arXiv:2308.16347v1 [math.AP] 30 Aug 2023

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY IN R^4 AND EXISTENCE OF THE EXTREMALS

LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Abstract. Let Ω ⊆ R^4 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω. In this paper, we establish the following sharp form of the trace Adams’ inequality in W^{2,2}(Ω) with zero mean value and zero Neumann boundary condition:

S(α) = sup u∈W^{2,2} (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω udx=0,^{∂u}_{∂ν} |_{∂Ω}=0,‖Δu‖_2≤1

∫ ∂Ω e^{αu2} dσ < ∞

holds if and only if α ≤ 12π^2.

Moreover, we prove a classification theorem for the solutions of a class of nonlinear boundary value problem of bi-harmonic equations on the half space R^4_+ . With this classification result, we can show that S(12π^2) is attained by using the blow-up analysis and capacitary estimate. As an application, we prove a sharp trace Adams-Onofri type inequality in general four dimensional bounded domains with smooth boundary.

Keywords: Adams Trace inequality; Blow-up analysis; Extremal function; Capacity estimate.

2010 MSC. 35J60 35B33 46E30

1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊆ R^n be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω and W^{m,p} (Ω) denote the usual Sobolev space: the completion of C^∞ (¯ Ω ) under the norm ‖ · ‖= ( ∑ |α|≤m ∫ Ω |D^αu|^pdx ) 1_p . If 1 < p < n/m, the classical Sobolev embedding asserts that W^{m,p} (Ω) → L^{p∗} (Ω) for p^∗ =^{np}_{n−mp} , and W^{m,p} (Ω) → L^{p⋆} (∂Ω) for p^⋆ =^{(n−1)p}_{n−mp} . However, when p = n/m, it is known that both W^{m,p} (Ω) → L^∞ (Ω) and W^{m,p} (Ω) → L^∞ (∂Ω) fail.

It it known that the analogue of optimal Sobolev embedding for W^{m,n/m}_0 (Ω) (the Sobolev space consisting of functions vanishing on the boundary ∂Ω) is given by the

The first author was partly supported by the National Key Research and Development Program (No. 2022YFA1006900) and National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12271027). The second author was supported partly by a collaboration grant and Simons Fellowship from the Simons Foundation. The third author was supported by Natural Science Foundation of China (12071185). 1

2 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

famous Trudinger-Moser inequality (m = 1) ([47], [53]) and Adams’ inequality (m > 1) ([5]), which can be stated in the following form:

(1.1) sup u∈W^{m, nm}_0 (Ω)\{0} ‖Δ^m2 u‖ n_m ≤1

∫ Ω exp(α|u(x)|^{nn−m} )dx { ≤ c |Ω| , if α ≤ α(n, m), = +∞, if α > α(n, m),

where α(n, m) = n ω_{n−1} [ π^{n/2}2^mΓ(^{m+1}_2 ) Γ(^{n−m+1}_2 ) ] n n−m , when m is odd, n ω_{n−1} [ π^{n/2}2^mΓ(^m_2 ) Γ(^{n−m}_2 ) ] n n−m , when m is even,

here ω_{n−1} denotes the n − 1 dimensional surface measure of the unit ball in R^n . So far, the Trudinger-Moser-Adams inequalities (1.1) have been generalized in many other directions such as the Trudinger-Moser inequalities on the unbounded domains, compact Riemannian manifolds, C-R spheres, hyperbolic spaces, Heisenberg groups, Hardy-Adams type inequalities on hyperbolic spaces, etc, to just name a few we refer the interested readers to [2, 19, 14, 15, 35, 18, 21, 23, 27, 28, 29, 32, 33, 37, 38, 40, 31, 41, 44, 49, 56], and the references therein.

An interesting problem related to the Trudinger-Moser-Adams inequalities lies in investigating the existence of extremal functions. Carleson and Chang [9] first established the existence of extremals for Trudinger-Moser inequalities on the unit ball through symmetrization rearrangement inequality combining with the ODE technique. After that, the existence of extremals was proved for any bounded domains in R^n (see [24], [39], [3]). One can also see [34, 35, 37, 57] for existence of extremals for the Trudinger-Moser inequalities on compact Riemannian manifold, unbounded domains, and see [42, 20, 13] for the existence of extremals for Adams’ inequalities in bounded and unbounded domains. We note that the Trudinger-Moser-Adams inequalities on the Sobolev spaces W^{m, n}m (Ω) without the Dirichlet boundary condition have also been established, the interested readers can refer to the work [11, 30, 16, 43, 51], and the references therein.

In this paper, we are interested in the borderline case of Sobolev trace inequality in W^{m, n}m (Ω). As mentioned above, from the Sobolev embedding we know that W^{m, n}m (Ω) → L^q (∂Ω) for any q ∈ [1, ∞), but not for q = ∞. (see e.g., Maz’ya’s book). Adams [4] showed that W^{m, n}m (Ω) can be imbedded into the Orlicz space L_ϕ(∂Ω), with ϕ(t) = exp ( |t|^{nn−m} − 1 ) (see also [46]). The first optimal trace inequality of Moser type on ∂Ω was obtained in ([10]) in two dimensional disk D for functions with zero boundary mean value. Namely, sup u∈W^{1,2}(D)\{0} ∫ D|∇u|^2dx=1, ∫ ∂D udσ=0

∫ ∂D e^{αu2} dσ < +∞, iff α ≤ π.

Using the technique of blow-up analysis, the authors of [36] extended the result of [10] to general bounded domains Ω ⊂ R^2 and obtained the existence of corresponding extremals.

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 3

The author of [55] obtained another sharp form of trace Trudinger-Moser inequality for functions with mean value zero. For more general trace Trudinger-Moser inequality in high dimensional case, one can see the work of [17]. For trace Trudinger-Moser and trace Adams inequalities on unbounded domains such as the half spaces, we refer to the work [12].

The main purpose of this paper is to study the second order trace Adams inequality and the existence of extremals. Set

H = {u ∈ W^{2,2}(Ω) : ‖Δu‖_2 ≤ 1, ∫ Ω udx = 0, ∂u ∂ν |_{∂Ω}= 0}. Our main results read as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊆ R^4 be a bounded smooth domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω. Then if α ≤ 12π^2, we have

(1.2) S(α) := sup_{u∈H\{0}} ∫ ∂Ω e^{αu2} dσ < ∞. The constant 12π^2 is sharp in the sense that if α > 12π^2, then the supremum S(α) is infinity. Moreover, the supremum is attained if α ≤ 12π^2.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1, we have the following result when Ω is a four dimensional ball B^4 and S^3 is its boundary.

Corollary 1.2. If α ≤ 12π^2, we have

(1.3) S(α, B^4 ) := sup_{u∈H\{0}} ∫ S^3 e^{αu2} dσ < ∞. The constant 12π^2 is sharp in the sense that if α > 12π^2, then the supremum S(α, B^4 ) is infinity. Moreover, the supremum S(α, B^4 ) is attained if α ≤ 12π^2.

As an application of Theorem 1.1, we can derive the following trace Adams-Onofri type inequality on any four dimensional bounded domains.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that Ω ⊆ R^4 is a bounded smooth domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω. For any u ∈ W^{2,2}(Ω) with^{∂u}_{∂ν} = 0 on ∂Ω, there exists a constant C such that 1 48π^2 ∫ Ω |Δu|^2dx + 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω udx − log ( ∫ ∂Ω e^udσ ) ≥ C. Remark 1.4. The first order Sobolev trace inequality was due to Escobar [22] and Beckner [6]. The second order and higher order Sobolev trace inequalities were established by Ache and Chang [1] and Q. Yang [54] respectively. The Moser-Onofri and Adams-Onofri inequalities on the sphere can be obtained by using the endpoint differentiation argument (see Beckner’s work in [6]). However, this method cannot be used to establish the sharp trace Adams-Onofri inequality on general four dimensional bounded domains due to its absence of conformal invariance. Our Theorem 1.3 offers a weak version of such Moser- Onofri type inequality on general bounded domains in R^4 from the sharp Adams trace inequality obtained in Theorem 1.1.

4 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

The general strategy we use here is exploiting the blow-up analysis. We first prove the subcritical trace Adams inequalities and the existence of extremals by using the sharp subcritical Adams inequalities involved with zero mean value. Then, we take a sequence α_k → 12π^2 and find a maximizing sequence {u_k}_k ⊂ W^{2,2} (Ω) for S (12π^2). If u_k is bounded in L^∞ (Ω), i.e. c_k := max_{x∈Ω} |u_k(x)| < ∞, we can easily show that u_k converges to

a function u in W^{2,2} (Ω) by elliptic estimates. If c_k → +∞, i.e. the blow-up arises, we apply the blow-up analysis method to analyze the asymptotic behavior of u_k near and far away from the blow-up point p ∈ ∂Ω, and derive an upper bound for the trace Adams functional:

(1.4) S ( 12π^2 ) ≤ |∂Ω| + 2π^2e^{12π2Ap− 34} , where A_p is the value at p of the trace of the regular part of the Green function for the operator Δ^2 +^1_{|Ω|} . Finally, we construct a function sequence in H to show that the upper bound can actually be surpassed, which implies that the concentration phenomenon will not happen.

Neither the blow-up strategy in the study of second order Adams inequality with Dirichlet boundary condition (see [42]) and nor the blow-up method for the first order trace Trudinger-Moser inequality and existence of their extremals (see [36, 55]) can be easily generalized to second order trace Adams inequality case. In the following, we will introduce the main difference between the proof of the second order trace Adams inequality and those for the second order Adams inequality with Dirichlet boundary condition and the trace Trudinger-Moser blow-up analysis (see [31],[46]). We will also outline the elements of novelty when we carry out the blow-up procedure for our second order trace Adams inequality.

First of all, the main difference between the blow-up analysis for the Adams inequality and that for the Adams trace inequality blowing-up is the location of the blow-up points. For the former, the blow-up points must be at some interior points, while for the latter the blow-up points must lie on the boundary of Ω, which leads to the situation where the related Euler-Lagrange equations of the maximizer sequence are some bi-harmonic equations with the Neumann boundary condition and the analysis of asymptotic behavior near and far away from the blow-up points is totally different.

Second, unlike the first order case, one cannot show that the maximum point x_k of u_k lies on the boundary ∂Ω due to the lacking of maximum principle of the bi-harmonic operator Δ^2. We stress that without this fact one cannot analyze the asymptotic behavior of u_k near the blow up points p ∈ ∂Ω if the concentration phenomenon occurs. To overcome this difficulty, we will make use of the assumption that^{∂uk}_{∂ν} = 0 on ∂Ω to show that there exists some point x̃_k ∈ ∂Ω such that

|u_k(x̃_k) − u_k(x_k)| = o_k(1).

This important observation allows us to choose the maximum point x_k on the boundary ∂Ω.

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 5

Third, when we try to analyze the asymptotic behavior of u_k near the blow up point p, a crucial step is to classify the solutions to the following Liouville equation on the half space R^4_+ := {x = (x^′, t)|x^′ ∈ R^3 , t > 0}:

Δ^2ψ = 0, x ∈ R^4_+ , ∂Δψ ∂t = exp(24π^2ψ), x ∈ ∂R^4_+ , ψ(0) = sup ψ = 0, ∂ψ ∂t = 0, x ∈ ∂R^4_+ . In order to achieve this goal, we need to prove an important local estimate for Δu_k:

(1.5) ∫ B_ρ(x_k) ⋂ Ω |u_kΔu_k|dx ≤ Cϱ^2, when ρ is small. For this, we first rewrite u_kΔu_k in terms of the Riesz potentia, then by using the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on the compact manifold with the boundary and the boundedness in L log^{12} L(Ω) of Δ^2u_k, we can show that u_kΔu_k is bounded in the Lorentz space L^{2,∞}(Ω), which implies (1.5). Applying this local estimate and a careful computation, we can show that the solution ψ must take the form as ψ = − 1 8π^2 log (( 1 + (π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 ) + 1 2^83 π^43 t ( 1 + (_π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (_π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 .

Fourth, when we try to obtain the upper bound for the trace Adams inequality if the concentration phenomenon occur, an important step consists in finding the sharp lower bounds of the integral of |Δu_k|^2 on some annular regions when we carry out the capacity estimates. In the earlier work of [36, 55], this can be achieved by comparing the energy of u_k with the quantity

(1.6) min u∈{u|u(R_1)=a,u(R_2 )=b} ∫ {R_1≤|x|≤R_2} ⋂ R^2_+ |∇u|^2 dx, whose extremal function is some harmonic function which can be explicitly obtained by solving some equation on the half space. However, in the second order case, finding the explicit expression of the corresponding extremal appears to be very hard. In this work, we will compute the upper bound by directly comparing the Dirichlet energy of u_k with some bi-harmonic function in the half annular region. In our situation the boundary of the upper half annular region involves some part of ∂Ω where u_k is not vanishing. This will add a lot of trouble in the comparison of the corresponding calculations since the asymptotic behavior of u_k cannot be obtained in this half annular region. In order to avoid the complicated computations on ∂Ω, we will modify the bi-harmonic function to cancel the integral on the boundary ∂Ω (see Subsection 3.2).

Finally, since H requires that the test functions not only satisfy ‖Δu‖^2 ≤ 1, but also satisfy^{∂u}_{∂ν} = 0 on ∂Ω, this makes the construction of test functions more complicated when we try to show that the concentration upper bound can be surpassed.

6 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to proving the sharp subcritical trace Adams inequality, and show the existence of extremals; in Section 3, we show that the maximizing sequence must concentrate around the blow-up point when the blow up arises. Moreover, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of the maximizing sequence near and far away from the blow-up point, and derive an upper bound for the trace Adams functional; in Section 4, we prove the existence of extremals by constructing a proper test function sequence.

2. The best constant for the trace Adams inequality

In this section, we prove that the best constant in Theorem 1.1 is 12π^2. First, we recall the following subcritical Adams’ inequalities for functions with mean value zero. Throughout this section, we let Ω ⊆ R^4 be a bounded smooth domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω. We also recall that

H = {u ∈ W^{2,2}(Ω) : ‖Δu‖_2 ≤ 1, ∫ Ω udx = 0, ∂u ∂ν |_{∂Ω}= 0}. Lemma 2.1 ([25],Theorem 3.2). For any ε > 0, we have (2.1) sup_{u∈H\{0}} ∫ Ω exp((16π^2 − ε)|u|^2)dx < ∞.

Next, we further prove the following

Lemma 2.2. Set α_2 = sup { α : sup_{u∈H} ∫ Ω e^{αu2} < +∞ } . Then α_2 = 16π^2.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we know α_2 ≥ 16π^2. In order to prove the lemma, we only need to show α ≤ 16π^2. Taking any p ∈ ∂Ω, for any 0 < ρ < δ, we use the notation B_ρ = B_ρ(p) and set

u_k(x) :=

√_1

16π^2 log 1 R_k − |x|^2 ρ^2 √ 4π^2R_k log^1_{Rk} + 1 √ 4π^2 log^1_{Rk} , if x ∈ Bρ^4 √ R_k ⋂ Ω, 1 √ π^2 log^1_{Rk} log ρ |x| , if x ∈ ( B_ρ \ B_ρ 4^√_{Rk} ) ⋂ Ω, η_k(|x|), if x ∈ (B_δ \ B_ρ) ⋂ Ω, where {R_k}_{k≥1} ⊂ R^+ , R_k ↘ 0, and η_k satisfies^{∂ηk}_{∂ν} | |_{∂Bρ} = −^1_{ρ√π2 log 1} Rk ,^{∂ηk}_{∂ν} | |_{∂Bδ} = 0,

η_k|_{∂Bρ} = η_k|_{∂Bδ} = 0, and η_k, Δη_k are all O ( 1/ √ log 1/R_k ) . Since u_k is radial, we can choose some function φ_k(x) such that ∂φ_k ∂ν = ∂u_k ∂ν = o_δ(1) for x ∈ ∂Ω,

φ_k(x) = o_δ(1) and ‖Δφ_k‖^2 = o_δ(1) as δ → 0.

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 7

For some fixed r > δ, set

U_k(x) := { u_k − φ_k, if x ∈ B_δ ⋂ Ω, t_kϕ_k, if x ∈ (B_r \ B_δ) ⋂ Ω, where ϕ_k is a smooth function such that supp(ϕ_k) ⊂ B_r \B_δ,^{∂ϕk}_{∂ν} | |_{∂Ω} = 0, and t_k is selected such that ∫ Ω U_k(x)dx = 0. Easy computation directly gives

‖U_k‖^2 = O_{k,r}(1), ‖ΔU_k‖^2 = 1 + O_{k,r}(1).

Normalizing U_k by Ũ_k =^{Uk}_{‖ΔUk‖} , we have Ũ_k ∈ H. Then it follows that for any fixed α > 16π^2, there exists some ε_0 > 0, such that ∫ Ω e^{αŨ 2k} ≥ ∫ Ω ⋂ B_{ρ 4}√_{Rk} e^{αŨ 2k} ≥ cρ^4e^{ε0 log 1R}k → ∞, as k → ∞, and the proof is finished. □

Based on Lemma 2.2, we can show that the best constant of the inequality (1.2) is 12π^2.

Lemma 2.3. Set I_α(u) = ∫ ∂Ω e^{αu2} dσ. Then we have sup u∈H\{0} I_α(u) < +∞ for α < 12π^2 and sup_{u∈H\{0}} I_α(u) = +∞ for α > 12π^2.

Proof. Taking a smooth vector field ⃗ν(x) whose restriction on ∂Ω is the outward unit normal vector field. Using the divergence theorem and Sobolev embedding theorem, we derive that for any ε > 0, there holds ∫ ∂Ω e^{(12π2 −ε)u2} dσ = ∫ Ω div ( ⃗ν(x)e^{(12π2 −ε)u2} ) dx = ∫ Ω ( div(⃗ν(x)) + 2(12π^2 − ε)u⟨⃗ν(x), ∇u⟩ ) e^{(12π2 −ε)u2} dx ≤ c ( 1 + ∫ Ω |∇u‖u|e^{(12π2−ε)u2} ) dx ≤ c ( 1 + ‖∇u‖_L4_{(Ω)}‖u‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ‖ ‖ ‖e^{(12π2 −ε)u2} ‖ ‖ ‖_L 16π2 −ε 12π2 −ε (Ω) )

≤ c + c ( ‖Δu‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + ‖u‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} )_{1/2} ‖u‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ‖ ‖ ‖e^{(12π2 −ε)u2} ‖ ‖ ‖_L 16π2−ε 12π2−ε (Ω) , (2.2)

where 1/p + 1/4 + (12π^2 − ε)/(16π^2 − ε) = 1. This together with Lemma 2.2 yields sup u∈H\{0} I_{12π}2_{−ε}(u) < +∞, for any ε > 0. Using the test function Ũ_k constructed in Lemma 2.2 again, one can easily check that for any α > 12π^2, I_α ( Ũ_k ) → +∞ as k → ∞. □

8 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Let α_k be an increasing sequence converging to 12π^2, then by the weak compactness of the Banach space L^{12π2/αk} , there exists an exremal function u_k ∈ H \ {0} such that ∫ ∂Ω exp(α_k|u_k|^2)dσ = sup_{u∈H\{0}} ∫ ∂Ω exp(α_k|u|^2)dσ. Furthermore, we can show that the extremal function u_k ∈ H is smooth. For this, we first recall the following elliptic regularity result.

Lemma 2.4 ([52],Theorem 3.17). Suppose that f ∈ L^p(Ω) and h ∈ W^{1,p}(Ω) for some p ≥ 2. Let u ∈ W^{1,2}(Ω) be a solution of { Δu = f, in Ω, ∂u ∂ν = h, on ∂Ω. Then u ∈ W^{2,p}(Ω).

Lemma 2.5. For any α_k < 12π^2, the functional I_{αk} (u) defined in H admits a smooth maximizer.

Proof. Obviously, there exists u_k ∈ H such that I_{αk} (u_k) = sup_{u∈H\{0}} I_{αk} (u). Hence u_k satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(2.3)

Δ^2u_k = γ_k, ∀x ∈ Ω, ∂Δu_k ∂ν =^{uk exp(αk u2k)}_{λk} , ∀x ∈ ∂Ω, ∫ Ω |Δu_k|^2dx = 1, ∫ Ω u_kdx = 0,^{∂uk}_{∂ν} = 0, ∀x ∈ ∂Ω, where (2.4) λ_k = − ∫ ∂Ω u^2_k exp(α_ku^2_k)dσ, γ_k = ∫ ∂Ω u_k exp(α_ku^2_k) λ_k|Ω| dσ. By the Orlicz imbedding (see Lemma 3.4 in [25]), we obtain exp(u^2_k) ∈ L^p(Ω) for any p > 1. Therefore,^{uk exp(αk u2k)}_{λk} ∈ W^{1,q}(Ω) for any 1 < q < 2. We claim that u_k ∈ L^∞(Ω). Indeed, we can rewrite (2.3) as the following systems

(2.5) { Δu_k = v_k, in Ω, ∂u_k ∂ν = 0, on ∂Ω, and (2.6) { Δv_k = γ_k, in Ω, ∂v_k ∂ν = h_k, on ∂Ω, where h_k =^{uk exp(αk u2k)}_{λk} . Applying Lemma 2.4 for (2.6), we know v_k ∈ W^{2,q}(Ω). By the Sobolev Embedding theorem, we get v_k ∈ L^{4q4−2q} (Ω). Using Lemma 2.4 again for (2.5), we

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 9

derive that u_k ∈ W^{2, 4q4−2q} (Ω). Since q > 1, we can immediately obtain the claim by the Sobolev embedding theorem.

From the boundedness of u_k, we know that h_k ∈ W^{1,2}(Ω). Thus we have h_k ∈ W^{2,2}(Ω) from Lemma 2.4, hence h_k ∈ W^{1,p}(Ω) for some p > 2. By Lemma 2.4 again we have u_k ∈ W^{2,p}(Ω), which implies that u_k ∈ C^1(Ω). Repeating the above procedure, we can conclude that u_k ∈ C^∞(Ω). □ Now, we give the following important observation.

Lemma 2.6. It holds − lim inf k→∞ λ_k > 0, and |γ_k| < c for some c > 0.

Proof. By the element inequality te^t > e^t − 1, we have (2.7) |∂Ω| < sup_{u∈H\{0}} ∫ ∂Ω e^{12π2 u2} = lim_{k→∞} ∫ ∂Ω e^{αku2k} ≤ |∂Ω| − lim inf_{k→∞} 12π^2λ_k. This implies − lim inf_{k→∞} λ_k > 0. By (2.4), (2.7) and Hölder’s inequality, we derive |γ_k| ≤ −1 λ_k|Ω| (∫ ∂Ω u^2_k exp(α_ku^2_k)dσ )_{1/2} (∫ ∂Ω exp(α_ku^2_k)dσ )_{1/2} ≤ c, and the proof is finished. □ Set c_k = |u_k (x_k)| = max_{x∈Ω} |u_k(x)|. If {c_k} is bounded, then by the elliptic estimates with respect to equation (2.3), there exists u ∈ H ⋂ C^∞(Ω) such that u_k → u in C^∞(Ω) as k → ∞, and Theorem 1.1 follows immediately. In the sequel, we assume c_k → +∞ as k → ∞. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that c_k ≥ 0 for all k, for otherwise we consider −u_k instead of u_k.

3. Blow-up analysis In this section, we consider the blow-up case, that is c_k → ∞ as k → ∞. Applying the Adams’ inequality in [5], we know that passing to a subsequence, x_k → p for some p ∈ ∂Ω. Now, we show that the weak limit of u_k in W^{2,2}(Ω) is zero. Furthermore, u_k must concentrate around the blow-up point p.

Lemma 3.1. If c_k → +∞, then u_k ⇀ 0 in W^{2,2}(Ω) and u_k → 0 in L^p(Ω) for any 1 ≤ p < ∞. Moreover, we have

(i) |Δu_k|^2 dx → δ_p in the sense of measures;

(ii) e^{αk u2k} is bounded in L^p (Ω\B_δ (p)), for any p ≥ 1, δ > 0;

(iii) u_k → 0 in C^{3,γ} (Ω\B_δ (p)), for any γ ∈ (0, 1), δ > 0.

10 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Proof. Since u_k is bounded in W^{2,2}(Ω), we assume that u_k ⇀ u_0 in W^{2,2}(Ω) with some u_0 ∈ W^{2,2}(Ω). The compactness of the embedding of W^{2,2}(Ω) into L^p(Ω) implies u_k → u_0 in L^p(Ω) for any p ≥ 1. If u_0 ≠ 0, then by the concentration compactness principle (see Proposition 3.2 of [25]), e^{16π2u2k} is bounded in L^p(Ω) for some p > 1. Similar as (2.2), we can find some ε_0 > 0 such that e^{12π2u2k} is bounded in L^{1+ε0} (∂Ω), hence^{∂Δuk}_{∂ν} is bounded in L^{1+ε0} (∂Ω). Using the same argument in Lemma 2.5, we get u_k ∈ L^∞(Ω). This contradicts with c_k → +∞. Hence, we have u_0 = 0.

Now, we show that u_k must concentrate around the blow-up point p. Let A = { q ∈ Ω : lim_{r→0} lim inf_{k→∞} ∫ B_r (q) |Δu_k|^2 dx > 0 } . We claim that A contains only one point. Suppose that the claim does not hold. Then, for any q ∈ Ω, we have lim_{r→0} lim inf_{k→∞} ∫ B_r (q) |Δuk| 2 dx < 1. Then there exist positive numbers r and δ such that ∫

B_r (q) |Δu_k|^2 dx ≤ δ(q) < 1. Using the same argument as that in (2.2) again, we see that there exists a constant α(q) > 12π^2 such that ∫ ∂Ω ⋂ B_r (q) e^{α(q)u2k} dσ ≤ C_q, for some constant C_q depending on q. Hence, there exists an α > 12π^2 such that ∫ ∂Ω e^{αu2k} dσ ≤ C, by using the covering argument. Therefore, it follows from the Vitali convergence lemma that lim_k ∫ ∂Ω e^{αku2k} dσ = |∂Ω|, which is impossible by the choice of u_k. Next we show that A = {p} and

lim_{r→0} lim inf_{k→∞} ∫ B_r (p)

|Δu_k|^2 = 1.

Suppose not, repeating the argument above, we can obtain u_k ∈ L^∞(B_δ(p)) for some δ > 0, which contradicts with c_k → +∞, and the statement (i) is proved.

The statement (ii) follows from (i) and Lemma 2.1, and the statement (iii) can be proved by the standard regularity argument, we omit the details. □ To understand the asymptotic behavior of u_k near the blow-up point p, we define

r^3_k = − λ_k c^2_k exp ( −α_kc^2_k ) . Indeed, r_k decay very fast as k → ∞, that is,

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 11

Lemma 3.2. For any γ < 12π^2, there holds e^{−γc2k} r^3_k → 0 as k → ∞. Proof. For any γ < 12π^2, we have c^2_kr^3_ke^{γc2k} = e^{(γ−αk )c2k} ∫ ∂Ω u^2_ke^{αk u2k} dσ ≤ ∫ ∂Ω u^2_ke^{αku2k} e^{(γ−αk )u2k} dσ ≤ ∫ ∂Ω u^2_ke^{γu2k} dσ ≤ (∫ ∂Ω u^s_kdσ ) 2_s (∫ ∂Ω e^{γss−2 u2k} dσ ) s−2_s

≤ c, provided s large enough, where we have used the subcritical trace Adams inequality. □ The following important observation allows us to choose {x_k} on the boundary ∂Ω.

Lemma 3.3. There exists some point x̃_k ∈ ∂Ω such that |u_k(x̃_k) − u_k(x_k)| = o_k(1), as k → ∞. Proof. If x_k ∈ ∂Ω, we take a smooth vector field ⃗ν(x) whose restriction on ∂Ω is the outward unit normal vector field, and let γ_k(t) : [0, ∞) → Ω be the integral curve of ⃗ν(x) such that γ_k(0) = x_k, γ_k(1) = x̃_k ∈ ∂Ω and^{∂γk(t)}_{∂t} = ⃗ν(γ_k(t)). We can obtain |x_k − γ_k(1)| → 0 from the fact dist(x_k, ∂Ω) → 0, as k → ∞. Since u_k ∈ C^∞(Ω) satisfies ∂u_k ∂ν | |_{∂Ω} = 0, then^{∂u}k^{(γ(t))}_{∂t} = o_k(1) as k → ∞. Therefore, by the mean value theorem, there exists some ξ ∈ (0, 1) such that |u_k(x_k) − u_k(γ(1))| = ∂u_k(γ(t)) ∂t |_{t=ξ} · |x_k − γ_k(1)| = o_k(1), and the proof is finished. □ In view of Lemma 3.3, we can take x_k = x̃_k ∈ ∂Ω and then (3.1) u_k(x_k) = c_k + o_k(1), as k → ∞. Define two sequences of functions on ∂Ω, namely, { ϕ_k(x) =^{uk(xk+rkx)}_{ck} , x ∈ Ω_k = {x : x_k + r_kx ∈ Ω} ψ_k(x) = c_k (u_k (x_k + r_kx) − c_k) , x ∈ Ω_k.

Up to translation and rotation, we can easily obtain Ω_k → R^4_+ as k → +∞. Lemma 3.4. ϕ_k(x) → 1 in C^3_{loc}(R^4_+ ). Proof. By (2.3), for k large enough we have

(3.2) { Δ^2ϕ_k =^{r4k}_{ck} γ_k, ∀x ∈ B_R(0) ⋂ Ω_k, ∂ ∂ν Δϕ_k =^{r3kuk exp(αk u2k)} c_kλ_k , ∀x ∈ BR(0) ⋂ ∂Ω_k,

12 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

for any R > 0. By the definition of r_k, we have | r^4_k c_k γ_k| = λ_k c^2_k exp ( −α_kc^2_k ) r_k c_k ∫ ∂Ω u_k exp(α_ku^2_k) λ_k|Ω| dσ ≤ |∂Ω| |Ω| r_k c^2_k → 0 and | | | | r^3_ku_k exp(α_ku^2_k) c_kλ_k | | | | ≤ 1 c^3_k → 0, as k → ∞. Since ϕ_k is bounded in L^1_{loc}(B_R(0) ⋂ Ω_k) and ϕ_k(x_k) = 1 + o_k(1), by the standard elliptic regularity argument, we have ϕ_k → 1 in C^3_{loc}(B_{R/2}(0) ⋂ Ω_k). □ In order to obtain the limit behavior of ψ_k, we need to check the following growth condition:

Lemma 3.5. ∫

B_R(0) ⋂ Ω_k |Δψ_k|dx ≤ CR^2. Proof. Direct computation gives that ∫ B_R(0) ⋂ Ω_k |Δψk|dx = ckr −2 k ∫ B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ Ω |Δu_k|dx. Since^{uk(rk x+xk)}_{ck} → 1 in C^3(B_R ⋂ Ω_k) for any R > 0, in order to prove this lemma, we only need to show that

(Rr_k)^{−2} ∫ B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ Ω |u_kΔu_k|dx ≲ 1. Applying Hölder’s inequality in Lorentz space (see [48]), we get

(Rr_k)^{−2} ∫ B_{Rrk} (x_k ) ⋂ Ω |u_kΔu_k|dx ≤ (Rr_k)^{−2}‖χ_{BRrk (xk )}^⋂_{Ωk} ‖_L2,1_{(BRrk (xk )}^⋂_{Ω)}‖u_kΔu_k‖_L2,∞_{(BRrk (xk)}^⋂_{Ω)} ≲ ‖u_kΔu_k‖_L2,∞_{(BRrk (xk))}.

(3.3)

Now, we start to prove that ‖u_kΔu_k‖_L2,∞_{(Ω)} ≲ 1. Let G denote the Green function of Laplacian operator with Neuman Boundary condition: −ΔG_x(y) = δ_x(y) −^1_{|Ω|} , x, y ∈ Ω, ∂G ∂ν |_{∂Ω} = 0, ∫ Ω G_x(y)dy = 0, x ∈ Ω. Obviously G(x, y) satisfies G(x, y) ≲ |x − y|^{−2} for any x, y ∈ Ω. By integration by parts together with ∫ Ω u_k(x)dx = 0 and^{∂uk}_{∂ν} |_{∂Ω} = 0, we derive that |u_k(x)| ≲ ∫ Ω |Δu_k||x − y|^{−2}dy and |Δu_k(x)| ≲ ∫ ∂Ω |x−y|^{−2}f_k(y)dσ_y+ ∫ Ω |x−y|^{−2}γ_kdy+ 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω |Δu_k|dy ≲ 1+ ∫ ∂Ω |x−y|^{−2}f_k(y)dσ_y,

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 13

where f_k =^{uk exp(αk u2k)}_{λk} . Then it follows that |u_k(x)||Δu_k(x)| ≲ ( ∫ Ω |(Δu_k)(y)||x − y|^{−2}dy )( 1 + ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z ) . (3.4)

Now, we claim that ‖ ‖( ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||x − y|^{−2}dy )( 1 + ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z )‖ L^{2,∞} ≲ 1. It suffices to prove that ‖( ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||x − y|^{−2}dy )( ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z )‖ L^{2,∞} ≲ 1. For any ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, using the following estimate (see [50]) |x − y|^{−2}|x − z|^{−2} ≤ |x − y|^{−2−ϵ}|x − z|^{−2+ϵ} + |z − y|^{−2}|x − z|^{−2}, we obtain ‖ ‖( ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||x − y|^{−2}dy )( ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z )‖ L^{2,∞} ≤ ‖ ‖( ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||x − y|^{−2−ϵ}dy )( ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2+ϵ}f_k(z)dσ_z )‖ L^{2,∞} + ‖ ‖ ∫ ∂Ω ( ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||z − y|^{−2}dy ) f_k(z)|x − z|^{−2}dσ_z ‖ ‖_{L2,∞} := I_1 + I_2.

(3.5)

Applying the generalized Hölder’s inequality involving the Lorentz norm, we derive that

I_1 ≤ ‖ ‖ ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||x − y|^{−2−ϵ}dy ‖ ‖_{L 4ϵ (Ω)}‖ ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2+ϵ}f_k(z)dσ_z ‖_L 4_{2−ϵ ,∞(Ω)} := I_{11} × I_{12}.

For I_{11}, the boundedness of fractional integral operator directly gives I_{11} ≲ ‖Δu_k‖_L2_{(Ω)}. For I_{12}, we claim that it can be dominated by ‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)}. Define the auxiliary integral operators

T^1_{ϵ,r}(x) = ∫ {∂Ω∩|x−y|<r} f_k(y) |x − y|^{2−ϵ} dσ_y, T^2_{ϵ,r}(x) = ∫ {∂Ω∩|x−y|≥r} f_k(y) |x − y|^{2−ϵ} dσ_y. Obviously, ∫ Ω |T^1_{ϵ,r}|dx ≤ ( sup_{y∈∂Ω} ∫ {|x−y|<r} 1 |x − y|^{2−ϵ} dx ) ‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)} ≲ r^{2+ϵ}‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)} and ‖T^2_{ϵ,r}‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ 1 r^{2−ϵ} ‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)}.

For any λ > 0, we can write |{x : T^1_{ϵ,r} + T^1_{ϵ,r} > 2λ}| ≤ |{x : T^1_{ϵ,r} > λ}| + |{x : T^2_{ϵ,r} > λ}|.

14 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Choosing r such that^1_{r2−ϵ} ‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)} = λ, then |{x : T^2_{ϵ,r} > λ}| = 0. Hence, we deduce that |{x : T^1_{ϵ,r} + T^1_{ϵ,r} > 2λ}| ≤ r^{2+ϵ} λ ‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)} = 1 λ^{42−ϵ} ‖f_k‖^{42−ϵ}_{L1(∂Ω)}, which gives that I_{12} ≲ ‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)}, and the claim is proved.

Gathering the estimates of I_{11} and I_{12}, we derive that I_1 ≲ ‖Δu_k‖_L2_{(Ω)}‖f_k‖_L1_{(∂Ω)}. For I_2, obviously

I_2 ≲ ‖ ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||z − y|^{−2}f_k(z)dy ‖ L^1(∂Ω) ≲ ‖ Δu_k ‖ L^2(Ω)‖ ∫ ∂Ω |z − y|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z‖_L2_{(Ω)}. According to Corollary 6.16 in [7], we derive that ‖ ∫ ∂Ω |z − y|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z ‖ L^2(Ω) ≲ ∫ ∂Ω f_k(z) log^{12} (1 + f_k(z))dσ_z.

Since f_k =^{uk exp(αk u2k)}_{λk} , it is easy to check that ∫ ∂Ω f_k(z) log^{12} (1+f_k(z))dσ_z ≲ 1. Combining the estimates of I_1 and I_2, we derive that ‖ ‖( ∫ Ω |Δu_k(y)||x − y|^{−2}dy )( ∫ ∂Ω |x − z|^{−2}f_k(z)dσ_z )‖ L^{2,∞} ≲ 1, which accomplishes the proof of Lemma 3.5. □ Lemma 3.6. We have ψ_k(x) → ψ(x^′, t) in C^3_{loc}(B^+_R (0)) (x^′ ∈ ∂R^4_+ , t ∈ R^+ ), where ψ(x^′, t) satisfies the equation Δ^2ψ = 0 x ∈ R^4_+ , ∂Δψ ∂t = exp(24π^2ψ) x ∈ ∂R^4_+ , ψ(0) = sup ψ = 0, ∂ψ ∂t = 0, x ∈ ∂R^4_+ . Furthermore, ψ must take the form as ψ = − 1 8π^2 log (( 1 + (π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 ) + 1 2^83 π^43 t ( 1 + (_π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (_π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 .

Proof. By (2.3), we can easily obtain

(3.6)

Δ^2ψ_k = c_kr^4_kγ_k, ∀x ∈ B_R(0) ⋂ Ω_k, ∂ψ_k ∂t = 0, ∀x ∈ B_R(0) ⋂ ∂Ω_k, ∂Δψ_k ∂t =^{uk exp(αk ψk(1+} uk ck )) c_k , ∀x ∈ BR(0) ⋂ ∂Ω_k, for any R > 0. Let −Δψ_k = v_k, then ψ_k and v_k satisfy the following equation respectively:

(3.7) { −Δψ_k = v_k, ∀x ∈ B_R(0) ∩ Ω_k, ∂ψ_k ∂t = 0, ∀x ∈ B_R(0) ⋂ ∂Ω_k;

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 15 and (3.8) { −Δv_k = c_kr^4_kγ_k, ∀x ∈ B_R(0) ∩ Ω_k, ∂v_k ∂t =^{uk exp(αk ψk(1+} uk ck )) c_k , ∀x ∈ BR(0) ⋂ ∂Ω_k. Noticing ∂v_k ∂t = u_k exp(α_kψ_k(1 +^{uk}_{ck} )) c_k ∈ L^∞(B_R(0) ∩ ∂Ω_k),

applying Lemma 3.5 and the standard elliptic regularity, we deduce that ‖v_k‖_{C1,α(BR/2(0)∩Ωk )} ≲ 1. Then there exists some v ∈ C^{1,α}(B_{R/2}(0) ∩ Ω_k) such that v_k → v in C^{1,β}(B_{R/2}(0) ∩ Ω_k) for any β < α. Let ~ψ_k(x) be the even extension of ψ_k with respect to the boundary ∂B^+_R (0) ∩ ∂R^4_+ , then we have −Δ~ψ_k ∈ C^{1,α}(B_R(0) ∩ Ω_k), ~ψ_k(x) ≤ ψ_k(0) = 0. Using the Harnack inequality and elliptic regularity estimates, we get ‖~ψ_k‖_C3,α_{(BR(0)∩Ωk )} ≲ C. Hence there exists ψ ∈ C^{3,β}(B_R(0) ∩ Ω_k) such that ψ_k → ψ in C^{3,β}(B_R(0) ∩ Ω_k) for any β < α, where ψ satisfies the equation Δ^2ψ = 0 in R^4_+ , ∂Δψ ∂t = exp(24π^2ψ) on ∂R^4_+ , ψ(0) = sup ψ = 0, ∂ψ ∂t = 0, on ∂R^4_+ .

From (3.1), it is not difficult to see that

(3.9) ∫ B_R ⋂ ∂R^4_+ exp ( 24π^2ψ ) ≤ − ∫ B_{Rrk} ⋂ ∂Ω u^2_k exp (α_ku^2_k) λ_k ≤ 1. Next, we will prove that ψ must take the form as ψ = − 1 8π^2 log (( 1 + (π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 ) + 1 2^83 π^43 t ( 1 + (_π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (_π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 .

Indeed, let ϕ(x) = ∫ ∂R^+_4 P (x, y ′)ψ(y^′, 0)dy^′, where x = (x^′, t), y = (y^′, t) and P (x, y^′) = 4 π^2 t^3 |x−y^′|^6 is the Poisson kernel for the bi-laplace operator on the upper half space. It is

not difficult to check that ϕ satisfies the following equation

(3.10)

(−Δ)^2ϕ = 0, x ∈ R^4_+ , ϕ = ψ(x), x ∈ ∂R^4_+ , ∂ϕ ∂t = 0, x ∈ ∂R^4_+ ; and ∫ B^+_R (0) |Δϕ|dx ≤ CR 2. Let w = ψ − ϕ, then w satisfies

16 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

(3.11)

(−Δ)^2w = 0, x ∈ R^4_+ , w = 0, x ∈ ∂R^4_+ , ∂w ∂t = 0, x ∈ ∂R^4_+ . Noticing ∫ B^+_R (0) |Δw|dx ≤ ∫ B^+_R (0) |Δψ|dx + ∫ B^+_R (0) |Δϕ|dx ≤ CR 2, one can deduce that w must be equal to zero. Hence ψ(x) = ∫ ∂R^+_4 P (x, y ′)ψ(y^′, 0)dξ. Set ψ_0(x^′) = ψ(x^′, 0), then we know that^1_2^{∂Δψ}_{∂t} |_{∂R}4_+ = (−Δ)^32 ψ_0 and ψ_0(x^′) satisfies the following equation in the distributional sense:

(3.12) { (−Δ)^32 ψ_0 =^1_2 e^{24π2ψ0} , x^′ ∈ ∂R^3 ∫ R^3 e

24π^2ψ_0(x^′)dx′ ≤ 1 2 . Let η_0(x^′) = 8π^2ψ_0(x^′) +^1_3 log(2π^2), then η_0 satisfies

(3.13) { (−Δ)^32 η_0 = 2e^{3η0} , x^′ ∈ R^3 , ∫ R^3 e 3η_0 dx′ ≤ π2. From the result of Hyder ([26]), we known that η_0(x^′) can be decomposed as η_0 = v + p, where p is a polynomial of degree at most 2 and v(x^′) = −α log(|x^′|) + o(log |x^′|) as |x^′| → +∞. Furthermore, η_0(x^′) = log^{2λ}_{1+λ2|x′−x′0|2} if and only if p is a constant. Noticing that ψ(x^′, t) is a Poisson extension of ψ_0 on R^4_+ and ∫ B^+_R |Δψ|dx ≤ CR 2, then we deduce that p must be equal to constant. This proves η_0(x^′) = log^{2λ}_{1+λ2|x′−x}′_{0|2} . Since ψ(x) ≤ ψ(0) = sup_{x∈R}4_+ ψ(x) = 0, hence ψ must take the form as ψ(x^′, t) = − 1 8π^2 log (( 1 + (π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 ) + 1 2^83 π^43 t ( 1 + (_π 2 ) 2_3 t )_2 + (_π 2 ) 4_3 |x^′|^2 ,

where the second term ensures^{∂ψ}_{∂t} | ∂R^4_+ = 0. By an easy computation, one can see that

(3.14) ∫ ∂R^4_+ exp ( 24π^2ψ(x^′) ) dx^′ = 1. □ 3.1. Polyharmonic truncation functions. We first introduce some notations. If x_0 ∈ ∂Ω, for small δ > 0, denote by M_{δ,x0} = B_δ(x_0) ⋂ Ω. We can choose a Fermi coordinate (see [45]) for M_{δ,x0} by the map θ : M_δ → B^3_δ (0) × [0, δ], where θ(x_0) = 0. We will identify M_{δ,x0} with B^3_δ (0)× [0, δ] through the map θ. Under the Fermi coordinate, we can write the metric on the M_{δ,p} by g = g_{ij}dx_i ⊗ dx_j + dt ⊗ dt(i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}), where (1 − ϵ)δ_{i,j} ≤ g_{ij} ≤ (1 + ϵ)δ_{i,j} for small ϵ > 0.

We choose a Fermi coordinate system (U_k, θ_k) near the point x_k such that θ_k(x_k) = 0, and θ_k(U_k ∩ Ω) ⊆ R^4_+ = {x = (x^′, t) ∈ R^4 : t > 0}, and θ_k(U_k ⋂ ∂Ω) ⊆ ∂R^4_+ . In the

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 17

following, we make an even extension for u_k ∘ θ^{−1}_k in the direction of t under the Fermi coordinate system (U_k, θ_k): { ũ_k(x) = u_k ∘ θ^{−1}_k (x^′, t), if t ≥ 0, ũ_k(x) = u_k ∘ θ^{−1}_k (x^′, −t), if t < 0,

then ũ_k(x) ∈ W^{2,2}(B_r(0)) with ‖ Δũ_k ‖_L2_{(Br (0))}= 2 ‖ Δũ_k ‖_L2_{(B}+_{r (0))} for small r > 0.

Now, we need some bi-harmonic truncation functions ũ^M_k which was studied in [20]. Roughly speaking, the value of the truncations functions ũ^M_k are close to^{ck}_M in a small neighborhood of 0, and coincides with ũ_k outside the same neighborhood.

Lemma 3.7. [20, Lemma 4.20]For any M > 1 and k ∈ N, there exists a radius ρ̃^M_k > 0 and a constant c = c (M) such that

1. ũ_k ≥^{ck}_M in B_{ρ̃}M_k (0) ; 2. | |ũ_k −^ck_M | | ≤^c_{ck} on ∂B_{ρ̃Mk} (0) ; 3. | |∇lũ_k | | ≤^c_{ck} (ρ̃^M_k )^l on ∂B_{ρ̃}M_k (0) for any 1 ≤ l ≤ 3;

4. ρ̃^M_k → 0, and^{ρ̃Mk}_{rk} → +∞, as k → ∞.

Let ṽ^M_k ∈ C^4 ( (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)) ) be the unique solution of

(3.15) { Δ^2(ṽ^M_k ) = 0 in B_{ρ̃}M_k (0) , ∂^i_ν (ṽ^M_k ) = ∂^i_ν (ũ_k) on ∂B_{ρ̃}M_k (0) , i = 0, 1.

We consider the function

(3.16) u^M_k = { ṽ^M_k ∘ θ_k in θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)),

u_k in Ω\θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)).

Lemma 3.8. [20, Lemma 4.21]For any M > 1, we have

u^M_k = c_k M + O ( c^{−1}_k ) , uniformly on θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)).

Remark 3.9. Using the explicit form of the Green function of Δ^2 on balls, namely the Boggio’s formula, in [8]) and the representation formula of solutions for (3.15), one can see that^{∂uMk}_{∂ν} = 0, for any x ∈ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)) ⋂ ∂Ω. Lemma 3.10. For any M > 1, there holds

lim sup k→∞ ∫ Ω | |Δu^M_k | |^2 dx ≤ 1 M .

18 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Proof. Testing (3.2) with ( u_k − u^M_k ) , by Lemma 3.7, Lemma 2.6 and Remark 3.9, for any

R > 0, we have ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω Δu_kΔ ( u_k − u^M_k ) dx

= ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω γ_k ( u_k − u^M_k ) dx − ∫ ∂(θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω) ( u_k − u^M_k ) ∂ ∂ν Δu_kdσ

+ ∫ ∂(θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω) ∂ ∂ν ( u_k − u^M_k ) Δu_kdσ

= ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω γ_k ( u_k − u^M_k ) dx − ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ ∂Ω ( u_k − u^M_k ) u_k exp(α_ku^2_k) λ_k dσ ≥ − ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ ∂Ω λ^{−1}_k u_k exp { α_ku^2_k } ( u_k − u^M_k ) dσ + o_k (1) ≥ − ∫ B_{Rrk(xk)} ⋂ ∂Ω λ^{−1}_k c_k exp { α_ku^2_k } ( c_k − c_k M ) dσ + o_k (1) = ∫ B^+_R (0) ⋂ ∂R^4_+ ( 1 − 1 M ) exp { u_k(x_k + r_kx) + c_k c_k α_kψ_k (x) } dσ + o_k (1) ≥ ( 1 − 1 M ) ∫ B^+_R (0) ⋂ ∂R^4_+ exp { 24π^2ψ (x) } dσ + o_k (1) ,

letting R → ∞, we get

(3.17) ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0))∩Ω

Δu_kΔ ( u_k − u^M_k ) dx ≥ 1 − 1 M + o_k (1) .

Observing that ∫ Ω | |Δu^M_k | |^2 dx = ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω | |Δv^M_k | |^2 dx + ∫ Ω\θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) |Δu_k|^2 dx = ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω | Δv^M_k |_2 dx + 1 − ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω |Δu_k|^2 dx

= ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω | |Δv^M_k | |^2 dx + 1 − ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω Δu_kΔ ( u_k − u^M_k ) dx − ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ Ω Δu_kΔu^M_k dx,

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 19

by (3.17) and (3.16), we have ∫ Ω | |Δu^M_k | |^2 dx ≤ 1 M + 1 2 ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0))∩Ω | |Δv^M_k | |^2 dx − 1 2 ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0))∩Ω

Δu_kΔv^M_k dx + o_k(1) ≤ 1 M + 1 2 ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0))∩Ω

Δv^M_k Δ ( v^M_k − u_k ) dx + o_k(1) = 1 M + o_k(1). □ Lemma 3.11. We have lim_{k→∞} ∫ ∂Ω exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = lim_{L→∞} lim_{k→∞} ∫ B_{Lrk (xk)}∩∂Ω exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = lim_{k→∞} −λ_k c^2_k + |∂Ω| and consequently, −λ_k c_k → ∞ and sup_k −c^2_k λ_k < ∞. Proof. By Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.1, we have ∫ ∂Ω exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = ∫ ∂Ω ⋂ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ + ∫ ∂Ω\θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) exp ( α_k ( u^M_k )_2) dσ

≤ −M^2λ_k(1 + o_k(1))

c^2_k ∫ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃Mk} (0)) ⋂ ∂Ω u^2_k −λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ + |∂Ω|

≤ −(1 + o_k(1))M^2 λ_k c^2_k + |∂Ω|, Let k → +∞ and M → 1, we derive that lim_{k→+∞} ∫ ∂Ω exp (α_ku^2_k) dσ ≤ − lim_{k→∞}^{λk}_{c2k} + |∂Ω|??

On the other hand, we also have ∫ ∂Ω exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = (∫ ∂Ω\B_{Rrk} (x_k) + ∫ B_{Rrk} (x_k ) ⋂ ∂Ω ) exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ ≥ |∂Ω| − |B_{Rrk} ⋂ ∂Ω| − λ_k c^2_k ∫ B_R(0) ⋂ ∂R^4_+

exp (ψ_k + o_k(1)) dσ.

Letting k → +∞ and R → +∞, we derive that lim_{k→+∞} ∫ ∂Ω exp (α_ku^2_k) dσ ≥ − lim_{k→∞}^{λk}_{c2k} +|∂Ω|.

Combining the above estimates, we accomplish the proof of Lemma 3.11. □

20 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Lemma 3.12. For any φ ∈ C^∞ (∂Ω), one has

(3.18) − lim_{k→∞} ∫ ∂Ω φ (x) c_ku_k λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = φ (p) . Proof. For any fixed M > 1, and k large enough, we divide ∂Ω into the following three parts:

Ω_1 = ( θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)) \ B_{Rrk} (x_k) ) ⋂ ∂Ω, Ω_2 = ∂Ω \ θ^{−1}_k (B_{ρ̃}M_k (0)), Ω_3 = B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ ∂Ω, and split the integral as follows: ∫ ∂Ω φ (x) c_ku_k −λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = (∫ Ω_1 + ∫ Ω_2 + ∫ Ω_2 ) φ (x) c_ku_k −λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

(3.19)

For I_1, we have |I_1| ≤ M sup_{∂Ω} |φ| ∫ Ω_1

u^2_k −λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ ≤ M sup_{∂Ω} |φ|(1 + o_k(1)) ( 1 − ∫ B_{Rrk} ⋂ ∂Ω u^2_k −λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ )

≤ M sup_{∂Ω} |φ| ( 1 − ∫ B^+_R ⋂ ∂R^4_+ exp ( 24π^2ψ ) dσ + o_k(1) )

→ 0 as k, R → ∞. (3.20)

Next, by Lemma 3.10, Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev imbedding theorem and Lemma 3.11, we have |I_2| ≤ sup_{∂Ω} |φ| c_k −λ_k ∫ ∂Ω |u_k| e^{αk}(^{uMk} )^2 dσ ≤ sup_{∂Ω} |φ| c_k −λ_k ‖u_k‖_Lp′_{(∂Ω)} ‖ ‖ ‖e^{αk} (^{uMk} )^2 ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(∂Ω)} ≤ c sup_{∂Ω} |φ|| c_k λ_k | → 0 as k → ∞, (3.21)

for some p > 1 and p^′ with^1_p +^1_{p′} = 1.

Finally, we have

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 21

I_3 = ∫ B_{Rrk} ⋂ ∂Ω φ (x) c_ku_k −λ_k exp ( α_ku^2_k ) dσ = ∫ B^+_R ∩∂R^4_+

φ (r_kx + x_k) exp {(ϕ_k + 1)α_kψ_k (x)} dx + o_k (1)

= φ (p) ∫ B^+_R ∩∂R^4_+ exp { 24π^2ψ (x) } dσ + o_k (1)

= φ (p) + o_{k,R}(1).

(3.22)

Combining (3.20), (3.21) and (3.22), we obtain (3.18) and the proof is finished. □ Lemma 3.13. c_ku_k ⇀ G weakly in W^{2,q}(Ω) for any 1 < q < 2, furthermore, for any Ω^′ ⋐ Ω \ p, we have c_ku_k → G in C^∞(Ω^′), where G satisfies

(3.23) { Δ^2G = δ_p −^1_{|Ω|} in Ω, ∫ Ω G = 0,^{∂G}_{∂ν} = 0,^{∂ΔG}_{∂ν} |_{∂Ω\{p}} = 0. Moreover, we have

(3.24) G = − 1 4π^2 ln |x − p| + A_p + φ (x) , where A_p is some constant depending on p, φ (x) ∈ C^3 (Ω) ⋂ C^1(Ω) and φ (p) = 0.

Proof. From (2.3), we have

(3.25) { Δ^2(c_ku_k) = c_kγ_k, ∀x ∈ Ω, ∂ ∂ν Δ(c_ku_k) =^{ckuk exp(αk u2k)}_{λk} , ∀x ∈ ∂Ω. Integrating both sides on Ω, one has ∫ Ω c_kγ_kdx = ∫ Ω Δ^2(c_ku_k)dx = ∫ ∂Ω ∂Δ(c_ku_k) ∂ν dσ = ∫ ∂Ω c_ku_k exp(α_ku^2_k) λ_k dσ, (3.26)

which together with Lemma 3.12 gives c_kγ_k → −^1_{|Ω|} as k → ∞. For any q ∈ (1, 2), we have ∫ Ω |Δc_ku_k|^qdx = sup{ ∫ Ω Δ(c_ku_k)Δφdx :‖ φ ‖_W 2,q′ = 1},

22 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

where^1_q +^1_{q′} = 1. By the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have sup_{x∈Ω} |φ(x)| < ∞. Using Lemma 3.12, we have ∫ Ω Δ(c_ku_k)Δφdx = ∫ Ω Δ^2(c_ku_k)φdx − ∫ ∂Ω ∂Δ(c_ku_k) ∂ν φdσ (3.27) = ∫ Ω c_kγ_kφ(x)dx − ∫ ∂Ω c_ku_kφ exp(α_ku^2_k) λ_k dσ = − 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω φ(x)dx + φ(p) + o_k(1) ≤ c sup_{x∈Ω} |φ(x)| < c, which implies that ∫ Ω |Δc_ku_k|^qdx < c. Combining this and the condition ∫ Ω c_ku_kdx = 0, ∫ Ω u_kdx = 0, we derive that c_ku_k is bounded in W^{2,q}(Ω) for any 1 ≤ q < 2. Thus, there exists some G ∈ W^{2,q}(Ω) such that c_ku_k ⇀ G in W^{2,q}(Ω) as k → ∞. Now, letting k → ∞ in (3.27), we have ∫ Ω ΔGΔφdx = − 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω φ(x)dx + φ(p). Combining the assumptions on u_k, (3.23) is proved.

For any Ω^′ ⋐ Ω \ p, we can choose some function ϕ ∈ C^∞(R^4 ) such that ϕ(x) = 1 for x ∈ Ω^′ and ϕ(x) = 0 for x belonging to a small neighborhood of p. By Lemma 3.1, we know that ϕu_k → 0 in L^2(Ω^′) as k → +∞. This together with the convergence Δu_k → 0 in L^2(Ω^′) as k → ∞ implies that e^{αk u2k} is uniformly bounded in L^s(Ω^′) for any s > 1. Standard elliptic regularity gives that c_ku_k → G in C^k(Ω^′) for any positive integer k.

Next, we prove (3.24). Fix r > 0, without loss of generality, we assume p = 0, and choose some cutoff function ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2r} (0)) such that ϕ = 1 in B_r (0). Let

g (x) = G (x) + 1 4π^2 ϕ (x) ln |x| . Then we have Δ^2g (x) = f in Ω,

where

f (x) = 1 4π^2 ( Δ^2ϕ · ln |x| + 2∇Δϕ · ∇ ln |x| + +2Δ (∇ϕ · ∇ ln |x|) + 2∇ϕ · ∇Δ ln |x| + ϕ · Δ^2 ln |x| ) + δ (x) − 1 |Ω| .

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 23

Since^1_{4π2} ϕ · Δ^2 ln |x| = δ (x) in R^4_+ , a careful computation yields

f (x) = 1 4π^2 ( Δ^2ϕ · ln |x| + 2∇Δϕ · ∇ ln |x| + +2Δ (∇ϕ · ∇ ln |x|) + 2∇ϕ · ∇Δ ln |x|) − 1 |Ω| . Observing G ∈ W^{2,s} (Ω) for any 1 < s < 2, we obtain f (x) ∈ L^p (Ω) for any p > 2. By the standard regularity theory, we get g (x) ∈ C^3_{loc}(Ω) ⋂ C^1(Ω). Let A_p = g (0) and

φ (x) = g (x) − g (0) + 1 4π^2 (1 − ϕ) ln |x| . Then we have

(3.28) G = − 1 4π^2 ln |x| + A_p + φ (x) ,

where A_p is some constant depending on p, φ (x) ∈ C^3 (Ω) ⋂ C^1(Ω) and φ (0) = 0, and the proof is finished. □ 3.2. Neck analysis. In this subsection, we will use the capacity technique to derive the upper bound of I_{12π}2 (u_k) when c_k → ∞. The capacity technique applied to the existence of extremals for Adams inequalities was first used by Lu and Yang in [42], and was improved by DelaTorre and Mancini in [20] by comparing the Dirichlet energy of maximizing sequence with the energy of a suitable poly-harmonic function.

Based on Lemma 3.11, we only need to give the sharp upper bound of lim_{k→∞}^{−λk}_{c2k} . Let us fix a large R > 0 and a small δ > 0 and consider the annular region A_k(R, δ) := {x ∈ Ω : r_kR ≤ |x − x_k| ≤ δ} Our strategy is to compare the Dirichlet energy of u_k on A_k(R, δ) with the energy of the following function W_k(x) := − 1 4π^2c_k

(log |x − x_k| + ρ_k(x)) ,

where ρ_k(x) ∈ C^∞(Ω̄) is chosen such that ∂W_k(x) ∂ν = ∂ΔW_k(x) ∂ν = 0, for x ∈ ∂Ω

and ‖ρ_k(x)‖_C3 = O(δ).

As a consequence of Lemma 3.6, on ∂B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ Ω, we have that

u_k(x) = c_k + ψ (_{x−xk} r_k ) c_k + o ( c^{−1}_k )

= c_k − 1 4π^2c_k log R − 1 6π^2c_k log π 2 + O (R^{−1}) c_k + o ( c^{−1}_k ) ,

24 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

provided k large enough. Similarly, a direct computation also gives

Δ^{j2} u_k = ( Δ^j2 ψ ) (_{x−xk} r_k ) r^j_kc_k + o ( r^{−j}_k c^{−1}_k )

= − K_{2,} j_2 4π^2r^j_kc_kR^j e_j (x − x_k) + O (R^{−j−1}) r^j_kc_k + o ( r^{−j}_k c^{−1}_k ) , for any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, where

K_{2,} j_2 =

1, if j = 1, 2, if j = 2, −4, if j = 3

and e_j(x) := { 1, j even, x |x| , j odd. Recalling the definition of W_k, we have on ∂B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ Ω that

(3.29) W_k = α_k 12π^2 c_k − 1 12π^2c_k log −λ_k c^2_k − 1 4π^2c_k log R + O(δ) c_k and (3.30) Δ^{j2} W_k = −

K_{2,} j_2 4π^2c_kr^j_kR^j e_j (x − x_k) + O(δ) c_k , for any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Hence, we conclude that on ∂B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ Ω, u_k(x) − W_k = 1 12π^2c_k log −λ_k c^2_k − 1 6π^2c_k log π 2 + O (R^{−1}) c_k + O(δ) c_k + o ( c^{−1}_k ) + (1 − α_k 12π^2 )c_k and Δ^{j2} (u_k − W_k) = O (R^{−j−1}) r^j_kc_k + o ( r^{−j}_k c^{−1}_k ) , for any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Similarly, in view of Lemma 3.13, we also derive that on ∂B_δ (x_k) ⋂ Ω, u_k(x) − W_k = A_p c_k + O(δ) c_k + o ( c^{−1}_k ) and Δ^{j2} (u_k(x) − W_k) =

O(1) c_k + o ( c^{−1}_k ) , for any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3,

where we have also used that^{|x−xk|}_{|x−p|} → 1 uniformly on ∂B_δ (x_k).

Now, we compare ‖Δu_k‖_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))} and ‖ΔW_k‖_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))}. Obviously,

(3.31) ‖Δu_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))} − ‖ΔW_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))} ≥ 2 ∫ A_k(R,δ) Δ (u_k − W_k) · ΔW_kdx. Step 1. Estimates for the RHS of (3.31).

Integrating by parts, the integral in the right-hand side equals to

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 25

2 ∫ A_k(R,δ) Δ (u_k − W_k) · ΔW_kdx = −2 ∫ ∂A_k(R,δ)\∂Ω ν · ( (u_k − W_k) Δ^{32} W_k ) dσ + 2 ∫ ∂A_k(R,δ)\∂Ω ν · ( Δ^{12} (u_k − W_k) ΔW_k ) dσ, where we have used the fact^{∂Wk}_{∂ν} =^{∂ΔWk}_{∂ν} = 0 on ∂A_k(R, δ) ⋂ ∂Ω. On ∂B_{Rrk} (x_k) ⋂ Ω, we have

(u_k −W_k) Δ^{32} W_k · ν = 1 4π^2 ( 1 12π^2c^2_k log ( −λ_k c^2_k ) − 1 6π^2c^2_k log π 2 + O (R^{−1}) c^2_k

+ (1 − α_k 12π^2 ) + O(δ) c^2_k + o ( c^{−2}_k )) K_{2,} 3_2 (r_kR)^3 = − 1 π^2 (r_kR)^3 ( 1 12π^2c^2_k log ( −λ_k c^2_k ) − 1 6π^2c^2_k log π 2 + O (R^{−1}) c^2_k

+ (1 − α_k 12π^2 ) + O(δ) c^2_k + o ( c^{−2}_k )) and Δ^{12} (u_k − W_k) ΔW_k · ν = ( O (R^{−1})

c^2_k + o ( c^{−2}_k ) ) O (r_kR)^{−3} .

Similarly, on ∂B_δ (x_k) ⋂ Ω, we have

(u_k − W_k) Δ^{32} W_k · ν = 1 π^2δ^3 ( A_p c^2_k + O(δ) c^2_k + o ( c^{−2}_k ) )

and Δ^{12} (u_k − W_k) ΔW_k · ν = ( O(1) c^2_k + o ( c^{−2}_k ) ) O ( δ^{−2} ) . Then we can obtain ∫ A_k(R,δ) Δ (u_k − W_k) · ΔW_kdx = 1 12π^2c^2_k log ( −λ_k c^2_k ) − 1 6π^2c^2_k log π 2 − A_p c^2_k + O (R^{−1}) c^2_k + O(δ) c^2_k

+ (1 − α_k 12π^2

) + o ( c^{−2}_k ) . Combining the above estimates, we derive that ‖Δu_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))} − ‖ΔW_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))}

≥ 1 6π^2c^2_k log ( −λ_k c^2_k ) − 1 3π^2c^2_k log π 2 − 2A_p c^2_k + O (R^{−1}) c^2_k + O(δ) c^2_k

+ (2 − α_k 6π^2

) + o ( c^{−2}_k ) . (3.32)

Step 2. Estimates for ‖Δu_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))}. We rewrite ‖Δu_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))} as follows:

(3.33) ‖Δu_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))} = 1 − ∫ Ω\B_δ (x_k) |Δu_k|^2 dx − ∫ Ω∩B_{Rrk} (x_k) |Δu_k|^2 dx.

26 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Since Δ^{12} (log |x|) = x |x|^2 , Δ(log |x|) = 2 |x|^2 , Δ^{1+ 12} (log |x|) = −4 x |x|^4 , we have

ν · G(δ)Δ^{3/2}G(δ) = − ( − 1 4π^2 ln |δ| + A_p + o_δ(1) ) ( 1 π^2 · 1 δ^3

+ O(1) )

= − 1 π^2 1 δ^3 ( − 1 4π^2 ln δ + A_p + o_δ(1) ) (3.34) and ν · Δ^{1/2}G(δ)ΔG(δ) = − ( − 1 4π^2 1 δ + O(1) ) ( − 1 4π^2 2 δ^2

+ O(1) )

= − 1 8π^4 1 δ^3

(1 + o_δ(1)).

(3.35)

Since ∫

Ω\B_δ (x_k) |ΔG|^2 dx = ∫ Ω∩∂B_δ (x_k) ν ( −GΔ^{3/2}G + Δ^{1/2}GΔG ) dσ, we have by Lemma 3.13,

(3.36) ∫ Ω\B_δ (x_k)

|Δu_k|^2 dx = 1 c^2_k ( − 1 4π^2 log δ − 1 8π^2

+ A_p + o_δ(1) + o_k(1) ) . By Lemma 3.6, we derive that ∫ Ω∩B_{Rrk (xk)} |Δu_k|^2 dx = 1 c^2_k ∫ B^+_R |Δψ|^2 dx + o ( 1 c^2_k )

= 1 c^2_k (∫ ∂B^+_R ν ( Δ^{12} ψΔψ − ψΔ^{32} ψ ) dσ ) + o ( 1 c^2_k )

:= 1 c^2_k (I − II) + o ( 1 c^2_k ) . (3.37)

Observe that on ∂B^+_R ∩ R^4_+ , we also have ψ (x) = − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) − 1 4π^2 log R + O ( 1 R ) ,

νΔ^{12} ψ (x) = − 1 4π^2 1 R + O ( 1 R^2 )

and

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 27

νΔ^{32} ψ = − 1 4π^2 −4 (( t + (_2 π ) 2_3 )2

+ |x^′|^2

)_2 ( x^′, t + (_2 π ) 2_3 ) · (x^′, t) R + O ( 1 R^4 )

= 1 π^2 1 (( t + (_2 π ) 2_3 )2

+ |x^′|^2

)_2 ( x^′, t + (_2 π ) 2_3 ) · (x^′, t) R + O ( 1 R^4 )

= 1 π^2 ( 1 R^4 + O ( 1 R^5 )) (R + O (1)) + O ( 1 R^4 )

= 1 π^2 1 R^3 + O ( 1 R^4 ) .

Hence we can write

II = ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩R^4_+

νψΔ^{32} ψdσ + ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩∂R^4_+

νψΔ^{32} ψdσ := II_1 + II_2,

where

II_1 = ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩R^4_+ νψΔ^{32} ψdσ = π^2R^3 ( − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) − 1 4π^2 log R + O ( 1 R )) · ( 1 π^2 1 R^3 + O ( 1 R^4 ))

= − 1 4π^2 log R − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) + O ( log R R ) .

Since^∂_{∂t} Δψ = exp (24π^2ψ) for x = (x^′, 0) ∈ ∂R^4_+ , let ψ_0(x^′) = ψ(x^′, 0), we have

28 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

II_2 = ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩∂R^4_+ νψΔ^{32} ψdσ = ∫ B^3_R

− exp ( 24π^2ψ_0 (x^′) ) ψ_0 (x^′) dx^′

= − ∫ R^3 ((_2 π ) 2_3 )3 (_π 2 )_2 ( |x^′|^2 + ((_2 π ) 2_3 )2

)_3 ψ0 (x^′) dx^′ + O ( 1 R )

= −ψ ( 0, ( 2 π ) 2_3 ) + O ( 1 R )

= 1 4π^2 log 2 − 1 16π^2 + O ( 1 R ) ,

where B^3_R denotes the 3 dimensional balls with radius R.

So, we have II = − 1 4π^2 log R − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) + 1 4π^2 log 2 − 1 16π^2 + O ( log R R )

= − 1 4π^2 log R 2 − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) − 1 16π^2 + O ( log R R ) . (3.38)

Now, we estimate I, and rewrite it as

I = ∫ ∂B^+_R νΔ^{12} ψΔψdσ = ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩R^4_+

νΔ^{12} ψΔψdσ + ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩∂R^4_+ νΔ^{12} ψΔψdσ := I_1 + I_2.

Since on ∂B^+_R ∩ R^4_+ , we have

νΔ^{12} ψ (x) = − 1 4π^2 1 R + O ( 1 R^2 )

and Δψ = −^1_{2π2}^1_{R2} , so we get

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 29

I_1 = ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩R^4_+ νΔ^{12} ψΔψdσ = π^2R^3 ( − 1 4π^2 1 R + O ( 1 R^2 )) ( − 1 4π^2 ( 2 R^2 ))

= 1 8π^2 + O ( 1 R ) . Using the fact that^{∂ψ}_{∂t} = 0 on ∂R^4_+ , we obtain

I_2 = ∫ ∂B^+_R ∩∂R^4_+

νΔ^{12} ψΔψdσ = 0.

Hence, we have

(3.39) I = 1 8π^2 + O ( 1 R ) . By (3.37),(3.38) and (3.39), we get ∫ Ω∩B_{Rrk(xk)} |Δu_k|^2 dx = 1 c^2_k ( 1 8π^2 + O ( 1 R ) − ( − 1 4π^2 log R 2 − 1 6π^2 log π 2 − 1 16π^2 + O ( log R R ))) + o ( 1 c^2_k )

= 1 c^2_k ( 3 16π^2 + 1 4π^2 log R 2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 ) + 1 c^2_k O ( log R R ) . (3.40)

Combining (3.36) and (3.33), we derive that ‖Δu_k‖^2_{Ak(R,δ)} = 1 − 1 c^2_k ( − 1 4π^2 log δ − 1 8π^2

+ A_p + o_{δ,k} (1) )

− 1 c^2_k ( 3 16π^2 + 1 4π^2 log R 2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 ) + 1 c^2_k O ( log R R )

= 1 − 1 c^2_k ( 1 16π^2 + 1 4π^2 log R 2δ + 1 6π^2 log π 2 + A_p + O ( log R R ) + o_{δ,k}(1) ) . (3.41)

Step 3. Estimates for ‖ΔW_k‖^2_L2_{(Ak(R,δ))}.

30 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Since ∫ A_k(R,δ) |ΔW_k|^2 dx = − ∫ ∂A_k(R,δ) ν ( W_kΔ^{32} W_k − Δ^{12} W_kΔW_k ) dσ = − ∫ Ω∩∂B_δ (x_k ) ν ( W_kΔ^{32} W_k − Δ^{12} W_kΔW_k ) dσ + ∫ Ω∩∂B_{Rrk (xk))} ν ( W_kΔ^{32} W_k − Δ^{12} W_kΔW_k ) dσ := −III_1 + III_2. (3.42)

From (3.29) and (3.30), we have

III_2 = (( α_k 12π^2 c_k − 1 12π^2c_k log −λ_k c^2_k − 1 4π^2c_k log R ) ( − K_{2,} 3_2 4π^2c_kR^3r^3_k ) − K_{2,} 1_2 4π^2c_kRr_k K_{2,1} 4π^2c_kR^2r^2_k + O(δ) )

· π^2R^3r^3_k = 1 − 1 c^2_k ( 1 12π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k + 1 4π^2 log R + 1 8π^2 + O(δ) ) .

Similarly, we can also obtain

III_1 = ∫ Ω∩∂B_δ ν ( W_kΔ^{32} W_k − Δ^{12} W_kΔW_k ) dσ = ν c^2_k (( −1 4π^2 log δ + O(δ) ) (−K_{2, 3} 2 4π^2δ^3 e_3(x − x_k) + O(δ) ) − −K_{2,} 1_2 e_1(x − x_k) 4π^2δ

−K_{2,} 2 4π^2δ^2 ) π^2δ^3 + O(δ) c^2_k = 1 c^2_k ( −1 4π^2 log δ − 1 8π^2 + O(δ) ) .

Combining (3.42) and (3.43), we derive that ∫ A_k(R,δ) |ΔW_k|^2 dx = 1 − 1 c^2_k ( −1 4π^2 log δ − 1 8π^2 + 1 12π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k + 1 4π^2 log R + 1 8π^2 + O(δ) )

= 1 − 1 c^2_k ( −1 4π^2 log δ R + 1 12π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k + O(δ) ) . (3.43)

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 31

Now, we are in position to give the sharp upper bound for lim_{k→∞}^{−λk}_{c2k} . Indeed, from (3.41), (3.43) and (3.32), we can get ‖Δu_k‖^2_{Ak(R,δ)} − ∫ A_k(R,δ) |ΔW_k|^2 dx = 1 − 1 c^2_k ( 1 16π^2 + 1 4π^2 log R 2δ + 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) + A_p )

− 1 + 1 c^2_k ( −1 4π^2 log δ R + 1 12π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k + O(δ) )

= 1 c^2_k ( −1 4π^2 log δ R + 1 12π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k − 1 16π^2 − 1 4π^2 log R 2δ − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) − A_p + O(δ) )

= 1 c^2_k ( −1 4π^2 log δ R + 1 12π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k − 1 16π^2 − 1 4π^2 log R 2δ − 1 6π^2 log (π 2 ) − A_p + O(δ) )

≥ 1 c^2_k ( 1 6π^2 log −λ_k c^2_k − 2A_p − 1 3π^2 log π 2 + o_{δ,k}(1) + o(R^{−1}) ) + 2 − α_k 6π^2 , which implies lim_{k→∞} −λ_k c^2_k

≤ 2π^2 exp ( − 3 4 + 12π^2A_p ) . Therefore, we can conclude the following Proposition 3.14. If c_k → ∞, then sup u∈W^{2,2}(Ω),‖Δu‖_2⩽1 ∫ ∂Ω e^{12π2u2} dx ⩽ |∂Ω| + 2π^2e^{12π2 Ap− 34} .

4. Existence of extremal functions In this section, we assume A_p = max_{p∈∂Ω} A_p for some p ∈ ∂Ω. Now we construct a blowing up sequence ϕ_ε with ∫ Ω |Δϕ_ε|^2 = 1, and ∫ ∂Ω e^{12π2}(^{ϕε−ϕε})^2 dσ > |∂Ω| + 2π^2e^{12π2Ap− 34} , where ϕ_ε = 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω ϕ_εdx. Take a Fermi coordinate system (U, θ) around p such that θ(p) = (0, 0), θ maps ∂Ω ∩ U inside ∂R^4_+ , and for any ε > 0 and x ∈ ∂Ω, there exists δ > 0 such that (1 − ε)θ ≤ g = g_{ij}dx_i ⊗ dx_j + dt ⊗ dt ≤ (1 + ε)θ in M_δ, where M_δ = {x ∈ Ω_δ : dist(π(x), p) ≤ δ}. Set ϕ̃_ε(x^′, t) = C + −(1/8π^2) log ( (^π_2 )^{4/3}|x^′|^2/ε^2 + ((^π_2 )^{2/3}t/ε + 1)^2 ) + B + g_ε(x^′, t) C for some constants B, C, where g_ε(x^′, t) =^1_{2 83 π 43}^{t/ε}(_{1+} (^π_2 )^{23 t}_ε

)_2

+(^π_2 )^{43 |x′|2}_{ε2} .

32 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

Let B^+_r = B_r(p) ∩ Ω and R be a function of ε such that R → +∞ and Rε → 0 as ε → 0. Set

ϕ_ε = ϕ̃_ε ∘ θ(x) if x ∈ B^+_{Rε}, (G − ηβ)/C if x ∈ B^+_{2Rε}\B^+_{Rε}, G/C if x ∈ Ω\B^+_{2Rε}, where A, C are constants to be defined later, β = G−Cϕ̃_ε ∘θ(x), η is some radial function in C^∞_0 (B_{2Rε}(p)) with η ≡ 1 on B_{Rε}(p), and |∇η| = O(^1_{Rε} ), |Δη| = O(^1_{(Rε)2} ). One can easily verify that^{∂ϕε(x)}_{∂ν} = 0 for any x ∈ ∂Ω.

Now, we estimate ∫ Ω |Δϕ_ε|^2dx, rewrite it as ∫ Ω |Δϕ_ε|^2dx = (∫ B^+_{Rε} + ∫ Ω\B^+_{Rε} ) |Δϕ_ε|^2dx := I_1 + I_2.

(4.1)

Since

I_2 = ∫ Ω\B^+_{Rε} |Δϕ_ε|^2 = ∫ Ω\B^+_{Rε} |ΔG|^2 C^2 + ∫ B^+_{2Rε}\B^+_{Rε} | | |Δ ( η ( G − Cϕ̃_ε ∘ θ(x) ))| |^2 C^2 − 2 C^2 ∫ B^+_{2Rε} \B^+_{Rε} | | |∇G∇ ( G − Cϕ̃_ε ∘ θ(x) )| |^2

:= II_1 + II_2 + II_3.

(4.2)

Let C satisfy

(4.3) C +

−^1_{8π2} log ((_π 2 )_{4/3} R^2 ) + B C = −^1_{4π2} log Rε + A_p C , by direct computing, one can easily verify that

(4.4) |II_2| , |II_3| = 1 C^2 ( O (Rε) + O ( R^{−1} )) . Similar as (3.36) and (3.40), we can obtain

II_1 = ∫ Ω\B^+_{Rε} |ΔG|^2 C^2 = ∫ ∂(Ω\B^+_{Rε}) ν ( −GΔ^{3/2}G + Δ^{1/2}GΔG ) dσ = 1 C^2 ( − 1 4π^2 log Rε − 1 8π^2

+ A_p + O (Rε) ) (4.5) and I_1 = ∫ B^+_{Rε} |Δϕ_ε|^2 = 1 C^2 ( 3 16π^2 + 1 4π^2 log R 2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 + O ( log R R ) . ) (4.6)

Combining (4.1),(4.2),(4.4),(4.5) and (4.6), we have

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 33 ∫ Ω |Δϕ_ε|^2 = 1 C^2 ( 3 16π^2 + 1 4π^2 log R 2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 + O ( log R R ))

+ 1 C^2 ( − 1 4π^2 log Rε − 1 8π^2

+ A_p + O (Rε) + O ( 1 R ))

= 1 C^2 ( 1 16π^2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 + 1 4π^2 log 1 2ε + A_p +O (Rε) + O ( log R R )) . To ensure that ∫ Ω |Δϕ_ε|^2 = 1, we set

(4.7) C^2 = 1 16π^2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 + 1 4π^2 log 1 2ε + A_p + O (Rε) + O ( log R R ) . On the other hand, from (4.3), we have

C^2 = − 1 4π^2 log ε + A_p − B + 1 6π^2 log π 2 . Therefore,

(4.8) B = 1 4π^2 log 2 − 1 16π^2 + O (Rε) + O ( log R R ) . A straightforward computation gives

ϕ̄_ε = 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω ϕ_ε = 1 C ( O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log Rε ))

= 1 C ( O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε )) . Then ∫ ∂Ω exp ( 12π^2 ( ϕ_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2) dσ ≥ ∫ ∂B^+_{Rε}∩∂R^+_4 exp ( 12π^2 ( ϕ̃_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2 (x^′, t) ) dx^′dt

≥ ∫ ∂B^+_{Rε}∩∂R^+_4 exp ( 12π^2C^2 − 3 log ( (π 2 )_{4/3} |x′|2 ε^2 + 1 ) + 24π^2B − 24π^2Cϕ̄_ε ) dx^′ = exp ( 12π^2C^2 + 24π^2B + O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε )) ∫ B^3_{Rε} 1 ((_π 2 )_{4/3 |x′|}2 ε^2 + 1 )_3 dx^′.

34 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU Let (_π 2 )_{2/3 x′} ε = x̃. Then ∫ B^3_{Rε} 1 ((_π 2 )_{4/3 |x′|}2 ε^2 + 1

)_3 dx^′ = ( 2 π )_2

ε^3 ∫ B^3

(^π_2 )^{2/3}R 1 (x̃^2 + 1)^3 dx̃

= ( 2 π )_2

ε^3

∫ ( π_2 )^{2/3}_R 0 4πr^2 (r^2 + 1)^3 dr

= ( 2 π )_2

ε^34π

∫ ( π_2 )^{2/3}_R 0 r^2 (r^2 + 1)^3 dr = ε^3 ( 1 + O ( 1 R )) ,

where we have used the fact ∫_∞ 0 r^2 (r^2+1)^3 dr = 1 16 π.

Hence, it follows from (4.7) and (4.8) that ∫ ∂B^+_{Rε}∩∂R^+_4 exp ( 12π^2 ( ϕ_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2 (x^′, t) ) dx^′dt ≥ ε^3 ( 1 + O ( 1 R )) exp ( 12π^2C^2 + 24π^2B + O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ))

= ε^3 exp ( 12π^2 ( 1 16π^2 + 1 6π^2 log π 2 + 1 4π^2 log 1 2ε + A_p )

+24π^2 ( 1 4π^2 log 2 − 1 16π^2 )) + O(Rε) + O ( log R R + O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ) )

= exp ( − 3 4 + 2 log π + log 2 + 12π^2A_p ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ) + O(Rε) + O ( log R R )

= 2π^2 exp ( − 3 4 + 12π^2A_p ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ) + O(Rε) + O ( log R R ) .

Moreover, we have ∫ Ω\∂B^+_{Rε} exp ( 12π^2 ( ϕ_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2) dσ ≥ ∫ ∂Ω\∂B^+_{Rε} ( 1 + 12π^2 ( ϕ_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2) dσ ≥ | ∂Ω\∂B^+_{Rε} | + 12π^2 C^2 ∫ ∂Ω\∂B^+_{2Rε} ( G − Cϕ̄_ε )_2 dσ.

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 35

Therefore, ∫ ∂Ω exp ( 12π^2 ( ϕ_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2) dσ ≥ |∂Ω| − O ( (Rε)^3 ) + 12π^2 C^2 ∫ ∂Ω\∂B^+_{2Rε} ( G − C ( O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε )))_2 dσ + 2π^2 exp ( − 3 4 + 12π^2A_p ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log R ) + O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ) + O ( log R R ) + O(Rε) = |∂Ω| + 2π^2 exp ( − 3 4 + 12π^2A_p ) + 12π^2 C^2 ∫ ∂Ω G^2 + O ( (Rε)^4 log R )

+ O ( (Rε)^4 log ε ) + O(Rε) + O ( log R R ) . Let R = log^2 ε. Then we have R −→ ∞ and Rε −→ 0, and

(Rε)^4 log R + (Rε)^4 log 1 ε + O ( log R R ) + O(Rε) = o ( 1 C^2 ) . Hence ∫ ∂Ω exp ( 12π^2 ( ϕ_ε − ϕ̄_ε )_2)

dσ > |∂Ω| + 2π^2 exp ( − 3 4 + 12π^2A_p ) , as ε is small enough.

References

[1] A. G. Ache, S.-Y. A. Chang, Sobolev trace inequalities of order four. Duke Math. J., 166 (2017), 2719-2748.

[2] S. Adachi, K. Tanaka, Trudinger type inequalities in R^N and their best exponents. Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc., 128 (2000), 2051-2057.

[3] Adimurthi, O. Druet, Blow-up analysis in dimension 2 and a sharp form of Trudinger-Moser inequality. Comm. Partial Differ. Equ., 29 (2004), 295-322.

[4] D. R. Adams, Traces of potentials. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 22 (1973), 907-918. [5] D.R. Adams, A sharp inequality of J. Moser for higher order derivatives. Ann. of Math., (2)128 (1988), 385-398.

[6] W. Beckner, Sharp Sobolev inequalities on the sphere and the Moser-Trudinger inequality. Ann. of Math., 138 (2) (1993), 213-242.

[7] C. Bennet, R. Sharpley, Interpolation of Operators. Pure and Applied Mathematics, Vol. 129. Boston, MA: Academic Press, 1988.

[8] T. Boggio, Sulle funzioni di Green d’ordine m, Rendiconti del Circolo Matematico di Palermo, vol.

20 (1905), 97-135.

[9] L. Carleson, S.-Y. A. Chang, On the existence of an extremal function for an inequality of J. Moser.

Bull. Sci. Math., 110 (1986), 113-127.

[10] S.-Y.A. Chang, D. E. Marshall, On a sharp inequality concerning the Dirichlet integral. Amer. J.

Math., 107 (1985), 1015-1033.

[11] S.-Y.A. Chang, P.C. Yang, Conformal deformation of metrics on S^2. J. Differential Geom., 27 (1988), 259-296.

36 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

[12] L. Chen, G. Lu, Q. Yang and M. Zhu, Sharp critical and subcritical trace Trudinger-Moser and Adams inequalities on the upper half-spaces. J. Geom. Anal. 32 (2022), no. 7, Paper No. 198, 37 pp.

[13] L. Chen, G. Lu and M. Zhu, Existence and nonexistence of extremals for critical Adams inequalities in R^4 and Trudinger-Moser inequalities in R^2 . Adv. Math., 368 (2020), 107143.

[14] L. Chen, G. Lu and M. Zhu, Least energy solutions to quasilinear subelliptic equations with constant and degenerate potentials on the Heisenberg group. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 126 (2023), no. 2, 518-555.

[15] W. Chen, A Trudinger inequality on surfaces with conical singularities, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 108 (3) (1990), 821-832.

[16] A. Cianchi, Moser-Trudinger inequalities without boundary conditions and isoperimetric problems.

Indiana Univ. Math. J., 54 (2005), 669-705.

[17] A. Cianchi, Moser-Trudinger trace inequality. Adv. Math., 217 (2008), 2005-2044. [18] W.S. Cohn, G. Lu, Best constants for Moser–Trudinger inequalities on the Heisenberg group. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 50 (2001), 1567-1591.

[19] W.S. Cohn, G. Lu, S harp constants for Moser-Trudinger inequalities on spheres in complex space C^n. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 57(11) (2004), 1458-1493.

[20] A. DelaTorre, Gabriele Mancini, Improved Adams-type inequalities and their extremals in dimension 2m. Commun. Contemp. Math., (2021), 2050043.

[21] J. M. Do O, N-Laplacian equations in RN with critical growth. Abstr. Appl. Anal. 2 (1997), no. 3-4, 301-315.

[22] J. Escobar, Sharp constant in a Sobolev trace inequality. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 37 (1988), 687-698. [23] L. Fontana, Sharp borderline Sobolev inequalities on compact Riemannian manifolds. Comment.

Math. Helv., 68 (3) (1993), 415-454.

[24] M. Flucher, Extremal functions for the Trudinger-Moser inequality in 2 dimensions. Comment. Math.

Helv., 67 (1992), 471-497.

[25] F. Hang, Aubin type almost sharp Moser-Trudinger inequality revisited, J. Geom. Anal., 32 (9) (2022), No. 230, 40 pp.

[26] A. Hyder, Structure of conformal metrics on R^n with constant Q-curvature. Differential Integral Equations, 32 (2019), no. 7-8, 423-454.

[27] N. Lam, G. Lu, Sharp Moser-Trudinger inequality on the Heisenberg group at the critical case and applications. Adv. Math., 231 (2012), 3259-3287.

[28] N. Lam, G. Lu, A new approach to sharp Moser-Trudinger and Adams type inequalities: a rearrangement-free argument. J. Differential Equations., 255(3) (2013), 298-325.

[29] N. Lam, G. Lu, H. Tang, Sharp subcritical Moser-Trudinger inequalities on Heisenberg groups and subelliptic PDEs. Nonlinear Anal. 95 (2014), 77-92.

[30] M. Leckband, Mosers inequality on the ball Bn for functions with mean value zero. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 58 (2005), 789-798.

[31] J. Li, G. Lu, Q. Yang, Fourier analysis and optimal Hardy-Adams inequalities on hyperbolic spaces of any even dimension. Adv. Math. 333 (2018), 350-385.

[32] J. Li, G. Lu and M. Zhu, Concentration-compactness principle for Trudinger-Mosers inequalities on Riemannian manifolds and Heisenberg groups: a completely symmetrization-free argument. Adv. Nonlinear Stud., 21(4) (2021), 917-937.

[33] J. Li, G. Lu and M. Zhu, Concentration-compactness principle for Trudinger-Moser inequalities on Heisenberg groups and existence of ground state solutions. Calc. Var., 57 (2018) 1-26.

[34] Y. Li, Moser-Trudinger inequality on compact Riemannian manifolds of dimension two. J. Partial Differential Equations, 14 (2001), 163-192.

[35] Y. Li, Extremal functions for the Moser-Trudinger inequalities on compact Riemannian manifolds.

Sci. China Ser. A., 48(5) (2005), 618-648.

A SHARP TRACE ADAMS’ INEQUALITY 37

[36] Y. Li, P. Liu, Moser-Trudinger inequality on the boundary of compact Riemannian surface. Math.

Z., 250 (2005), 363-386.

[37] Y. Li, B. Ruf, A sharp Trudinger-Moser type inequality for unbounded domains in R^n . Indiana Univ.

Math. J., 57 (2008), 451-480.

[38] X. Liang, G. Lu, X. Wang, Q. Yang, Sharp Hardy-Trudinger-Moser inequalities in any N-dimensional hyperbolic spaces. Nonlinear Anal. 199 (2020), 112031, 19 pp.

[39] K. C. Lin, Extremal functions for Moser’s inequality. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 348 (1996), 2663- 2671.

[40] G. Lu, H. Tang, Best constants for Moser-Trudinger inequalities on high dimensional hyperbolic spaces. Adv. Nonlinear Stud. 13 (2013), no. 4, 1035-1052.

[41] G. Lu, Q. Yang, Sharp Hardy-Adams inequalities for bi-Laplacian on hyperbolic space of dimension four. Adv. Math. 319 (2017), 567-598.

[42] G. Lu, Y. Yang, Adams’ inequalities for bi-Laplacian and extremal functions in dimension four. Adv.

Math., 220 (2009) 1135-1170.

[43] G. Lu, Y. Yang, A sharpened Moser-Pohozaev-Trudinger inequality with mean value zero in R^2.

Nonlinear Anal., 70 (2009), 2992-3001.

[44] Gianni Mancini, K. Sandeep, C. Tintarev, Trudinger-Moser inequality in the hyperbolic space H^N .

Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 2 (2013), no. 3, 309-324.

[45] F. Manasse, C. Misner, Fermi Normal Coordinates and Some Basic Concepts in Differential Geometry, Journal of Mathematical Physics. 4 (6) (1963), 735-745.

[46] V.G, Maz’ya. Sobolev spaces. Springer-Verlag, Berlin (1985) [47] J. Moser, Sharp form of an inequality by N. Trudinger. Indiana Univ. Maths J., 20 (1971), 1077-1092. [48] R. O’Neil, Convolution operators and L(p, q) spaces, Duke Math. J., 30 (1963),129-142. [49] B. Ruf, F. Sani, Sharp Adams-type inequalities in R^n . Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 365(2) (2013), 645-670.

[50] A. Schikorra, Interior and Boundary-Regularity of Fractional Harmonic Maps via Helein’s Direct Method, arXiv:1103.5203.

[51] C. Tarsi, Adams’ inequality and limiting Sobolev embeddings into Zygmund spaces. Potential Anal.

37 (2012), no. 4, 353-385.

[52] G. M. Troianiello, Elliptic differential equations and obstacle problems. Plenum Press, New York, 1987.

[53] N. S. Trudinger, On embeddings in to Orlicz spaces and some applications. J. Math. Mech., 17 (1967), 473-484.

[54] Q. Yang, Sharp Sobolev trace inequalities for higher order derivatives, arXiv:1901.03945. [55] Y. Yang, Moser-Trudinger trace inequalities on a compact Riemannian surface with boundary. Pacific J. Math., 227(1) (2006), 177-200.

[56] Y. Yang, A sharp form of trace Moser-Trudinger inequality on compact Riemannian surface with boundary. Math. Z., 255 (2007), 373-392.

[57] J. Zhu, Improved Moser-Trudinger inequality involving L^p norm in n dimensions. Adv. Nonlinear Stud., 14 (2014), no. 2, 273-293.

Key laboratory of Algebraic Lie Theory and Analysis of Ministry of Education, School of Mathematics and Statistics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, P. R. China

Email address: chenlu5818804@163.com

Department of Mathematics, University of Connecticut, Storrs, CT 06269, USA Email address: guozhen.lu@uconn.edu

38 LU CHEN, GUOZHEN LU AND MAOCHUN ZHU

School of mathematical sciences, Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang, 212013, P. R. China, Email address: zhumaochun2006@126.com