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FRACTIONAL CAFFARELLI-KOHN-NIRENBERG TYPE INEQUALITIES ON
THE HEISENBERG GROUP

RAMA RAWAT, HARIPADA ROY, AND PROSENJIT ROY

ABSTRACT. The aim of this work is to establish some cases of the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg in-
equalities on the Heisenberg group for the fractional Sobolev spaces. Here we work with the
fractional Sobolev spaces as given by Adimurthi and Mallick in [1]. Our inequalities also give an
improvement on the range of indices for the Hardy type inequality established in [1].

1. INTRODUCTION

In [7], L. Caffarelli, R. Kohn and L. Nirenberg established a family of interpolation inequalities
on the Euclidean space, now known as, Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN) inequalities. The Hardy
and Sobolev inequalities are included as particular cases of these CKN inequalities. Later analogous
versions of Hardy-Sobolev inequalities were obtained in [11, 12, 15, 23] in the setting of fractional
Sobolev spaces on R"™, in [1] on the Heisenberg group and in [18] for homogeneous spaces.

In this paper we establish some cases of the fractional Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN) inequal-
ities on the Heisenberg group. We will be working with the fractional Sobolev spaces as defined by
Adimurthi and Mallick in [1] which are more natural when the index p is not necessarily 2. This
differs from the fractional Sobolev spaces considered in [18, 28] and the results therein for more
general homogeneous spaces including the Heisenberg group. As in the Euclidean case, our version
of CKN fractional inequalities contains in particular fractional Hardy’s inequality and Sobolev in-
equality as proved in [1]. Further, we work with decomposition of the Heisenberg group into sets
which allow us to estimate required integrals, circumventing the use of extension domains. We are
not aware if half spaces or the domains which appear in our proofs are extension domains for the
fractional Sobolev spaces we are considering in this paper. Our results also improve on range of
indices for which the fractional Hardy’s inequality holds.

We begin by setting notations and recalling results which we need in the sequel. Let n > 1,
p>1,s€(0,1) and n, n1, n2 € R with n; + 72 = n. For any measurable subset Q C R", we define
the fractional Sobolev space W*P1(Q) as

1
mp |y |712p _ P v
WHPI(Q) = qu € LP(Q) : [ulwspniq) == </ / 2" ly] |u(f}rs uw)l d:Edy) ' <0 ,
aJa |z — y[ntep

endowed with the norm

lullwspn) = [ullLr @) + [ulwspn(q)-
When 1 = n2 = n = 0, we denote the quantities ||u||yspoq) and [u]yspoq) by |[ullwsr@) and
[u]ws» () respectively.
Let p>1,0<s<1l,¢g>1,7>0,0<a<1and g, ~v,n 11, 72 € R be such that n; + 1m0, =n

and . ) )
—+1:a<——|—77_8>+(1—a)<—+é>. (1.1)
T n D n qg n
When a > 0, we assume the following additional conditions
y=ao+(1—-a)f, 0<n—0o (1.2)
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and ] 1
n—o < s, when IR I (1.3)
T n p n
The following fractional Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities were proved by Hoai-Minh Nguyen

and Marco Squassina in [24].

Theorem 1. [24] Let n,p,s,q,T,a,B,7,m1,n2 and n be as above satisfying the conditions (1.1),
(1.2) and (1.3).
(i) If £ + X >0, then we have

2l e ny < Clulfy sy |27l pofanys Yu € Co(R). (1.4)
(ii) If £ + 2 <0, then we have
2 ull = ny < Clulfy s 27wl [ any, Yu € Co®™\ {0}). (1.5)

If we consider a =1 and 7y =12 =7 =01n (1.1), v = 0 implies 7 = p* = n"Tpp, and inequality
(1.4) gives the well known fractional Sobolev inequality proved earlier in [11, 23]. On the other
hand, the corresponding inequality for v = —s and 7 = p is the fractional Hardy inequality obtained
n [15, 23].

Inequalities (1.4) and (1.5) are not true in general for the case £ + 2 = 0. Instead the following
weighted version holds in this case as was proved in [24].

Theorem 2. [24] Let n,p, s,q,T,a,3,7,m,n2 and n be as above satisfying the condition (1.1) and
0<n—0o<s.
(i) If £ + 2 =0 and u € CHR™) with supp(u) C B(0, R), then we have

[

ol ;
———|u|"d < s, n n 1.
</Rn In™ (4R/\x!)‘u’ x| < Cluljy 1 (R7) H‘x’ u”Lq(R ) (1.6)
(ii) If £ + 2 =0 and u € CH(R™) with supp(u) N B(0,7) = ¢, then we have
1
o\
(/R" IHT (4|l‘|/7") |’LL| d$ < C[ ]WS P ]Rn |||$|ﬁuHLq Rn) (17)

Before going further, we recall the preliminaries on the Heisenberg group. The Heisenberg group
H" is defined as

H" :={{ = (z,y,t) = (2,t) : (zv,y) =z € R" x R" and t € R}
with the group law
fol =@+ y+y t+t' +2(y,2") —2(z,9)),
where £ = (z,y,t), ¢ = (2/,y/,t') € H" and (-,-) denotes the usual Euclidean inner product in R™.

It is easy to see that 0 € H™ is the identity element and —¢ is the inverse of £ € H". A basis for
the left invariant vector fields is given by

0 0

Xi 2Z 1<:< )
8 +y8t 1 <n
0 0
Y, = —2r;—, 1<i<n,
oy ot L=n
_9
ot

For any C' function u, Vs (u) is called the sub-gradient, defined by

VH"(U) = (Xl(u)v 7Xn(u)’Y1(u)v 7Yn(u))

and
n

Ve (w)? = (1Xa(w)* + [Yi(w)?).

i=1
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For any & = (z,y,t) = (2,t) € H", d(§) = ((J=|* + |y|*)? +t2)% = (|2* +t2)% is the Koranyi-
Folland non isotropic gauge and Q = 2n+ 2 is the homogeneous dimension of the Heisenberg group
H". The left-invariant Haar measure on H" is the Lebesgue measure on R?"*1. We define the ball
centered at & with radius r in H” as

B,(€) ={¢ = (¢/,¢) :d(€ o &) <7}, (1.8)
and the annular domain as
Arp(€) ={€ = () :r <d(¢ ' o&) <R} (1.9)
We also define the following set
D (&) ={ = t): |7 -z <rand |t —t—2y,2") + 2y <r?}. (1.10)

Various versions of Hardy’s inequality on H" were proved by several authors in last two decades.
The following inequality is one of the general version of the same, proved by L. D’Ambrozio in [10]:

il u(é)P w (W) P28 P p—a_ .
/Qd(g) u(€)de < npaﬁ/ Vi (u)[P|2]77Pd(§)™™, Yu € CZ°(Q), (1.11)

where €2 is an open subset of H*, n > 1, p > 1, o, 8 € R satisfy Q > o — § and 2n > p — 8 and
Chpap = ﬁ is the optimal constant.

Inequality (1.11) with @ = 4 and 8 = 2 was proved in [16] for the domain H" \ {0}. Whereas
(1.11) was proved for the domain H" with o = 2p and § = p in [25]. Adimurthi and Sekar proved
(1.11) witha =2pand = 2, foru € FSOI’p(H") in [3], where the space FSOI’p(H") is the completion

of C°(H"™) under the norm
y [ Vel
|u|1’p = /Hn Wdzdt

n [17], Yazhou Han established Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities for H". Further,
D. Suragan and his coauthors had extended some cases of CKN type inequalities on stratified Lie
groups (see [27, 29]) and homogeneous groups (see [26]) with optimal constants.

For 1 <p<oo,s€(0,1) and « € R, consider the fractional order Sobolev space on H" as given
in [1]:

S,p,x n e’} ny . |f(£) - f(£/)|pd£/d£
WP (H™) = Cl{f € C(H™) /n e A0 €10z — 2D < oo},

where € = (z,t), £ = (2/,t'). The closure is considered under the norm | f|5 o = ||f||Lp Hn)

[f]5.p.as where 1
</ f(&) — f(&)[Pd€'dg >5
S,P,Q n Jpn d g 1 Oé/)Q—l—ps|z _ Z/| p—2) :

Let 2 be any open set in H". We define the space

Pde’d %
WS,p,a(Q):{feLp(Q). 5,00, —<// (&= 105/ Q+Igs‘2);|—j‘i 2o ) <OO}7

with the norm [|f[[{, o0 = 1/ I70(q) + [f15 p 0
Throughout this work, we assume (p — 2)a > 0. We also assume (p — 2)a < @ — 2, which

follows from the non triviality of the space W“(H™) (see [1], Section 3). The following Sobolev
embedding theorem for W"“(H") is proved in [1].

Theorem 3. [1] Let 1 <p < o0, s € (0,1) and o € R be such that ps + (p — 2)ae < Q. Then there
exists a positive constant C, depends only on n, p, s and «, such that

£l o any < Clflspiar VI € WP (H), (1.12)

where p* = ﬁ&z)a 1s the fractional critical Sobolev exponent.
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A fractional Hardy type inequality for the functions of W;”"*(H") has been proved in [1] which
is as follows:

Theorem 4. [1] Let 1 <p < 00, s € (0,1) and o € R satisfy the following conditions:
(a) ps > 2;
(b) ps+(p—2)a < Q.
Then there exists a positive constant C, depends only on n, p, s and o, such that
£ (€)[PdE

mn d(€)Pe]2| (P

Theorem 4 holds without the condition (a) only for the case p = 2 or a = 0 i.e., when (p—2)a =0
(see [1], Remark 1.3.). In [18] A. Kassymov and D. Suragan established a fractional Hardy type
inequality on the homogeneous Lie groups, which in particular on H" gives (1.13) with o = 0. If
(p —2)a > 0, condition (a) forces p to be large enough when s is very small. On the other hand,
non triviality of the space restricts the range of p. To be precise, Theorem 4 remains unproven for

0<s§2/(%+2>.

In this paper we establish analogous version of the inequalities (1.4), (1.5), (1.6) and (1.7)
(considering my = ng = n = B = 0) for W""*(H"), which includes Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 as
particular cases. For the case (p — 2)a = 0, an analogous version of the inequalities (1.4)-(1.7) in
the Heisenberg group were established in [28]. However, (p — 2)a # 0 case is totally different from
the case (p — 2)ae = 0. In our case the corresponding dimensional balance relation is

< Clffpar Vf € Wy (H"). (1.13)

1 7(1+(p—2)%> 1 s(1+(p—2)%) 1-a (114
-+ =a|—-— + ) .
T Q p Q q
where p>1,s€(0,1),acR, 7>1,0<a<1,v€Rand ¢g>1. We also assume
0< —vy<as. (1.15)

We prove the following results.

Theorem 1.1. Letp >1,s5€ (0,1), a e R, 7>1,0<a <1, v€R and q > (1 — a)T satisfy
(1.14) and (1.15).

(i) If L + w > =%, then

< H d<5>”|z|”<p‘2>is|f<s>|Td£> < Ol pallfafiany, VF € CHEY.  (116)
1+(p—2)
(i) If L + W < %, then
( . d<s>”|z|”<”‘2’p—s|f<s>|7d£) < Ol pallflafignys ¥ € CLH\ {E = (21 : 2 = 0}).
(1.17)
Comparing with the corresponding result in the Euclidean case, it is natural to ask if (1.16)
holds for 0 < 1/7 +~ (1 +(p— 2)%) /Q < % as well. In general, the answer is not known to us,

but as our next result shows, under an additional conditions on indices 7,7 and ¢, (1.16) continues
to hold for 1/7 4+~ (1 +(p— 2)1%) /Q > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Letp, s, o, T, a, v and q are as considered in Theorem 1.1 and satisfy (1.14) and

1+(p—2) 2
(1.15). If%—l—w >0 and 7y < =2, then for q > % we have

1

([ aerar i@ rde) < Clltyal iy ¥F € CHED. (119
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When 1/7 + ~ (1 +(—2)5; ) /Q = 0, L.H.S of (1.18) need not be finite in general. As in the

Euclidean case, correction by a weight function leads to the following analogous inequalities in this
case.

Theorem 1.3. Let p, s, a, T, a, and v be as in Theorem 1.1 and q > % satisfy (1.14)
and (1.15). If
1 7(1+(p—2)%)

7 0 =0, (1.19)
then
(i) For f € CX(H") with supp f C Br(0), we have
A& |2 5 -
( | e |f(£)|7d6> < CU1E (1.20)
(ii) For f € CH(H") with supp f N B,(0) = ¢, we have
G PN
(/n In" (4d(€)/r) F@I7dg | < ClAILp ol FIl aiany- (1.21)

For a = 1 and v = —s, (1.16) and (1.18) are the fractional Hardy inequality (1.13) for the
corresponding indices, and they hold for ps = 2 when ps + (p — 2)a < @, and for ps < 2 as well
when ps + (p — 2)a < Q — 2. This an improvement on the earlier results proved in [1, 18].

The proof of our first result follows the technique used in [7] for the Euclidean spaces. We
decompose H" into the sets

Ay = {€ = (2,t) e H" : 2F < |z] < 2FF1} (1.22)
to deal with the term ’Z‘m(p ~2%s and then we decompose each 7, into
;=€ = (2,1) € o : j22F <t < (j +1)2%} (1.23)
so that o7 j| = C2%¥ (see Figure 1.1).
Z Z
41 Dr11,0
B j
<, o | D1 | D2 | i3 . j
S I A I IR
" "t
Figure 1.1 Figure 1.2

For any measurable set 2 C H" we denote by

1
Na = ]é 1€ = /Q F(&)de.

the average of the function f over Q. If &7 is a bounded extension domain for W*P¢ (discussed in
next section), then the following inequality holds:

F U = (Dl dE < CUL I F1 S ¥F € O (124
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Such an inequality plays a crucial role in the proof of the Euclidean results. It is not known to us
whether the sets {7, ;} are extension domains for W*P® or not, but if K is a compact subset of
a bounded open set €1, the following inequality is always true:

FL 11 = (Dhalrde < COUENE ol fI0E . VF € O@). (1.25)

Here the constant C(2, K) depends on the sets K and . In particular, we establish the following
inequality (in Lemma 3.1):

T Q+7v(1 2
f - ez o () e I (26)
sJ
where
Brj =16 = (2,t) €H" : 2P0 < 2] <272 (5 — 1)2%F <t < (j +2)2%}, (1.27)

(see Figure 1.2). Note that o7, ; € %) ;. By the notation A € B we mean that the closure of
the set A is a compact subset of B. The constant C' in (1.26) is independent of k and j. The
dependency of the constant C(€, K) in (1.25) on the sets is being taken care of by the factor

9~ 7_(Q-|-7'~/<1+(p 2) ))

Remark 1. Note that the sets .27, ;’s are mutually disjoint and

DY [, s@ue= | s

holds for any measurable function f. This is not the case for %, ; since these sets are not mutually
disjoint. However there is a positive constant C', independent of £ and j such that

> [, s@use | e (1.28)

holds for any non-negative function, which will take care the overlapping issue.

For the case (p — 2)a = 0, like the proof in the Euclidean case, it is sufficient to work with the
annular decomposition

Ajy o= Age h1 (0) = {€ € H" : 2" < d(¢) < 281}, ke Z, (1.29)

of H" for Q + v <1 +(p— 2)ﬂ> > 0. Whereas, for the case (p — 2)a # 0, we work with the
decomposition (1.23) under the additional condition that @ + 7y(1 + (p — 2)55) > 2. In the proof
of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 we use the decomposition (1.29) and we deal with the term
12|25 by including this in the integral Sz, 12|25 | £(€)|7d€ (see Lemma 4.4), where the
condition 7y < —2 is crucial.

For related work on domains, Orlicz spaces and other generalisations we refer to [4, 5, 6, 9, 19, 21].
Recently several geometric Hardy and Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg identities on general domains,
Carnot groups and on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds has been established in [8, 13, 14, 20]. Hardy
identities are important in establishing more precise and stronger inequalities than known Hardy’s
inequalities in the literature.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we discuss some basic properties and embedding
theorems of the space W*P*(Q). Section 3 contains the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 4 we first
establish some relevant results (Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.4), and then with the help of those
results we prove Theorem 1.2. We conclude the paper with the proof of Theorem 1.3 in Section 5.
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2. SOME BASIC PROPERTIES OF FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV SPACES

The following result gives the relation between the spaces W*P*(Q) and W*»(Q) for §' < s.
This result for the case (p — 2)a = 0 is already established in [22].

Proposition 2.1. Let 1 <p<oocanda € R, 0< s’ < s <1 and Q be an open set in H*. Then
for any measurable function f:Q — R,

1 lls' po2 < Cllf lls pa (2.1)
for some positive constant C' = C(n,p,s,a). In other word, WP*(Q) C W5 P((Q).
Proof. We have

f(&) — f(&)|Pd€'dE
7pocQ //le(5 d(&é- 105/)Q+ps \z—z’\p 2a

|f(&) — f(&)|Pde’ dg B
/ /Qle o d(E1 0 )RSz — (=D I + 1>, (2.2)

where Dj(€) is the set defined in (1.10). Since d(é71 o ¢’) < 1 in D1(¢),

f(&) — f(&)PdE’dg »
< . .
= / /mpl(s &= 1 0 &)QFPs|z — 2f|(p=2)a = Hspas (23)
We now estimate the integral I5.
neot [ f FOP -+ 1£(€)P)de de
anD; (¢)¢ d( f Log)@ps'|z — 2/|(p=2)a
Using symmetry, we obtain
/
ner [ - NGIs (24)
o \Janp g)e d(E71 0 &)FPs|z — 2/|(P=2)a
Let
!
J = de

QND1 (6)C d(g—l o 6/)Q+p5/|z - z/|(p—2)0!
/ dz' dt’
<
DiOC (|2 = 2/|* + (¥ — t — 2(y,2') + 2(z,¥'))?)
We use the change of variable ( = 2’ — 2z and p =t — t — 2(y,2’) + 2(z, '), and obtain
d¢du
J S/ 4 Q+p 2)a
DO (|¢[* + p?) [

Q+ps

|z_z/|(p 2a.

Let us define the following sets:
By = {(z,t) e R xR : |z| > 1, |t| > 1},
By ={(z,t) e R xR : |z| > 1, |t| < 1},
Bs = {(z,t) e R xR : |z| < 1, |t| > 1},

/ d¢dp

(¢4 + p2) T || -2

/ d¢du
(¢4 + p2) S || -2)e

/ d¢du
Q ps
(IC]* + p2) 5 |¢| -2

and the integrals
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Clearly D;(0)° = By U By U B3 up to a measure zero set, and J < Jy + Jy + J.
Estimate for J;: Let wo, be the measure of the unit sphere in R?".

rQ=3drd
J1 = 2w2n/ / Qtps’ £
(rt + 1 (P2
e’ 0 dt dr
. 2
(using p = r<t) = 2w2n/1 </1 1+ tz)mfs' > r14+ps’+(p—2)a

r2

< 9% /OO /Oo dt dr
> 2n . 0 (1 N t2) Q+P.s rl+ps’+(p—2)a’

Since Q + ps’ > 2 and ps’ + (p — 2)a > 0, both the integrals of R.H.S is finite. Hence J; < Cj.
Estimate for Js:

r@=3drd
JQ = 2w2n/ / Q+: a
'r'4 4 ,r.(p—2)a
1
o0 w2 dt dr
. 2
usin =7rt) =2w ,
( g ) 2n/1 (/0 1+ t2)Q+ps > rl4+ps’+(p—2)a

o0 1
dt dr
< 2wy, ; 7 < (.
= 4%2 /1 (A (1 +t2)Q+4ps ) rlt+ps’+(p—2)a 2

1 00
d
Js < 2w2n/ </ prs, ) r@=3-(=2)eyq,.
0 1 nwoz

Since Qgpsl >1and (p—2)a < Q — 2, we have J3 < C3. Hence J is integrable.
Hence from (2.4), we get

Estimate for Js:

I < QPCHfHL,,(Q (2'5)

Combining (2.2), (2.3) and (2.5), we obtain
Hf”s P, — (2p0 + 1)||f||LP(Q [f:lflg),p7a7ﬂ é O(n7p7 S, a)HfH;;),p7a7Q' (26)
O

Definition 1. Let 1 < p < oo, s € (0,1) and o € R, and let Q C H" be an open set. We say that
Q) is an extension domain, if there exists a positive constant C = C(n,p, s,a, Q) such that, for any
function f € WP*(Q), there exists f € WP (H") with flo = f, and

||f||s,p,a < CHst,p,a,Q- (2-7)

In the following result we extend any function of W*P*(Q), supported in K € Q) to a function
in WsP<(H").

Proposition 2.2. Let 1 <p < oo, s € (0,1), « € R and Q be any open set in H". If f € WP(Q)
and K is any compact subset of Q0 such that f =0 in Q\ K, then the extension function

ey ) &) ifEeq
f(g)_{o if € e H \ Q

belongs to W*P*(H™), and there exists a positive constant C' depending on n, p, s, a, K,  and is
such that

||f||s,p,a < CHst,p,a,Q- (2-8)
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Proof. We have
£ l pdér/dg
- / f©) = f(&)

nJun d(§- 105’)Q+”slz 2 |(p=2e

// f(&)[Pde’dg / / fQIPde’dg
dg 1 Ofl Q+ps|z_zl|(p 2)a QC df logl Q+ps|z_zl|(p 2)a

) ¢
= a2 [ VOF ||| gy e (29)

We claim that 33 > 0 such that d(¢ 1o &) > B for all £ € K and ¢ € QF. If not, then
3¢ € K and {¢,} C QF such that d(¢tog,) < X Vm e N. In particular, |z — 2),| < L and
’t;n —t— 2<y7 m> + 2<Z’ ym>‘ < m2’ where S;n = (x;nvy;wt;n) = ( ;n? m) Now

= [ty —t = 2(y, 20,) + 2(2, yp) | + 2/{(—y, ), 2 — 23,
1 2R
<[ —t—20ya ) +2 ANellz — 2 | < — + =2
< Vo = £ = 205, ) + 2w, f ] + 2Aellz — Zl < 4 T,
where R > 0 is such that K C B(0, R), which implies that the sequence {£/,} converges to & and
contradicts the fact K is a compact subset of (2.
Hence we have for any ¢ € K,
g’
e d(ETog)e ]z = 7T

< / d < / de’

T By d(§7 0 &)RFPs|z — 2! |(b=2)a T g gyo d(E)QFPs| 2 |(P=D)a
One can show the last integral is finite by an argument similar to one as in Proposition 2.1. This
gives

[ pa < [T pase + Cllf I n - (2.10)
This completes the proof. O

Corollary 1. Let 1 <p < o0, s € (0,1) and o € R be such that ps+ (p — 2)a < Q. Let Q C H"
be an open set and K be any compact subset of Q2. Then there exists a positive constant C, which
depends on n, p, s, a ,K, Q and is such that

£l Lo (i) < Cllf lsipaaers YV € C(S), (2.11)

K Q
'l.Uhle'f'e p = ng_ma

Proof. Let K’ be an open set such that K € K’ € Q. Choose a function ¢ € C°(H"™) such that
0<¢$p<1l,¢=1in K and ¢ =0 in H" \ K'.
Clearly f¢ € C.(H™). Sobolev inequality (1.12) gives,

(L) < ([ 1ror)" < Cliolepn (212)
K Hn
It follows from (2.8),

(FAES (K) < CHfﬁbH&p,a,Q < C(”f”LP(Q) + [f¢]s7p7a,ﬂ)- (2.13)

We now estimate the quantity [f]sp.q.0 in terms of || f||s p.a.0-

_ 6(6) — o(&)|PdE’dg
[l o <277 /Q ’f(f)’p/ (€T 0 £)QFps|; — /| (p-2a

§)IPlp(g)Pde’ dg
—|—2p 1//d£10£/Q+pS|Z—Z/|p2
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2p—1 p ‘(b(f) — (b(fl)’pdg/df
<9 Aﬁﬂ@yémn(

d(E-1 o &)Qtps|y — Z/|(P—2)0f
2p—1 dél 1
+ 24P /Q £ /B(S,I)C d(E-T 0 £)@+ps| 7 — z/|(p—2 dﬁ + 2P~ [f]spaQ (2.14)

In the last integral we use ¢ < 1. Since ¢ € C°(H"), IM > 0 such that % < M for all
£, & € Q, (see [1], Proposition 3.1). Hence for any & € €,

/ [¢(§) — (&)[PdE’ < Mp/ d¢’
B(&,1) d(6=1 0 £)QTPs|z — 2/|(p—2a — BED) d(§=1 0 &)Q+ps—p|z — 2/|(P—2)a

Both the integrals

J =
Ble1) d(E71 o &)HPsp|z — of|(P=2)a

dg

and
/ - Q+ <
B(g,1)¢ d(E71 0 £)QFps|y — 2| (p—2)ex

are shown to be finite in [1], (Proposition 3.1). Hence

I pas < C (1@ + 1 pan) < CUFIE a0 (2.15)
Inequality (2.11) follows from (2.13) and (2.15). O

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 <p < oo, s € (0,1) and a € R be such ps+ (p —2)a < Q. Let Q C H" be
an extension domain. Then there exists a positive constant C' = C(n,p,s,a, Q) such that for any
q € [p,p*] and for any f € WP*(Q), we have

1fllza@) < Cllf s pa0- (2.16)
In other word, W5P%(Q) is continuously embedded in LI(Y) for any q € [p, p*].

Proof The case ¢ = p and g = p* is trivial. For the case q € (p,p*), choose 0 < 6 < 1 such that

% = 1p*9. Inequality (2.16) follows from Holder’s inequality with the conjugets £ % and (1_9)q,
(1.12) and (2.7). O

Remark 2. When ps+ (p—2)a — Q, clearly the fractional critical Sobolev exponent p* goes to co.
Hence if ps+ (p — 2)a = Q, one may expect that WP*(Q) is continuously embedded in LI(SY) for
any q > p. Our next result assures that this embedding is true even in the case ps+ (p — 2)a > Q.

Theorem 2.4. Let 1 <p < oo, s € (0,1) and o € R be such ps+ (p —2)a > Q. Let Q@ C H" be
an extension domain. Then there exists a positive constant C' = C(n,p,s,a, Q) such that for any
q > p and for any f € WP*(Q), we have

”f”LQ(Q) < C’Hst,p,a@. (2-17)
Proof. Since (p — 2)a < @ — 2, we can choose 0 < s’ < s such that ps’ + (p — 2)a < @ and

q <

< W%_z)a. By Theorem 2.3, we have

HfHL‘I(Q) < CHf”S’,p,a,Q- (2.18)

Inequality (2.17) then follows from Proposition 2.1. O
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
The following lemma, which uses Corollary 1 is key to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.1. Letp>1,s5s€ (0,1),a € R, 7>1,yeR,0<a <1 and g > (1 —a)7 satisfy (1.14)
and (1.15). Let A\ > 0,0 < <r < R< R, p,p/ € R and £,¢' > 0 be such that p/ < p and
w4+ L€ <y + ¢ and consider the following sets:

Dy=Drrps(N) = {E=(2,t) eH" : Ar < |2| < AR and pA? <t < (u+ )N}
and D5 = Dpr gr o 0r(N). Then for f € C(Z4), we have

1—a

<][j If—(f)@;|T>% <o (wtmomayp <][j Ifl"dé) " (3.1)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of f and X\, u and '

Proof. From (1.14), we have
1 (1 3’(1+(P2)§;)) l1-a
—=aq P + ,

T P Q

where s’ = s+ v/a < s. Let o/ = as’/s and p'* = Q_ps,’ii%}_w. We have 1/7 =a/p”™ + (1 —a)/q
and p'* > 0 follows from the range of g.

For any function f, we define the function f(&) = f(Dx€), where Dyé = (Az, A%t), is the dilation
in H"”. Let us define the sets

D ={=(zt)eH" :r<|z|<Rand p<t<pu+l}
71 ={¢= () eH": v’ <|z2| < R'and ' <t <p' 40}

Clearly, f € C'(Z4) if and only if f € 01(91) Holder’s inequality, inequality (2.11) with K = 2,
and Q = 2/, and the fact [f]y P, 7] < C[f]sp@@{ respectively gives

a

([ =) <([r-war)” (] |f—<f>@;|q>q
73 17 Z
< (I1F = Dot Bogopy + v (/ - )

SC(\\f—(f)Q;HLp@{)Jr[f]f,p,a,@)Z< F-(al) " @2

Using the change of variable £ = D¢ in (3.2) and obtain

(£ 17-tar)
D
<C (é; |f = (NP + Aps+(p—2)a—Q[f]§,p,a,%> <][% If — (f)@dq) 7
<C (fj If = (Ha [P+ )\Ps+(p—2)a—Q[f]§7p7a7_@;> <][A |f|q> 33)

p
1
_ /d/
77 ), 1€

IS}

Now

f() dg

15O ~ (haglre =

74
jA
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I <), <7[

Using Jensen’s inequality, we get

f!f(&)—f(&’)!dé’ < 215 - 1) ae. (3.5)
7 |9>\| 7

Let £, &' € 25, where £ = (2,t) = (z,y,t) and £ = (2/,t') = (2, ¢/, t'). We have

1 p

71/, 7O - s ae

f(é)—f(é')\%’) dg. (3.4)

e 0 &) = (|2 — 21 + (' —t+ 2((a.y') — (y.2')))
< (|2 = 2 20 — )%+ 8((a, i) — (y,2))?)
= (|z/ — z|4 +2(t — 15)2 +8(((y/, '),z — z/>)2)

NI

=

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in R?" gives
1
A ol) < (| — 2" +2(t — t)* + 8|2/ P|z — #/*)*
< (@R M +2.- 023 + S8R (2R))2\Y 1 = O,

Note that |Z}| = CA?. Hence, from (3.4) and (3.5), we get

[ 15 - (haglrae

A

< OAPsT(P—2)a /, // i 105’ QJ;S];EL)‘:’](P I dé = O \Pst+(P—2)e o[fP D e (3.6)

which gives
F15© - (g Pae < ooy (3.7)
Inequality (3.1) follows fr01;1 (3.3) and (3.7). O

Remark 3. For i = 0,1,2 and 3 we consider the connected domain %1 ;U By, 4;4; as defined in
(1.27), and we define the set

Crji={E=(2,t) €H": 2872 < |2] < 2M3 (j —2)2%F <t < (5 + 3)2%}.

Observe that By 1 ;U By 4j+i € Cit1,5 U Gk,aj4: and the following inequality is true:

][ |f — (f)?a”kﬂ,jU(gk,z;jH‘T
Bre1,;U Bk aj+i

<o (ovaQyp )

T

l1—a

(f \f\qd§> L 38)
Crot1,;UCk 45+

T le

where the constant C is independent of k and j.
The following elementary lemma is established in [2].

Lemma 3.2. Let 7 > 1 and ¢ > 1. Then for all a,b € R, we have

T T -1 I=r T
(lal + o)™ < clal™ + (1 =777 ) ol (3.9)
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Step 1: Proof of (i). Let suppf C Dyng+1(0) for some ng € Z. For
k,j € Z, we consider the sets {7, }, {7, ;} and %, ; defined in (1.22), (1.23) and (1.27) respectively.
By Lemma 3.1 and by the relation (1.14) we have

1.

Observe that suppf N <, C UM . j, where ny = 22(0+1=k) and | o, ;| = C2*Q for all k and j.

]__"k

Using the fact that, d(&) > |z| > 2* in 7, ; for all j, we obtain

/.
Ty(1+(p—2) & -
< Ol IS+ 02O 05025)) e )

For t1,t9 > 0 with ¢t; +t9 > 1, and for z;, > 0 and y;, Z 0, one has

Zm?y?ﬁ (ka> (Zyk> . (3.12)

l-a
—2)a— m 1 1
<C <2k(ps+(p 2) Q)[f]gpa’%k’j)p <2kQ /% |f|qd§>
. k,j

—k Tv(1 —2) = a —a
= ot @ (o)) e e, - (310)

T

|f = (f)ﬂk,j|7d6>

»J

d(f)”]z\”(p_m%]fﬁdg < C2k<Q+w(1+(p—2),?—s>) <][
A

5J

| = (N, + \(f),%k,j\7>

»J

keZ keZ kEZ
We have % <5+ 1T’ which follows from (1.14) and (1.15). Summation with respect to j from
—ng to np — 1 on (3.11) and then using the inequality (3.12) with ¢, = 7% and t; = @ we get
at (1—a)T
nk—l p N — 1 q
_9)
L A& frag < O | N (1 o > Il
'k Jj=—ng J=—ng

14+(p—2) 2 e
4 ooh(@rm (- Z (f)om, ™ (3.13)

j==n,

Let m € Z be such that ng — m > 2. Again summation with respect to k from m to ng and then
(3.12) gives

/ (&)™ |22 us | £ dg
{€€H:|z|>2m}

at (1—a)T
nop ng—1 P ng ngp—1 q
<Cl 2 2 Wpam, | | 22 2 Wi,
k=m j=—mny k=m j=—ny
nE—1
_1_022 Q+'r*yl+p2 Z| %kj
k=m Jj=—ng
It follows from Remark 1,
T T —2 @ T
/ O P
(€€t |2|>2m)
N — 1
1 Q+T’\/ 1+(p 2 -
< CUAS, all e, +CZ2 Z (f)a, 7 (3.14)
k=m J=—ng

Observe that, ny = 4ngy1. For —ng1 < j < ngy1 — 1 and for ¢ = 0,1,2 and 3, we have
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1 1

\Brajril Jzyapni” | PBrrrgl Sz

1
(= Den i) = | Bret1.51 )2
) Fk+1,5

(f)=@k,4j+i - (f),%”kHJ =
1

[ Brajril Sz

f

(f - (f)(ta”k+1,jU(@”k,4j+i) :

The set € ; is defined in Remark 3. Since | %11 ;| ~ |PBr,aj+i|, we have
C

Dy sivi — Hae, | < J = (f)Gi1 UG a5
‘( ) k45 + ( ) k+1,]’ |%k+17ju<@k4j+i| ‘@k+1,ju=@k,4j+i‘ ( ) k41,jUCk, 45+

<C ][ |f = (D, Uy
PBrr1,iUPraj+i

using Jensen’s inequality. Inequality (3.8) gives

S =

T) , (3.15)

—E(Q+ry(1+(—2) 2 1
(D~ D) <03 @O0 (e TS (B16)

For simplicity of the notation we denote Q' = Q + 7y (1 +(p—2) p%) Note that ' > 2, which
follows from the assumption 1/7+7y <1 + (p— 2)1%) /Q > % Let 0 = 2/(1—1—262/_2) < 1. Applying
Lemma 3.2 with ¢ = §29'~2 > 1 we obtain

T =) T —k
‘(f)%?k,ztjﬂ’ < 529 ‘(f)f‘%kﬂ ’ +02 < [f] 8,0,0,C%4+1,;UCk, 4544 ”f”L‘I(o”kﬂ JYCk,45+4)

Therefore

kQ’ k+1)Q’ T (1-a
2" Z| Nl < < 62D (f ) By ;] +CZ Js b GYCk, 4g+z||f||Lq(<€k+1 GYCk,454i)" (3.17)

i=0
Note that
ng41—1 ng—1
Y S aie S (318)
Jj=—ng+1 =0 j=—np

Summation with respect to j from —ng,q1 to ngiq — 1 gives

ng—1 ng+1—1
okQ Z |(f)3?kg|T < sok+1)Q Z |(f)93k+1,j|T
J=—ng J==Nk41
Nk41— 1

(1—a)
+C Z Z ,pa Crt1,jUCk, 4J+Z||f||[,q (Ghi1,; UGk aj44)" (319)

j=—nps1 =0

Again summing (3.19) with respect to k, we obtain

MNp— 1 no nk+1_1
*Q' k+1)Q!
PIELE SNTRNEED SECLAD SR U P
j=—ng k=m J=—Nkt1

no MNk+1— 1

(1—a)T
< C Z Z Z 7p7a Kk‘f’l Jng 4J+7«HfHLq (ngﬁl ]Ué)k 4j+l)7

k= m]——nk+1 =0
which gives

Nm—1 no nE—1

27 N (P, S A=92 3 [(fa, I

J=—nm k=m+1 J=—ng
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no MNk+1— 1

(1—a)T
< C Z Z Z 7p7a Kk‘f’l Jng 4J+7«HfHLq (ngﬁl ]Ué)k 4j+7,)

k= mj——nk+12 =0

and it follows that

no ng—1 ng Mk+1—1 (

kQ’ l—a
> (=02 3 [(Pa,M=C Y 3 Z aitirsouarll e 0y (3:20)
k=m Jj=—ng k=m j=—nj41 1=0

We apply (3.12) thrice on R.H.S and by a similar argument as discussed in Remark 1, there is a
constant C', independent of £ and j such that

no Mk+1—1

(1—a)T
Z Z Z 7pa<gk+1 JU(gk 4g+szHLq((o”k+1JUKk 4J+1)

k= mj_—nk+1l 0

ar (1—a)r
ng Mk+1—1 P ng Mk+1—1 q
Z Z Z 8,0,0,Ck41,;UCk 4544 Z Z ZHfHLq (Crt1,;UCk,45+1)
k=m j=-ng41 1=0 k=m j=-ng41 1=0

< C[f1 ,pallflqu - (3:21)

Combining (3.14), (3.20) and (3.21), we get
/{5 o) d(€)™ =[P | f7de < C[f]T ||f||<qu(Hf}Hn (3.22)
cHm":|z|>2m

Inequality (1.16) follows by passing the limit m — —oc.
Step 2: Proof of (ii). Choose m € Z such that

supp(f) N{¢ = (2,1) : |2] <27} = ¢.
Let 6 = (1+ 2@'=2) /2. Then § < 1. Applying Lemma 3.2 in (3.16) with ¢ = §/29'72 > 1, we get

T —(Q'—2 T —k L
|(f)9§k+11| <627 @ )|(f)93k,4j+z| +027 [f15] 8,D,0,Ck4+1,;UC, 4j+z||f||§/q(%k+1 Yk a5 4i)

Summation with respect to i gives

3
k+1)Q! Q!
2( ) |(f)9‘3k+1,j |T < 62 Zg |( By 4J+1|T + ng ,p @, Cpt1,jUCk, 4544 HfHLq cgk+1 UGk aj44)"
1= 1=

Again summing with respect to j from —ngy1 to ngrp — 1 and using (3.18) we obtain

ng41—1 ng—1
20D N (P, [T <0259 (D7
J==Nk41 J=="nk
Nk41— 1

(1—a
Y S I e (329

j=—nps1 =0

Finally summation over k from m — 1 to ng — 1 and (3.21) gives

no nip—1
> (1=8)2" 3" (), < CIAS ,p,allflqu (i) (3.24)
k=m j=—nk

Inequality (1.17) can be obtained by applying (3.24) in (3.14). This completes the proof. O
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2
For the proof of Theorem 1.2 we need the following two lemmas established in [1].

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < oo, s € (0,1) and o € R be such that (p —2)a > 0 and let E C H" be
any measurable set with finite Lebesque measure, i.e. |E| < co. Fix £ = (z,t) € H". Then there
exists a positive constant C, depends only on n, p, s and « such that

&« > o|p e i1
/Ec d(1 0 &)QFps|z — o/|(P=2)a = |E] : (4.1)

where &' = (2/,t') € E©.

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 <p < oo, s € (0,1) and o € R be such that (p—2)a > 0 and ps+ (p—2)a < Q.
Let {e;} and {d;} be two non-negative sequences of real numbers satisfying the following properties:
(a) e; is decreasing;

(b) e = X%, d;.

Then the followings hold.

(i) For any fized T > 0 we have

Q—ps—(p—2)a Q _pst(p—=2)a
Z e, ¢ T < TQ-ps—(p—2a Z €i+1€; ¢ T (4.2)
1€EL 1€2Z,e;#0
(ii) Moreover, if T > 1 then
) _ps+(572)a 1 ) _ps+(672)a
pi . pi .
S Tre, dj < oy > TP, d;. (4.3)
i€Z,ei 170 j>it1 i€Z e, 170

We next need the following lemma to prove our theorem.

Lemma 4.3. Let B <0 be such that Q —2+ 8 > 0. Then for any measurable set D C Bx(0), we
have

Q-2+8
/ 21Pdzdt < CA2|D| 2, (4.4)
D
where the constant C' is independent of A.

Proof. Let R > 0 be such that |D| = 2wy, RY = |Dg(0)|, where the set Dg(0) is defined in (1.10).
Note that R < CA. Now

I::/ \zyﬁdzdtz/ yz\ﬁdzdwr/ |2|P dzdt.
D DNDg(0) DNDr(0)¢

Let us define the sets
Dpi:={2€R™:|z| > R} x {t cR: |t| > R?},
Dpao:={2 € R*:|2| > R} x {t e R: |t| < R?},
Dps:={z € R¥™:|z| < R} x {t e R: |t| > R?},

Iy = / 2P dzdt,
DNDg(0)
I = / |z|Pdzdt, i=1,2,3.
DﬂDRyi
Clearly, DR(O)C = D1 UDRroUDpg3 and I = Iy + I + I + I3. We will estimate the integrals

separately.
Estimate for Ij:

R ,R?
Iy < / |2|Pdzdt = C / / rQ=3+Barat
Dr(0) o Jo

and the quantities
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RQ—2+8

= CR*————— < ON’RO*F =N 4.5
Q-2+p (4.5)
Estimate for I;:
DNDg 1
Estimate for I:
Iy = / |z|5dzdt < RB|D| — CR9TF —< O)\2 (47)
DNDg .o
Estimate for Is3:
Iy=C b 348, < o T2 oy 1
: e 8
3 / / ' Q-2+p (4.8)
This completes the proof. _

Our next proposition is a fractional CKN type inequality in a bounded domain which doesn’t
contain a ball around origin.
Proposition 4.1. Let p, s, o, 7, a, v and q be as in Theorem 1.1 satisfying the relation (1.14),
(1.15) and Q4+ <1 +(p— 2)%) > 0. In addition we assume 7y < —2 when Q+T17y (1 +(—2)5
>0 and 7y < —2 when Q + Ty (1 +(p- 2)1)%) = 0. Let Q be a bounded open set in H" such that

QN B,(0) = ¢ for some r > 0. Then there exists a positive constant C' which depends on n, p, s,

(1-a)7Q
a, r and  such that for q > T2 - we have

([ @25 1@ de) " < Ol ol Tty ¥F € O (19)

Proof. Tt is enough to prove (4.9) for 0 < f € C.(Q2). For i € Z, define the following sets:
o= {60 f(6) > 2,
D, = F; \ B = {f €0 2! < f(f) < 2i+1}.
Let e; = |E;| and d; = |D;|. Clearly d; < e; and they satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.2.
Relation (1.14) gives

Q—-2+71y(p—2)5 _a<Q—ps’—(p—2)a>+1—a
TQ a pQ q

where 0 < s’ = s+ 1+ % < sand Q —ps’ — (p — 2)a > 0 follows from the range of ¢q. We first
estimate the quantity [f]y pq.0. Since f € C.(H"), for any i,j € Z with j <i—2,if { = (2,t) € D;
and ¢ = (2/,t') € Dj, then we have 2/ < f(¢') < 27+1 < 2071 < 20 < £(¢£) < 27+ which gives
£(6) = £(€) = 2. Hence

— f€)Pdg’de
,p,aﬂ Z Z / /D d(&- 105/ Q+ps'| 7 — 2/|(P—2)x

, (4.10)

1€l j<i—2
dg'd§
p(i—1)
>§y<§z:22 / / d(1og) Q+P5’2_Z/’(p 2)a
=3 ol / / de'de
ieZ Ujcia D; A(E71 0 &)@HP |z — 2f|(p=2)a

_ ZZ;D(Z 1) / / dé./dé.
e d(E 1o &)z — 2/[-2)a

€L
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Using Lemma 4.1 we obtain

_ps'+(p—2)a

U pan=C D> 2207 0e, 9 ;. (4.11)

1€Z,e;—17#0

Putting d; = €; — > ;5,1 d;j and then using Lemma 4.2 (ii) with T' = 2, we get

ps'+(p—2)a _ps'+(p—2)a

C . _pst(p=2)a ps'+(p=2)a
LS UD SR ST D DD o S
2

i€Z,e;1#0 i€Z,e;1#0 j>i+1

C _ps'+(p=2)a 1 . _ps'+(p—2)a

- E Dl Q E { Dl Q )
- 2P, e i1 2p T 2 €i_1 d;
1€2,e;—17#0 1€Z,e;—17#0

_ps'+(p—2)a 1

C ; o .
> > Z Wiee, | © T [f]ls)’,p,a,ﬂ’ [using inequality (4.11)]
1€Z,e;—17#0

which gives
o _q . _p+t(p=2a

e > 2o €Y Peier

1€Z,e;—17#0
By Lemma 4.2 (i) with 7' = 2P we get

Q—ps 7(1) 2)a

D a2 CY e, ¢ (4.12)
1€EZ
On the other hand,
/|f )|2de = Z/ (©)|7de > > 27d;. (4.13)
1€EZ 1€EZ
Now let
7= [ = 3 [ 1 neras < Szt [ e i

€L €L

It follows from the assumptions that @ — 2 + 7y(p — 2)1% > 0. Therefore, from Lemma 4.3 with
B=71y({p— 2)p—5, we get
Q—2+7y(p—2) 55
J<cy 2d, ° : (4.14)
€L
Relation (4.10) gives

. Q*PS/*(P*Q)Q apT X (1—a)T
J<cy (2, (2%d;) (4.15)
€L
By inequality (3.12) and by the fact d; < e; we obtain

) prslf(p72)oz % . q
J<CY e, © > 2%, : (4.16)
i€z i€z
Inequality (4.16), (4.12) and (4.13) together imply
1
([ 1er 251 ©rde) < Cltpmal iy (417)

Inequality (4.9) follows from (4.17) and the facts that d(§) > 7 in Q and [f]y p.a,0 < Clflspan. O
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Corollary 2. Letp, s, a, T, a, v and q be as in Theorem 1.1 satisfying the relation (1.14), (1.15)
and Q+T1v (1 + (p — 2)p%> > 0. In addition we assume 7y < —2 when Q+ 17y <1 +(p— 2)p%> >0
and Ty < =2 when Q + Ty (1 +(p— 2)1%) =0. For 0 <r < R consider the set A, p = Ar r(0) as
defined in (1.9). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depends on n, p, s, a, r and R such that for

(1-a)7Q
q> W’ we have

(/A d<s>w”<p‘2>ﬁs\f(f)\fds) <Ol pany ol FlEala o ¥/ € CCg2R). (418)

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(H") be such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 in A,z and ¢ = 0 in AS,
foe C’C(A%QR). By Proposition 4.1,

5 sr- Clearly
47 2

)

</A d(g)fwzw%|f<£>|fd£)

g(/A d(g)T'Y!Z\m(p—mp%\f(f)\TW(ﬁ)\Tdi) < C[f¢|° ,paATZRchb\\Lq(AT e (419)

Inequality (4.18) follows from (4.19), (2.15) and the fact 0 < ¢ < 1. O

Lemma 4.4. Let p, s, o, 7, a, v and q be as in Theorem 1.1 satisfying the relation (1.14), (1.15)
and Q+T1v <1 +(p— 2)%) > 0. In addition we assume 7y < —2 when Q + 77y <1 +(p— 2)%) >0

and Ty < —2 when Q+T17y <1 +(p— 2)%) =0. Let A\ >0, 0 <7 < R and denote the sets Ay, xr(0)

; l—a)T —
and A%’Q)\R(O) by Ay and F\ respectively. Then for q > ngg)% and for f € C(F)), we

have

< s (&)™ |2| PPk | f — <f>FA|T> T

g5t (P=2)a=Q _ o) Tq
< o () e (]i \f\qu) " @20
A

where the constant C is independent of A and f.

Proof. For any function f we define the function f(&) = f(D\€). Note that f € C(A%QR) if and
only if f € C(Fy). We have by Corollary 2,

(/ 4 DE | F - (D r)
ArRr

f-
5 v
< FAHLP Ag 28) + [f]ls),p,a,A%’zR> <||f - (f)FAHLq(A%’zR))

A change of variable gives

< (1t e-22) ]{4 d(&)™ |2 | f — <f>Fw) '

<c (ﬁ = (Fml + Ap“@—”a—Q[f]z,p,a,FA)

l1—a

l1—a

(ﬁ ) "

Qe
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One can observe that d(¢~1o¢’) < C for £,¢" € Fy. A similar argument as for (3.7) gives
|f - (f)F/\ |p S C)\p8+(p_2)a_Q[f:l;;),p,a7FA' (422)

Inequality (4.20) follows from (4.21) and (4.22). O

The above lemma is the main ingredient of the proof of Theorem 1.2. The technique of proof is
similar to that of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let f € C}(H"). We choose ng € Z such that supp f C Byng+1(0). Let us
consider the decomposition { Ay} of H" defined in (1.29) and we define the sets I, := Agk—1 or+2(0).
By Lemma 4.4 and by the relation (1.14) we have

<]ﬁ d(&)™ |5 | f — <f>Fkeré> T
< C2k(aps+(p;2)a—62+v<1+(p—2)%>>[f]?,p,a,pk (;Q / |f|‘1d§>

= O R U1 Ity (429
Applying (4.23), Lemma 4.3 and the fact |Ag| ~ |F}| ~ 2*¥, we obtain

/A ()™ |2|7 s | 17 dg

1—a

< €2 f A - (sl + CFTIDRT [ 70D
Ag

Ay
< CUIT I + €2 (@ (4 0=235)) () 1 (420

Summation with respect to k from m to ng, and inequality (3.12) gives

/ (&)™ |z P2 s | 17 de
d(§)>2m

(1—a)T

no q no
k T —2) & -
<cC (Z [f]’;p,a,Fk> (Z [l ) +o 3 M@m(He25)) )y (42)
k=m k=m
Observe that Fy U Fjy1 is the set Agi-191+3(0). Let us define the set G}, := Agr—2 9r+4(0). Now
1 1
(f)Fk (f)Fk+1 - |Fk| £ (f (f)Gk) |Fk+1| Fos (f (f)Gk) .
Since |Fy| ~ |Fiy1| and |z| < d(€) < 283 in Fy U Fi41, we have

C
Foml £ 55—
P |Fk? UFk+1| FkUFk+1

<c (ﬁ L <f>ak|7>

< oot (1He-25) <][ A&7 | - <f>GkV)
FrUFk11

Since Fj U Fi41 € Gi, a similar argument as (4.23) implies

(), — (f) lf = (el

3=

3=

(Dr, — D] < 027 @ 0025)) e ppiie) (4.26)
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Let 6 = 2/(1429) < 1, where Q' = Q + 7y (1 +(—2)5; ) Applying Lemma 3.2 with ¢ = §2¢'

we obtain
(DAl < 0291 me, |+ €24 11 0 |1
which implies
2\ < 20| (), |7+ CUI e

Summation with respect to k£ from m to ng gives

no
2" (f)p, |+ (1 =68) Y 2 F|T<OZ ,p,aGk||f||(qu_(g),:),

k=m+1
and it follows from (3.12),

at (1—a)T

Z2’f@| F|T<0<Z[f]§,pva,gk> (annmk) q
k

Inequality (1.16) follows from (4.25) and (4.27) and from the facts

Z f d§<3/ f(€)de and Z/ F(&)de <5 nf(g)dg

for any non-negative function f.

(4.27)

(4.28)

O

Remark 4. If Q — ps — (p —2)a > 0 and 7y < —2, Theorem 1.2 can be proved directly by the

technique used in [1] to prove Theorem 4 as follows:
For 0 < f € C.(2) and for i € Z, let us define the sets:

Ep:={¢€H": f(¢) > 27},

Di:=E;\ B = {€ € H": 2" < f(¢) < 2711},
and let e; = |F;| and d; = |D;|. One can show that (see [1], Section 5)

Jo= | d© T pe)rde < 0y 2, @
H» i€z

By the relation (1.14) and inequality (3.12) it follows that

aTt (1—a)T
) Q—ps—(p—2)c P ) q
J<C(> d, ° > 2t
= i€Z
On the other hand, we have
—ps— (P 2o —ps—(p—2)a

FIPETE) 3 O ) S

1€Z €L

and

/ FE)lde =3 / e > 3 2%id,.

€L €L

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

Inequality (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31) together establish (1.18) for the case @ —ps — (p — 2)a > 0

along with 7y < —2.
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5. PROOF OF THE LIMITING CASE
Before proving Theorem 1.3 we discuss the following remark:

Remark 5. In the proof of the limiting case 1/7 + = <1 +(p— 2) > /Q = 0 we will be using

Lemma 4.4. Though the condition 7y < —2 is crucial for this, it automatlcally follows from the
assumption (1.19) and (p — 2)a < @ — 2 as follows:
Relation (1.14) gives

l:a<Q_u+VM@@&Hp—%®>+l—a

pQ q
We have
aps :a<Q—(1+v/as)(ps+(p—2)a)> 1-a p
- (=7/as)@ (—v/as) q
—a _a)? p(1+/as) " Q—ps—(p—2) 1—a
B iy ey H ) )* q]
o pirafes [QFT (L0 2)5)
=a+ (1 a)q+ (= /as) -

Assumption (1.19) implies for‘fy > a, i.e., —7y < ps. Therefore we have Q — 2 + 7y(p — 2)}% >
Q —2—(p—2)a > 0. This together with (1.19) implies 7y < —2.
Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let Ay, F and Gj be as defined earlier. Choose ng € Z such that
2M0 < R < 2™+l From equation (4.24) we get
2) l1—a)T
[ A i < O s I + Ol (5.1
k

Observe that, In(4R/d(§)) > (no —k+1)In2, in Aj. Summing with respect to k and using (3.12)
and (4.28) we obtain

d(f)”]z‘m(p_m T
/d(s>>2m b aryaey = CUE ol +CZ o—k+1 (52)

Here we use o=k FT)7™ k ) <1 in the first term of right hand side. We now apply Lemma 3.2 in (4.26)

+
with ¢ = ("g ,’:1) and obtain

(n(] —k+ 1)T_1

(Del™ < oy (el + 27 o =k + D7 (A5 alflISer,
2

which implies

. ()l o
R S ~ G < Ol M

Summation with respect to k gives

LN S < S (€)Y e
kgr:n (nO —k+ 1)T_1 kgr:n (n(] — k4 %)7——1 < [ ] ,p,aHfHLq H»)* (53)

On the R.H.S we use (3.12) and (4.28). Using a change of variable in the second sum of L.H.S, we
obtain

[(F)r | 1 .
(no—m+171+k_§:+l no—k:—l—l) _(no_k+%)7—1 [(F) 7]

< CUS all FlI iy (5.4)
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1

One can observe that (no—k}kl)“1 N (no—k+3)7—1 ~ (no—llc+1)f. Hence
no
|(f)Fk|T ar (1=a)T
AHel™ | |
> o gy < Ul 55

Inequality (1.20) follows from (5.2) and (5.5) and by passing to the limit m — —oo.
One can prove (1.21) by a similar technique used in the proof of (1.17) and (1.20). O
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