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EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS FOR A SUPERCRITICAL K-HESSIAN

INEQUALITY OF SOBOLEV-TYPE

JOSÉ FRANCISCO DE OLIVEIRA AND PEDRO UBILLA

Abstract. Our main purpose in this paper is to investigate a supercritical Sobolev-type
inequality for the k-Hessian operator acting on Φk

0,rad(B), the space of radially symmetric

k-admissible functions on the unit ball B ⊂ R
N . We also prove both the existence of

admissible extremal functions for the associated variational problem and the solvability of
a related k-Hessian equation with supercritical growth.

1. Introduction

It is well known that Sobolev-type inequalities and the corresponding variational problems
play an important role in many branches of mathematics such as analysis, partial differential
equations, geometric analysis, and calculus of variations. The classical Sobolev inequality
provides an optimal embedding from the Sobolev space H1(Ω) into the Lebesgue spaces
Lp(Ω) with p ≤ 2∗ = 2N/(N − 2), where Ω ⊂ R

N , with N ≥ 3 is a bounded smooth
domain. By restricting to the Sobolev space of radially symmetric functions about the origin
H1

0,rad(B), where B is the unit ball in R
N , J.M. do Ó, B. Ruf, and P. Ubilla in [16] were able

to prove a variant of the Sobolev inequality giving an embedding into non-rearrangement
invariant spaces Lp(x)(B), the variable exponent Lebesgue spaces, which goes beyond the
critical exponent 2∗. Namely, it was proven that

(1.1) UN,α = sup

{
∫

B

|u|2
∗+|x|αdx | u ∈ H1

0,rad(B), ‖∇u‖L2(B) = 1

}

< ∞

for all α > 0. In addition, the supremum in (1.1) is attained under the condition

(1.2) 0 < α < min {N/2, N − 2} .

As an application, the authors were also able to prove that the following supercritical elliptic
equation

(1.3)

{

−∆u = |u|2
∗+|x|α−2u, in B

u = 0, on ∂B

admits at least one positive solution for all 0 < α < min {N/2, N − 2}. This, is somewhat
surprising, for the nonlinearity term has strictly supercritical growth except in the origin.
Based on these results, the authors in [4] were able to show the existence of infinitely
many nodal solutions for problem (1.3). The inequality (1.1) and its applications have
currently captured attention. In recent work [22], Q.A. Ngô and V.H. Nguyen proved that
the inequality (1.1) and its extremal problem can be extended for higher order Sobolev
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SUPERCRITICAL K-HESSIAN INEQUALITY 2

spaces Hm
0,rad(B), m ≥ 1, while in [12] suitable extension including W 1,p

0,rad(B), p ≥ 2 has been
done, motivated by the classical Hardy inequality [18]. For more results related to this class
of problems, the reader can see [8, 11, 19].

Now, let us introduce Fk, 1 ≤ k ≤ N be the k-Hessian operator defined by

Fk[u] =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤N

λi1 . . . λik ,

where λ = (λ1, . . . , λN) are the eigenvalues of the real symmetric Hessian matrix D2u of
a function u ∈ C2(Ω). Alternatively, Fk[u] is the sum of all k × k principal minors of the
Hessian matrix D2u, which coincides with the Laplacian F1[u] = ∆u if k = 1 and the
Monge-Ampère operator FN [u] = det(D2u) if k = N .

The main purpose in this work is to provide a version of the inequality (1.1) for the
k-Hessian operator (k ≥ 1) and to analyze the existence of optimizer for related extremal
problem.

Before introducing our results, let us briefly explain the range and ingredients presented
in the paper. For k = 1, . . . , N , the k-Hessian operators have a divergence structure (see for
instance [25]), but their variational structure is not compatible with any classical Sobolev
space Wm,p

0 (Ω), m ≥ 1, p ≥ 2 in the fully nonlinear range k = 2, . . . , N , see for instance [28].
In addition, operators Fk, k = 2, . . . , N are not elliptic on whole space C2(Ω). In fact, we
must consider the k-admissible function space Φk

0(Ω) proposed by L. Caffarelli, L. Nirenberg,
and J. Spruck in the pioneer work [3], which is the subspace of the functions u ∈ C2(Ω)
vanishing on ∂Ω such that Fj [u] ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . , k. Although the Fk, k = 2, . . . , N are elliptic
when restricted to Φk

0(Ω), we must now prove that our maximizer is a smooth function. We
also observe that we cannot use the variational theory directly on Φk

0(Ω) because we don’t
know the behavior of a functional I : Φk

0(Ω) → R near of the boundary. To overcome this,
a descent gradient flow of I has been employed for some authors, see for instance [26, 28].
In this work, by using a Hardy-type inequality [20], we are able to carry out the analysis in
a suitable weighted Sobolev space which was already employed in [11, 13, 25], see Section 2
below. Note that the space Φk

0(Ω) has been used by several authors to study the k-Hessian
equation. For instance, existence, multiplicity, uniqueness, and asymptotic behavior of
radially symmetric k-admissible solutions of the k-Hessian equation were investigated in
[5, 9, 23, 25, 29, 30]; while details on space Φk

0(Ω) and more general results can be found
in [3, 6, 21, 26–28] and references therein.

As observed in [28], the expression

(1.4) ‖u‖Φk
0
=

(
∫

Ω

(−u)Fk[u]dx

)
1

k+1

, u ∈ Φk
0(Ω)

defines a norm on Φk
0(Ω). In addition, the following Sobolev type inequality holds: there

exists a constant C = C(N, k, p,Ω) such that

(1.5) ‖u‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C ‖u‖Φk
0
, ∀ u ∈ Φk

0(Ω)

for any 1 ≤ p ≤ k∗, where

k∗ =
N(k + 1)

N − 2k
, 1 ≤ k <

N

2
is the optimal exponent of the inequality (1.5).

Our first main result reads as follows:
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Theorem 1.1. Let α > 0 be real number and assume 1 ≤ k < N/2. Then

(1.6) sup

{
∫

B

|u(x)|k
∗+|x|αdx | u ∈ Φk

0,rad(B) , ‖u‖Φk
0
= 1

}

< ∞,

where Φk
0,rad(B) is the subspace of radially symmetric functions in Φk

0(B).

The above result represents the counterpart of (1.1) to the fully nonlinear case Fk, k ≥ 2
(recall F1[u] = ∆u).

In the same line of [16], one can see that Theorem 1.1 ensures the continuous embedding
of the k-admissible function space Φk

0,rad(B) into the variable exponent Lebesgue space
Lk∗+|x|α(B). Precisely,

Corollary 1.2. Let 1 ≤ k < N/2 and α > 0. Then the following embedding is continuous

Φk
0,rad(B) →֒ Lk∗+|x|α(B),

where Lk∗+|x|α(B) denotes the variable exponent Lebesgue space defined by

Lk∗+|x|α(B) =

{

u : B → R is mensurable |

∫

B

|u(x)|k
∗+|x|αdx < +∞

}

,

with the norm

‖u‖Lk∗+|x|α(B) = inf

{

λ > 0 |

∫

B

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x)

λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+|x|α

dx ≤ 1

}

.

On the attainability, we can prove the following:

Theorem 1.3. For α > 0 be real number and 1 ≤ k < N/2, we set

(1.7) Uk,N,α = sup

{
∫

B

|u(x)|k
∗+|x|αdx | u ∈ Φk

0,rad(B) , ‖u‖Φk
0
= 1

}

.

Then, Uk,N,α is attained provided that 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k.

In comparison with the attainability of (1.1), which was already obtained in [16], Theo-
rem 1.3 extends that for the fully nonlinear situation k ≥ 2. In addition, even for k = 1,
the range of α (cf. (1.2)) is improved for 0 < α < N − 2 (see also [22]) and our extremal is
an admissible function.

Finally, we study the existence of radially symmetric k-admissible solutions of the k-
Hessian equation involving supercritical growth.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose 1 ≤ k < N/2 and 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k, then equation

(1.8)











Fk[u] = (−u)k
∗+|x|α−1

u < 0

}

in B

u = 0 on ∂B

admits at least one radially symmetric k-admissible solution.
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To prove the existence of a radially symmetric solution of Problem (1.8) is equivalent to
finding a solution of the following boundary value problem

(1.9)











Ck
N

(

rN−k(w′)k
)′
= NrN−1(−w)k

∗+rα−1

w < 0

}

in (0, 1)

w(1) = 0, w′(0) = 0

where w(r) = u(|x|), and Cm
n = n!/((n−m)!m!) is the combinatorial constant. See [5,9,30]

for more details. It was recently shown in [11] that the equation (1.9) admits at least one
solution w ∈ C2(0, 1), if 0 < α < min {N/(k + 1), (N − 2k)/k}. Theorem 1.4 improves
the previous one in the sense that the solution is a k-admissible function and the existence
condition is sharpened for 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we show Theorem 1.1 and its
consequence the Corollary 1.2. Section 3 is devoted to the study of an auxiliary extremal
problem. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is given in Section 4. In Section 5, we ensure the
existence of a radially symmetric k-admissible solution of the nonlinear equation (1.8).

2. The inequality: Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.1. In order to use variational techniques, we
are going to employ the weighted Sobolev space XR = X1,k+1

R which consists of all functions
v ∈ ACloc(0, R) satisfying

lim
r→R

v(r) = 0,

∫ R

0

rN−k|v′|k+1dr < ∞ and

∫ R

0

rN−1|v|k+1dr < ∞,

where ACloc(0, R) is the set of all locally absolutely continuous functions on interval (0, R).
If 0 < R < ∞, then XR is a Banach space endowed with the gradient norm

(2.1) ‖v‖XR
=

(

ωN,k

∫ R

0

rN−k|v′|k+1dr

)

1
k+1

,

where ωN,k = (ωN−1C
k
N )/N is a normalising constant, and ωN−1 represents the area of the

unit sphere in R
N . For more details on the weighted Sobolev space above as well as its

applications, we refer the reader to [11–13,15] and to the recent work [15] where an inherent
discussion has been done.

As a byproduct of a Hardy type inequality, which is essentially due to A. Kufner and B.
Opic [20] (see also [7]), the following continuous embedding holds:

(2.2) XR →֒ Lq
N−1, if q ∈ [1, k∗ ] (compact if q < k∗),

where Lq
N−j = Lq

N−j(0, R), q ≥ 1, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k} is the weighted Lebesgue space composed
by all measurable functions v on (0, R) such that

‖v‖Lq
N−j

=

(
∫ R

0

rN−j|v|q dr

)

1
q

< +∞.

Let u ∈ Φk
0,rad(B) be arbitrary. We recall that (see for instance [28])

(2.3) ‖u‖Φk
0
=

(

ωN,k

∫ 1

0

rN−k|u′|k+1dr

)

1
k+1

.
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Hence, setting v(r) = u(x), r = |x|, we clearly have v ∈ X1 satisfying

(2.4)

∫

B

|u|k
∗+|x|αdx = ωN−1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+rαdr,

and

(2.5) ‖u‖Φk
0
= ‖v‖X1 .

Taking into account (2.4) and (2.5), we are able to transfer our problem to weighted Sobolev
space X1. Indeed, we will first investigate the variational problem

(2.6) Vk,N,α = sup
‖v‖X1

=1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+rαdr.

Note that Uk,N,α ≤ ωN−1Vk,N,α, but the converse inequality doesn’t hold. However, in [11,
Propostion 2.4] has proved that Vk,N,α is finite. Of course, this implies Theorem 1.1 holds.
Next, we are going to present another proof of Theorem 1.1 which works for more general
situation, see Lemma 2.2 below. It will be necessary to obtain regularity estimate for
extremal function in Section 4 below.

2.1. Proof Theorem 1.1. We start with the following radial type Lemma (cf. [24]).

Lemma 2.1. Assume 1 ≤ k < N/2. Then, for any 0 < r ≤ 1

(2.7) |v(r)| ≤
[

c(r−
N−2k

k − 1)
]

k
k+1

‖v‖X1, ∀ v ∈ X1,

where c is a positive constant depending only on N and k.

Proof. Let v ∈ X1 be arbitrary. Using the Hölder inequality one has

|v(r)| ≤

∫ 1

r

|v′(s)|ds ≤

(
∫ 1

r

sN−k|v′|k+1ds

)

1
k+1
(
∫ 1

r

s−
N−k

k ds

)

k
k+1

=
[

c(r−
N−2k

k − 1)
]

k
k+1

‖v‖X1,

where c = k(ωN,k)
−1/k/(N − 2k). �

The next result is a generalization of the supercritical Sobolev inequality of Do Ó, Ruf,
and Ubilla [16, Theorem 2.1] to k-Hessian critical exponent k∗, k ≥ 2. Our proof is inspired
by [22, Lemma 2.3] which allows us to assume a behavior of f near 0 weaker than that
of [16], and we do not assume any behavior of f near 1.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that f ∈ C([0, 1),R+) satisfies the conditions

(f1) f(0) = 0 and f(r) > 0 for all r > 0,

(f2) there exists c > 0 such that f(r)| log r| ≤ c, for r near 0.

Then

sup
v∈X1, ‖v‖X1

=1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+f(r)dr < ∞.
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Proof. For any v ∈ X1, with ‖v‖X1 = 1, Lemma 2.1 yields

(2.8) |v(r)| ≤
c

r
N
k∗

, 0 < r ≤ 1,

for some constant c = c(k,N) > 1. We write
∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+f(r)dr =

∫ ρ

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+f(r)dr +

∫ 1

ρ

rN−1|v|k
∗+f(r)dr,(2.9)

where 0 < ρ < 1 will be chosen later. Firstly, from (2.8)

f(r) log

(

c

r
N
k∗

)

≤

(

log c +
N

k∗
| log r|

)

f(r).

Thus, the assumptions (f1) and (f2) together with the continuity of f imply

sup
r∈(0,ρ]

(

c

r
N
k∗

)f(r)

≤ c0

for some c0 > 0. Hence, using (2.2) it follows that

(2.10)

∫ ρ

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+f(r)dr ≤

∫ ρ

0

rN−1|v|k
∗

(

c

r
N
k∗

)f(r)

dr

≤ c0

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗

dr ≤ C,

for some C > 0, which doesn’t depend of v ∈ X1, with ‖v‖X1 = 1. Further, directly from
(2.7), choosing ρ = (c/(1 + c))k/(N−2k) one has

|v(r)| ≤ 1, for all r ≥ ρ.

Hence

(2.11)

∫ 1

ρ

rN−1|v|k
∗+f(r)dr ≤

∫ 1

ρ

dr ≤ 1.

Thus, (2.10) and (2.11) together with (2.9) yield our result. �

2.2. Proof Corollary 1.2. Let u ∈ Φk
0,rad(B) be arbitrary nonzero function. From Theo-

rem 1.1, there is C > 0 such that

∫

B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x)

‖u‖Φk
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+|x|α

dx ≤ C.

Thus, for any λ > 1

∫

B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x)

λ‖u‖Φk
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+|x|α

dx ≤
1

λk∗

∫

B

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x)

‖u‖Φk
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+|x|α

dx ≤
C

λk∗
.

Consequently, by taking λ∗ > 0 such that C/λk∗

∗ ≤ 1 one has

‖u‖Lk∗+|x|α(B) ≤ λ∗‖u‖Φk
0

and the proof is completed.
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3. An auxiliary extremal problem

Let us denote by Vk,N the best constant to the embedding (2.2), for q = k∗ and R = 1.
Namely,

(3.1) Vk,N = sup
‖v‖X1

=1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗

dr.

It is well known that the supremum in (3.1) is not attained (cf. [7]), nevertheless we will be
able to show that the supercritical extremal problem (2.6) is attained. Precisely,

Proposition 3.1. Suppose 1 ≤ k < N/2 and 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k. Then

Vk,N,α = sup
‖v‖X1

=1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+rαdr

is attained for some v ∈ X1.

From now on we use the following notation:

Definition 3.2. A sequence (vn) ⊂ X1 is normalized concentrating sequence at the origin

if

(3.2) ‖vn‖X1 = 1, vn ⇀ 0 weakly in X1 and

∫ 1

r0

rN−k|v′n|
k+1dr → 0, ∀ r0 > 0.

To prove Proposition 3.1, it is sufficient to show the following three steps:

Step 1: The strict inequality Vk,N < Vk,N,α holds;

Step 2: If (vn) ⊂ X1 is any normalized concentrating sequence at origin, then

lim sup
n

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr ≤ Vk,N ;

Step 3: Let (vn) ⊂ X1 be any maximizing sequence for Vk,N,α in X1. Then, either (vn) is
normalized concentrating at origin or Vk,N,α is attained.

The rest of this section is devoted to prove that these three steps hold.

3.1. Proof of Step 1. Firstly, for each 0 < R ≤ ∞, we define

(3.3) S0(k
∗, R) = inf

{
∫ R

0

rN−k|v′|k+1dr | v ∈ XR;

∫ R

0

rN−1|v|k
∗

dr = 1

}

.

It is known that S0(k
∗, R) is independent of R, and that it is achieved when R = +∞

(see [7], for more details). In addition, the functions

(3.4) v∗ε (r) = ĉ

(

ε
2

k+1

ε2 + r2

)
N−2k

2k

, ε > 0

with

(3.5) ĉ =

[

N

(

N − 2k

k

)k
]

N−2k
2k
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satisfy

(3.6) S
N
2k =

∫ ∞

0

rN−k|(v∗ε)
′|k+1dr =

∫ ∞

0

rN−1|v∗ε |
k∗dr,

where S denotes the value of S0(k
∗, R) for R = +∞, and then for any R > 0.

Remark 3.3. Note that (ωN,kS)
k∗/(k+1)Vk,N = 1.

Lemma 3.4. For any β, δ ≥ 0 and 0 < γ < 1, there holds

(3.7)
∫ εγ

0

rN+β−1|v∗ε |
k∗
(

log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))δ

dr

=







































ĉk
∗

εβ
∫ ∞

0

sN+β−1 (log (1 + s2))
δ

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds + o(εβ)εց0, if β < N/k

ĉk
∗ (2(1− γ))δ+1

2(δ + 1)
ε

N
k (− log ε)δ+1 + o(ε

N
k (− log ε)δ+1)εց0, if β = N/k

ĉk
∗ (2(1− γ))δ

β − N
k

ε(β−
N
k
)γ+N

k (− log ε)δ + o(ε(β−
N
k
)γ+N

k (− log ε)δ)εց0, if β > N/k.

Proof. Using (3.4), by change of variables we have
(3.8)

∫ εγ

0

rN+β−1|v∗ε |
k∗
(

log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))δ

dr = ĉk
∗

εβ
∫ εγ−1

0

sN+β−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

(

log
(

1 + s2
))δ

ds.

If β < N/k, we have

(3.9)

∫ ∞

0

sN+β−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

(

log
(

1 + s2
))δ

ds ≤

∫ ∞

0

τ δe−
1
2
(N
k
−β)τdτ.

If β = N/k, from the L’Hôpital rule we easily show that

(3.10) lim
ε→0

1

(− log ε)δ+1

∫ εγ−1

0

sN+β−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

(

log
(

1 + s2
))δ

ds =
(2(1− γ))δ+1

2(δ + 1)
.

Analogously, for β > N/k we also get

(3.11) lim
ε→0

1

ε(β−
N
k
)(γ−1)(− log ε)δ

∫ εγ−1

0

sN+β−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

(

log
(

1 + s2
))δ

ds =
(2(1− γ))δ

β − N
k

.

It follows from (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), and (3.11) that (3.7) holds. �

Lemma 3.5. Let β ≥ 0 and 0 < γ < 1. Then

(3.12)

∫ 1

εγ
rN+β−1|v∗ε |

k∗dr =



























O
(

ε(1−γ)N
k
+βγ
)

εց0
, if β < N/k

O
(

ε
N
k (− log ε)

)

εց0
, if β = N/k

O
(

ε
N
k

)

εց0
, if β > N/k.
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Proof. By change of variables we can write
∫ 1

εγ
rN+β−1|v∗ε |

k∗dr = ĉk
∗

εβ
∫ ε−1

εγ−1

sβ−
N
k
−1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds.

If β < N/k, one has

lim
ε→0

1

ε(1−γ)(N
k
−β)

∫ ε−1

εγ−1

sβ−
N
k
−1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds =
1

(N
k
− β)

.

If β = N/k

0 ≤ lim
ε→0

1

− log ε

∫ ε−1

εγ−1

sβ−
N
k
−1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds = lim
ε→0

1

− log ε

∫ ε−1

εγ−1

1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

1

s
ds

≤ lim
ε→0

1

− log ε

∫ ε−1

εγ−1

1

s
ds = γ.

Finally, for β > N/k

lim
ε→0

ε(β−
N
k
)

∫ ε−1

εγ−1

sβ−
N
k
−1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds ≤ lim
ε→0

ε(β−
N
k
)

∫ ε−1

εγ−1

sβ−
N
k
−1ds

=
1

(β − N
k
)
.

�

Lemma 3.6. Let 0 < γ < 1, then
∫ ∞

1

rN−1|v∗ε |
k∗dr = o

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
.

Proof. Indeed, we have
∫ ∞

1

rN−1|v∗ε |
k∗dr = ĉk

∗

∫ ∞

ε−1

s−
N
k
−1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds,

and

lim
ε→0

1

ε(1−γ)N
k

∫ ∞

ε−1

s−
N
k
−1

(1 + s−2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds =
1

(1− γ)N
k

lim
ε→0

1

ε(1−γ)N
k
−1

ε
N
k
−1

(1 + ε2)
N
k

k+1
2

= 0.

�

Let us consider η ∈ C∞
0 (0, 1) to be a fixed cut-off function satisfying

(3.13) 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η(r) ≡ 1, ∀ r ∈ (0, r0] and η(r) ≡ 0, ∀ r ∈ [2r0, 1],

for some 0 < r0 < 2r0 < 1.
In the same line of [2], the following result was recently shown in [11]:

Lemma 3.7. The family (v∗ε)ε>0 given by (3.4) satisfies:

(a)
∫ 1

0
rN−k|(ηv∗ε)

′|k+1dr = S
N
2k +O(ε

N−2k
k )εց0

(b)
∫ 1

0
rN−1|ηv∗ε |

k∗dr = S
N
2k +O(ε

N
k )εց0
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where η is the cut-off function given by (3.13).

From now on we will denote

(3.14) wε(r) = Cη(r)v∗ε(r) = Aη(r)

(

ε
2

k+1

ε2 + r2

)
N−2k

2k

, ε > 0

where C > 0 is arbitrary and A = Cĉ.

Lemma 3.8. Let α > 0 and (wε) be given in (3.14). Then, there exists C1 > 0 such that

(3.15)

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr = Ck∗S

N
2k +







C1| log ε|ε
α + o (εα| log ε|)εց0 , if α < N/k

O
(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
, if α ≥ N/k

and

(3.16)

∫ 1

0

rN−1

k∗ + rα
|wε|

k∗+rαdr =
Ck∗S

N
2k

k∗
+











C1
k∗

| log ε|εα + o (εα| log ε|)εց0 , if α < N/k

O
(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
, if α ≥ N/k

for arbitrary 0 < γ < 1/(k + 1) small enough.

Proof. It follows from the definition of v∗ε in (3.4) that Cv∗ε(r) ≤ 1 if and only if

(3.17) r ≥ ε
1

k+1

√

A
2k

N−2k − ε
2k
k+1 := aε.

In particular, for any 0 < γ < 1/(k + 1), we have

(3.18) 0 < ε < aε < εγ < r0 < 1,

if ε > 0 is sufficiently small. Since wε = Cηv∗ε ≤ 1 in (εγ, 1), it follows that
∫ 1

εγ
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr ≤ Ck∗
∫ 1

εγ
rN−1|v∗ε |

k∗dr.

Hence, Lemma 3.5 with β = 0 yields

(3.19)

∫ 1

εγ
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr = O
(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
.

Analogously, we can see that

(3.20)

∫ 1

εγ
rN−1|Cv∗ε |

k∗dr = O
(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
.

Therefore, this together with (3.6) and Lemma 3.6 provides

(3.21)

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗dr = Ck∗

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v∗ε |
k∗dr +

∫ 1

0

rN−1(ηk
∗

− 1)|Cv∗ε |
k∗dr

= Ck∗S
N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
,

because η ≡ 1 on (0, εγ). It also follows from (3.20) and (3.21) that

(3.22)

∫ εγ

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗dr = Ck∗S

N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
.
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On the other hand, we have Cηv∗ε ≤ 1 and η ≡ 1 in (aε, ε
γ). Then, for any r ∈ (aε, ε

γ)

1 ≥ wε(r) ≥ A

(

ε
2

k+1

ε2 + ε2γ

)
N−2k

2k

= Aε
N−2k

k ( 1
k+1

−γ)(1 + ε2(1−γ))−
N−2k

2k

which implies

0 ≥ rα log |wε(r)| ≥ εαγ log |wε(r)|

≥
N − 2k

k

(

1

k + 1
− γ

)

εαγ log ε+ εαγ log
(

A(1 + ε2(1−γ))−
N−2k

2k

)

= o(1)εց0,

for any r ∈ (aε, ε
γ). Hence, by using Taylor’s expansion we can write

(3.23)

|wε(r)|
rα = 1 +

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))

rα

+O

(

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

r2α

)

εց0

,

for all r ∈ (aε, ε
γ). Thus we have

(3.24)
∫ εγ

aε

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr=

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε

)
∫ εγ

aε

rN+α−1|wε|
k∗dr

+

∫ εγ

aε

rN−1|wε|
k∗dr −

N − 2k

2k

∫ εγ

aε

rN+α−1 log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

)

|wε|
k∗dr

+O

(

∫ εγ

aε

rN−1|wε|
k∗
(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

r2αdr

)

εց0

.

Now, our choice (3.18) gives wε = Cv∗ε ≥ 1 on (0, aε) then

(3.25)

0 ≤

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))

rα

≤

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε

)

aαε

= O
(

ε
α

k+1 (− log ε)
)

εց0
= o(1)εց0,

for any r ∈ (0, aε). Hence, from Taylor’s expansion again we obtain

(3.26)

|wε|
rα = 1 +

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))

rα

+O

(

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

r2α

)

εց0

.
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Therefore,
(3.27)
∫ aε

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr=

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε

)
∫ aε

0

rN+α−1|wε|
k∗dr

+

∫ aε

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗dr −

N − 2k

2k

∫ aε

0

rN+α−1 log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

)

|wε|
k∗dr

+O

(

∫ aε

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗
(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

r2αdr

)

εց0

.

It follows from (3.19), (3.22) (3.24), and (3.27) that
(3.28)
∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr = Ck∗S

N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0

+

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε

)
∫ εγ

0

rN+α−1|wε|
k∗dr

−
N − 2k

2k

∫ εγ

0

rN+α−1|wε|
k∗ log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

)

dr

+O

(

∫ εγ

0

rN+2α−1|wε|
k∗
(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

dr

)

εց0

.

Next, we will estimate all integrals on the right hand side of (3.28).
From Lemma 3.4 with for δ = 0 and α = β, we have

(3.29)
(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε

)
∫ εγ

0

rN+α−1|wε|
k∗dr

=



































N − 2k

k + 1
Ak∗ (εα| log ε|)

∫ ∞

0

sN+α−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds + o (εα| log ε|)εց0 , if α < N/k

N − 2k

k + 1
Ak∗(1− γ)ε

N
k (log ε)2 + o

(

ε
N
k (log ε)2

)

εց0
, if α = N/k

N − 2k

k + 1
Ak∗ 1

(α− N
k
)
ε(α−

N
k
)γ+N

k | log ε|+ o
(

ε(α−
N
k
)γ+N

k | log ε|
)

εց0
, if α > N/k.

Similarly, we obtain

(3.30)

∫ εγ

0

rN+α−1|wε|
k∗ log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

)

dr

=































Ak∗εα
∫ ∞

0

sN+α−1 log (1 + s2)

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds + o(εα)εց0, if α < N/k

Ak∗(1− γ)2ε
N
k (log ε)2 + o(ε

N
k (log ε)2)εց0, if α = N/k

Ak∗ 2(1− γ)

α− N
k

ε(α−
N
k
)γ+N

k | log ε|+ o(ε(α−
N
k
)γ+N

k | log ε|)εց0, if α > N/k.
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Finally, we also have

(3.31)

∫ εγ

0

rN+2α−1|wε|
k∗
(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

dr

=























O
(

ε2α(log ε)2
)

εց0
, if 2α < N/k

O
(

ε
N
k | log ε|3

)

εց0
, if 2α = N/k

O
(

ε(2α−
N
k
)γ+N

k (log ε)2
)

εց0
, if 2α > N/k.

From (3.28), (3.29), (3.30) and (3.31), we have
∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr = Ck∗S

N
2k +

N − 2k

k + 1
Ak∗ (εα| log ε|)

∫ ∞

0

sN+α−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds

+ o(εα| log ε|)εց0 +O
(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
,

if α < N/k. Choosing γ > 0 small enough such that N(1− γ)/k > α, we obtain (3.15) with

C1 =
N − 2k

k + 1
Ak∗

∫ ∞

0

sN+α−1

(1 + s2)
k+1
2

N
k

ds

for α < N/k. It also follows from (3.28), (3.29), (3.30), and (3.31) that
∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr = Ck∗S

N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
+O

(

ε
N
k (log ε)2

)

εց0

+O
(

ε(2α−
N
k
)γ+N

k (log ε)2
)

εց0

= Ck∗S
N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
,

if α = N/k. We also have
∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr = Ck∗S

N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
+O

(

ε(α−
N
k
)γ+N

k (− log ε)
)

εց0

+O
(

ε(2α−
N
k
)γ+N

k (log ε)2
)

εց0

= Ck∗S
N
2k +O

(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)

)

εց0
,

if α > N/k. This proves (3.15).
Now we proceed to the proof of the estimate (3.16). Firstly,

(3.32)

∫ 1

0

rN−1

k∗ + rα
|wε|

k∗+rαdr =
1

k∗

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr

−
1

k∗

∫ 1

0

rα

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr.

Since wε = Cηv∗ε ≤ 1 in (εγ, 1), we can write

0 ≤

∫ 1

εγ

rα

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr ≤
Ck∗

k∗

∫ 1

εγ
rα+N−1|v∗ε |

k∗dr.



SUPERCRITICAL K-HESSIAN INEQUALITY 14

Thus, Lemma 3.5 yields

(3.33)

∫ 1

εγ

rα

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr =



























O
(

ε(1−γ)N
k
+αγ
)

εց0
, if α < N/k

O
(

ε
N
k (− log ε)

)

εց0
, if α = N/k

O
(

ε
N
k

)

εց0
, if α > N/k.

Similarly to (3.24) and (3.27), by using (3.23) and (3.26), we can show that
(3.34)
∫ εγ

0

rα+N−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr =

(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε

)
∫ εγ

0

rN+2α−1|wε|
k∗dr

+

∫ εγ

0

rα+N−1|wε|
k∗dr −

N − 2k

2k

∫ εγ

0

rN+2α−1|wε|
k∗ log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

)

dr

+O

(

∫ εγ

0

rN+3α−1|wε|
k∗
(

logA−
N − 2k

k + 1
log ε−

N − 2k

2k
log

(

1 +
r2

ε2

))2

dr

)

εց0

.

Finally, combining (3.34) with (3.7), we can write

(3.35)

0 ≤

∫ εγ

0

rα

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr ≤
1

k∗

∫ εγ

0

rα+N−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr

=















O (εα)εց0 , if α < N/k

O (εα(− log ε))εց0 , if α = N/k

O
(

ε
N
k
(1−γ)+αγ

)

εց0
, if α > N/k.

It follows from (3.33) and (3.35) that

(3.36)

∫ 1

0

rα

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr =















O (εα)εց0 , if α < N/k

O (εα(− log ε))εց0 , if α = N/k

O
(

ε
N
k

)

εց0
, if α > N/k.

Hence, using (3.15), (3.32) and (3.36), we can see that (3.16) holds. �

In the next result we provide the expansion of ‖wε‖
−(k∗+rα)
X1

in terms of ε, for a suitable
choice of C > 0.

Lemma 3.9. If C =
(

ωN,kS
N
2k

)− 1
k+1

, we have

(3.37) ‖wε‖
−(k∗+rα)
X1

= 1 +O
(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0
, as ε → 0

for all r ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, it follows that

(3.38) ‖wε‖X1 = 1 +O(ε
N−2k

k )εց0.

Hence, there exists δ > 0 such that

0 < 1− δε
N−2k

k ≤ ‖wε‖X1 ≤ 1 + δε
N−2k

k
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for small enough ε > 0. Hence, for r ∈ (0, 1) there holds

‖wε‖
k∗+rα

X1
≤ (1 + δε

N−2k
k )k

∗+rα ≤ (1 + δε
N−2k

k )k
∗+1 ≤ 1 + δ1ε

N−2k
k ,

for some constant δ1 > 0. Analogously,

‖wε‖
k∗+rα

X1
≥ (1− δε

N−2k
k )k

∗+rα ≥ (1− δε
N−2k

k )k
∗+1 ≥ 1− δ2ε

N−2k
k ,

for some constant δ2 > 0. Consequently,

‖wε‖
k∗+rα

X1
= 1 +O

(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0

and

‖wε‖
−(k∗+rα)
X1

= 1 +O
(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0
.

�

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Step 1. Let (wε) be given by (3.14)

with the choice C =
(

ωN,kS
N
2k

)− 1
k+1

. From (3.15) and (3.37) together with Remark 3.3, we

obtain

Vk,N,α = sup
‖v‖X1

=1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+rαdr

≥

∫ 1

0

rN−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

wε

‖wε‖X1

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+rα

dr

=

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr +O

(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0

= Vk,N + εα| log ε|



C1 +O

(

ε
N−2k

k

εα| log ε|

)

εց0

+ o (1)εց0





> Vk,N ,

for 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k and ε > 0 small enough.

3.2. Proof of Step 2. Let (vn) ⊂ X1 be a normalized concentrating sequence at the origin.
It is sufficient to show that, for each ε > 0, there are δ > 0 and n0 ∈ N satisfying

(i)

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr ≤ Vk,N +

ε

2
, ∀ n ≥ n0

(ii)

∫ 1

δ

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr ≤

ε

2
, ∀ n ≥ n0.

From Lemma 2.1 (see also, (2.8)), we obtain C > 1 such that

(3.39) |vn(r)| ≤ Cr
2k−N
k+1 , ∀ 0 < r ≤ 1.

In addition, we clearly have

lim
r→0+

rα log
(

Cr
2k−N
k+1

)

ց 0 and lim
s→0

es − 1

s
= 1.
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Hence, we conclude that

(3.40)

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗
(

|vn|
rα − 1

)

dr ≤

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗
[

exp
(

rα log
(

Cr
2k−N
k+1

))

− 1
]

dr

≤ C

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗rα

∣

∣

∣
log
(

Cr
2k−N
k+1

)
∣

∣

∣
dr

≤ C1δ
α
∣

∣

∣
log
(

Cδ
2k−N
k+1

)
∣

∣

∣

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗dr

≤ C1δ
α
∣

∣

∣
log
(

Cδ
2k−N
k+1

)∣

∣

∣
Vk,N ,

by choosing a small enough δ > 0. Hence, taking some δ = δ(α, ε, k, N) > 0 small enough
such that

C1δ
α
∣

∣

∣
log
(

Cδ
2k−N
k+1

)
∣

∣

∣
Vk,N ≤

ε

2
,

we obtain
∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr =

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗dr +

∫ δ

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗
(

|vn|
rα − 1

)

dr

≤ Vk,N +
ε

2
,

which proves (i).
As in the proof of Lemma 2.1, for all r ∈ (δ, 1), we obtain

|vn(r)| ≤

∫ 1

r

|v′n(s)|ds =

∫ 1

r

s
N−k
k+1 |v′n(s)|s

−N−k
k+1 ds

≤

(
∫ 1

δ

sN−k|v′n|
k+1ds

)

1
k+1
(
∫ 1

r

s−
N−k

k ds

)

k
k+1

≤ δn
1

r
N−2k
k+1

,

where

δn = C

(
∫ 1

δ

sN−k|v′n|
k+1ds

)

1
k+1

,

for some C = C(k,N). Since (vn) is a concentrating sequence at the origin, we have

lim
n→∞

δn = 0.

It follows that

(3.41)

∫ 1

δ

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr ≤

∫ 1

δ

rN−1

(

δn

r
N−2k
k+1

)k∗+rα

dr

≤ δk
∗

n

∫ 1

δ

rN−1

(

1

r
N−2k
k+1

)k∗+rα

dr

= δk
∗

n C(δ) ≤
ε

2
,

for sufficiently large n. This proves (ii), and consequently, Step 2 holds.
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3.3. Proof of Step 3. Suppose that the supremum Vk,N,α is not attained. Then we are
going to show that every sequence (vn) ⊂ X1 satisfying

(3.42) ‖vn‖X1 = 1 and lim
n→∞

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr = Vk,N,α

is necessarily concentrated at the origin in X1. From the compact embedding (2.2), up to a
subsequence, we can assume that there exists v ∈ X1 such that
(3.43)
vn ⇀ v weakly in X1, vn → v in Lq

N−1, (q < k∗) and vn(r) → v(r) a.e in (0, 1).

Let us denote by X1([r0, 1]) the space X1 on the interval [r0, 1] instead of (0, 1]. We claim
that the embedding

(3.44) X1([r0, 1]) →֒ Lq
N−1[r0, 1]

is compact for any q ≥ k + 1. To prove (3.44), we consider the operator H : Lk+1
N−k[r0, 1] →

Lq
N−1[r0, 1] defined by

H(f)(r) =

∫ 1

r

f(s)ds.

Using [20, Theorem 7.4], for q ≥ k+1, the operator H is compact if and only if the following
assert holds:

(3.45)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
r∈(r0,1)

F (r) < ∞

lim
r→r+0

F (r) = 0

lim
r→1−

F (r) = 0,

where

F (r) =

(
∫ r

r0

sN−1ds

)
1
q
(
∫ 1

r

s−
N−k

k ds

)

k
k+1

.

It is easy to see that (3.45) holds. In addition, the embedding (3.44) can be seen as the
composition H ◦ T , where

T : X1([r0, 1]) → Lk+1
N−k[r0, 1], T v = −v′.

Since T is a continuous operator, we conclude the embedding (3.44) is compact.
Fix q > k+1 and r0 ∈ (0, 1). From (3.39), there is c0 > 0 depending only on r0, q, k, and

N such that

sup
r∈[r0,1]

|vn(r)|
(k∗+rα−1) q

q−1 ≤ c0.

Hence, the embedding (3.44) together with the Hölder inequality gives

(3.46)
∫ 1

r0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rα−1|vn − v| dr ≤ c

q−1
q

0

(
∫ 1

r0

rN−1|vn − v|qdr

)

1
q

→ 0.

From the Ekeland’s principle [17, Theorem 3.1] (cf.(3.42)), we can assume that

(3.47) λn

(

ωN,k

∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′n|
k−1v′nw

′dr

)

=

∫ 1

0

rN−1(k∗ + rα)|vn|
k∗−2+rαvnwdr + 〈o(1), w〉
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for some multiplier λn. Choosing w = vn one has

λn ≥ k∗

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr + 〈o(1), vn〉,

and consequently

(3.48) lim inf
n

λn ≥ k∗Vk,N,α > 0.

Let η be a smooth cut-off function satisfying

(3.49) η(r) =

{

0, if r ∈ [0, r0/2]

1, if r ∈ [r0, 1]
.

Thus, using w = η(vn − v) in (3.47), (3.46) and (3.48) yield
∫ 1

r0/2

rN−k|v′n|
k−1v′n(η(vn − v))′dr = o(1).

Also, the compact embedding (2.2) (cf. (3.43)) gives
∫ 1

r0

rN−k|vn − v|k+1dr ≤
1

rk+1
0

∫ 1

r0

rN−1|vn − v|k+1dr → 0.

Consequently, we get

o(1) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−k|v′n|
k−1v′n(η(vn − v))′dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−kη|v′n|
k−1v′n(vn − v)′dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−k|v′n|
k−1v′n(vn − v)η′dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−kη|v′n|
k−1v′n(vn − v)′dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

− C‖η′‖∞‖vn‖
k
X1

(
∫ 1

r0

rN−k|vn − v|k+1dr

)

1
k+1

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−kη|v′n|
k−1v′n(vn − v)′dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ o(1),

for some constant C(N, k) > 0. Hence,

(3.50)

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−kη|v′n|
k−1v′n(vn − v)′dr = o(1).

In addition, in view of the weak convergence in (3.43), one has

(3.51)

∫ 1

0

rN−kη|v′|k−1v′(vn − v)′dr = o(1).

By combining (3.50) and (3.51) with the elementary inequality

22−p|b− a|p ≤
(

|b|p−2b− |a|p−2a
)

(b− a), p ≥ 2, a, b ∈ R

one has

(3.52)

∫ 1

r0

rN−k|v′n − v′|k+1dr ≤

∫ 1

r0/2

rN−kη|v′n − v′|k+1dr → 0.
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Since r0 ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary, up to a subsequence, we have v′n(r) → v′(r) a.e. in (0, 1).
Hence, by Brezis-Lieb type argument (cf. [1]), we can write

(3.53)

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn|
k∗+rαdr =

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn − v|k
∗+rαdr +

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+rαdr + o(1)

and

(3.54) 1 = ‖vn‖
k+1
X1

= ‖vn − v‖k+1
X1

+ ‖v‖k+1
X1

+ o(1).

Of course, we have ‖v‖X1 ≤ 1. We claim that v = 0 in X1. Arguing by contradiction, we
suppose that

(3.55)

∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′|k+1dr > 0.

If ‖v‖X1 = 1, from (3.54) we obtain vn → v strongly in X1. In this case, we will prove that v
is a maximizer of Vk,N,α, which contradicts our assumption. Indeed, from (3.42) and (3.53),
it is sufficient to show that

(3.56) lim sup
n

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn − v|k
∗+rαdr = 0.

By choosing n large enough such that ‖vn − v‖X1 < 1, (2.6) yields

1

‖vn − v‖k
∗

X1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|vn − v|k
∗+rαdr ≤

∫ 1

0

rN−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

vn − v

‖vn − v‖X1

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+rα

dr ≤ Vk,N,α,

which gives (3.56).
Hence, we can assume ‖v‖X1 < 1. Setting wn = vn − v and using (3.55) and (3.54), we

have ‖wn‖X1 < 1. Hence, (3.42), (3.53) and (3.54) imply

Vk,N,α =

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wn|
k∗+rαdr +

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+rαdr + o(1)

=

∫ 1

0

rN−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

wn

‖wn‖X1

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+rα

‖wn‖
k∗+rα

X1
dr

+

∫ 1

0

rN−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

v

‖v‖X1

∣

∣

∣

∣

k∗+rα

‖v‖k
∗+rα

X1
dr + o(1)

≤ Vk,N,α

(

‖wn‖
k∗

X1
+ ‖v‖k

∗

X1

)

+ o(1)

= Vk,N,α

(

(

1− ‖v‖k+1
X1

+ o(1)
)

k∗

k+1 + (‖v‖k+1
X1

)
k∗

k+1

)

+ o(1)

< Vk,N,α,

where we have still used (1− t)k
∗/(k+1) + tk

∗/(k+1) < 1, for all 0 < t < 1. This contradiction
forces v ≡ 0 in X1.

In order to complete the proof of Step 3, is now sufficient to show that (vn) satisfies the
condition

(3.57)

∫ 1

r0

rN−k|v′n|
k+1 dr → 0, ∀ r0 > 0

but it is an immediate consequence of (3.52) since we have proved v ≡ 0.
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4. Existence of k-admissible Extremals: Proof of Theorem 1.3

In order to ensure the existence of an extremal function for the supremum (1.7), we will
use the maximizer of the auxiliary problem (2.6), which is ensured by the Proposition 3.1.

Let v0 ∈ X1 be a maximizer of Vk,N,α, which we can assume v0 ≥ 0 since |v0| is still a
maximizer. We set

u0(x) = −v0(|x|), x ∈ B.

From (2.4) and (2.5), we get

(4.1)

∫

B

|u0|
k∗+|x|αdx = ωN−1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v0|
k∗+rαdr = ωN−1Vk,N,α ≥ Uk,N,α,

and

(4.2) ‖u0‖Φk
0
= ‖v0‖X1 = 1.

Hence, it is sufficient to show that u0 belongs to Φk
0,rad(B). To show u0 ∈ C2(B) or equiva-

lently v0 ∈ C2[0, 1], in the same way as in [25], we will adapt the classical De Giorgi-Nash-
Moser estimate to our framework.

Lemma 4.1. If v ∈ X1 is a maximizer of Vk,N,α, then supr∈(0,1] |v(r)| < +∞.

Proof. The Lagrange multipliers theorem yields

(4.3)

∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′|k−1v′h′ dr = λ

∫ 1

0

rN−1(k∗ + rα)|v|k
∗+rα−2v h dr, ∀ h ∈ X1

where

(4.4) λ =
1

ωN,k

∫ 1

0
rN−1(k∗ + rα)|v|k∗+rα dr

.

For σ, L ≥ 1, let H ∈ C1[1,∞) such that H(t) = tσ − 1 for t ∈ [1, L] and H is linear in
[L,∞). Then, we set

h(r) =

∫ 1+v+

1

|H ′(t)|k+1dt, r ∈ (0, 1]

where v+ = max {v, 0}. It is clear that h ∈ X1 and, since H ′ is an increase function,
h ≤ v+|H ′(v+ + 1)|k+1. It follows from (4.3) that
(4.5)
∫ 1

0

rN−k

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dr
H(v+ + 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

k+1

dr ≤ C

∫ 1

0

rN−1v+
∣

∣H ′(v+ + 1)
∣

∣

k+1
|v+|k

∗+rα−1 dr

≤ C

∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+ + 1)
∣

∣H ′(v+ + 1)
∣

∣

k+1
(v+ + 1)k

∗+rα−1 dr,

for some C > 0. Now, from Lemma 2.2 we obtain

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v|k
∗+ p

p−k−1
rαdr < ∞,
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for any p > k+1. Hence, by choosing p ∈ (k+1, k∗) such that (k∗−k−2)p < k∗(p−k−1),
we obtain

(4.6)

∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+ + 1)(k
∗−k−2+rα) p

p−k−1 dr ≤

∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+ + 1)k
∗+ p

p−k−1
rα dr

≤ C1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v+|k
∗+ p

p−k−1
rαdr + C2

≤ C

for some constant C > 0. Using the Hölder inequality together with (2.2), (4.5) and (4.6),
we obtain for any p < q < k∗

(
∫ 1

0

rN−1|H(v+ + 1)|qdr

)

1
q

≤ C

(

∫ 1

0

rN−k

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dr
H(v+ + 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

k+1

dr

)
1

k+1

≤ C

(
∫ 1

0

rN−1[(v+ + 1)
∣

∣H ′(v+ + 1)
∣

∣]p dr

)

1
p

×

×

(
∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+ + 1)(k
∗−k−2+rα) p

p−k−1 dr

)

p−k−1
p(k+1)

≤ C

(
∫ 1

0

rN−1[(v+ + 1)
∣

∣H ′(v+ + 1)
∣

∣]p dr

)

1
p

.

Letting L → +∞, from the definition of H , we obtain

‖v+ + 1‖Lχpσ
N−1

= ‖v+ + 1‖Lqσ
N−1

≤ (Cσ)
1
σ ‖v+ + 1‖Lpσ

N−1
,

where χ = q
p
> 1. Setting σ = χ, σ = χ2, · · · , σ = χi, an iteration yields

(4.7) ‖v+ + 1‖
Lχip
N−1

≤ C

(

∑i−1
j=1

1

χj

)

χ
∑i−1

j=1
j

χj ‖v+ + 1‖Lχp
N−1

≤ C‖v+ + 1‖Lχp
N−1

, ∀i ∈ N.

Hence, supr∈(0,1] v
+(r) < ∞. Similarly, by using v− = −min {v, 0} instead of v+ in the above

argument, one can show that v− is bounded. Consequently, v is bounded in (0, 1]. �

Next, we will explicit expressions for v′0 and v′′0 . Following the same argument in [7], for
each r ∈ (0, 1) and ρ > 0, we consider the function hρ ∈ X1 given by

(4.8) hρ(s) =















1 if 0 ≤ s ≤ r,

1 +
1

ρ
(r − s) if r ≤ s ≤ r + ρ,

0 if s ≥ r + ρ.

Applying (4.3) with h = hρ and letting ρ → 0, we conclude

(4.9) rN−k(−|v′0|
k−1v′0) = λ

∫ r

0

sN−1(k∗ + rα)|v0|
k∗+sα−2v0 ds, a.e on [0, 1].

Since we are assuming v0 ≥ 0, we can write

(4.10) − v′0(r) = [I(r)]
1
k ; with I(r) =

λ

rN−k

∫ r

0

sN−1|v0|
k∗+sα−1 ds.
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Consequently, we have v0 ∈ C2(0, 1]. In addition, from Lemma 4.1, we get

lim
r→0+

I(r) = 0.

Hence, from (4.10)

lim
r→0+

v′0(r) = 0

and thus v0 ∈ C1[0, 1].
In order to get v0 ∈ C2[0, 1], we firstly observe that

(4.11)
I ′(r)

I(r)
= −

N − k

r
+

rN−1|v0|
k∗+rα−1

∫ r

0
sN−1|v0|k

∗+sα−1ds
, ∀ r ∈ (0, 1].

From (4.10) and (4.11) it follows that

(4.12)

−v′′0 (r) =
[I(r)]

1
k

k

I ′(r)

I(r)

= −
v′0(r)

k

[

−
N − k

r
+

rN−1|v0|
k∗+rα−1

∫ r

0
sN−1|v0|k

∗+sα−1ds

]

,

for all r ∈ (0, 1]. From (4.10), v0 is a decreasing function with v0(0) > 0 and we also obtain

(4.13) lim
r→0+

−
v′0(r)

r
= lim

r→0+

(

I(r)

rk

)
1
k

=

(

λ

N
|v0(0)|

k∗−1

)
1
k

> 0.

In addition, the identity (4.10) yields

(4.14)

rN−1|v0|
k∗+rα−1v′0

∫ r

0
sN−1|v0|k

∗+sα−1ds
=

λrN−1|v0|
k∗+rα−1v′0

rN−k(−v′0)
k

= −λ

(

−
r

v′0

)k−1

|v0|
k∗+rα−1,

for small enough r > 0. From (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14), one gets that there exists lim
r→0+

v′′0(r),

and thus v0 ∈ C2[0, 1] holds.
Now, in order to guarantee u0 ∈ Φk

0,rad(B), it is enough to show that

Fj [u0] ≥ 0 in B, ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

But, using the k-Hessian radial expression (cf. (1.9)) and the definition u0(x) = −v0(|x|),
we can reduce the above assert to the following

(4.15)
(

rN−j(−v′0)
j
)′
≥ 0, ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ k and r ∈ (0, 1].

By using the expressions in (4.10) and (4.11), it is easy to see that

(

rN−j(−v′0)
j
)′
=
(

rN−j [I(r)]
j

k

)′

= (N − j)rN−j−1 [I(r)]
j

k + rN−j j

k
[I(r)]

j

k
I ′(r)

I(r)

= rN−j [I(r)]
j

k

[

N − j

r
+

j

k

I ′(r)

I(r)

]

.
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To prove (4.15), it is enough to show that
[

N − j

r
+

j

k

I ′(r)

I(r)

]

≥ 0, ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ k and r ∈ (0, 1].

However, from (4.11), we can write

N − j

r
+

j

k

I ′(r)

I(r)
=

N − j

r
−

j

k

N − k

r
+

j

k

rN−1|v0|
k∗+rα−1

∫ r

0
sN−1|v0|k

∗+sα−1ds

=
N − k

r

[

N − j

N − k
−

j

k

]

+
j

k

rN−1|v0|
k∗+rα−1

∫ r

0
sN−1|v0|k

∗+sα−1ds

which is non-negative, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k and r ∈ (0, 1].

5. k-admissible solution to the related supercritical equation

To find a radially symmetric solutions for the k-Hessian equation (1.8), or equivalently a
solution to (1.9), as in [9, 11], we introduce the following quasilinear equation

(5.1)











− Ck
N

(

rN−k|v′|k−1v′
)′
= NrN−1vk

∗+rα−1

v > 0

}

in (0, 1)

v(1) = 0, v′(0) = 0.

In order to show the existence of a solution for (5.1), we will follow closely the argument
in [16]. Indeed, we will apply the variant of the well-known mountain pass theorem of
Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz without the Palais-Smale condition in [2, Theorem 2.2] to get
a nontrivial critical point for the functional

(5.2) I(v) =
1

k + 1

∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′|k+1dr − τ

∫ 1

0

rN−1

k∗ + rα
(v+)k

∗+rαdr : X1 → R,

where v+ = max {v, 0} and τ = N/Ck
N .

It is sufficient to prove the following four steps:

(1). The level
(

1
k+1

− 1
k∗

)

(

Ck
N

N

)
k+1

k∗−k−1

S
N
2k is a noncompactness level for the functional I.

(2). The mountain-pass level cMP of the functional I satisfies

0 < cMP <

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k .

(3). The equation (5.1) possesses a weak solution v ∈ X1.

(4). If v ∈ X1 is a weak solution for (5.1), then v ∈ C2[0, 1] and u(x) = −v(|x|), x ∈ B is a
radially symmetric k-admissible solution of the equation (1.8).

In the next Lemmas, we will always consider the family (wε)ε>0 in (3.14) with the suitable
choice

(5.3) C =

(

Ck
N

N

)

1
k∗−k−1

=

(

1

τ

)
1

k∗−k−1

.
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Lemma 5.1. The level
(

1
k+1

− 1
k∗

)

(

Ck
N

N

)
k+1

k∗−k−1
S

N
2k is a noncompactness level for the func-

tional I.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.7 and the estimate (3.16), we can write

I(wε) =

(

1

k + 1
−

τCk∗−k−1

k∗

)

Ck+1S
N
2k +O(ε

N−2k
k )εց0 +O(εα log ε)εց0

→

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k

where we have used our choice in (5.3). Further, for any δ > 0 we can write
∫ ∞

δ

rN−k|(v∗ε)
′|k+1dr =

(

ĉ(N − 2k)

k

)k+1 ∫ ∞

δ/ε

s1−
N
k

(1 + s−2)
N
2k

(k+1)
= O(ε

N−2k
k )εց0.

For δ < r0, we have η ≡ 1 in (0, δ). Hence, from (3.6)
∫ δ

0

rN−k|w′
ε|
k+1dr = Ck+1

∫ δ

0

rN−k|(v∗ε)
′|k+1dr

= Ck+1
(

S
N
2k +O(ε

N−2k
k )εց0

)

→

(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k ,

as ε → 0. This together with Lemma 3.7 yields

lim
ε→0

∫ 1

δ

rN−k|w′
ε|
k+1dr = 0,

for any 0 < δ < 1. In addition,
∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k+1dr ≤ Ck+1

∫ 1

0

rN−1|v∗ε |
k+1dr

= (Cĉ)k+1ε−N+2k

∫ 1

0

rN−1

(

1 +
(r

ε

)2
)−N−2k

2k
(k+1)

dr

= (Cĉ)k+1ε2k
∫ 1/ε

0

sN−1

(1 + s2)
N−2k

2k
(k+1)

ds → 0,

as ε → 0. From the compact embedding (2.2), up to a subsequence, we conclude that
wε ⇀ 0 weakly in X1 and thus (wε) is concentrating at the origin and does not contain a
strongly convergent subsequence. �

According with [11], the functional I belongs to C1(X1,R) and satisfies the mountain-pass
structure. This allow us to define the mountain-pass level

(5.4) 0 < cMP := inf
γ∈Γ

max
u∈γ

I(u),

where

Γ = {γ ∈ C([0, T ], X1) : γ(0) = 0, γ(T ) = Twε}

with T > 0 large enough so that I(Twε) ≤ 0.
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Lemma 5.2. Suppose 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k. Then, the mountain-pass level cMP satisfies

0 < cMP <

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k .

Proof. For each ε > 0, there exists tε > 0 such that

cMP ≤ max
t∈[0,T ]

I(twε) = I(tεwε).

Next, we will analyze the behavior of (tε)ε>0. Since
d
dt
I(twε)|t=tε = 0, we obtain

(5.5)

∫ 1

0

rN−k|w′
ε|
k+1dr = τtk

∗−k−1
ε

∫ 1

0

tr
α

ε rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr.

Using Lemma 3.7-(a) together with Lemma 3.8, we obtain

(5.6)

∫ 1

0

rN−k|w′
ε|
k+1dr = Ck+1S

N
2k +O(ε

N−2k
k )εց0

and (cf.(3.15))

(5.7)

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr = Ck∗S

N
2k + C1| log ε|ε

α + o (εα| log ε|)εց0 .

We claim that

(5.8) tε → 1, as ε → 0.

Indeed, if lim supε→0 tε > 1 it is possible to choose κ > 1 and a subsequence (tεi) such that
εi → 0 as i → ∞ and tεi > κ for all i. Using (5.3), (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7), we deduce

S
N
2k +O(ε

N−2k
k

i )εiց0 ≥ τ (κC)k
∗−k−1

(

S
N
2k +O (εαi | log εi|)εiց0

)

= κk∗−k−1
(

S
N
2k +O (εαi | log εi|)εiց0

)

, ∀ i.

Letting i → ∞, we obtain κ ≤ 1 which is a contradiction. Hence,

lim sup
ε→0

tε ≤ 1.

Analogously, if lim infε→0 tε < 1 there are κ < 1 and a subsequence (tεi) such that εi → 0
as i → ∞ and tεi < κ for all i. It also follows from (5.3), (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) that

S
N
2k +O(ε

N−2k
k

i )εiց0 ≤ κk∗−k−1
(

S
N
2k +O (εαi | log εi|)εiց0

)

, ∀ i

which is also a contradiction and the proof of (5.8) is completed.
It is clear that k∗ − k − 1 ≤ k∗ − k − 1 + rα ≤ k∗ − k and 1/2 < tε < 3/2, for any

r ∈ [0, 1] and ε > 0 small enough. Inspired by [22], we consider the following auxiliary
function defined on [k∗ − k − 1, k∗ − k]× [1/2, 3/2]

(5.9) f(q, t) =







tq − 1

t− 1
if t 6= 1,

q if t = 1.

The function f is continuous and f > 0 on [k∗ − k − 1, k∗ − k]× [1/2, 3/2]. Hence,

C0 = inf {f(q, t) : (q, t) ∈ [k∗ − k − 1, k∗ − k]× [1/2, 3/2]} > 0.
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From from (5.3), (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7), we can write
(5.10)

O(εα log ε)εց0 +O
(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

(

tk
∗−k−1+rα

ε − 1
)

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |tε − 1|

∫ 1

0

f(k∗ − k − 1 + rα, tε)r
N−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr

≥ C0|tε − 1|
(

Ck∗S
N
2k + C1| log ε|ε

α + o (εα| log ε|)εց0

)

.

Hence, since we are supposing α < (N−2k)/k, we get tε = 1+Rε, with Rε = O(εα log ε)εց0.
In particular, using Taylor’s expansion

(5.11) (1 +Rε)
k+1 = 1 + (k + 1)Rε +O(R2

ε)εց0

and

(1 +Rε)
k∗+rα = 1 + (k∗ + rα)Rε +O(R2

ε)εց0.

Therefore, this last estimate together (5.7) ensures

(5.12)

∫ 1

0

(1 +Rε)
k∗+rα − 1

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr = Rε

∫ 1

0

rN−1|wε|
k∗+rαdr

= RεC
k∗S

N
2k +O(R2

ε)εց0.

Combining (5.6), (5.11) and (5.12) with (3.16), we get
(5.13)

τ−1cMP ≤ τ−1I(tεwε) =
tk+1
ε

k + 1

(

1

τ

∫ 1

0

rN−k|w′
ε|
k+1dr

)

−

∫ 1

0

rN−1

k∗ + rα
|tεwε|

k∗+rαdr

=
(1 +Rε)

k+1

k + 1

(

Ck∗S
N
2k +O

(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0

)

−

∫ 1

0

(1 +Rε)
k∗+rα − 1

k∗ + rα
rN−1|wε|

k∗+rαdr

−

∫ 1

0

rN−1

k∗ + rα
|wε|

k∗+rαdr

=
(1 +Rε)

k+1

k + 1

(

Ck∗S
N
2k +O

(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0

)

−
(

RεC
k∗S

N
2k +O(R2

ε)εց0

)

−
Ck∗S

N
2k

k∗
−

C1
k∗

| log ε|εα + o (εα| log ε|)εց0

=

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)

Ck∗S
N
2k −

C1
k∗

εα| log ε|+O
(

ε
N−2k

k

)

εց0
+O(R2

ε)εց0 + o(εα log ε)εց0.

Hence, putting (5.3)

(5.14)

cMP ≤

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k

+ εα| log ε|



−
C1
k∗

+O

(

ε
N−2k

k

εα| log ε|

)

εց0

+O

(

R2
ε

εα| log ε|

)

εց0

+ o(1)εց0



 ,

which completes the proof since 0 < α < (N − 2k)/k. �
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Taking into account Lemma 5.2 and since I has the mountain-pass structure, we can
apply [2, Theorem 2.2] to get a Palais-Smale sequence (vn) ⊂ X1 for the functional I at
level cMP . That is,

(5.15) I(vn) → cMP <

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k , as n → ∞

and

(5.16) I ′(vn)ϕ =

∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′n|
k−1v′nϕ

′dr − τ

∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗+rα−1ϕdr → 0, as n → ∞

for any ϕ ∈ X1.

Lemma 5.3. The equation (5.1) possesses a weak solution v ∈ X1.

Proof. Denote

F (r, s) =
sk

∗+rα

k∗ + rα
, s ≥ 0 and r ∈ [0, 1].

It is easy to see that F satisfies the well-known Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition: there
exists ξ ∈ (k + 1, k∗) such that

(5.17) ξF (r, s) ≤ sf(r, s), ∀ s ≥ 0 and r ∈ [0, 1]

where f(r, s) = ∂F
∂s
(r, s). From (5.17) we have

|ξI(vn)− I ′(vn)vn| ≥

(

ξ

k + 1
− 1

)
∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′n|
k+1dr.

Hence, it follows from (5.15) and (5.16) that

C1 + εn‖vn‖X1 ≥ C2‖vn‖
k+1
X1

,

where C1, C2 > 0 and εn → 0 as n → ∞. It follows that (vn) is bounded sequence in X1.
In addition, from (2.2), up to a subsequence, we can assume that there exists v ∈ X1 such
that

(5.18) vn ⇀ v in X1, vn → v in Lq
N−1, ∀ q ∈ [1, k∗) and vn(r) → v(r) a.e in (0, 1).

It is standard to show (see for instance [10, 14]) that v ∈ X1 solves the weak equation

(5.19)

∫ 1

0

rN−k|v′|k−1v′ϕ′dr = τ

∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+)k
∗+rα−1ϕ dr, for all ϕ ∈ X1.

Using the test function (4.8), we can write (cf.(4.9))

(5.20) − (rN−k|v′|k−1v′) = τ

∫ r

0

sN−1(v+)k
∗+sα−1 ds, a.e on (0, 1).

Hence, v is a non-increasing function with v(1) = 0. Then, either v > 0 or v ≡ 0 in
(0, 1). It remains to prove that v 6≡ 0. By contradiction, suppose v ≡ 0. Thus, taking into
account (5.18) and (3.44), we can apply the same argument in the proof of Step 3, Section 3
(cf.(3.52)) to show that

(5.21)

∫ 1

r0

rN−k|v′n|
k+1dr → 0, ∀r0 > 0.
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Define

(5.22) I0(w) =
1

k + 1

∫ 1

0

rN−k|w′|k+1dr −
τ

k∗

∫ 1

0

rN−1(w+)k
∗

dr : X1 → R.

We claim that

(5.23) I(vn) = I0(vn) + o(1).

First, for any r0 ∈ (0, 1), we write
(5.24)

|I(vn)− I0(vn)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

τ

k∗

∫ 1

0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗dr − τ

∫ 1

0

rN−1

k∗ + rα
(v+n )

k∗+rαdr

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ r0

0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗((v+n )

rα − 1)dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

r0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗((v+n )

rα − 1)dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Now, from (5.21), arguing as in (3.41), we can see that
∫ 1

r0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗+rαdr = o(1)

∫ 1

r0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗dr = o(1).

It follows that

(5.25)

∫ 1

r0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗((v+n )

rα − 1)dr = o(1).

Further, as in (3.40), we can write
∫

{vn≥1}∩(0,r0)

rN−1(v+n )
k∗((v+n )

rα − 1)dr = o(1)

for all r0 > 0 small enough. Consequently

(5.26)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ r0

0

rN−1(v+n )
k∗((v+n )

rα − 1)dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

{vn<1}∩(0,r0)

rN−1(v+n )
k∗(1− (v+n )

rα)dr + o(1)

≤

∫

{vn<1}∩(0,r0)

rN−1dr + o(1)

≤
rN0
N

+ o(1)

for r0 > 0 small enough. Hence, (5.27) follows from (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26). Similarly, one
has

(5.27) I ′(vn)ϕ = I ′0(vn)ϕ+ o(1), ϕ ∈ X1.

Therefore, (vn) is a Palais-Smale sequence to the functional I0. But, from the same argu-
ments in [14], we can show that I0 satisfies Palais-Smale condition for any

0 < c <

(

1

k + 1
−

1

k∗

)(

Ck
N

N

)

k+1
k∗−k−1

S
N
2k .

Hence, we can assume that vn → 0 strongly in X1 and thus I(vn) → 0 which contradicts
I(vn) → cMP > 0. �
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Lemma 5.4. Let v ∈ X1 be a weak solution for equation (5.1). Then v ∈ C2[0, 1] and
u(x) = −v(|x|), x ∈ B is a radially symmetric k-admissible function which solves the

equation (1.8).

Proof. Since v satisfies (5.19), we can proceed analogously to the prove of Lemma 4.1 to get
v bounded in (0, 1]. From (5.20), we can write

(5.28) (−v′)k =
τ

rN−k

∫ r

0

sN−1(v+)k
∗+sα−1ds.

Thus, v ∈ C2(0, 1). In addition, since v is bounded in (0, 1], (5.28) yields

lim
r→0+

v′(r) = 0.

Hence v ∈ C1[0, 1]. Analogously to (4.12) we can write

(5.29) v′′(r) =
v′(r)

k

[

−
N − k

r
+

rN−1|v|k
∗+rα−1

∫ r

0
sN−1|v|k∗+sα−1ds

]

, ∀ r ∈ [0, 1).

It follows that limr→0+ v′′(r) exists and finally that v ∈ C2[0, 1]. Now, analysis similar to
that in the proof of (4.15) shows Fj(u) ≥ 0 in B, ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ k, which ensures that u is
a k-admissible function. Finally, from (5.28), the function w = −v belongs to C2[0, 1] and
solves the equation (1.9), and consequently u(x) = w(|x|), x ∈ B solves (1.8). �
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[22] Q.A. Ngô, V.H. Nguyen, A supercritical Sobolev type inequality in higher order Sobolev spaces and
related higher order elliptic problems, J. Differential Equations, 268, 5996–6032 (2020) 1, 3, 5, 25
[23] J. Sánchez, V. Vergara, Bounded solutions of a k-Hessian equation in a ball, J. Differential Equations,
261, 797–820 (2016) 2
[24] W. Strauss, Existence of solitary waves in higher dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys., 55, 149–162. (1977)
5
[25] K. Tso, Remarks on critical exponents for Hessian operators, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire,
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