ‖v_2‖^p_W m,p_L ≤ C‖u‖^p_W m,p_R . Finally, combining (2.10) and (2.12), we have (2.7). By (2.7) and (2.6), we complete the proof of item (c). □ By combining the Lemma 2.7 with [10, Lemma 2.2], we are able to give the behavior of any u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) with 0 < R ≤ ∞ close to the origin.

Lemma 2.8. Let u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) with 0 < R ≤ ∞ and α − mp + 1 > 0. For θ > 0 such that pθ ≥ α − p + 1, we have lim_{r→0} r^θu^{(j)}(r) = 0, ∀ j = 0, 1, · · · , m − 1.

Proof. From Corollary 2.5, for β_ℓ = α − (m − ℓ)p we have D^{m,p}_R (α) = X^{m,p}_R (β_0, · · · , β_m), for 0 < R ≤ ∞. Then, if 0 < R < ∞, the result follows directly from [10, Lemma 2.2]. Now, if u ∈ D^{m,p}_∞ (α) = X^{m,p}_∞ (β_0, · · · , β_m) we necessarily have that u ∈ W^{m,p}_S (β_0, · · · , β_m), for any 0 < S < ∞. By Lemma 2.7, there is a linear extension operator T : W^{m,p}_S (β_0, · · · , β_m) → X^{m,p}_L (β_0, · · · , β_m) such that T u = u on (0, S), provided that 2S < L < ∞. Since T u ∈ X^{m,p}_L (β_0, · · · , β_m) we are in a position to apply [10, Lemma 2.2] to obtain lim_{r→0} r^θu^{(j)}(r) = lim_{r→0} r^θ(T u)^{(j)}(r) = 0, for j = 0, 1, · · · , m − 1. □ Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.10 below have been proven in [10, Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3] for 0 < R < ∞ and the argument from there works for R = ∞. So, we omit the proof here.

Lemma 2.9. [10, Lemma 4.2] Let α ∈ R^∗_+ , 0 < R ≤ ∞ and k ∈ Z^∗_+. There are constants c_1, · · · , c_{2k−1} and d_1, · · · , d_{2k} such that

(2.13) Δ^k_αu = u^{(2k)} + 2k−1∑

i=1 c_i u^{(2k−i)} r^i , for all u ∈ AC^{2k−1}_{loc} (0, R) and (2.14) [Δ^k_αu]^′ = u^{(2k+1)} + 2k∑ i=1 d_i u^{(2k+1−i)} r^i , for all u ∈ AC^{2k}_{loc}(0, R). Lemma 2.10. [10, Lemma 4.3] Let α ∈ R^∗_+ and 0 < R ≤ ∞. There are constants c_1, · · · , c_{2k−1} and d_1, · · · , d_{2k} such that

(2.15) Δ^k_αu = u^{(2k)} + c_1

(Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ r + c_2

Δ^{k−1}_α u r^2 + · · · + c_{2k−1} (Δ^0_αu)^′ r^{2k−1} , for all u ∈ AC^{2k−1}_{loc} (0, R) with k ∈ Z^∗_+, and

(2.16) [Δ^k_αu]^′ = u^{(2k+1)} + d_1

Δ^k_αu r + d_2

(Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ r^2

+ d_3

Δ^{k−1}_α u r^3 + · · · + d_{2k} (Δ^0_αu)^′ r^{2k} , for all u ∈ AC^{2k}_{loc}(0, R) with k ∈ Z_+.

Corollary 2.11. For 0 < R ≤ ∞, m ∈ Z^∗_+ and α > 0 we have (2.17) lim_{r→R}(Δ^l_αu)(r) = 0 if 0 ≤ l < m/2 for any u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R).

Proof. Of course the result holds for l = 0. Let 1 ≤ l < m/2 be an integer number. If m = 2k is even then u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) it means that u ∈ AC^{2k−1}_{loc} (0, R) and lim_{r→R} u^{(j)}(r) = 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 2k − 1. Hence, u ∈ AC^{2l−1}_{loc} (0, R) and lim_{r→R} u^{(j)}(r) = 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 2l ≤ 2k − 1. So, the expansion (2.13) yields (2.17). Analogously, for m = 2k + 1 odd, u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) it means that u ∈ AC^{2k}_{loc}(0, R) and lim_{r→R} u^{(j)}(r) = 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 2k which implies u ∈ AC^{2l−1}_{loc} (0, R) and lim_{r→R} u^{(j)}(r) = 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 2l ≤ 2k and the result follows from (2.13) again. □ Corollary 2.12. Let u ∈ D_{0,R}(α, m, p), p ≥ 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞ and α − mp + 1 > 0. Then (2.18) lim_{r→0} r^α(Δ^l_αu)(r) = 0 and lim_{r→0} r^α(Δ^l_αu)^′(r) = 0,

for all integer number 0 ≤ l < m/2.

Proof. Since αp ≥ α − p + 1, Corollary 2.8 yields (2.18) for l = 0. Let us take l ∈ N such that 1 ≤ l < m/2. Firstly, u ∈ D_{0,R}(α, m, p) implies u ∈ AC^{m−1}_R (0, R) and, thus u ∈ AC^{2l}_R (0, R) because 2l ≤ m − 1. Thus, from the expansion (2.13), in order to ensure the first limit in (2.18) is sufficient to show that (2.19) lim_{r→0} r^{α−i}u^{(2l−i)}(r) = 0, for all i = 0, 1, · · · , 2l − 1.

To get (2.19), we will use Corollary 2.8. Note that 2l < m, p > 1 and α − mp + 1 > 0 yields θ_i := α − i ≥ α − (2l − 1) = α − 2l + 1 ≥ α − m + 1 ≥ α − mp + 1 > 0 for all i = 0, 1, · · · , 2l − 1. So, by using α − i ≥ α − m + 1, mp < α + 1 and p ≥ 2

(2.20) θ_ip = (α − i)p ≥ (α − m + 1)p = (α + 1)p − mp > (α + 1)p − (α + 1) = (α + 1)(p − 1) ≥ α + 1 > α − p + 1. Thus, we can apply Lemma 2.8 with θ_i = α − i > 0 to obtain (2.19). Analogously, from (2.14), the second limit in (2.18) holds provided that (2.21) lim_{r→0} r^{α−i}u^{(2l+1−i)}(r) = 0, for all i = 0, 1, · · · , 2l.

To prove (2.21), we argue similar to (2.19). First, for p > 1 α − i ≥ α − 2l ≥ α − m + 1 ≥ α − mp + 1 > 0. Hence, arguing as in (2.20), we also have (α − i)p > α − p + 1. By applying Lemma 2.8 again, we obtain (2.21). □

Corollary 2.13. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞, p > 1, α > −1 and m ∈ Z^∗_+ such that α − mp + 1 > 0. Then,

(2.22) ‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α ≤ C‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_α , for any u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α)

for some constant C > 0.

Proof. For any u ∈ D_{0,R}(α, m, p), from (2.4) there exists C > 0 independent of u such that

(2.23) ‖ ‖ ‖ u^{(ℓ)} r^{m−ℓ} ‖ ‖ ‖ L^p_α ≤ C ‖ ‖u^{(m)} ‖ ‖_{Lpα} , 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ m. Hence, (2.22) it follows from (2.13) and (2.23) if m is even and from (2.14) and (2.23) if m is odd. □

Next, we apply Proposition 2.3 to extend [10, Lemma 4.4] for the D^{m,p}_R (α) with 0 < R ≤ ∞. Lemma 2.14. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞ and α > 0. Suppose that m ∈ Z^∗_+, p ≥ 2 such that α − mp + 1 > 0. Then,

(a) If m is even, there is c > 0 such that for any 1 ≤ l ≤ m/2 and u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) (i) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{m2 −l}α u)^′ r^{2l−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} ≤ c‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α

(ii) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^{m2 −l}α u r^{2l} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} ≤ c‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α . (b) If m is odd, there is c > 0 such that for any 1 ≤ l ≤ (m − 1)/2 and u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) (i) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^{m−12 −(l−1)} α u r^{2l−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} ≤ c‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α

(ii) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{m−12 −l} α u)^′ r^{2l} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} ≤ c‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α . Proof. (a)-(i) Assume m = 2k with k ∈ N. First, we observe that

α − pα − p + 1 = (α + 1)(1 − p) < 0.

Thus, since from (2.18) we have r^α(Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ ∈ AC^0_L(0, R), we can apply the Proposition 2.3-(b) with m = 1, θ = α − pα − p and γ = θ + p to obtain

(2.24)

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ r ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α = ∫_R 0 |r^α(Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′|^pr^{α−pα−p} dr

≤ C_1 ∫_R 0 | ( r^α(Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ )_′ |^pr^{α−pα} dr = C_1 ∫_R 0 |Δ^k_αu|^pr^α dr, which proves (a)-(i) for l = 1. Suppose that 2 ≤ l ≤ k. For this case, we need at least

two steps. In fact, for any j ∈ { 2, · · · , k } we also have

α − pα − 2pj + p + 1 = (α + 1)(1 − p) − 2p(j − 1) < 0.

From (2.18) we have r^α(Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′ ∈ AC^0_L(0, R). Then, we can apply the Proposition 2.3-(b)

with m = 1, θ = α − pα − 2pj + p and γ = θ + p to obtain

(2.25)

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′ r^{2j−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α = ∫_R 0 |r^α(Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′|^pr^{α−pα−2pj+p} dr

≤ c_1 ∫_R 0 | ( r^α(Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′ )_′ |^pr^{α−pα−2pj+2p} dr = c_1 ∫_R 0 |Δ^{k−(j−1)} α u|^pr^{α−2p(j−1)} dr. Also, since α − 2kp + 1 > 0 we have α − 2p(j − 1) + 1 = α − 2pj + 1 + 2p > 0. In addition,

from Corollary 2.11 we have Δ^{k−(j−1)}α u ∈ AC^0_R(0, R), j ≥ 2. Then, by using Proposition

2.3-(a) with m = 1, θ = γ − 2p(j − 1) and γ = θ + p we get

(2.26) ∫_R 0 |Δ^{k−(j−1)} α u|^pr^{α−2p(j−1)} dr ≤ c_2 ∫_R 0 |(Δ^{k−(j−1)} α u)^′|^pr^{α−2p(j−1)+p} dr. By combining (2.25) with (2.26), we have positive constant C = C_j > 0 such that

(2.27) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′ r^{2j−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α ≤ C_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−(j−1)} α u)^′ r^{2(j−1)−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α , for any j ∈ { 2, · · · , k } . For any 2 ≤ l ≤ k, by successively using the estimate in (2.27),

we get

(2.28)

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−l}_α u)^′ r^{2l−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α ≤ C_l ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−(l−1)} α u)^′ r^{2(l−1)−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α ≤ C_lC_{l−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−(l−2)} α u)^′ r^{2(l−2)−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α ≤ C_lC_{l−1}C_{l−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−(l−3)} α u)^′ r^{2(l−3)−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α ≤ C_lC_{l−1}C_{l−2} · · · C_4C_3C_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ r ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α . Then, (2.24) and (2.28) yield (a)-(i).

To prove the item (a)-(ii), we proceed by similar argument. Here, for any j ∈ { 1, 2, · · · , k } we have α − 2pj + 1 ≥ α − 2pk + 1 > 0 and, from (2.17), Δ^{k−j}_α u ∈ AC^0_R(0, R). Thus,

Proposition 2.3-(a) with m = 1, θ = α − 2pj and γ = θ + p implies ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^{k−j}_α u r^{2j} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α = ∫_R 0 |Δ^{k−j}_α u|^pr^{α−2pj}dr ≤ c_1 ∫_R 0 |(Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′|^pr^{α−2pj+p}dr

= c_1 ∫_R 0 |r^α(Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′|^pr^{α−pα−2pj+p}dr. In addition, we have α −pα −2pj +p+1 = (α +1)(1−p)−2p(j −1) < 0 and, from (2.18),

r^α(Δ^{k−j}_α u)^′ ∈ AC^0_L(0, R). Thus, Proposition 2.3-(b) with m = 1, θ = α − pα − 2pj + p and

γ = θ + p together with the above inequality ensures the existence of C = C_j > 0 such

that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^{k−j}_α u r^{2j} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α ≤ C_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^{k−(j−1)} α u r^{2(j−1)} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ p

L^p_α . By iterating the above estimate we can see that (a)-(ii) holds for any 1 ≤ l ≤ k. By

similarly argument (b) holds. □

Proposition 2.15. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞ and α > 0. Suppose that m ∈ Z^∗_+, p ≥ 2 such that

α − mp + 1 > 0. Then, there are C_1, C_2 > 0 such that

(2.29) C_1‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_α ≤ ‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α ≤ C_2‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_α

for all u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α).

Proof. The existence of C_2 > 0 is ensured by Corollary 2.13. To get C_1 > 0, we combine

Lemma 2.14 with the expansions in (2.15) and (2.16). In fact, if m = 2k is an even integer

number From (2.15), we have

‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_α ≤ ‖Δ^k_αu‖_L^p_α + c_1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′ r ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + c_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^{k−1}_α u

r^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + · · ·

+ c_{2k−3} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ_αu)^′ r^{2k−3} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + c_{2k−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ_αu r^{2k−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + c_{2k−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^0_αu)^′ r^{2k−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} . Thus, Lemma 2.14, item (a) ensures the existence of C_1 > 0. Analogously, if m = 2k + 1

is odd, from (2.16)

‖u^{(m)}‖_L^p_α ≤ ‖(Δ^k_αu)^′‖_L^p_α + d_1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ^k_αu r ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + d_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^{k−1}_α u)^′

r^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + · · ·

+ d_{2k−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Δ_αu r^{2k−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} + d_{2k} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (Δ^0_αu)^′ r^{2k} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lpα} . and the existence of C_1 is ensured by Lemma 2.14, item (b). □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Follows directly from Corollary 2.4 and Proposition 2.15. □

3. Attainability of the best Sobolev-type constant In this section we will present the proof of Theorem 1.2 which requires a concentrationcompactness type result in the same line of the classical one due to P.L. Lions [15] and [16].

We start to show the following useful property of the constant S(m, p, α, θ, R), see [2] for the case m = 1.

Throughout this section we are assuming m, α, θ, R and p under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞ and u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) and ε > 0. For ε > 0, let us define the dilations u_ε(r) = ε^{−β}u(ε^{−1}r), for all 0 < r ≤ εR. If β = (θ + 1)/p, then u_ε ∈ D^{m,p}_{εR} (α) and we have (a) ∫_{εR} 0 |u_ε(r)|^{p∗} r^θdr = ∫_R 0 |u(r)|^{p∗} r^θdr (b) ∫_{εR} 0 |∇^m_α u_ε|^pr^αdr = ∫_R 0 |∇^m_α u|^pr^αdr. Proof. (a). The change of variable s = ε^{−1}r yields ∫_{εR} 0 |u_ε(r)|^{p∗} r^θdr = ∫_R 0 |u(s)|^{p∗} s^θdr. In order to get (b), we firstly observe that for any k ∈ N and β ∈ R (3.1) Δ^k_αu_ε(r) = ε^{−(β+2k)}Δ^k_αu(ε^{−1}r) and (3.2) ( Δ^k_αu_ε )_′ (r) = ε^{−(β+2k+1)} ( Δ^k_αu)^′(ε^{−1}r).

If m = 2k, from (3.1) and setting s = ε^{−1}r, we have ∫_{εR} 0 |∇^m_α u_ε|^pr^αdr = ε^{−p( θ+1p∗ +m)} ∫_{εR} 0 |Δ^k_αu(ε^{−1}r)|^pr^αdr = ε^{−(α+1)} ∫_{εR} 0 |Δ^k_αu(ε^{−1}r)|^pr^αdr = ∫_R 0 |Δ^k_αu(s)|^ps^αds. Similarly, if m = 2k + 1, from (3.2) we obtain ∫_{εR} 0 |∇^m_α u_ε|^pr^αdr = ε^{−p( θ+1p∗ +m)} ∫_{εR} 0 |(Δ^k_αu)^′(ε^{−1}r)|^pr^αdr = ∫_R 0 |(Δ^k_αu)^′(s)|^ps^αds. □ Lemma 3.2. S(m, p, α, θ, R) is independent of R > 0.

Proof. Fix R > 0. For any u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) and ε > 0, from Lemma 3.1 we can take u_ε ∈ D^{m,p}_{εR} (α) given by u_ε(r) = ε^{− θ+1p∗} u(ε^{−1}r). Also, if ‖u‖_Lp∗_θ = 1 then ‖u_ε‖_Lp∗_θ = 1. Thus, from Lemma 3.1 S(m, p, α, θ, εR) ≤ ∫_{εR} 0 |∇^m_α u_ε|^pr^αdr = ∫_R 0 |∇^m_α u|^pr^αdr. Since u ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) with ‖u‖_Lp∗_θ = 1 has been taken arbitrary, the above inequality implies S(m, p, α, θ, εR) ≤ S(m, p, α, θ, R) for any R > 0 and ε > 0. On the other hand, for any v ∈ D^{m,p}_{εR} (α), ε > 0 we can choose v_ε ∈ D^{m,p}_R (α) given by v_ε(r) = ε^{θ+1p∗} v(εr). Also, ‖v‖_Lp∗_θ = 1 forces ‖v_ε‖_Lp∗_θ = 1. Hence, S(m, p, α, θ, R) ≤ ∫_R 0 |∇^m_α v_ε|^pr^αdr = ∫_{εR} 0 |∇^m_α v|^pr^αdr. It follows that S(m, p, α, θ, R) ≤ S(m, p, α, θ, εR). Consequently S(m, p, α, θ, R) = S(m, p, α, θ, εR), for any ε > 0 which proves the result. □ Lemma 3.3. Let h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞) and φ ∈ D^{m,2}_R (α), with 0 < R ≤ ∞, then (3.3) ∇^m_α (hφ) = h∇^m_α φ + F_φ, where F_φ = F_φ(r) is a linear combination of derivatives of φ with order strictly less than m involving the derivatives of h with order less than or equal to m. In particular, if u_k ⇀ 0 in D^{m,2}_∞ (α), then (3.4) lim_{k→∞} ∫ supp(h)

|∇^m_α (hu_k)|^2r^α dr = lim_{k→∞} ∫ supp(h) h^2|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr. Proof. We proceed by induction argument. First we analyze the case m = 2k. If k = 1, it is easy to verify that ∇^2_α(hφ) = hΔ_αφ + φΔ_αh + 2φ^′h^′ = h∇^2_αφ + φΔ_αh + 2φ^′h^′ and, thus we can take F_φ = 2h^′φ^′ + φΔ_αh. Assume that (3.3) holds on D^{2j,2}_R (α) for any integer number j, 1 ≤ j < k. That is, for h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞) and φ ∈ D^{2j,2}_R (α) we have (3.5) ∇^{2j}_α (hφ) = h∇^{2j}_α φ + G_φ, where G_φ is a linear combination of derivatives of φ with order strictly less than 2j, for 1 ≤ j < k. Let u ∈ D^{2k,2}_R (α) and h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞). Then, from (3.5) Δ^k_α(hφ) = Δ_α[Δ^{k−1}_α (hφ)] = Δ_α[hΔ^{k−1}_α φ + G_φ] = Δ_α(hΔ^{k−1}_α φ) + Δ_α(G_φ) where G_φ is a linear combination of derivatives of φ with order strictly less than 2k − 2. It follows that Δ^k_α(hφ) = hΔ^k_αφ + 2h^′(Δ^{k−1}_α φ)^′ + (Δ_αh)Δ^{k−1}_α φ + Δ_α(G_φ).

Taking into account the expansions in Lemma 2.9, from the above identity we can see that (3.3) holds for j = k with F_φ = 2h^′(Δ^{k−1}_α φ)^′ + (Δ_αh)Δ^{k−1}_α φ + Δ_α(G_φ).

Similarly, we can see that (3.3) holds for the case m = 2k + 1.

Next, we will prove (3.4). From (3.3), we obtain ‖∇^m_α (hu_k) − h∇^m_α u_k‖^2_L2_{α(supp(h))} = ∫ supp(h) |F_{uk} |^2r^α dr, for any h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞). It is enough to show that F_{uk} → 0 em L^2_α(supp(h)). Indeed, for any l = 0, 1, · · · , m − 1, we define A_l : D^{m,2}_∞ (α) → D^{m−l,2}_∞ (α) by A_l(u) = u^{(l)}. Of course, A_l is a linear operator satisfying

‖A_l(u)‖_Dm−l,2_{∞ (α)} = ‖[A_l(u)]^{(m−l)}‖_L2_{α(0,∞)} = ‖u^{(m)}‖_L2_{α(0,∞)} = ‖u‖_Dm,2_{∞ (α)}. By the continuity of the linear operator A_l and u_k ⇀ 0 in D^{m,2}_∞ (α), we get u^{(l)}_k ⇀ 0 in D^{m−l,2}_∞ (α). From (2.5), D^{m−l,2}_∞ (α) = X^{m−l,2}_∞ (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}), with β_j = α − (m − l − j)p. Then, u^{(l)}_k ∈ X^{m−l,2}_∞ (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}) and u^{(l)}_k ⇀ 0 in X^{m−l,2}_∞ (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}). Note that the restriction operator u → u_{|(0,R)} is continuous from X^{m−l,2}_∞ (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}) into W^{m−l,2} R (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}), where R > 0 such that supp (h) ⊆ (0, R). Thus, u^{(l)}_k ⇀ 0 in W^{m−l,2} R (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}). Finally, up to a subsequence, the compact embedding W^{m−l,2}_R (β_0, · · · , β_{m−l}) → L^2_α(0, R) (see, [9, Theorem 1.1]) implies that u^{(l)}_k → 0 in L^2_α(0, R), ∀ l = 0, 1, · · · , m − 1.

Then, ∫ supp (h) |F_{uk} |^2r^α dr ≤ ∫_R 0 |F_{uk} |^2r^α dr

≤ C m−1∑ l=0 ∫_R 0 |u^{(l)}_k |^2r^α dr → 0

which completes the proof. □ Let M(0, ∞) the space of Radon measures on (0, ∞) which can be identified with the dual of space C_0(0, ∞), the completion of C_c(0, ∞) under the norm ‖φ‖_∞ = max_{r∈(0,∞)} |φ(r)|, where C_c(0, ∞) is the space of continuous functions with compact support in (0, ∞).

Lemma 3.4. Let (u_k) be a sequence in D^{m,2}_∞ (α) satisfying the conditions:

(i) u_k ⇀ u in D^{m,2}_∞ (α) (ii) |∇^m_α (u_k − u)|^2r^αdr ⇀ μ in M(0, ∞) (iii) |u_k − u|^{2∗} r^θdr ⇀ ζ in M(0, ∞) (iv) u_k(r) → u(r) a.e. on (0, ∞) and define μ_∞ = lim_{L→∞} ( lim sup k→∞ ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr )

and ζ_∞ = lim_{L→∞} ( lim sup k→∞ ∫_∞ L |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr ) . Then (3.6) ‖ζ‖^{2/2∗} ≤ S^{−1}‖μ‖, (3.7) (ζ_∞)^{2/2∗} ≤ S^{−1}μ_∞,

(3.8) lim sup_{k→∞} ‖∇^m_α u_k‖^2_L2_α = ‖∇^m_α u‖^2_L2_α + ‖μ‖ + μ_∞,

(3.9) lim sup_{k→∞} ‖u_k‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ = ‖u‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ + ‖ζ‖ + ζ_∞.

Furthermore, if u = 0 and ‖ζ‖^{2/2∗} = S^{−1}‖μ‖, then μ and ζ are concentrated at a single point.

Proof. Firstly, we suppose u = 0. Thus, for any h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞), Theorem 1.1 and (3.4) yield (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dζ )_{2/2}∗ = lim_{k→∞} (∫ supp (h) |hu_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr )_{2/2}∗

≤ S^{−1} lim_{k→∞} ∫ supp (h) |∇^m_α (hu_k)|^2r^α dr = S^{−1} lim_{k→∞} ∫ supp (h) h^2|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr. It follows that

(3.10) (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dζ )_{2/2}∗ ≤ S^{−1} ∫_∞ 0 h^2 dμ, ∀ h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞). Now, for any L > 1, let ψ_L ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞) with 0 ≤ ψ_L ≤ 1 such that ψ_L ≡ 0 on (0, L) and ψ_L ≡ 1 on (L + 1, ∞). By Theorem 1.1, we have (∫_∞ 0 |ψ_Lu_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr )_{2/2}∗ ≤ S^{−1} ∫_∞ 0 |∇^m_α (ψ_Lu_k)|^2r^α dr

= S^{−1} (∫_{L+1} L |∇^m_α (ψ_Lu_k)|^2r^α dr + ∫_∞ L+1 |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr ) .

Arguing as in (3.4), we can show that lim_{k→∞} ∫_{L+1} L |∇^m_α (ψ_Lu_k)|^2r^α dr = lim_{k→∞}

∫_{L+1} L ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr. Hence

(3.11) lim sup_{k→∞} (∫_∞ 0 |ψ_Lu_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr )_{2/2}∗ ≤ S^{−1} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr. We claim that

(3.12) ζ_∞ = lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ 0 |ψ_Lu_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr μ_∞ = lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr. Indeed, note that ∫_∞ L+1 |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ψ^{2∗}_L |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr ≤ ∫_∞ L |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr and ∫_∞ L+1 |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr ≤ ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr. Letting k → ∞ and after L → ∞, the two inequalities above yield (3.12). Combining (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12), we obtain (3.6) and (3.7) for u = 0.

Now, assume that the weak limit u ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α) is arbitrary and set v_k = u_k − u. Of course we have v_k ⇀ 0 in D^{m,2}_∞ (α). Moreover, since D^{m,2}_∞ (α) is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product ⟨u, v⟩_∇m_α = ∫_∞ 0 (∇^m_α u)(∇^m_α v)r^α dr we have ⟨u_k, u⟩_∇m_α → ‖u‖^2_∇m_α in R. So, one has (3.13) lim_{k→∞} ‖v_k‖^2_∇m_α = lim_{k→∞} ‖u_k‖^2_∇m_α − ‖u‖^2_∇m_α . Thus, for any h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞), we have | | | ∫_∞ 0 h(|∇^m_α u_k|^2 − |∇^m_α (u_k − u)|^2 − |∇^m_α u|^2)r^α dr | | | ≤ ‖h‖_∞ | |‖u_k‖^2_{∇mα} − ‖v_k‖^2_{∇mα} − ‖u‖^2_{∇mα} | | . Letting k → ∞, by using (3.13) and (ii), it follows that (3.14) |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr ⇀ μ + |∇^m_α u|^2r^α dr in M(0, ∞). On the other hand, the convergence u_k ⇀ u in D^{m,2}_∞ (α) and the embedding D^{m,2}_∞ (α) → L^{2∗}_θ (0, ∞) ensure that (u_k) is bounded in L^{2∗}_θ (0, ∞). Recalling (iv) we are in a position to use the Brezis-Lieb Lemma to get ∫_∞ 0 h|u|^{2∗} r^θdr = lim_{k→∞} (∫_∞ 0 h|u_k|^{2∗} r^θdr − ∫_∞ 0 h|v_k|^{2∗} r^θdr ) and consequently (iii) yields (3.15) |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr ⇀ ζ + |u|^{2∗} r^θ dr in M(0, ∞). By using v_k instead of u_k we can apply the same argument of the case u = 0 to obtain the estimate (3.10) from which we obtain (3.6). In order to prove (3.7) we first note that ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α v_k|^2r^α dr = ∫_∞ L (|∇^m_α u_k|^2 − 2(∇^m_α u_k)(∇^m_α u) + |∇^m_α u|^2)r^α dr implies

lim sup k→∞ ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α v_k|^2r^α dr = lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr − ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α u|^2r^α dr. Thus, lim_{L→∞} ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α u|^2r^α dr = 0 implies (3.16) lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α v_k|^2r^α dr = lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr = μ_∞. On the other hand, Brezis-Lieb Lemma yields lim_{k→∞} (∫_∞ L |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr − ∫_∞ L |v_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr ) = ∫_∞ L |u|^{2∗} r^θ dr. Since lim_{L→∞} ∫_∞ L |u|^{2∗} r^θ dr = 0, we also have (3.17) lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L |v_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr = lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ L |u_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr = ζ_∞. By using v_k instead of u_k, from (3.16) and (3.17), we can apply the same argument of the case u = 0 to obtain (3.11) and (3.12) for any weak limit u. Thus, (3.7) holds.

Next, we will prove that (3.8) and (3.9). For any L > 1, using |∇^m_α u_k|^2 = ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2 + (1 − ψ^2_L)|∇^m_α u_k|^2 and (3.14), we have

(3.18) lim sup k→∞ ∫_∞ 0 |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr = lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − ψ^2_L) dμ + ∫_∞ 0 (1 − ψ^2_L)|∇^m_α u|^2r^α dμ.

Letting L → ∞ in (3.18) and using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have lim sup k→∞ ∫_∞ 0 |∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr = lim_{L→∞} lim sup_{k→∞} ∫_∞ 0 ψ^2_L|∇^m_α u_k|^2r^α dr + ∫_∞ 0 dμ + ∫_∞ 0 |∇^m_α u|^2r^α dμ. By using (3.12), we obtain (3.8). To prove (3.9), we can proceed analogously with the help of (3.15).

Finally, assume u = 0 and ‖ζ‖^{2/2∗} = S^{−1}‖μ‖. We will show that the measures μ and ζ are concentrated in a singular point. Indeed, for any h ∈ C^∞_c (0, ∞) the Hölder inequality implies that ∫_∞ 0 h^2 dμ ≤ (∫ supp(h) dμ ) 2m+θ−α_{θ+1} (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dμ ) 2_{2∗} . Thus,

(3.19) (∫_∞ 0 h^2 dμ ) 1_2 ≤ ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−α2(θ+1)} (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dμ ) 1_{2∗} . Combining (3.10) and (3.19), we have (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dζ ) 1_{2∗} ≤ S^{− 12} ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−α2(θ+1)} (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dμ ) 1_{2∗} . Therefore, ζ ≤ S^{− 2∗}2 ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−αα−2m+1} μ. Since that ‖ζ‖^22^∗ = S^{−1}‖μ‖, we have (3.20) ζ = S^{− 2∗2} ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−αα−2m+1} μ. Using (3.20) in (3.10), we have (∫_∞ 0 h^2 dμ ) 1_2 ≥ ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−α2(θ+1)} (∫_∞ 0 |h|^{2∗} dμ ) 1_{2∗} . In particular, for all open set A ⊂ (0, ∞) holds μ(A)^{12} ≥ ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−α2(θ+1)} μ(A)^{12∗} .

Thus, (3.21) μ(A) ≥ ‖μ‖. It follows that μ is concentrated in a single point. From (3.20), the same conclusion holds for ζ. □ Remark 3.5. For any u ∈ D^{m,p}_∞ (α) \ {0} its translation u^s(r) = u(r + s), with s ≥ 0 does not satisfy ‖u^s‖_Lp∗_θ = ‖u‖_Lp∗_θ and ‖∇^m_α u^s‖_L^p_α = ‖∇^m_α u‖_L^p_α , ∀s > 0. Thus, the problem (1.15) is not invariant by translations. In particular, we can not use the re-scaled function family v^{s,λ}(r) = λ^{θ+1}2^∗ u(λr + s), λ, s > 0 to generate suitable minimizing sequences for S. Fortunately, we can do it with s = 0, see Remark 3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2: Let (u_k) ⊂ D^{m,2}_∞ (α) be a minimizing sequence for S such that (3.22) ‖u_k‖_L2∗_θ = 1 and S(m, 2, α, θ, ∞) = lim_{k→∞} ‖∇^m_α u_k‖^2_L2_α . For k ∈ N, let Q_k : (0, ∞) → R be given by

Q_k(t) = ∫_t 0 |u_k(r)|^{2∗} r^θ dr.

For each k, Q_k is a continuous function and satisfies

lim_{t→0+} Q_k(t) = 0, lim_{t→∞} Q_k(t) = 1 and Q_k(t_1) ≤ Q_k(t_2), if t_1 ≤ t_2. Therefore, there is a real sequence (t_k) ⊂ (0, ∞) such that (3.23) Q_k(t_k) = 1 2 . Now, let us define v_k(r) = t^{θ+12∗}_k u_k(rt_k). From Remark 3.1, we have (3.24) ‖v_k‖_L2∗_θ = ‖u_k‖_L2∗_θ = 1 and ‖∇^m_α v_k‖_L2_α = ‖∇^m_α u_k‖_L2_α . In addition, by using the change of variable z = rt_k and (3.23), we have

(3.25)

∫_1 0 |v_k(r)|^{2∗} r^θ dr = ∫_{tk} 0 |u_k(r)|^{2∗} r^θ dr = 1 2 . Since that (v_k) is a bounded sequence in the Hilbert space D^{m,2}_∞ (α), up to a subsequence, we may assume

(3.26) v_k ⇀ v in D^{m,2}_∞ (α) |∇^m_α (v_k − v)|^2r^α ⇀ μ in M(0, ∞) |v_k − v|^{2∗} r^θ ⇀ ζ in M(0, ∞) v_k(r) → v(r) a.e on (0, ∞).

Combining Lemma 3.4 with (3.22) and (3.24) we can write (3.27) S = ‖∇^m_α v‖^2_L2_α + ‖μ‖ + μ_∞ and (3.28) 1 = ‖v‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ + ‖ζ‖ + ζ_∞. Using (1.13), (3.6) and (3.7), we have

(3.29) S ≥ S (( ‖v‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ ) 2_{2∗} + ‖ζ‖^{22∗} + (ζ_∞)^{22∗} ) . It follows from (3.28) and (3.29) that ‖v‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ , ‖ζ‖ and ζ_∞ are equal either to 0 or to 1. From (3.22), (3.24) and (3.26), we have ‖∇^m_α v‖^2_L2_α ≤ lim_{k→∞} ‖∇^m_α v_k‖^2_L2_α = S.

Then, v is a minimizer provided that ‖v‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ = 1. From (3.28), it remains to prove that ζ_∞ = ‖ζ‖ = 0. But, from (3.24) and (3.25), for all L > 1 we have ∫_∞ L |v_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr ≤ ∫_∞ 1 |v_k|^{2∗} r^θ dr = 1 2 .

So, ζ_∞ ≤^1_2 and consequently ζ_∞ = 0. By contradiction, suppose that ‖ζ‖ = 1. Hence, (3.28) yields ‖v‖^{2∗}_{L2}∗_θ = ζ_∞ = 0 and consequently v = 0. In addition, from (3.27) we have ‖μ‖S^{−1} ≤ 1 = ‖ζ‖^{22∗} . Hence, by using (3.6) we obtain ‖μ‖S^{−1} = ‖ζ‖^22^∗ . From Lemma 3.4 (cf. (3.20) and (3.21)), for any open set A ⊂ (0, ∞) we have

(3.30) ζ(A) = S^{− 2∗2} ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−αα−2m+1} μ(A) ≥ S^{− 2∗2} ‖μ‖^{2m+θ−αα−2m+1} ‖μ‖ = S^{− 2∗2} ‖μ‖^{θ+1α−2m+1} = S^{− 2∗2} ‖μ‖^{2∗2} = ‖ζ‖ = 1.

But, letting k → ∞ in (3.25) we obtain ζ(A_0) = 1 2 < ‖ζ‖ = 1, with A_0 = (0, 1) which contradicts (3.30). Thus, ‖ζ‖ = 0 and the proof is completed. □ Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let us consider the functional I : D^{m,2}_∞ (α) → R given by I(u) = 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 |∇^m_α u|^2r^α dr − 1 2^∗ ∫_∞ 0 |u|^{2∗} r^θ dr. From Theorem 1.1, we can see that I ∈ C^1(D^{m,2}_∞ (α), R) with I^′(u).v = ∫_∞ 0 ∇^m_α u∇^m_α vr^α dr − ∫_∞ 0 |u|^{2∗−2}uvr^θ dr, ∀ u, v ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α). Hence, the critical points of I are the weak solutions to the equation (1.16). Now, let us consider the functionals F, G ∈ C^1(D^{m,2}_∞ (α), R) given by G(u) = ∫_∞ 0 |∇^m_α u|^2r^α dr and F (u) = ∫_∞ 0 |u|^{2∗} r^θ dr − 1. By Theorem 1.2, the extremal function z ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α) minimizers the functional G under the constraint F (u) = 0. Thus, the Lagrange Multiplier Theorem yields (3.31) 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∇^m_α z∇^m_α vr^α dr = λ2^∗ ∫_∞ 0 |z|^{2∗−2}zvr^θ dr, for all v ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α), for some λ ∈ R. By choosing v = z in (3.31), we have 2^∗λ = 2S. Finally, using (3.31) we can see that z_S = S^{12∗−2} z satisfies I^′(z_S ).v = 0 for all v ∈ D^{m,2}_∞ (α). □ References

[1] E. Abreu, L.G. Fernandes Jr, On a weighted Trudinger-Moser inequality in R^N , J. Differential Equations 269, 3089–3118 (2020) 2 [2] P. Clément, D. G. de Figueiredo, E. Mitidieri, Quasilinear elliptic equations with critical exponents, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal. 7, 133–170 (1996) 2, 17 [3] J.F. de Oliveira, J.M. do Ó, Equivalence of critical and subcritical sharp Trudinger-Moser inequalities in fractional dimensions and extremal functions, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 39, 1073–1096 (2023) 2

[4] J. F. de Oliveira, On a class of quasilinear elliptic problems with critical exponential growth on the whole space, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal. 49 529–550 (2017) 9 [5] J.F. de Oliveira, J.M. do Ó, P. Ubilla, Hardy–Sobolev type inequality and supercritical extremal problem, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 39, 3345–3364 (2019) 2 [6] J. F. de Oliveira, J. M. do Ó, Trudinger-Moser type inequalities for weighted Sobolev spaces involving fractional dimensions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 142, 2813–2828 (2014) 2 [7] J.M. do Ó, J.F. de Oliveira, Concentration-compactness and extremal problems for a weighted Trudinger-Moser inequality, Commun. Contemp. Math. 19 1650003 (2017) 3 [8] J.F. de Oliveira, J.M. do Ó, On a sharp inequality of Adimurthi–Druet type and extremal functions.

Calc. Var. 62, 162 (2023) 2 [9] J.M. do Ó, G. Lu, R. Ponciano, Sharp Sobolev and Adams-Trudinger-Moser embeddings on weighted Sobolev spaces and their applications, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.02262 2, 3, 19 [10] J. M. do Ó, A. Macedo, J. F. de Oliveira, A sharp Adams-type inequality for weighted Sobolev spaces, The Quarterly Journal of Mathematics, 71, 517–538 (2020) 2, 3, 9, 11, 12, 14 [11] D.E. Edmunds, D. Fortunato, E. Jannelli, Critical exponents, critical dimensions and the biharmonic operator, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 112, 269-289 (1990) 4 [12] F. Gazzola, H.C. Grunau, G. Sweers, Polyharmonic Boundary Value Problems. Positivity Preserving and Nonlinear Higher Order Elliptic Equations in Bounded Domains, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1991, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2010 4 [13] A. Kufner, B. Opic, Hardy-type Inequalities, Pitman Res. Notes in Math., Longman Scientific and Technical, Harlow, 1990 2, 4 [14] A. Kufner, L. E. Persson Weighted Inequalities of Hardy Type, World Scientific Publishing Co., Singapore, 2003 4, 5 [15] P. L. Lions, The concentration-compactness principle in the Calculus of Variations. The limit case, part I. Revista Mat. Iberoamericana, 1, 145-201 (1985) 4, 17 [16] P. L. Lions, The concentration-compactness principle in the Calculus of Variations. The limit case, part II. Revista Mat. Iberoamericana, 1, 45-121 (1985) 4, 17 [17] G. Talenti, Best constant in Sobolev inequality. Ann Mat Pura Appl. 110, 353–372 (1976) 4 [18] C.A. Swanson, The best Sobolev constant. Appl. Anal. 47, 227–239 (1992) 4 [19] Z.-Q. Wang, M. Willem, Singular Minimization Problems, J. Differential Equations, 161, 307–320 (2000) 4 [20] M. Willem, Minimax Theorems. Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and Their Applications, Vol 24. Birkhäuser, 1996 4

(J.F. de Oliveira) Department of Mathematics Federal University of Piauí 64049-550 Teresina, PI, Brazil Email address: jfoliveira@ufpi.edu.br

(J.N. Silva) Department of Mathematics Federal University of the Delta of Parnaíba CEP 64202-020, Parnaíba, PI, Brazil Email address: j.n.silva@ufpi.edu.br