Advanced Nonlinear Studies 13 (2013), 1035-1052

Best Constants for Moser-Trudinger Inequalities
on High Dimensional Hyperbolic Spaces *

a,b

Guozhen Lu®”, Hanli Tang*“

“School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, China 100875
bDepartment of Mathematics, Wayne State University, Detroit, Michigan 48202, USA

e-mail: gzlu@math.wayne.edu, rainthl@ 163.com

Received 25 July 2013
Communicated by Shair Ahmad

Abstract

Though there have been extensive works on best constants for Moser-Trudinger inequalities
in Euclidean spaces, Heisenberg groups or compact Riemannian manifolds, much less is
known for sharp constants for the Moser-Trudinger inequalities on hyperbolic spaces. Ear-
lier works only include the sharp constant for the Moser-Trudinger inequality on the two-
dimensional hyperbolic disc. In this paper, we establish best constants for several types of
Moser-Trudinger inequalities on high dimensional hyperbolic spaces H" (n > 2). These in-
clude sharp constants for the Moser-Trudinger inequalities on both bounded and unbounded
domains of the hyperbolic space H" (see Theorems 1.1 and 1.2), sharp constants for the sin-
gular Moser-Trudinger inequality on unbounded domains when we impose restrictions only
on the gradient norms (Theorem 1.3) or on the full hyperbolic Sobolev norms (Theorem
1.4). Our results are surprisingly general and extend most results in Euclidean spaces to
hyperbolic spaces of any dimension. In particular, we have used a rearrangement-free ar-
gument in the hyperbolic spaces to establish Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 where symmetrization
argument does not work to prove such sharp singular Moser-Trudinger inequalities on the
entire hyperbolic space.
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1 Introduction

The Moser-Trudinger inequalities can be considered as the limiting case of Sobolev in-
equalities. They were established independently by Yudovi¢ [28], Pohozaev [24] and
Trudinger [26]. In 1971, Moser [22], sharpening Trudinger’s inequality, proved that

Theorem A. Let Q be a domain with finite measure in Euclidean n—space R", n > 2. Then
1

there exists a sharp constant «, = nwl’fl (where w,_; is the area of the surface of the unit
n—>ball) such that

1 f o
— | explalf]*=T)dx < ¢y <
1 Jo P( f ) 0

Jorany a < ay, any f € C§ (Q) with fQ IVfI"dx < 1. This constant a, is sharp in the sense
that if @ > a,, then the above inequality can no longer hold with some c, independent of

f.

This result has been generalized in many directions. For instance, the singular Moser-
Trudinger inequality which is an interpolation of Hardy inequality and Moser-Trudinger
inequality was studied by Adimurthi and Sandeep in [3]: there exists a constant Cy =
Co(n) > 0 such that

1 exp a/lz,tlﬁ
: f ( )dstg (1.1)
Q' Ja Ixf

forany g € [0,n), 0 < a < (1 - §>an, any u € W(;’" (Q) with 1;2 |[Vul" dx < 1. Moreover,

this constant (1 - é) @y, is sharp in the sense that if & > (1 - f—’:) ay, then the above inequality
can no longer hold with some Cy independent of u.

When Q has infinite volume, some versions of Moser-Trudinger type inequalities for
unbounded domains were first proposed by D.M. Cao [8] when n = 2 and J.M. do O [12]
for the general case n > 2. However, those inequalities are not sharp. These results were
sharpened later by Adachi and Tanaka [1] in order to determine the best constant.

B. Ruf [23] (for the case n = 2), Y. Li and B. Ruf [20] (for the general case n > 2)
established a critical Moser-Trudinger type inequality for unbounded domains in Euclidean
spaces. It was extended further in [4] to the singular Moser-Trudinger type inequality on
unbounded domains in Euclidean spaces.

Recently, there has been further progress in establishing sharp constants for both critical
and subcritical Moser-Trudinger inequalities on unbounded domains in non-Euclidean set-
ting such as on the Heisenberg groups by Lam et al. in [14], [18] which improve the earlier
work on bounded domains by Cohn and Lu [9, 10] (see also [17]) or for Adams inequalities
[2] on high (fractional) order Sobolev spaces by Lam and Lu in [15], [16] which improve
the work of Ruf and Sani [25]. One of the key ingredients in the above works is a new
approach of establishing sharp constants for Moser-Trudinger inequalities on unbounded
domains and Adams inequalities without using the symmetrization argument. Indeed, op-
timal symmetrization principle is not available in the aforementioned circumstances.

There has also been substantial progress for the Moser-Trudinger inequality on spheres
or compact Riemannian manifolds. We refer the interested reader to [6], [11], [13], [19],
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[7], just to name a few. Nevertheless, much less is known for sharp constants of Moser-
Trudinger inequalities in a hyperbolic space. In 2010, Mancini and Sandeep [21] estab-
lished the following Moser-Trudinger inequality on a conformal disc:

Theorem B. Let D be the unit open disc in R* endowed with a conform metric g =
(ﬁ)zge, and dV, = (ﬁ)zdx be the volume form. Then

sup f @™ — 1)dV < oo
D

ueCy (D), f, IVuPdx<1
and 4r cannot be improved.

In this paper, we will establish sharp constants for Moser-Trudinger inequalities on the
hyperbolic space. The hyperbolic space H" (n > 2) is a complete and simply connected
Riemannian manifold having constant sectional curvature equal to —1, and for a given
dimensional number, any two such spaces are isometric [27]. There are several models
for H", the most important model being the half-space model, the ball model, and the
hyperboloid or Lorentz model, with the ball model being especially useful for questions
involving rotational symmetry. We will only use the ball model in this paper.

Let B" = {x € R" : |x| < 1} denote the unit open ball in the Euclidean space R”. The
space B" endowed with the Riemannian metric g;; = (1_+x|2)26i ; 1s called the ball model of

the hyperbolic space H”". Denote the associated hyperbolic volume by dV = (—2)"dx.

1—|x?
For any measurable set £ c H", set |E| = fE dV. Let d(0, x) denote the hyperbolic distance

between the origin and x. It is known that d(0, x) = In }f:ﬂ for x € H". The hyperbolic

gradient V, is given by V, = (#)2V.
Let Q c H” be a bounded domain. Denote ||f]l,.o = (fQ |f|”dV)5. Then we have the
following:

1

1, flhe = f <V Vof 512 dV)E = ( f IV f1Pd)t.
Q Q
Let [|flln = ([, |f|"dV)+. Then we have
1 1
Ve flln = (f <V Vo f S22 dVys = (| [VfPdx)r.
H~ B
We use W&’”(Q) to express the completion of C?(Q) under the norm

iy = ([ PV + [ wrran.
Q Q

We will also use W'"(H") to express the completion of Cy (H") under the norm

iy, = [ TV [ 9srant,
Hn H»

It is known that the symmetrization argument is the key tool in the proof of the classi-
cal Moser-Trudinger inequalities. Now, let’s recall some facts about the rearrangement in
hyperbolic space [5].
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Let f : H" — R be such that

|{er":|f(x)|>t}|=f dV < +oo

{xeH":|f(x)[>1}
for every ¢ > 0. Its distribution function is defined by
p(0) = lfx € H' 2 |[f ()] > 1)l
Then its decreasing rearrangement f* is defined by
f7(s) = sup{t > 0, us(t) > s}.
Now, define fﬁ :H" - Rby
£40) = (B0, d(0, 0))),

where B(0, d(0, x)) is the ball centered at the origin and with radius d(0, x) in the hyperbolic
space. Then, for every continuous increasing function @ : [0, c0) — [0, c0), we have from

[5] that
f @(fhdv = fH " O(fHdV.

And for any Lipschitz continuous function f,

Vel < IV fl-

In this paper, we will first prove the sharp singular Moser-Trudinger inequality on
bounded domains in the hyperbolic space of any high dimension.

Theorem 1.1 Let Q c H" be an open domain with |Q| = deV < 400, 0 < B < nand

1
O0<a<a,(l - é), a, = nw!"|. Then there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that

exp(alul+T) f dv
su ——dV <C _—
uec;;°(§z),||$gu||n,gg1 L [d(0, x)}P ? Jo 1d(0, )P
The result is sharp in the sense that: if @ > a,(1 — g), the supreme will become infinite.

Setting S = 0 in the theorem (1.1), we can obtain the following standard Moser-Trudinger
inequality on bounded domains in hyperbolic spaces of any high dimension.

Corollary 1.1 Let Q c H" be an open domain with |Q| = fQ dV < +oo. Then there exists a
constant C,, > 0 such that

1 n
sup —fexp(a,,|u|ﬁ)dV <Cp.
ueC @)V aullna<t K2l Ja

The constant a, is sharp in the sense that if @, is replaced by any « bigger than «,, the
supreme will become infinite.
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Then we will set up the following sharp subcritical Moser-Trudinger type inequality
on the entire hyperbolic space in the spirit of Adachi-Tanaka [1] when we only restrict the
norm of the hyperbolic gradient of the function.

Theorem 1.2 For any a € (0, a), there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that

lul llully
[Dn(a( ) )ldV < oo,
ae o IVgull NVl

forue WL (H™) \ {0}, where @,(x) = e* — ;:é )]‘—j, Moreover, the restriction 0 < a < a,, is
optimal in the sense that for @ > ay, there exists a sequence {ui};. | C W (H") \ {0} such

that ||Vgurll, = 1 and
(@, (a(luel)71)]dV — co.

ekl S
Next, we will prove the following sharp singular Adachi-Tanaka type inequality on the
entire hyperbolic space which extends the result of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3 Let 0 < 8 < n. For any a € (0, a,(1 — é)), there exists a constant Cop > 0
such that for any u € WH(H") \ {0} satisfying IVoull, <1,

®, (alul ) up
an (@, op @V = Cas fH @0, 0P

Moreover, the restriction 0 < a < a,(1 — [5) is also optimal.

Finally, we will establish the sharp critical singular Moser-Trudinger inequality on the
entire hyperbolic space when we restrict the norms of functions to full hyperbolic Sobolev
norm.

Theorem 1.4 Let O < 8 < n,t > 0. For any a € (0,,(1 - g)], there exists a constant
Co.r > 0 such that

@, (alul)

sup f dV < Cyr.
uew Vel e [0, 0P

The constant a,(1 — {—j) is sharp in the sense that if a,(1 — §) is replaced by any « bigger
than a,, the supreme will become infinite.

It is worthwhile to remark that there is a crucial difference between the inequalities
in Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. Indeed, the restriction on the norms of functions in
Theorem 1.3 is only imposed on the gradient in hyperbolic spaces, while the restriction on
the norm of functions in Theorem 1.4 is imposed on the full Sobolev norm in hyperbolic
spaces. This subtlety will be evident from the proofs of these two theorems.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we will establish the sharp
Moser-Trudinger inequality on bounded domains in hyperbolic spaces of any dimension
(Theorem 1.1). Section 3 will give a sharp Adachi-Tanaka type inequality in the entire hy-
perbolic space when we only restrict the norm of functions to gradient norm (Theorems 1.2
and 1.3). In Section 4, we will prove the sharp singular Moser-Trudinger inequality on the
entire hyperbolic space when we restrict the norm of functions to full hyperbolic Sobolev
norm.
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2 Sharp Moser-Trudinger inequality on bounded domains
in high dimensional hyperbolic spaces

To prove Theorem 1.1, we use an idea of Moser [22]. Note that (d(0, x))* = d(0, x), and for
u>0,

(exp((llfiﬁ ))t’i = exp a,(uﬁ)ﬁ ,
IV g1l < [IVull, < 1.

By the Hardy-Littlewood inequality and properties of the rearrangement, it suffices to show
the desired inequality for u being radially symmetric, nonnegative, smooth, and compactly
supported with the form u(x) = up(d(0, x)), Q = {x € H" : d(0, x) < R} and uy(R) = 0, for
some 0 < R < co.

For u being radially symmetric, the desired inequality can be rewritten, in the hyper-
bolic polar coordinates |x| = tanh#/2, as

R n R . n—1

explajup|1) . _ sinh ¢

sup f M(smh 0" Lt < Cﬂf th
R\ sinh -] 0 # 0 5

Wao1 [y gl (sinh £y dr<1

Set w(x) = up(|x]), then w is a smooth function with compact support in the Euclidean
ball {|x| < R}. Since ¢ < sinh for t > 0, then

R R
f IVw|'dx = wp_ f lup|" " dt < W,y f |up|"(sinh )"~ 'dr < 1.
|x|<R 0 0

By inequality (1.1) (the singular Moser-Trudinger inequality on any bounded domain in the
Euclidean space ), we have

f de < C|R|”_ﬁ_
|x|<R |x|ﬁ

Namely,
R
f exp(alup| ™)1 Pdr < CRI"™.
0

Now we first estimate

** explaluol 1) (sinh 1"~ dt
0 1

R/2 n inh ¢
= f exp(amom)t"-l—ﬁ(%)"—‘dr
0

R/2 .
e sinh R/2
< exp(aug| 1) P(——=)"ldr
fo plaijuo R)2
< CR'"P(sinh R/2)""".
Since when R — 0 R
j(‘) (sm};ﬁt) dt 2n—l

R'F(sinhR/2y  n—pg
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and when R — oo

R (sinh r)"!
Jy St

RIB(sinhR/2y—1

then

R/2 = R (sinh )"
sup f %(Sinh £y dr < Cﬁf %dﬁ 22)
wnet fi g sinhoy=1de<1 ~O 0 z

Next, we consider the integral over (R/2, R). Since u(R) = 0,

R
()] = | f il (s)ds

R R
<( f lug(s)" (sinh s)"~'ds)!/"( f ds)' ™

sinh s

K—1e+1
eR+1e -1

< [In( N (wne1) 7

where we use the Holder inequality in the first inequality. So we have

R 2
f X0l ™) o yi=tr
R/2 #

(sinh /)" 'dr

§ fR exp(a, (1 = £)lugl7)
~ Jrp2 #

R R ¢
e —1le+1
< - "Bt P(sinh )" dr
- f};/z(eR +1e — 1) (Sln )

R —1ef2 41 k
< (- n—f —B(os n—1
<G wT) fmt (sinh )" dt

R
< h f P (sinh )" dr.
R/2

Then

R n_ R . —1

exp(alug|=T1) . _ sinh 7)"

sup explalul+1) )(smh Nt < Cy Qd; (2.3)
R . R/2 B 0 B

Wt J gl (sinhry=tdr<1 <R/

Therefor by (2.2) and (2.3), we get the desired inequality.

Next, we will prove the sharpness of our result. It suffices to find a sequence of function
wi(?) : R — R, which satisfies wi(t) =2 0, w, (1) < 0, wi(R) = 0, w1 fOR [wy|"(sinh " ldt <

1, and
R 2
SXPWATT) i =T — oo,
0 #
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forany @ > a,(1 — é). Now, when R > 1, we choose {w;} as follows:

n-l

k5, if0<r<e™,
_1 " )
wi(1) = w, " Ck o _}(“’, ife*<tr<1,
0, if 1 <1,

where C; = (+ fl " (sinh £)""'df) = . Since Cy ~ (%)_” as k — oo, then Cy — 1,
(CoT —

—a
(,”(1 TR T 1, as k — co. Therefore

R 1
11
w,,,lf [wiI"(sinh £)" "' dt =f (Ck)”%t—n(sinht)”’ldtz 1,
0 ek

and as k — 0,

R 2
f XP@WH™T) (b =1
0 #

L n
e X (1 = B w1
[
0

= (sinh7)"~'dt
Rn_'B a n_
i exp( a ﬁ)(n—ﬂ)k(Ck)"-l - (n—pB)k)
_ (1~
—e__(C ]
~ (exp((n - By b
— +o0.
When R < 1, we choose {wy} as follows:
K if0<r<e™R,
wi() = ck f'n IR it e kR < 1 < R,
0, if R <1,

R . k pyn—1
where C;, = (1f t™(sinh )"~ 'dt)~ %Il? Since C; ~ ((SI?eth)f), _’l’ﬁ’ as k — oo, then
Ce— 1, = B)(Ck)nl - ﬂ)( 1)1 > ()71, as k — oo. Therefore

R R 1 R"
Wn-1 f lwi|"(sinh )"~ 'dt = f (Co)"=—(sinh 7" 'dt = 1,
0 e *R k 1
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and

R =S
f XpAWl ™) ok g
0 #

> (sinh )"~ 'dt

B
R XP(—s (1 = BK(COTT)
_ fo .

L n
fe-*'R exp(#_é) (n = B)w,” Iwi] 1)
0

(sinh )"~ 'dz.

: 1y -2 a s a
= )n-1 > n—
Since R < 1, then (z)*T > 1, and a,,(l—/;‘)(ck) 1> P >1.Soask — 0,

fekR eXp(— (1~ AKC)™)
0

5 (sinh /)" 'dt

Rn_ﬁ a n_
Py exp(a,,(l - g)(n = Bk(C)™T — (n—Pk)

@ (T -1

~ (exp((n —B)k))unuf/g)

— +o0.

So we have found the desired sequence and this completes the proof of the sharpness of
our inequality. Thus, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is finished.

3 Sharp Moser-Trudinger inequality in the sense of Adachi
and Tanaka type

To prove Theorem 1.2, we will also use the rearrangement argument. By means of sym-

metrization, it suffices to show the desire inequality for functions u(x) = uy(d(0, x)), which

are radially symmetric, nonnegative, smooth, compactly supported and u(?) : [0, +c0) — R
is decreasing.

1
Following Moser” argument of the classical inequality [22], we set w(t) = w,_,uo(?),
|x| = tanh #/2, then w(¢) > 0, w’ < 0 and w(tg) = O for some o € R. Then, we have

1

f (Dn((l|u|ﬁ)dv = Wyn-1 f q)n(aw;_n? |W|ﬁ)(sinh t)”_ldt,
! 0

IV ull? = f |w'["(sinh £)"'dr,
0

f lu|"dV = f Iw["(sinh £)"~'dr.
n 0

and
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Thus, to prove the theorem, it suffices to show that for any 8 € (0, n), there exists a constant
Cp such that

f @, (Biwl*T)(sinh 1" dr < Cy f Iw|"(sinh )"~ dr
0 0

for any w satisfying w(t) > 0, w’ < 0, w(ty) = 0 for some 7y € R and fooo [w|"(sinh £)""'dt <
1.

Set Ty = sup{r € R : w(t) > 1}, and we know that for r > T, 0 < w(¢) < 1 and
w(Ty) = 1. Fort € (Ty, ), we have w(r) € [0,1). Since for x € [0,n) we can find a
constant C,, such that ®,(x) < C,x""!; thus we have

—+00 +00
‘[ @@m#mmmﬂmsaﬂ*f [w|"(sinh 1)"~'dt. (3.4)
To Ty
Next, we consider the integral over (0, T]. Since w(Ty) = 1, fort < T

w(t) = w(Ty) + f w(s)ds

Ty

To To

<w(To) + ( Wuwmm@“%WWf
t t
To_1et+1
elo+1le—1

It is well known that for any & > 0, there exists a constant C, > 0 s.t.

-1 +ane— N

T+s% <((1+&)s+Cy)7.

Thus, we have [w(?)|=T < (1 + &) ln(e,2+1 i,*}) + Cg, for t € (0, To]. Since 8 € (0,n), we can

choose & > 0 so small that (1 + &) < n. Then

To Ty N
f‘%wMﬁmmmeSf M (sinh )" dr
0

fo —le+1
< & (exp(in(—— i le e, )))B(”F)(smh 0" Ldr
0
c. ( T 1)/3(14—8) (€ + 1)ﬁ(l+6)+n—l d[ .
elo +1 0 (el = 1)pd+e)-n+1 (Qetyn=1

Whenn>p(l+e)>n—-1,
To _ )ﬂ(1+g) To (et + 1)ﬁ(]+s)+n—l dt
eTU + 1 et _ 1)ﬁ(l+£)—n+l (2et)n—l
T 1+e)-1
)ﬁ(]+s) 0 (2el)ﬁ( +é&) ¥
eTo +1 o (el — ) +e)-n+1

C. (1+8) (9 pT0yB(1+8)-1 S
< 2675 )ﬂ ey f (et_l)ﬁ(m) —de'

2ﬁ(l+s)eﬂC, (eT() _ )n
“n-Bl+g e

<2 C(
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When B(1 +¢) <n-—1,

To To n_
f @, (Blw|*1)(sinh )" 'dt < f A (sinh 1) dr
0

0

< To n—1 Py . n—1

< exp(l—lwln 1)(sinh )" " dt
0 + &

elo—1e +1
efo+le —1

B eﬁCg(eTo _ 1)n71 fTo (el + l)n—l (et _ 1)n—l(et + l)n—l
0

M)~ (sinh7)" ' dt

To
< A (exp(In(
0

dt
elo + 1 (ef — 1)1 26y
< 20(C Ly f To(zef)"‘ld;
B el + 1 0
< 2"—1eﬂce(eTo—_1)"
< o
On the other hand,
T, 70
f lw(®)|"(sinh 1)~ 'dt > (sinh £y dt
0 0
To et -1 n—1 ez +1 n—1
- f ( 3—1 (t i1 ) dt
0 21 (el)
To (,t _ 1y1-1
> ! f &det
211—1 0 ol
1 1 (eTo -1y
— on-1 ET
Then
To ) .
f @, (Blw|= )(sinh £)"'dr < Cn’ﬁf Iw|" (sinh )" d. 3.5)
0 0

Therefore, by (3.4) and (3.5), we get the desired inequality of Theorem 1.2.

Next we will show that the restriction 0 < @ < nwr’ﬁis optimal. Using Moser’ idea
again, repeating the argument above, we can see that it suffices to find a sequence of func-
tions w; : R — R which satisfies wi(r) > 0, w; < 0, wi(to) = O for some 7, € R,
5~ wi"(sinh )"~'dt = 1 and

+00
f lwy|"(sinh 7)"'dt — 0,
0

1

" .

—+00
f @, (n|wg| =1 )(sinh )"~ dr >
0
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We choose {wy} as follows:

k* if0<t<e™,
wi(t) = Cp k" =1 ifek<r<l,
0, if1 <t

where C; = ( f t*(sinh 1)*~ ldt)" Since Cj ~ (%)_%, as k — oo, then C, — 1
and (Cy)»1k —k — 0 as k — oo. Therefore

+00 1
11
f lwi"(sinh )"~ 'dt = f (Ck)”zt—n(sinh e = 1,
0 ek

+00
f lwi|"(sinh )"~ ' dr
0

eik 1 ]
= f (C)"K"(sinh 1) 'dr + f (Ck)"zllntl”(sinht)"_ldt
0 ek

k! N E
etk
- 0.

Moreover,

+00
f @, (n|wg| =1 )(sinh )"~ dr
0
—k

e 1
= f ®,(n(Cy)" k)(sinh )" 'drt + f ®,(n(C) ™1k~ 77| In ¢]77)(sinh )" dt
0 ek

ok n-2 1 g1 i
: COFTk 71| I 1))

> f ®,(n(Co) T K)(sinh 1) dr - f UCOTTIT I (G =i
0 = ek

Jj!

2 - _ -2 .
- n(Ck)"lke M N (”C Tk )/ O CO)

= =1 ke
1
- —.
n

Hence, we obtain the desired sequence. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Now, we will prove Theorem 1.3. Before doing that, we like to make some comments.
We will not use the symmetrization argument here. Instead, we will use a new method, a
rearrangement-free argument developed in Lam and Lu in [14, 15], to establish the sharp
inequality. In fact, using this new idea, we can prove Theorem 1.3 without using the method
of symmetrization.

By a standard density argument, we can suppose that u € C3°(H"), u > 0 and ||Vgul|, <
1.
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Denote
Qu) ={x e H" : u(x) > 1},

D, (a(lul)*1)
I, = ——=dV,
! fm,) [d(0, )P

D, (a(lul) )
I, = ——=dV.
: an\Q(u) [d(0, x)F

First, we estimate I;. Set v(x) = u(x) — 1 in Q(u), then v € W(;’”(Q(u)) and ||Vvllyow < 1.
Then by Theorem 1.1, we have

exp(a, (1 — E)v(x)|#1) dv
1 dV < C, _
fgw) [d(0, 0P =Cp fg(m [0, )P

Now, put & = Z2(1 - 'g) — 1 > 0. Using the following elementary inequality:

and

(a+b)y <&b? +(1-(1+8) 7)) Par,
for any a,b,e > 0 and p > 1, we have in Q(u) that

OO = (1 +v(0)™ < (1+ 8P + (1 = —— ).
(1 +e)m!

SetC, = (1 - m)llﬁ. Hence

D, (a(Jul)=1)

I = AV

‘ fm) [d(0, )P
exp(a(|ul)™1)
S Ay

) fg@ [d(0, 0P
exp(a(v + 1)71)

= e A

j&;(u) [d(0, x)
- f exp(a(l + &)1 + aCy)
~ Jow [d(0, X))

B n_
< egcgf exp(a,(1 — 2|1 )dV
Q) [d(0, X))

<c f A%
= o 14O, 1)

Jul"
P ) 1dO, 0P

dv

<C
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To estimate /,, we first note that u < 1 in H"” \ Q(u). As a consequence, we have

D, (a(lul)iT)
L = ——dV
g f —— [d(o 0P

@k
= j[;q [d(() x)]ﬁ Z |M| dv
= fu<1 [d(() x)]ﬁ Z |”|”dV

luel”
<e* ———dV.
m [d(0, 0
Finally, noting that an %dv = I + I, we get the desired inequality.

To prove the restriction 0 < @ < a,(1 —é) is optimal, we can use the following sequence

of functions: .

k = if 0 < d(0,x) < e7*,
wi(x) = Ck ife*<d0,x)<1,
0, if 1 < d(0, x),

where Cj = (kﬁ fe Ik t""(sinh t)”’ldt)’%. Doing almost the same calculation as we did in
the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, we can obtain that the result is optimal. This completes
the proof of Theorem 1.3.

4 Sharp singular Moser-Trudinger inequality on the en-
tire hyperbolic space

Now, we will prove Theorem 1.4. It suffices to prove that for any S, 7 satisfying 0 <
B < n,and T > 0, there exists a constant Cg, such that for any u € Cy’(H"), u > 0 and
[IVqull;; + 7llull; < 1, there holds

D, (@n(1 = Byluli)
S oo < G

Set L
A(u) = 277D 7 |ull,

Q(u) ={x € B": u(x) > A(n)}.

Then, it’s clear that
A(u) < 1.

f lul"dv > f lul"dV > 2_ﬁ7||u||;;|§2(u)|,
Hr Q)

Moreover



Best constants for Moser-Trudinger inequalities on hyperbolic spaces 1049

so we have |
Q(u)| < 277 -
p

Now, we write

j~®wm—%M$)
H”

[d((),x)]ﬁ dV211+12,
where P
I = f D, (a,(1 - ;)Iulnfl)dv
QW) [d(0, x))P
and

@, (an(1 = E)ul)
L = L dV.
2Lw0[mw

First, we estimate I,. Since {B" \ Q(u)} C {u(x) < 1}, we see that

1L S wm =0
L < "l dV
2= j{;ﬁl} [d(0, x)]ﬁ j; j! [a] 7T

-1

> a1 -5y

1
<) =7 Lﬂw&nw

j=n-1

[ul"dV

1 1
Cal f . urdv+ f L _urav)
g usldo.n<1) [d0, X)) us1.d0.>1) [0, X))

1
<C (f —dV+f lul*dV)
F {d(0,x)<1} [d(0, x)]ﬁ {(u<1,d(0,x)>1}
< Cg,.

Next, to estimate /7, we set v(x) = u(x) — A(u) in Q(u), then v € Wé‘”(Q(u)). Moreover

7T < (V] + Au)) T

< 7T+ =27 (T A + A@IT)
o

. . 1A . -1 .
< T+ ML, Yo b VTIAGD)I + = Zﬁ_l(n + [A(u)|=T1)
n—1 n n—1 n

1

u 2
= WET (1 + ——|A@") + C,.
n—1

where we use Young’s inequality and the following elementary inequality: for all g < 1
and a,b > 0,
(a+b) <a?+q27 (a? b + bY).

1 e n n
Let w(x) = (1 + 2= |A@)l") ' v(x) in Q(u). Then w € W, "(Qw)) and [ul#T < [w|#T + C,.

n—1

Moreover we have 1

2n1 —
Vow=(1+ —'1|A(u)|")7‘vgv.
.
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Then

2
f [Vw|"dx = (1 + —IIA(u)I”)”_l f |Vul"dx
Qu) n—1 Q(u)

<1+ 2nle(u)l”)”_l(l - Tf lu|*dV).
n—1

n

Thus

21
( |VW|"dx)"%' <(1+ —IIA(u)I")(l — Tf |u|”dV)”%l
Q) n—1 i

2 T
<+ —AwMA - —f |ul*dV)
n—1 n-—1 Hr

<O+ —— | wrana-—— | urav
n— 1 Hn n— 1 Hr
<1

i

here we use the inequality (1 — x)? <1 —gxforall0 < x < 1,0 < g < 1. Thus, we can use
Theorem 1.1 to estimate /;:

exp(@,(1 = £)lul#7)
I < 1 dv
s fm) [0, 0P

. exp(a,(1 = Bywl + C,)
- fgw [d(0, )P

av
=G js;(u) [d(0, x))P

e f v, f av_
b ownid.0>1) 1[40, 0P Jowniao.n<1y [d0,x)]P

dv
Cp(IQ [d(0, 0P
< Cp(IQ)l + L(O’x)sl, 0. 0P

< Cpr.

By the estimates of /; and I, we obtain the inequality and then complete the proof of the
first part of Theorem 1.4.

Next, we will show that the inequality in Theorem 1.4 is sharp. Namely, we will show
that the inequality in Theorem 1.4 does not hold if @ > a,(1 — B). We choose {u};”, as
follows: o

(K if0 < d0,x) < et
w(x) = w, 7 Ci A k55 ZmldO0) g ok < (0, %) < 1,
0, if 1 < d(0, x),

= el . . : —kyn—1 _B
where C; = (kv* fe,k t~"(sinh t)”‘ldt)‘r]?. Since Cy ~ (%)‘%k"w*ﬁ), as k — oo, then

Cy— k"(%-ﬁ), as k — oo. Then, by calculation

IV gurlly = 1,
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and .
f wl'aV = O(;).
Hn
Set lltlhe = (IVoaully + 7 f, " dV)¥, and i, = . Now, & € WIH(EP), [Vl +

7||a ]|} = 1. It follows that

D, (alitl 1)
f do.p Y
S f D, (cliig] 1)
" Jaozer  [d0,0)P

1 Bl p .
a(w, " Crk 7 )T f " (sinh 1) &t
0

dv

=W, -1 n
T () #
( _1 C ku—,@—]) n
a(w " " )il
~ (— STy kyp
(lotg )77
D2ty
" lotg o) 75
~exp(kn(—a +ﬁ D).

— + = -
a'n(”uk”n,r) -l n

Since a > a,(1 — f—j) and |lugll, = 1 + TO(%), then the last term in the above inequality
tends to infinity as k — co. So we complete the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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