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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

n, 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 η, η1, η2 ∈ R with η1 + η2 = η. For any measurable subset Ω ⊂ R

n, we define
the fractional Sobolev space W s,p,η(Ω) as

W s,p,η(Ω) :=

{

u ∈ Lp(Ω) : [u]W s,p,η(Ω) :=

(
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|x|η1p|y|η2p|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|n+sp
dxdy

) 1
p

< ∞

}

,

endowed with the norm
‖u‖W s,p,η(Ω) = ‖u‖Lp(Ω) + [u]W s,p,η(Ω).

When η1 = η2 = η = 0, we denote the quantities ‖u‖W s,p,0(Ω) and [u]W s,p,0(Ω) by ‖u‖W s,p(Ω) and
[u]W s,p(Ω) respectively.

Let p > 1, 0 < s < 1, q ≥ 1, τ > 0, 0 ≤ a ≤ 1 and β, γ, η, η1, η2 ∈ R be such that η1 + η2 = η
and

1

τ
+

γ

n
= a

(

1

p
+

η − s

n

)

+ (1− a)

(

1

q
+

β

n

)

. (1.1)

When a > 0, we assume the following additional conditions

γ = aσ + (1− a)β, 0 ≤ η − σ (1.2)
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and

η − σ ≤ s, when
1

τ
+

γ

n
=

1

p
+

η − s

n
. (1.3)

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, τ, a, β, γ, η1, η2 and η be as above satisfying the conditions (1.1),
(1.2) and (1.3).
(i) If 1

τ
+ γ

n
> 0, then we have

‖|x|γu‖Lτ (Rn) ≤ C[u]aW s,p,η(Rn)‖|x|
βu‖1−a

Lq(Rn), ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

n). (1.4)

(ii) If 1
τ
+ γ

n
< 0, then we have

‖|x|γu‖Lτ (Rn) ≤ C[u]aW s,p,η(Rn)‖|x|
βu‖1−a

Lq(Rn), ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

n \ {0}). (1.5)

If we consider a = 1 and η1 = η2 = η = 0 in (1.1), γ = 0 implies τ = p∗ = np
n−p

, and inequality

(1.4) gives the well known fractional Sobolev inequality proved earlier in [11, 23]. On the other
hand, the corresponding inequality for γ = −s and τ = p is the fractional Hardy inequality obtained
in [15, 23].

Inequalities (1.4) and (1.5) are not true in general for the case 1
τ
+ γ

n
= 0. Instead the following

weighted version holds in this case as was proved in [24].

Theorem 2. [24] Let n, p, s, q, τ, a, β, γ, η1, η2 and η be as above satisfying the condition (1.1) and
0 ≤ η − σ ≤ s.
(i) If 1

τ
+ γ

n
= 0 and u ∈ C1

c (R
n) with supp(u) ⊂ B(0, R), then we have

(
ˆ

Rn

|x|τγ

lnτ (4R/|x|)
|u|τdx

)
1
τ

≤ C[u]aW s,p,η(Rn)‖|x|
βu‖1−a

Lq(Rn). (1.6)

(ii) If 1
τ
+ γ

n
= 0 and u ∈ C1

c (R
n) with supp(u) ∩B(0, r) = φ, then we have

(
ˆ

Rn

|x|τγ

lnτ (4|x|/r)
|u|τdx

)
1
τ

≤ C[u]aW s,p,η(Rn)‖|x|
βu‖1−a

Lq(Rn). (1.7)

Before going further, we recall the preliminaries on the Heisenberg group. The Heisenberg group
H

n is defined as

H
n := {ξ = (x, y, t) = (z, t) : (x, y) = z ∈ R

n × R
n and t ∈ R}

with the group law
ξ ◦ ξ′ = (x+ x′, y + y′, t+ t′ + 2〈y, x′〉 − 2〈x, y′〉),

where ξ = (x, y, t), ξ′ = (x′, y′, t′) ∈ H
n and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the usual Euclidean inner product in R

n.
It is easy to see that 0 ∈ H

n is the identity element and −ξ is the inverse of ξ ∈ H
n. A basis for

the left invariant vector fields is given by

Xi =
∂

∂xi
+ 2yi

∂

∂t
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

Yi =
∂

∂yi
− 2xi

∂

∂t
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

T =
∂

∂t
.

For any C1 function u, ∇Hn(u) is called the sub-gradient, defined by

∇Hn(u) = (X1(u), · · · ,Xn(u), Y1(u), · · · , Yn(u))

and

|∇Hn(u)|2 =

n
∑

i=1

(

|Xi(u)|
2 + |Yi(u)|

2
)

.
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For any ξ = (x, y, t) = (z, t) ∈ H
n, d(ξ) =

(

(|x|2 + |y|2)2 + t2
) 1

4 =
(

|z|4 + t2
) 1

4 is the Koranyi-
Folland non isotropic gauge and Q = 2n+2 is the homogeneous dimension of the Heisenberg group
H

n. The left-invariant Haar measure on H
n is the Lebesgue measure on R

2n+1. We define the ball
centered at ξ with radius r in H

n as

Br(ξ) = {ξ′ = (z′, t′) : d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) < r}, (1.8)

and the annular domain as

Ar,R(ξ) = {ξ′ = (z′, t′) : r < d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) < R}. (1.9)

We also define the following set

Dr(ξ) = {ξ′ = (z′, t′) : |z′ − z| < r and |t′ − t− 2〈y, x′〉+ 2〈x, y′〉| < r2}. (1.10)

Various versions of Hardy’s inequality on H
n 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]:
ˆ

Ω

|z|β

d(ξ)α
|u(ξ)|pdξ ≤ Cp

n,p,α,β

ˆ

Ω
|∇Hn(u)|p|z|β−pd(ξ)2p−α, ∀u ∈ C∞

c (Ω), (1.11)

where Ω is an open subset of Hn, n ≥ 1, p > 1, α, β ∈ R satisfy Q > α − β and 2n > p − β and
Cn,p,αβ = p

Q+β−α
is the optimal constant.

Inequality (1.11) with α = 4 and β = 2 was proved in [16] for the domain H
n \ {0}. Whereas

(1.11) was proved for the domain H
n with α = 2p and β = p in [25]. Adimurthi and Sekar proved

(1.11) with α = 2p and β = 2, for u ∈ FS1,p
0 (Hn) in [3], where the space FS1,p

0 (Hn) is the completion
of C∞

c (Hn) under the norm

|u|p1,p =

ˆ

Hn

|∇Hn(u)|p

|z|p−2
dzdt.

In [17], Yazhou Han established Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities for H
n. 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 < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R, consider the fractional order Sobolev space on H
n as given

in [1]:

W s,p,α
0 (Hn) = Cl

{

f ∈ C∞
c (Hn) :

ˆ

Hn

ˆ

Hn

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
< ∞

}

,

where ξ = (z, t), ξ′ = (z′, t′). The closure is considered under the norm ‖f‖ps,p,α = ‖f‖p
Lp(Hn) +

[f ]ps,p,α, where

[f ]s,p,α =

(
ˆ

Hn

ˆ

Hn

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

) 1
p

.

Let Ω be any open set in H
n. We define the space

W s,p,α(Ω) =

{

f ∈ Lp(Ω) : [f ]s,p,α,Ω :=

(
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

)
1
p

< ∞

}

,

with the norm ‖f‖ps,p,α,Ω = ‖f‖p
Lp(Ω) + [f ]ps,p,α,Ω.

Throughout this work, we assume (p − 2)α ≥ 0. We also assume (p − 2)α < Q − 2, which
follows from the non triviality of the space W s,p,α

0 (Hn) (see [1], Section 3). The following Sobolev
embedding theorem for W s,p,α

0 (Hn) is proved in [1].

Theorem 3. [1] Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R be such that ps+ (p− 2)α < Q. Then there

exists a positive constant C, depends only on n, p, s and α, such that

‖f‖Lp∗(Hn) ≤ C[f ]s,p,α, ∀f ∈ W s,p,α
0 (Hn), (1.12)

where p∗ = Qp
Q−ps−(p−2)α is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent.
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A fractional Hardy type inequality for the functions of W s,p,α
0 (Hn) has been proved in [1] which

is as follows:

Theorem 4. [1] Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R satisfy the following conditions:

(a) ps > 2;
(b) ps+ (p − 2)α < Q.

Then there exists a positive constant C, depends only on n, p, s and α, such that
ˆ

Hn

|f(ξ)|pdξ

d(ξ)ps|z|(p−2)α
≤ C[f ]ps,p,α, ∀f ∈ W s,p,α

0 (Hn). (1.13)

Theorem 4 holds without the condition (a) only for the case p = 2 or α = 0 i.e., when (p−2)α = 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

n gives (1.13) with α = 0. If
(p − 2)α > 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/
(

Q−2
α

+ 2
)

.

In this paper we establish analogous version of the inequalities (1.4), (1.5), (1.6) and (1.7)
(considering η1 = η2 = η = β = 0) for W s,p,α

0 (Hn), which includes Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 as
particular cases. For the case (p − 2)α = 0, an analogous version of the inequalities (1.4)-(1.7) in
the Heisenberg group were established in [28]. However, (p− 2)α 6= 0 case is totally different from
the case (p − 2)α = 0. In our case the corresponding dimensional balance relation is

1

τ
+

γ
(

1 + (p − 2) α
ps

)

Q
= a





1

p
−

s
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

Q



+
1− a

q
, (1.14)

where p > 1, s ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ R, τ > 1, 0 < a ≤ 1, γ ∈ R and q ≥ 1. We also assume

0 ≤ −γ ≤ as. (1.15)

We prove the following results.

Theorem 1.1. Let p > 1, s ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ R, τ > 1, 0 < a ≤ 1, γ ∈ R and q > (1 − a)τ satisfy

(1.14) and (1.15).

(i) If 1
τ
+

γ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)

Q
> 2

τQ
, then

(
ˆ

Hn

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

) 1
τ

≤ C[f ]as,p,α‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Hn), ∀ f ∈ C1

c (H
n). (1.16)

(ii) If 1
τ
+

γ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)

Q
< 2

τQ
, then

(
ˆ

Hn

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

) 1
τ

≤ C[f ]as,p,α‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Hn), ∀ f ∈ C1

c (H
n \ {ξ = (z, t) : z = 0}).

(1.17)

Comparing with the corresponding result in the Euclidean case, it is natural to ask if (1.16)

holds for 0 < 1/τ + γ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

/Q ≤ 2
τQ

as well. In general, the answer is not known to us,

but as our next result shows, under an additional conditions on indices τ, γ and q, (1.16) continues

to hold for 1/τ + γ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

/Q > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Let p, s, α, τ , a, γ and q are as considered in Theorem 1.1 and satisfy (1.14) and

(1.15). If 1
τ
+

γ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)

Q
> 0 and τγ ≤ −2, then for q > (1−a)τQ

Q−2+τγ(p−2) α
ps

we have

(
ˆ

Hn

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤ C[f ]as,p,α‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Hn), ∀ f ∈ C1

c (H
n). (1.18)
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When 1/τ + γ
(

1 + (p − 2) α
ps

)

/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, α, τ , a, and γ be as in Theorem 1.1 and q > (1−a)τQ
Q−2+τγ(p−2) α

ps

satisfy (1.14)

and (1.15). If

1

τ
+

γ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

Q
= 0, (1.19)

then

(i) For f ∈ C1
c (H

n) with supp f ⊂ BR(0), we have

(

ˆ

Hn

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps

lnτ (4R/d(ξ))
|f(ξ)|τdξ

) 1
τ

≤ C[f ]as,p,α‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Hn). (1.20)

(ii) For f ∈ C1
c (H

n) with supp f ∩Br(0) = φ, we have

(

ˆ

Hn

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps

lnτ (4d(ξ)/r)
|f(ξ)|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤ C[f ]as,p,α‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Hn). (1.21)

For a = 1 and γ = −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)α < Q, and for ps ≤ 2 as well
when ps+ (p− 2)α < 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

n into the sets

Ak := {ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
n : 2k < |z| < 2k+1} (1.22)

to deal with the term |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps and then we decompose each Ak into

Ak,j := {ξ = (z, t) ∈ Ak : j22k < t < (j + 1)22k} (1.23)

so that |Ak,j| = C2kQ (see Figure 1.1).

t

z

Ak+1

Ak

Ak−1

Ak+1,0

Ak,0 Ak,1 Ak,2 Ak,3

t

z

Ak,j

Bk,j

Figure 1.1 Figure 1.2

For any measurable set Ω ⊂ H
n we denote by

(f)Ω :=

 

Ω
f(ξ)dξ =

1

|Ω|

ˆ

Ω
f(ξ)dξ,

the average of the function f over Ω. If A is a bounded extension domain for W s,p,α (discussed in
next section), then the following inequality holds:

 

A

|f − (f)A |τdξ ≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α,A ‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(A ) , ∀f ∈ C(Ā ). (1.24)
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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 {Ak,j} are extension domains for W s,p,α or not, but if K is a compact subset of
a bounded open set Ω, the following inequality is always true:

 

K

|f − (f)Ω|
τdξ ≤ C(Ω,K)[f ]aτs,p,α,Ω‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ω) , ∀f ∈ C(Ω̄). (1.25)

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

 

Ak,j

|f − (f)Bk,j
|τdξ ≤ C 2

− k
τ

(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

[f ]aτs,p,α,Bk,j
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Bk,j)

, (1.26)

where

Bk,j := {ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
n : 2k−1 < |z| ≤ 2k+2, (j − 1)22k < t < (j + 2)22k}, (1.27)

(see Figure 1.2). Note that Ak,j ⋐ Bk,j. 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(Ω,K) in (1.25) on the sets is being taken care of by the factor

2
− k

τ

(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

.

Remark 1. Note that the sets Ak,j’s are mutually disjoint and

∑

k

∑

j

ˆ

Ak,j

f(ξ)dξ =

ˆ

Hn

f(ξ)dξ

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

∑

k

∑

j

ˆ

Bk,j

f(ξ)dξ ≤ C

ˆ

Hn

f(ξ)dξ (1.28)

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

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

Ak := A2k ,2k+1(0) = {ξ ∈ H
n : 2k < d(ξ) ≤ 2k+1}, k ∈ Z, (1.29)

of Hn for Q + τγ
(

1 + (p − 2) α
ps

)

> 0. Whereas, for the case (p − 2)α 6= 0, we work with the

decomposition (1.23) under the additional condition that Q+ τγ(1 + (p − 2) α
ps
) > 2. In the proof

of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 we use the decomposition (1.29) and we deal with the term

|z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps by including this in the integral
´

Bk
|z|

τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τdξ (see Lemma 4.4), where the

condition τγ ≤ −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 s,p,α(Ω). 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 s,p,α(Ω) and W s′,p,α(Ω) for s′ < s.
This result for the case (p − 2)α = 0 is already established in [22].

Proposition 2.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and α ∈ R, 0 < s′ ≤ s < 1 and Ω be an open set in H
n. Then

for any measurable function f : Ω → R,

‖f‖s′,p,α,Ω ≤ C‖f‖s,p,α,Ω (2.1)

for some positive constant C = C(n, p, s, α). In other word, W s,p,α(Ω) ⊆ W s′,p,α(Ω).

Proof. We have

[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω =

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω∩D1(ξ)

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α

+

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω∩D1(ξ)C

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α
= I1 + I2, (2.2)

where D1(ξ) is the set defined in (1.10). Since d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) < 1 in D1(ξ),

I1 ≤

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω∩D1(ξ)

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
≤ [f ]ps,p,α,Ω. (2.3)

We now estimate the integral I2.

I2 ≤ 2p−1

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω∩D1(ξ)C

(|f(ξ)|p + |f(ξ′)|p)dξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α
.

Using symmetry, we obtain

I2 ≤ 2p
ˆ

Ω

(

ˆ

Ω∩D1(ξ)C

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α

)

|f(ξ)|pdξ. (2.4)

Let

J =

ˆ

Ω∩D1(ξ)C

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α

≤

ˆ

D1(ξ)C

dz′dt′

(|z − z′|4 + (t′ − t− 2〈y, x′〉+ 2〈x, y′〉)2)
Q+ps′

4 |z − z′|(p−2)α
.

We use the change of variable ζ = z′ − z and µ = t′ − t− 2〈y, x′〉+ 2〈x, y′〉, and obtain

J ≤

ˆ

D1(0)C

dζdµ

(|ζ|4 + µ2)
Q+ps′

4 |ζ|(p−2)α
.

Let us define the following sets:

B1 = {(z, t) ∈ R
2n × R : |z| > 1, |t| > 1},

B2 = {(z, t) ∈ R
2n × R : |z| > 1, |t| < 1},

B3 = {(z, t) ∈ R
2n × R : |z| < 1, |t| > 1},

and the integrals

J1 =

ˆ

B1

dζdµ

(|ζ|4 + µ2)
Q+ps′

4 |ζ|(p−2)α
,

J2 =

ˆ

B2

dζdµ

(|ζ|4 + µ2)
Q+ps′

4 |ζ|(p−2)α
,

J3 =

ˆ

B3

dζdµ

(|ζ|4 + µ2)
Q+ps′

4 |ζ|(p−2)α
.
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Clearly D1(0)
C = B1 ∪B2 ∪B3 up to a measure zero set, and J ≤ J1 + J2 + J3.

Estimate for J1: Let ω2n be the measure of the unit sphere in R
2n.

J1 = 2ω2n

ˆ ∞

1

ˆ ∞

1

rQ−3drdµ

(r4 + µ2)
Q+ps′

4 r(p−2)α

(using µ = r2t) = 2ω2n

ˆ ∞

1

(

ˆ ∞

1
r2

dt

(1 + t2)
Q+ps′

4

)

dr

r1+ps′+(p−2)α

≤ 2ω2n

ˆ ∞

1

(

ˆ ∞

0

dt

(1 + t2)
Q+ps′

4

)

dr

r1+ps′+(p−2)α
.

Since Q+ ps′ > 2 and ps′ + (p− 2)α > 0, both the integrals of R.H.S is finite. Hence J1 ≤ C1.
Estimate for J2:

J2 = 2ω2n

ˆ ∞

1

ˆ 1

0

rQ−3drdµ

(r4 + µ2)
Q+ps′

4 r(p−2)α

(using µ = r2t) = 2ω2n

ˆ ∞

1

(

ˆ 1
r2

0

dt

(1 + t2)
Q+ps′

4

)

dr

r1+ps′+(p−2)α

≤ 2ω2n

ˆ ∞

1

(

ˆ 1

0

dt

(1 + t2)
Q+ps′

4

)

dr

r1+ps′+(p−2)α
≤ C2.

Estimate for J3:

J3 ≤ 2ω2n

ˆ 1

0

(

ˆ ∞

1

dµ

µ
Q+ps′

2

)

rQ−3−(p−2)αdr.

Since Q+ps′

2 > 1 and (p− 2)α < Q− 2, we have J3 ≤ C3. Hence J is integrable.
Hence from (2.4), we get

I2 ≤ 2pC‖f‖p
Lp(Ω). (2.5)

Combining (2.2), (2.3) and (2.5), we obtain

‖f‖ps′,p,α,Ω ≤ (2pC + 1)‖f‖p
Lp(Ω) + [f ]ps,p,α,Ω ≤ C(n, p, s, α)‖f‖ps,p,α,Ω. (2.6)

�

Definition 1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R, and let Ω ⊂ H
n be an open set. We say that

Ω is an extension domain, if there exists a positive constant C = C(n, p, s, α,Ω) such that, for any

function f ∈ W s,p,α(Ω), there exists f̄ ∈ W s,p,α
0 (Hn) with f̄ |Ω = f , and

‖f̄‖s,p,α ≤ C‖f‖s,p,α,Ω. (2.7)

In the following result we extend any function of W s,p,α(Ω), supported in K ⋐ Ω to a function
in W s,p,α(Hn).

Proposition 2.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ R and Ω be any open set in H
n. If f ∈ W s,p,α(Ω)

and K is any compact subset of Ω such that f ≡ 0 in Ω \K, then the extension function

f̄(ξ) =

{

f(ξ) if ξ ∈ Ω

0 if ξ ∈ H
n \Ω

belongs to W s,p,α(Hn), and there exists a positive constant C depending on n, p, s, α, K, Ω and is

such that

‖f̄‖s,p,α ≤ C‖f‖s,p,α,Ω. (2.8)
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Proof. We have

[f̄ ]ps,p,α =

ˆ

Hn

ˆ

Hn

|f̄(ξ)− f̄(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

=

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
+ 2

ˆ

K

ˆ

ΩC

|f(ξ)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

= [f ]ps,p,α,Ω + 2

ˆ

K

|f(ξ)|p
ˆ

ΩC

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
dξ. (2.9)

We claim that ∃ β > 0 such that d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) ≥ β for all ξ ∈ K and ξ′ ∈ ΩC . If not, then
∃ ξ ∈ K and {ξ′m} ⊂ ΩC such that d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′m) < 1

m
∀m ∈ N. In particular, |z − z′m| < 1

m
and

|t′m − t− 2〈y, x′m〉+ 2〈x, y′m〉| < 1
m2 , where ξ′m = (x′m, y′m, t′m) = (z′m, t′m). Now

|t′m − t| ≤ |t′m − t− 2〈y, x′m〉+ 2〈x, y′m〉|+ 2|〈y, x′m〉 − 〈x, y′m〉|

= |t′m − t− 2〈y, x′m〉+ 2〈x, y′m〉|+ 2|〈(−y, x), z − z′m〉|

≤ |t′m − t− 2〈y, x′m〉+ 2〈x, y′m〉|+ 2|z||z − z′m| ≤
1

m2
+

2R

m
,

where R > 0 is such that K ⊂ B(0, R), which implies that the sequence {ξ′m} converges to ξ and
contradicts the fact K is a compact subset of Ω.
Hence we have for any ξ ∈ K,
ˆ

ΩC

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

≤

ˆ

Bβ(ξ)C

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
≤

ˆ

Bβ(0)C

dξ′

d(ξ′)Q+ps|z′|(p−2)α
.

One can show the last integral is finite by an argument similar to one as in Proposition 2.1. This
gives

[f̄ ]ps,p,α ≤ [f ]ps,p,α,Ω + C‖f‖p
Lp(Ω). (2.10)

This completes the proof. �

Corollary 1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R be such that ps + (p − 2)α < Q. Let Ω ⊂ H
n

be an open set and K be any compact subset of Ω. Then there exists a positive constant C, which

depends on n, p, s, α ,K, Ω and is such that

‖f‖Lp∗(K) ≤ C‖f‖s,p,α,Ω, ∀f ∈ C(Ω̄), (2.11)

where p∗ = Qp
Q−ps−(p−2)α .

Proof. Let K ′ be an open set such that K ⋐ K ′ ⋐ Ω. Choose a function φ ∈ C∞
c (Hn) such that

0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, φ ≡ 1 in K and φ ≡ 0 in H
n \K ′.

Clearly fφ ∈ Cc(H
n). Sobolev inequality (1.12) gives,

(
ˆ

K

|f |p
∗

)
1
p∗

≤

(
ˆ

Hn

|fφ|p
∗

)
1
p∗

≤ C[fφ]s,p,α. (2.12)

It follows from (2.8),

‖f‖Lp∗ (K) ≤ C‖fφ‖s,p,α,Ω ≤ C(‖f‖Lp(Ω) + [fφ]s,p,α,Ω). (2.13)

We now estimate the quantity [fφ]s,p,α,Ω in terms of ‖f‖s,p,α,Ω.

[fφ]ps,p,α,Ω ≤ 2p−1

ˆ

Ω
|f(ξ)|p

ˆ

Ω

|φ(ξ)− φ(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

+ 2p−1

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|p|φ(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
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≤ 22p−1

ˆ

Ω
|f(ξ)|p

ˆ

B(ξ,1)

|φ(ξ)− φ(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

+ 22p−1

ˆ

Ω
|f(ξ)|p

ˆ

B(ξ,1)C

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
dξ + 2p−1[f ]ps,p,α,Ω. (2.14)

In the last integral we use φ ≤ 1. Since φ ∈ C∞
c (Hn), ∃M > 0 such that |φ(ξ)−φ(ξ′)|

d(ξ−1◦ξ′)
≤ M for all

ξ, ξ′ ∈ Ω, (see [1], Proposition 3.1). Hence for any ξ ∈ Ω,

ˆ

B(ξ,1)

|φ(ξ)− φ(ξ′)|pdξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
≤ Mp

ˆ

B(ξ,1)

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps−p|z − z′|(p−2)α
.

Both the integrals
ˆ

B(ξ,1)

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps−p|z − z′|(p−2)α
dξ

and
ˆ

B(ξ,1)C

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α

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

[fφ]ps,p,α,Ω ≤ C
(

‖f‖p
Lp(Ω) + [f ]ps,p,α,Ω

)

≤ C‖f‖ps,p,α,Ω. (2.15)

Inequality (2.11) follows from (2.13) and (2.15). �

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R be such ps + (p − 2)α < Q. Let Ω ⊂ H
n be

an extension domain. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(n, p, s, α,Ω) such that for any

q ∈ [p, p∗] and for any f ∈ W s,p,α(Ω), we have

‖f‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖s,p,α,Ω. (2.16)

In other word, W s,p,α(Ω) is continuously embedded in Lq(Ω) for any q ∈ [p, p∗].

Proof. The case q = p and q = p∗ is trivial. For the case q ∈ (p, p∗), choose 0 < θ < 1 such that
1
q
= θ

p
+ 1−θ

p∗
. Inequality (2.16) follows from Hölder’s inequality with the conjugets p

θq
and p∗

(1−θ)q ,

(1.12) and (2.7). �

Remark 2. When ps+(p−2)α → Q, clearly the fractional critical Sobolev exponent p∗ goes to ∞.

Hence if ps+ (p− 2)α = Q, one may expect that W s,p,α(Ω) is continuously embedded in Lq(Ω) for
any q ≥ p. Our next result assures that this embedding is true even in the case ps+ (p− 2)α ≥ Q.

Theorem 2.4. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R be such ps + (p − 2)α ≥ Q. Let Ω ⊂ H
n be

an extension domain. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(n, p, s, α,Ω) such that for any

q ≥ p and for any f ∈ W s,p,α(Ω), we have

‖f‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖s,p,α,Ω. (2.17)

Proof. Since (p − 2)α < Q − 2, we can choose 0 < s′ < s such that ps′ + (p − 2)α < Q and

q ≤ pQ
Q−ps′−(p−2)α . By Theorem 2.3, we have

‖f‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖s′,p,α,Ω. (2.18)

Inequality (2.17) then follows from Proposition 2.1. �
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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. Let p > 1, s ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ R, τ > 1, γ ∈ R, 0 < a ≤ 1 and q > (1− a)τ satisfy (1.14)
and (1.15). Let λ > 0, 0 < r′ < r < R < R′, µ, µ′ ∈ R and ℓ, ℓ′ > 0 be such that µ′ < µ and

µ+ ℓ < µ′ + ℓ′ and consider the following sets:

Dλ = Dr,R,µ,ℓ(λ) := {ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
n : λr < |z| < λR and µλ2 < t < (µ+ ℓ)λ2}

and D ′
λ = Dr′,R′,µ′,ℓ′(λ). Then for f ∈ C(D̄ ′

λ), we have

(
 

Dλ

|f − (f)D ′
λ
|τ
)

1
τ

≤ C
(

λps+(p−2)α−Q[f ]p
s,p,α,D ′

λ

)a
p

(

 

D ′
λ

|f |qdξ

)
1−a
q

, (3.1)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of f and λ, µ and µ′.

Proof. From (1.14), we have

1

τ
= a





1

p
−

s′
(

1 + (p − 2) α
ps

)

Q



+
1− a

q
,

where s′ = s+ γ/a < s. Let α′ = αs′/s and p′∗ = pQ
Q−ps′−(p−2)α′ . We have 1/τ = a/p′∗ + (1− a)/q

and p′∗ > 0 follows from the range of q.
For any function f , we define the function f̃(ξ) = f(Dλξ), where Dλξ = (λz, λ2t), is the dilation
in H

n. Let us define the sets

D1 = {ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
n : r < |z| ≤ R and µ < t ≤ µ+ ℓ},

D
′
1 = {ξ = (z, t) ∈ H

n : r′ < |z| ≤ R′ and µ′ < t ≤ µ′ + ℓ′}.

Clearly, f ∈ C1(D̄ ′
λ) if and only if f̃ ∈ C1(D̄ ′

1). Hölder’s inequality, inequality (2.11) with K = D̄1

and Ω = D ′
1, and the fact [f̃ ]s′,p,α′,D ′

1
≤ C[f̃ ]s,p,α,D ′

1
respectively gives

(
ˆ

D1

|f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
|τ
) 1

τ

≤

(
ˆ

D1

|f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
|p

′∗

) a

p′∗
(
ˆ

D1

|f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
|q
)

1−a
q

≤ C
(

‖f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
‖p
Lp(D ′

1)
+ [f̃ ]p

s′,p,α′,D ′
1

)
a
p

(
ˆ

D1

|f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
|q
)

1−a
q

≤ C
(

‖f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
‖p
Lp(D ′

1)
+ [f̃ ]p

s,p,α,D ′
1

) a
p

(
ˆ

D1

|f̃ − (f)D ′
λ
|q
)

1−a
q

. (3.2)

Using the change of variable ξ̄ = Dλξ in (3.2) and obtain

(
 

Dλ

|f − (f)D ′
λ
|τ
)

1
τ

≤ C

(

 

D ′
λ

|f − (f)D ′
λ
|p + λps+(p−2)α−Q[f ]p

s,p,α,D ′
λ

) a
p ( 

Dλ

|f − (f)D ′
λ
|q
)

1−a
q

≤ C

(

 

D ′
λ

|f − (f)D ′
λ
|p + λps+(p−2)α−Q[f ]p

s,p,α,D ′
λ

) a
p
(

 

D ′
λ

|f |q

)
1−a
q

. (3.3)

Now

ˆ

D ′
λ

|f(ξ)− (f)D ′
λ
|pdξ =

ˆ

D ′
λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(ξ)−
1

|D ′
λ|

ˆ

D ′
λ

f(ξ′)dξ′

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dξ
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=

ˆ

D ′
λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|D ′
λ|

ˆ

D ′
λ

(

f(ξ)− f(ξ′)
)

dξ′

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dξ ≤

ˆ

D ′
λ

(

 

D ′
λ

∣

∣f(ξ)− f(ξ′)
∣

∣ dξ′

)p

dξ. (3.4)

Using Jensen’s inequality, we get
(

 

D ′
λ

∣

∣f(ξ)− f(ξ′)
∣

∣ dξ′

)p

≤
1

|D ′
λ|

ˆ

D ′
λ

∣

∣f(ξ)− f(ξ′)
∣

∣

p
dξ′. (3.5)

Let ξ, ξ′ ∈ D ′
λ, where ξ = (z, t) = (x, y, t) and ξ′ = (z′, t′) = (x′, y′, t′). We have

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) =
(

|z′ − z|4 + (t′ − t+ 2(〈x, y′〉 − 〈y, x′〉))2
)

1
4

≤
(

|z′ − z|4 + 2(t′ − t)2 + 8(〈x, y′〉 − 〈y, x′〉)2
)

1
4

=
(

|z′ − z|4 + 2(t′ − t)2 + 8(〈(y′,−x′), z − z′〉)2
)

1
4 .

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in R
2n gives

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) ≤
(

|z′ − z|4 + 2(t′ − t)2 + 8|z′|2|z − z′|2
)

1
4

≤ ((2R′)4λ4 + 2 · ℓ′
2
λ4 + 8R′2(2R′)2λ4)

1
4 = Cλ.

Note that |D ′
λ| = CλQ. Hence, from (3.4) and (3.5), we get

ˆ

D ′
λ

|f(ξ)− (f)D ′
λ
|pdξ

≤ Cλps+(p−2)α

ˆ

D ′
λ

ˆ

D ′
λ

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|p

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
dξ = Cλps+(p−2)α[f ]p

s,p,α,D ′
λ
, (3.6)

which gives
 

D ′
λ

|f(ξ)− (f)D ′
λ
|pdξ ≤ Cλps+(p−2)α−Q[f ]p

s,p,α,D ′
λ
. (3.7)

Inequality (3.1) follows from (3.3) and (3.7). �

Remark 3. For i = 0, 1, 2 and 3 we consider the connected domain Bk+1,j ∪Bk,4j+i as defined in
(1.27), and we define the set

Ck,j := {ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
n : 2k−2 < |z| ≤ 2k+3, (j − 2)22k < t < (j + 3)22k}.

Observe that Bk+1,j ∪ Bk,4j+i ⋐ Ck+1,j ∪ Ck,4j+i and the following inequality is true:

(

 

Bk+1,j∪Bk,4j+i

|f − (f)Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
|τ

) 1
τ

≤ C
(

2k(ps+(p−2)α−Q)[f ]ps,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i

)
a
p

(

 

Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i

|f |qdξ

)
1−a
q

, (3.8)

where the constant C is independent of k and j.

The following elementary lemma is established in [2].

Lemma 3.2. Let τ > 1 and c > 1. Then for all a, b ∈ R, we have

(|a|+ |b|)τ ≤ c|a|τ +
(

1− c−
1

τ−1

)1−τ

|b|τ . (3.9)
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Step 1: Proof of (i). Let suppf ⊂ D2n0+1(0) for some n0 ∈ Z. For
k, j ∈ Z, we consider the sets {Ak}, {Ak,j} and Bk,j defined in (1.22), (1.23) and (1.27) respectively.
By Lemma 3.1 and by the relation (1.14) we have

(

 

Ak,j

|f − (f)Bk,j
|τdξ

) 1
τ

≤ C
(

2k(ps+(p−2)α−Q)[f ]ps,p,α,Bk,j

)
a
p

(

1

2kQ

ˆ

Bk,j

|f |qdξ

)
1−a
q

= C 2
− k

τ

(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

[f ]as,p,α,Bk,j
‖f‖1−a

Lq(Bk,j)
. (3.10)

Observe that suppf ∩ Ak ⊂ ∪nk−1
j=−nk

Ak,j, where nk = 22(n0+1−k) and |Ak,j| = C2kQ for all k and j.

Using the fact that, d(ξ) ≥ |z| > 2k in Ak,j for all j, we obtain

ˆ

Ak,j

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f |τdξ ≤ C2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

(

 

Ak,j

|f − (f)Bk,j
|τ + |(f)Bk,j

|τ

)

≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α,Bk,j
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Bk,j)

+ C 2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

|(f)Bk,j
|τ . (3.11)

For t1, t2 ≥ 0 with t1 + t2 ≥ 1, and for xk ≥ 0 and yk ≥ 0, one has

∑

k∈Z

xt1k y
t2
k ≤

(

∑

k∈Z

xk

)t1
(

∑

k∈Z

yk

)t2

. (3.12)

We have 1
τ
≤ a

p
+ 1−a

q
, which follows from (1.14) and (1.15). Summation with respect to j from

−nk to nk − 1 on (3.11) and then using the inequality (3.12) with t1 =
τa
p

and t2 =
τ(1−a)

q
we get

ˆ

Ak

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f |τdξ ≤ C





nk−1
∑

j=−nk

[f ]ps,p,α,Bk,j





aτ
p




nk−1
∑

j=−nk

‖f‖q
Lq(Bk,j)





(1−a)τ
q

+ C2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)) nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ . (3.13)

Let m ∈ Z be such that n0 −m ≥ 2. Again summation with respect to k from m to n0 and then
(3.12) gives
ˆ

{ξ∈Hn:|z|>2m}
d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α

ps |f |τdξ

≤ C





n0
∑

k=m

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

[f ]ps,p,α,Bk,j





aτ
p




n0
∑

k=m

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

‖f‖q
Lq(Bk,j)





(1−a)τ
q

+ C

n0
∑

k=m

2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)) nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ .

It follows from Remark 1,
ˆ

{ξ∈Hn:|z|>2m}
d(ξ)τγ |z|

τγ(p−2) α
ps |f |τdξ

≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn) + C

n0
∑

k=m

2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)) nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ . (3.14)

Observe that, nk = 4nk+1. For −nk+1 ≤ j ≤ nk+1 − 1 and for i = 0, 1, 2 and 3, we have
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(f)Bk,4j+i
− (f)Bk+1,j

=
1

|Bk,4j+i|

ˆ

Bk,4j+i

f −
1

|Bk+1,j|

ˆ

Bk+1,j

f

=
1

|Bk,4j+i|

ˆ

Bk,4j+i

(

f − (f)Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i

)

−
1

|Bk+1,j|

ˆ

Bk+1,j

(

f − (f)Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i

)

.

The set Ck,j is defined in Remark 3. Since |Bk+1,j| ∼ |Bk,4j+i|, we have

|(f)Bk,4j+i
− (f)Bk+1,j

| ≤
C

|Bk+1,j ∪ Bk,4j+i|

ˆ

Bk+1,j∪Bk,4j+i

∣

∣f − (f)Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i

∣

∣

≤ C

(

 

Bk+1,j∪Bk,4j+i

∣

∣f − (f)Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i

∣

∣

τ

)
1
τ

, (3.15)

using Jensen’s inequality. Inequality (3.8) gives

|(f)Bk,4j+i
− (f)Bk+1,j

| ≤ C 2
− k

τ

(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

[f ]as,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

. (3.16)

For simplicity of the notation we denote Q′ = Q + τγ
(

1 + (p − 2) α
ps

)

. Note that Q′ > 2, which

follows from the assumption 1/τ+γ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

/Q > 2
τQ

. Let δ = 2/
(

1+2Q
′−2
)

< 1. Applying

Lemma 3.2 with c = δ2Q
′−2 > 1 we obtain

|(f)Bk,4j+i
|τ ≤ δ2Q

′−2|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ + C 2−kQ′

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

.

Therefore

2kQ
′

3
∑

i=0

|(f)Bk,4j+i
|τ ≤ δ2(k+1)Q′

|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ+C

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

. (3.17)

Note that
nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

ak,4j+i =

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

ak,j. (3.18)

Summation with respect to j from −nk+1 to nk+1 − 1 gives

2kQ
′

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ ≤ δ2(k+1)Q′

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ

+ C

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

. (3.19)

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

n0
∑

k=m

2kQ
′

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ − δ

n0
∑

k=m

2(k+1)Q′

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ

≤ C

n0
∑

k=m

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

,

which gives

2mQ′
nm−1
∑

j=−nm

|(f)Bm,j
|τ +

n0
∑

k=m+1

(1− δ)2kQ
′

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ
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≤ C

n0
∑

k=m

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

,

and it follows that

n0
∑

k=m

(1−δ)2kQ
′

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ ≤ C

n0
∑

k=m

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

. (3.20)

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 k and j such that

n0
∑

k=m

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

≤





n0
∑

k=m

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]ps,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i





aτ
p




n0
∑

k=m

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

‖f‖q
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)





(1−a)τ
q

≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn). (3.21)

Combining (3.14), (3.20) and (3.21), we get
ˆ

{ξ∈Hn:|z|>2m}
d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α

ps |f |τdξ ≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn). (3.22)

Inequality (1.16) follows by passing the limit m → −∞.

Step 2: Proof of (ii). Choose m ∈ Z such that

supp(f) ∩ {ξ = (z, t) : |z| < 2m} = φ.

Let δ =
(

1 + 2Q
′−2
)

/2. Then δ < 1. Applying Lemma 3.2 in (3.16) with c = δ/2Q
′−2 > 1, we get

|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ ≤ δ2−(Q′−2)|(f)Bk,4j+i

|τ + C 2−kQ′

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

.

Summation with respect to i gives

2(k+1)Q′

|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ ≤ δ2kQ

′
3
∑

i=0

|(f)Bk,4j+i
|τ + C

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

.

Again summing with respect to j from −nk+1 to nk+1 − 1 and using (3.18) we obtain

2(k+1)Q′

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

|(f)Bk+1,j
|τ ≤ δ2kQ

′
nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ

+ C

nk+1−1
∑

j=−nk+1

3
∑

i=0

[f ]aτs,p,α,Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Ck+1,j∪Ck,4j+i)

. (3.23)

Finally summation over k from m− 1 to n0 − 1 and (3.21) gives

n0
∑

k=m

(1− δ)2kQ
′

nk−1
∑

j=−nk

|(f)Bk,j
|τ ≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn). (3.24)

Inequality (1.17) can be obtained by applying (3.24) in (3.14). This completes the proof. �
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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 < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R be such that (p − 2)α ≥ 0 and let E ⊂ H
n be

any measurable set with finite Lebesgue measure, i.e. |E| < ∞. Fix ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
n. Then there

exists a positive constant C, depends only on n, p, s and α such that
ˆ

EC

dξ′

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps|z − z′|(p−2)α
≥ C|E|−

ps+(p−2)α
Q , (4.1)

where ξ′ = (z′, t′) ∈ EC .

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞, s ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R be such that (p−2)α ≥ 0 and ps+(p−2)α < Q.

Let {ei} and {di} be two non-negative sequences of real numbers satisfying the following properties:

(a) ei is decreasing;

(b) ei =
∑∞

j=i dj .
Then the followings hold.

(i) For any fixed T > 0 we have

∑

i∈Z

e
Q−ps−(p−2)α

Q

i T i ≤ T
Q

Q−ps−(p−2)α

∑

i∈Z,ei 6=0

ei+1e
−

ps+(p−2)α
Q

i T i. (4.2)

(ii) Moreover, if T > 1 then

∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

∑

j≥i+1

T pie
− ps+(p−2)α

Q

i−1 dj ≤
1

T p − 1

∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

T pie
− ps+(p−2)α

Q

i−1 di. (4.3)

We next need the following lemma to prove our theorem.

Lemma 4.3. Let β ≤ 0 be such that Q− 2 + β > 0. Then for any measurable set D ⊂ Bλ(0), we
have

ˆ

D

|z|βdzdt ≤ Cλ2|D|
Q−2+β

Q , (4.4)

where the constant C is independent of λ.

Proof. Let R > 0 be such that |D| = 2ω2nR
Q = |DR(0)|, where the set DR(0) is defined in (1.10).

Note that R ≤ Cλ. Now

I :=

ˆ

D

|z|βdzdt =

ˆ

D∩DR(0)
|z|βdzdt+

ˆ

D∩DR(0)C
|z|βdzdt.

Let us define the sets

DR,1 := {z ∈ R
2n : |z| > R} × {t ∈ R : |t| > R2},

DR,2 := {z ∈ R
2n : |z| > R} × {t ∈ R : |t| < R2},

DR,3 := {z ∈ R
2n : |z| < R} × {t ∈ R : |t| > R2},

and the quantities

I0 :=

ˆ

D∩DR(0)
|z|βdzdt,

Ii :=

ˆ

D∩DR,i

|z|βdzdt, i = 1, 2, 3.

Clearly, DR(0)
C = DR,1 ∪DR,2 ∪DR,3 and I = I0 + I1 + I2 + I3. We will estimate the integrals

separately.
Estimate for I0:

I0 ≤

ˆ

DR(0)
|z|βdzdt = C

ˆ R

0

ˆ R2

0
rQ−3+βdrdt
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= CR2 RQ−2+β

Q− 2 + β
≤ Cλ2RQ−2+β = Cλ2|D|

Q−2+β
Q . (4.5)

Estimate for I1:

I1 =

ˆ

D∩DR,1

|z|βdzdt ≤ Rβ|D| = CRQ+β =≤ Cλ2|D|
Q−2+β

Q . (4.6)

Estimate for I2:

I2 =

ˆ

D∩DR,2

|z|βdzdt ≤ Rβ|D| = CRQ+β =≤ Cλ2|D|
Q−2+β

Q . (4.7)

Estimate for I3:

I3 ≤ C

ˆ R

0

ˆ λ2

0
rQ−3+βdrdt ≤ Cλ2 RQ−2+β

Q− 2 + β
= Cλ2|D|

Q−2+β
Q . (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, α, τ , a, γ and q be as in Theorem 1.1 satisfying the relation (1.14),

(1.15) and Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

≥ 0. In addition we assume τγ ≤ −2 when Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

> 0 and τγ < −2 when Q+ τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

= 0. Let Ω be a bounded open set in H
n such that

Ω ∩ Br(0) = φ for some r > 0. Then there exists a positive constant C which depends on n, p, s,

α, r and Ω such that for q > (1−a)τQ
Q−2+τγ(p−2) α

ps

, we have

(
ˆ

Ω
d(ξ)τγ |z|

τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤ C[f ]as,p,α,Ω‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Ω) ∀f ∈ Cc(Ω). (4.9)

Proof. It is enough to prove (4.9) for 0 ≤ f ∈ Cc(Ω). For i ∈ Z, define the following sets:

Ei := {ξ ∈ Ω : f(ξ) ≥ 2i},

Di := Ei \ Ei+1 = {ξ ∈ Ω : 2i ≤ f(ξ) < 2i+1}.

Let ei = |Ei| and di = |Di|. Clearly di ≤ ei and they satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.2.

Relation (1.14) gives

Q− 2 + τγ(p− 2) α
ps

τQ
= a

(

Q− ps′ − (p − 2)α

pQ

)

+
1− a

q
, (4.10)

where 0 < s′ = s + γ
a
+ 2

aτ
≤ s and Q − ps′ − (p − 2)α > 0 follows from the range of q. We first

estimate the quantity [f ]s′,p,α,Ω. Since f ∈ Cc(H
n), for any i, j ∈ Z with j ≤ i− 2, if ξ = (z, t) ∈ Di

and ξ′ = (z′, t′) ∈ Dj, then we have 2j ≤ f(ξ′) ≤ 2j+1 ≤ 2i−1 < 2i ≤ f(ξ) ≤ 2i+1, which gives
f(ξ)− f(ξ′) ≥ 2i−1. Hence

[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω ≥
∑

i∈Z

∑

j≤i−2

ˆ

Di

ˆ

Dj

|f(ξ)− f(ξ′)|pdξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α

≥
∑

i∈Z

∑

j≤i−2

2p(i−1)

ˆ

Di

ˆ

Dj

dξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α

=
∑

i∈Z

2p(i−1)

ˆ

Di

ˆ

∪j≤i−2 Dj

dξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α

=
∑

i∈Z

2p(i−1)

ˆ

Di

ˆ

EC
i−1

dξ′dξ

d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′)Q+ps′|z − z′|(p−2)α
.
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Using Lemma 4.1 we obtain

[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω ≥ C
∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

2p(i−1)e
−

ps′+(p−2)α
Q

i−1 di. (4.11)

Putting di = ei −
∑

j≥i+1 dj and then using Lemma 4.2 (ii) with T = 2, we get

[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω ≥
C

2p





∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

2pieie
− ps′+(p−2)α

Q

i−1 −
∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

∑

j≥i+1

2pie
− ps′+(p−2)α

Q

i−1 dj





≥
C

2p





∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

2pieie
−

ps′+(p−2)α
Q

i−1 −
1

2p − 1

∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

2pie
−

ps′+(p−2)α
Q

i−1 di





≥
C

2p

∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

2pieie
− ps′+(p−2)α

Q

i−1 −
1

2p − 1
[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω, [using inequality (4.11)]

which gives

[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω ≥
2p − 1

22p
C

∑

i∈Z,ei−1 6=0

2pieie
−

ps′+(p−2)α
Q

i−1 .

By Lemma 4.2 (i) with T = 2p we get

[f ]ps′,p,α,Ω ≥ C
∑

i∈Z

2pie
Q−ps′−(p−2)α

Q

i . (4.12)

On the other hand,
ˆ

Ω
|f(ξ)|qdξ =

∑

i∈Z

ˆ

Di

|f(ξ)|qdξ ≥
∑

i∈Z

2qidi. (4.13)

Now let

J :=

ˆ

Ω
|z|

τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τdξ =

∑

i∈Z

ˆ

Di

|z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f(ξ)|τdξ ≤
∑

i∈Z

2τ(i+1)

ˆ

Di

|z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps dξ.

It follows from the assumptions that Q − 2 + τγ(p − 2) α
ps

> 0. Therefore, from Lemma 4.3 with

β = τγ(p− 2) α
ps
, we get

J ≤ C
∑

i∈Z

2τid

Q−2+τγ(p−2) α
ps

Q

i . (4.14)

Relation (4.10) gives

J ≤ C
∑

i∈Z

(

2pid
Q−ps′−(p−2)α

Q

i

) aτ
p
(

2qidi
)

(1−a)τ
q . (4.15)

By inequality (3.12) and by the fact di ≤ ei we obtain

J ≤ C

(

∑

i∈Z

2pie
Q−ps′−(p−2)α

Q

i

)
aτ
p
(

∑

i∈Z

2qidi

)
(1−a)τ

q

. (4.16)

Inequality (4.16), (4.12) and (4.13) together imply

(
ˆ

Ω
|z|τγ(p−2) α

ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤ C[f ]as′,p,α,Ω‖f‖
1−a
Lq(Ω). (4.17)

Inequality (4.9) follows from (4.17) and the facts that d(ξ) ≥ r in Ω and [f ]s′,p,α,Ω ≤ C[f ]s,p,α,Ω. �
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Corollary 2. Let p, s, α, τ , a, γ and q be as in Theorem 1.1 satisfying the relation (1.14), (1.15)

and Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

≥ 0. In addition we assume τγ ≤ −2 when Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

> 0

and τγ < −2 when Q+ τγ
(

1 + (p − 2) α
ps

)

= 0. For 0 < r < R consider the set Ar,R = Ar,R(0) as

defined in (1.9). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depends on n, p, s, α, r and R such that for

q > (1−a)τQ
Q−2+τγ(p−2) α

ps

, we have

(

ˆ

Ar,R

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

) 1
τ

≤ C‖f‖as,p,α,A r
2 ,2R

‖f‖1−a
Lq(A r

2 ,2R), ∀f ∈ C(A r
2
,2R). (4.18)

Proof. Let φ ∈ C∞
c (Hn) be such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, φ ≡ 1 in Ar,R and φ ≡ 0 in AC

3r
4
, 3R

2

. Clearly

fφ ∈ Cc(A r
2
,2R). By Proposition 4.1,

(

ˆ

Ar,R

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤

(

ˆ

A r
2 ,2R

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τ |φ(ξ)|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤ C[fφ]as,p,α,A r
2 ,2R

‖fφ‖1−a
Lq(A r

2 ,2R). (4.19)

Inequality (4.18) follows from (4.19), (2.15) and the fact 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1. �

Lemma 4.4. Let p, s, α, τ , a, γ and q be as in Theorem 1.1 satisfying the relation (1.14), (1.15)

and Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

≥ 0. In addition we assume τγ ≤ −2 when Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

> 0

and τγ < −2 when Q+τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

= 0. Let λ > 0, 0 < r < R and denote the sets Aλr,λR(0)

and Aλr
2
,2λR(0) by Aλ and Fλ respectively. Then for q > (1−a)τQ

Q−2+τγ(p−2) α
ps

and for f ∈ C(F̄λ), we

have

(
 

Aλ

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f − (f)Fλ
|τ
)

1
τ

≤ Cλ
a
ps+(p−2)α−Q

p
+γ

(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)

[f ]as,p,α,Fλ

(
 

Fλ

|f |qdξ

)
1−a
q

, (4.20)

where the constant C is independent of λ and f .

Proof. For any function f we define the function f̃(ξ) = f(Dλξ). Note that f̃ ∈ C(A r
2
,2R) if and

only if f ∈ C(F̄λ). We have by Corollary 2,

(

ˆ

Ar,R

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f̃ − (f)Fλ
|τ

) 1
τ

≤ C

(

‖f̃ − (f)Fλ
‖p
Lp(A r

2 ,2R) + [f̃ ]ps,p,α,A r
2 ,2R

) a
p (

‖f̃ − (f)Fλ
‖Lq(A r

2 ,2R)

)1−a

.

A change of variable gives

(

λ
−τγ

(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)
 

Aλ

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f − (f)Fλ
|τ
)

1
τ

≤ C

(
 

Fλ

|f − (f)Fλ
|p + λps+(p−2)α−Q[f ]ps,p,α,Fλ

)
a
p
(
 

Fλ

|f |q
)

1−a
q

. (4.21)
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One can observe that d(ξ−1 ◦ ξ′) ≤ Cλ for ξ, ξ′ ∈ Fλ. A similar argument as for (3.7) gives
 

Fλ

|f − (f)Fλ
|p ≤ Cλps+(p−2)α−Q[f ]ps,p,α,Fλ

. (4.22)

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

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 ∈ C1
c (H

n). We choose n0 ∈ Z such that supp f ⊂ B2n0+1(0). Let us
consider the decomposition {Ak} of Hn defined in (1.29) and we define the sets Fk := A2k−1,2k+2(0).
By Lemma 4.4 and by the relation (1.14) we have

(
 

Ak

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f − (f)Fk
|τdξ

)
1
τ

≤ C2
k
(

a
ps+(p−2)α−Q

p
+γ

(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

[f ]as,p,α,Fk

(

1

2kQ

ˆ

Fk

|f |qdξ

)
1−a
q

= C 2−
kQ
τ [f ]as,p,α,Fk

‖f‖1−a
Lq(Fk)

. (4.23)

Applying (4.23), Lemma 4.3 and the fact |Ak| ∼ |Fk| ∼ 2kQ, we obtain
ˆ

Ak

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f |τdξ

≤ C2kQ
 

Ak

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f − (f)Fk

|τ + C2kτγ |(f)Fk
|τ
ˆ

Ak

|z|τγ(p−2) α
psdξ

≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α,Fk
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Fk)

+ C 2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

|(f)Fk
|τ . (4.24)

Summation with respect to k from m to n0, and inequality (3.12) gives
ˆ

d(ξ)>2m
d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α

ps |f |τdξ

≤ C

(

n0
∑

k=m

[f ]ps,p,α,Fk

)
aτ
p
(

n0
∑

k=m

‖f‖q
Lq(Fk)

)
(1−a)τ

q

+ C

n0
∑

k=m

2
k
(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

|(f)Fk
|τ . (4.25)

Observe that Fk ∪ Fk+1 is the set A2k−1,2k+3(0). Let us define the set Gk := A2k−2,2k+4(0). Now

(f)Fk
− (f)Fk+1

=
1

|Fk|

ˆ

Fk

(f − (f)Gk
)−

1

|Fk+1|

ˆ

Fk+1

(f − (f)Gk
) .

Since |Fk| ∼ |Fk+1| and |z| ≤ d(ξ) ≤ 2k+3 in Fk ∪ Fk+1, we have

|(f)Fk
− (f)Fk+1

| ≤
C

|Fk ∪ Fk+1|

ˆ

Fk∪Fk+1

|f − (f)Gk
|

≤ C

(

 

Fk∪Fk+1

|f − (f)Gk
|τ

) 1
τ

≤ C2
−kγ

(

1+(p−2) α
ps

)

(

 

Fk∪Fk+1

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps |f − (f)Gk
|τ

) 1
τ

.

Since Fk ∪ Fk+1 ⋐ Gk, a similar argument as (4.23) implies

|(f)Fk
− (f)Fk+1

| ≤ C2
− k

τ

(

Q+τγ
(

1+(p−2) α
ps

))

[f ]as,p,α,Gk
‖f‖

(1−a)
Lq(Gk)

. (4.26)
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Let δ = 2/(1 + 2Q
′
) < 1, where Q′ = Q+ τγ

(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

. Applying Lemma 3.2 with c = δ2Q
′

we obtain

|(f)Fk
|τ ≤ δ2Q

′

|(f)Fk+1
|τ + C2−kQ′

[f ]aτs,p,α,Gk
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Gk)

,

which implies

2kQ
′

|(f)Fk
|τ ≤ δ2(k+1)Q′

|(f)Fk+1
|τ + C[f ]aτs,p,α,Gk

‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Gk)

.

Summation with respect to k from m to n0 gives

2mQ′

|(f)Fm |
τ + (1− δ)

n0
∑

k=m+1

2kQ
′

|(f)Fk
|τ ≤ C

n0
∑

k=m

[f ]aτs,p,α,Gk
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Gk)

,

and it follows from (3.12),

(1− δ)

n0
∑

k=m

2kQ
′

|(f)Fk
|τ ≤ C

(

n0
∑

k=m

[f ]ps,p,α,Gk

)
aτ
p
(

n0
∑

k=m

‖f‖q
Lq(Gk)

)
(1−a)τ

q

. (4.27)

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

n0
∑

k=m

ˆ

Fk

f(ξ)dξ ≤ 3

ˆ

Hn

f(ξ)dξ and

n0
∑

k=m

ˆ

Gk

f(ξ)dξ ≤ 5

ˆ

Hn

f(ξ)dξ (4.28)

for any non-negative function f . �

Remark 4. If Q − ps − (p − 2)α > 0 and τγ < −2, Theorem 1.2 can be proved directly by the
technique used in [1] to prove Theorem 4 as follows:
For 0 ≤ f ∈ Cc(Ω) and for i ∈ Z, let us define the sets:

Ei := {ξ ∈ H
n : f(ξ) ≥ 2i},

Di := Ei \ Ei+1 = {ξ ∈ H
n : 2i ≤ f(ξ) < 2i+1},

and let ei = |Ei| and di = |Di|. One can show that (see [1], Section 5)

J :=

ˆ

Hn

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f(ξ)|τdξ ≤ C

∑

i∈Z

2τid

Q+τ(1+γ(p−2) α
ps)

Q

i .

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

J ≤ C

(

∑

i∈Z

2pid
Q−ps−(p−2)α

Q

i

)
aτ
p
(

∑

i∈Z

2qidi

)
(1−a)τ

q

. (4.29)

On the other hand, we have

[f ]ps,p,α ≥ C
∑

i∈Z

2pie
Q−ps−(p−2)α

Q

i ≥ C
∑

i∈Z

2pid
Q−ps−(p−2)α

Q

i . (4.30)

and
ˆ

Ω
|f(ξ)|qdξ =

∑

i∈Z

ˆ

Di

|f(ξ)|qdξ ≥
∑

i∈Z

2qidi. (4.31)

Inequality (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31) together establish (1.18) for the case Q − ps − (p − 2)α > 0
along with τγ < −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/τ + γ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

/Q = 0 we will be using

Lemma 4.4. Though the condition τγ ≤ −2 is crucial for this, it automatically follows from the
assumption (1.19) and (p − 2)α < Q− 2 as follows:
Relation (1.14) gives

1

τ
= a

(

Q− (1 + γ/as)(ps+ (p− 2)α)

pQ

)

+
1− a

q
.

We have

aps

−τγ
= a

(

Q− (1 + γ/as)(ps + (p− 2)α)

(−γ/as)Q

)

+
1− a

(−γ/as)

p

q

= a+ (1− a)
p

q
+

p(1 + γ/as)

(−γ/as)

[

a

(

Q− ps− (p− 2)α

pQ

)

+
1− a

q

]

= a+ (1− a)
p

q
+

p(1 + γ/as)

(−γ/as)





Q+ τγ
(

1 + (p− 2) α
ps

)

τQ



 .

Assumption (1.19) implies aps
−τγ

≥ a, i.e., −τγ ≤ ps. Therefore we have Q − 2 + τγ(p − 2) α
ps

>

Q− 2− (p− 2)α > 0. This together with (1.19) implies τγ < −2.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let Ak, Fk and Gk be as defined earlier. Choose n0 ∈ Z such that
2n0 < R ≤ 2n0+1. From equation (4.24) we get

ˆ

Ak

d(ξ)τγ |z|τγ(p−2) α
ps |f |τdξ ≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α,Fk

‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Fk)

+ C|(f)Fk
|τ . (5.1)

Observe that, ln(4R/d(ξ)) ≥ (n0 − k + 1) ln 2, in Ak. Summing with respect to k and using (3.12)
and (4.28) we obtain

ˆ

d(ξ)>2m

d(ξ)τγ |z|
τγ(p−2) α

ps

lnτ (4R/d(ξ))
|f |τdξ ≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn) + C

n0
∑

k=m

|(f)Fk
|τ

(n0 − k + 1)τ
. (5.2)

Here we use 1
(n0−k+1)τ ≤ 1 in the first term of right hand side. We now apply Lemma 3.2 in (4.26)

with c =
(

n0−k+1
n0−k+ 1

2

)τ−1
and obtain

|(f)Fk
|τ ≤

(n0 − k + 1)τ−1

(n0 − k + 1
2)

τ−1
|(f)Fk+1

|τ + 2τ−1(n0 − k + 1)τ−1[f ]aτs,p,α,Gk
‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Gk)

,

which implies
|(f)Fk

|τ

(n0 − k + 1)τ−1
−

|(f)Fk+1
|τ

(n0 − k + 1
2 )

τ−1
≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α,Gk

‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Gk)

.

Summation with respect to k gives
n0
∑

k=m

|(f)Fk
|τ

(n0 − k + 1)τ−1
−

n0
∑

k=m

|(f)Fk+1
|τ

(n0 − k + 1
2)

τ−1
≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn). (5.3)

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)Fm |
τ

(n0 −m+ 1)τ−1
+

n0
∑

k=m+1

[

1

(n0 − k + 1)τ−1
−

1

(n0 − k + 3
2)

τ−1

]

|(f)Fk
|τ

≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖
(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn). (5.4)
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One can observe that 1
(n0−k+1)τ−1 − 1

(n0−k+ 3
2
)τ−1 ∼ 1

(n0−k+1)τ . Hence

n0
∑

k=m

|(f)Fk
|τ

(n0 − k + 1)τ
≤ C[f ]aτs,p,α‖f‖

(1−a)τ
Lq(Hn). (5.5)

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