arXiv:2403.00357v1 [math.AP] 1 Mar 2024

On the sharp constants in the regional fractional Sobolev inequalities

Rupert L. Frank^*, Tianling Jin^†, Wei Wang

March 4, 2024

Abstract In this paper, we study the sharp constants in fractional Sobolev inequalities associated with the regional fractional Laplacian in domains.

1 Introduction

Let n ≥ 1, σ ∈ (0, 1) (with the additional assumption that σ < 1/2 if n = 1), and Ω ⊂ R^n be an open set. Consider the sharp constant of the fractional Sobolev inequality

Y_{n,σ}(Ω) := inf { I_{n,σ,R}n [u] : u ∈ C^∞_c (Ω), ∫ Ω |u|^{2nn−2σ} dx = 1 } , where I_{n,σ,R}n [u] := ∫∫ R^n ×R^n (u(x) − u(y))^2 |x − y|^{n+2σ} dx dy (1)

is the fractional Sobolev semi-norm of u. Using the dilation and translation invariance of Y_{n,σ}(R^n ), it is not difficult to see that Y_{n,σ}(Ω) = Y_{n,σ}(R^n ). Moreover, Lieb [13] classifies all the minimizers for Y_{n,σ}(R^n ) and shows that they do not vanish anywhere on R^n . Therefore, the infimum Y_{n,σ}(Ω) is not attained unless Ω = R^n .

Together with Xiong, the first two authors in [9] considered the sharp constant of the fractional Sobolev inequality on the domain Ω:

S_{n,σ}(Ω) := inf { I_{n,σ,Ω}[u] : u ∈ C^∞_c (Ω), ∫ Ω |u|^{2nn−2σ} dx = 1 } , (2)

where I_{n,σ,Ω}[u] := ∫∫ Ω×Ω (u(x) − u(y))^2 |x − y|^{n+2σ} dx dy (3)

*R. L. F. was partially supported by the US National Science Foundation grant DMS-1954995 and the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) through Germany’s Excellence Strategy EXC-2111- 390814868

†T. J. was partially supported by NSFC 12122120 and Hong Kong RGC grant GRF 16302519.

is another fractional Sobolev semi-norm for u. In probability, I_{n,σ,Ω} defined in (3) is called the Dirichlet form of the censored 2σ-stable process [2] in Ω. Its generator

(−Δ)^σ_Ωu := 2 lim_{ε→0} ∫ {y∈Ω: |y−x|≥ε} u(x) − u(y) |x − y|^{n+2σ} dy (4)

is usually called the regional fractional Laplacian [11, 12]. Therefore, in this paper, we call (3) as the regional fractional Sobolev semi-norm of u. When S_{n,σ}(Ω) > 0, we call (2) the sharp constant of the regional fractional Sobolev inequality in Ω. It follows from [6] that if n ≥ 2 and σ > 1/2, then S_{n,σ}(Ω) > 0. If σ < 1/2 and Ω is of finite measure with sufficiently regular boundary, then Lemma 16 in [9] shows that S_{n,σ}(Ω) = 0. If σ < 1/2 and Ω is the complement of the closure of a bounded Lipschitz domain or a domain above the graph of a Lipschitz function, then it follows from the fractional Sobolev inequality on R^n and the Hardy inequality in [5] that S_{n,σ}(Ω) > 0.

It was discovered in [9] that the minimization problem for S_{n,σ}(Ω) behaves differently from that for Y_{n,σ}(Ω). Unlike Y_{n,σ}(Ω), which always equals to Y_{n,σ}(R^n ) and is never achieved unless Ω = R^n , the constant S_{n,σ}(Ω) depends on the domain Ω, and can be achieved in many cases assuming that n ≥ 4σ: • If the complement Ω^c has an interior point, then S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n ).

• If σ ≠ 1/2, then S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) is achieved (see also Musina-Nazarov[15]).

• If σ > 1/2, Ω is a bounded domain such that B^+_ε ⊂ Ω ⊂ R^n_+ for some ε > 0, then S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ). Moreover, if ∂Ω is smooth then S_{n,σ}(Ω) is achieved.

Here, we used the notations that R^n_+ = {x = (x^′, x_n) ∈ R^n : x_n > 0}, B_r = {x ∈ R^n : |x| < r} and B^+_r = B_r ∩ R^n_+ .

Recently, Fall-Temgoua [8] proved that if Ω is a bounded C^1 domain and σ > 1/2 is very close to 1/2, then S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ), and consequently, S_{n,σ}(Ω) is achieved, by showing the upper semicontinuity of S_{n,σ}(Ω) on σ ∈ [1/2, 1) and using the fact that S_{n,1/2}(Ω) = 0.

As explained in [9], the discrepancy between the S_{n,σ}(Ω) and Y_{n,σ}(Ω) problems can be explained as a Brézis-Nirenberg [3] effect : I_{n,σ,Ω}[u] = I_{n,σ,R}n [u] − 2 ∫ Ω u^2(x) dx ∫ R^n\Ω 1 |x − y|^{n+2σ} dy ≈ I_{n,σ,R}n [u] − c_{n,σ} ∫ Ω u^2(x) dist(x, ∂Ω)^{2σ} dx ∀ u ∈ C^∞_c (Ω). Therefore, the S_{n,σ}(Ω) problem is the Y_{n,σ}(Ω) problem with an additional negative term, and it is this term that for n ≥ 4σ lowers the value of the infimum and produces a minimizer. This fact was first observed by Brézis-Nirenberg [3]. The difference between the S_{n,σ}(Ω) and Y_{n,σ}(Ω) problems is also related to the difference between the regional fractional Laplacian and the “full” fractional Laplacian on R^n , and in turn by the nonlocal Hardy-type term’s dependence on Ω.

As mentioned earlier, it was proved in [9] that if n ≥ 4σ, 1/2 < σ < 1, and Ω is a smooth bounded domain such that B^+_ε ⊂ Ω ⊂ R^n_+ for some ε > 0, then S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ), and consequently, S_{n,σ}(Ω) is achieved. The assumption that B^+_ε ⊂ Ω means that the boundary of Ω near the origin is flat. In this paper, we would like explore the strict inequality S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) for non-flat domains.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 4,^1_2 < σ < 1 and Ω ⊂ R^n be an open set. Suppose there exists a point a ∈ ∂Ω such that ∂Ω is C^3 near the point a. Then there exist two positive constants c and C, both of which depend only on n, σ and Ω, such that S_{n,σ}(Ω) ≤ S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) − cΓ_0H(a) λ + Cλ^{−2σ} for all large λ, where H(a) is the mean curvature of ∂Ω at a, and

Γ_0 := ∫∫ R^n_+×R^n_+

(ξ_n − ζ_n)(|ξ^′|^2 − |ζ^′|^2)|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ < +∞ (5)

with Θ being a minimizer of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) that is radially symmetric in the first n − 1 variables. In particular, S_{n,σ}(Ω) ≤ S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ).

We do not know what the sign of Γ_0 is or whether it is zero, and we leave it as an open question. We do not have an explicit form of Θ. Some of its estimates are given in Proposition 2.2.

Since S_{n,σ}(Ω) is preserved under reflections, rotations, translations and dilations, we can assume that a is the origin 0. The smoothness condition assumed in Theorem 1.1 indicates that if the principal curvatures of ∂Ω at 0 are denoted as α_i (i = 1, 2, ..., n − 1), then the boundary ∂Ω near the origin can be represented (up to rotating coordinates if necessary) by

x_n = h(x^′) = 1 2 n−1∑ i=1 α_ix^2_i + g(x^′)|x^′|^2, (6)

where g is a bounded Lipschitz continuous function of the x^′ variables defined in a small ball in R^{n−1} such that g(0) = 0. To prove Theorem 1.1, we first flatten the boundary near the point a, and then we use a cut-off of a rescaled minimizer of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) as a test function.

To prove the strict inequality S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) without knowing the sign of Γ_0, we need a global smallness condition, that is, we need to assume that part of the boundary Ω is represented by the function in (6) with small α_i, and Ω is above its graph.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 4,^1_2 < σ < 1, α_1, · · · , α_{n−1} be real numbers, g be a locally Lipschitz continuous function on R^{n−1} such that g(0) = 0, h be defined as in (6), and

R := {x = (x^′, x_n) ∈ R^n : x_n > h(x^′)}.

Let Ω ⊂ R^n be an open set such that for some δ_0 > 0 and R_0 > 0, (B_{δ0} ∩ R) ⊂ Ω ⊂ ({x ∈ R^n : |x^′| < R_0} ∩ R). Then there exists a positive constant ε_0 depending only on n, σ, R_0 and δ_0 such that if

|∇_x′ g(x^′)| ≤ ε_0 for every |x^′| < R_0, and |α_i| ≤ ε_0 for every i = 1, · · · , n − 1,

then S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ). An important intermediate step in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is that the minimizers of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) are radially symmetric in the first n − 1 variables.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that n ≥ 2, 1/2 < σ < 1 and u ∈ H̊^σ(R^n_+ ) is a minimizer of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ). Then u must be radially symmetric about some point in R^{n−1} for the first n − 1 variables.

In fact, this symmetry holds not only for the minimizers of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ), but also for the solutions of its Euler-Lagrange equation.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that n ≥ 2, 1/2 < σ < 1 and u ∈ H̊^σ(R^n_+ ) is a nonnegative solution of

(−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ u = u^{n+2σn−2σ} in R^n_+ , (7)

then u must be radially symmetric about some point in R^{n−1} for the first n − 1 variables.

To prove Theorem 1.4, we use the method of moving planes for the regional fractional Laplacian. In this step, we adapt ideas in [4] for the full fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^σ to the regional fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ in our case. Although Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 1.4, we also provide a proof using the rearrangement arguments, which are of independent interests.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove the radial symmetry in Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. In Section 3, we show the properties of the sharp constant S_{n,σ}(Ω) stated in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In the Appendix A, we include the technical calculations for some quantitative integrals of the minimizers Θ of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ).

2 Radial symmetry

Let n ≥ 2. If u is a function on R^n_+ and such that for a.e. x_n ∈ R_+ and every λ > 0 one has |{x^′ ∈ R^{n−1} : |u(x^′, x_n)| > λ}| < ∞, where | · | denotes the Lebesgue measure, then we define its rearrangement u^♯(x^′, x_n) := u(·, x_n)^∗(x^′) .

Here ∗ denotes symmetric decreasing rearrangement in R^{n−1} .

Proposition 2.1. Let n ≥ 2 and σ ∈ (0, 1). Then for any u ∈ H̊^σ(R^n_+ ), one has I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u] ≥ I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u^♯] . If the equality holds, then there is an a^′ ∈ R^{n−1} such that either

u(x^′, x_n) = u^♯(x^′ − a^′, x_n) for a.e. (x^′, x_n) ∈ R^n_+ or u(x^′, x_n) = −u^♯(x^′ − a^′, x_n) for a.e. (x^′, x_n) ∈ R^n_+ .

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By the equimeasurability property of symmetric decreasing rearrangment in R^{n−1} we have ∫ R^{n−1} (u ♯(x^′, x_n))^p dx^′ = ∫ R^{n−1} |u(x ′, x_n)|^p dx^′ for any p > 0. Thus, as a consequence of Proposition 2.1, we infer that any minimizer u of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) satisfies either u(x^′, x_n) = u^∗(x^′ − a^′, x_n) for a.e. (x^′, x_n) ∈ R^n_+ or u(x^′, x_n) = −u^∗(x^′ − a^′, x_n) for a.e. (x^′, x_n) ∈ R^n_+ , for some a^′ ∈ R^{n−1} .

For the proof of the inequality in Proposition 2.1, we use an argument due to Almgren-Lieb [1]. To characterize the cases of equality, we use a strengthening of this argument due to Frank-Seiringer [10].

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We write I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u] = ∫∫ R_+×R_+ J_{|xn−yn|}[u(·, x_n), u(·, y_n)] dx_n dy_n with J_r[f, g] := ∫∫ R^{n−1} ×R^{n−1} (f(x^′) − g(y^′))^2 (|x^′ − y^′|^2 + r^2)^{n+2σ}2 dx^′ dy^′ .

Note that when r > 0, the kernel (|z^′|^2 + r^2)^{− n+2σ}2 is integrable. Therefore, we can expand the square (f(x^′) − f(y^′))^2 and, in the “diagonal terms” perform one of the integrals, which leads to the square of the L^2-norms of f and g. Since these norms coincide with those of f^∗ and g^∗, we obtain

J_r[f, g] − J_r[f^∗, g^∗] = 2 ∫∫ R^{n−1} ×R^{n−1} f^∗(x^′) g^∗(y^′) − f(x^′)g(y^′) (|x^′ − y^′|^2 + r^2)^{n+2σ}2 dx^′ dy^′ .

By the Riesz rearrangement inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 3.7 in Lieb–Loss [14]), J_r[f, g] − J_r[f^∗, g^∗] ≥ 0 . Inserting this with f = u(·, x_n) and g = u(·, y_n) into the above formula we obtain I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u] ≥ I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u^#], as claimed.

In the above argument, we use the square integrability of u(·, x_n) for a.e. x_n, which is not a priori clear. We can argue more carefully as follows. We first observe that (u(x) − u(y))^2 ≥ (|u(x)| − u(y)|)^2, so I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u] ≥ I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [|u|]. Now we apply the above argument to min{(|u|−ϵ)_+, M} with two positive constants ϵ and M, which belongs to L^∞ and has support on a set of finite measure, so is in L^2. So for this cut off function we have the claimed inequality and then we can remove the cut-offs by applying the monotone convergence theorem.

Now assume that we have the equality I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u] = I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u^#]. Then we also must have the equality I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u] = I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [|u|] and, by the above argument we easily see that either u(x) = |u(x)| for a.e. x ∈ R^n_+ or u(x) = −|u(x)| for a.e. x ∈ R^n_+ . Next, the equality I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [|u|] = I_{n,σ,R}n_+ [u^#] implies that for a.e. (x_n, y_n) ∈ R_+ × R_+ , J_{|xn−yn|}[|u(·, x_n)|, |u(·, y_n)|] = J_{|xn−yn|}[u^♯(·, x_n), u^♯(·, y_n)] . Thus, by Lieb’s theorem (see, e.g., Theorem 3.9 in Lieb–Loss [14]) for a.e. (x_n, y_n) ∈ R_+ × R_+ there is an a^′(x_n, y_n) ∈ R^{n−1} such that

|u(x^′, x_n)| = u^♯(x^′ − a^′(x_n, y_n), x_n) and |u(y^′, y_n)| = u^♯(y^′ − a^′(x_n, y_n), y_n) for a.e. x^′, y^′ ∈ R^{n−1} . Since the left hand side in the first equation is independent of y_n and in the second one of x_n, we deduce that a^′(x_n, y_n) is independent of x_n and y_n, that is, it is a constant a^′ ∈ R^{n−1} . This implies the assertion of the proposition.

Next, we will prove Theorem 1.4 using the method of moving planes.

Proposition 2.2. Let n ≥ 2 and 1/2 < σ < 1. Let 0 ≢ u ∈ H̊^σ(R^n_+ ) be non-negative and satisfy (7). Then u ∈ C^{2σ−1}_{loc} (R^n_+) ∩ C^∞(R^n_+ ), and there are constants 0 < c ≤ C < +∞ (depending on u) such that c x^{2σ−1}_n (1 + |x|)^{n+2σ−2} ≤ u(x) ≤ C x^{2σ−1}_n (1 + |x|)^{n+2σ−2} . (8)

Furthermore, x^{1−2σ}_n u(x) ∈ C^1(R^n_+) and there is a constant ~C > 0 (depending on u) such that |∇(x^{1−2σ}_n u(x))| ≤ ~C (1 + |x|)^{n+2σ−1} . (9)

for x ∈ R^n_+ .

Proof. The estimate (8) was proved in Proposition 1.5 in [9]. The estimate (9) for |x| ≤ 1 follows from (8) and the regularity that x^{1−2σ}_n u(x) ∈ C^1(R^n_+) proved in Fall-Ros-Oton [7]. Let ũ(x) = |x|^{2σ−n}u ( x |x|^2 ) . Then ũ satisfies (7) as well. Thus, ũ satisfies (8) and |∇(x^{1−2σ}_n ũ(x))| ≤ C in B^+_1 for some C > 0 (depending on u). Since u(x) = |x|^{2σ−n}ũ ( x |x|^2 )

as well, we have x^{1−2σ}_n u(x) = |x|^{2−2σ−n}y^{1−2σ}_n ũ (y) , where y = x |x|^2 . The estimate (9) for |x| ≥ 1 follows from that |y^{1−2σ}_n ũ(y)| + |∇(y^{1−2σ}_n ũ(y))| ≤ C in B^+_1 . Proof of Theorem 1.4. For λ ∈ R we define T_λ = { x ∈ R^n_+ : x_1 = λ } , x^λ = (2λ − x_1, x_2, · · · , x_n) u_λ(x) = u(x^λ), w_λ(x) = u_λ(x) − u(x) and Σ_λ = { x ∈ R^n_+ : x_1 < λ } , ~Σ_λ = { x^λ : x ∈ Σ_λ } . By Proposition 2.2, we have lim_{|x|→∞, x∈Rn+} ω_λ(x) = 0 for any fixed λ. Hence, if ω_λ is negative somewhere in Σ_λ, then the minimum of ω_λ in Σ_λ would be attained in Σ_λ. Let Σ^−_λ = {x ∈ Σ_λ : ω_λ(x) < 0} .

Then for x ∈ Σ^−_λ , we have

(−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ w_λ(x) = u_λ(x)^{n+2σn−2σ} − u(x)^{n+2σn−2σ} = n + 2σ n − 2σ (∫_1 0 (tu_λ(x) + (1 − t)u(x))^{4σn−2σ} dt ) w_λ(x) ≥ n + 2σ n − 2σ u(x)^{4σn−2σ} w_λ(x). That is (−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ w_λ(x) + c(x)ω_λ(x) ≥ 0 in Σ^−_λ , (10) where c(x) := − n + 2σ n − 2σ u(x)^{4σn−2σ} . Also, by Proposition 2.2, we have |x|^{2σ} |c(x)| ≤ C |x|^{4σ2+2nσ−4σ} n−2σ , and thus, lim inf |x|→∞, x∈R^n_+ |x|^{2σ} c(x) = 0. Let x^0 ∈ Σ_λ be such that w(x^0) = min_{Σλ} w < 0. Then

(−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ w_λ(x^0) = 2P.V. ∫ R^n_+

w_λ(x^0) − w_λ(y) |x^0 − y|^{n+2σ} dy = 2P.V. {∫ Σ_λ

w_λ(x^0) − w_λ(y) |x^0 − y|^{n+2σ} dy + ∫ ~Σ_λ w_λ(x^0) − w_λ(y) |x^0 − y|^{n+2σ} dy }

= 2P.V. {∫ Σ_λ

w_λ(x^0) − w_λ(y) |x^0 − y|^{n+2σ} dy + ∫ Σ_λ

w_λ(x^0) − w_λ(y^λ) |x^0 − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy }

≤ 2P.V. {∫ Σ_λ

w_λ(x^0) − w_λ(y) |x^0 − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy + ∫ Σ_λ

w_λ(x^0) + w_λ(y) |x^0 − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy }

= 4 ∫ Σ_λ

w_λ(x^0) |x^0 − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy. (11) Moreover, if |x_0| > |λ| is sufficiently large, then ∫ Σ_λ 1 |x^0 − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy ≥ ∫ {y∈~Σ_λ:2|x_0|≤|y−x^0|≤3|x_0| 1 |x^0 − y|^{n+2σ} dy ≥ m |x^0|^{2σ} , where m > 0 is a constant. Together with (10), we obtain

0 ≤ (−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ u(x^0) + c(x^0)u(x^0) ≤ [ m |x^0|^{2σ} + c(x^0) ] u(x^0) < 0, (12)

which is a contradiction.

This proves that if λ is sufficiently negative, then

w_λ ≥ 0 in Σ_λ.

Therefore, we can define λ̄ = sup {λ ∈ R : w_μ(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ Σ_λ, μ ≤ λ} . If λ̄ = +∞, then since u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, we have that u ≡ 0, which is a contradiction.

Hence, λ̄ < ∞. We will prove in the below that w¯_λ ≡ 0 in Σ¯_λ.

We argue by contradiction that we suppose w¯_λ > 0 at some point, and thus in some open subset of Σ¯_λ.

Then w¯_λ > 0 in Σ¯_λ, since otherwise, if there exists z ∈ Σ¯_λ such that w¯_λ(z) = 0, then by the equation of w¯_λ, it follows that

0 = (−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ w¯_λ(z) = 2P.V. ∫ R^n_+

w¯_λ(z) − w¯_λ(y) |z − y|^{n+2σ} dy

= 2P.V. {∫ Σ¯_λ

0 − w¯_λ(y) |z − y|^{n+2σ} dy + ∫ ~Σ_{λ̄} 0 − w¯_λ(y) |z − y|^{n+2σ} dy }

= 2P.V. ∫ Σ¯_λ w_λ(y) ( 1 |z − y^{λ̄}|^{n+2σ} − 1 |z − y|^{n+2σ} ) dy < 0, which is a contradiction.

Now, from (12), we have that there exists R_0 > 0 such that for every λ ∈ [λ̄, λ̄ + 1],

w_λ ≥ 0 in Σ_λ \ B_{R0} .

Since we just proved that w¯_λ > 0 in Σ¯_λ, by continuity, we have that for every ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that

w_λ > 0 in B_{R0} ∩ Σ¯_{λ−ε} ∩ {x_n > ε} for all λ ∈ [λ̄, λ̄ + δ].

We are going to show that

w_λ ≥ 0 in Σ_λ for all λ ∈ [λ̄, λ̄ + δ] (13)

if we choose ε and δ to be small enough. Suppose there exists x̄ satisfying x̄_n ∈ (0, ε) or x̄_1 ∈ (λ̄ − ε, λ) such that w_λ(x̄) = min_{Σλ} w_λ < 0.

Then from (10) and (11), we have n + 2σ n − 2σ u(x̄)^{4σn−2σ} w_λ(x̄) ≤ (−Δ)^σ_Rn_+ w_λ(x̄) ≤ 4 ∫ Σ_λ

2w_λ(x̄) |x̄ − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy. That is, ∫

Σ_λ 1 |x̄ − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy ≤ Cu(x̄)^{4σn−2σ} ≤ Cx̄ 4σ(2σ−1) n−2σ n . (14)

If x̄_1 ∈ (λ̄ − ε, λ), then ∫ Σ_λ 1 |x̄ − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy ≥ C (ε + δ)^{2σ} → ∞ as ε + δ → 0, contradicting to (14) since x̄ ∈ B_{R0} .

If x̄_n ∈ (0, ε), then since x̄ ∈ B_{R0} , we have ∫ Σ_λ 1 |x̄ − y^λ|^{n+2σ} dy ≥ C, contradicting to (14) if ε is small.

This proves (13), which contradicts with the definition of λ̄. Hence, we have proved that w¯_λ ≡ 0 in Σ¯_λ, that is, u is symmetric about the plane T¯_λ in R^n_+ . Since the x_1 direction can be chosen arbitrarily for the first n − 1 variables, we have actually shown that u is radially symmetric with respect to some point in ∂R^n_+ in the first n − 1 variables.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that n ≥ 4, 1/2 < σ < 1, λ > 0, and γ > 0 that γ ≠ 2σ. Let Θ be a minimizer of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) that is radially symmetric in the first n − 1 variables. Then ∫∫ B^+_λ ×B^+_λ

(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)^{γ/2}|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ < C(n, σ, γ)(1 + λ^{γ−2σ} ). (15) If γ < 2σ, then ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ )

(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)^{γ/2}|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ ≤ C(n, σ)λ^{γ−2σ} . (16) The proof of this proposition is given in the Appendix A.

3 Sharp constants

Proof of Theorem 1.2. First of all, we observe that S_{n,σ}(Ω) is preserved under reflections, rotations, translations and dilations. Hence, we can assume δ_0 = 4.

Let Φ : Ω → R^n defined as

ξ = Φ(x) = (x_1, · · · , x_{n−1}, x_n − h(x^′)).

Let Θ be a minimizer of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) that is radially symmetric in the first n − 1 variables. For every λ > 0, we let

Θ_λ(x) = λ^{n−2σ2} Θ(λx).

Let η be a cut off function such that η ∈ C^1(R^n ), η ≡ 1 in B_2, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 in B_3 and η ≡ 0 in B^c_3. Let θ_λ(x) = (ηΘ_λ)(x) and v_λ = θ_λ ∘ Φ(x). Then we have I_{n,σ,Ω}[v_λ] = ∫∫ Ω×Ω |v_λ(x) − v_λ(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2σ} dxdy = ∫∫ U×U |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 ( |ξ^′ − ζ^′|^2 + [ξ_n + h(ξ^′) − ζ_n − h(ζ^′)]^2 ) n+2σ_2 dξdζ, (17)

where U = Φ(Ω). We would like to analyze the denominator A(ξ, ζ) = ( |ξ^′ − ζ^′|^2 + [ ξ_n + h_(ξ^′) − ζ_n − h(ζ^′)

]_2)−^{n+2σ}_2 = |ξ − ζ|^{−(n+2σ)}[1 + B(ξ, ζ) + C(ξ, ζ) + D(ξ, ζ)]^{− n+2σ2} , (18) where B(ξ, ζ) = 1 |ξ − ζ|^2 (ξ_n − ζ_n) (_{n−1} ∑ i=1 α_iξ^2_i − n−1∑ i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) , C(ξ, ζ) = 2(ξ_n − ζ_n) |ξ − ζ|^2 ( g ( ξ^′ ) |ξ^′|^2 − g ( ζ^′ ) |ζ^′|^2 ) , D(ξ, ζ) = (h(ξ^′) − h(ζ^′))^2 |ξ − ζ|^2 . We will show that each term in the above is sufficiently small so that we can have a Taylor expansion for A(ξ, ζ). For B(ξ, ζ), since | | | n−1∑ i=1 α_i(ξ^2_i − ζ^2_i ) | | | ≤ (_{n−1} ∑ i=1 α^2_i (ξ_i + ζ_i)^2 )_{1/2} (_{n−1} ∑ i=1 (ξ_i − ζ_i)^2 )_{1/2}

≤ 2ε_0(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)^{1/2}|ξ^′ − ζ^′|,

where we used |α_i| ≤ ε_0 for every i = 1, · · · , n − 1, then we have

|B(ξ, ζ)| ≤ ε_0(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)^{1/2}. (19)

For C(ξ, ζ) and D(ξ, ζ), since | |g (ξ^′) |ξ^′|^2 − g (ζ^′) |ζ^′|^2 | | ≤ | |g (ξ^′) |ξ^′|^2 − g (ζ^′) |ξ^′|^2 | | + | |g (ζ^′) |ξ^′|^2 − g (ζ^′) |ζ^′|^2 | | ≤ ε_0|ξ^′ − ζ^′||ξ^′|^2 + ε_0|ζ^′| ( |ξ^′| + |ζ^′| ) · ( |ξ^′| − |ζ^′| ) ≤ [ ε_0|ξ^′|^2 + ε_0|ζ^′|(|ξ^′| + |ζ^′|) ] |ξ^′ − ζ^′| ≤ 3ε_0(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2) 2 · |ξ^′ − ζ^′|, where we used g(0) = 0 and |∇_x′ g(x^′)| ≤ ε_0, then we have |C(ξ, ζ)| ≤ 3ε_0(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2) 2 (20) and |D(ξ, ζ)| = (h(ξ^′) − h(ζ^′))^2 |ξ − ζ|^2 ≤ 2 (_1 2 ∑_{n−1} i=1 ( α_iξ^2_i − α_iζ^2_i ))2 |ξ − ζ|^2 + 2 ( g (ξ^′) |ξ^′|^2 − g (ζ^′) |ζ^′|^2

)_2 |ξ − ζ|^2 ≤ (|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α^2_i ) |ξ^′ − ζ^′|^2 |ξ − ζ|^2 + 2 (_{3ε0(|ξ′|2+|ζ′|2)} 2 |ξ^′ − ζ^′| )_2 |ξ − ζ|^2 ≤ (n − 1)ε^2_0(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2) +

9ε^2_0 2 (|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)^2. (21)

Hence, for every (ξ, ζ) ∈ U × U, which satisfies |ξ^′| < R_0 and |ζ^′| < R_0, there holds

B(ξ, ζ) + C(ξ, ζ) + D(ξ, ζ) ≤ 2R_0ε_0 + 3R^2_0ε_0 + 2(n − 1)R^2_0ε^2_0 + 18R^4_0ε^2_0.

Thus, if we choose ε_0 to be sufficiently small, each of B(ξ, ζ), C(ξ, ζ) and D(ξ, ζ) is small, so that we can have the Taylor expansion of A(ξ, ζ). To be more explicitly, first we can choose a proper ε_0 such that |B(ξ, ζ)| + |C(ξ, ζ)| + |D(ξ, ζ)| <^1_2 for all (ξ, ζ) ∈ U × U. Then we can choose a constant A_1 > 0 such that when |a| < 1/2,

(1 + a)^{− n+2σ2} ≤ 1 − n + 2σ 2 a + A_1a^2.

Therefore, if we denote E(ξ, ζ) := B(ξ, ζ) + C(ξ, ζ) + D(ξ, ζ), then we have A(ξ, ζ)|ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} ≤ 1 − (n + 2σ) 2 B(ξ, ζ) − n + 2σ 2 C(ξ, ζ) − n + 2σ 2 D(ξ, ζ) + A_1E(ξ, ζ)^2 ≤ 1 − (n + 2σ) |ξ − ζ|^2 (ξ_n − ζ_n) ( 1 2 n−1∑ i=1 α_iξ^2_i − 1 2 n−1∑ i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) + F (ξ, ζ), (22)

where F (ξ, ζ) = n + 2σ 2 |C(ξ, ζ)| + n + 2σ 2 D(ξ, ζ) + A_1E(ξ, ζ)^2. Therefore, it follows from (17), (18) and (22) that I_{n,σ,Ωμ} [v_λ] = ∫∫ U×U |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 ( |ξ^′ − ζ^′|^2 + (ξ_n + h_μ(ξ^′) − ζ_n − h_μ(ζ^′))^2

) n+2σ_2 dξdζ

≤ ∫∫ U×U |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ

− (n + 2σ) 2 ∫∫ U×U (ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ + ∫∫ U×U F (ξ, ζ)|θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ. (23)

We are going to estimate each term in the right hand side of (23).

We start with estimating the third term there. By using (19), (20) and (21), there exists a positive constant C which depends only on n, σ and R_0 such that

F (ξ, ζ) ≤ Cε_0(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)

for all (ξ, ζ) ∈ U × U ⊂ B^+_{R0} × B^+_{R0} . Therefore, ∫∫ U×U F (ξ, ζ)|θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ

≤ Cε_0 λ^2 ∫∫ B^+_{λR0} ×B^+_{λR0}

(|ξ^′|^2 + |ζ^′|^2)|η(λ^{−1}ξ)Θ(ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ

≤ 2Cε_0 λ^2 ∫∫ B^+_{λR0} ×B^+_{λR0} |ζ^′|^2|η(λ^{−1}ξ)Θ(ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have |η(λ^{−1}ξ)Θ(ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)Θ(ζ)|^2 ≤ 2|η(λ^{−1}ξ)|^2|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 + 2|η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2|Θ(ζ)|^2 ≤ 2|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 + 2|η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2|Θ(ζ)|^2. (24)

Since for every ζ ∈ R^n_+ , ∫ R^n_+ |η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ ≤ ∫ {|ξ−ζ|<λ} C λ^2|ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ−2} dξ + ∫ {|ξ−ζ|≥λ} 4 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ ≤ C λ^{2σ} , we obtain ∫∫ B^+_{λR0} ×B^+_{λR0} |ζ^′|^2|η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2|Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ−2} dξdζ

≤ C ∫ B^+_{λR0} |ζ^′|^2|Θ(ζ)|^2 ∫ R^n_+ |η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ dζ ≤ C ∫ B^+_{λR0} |ζ^′|^2|Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ≤ C(1 + λ^{4−n})λ^{−2σ} ≤ C, where we used Proposition 2.2 and n ≥ 3. Then by using (15), we obtain that ∫∫ U×U F (ξ, ζ)|θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ ≤ Cε_0 λ^{2σ} . (25)

Next, we estimate the second term in the right hand side of (23). For every i = 1, · · · , n − 1, we have ∫∫ U×U (ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ

= ∫∫ B^+_1 ×B^+_1

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |Θ_λ(ξ) − Θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ

+ ∫∫ (U×U)\(B^+_1 ×B^+_1 )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ

= ∫∫ R^n_+×R^n_+

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |Θ_λ(ξ) − Θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ

− ∫∫ (R^n_+ ×R^n_+)\(B^+_1 ×B^+_1 )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |Θ_λ(ξ) − Θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ

+ ∫∫ (U×U)\(B^+_1 ×B^+_1 )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ. (26)

Using Theorem 1.4, we have ∫∫ R^n_+×R^n_+

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |Θ_λ(ξ) − Θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ

= ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_i n − 1 ∫∫ R^n_+×R^n_+

(ξ_n − ζ_n) ( |ξ^′|^2 − |ζ^′|^2 ) |Θ_λ(ξ) − Θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ = HΓ_0 λ , (27)

where Γ_0 is given in (5), and H = 1 n − 1 n−1∑ i=1 α_i is the mean curvature.

Since |ξ_n − ζ_n| | |ξ2_i − ζ2_i | | |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} ≤ (|ξ_i| + |ζ_i|) 2|ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} , we have | | |λ ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_1 ×B^+_1 )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |Θ_λ(ξ) − Θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ | | |

= | | | | ∫∫ (R^n_+ ×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ | | | | ≤ ε_0 2 n−1∑ i=1 | | | ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ ) (|ξ_i| + |ζ_i|) |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ | | | ≤ Cε_0λ^{1−2σ} , (28)

where we used (16) in the last inequality, and | | | |λ ∫∫ (U×U)\(B^+_1 ×B^+_1 )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ | | | |

≤ ε_0 2 n−1∑ i=1 ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ ) (|ξ_i| + |ζ_i|)|η(λ^{−1}ξ)Θ(ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ

= ε_0 2 n−1∑ i=1 ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ ) |ζ_i||η(λ^{−1}ξ)Θ(ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ

≤ ε_0 2 n−1∑ i=1 ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ ) 2|ζ_i||Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ

+ ε_0 2 n−1∑ i=1 ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ ) 2|ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2|η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ, (29)

where we used (24) in the last inequality. Since ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ∫ R^n |η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ = ∫ B^+_{4λ}\B^+_λ |ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ∫ R^n |η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ + ∫ R^n_+\B^+_{4λ} |ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ∫ B^+_{3λ} 1 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ ≤ Cλ^{3−n−2σ} + Cλ^n ∫ R^n_+\B^+_{4λ} |ζ|^{1−n−2σ}|Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ≤ Cλ^{3−n−2σ} ≤ Cλ^{1−2σ}, and ∫ B^+_λ |ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ = ∫ B^+_λ |ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ∫ R^n_+\B^+_{2λ} |η(λ^{−1}ξ) − η(λ^{−1}ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξ ≤ Cλ^{−2σ} ∫ B^+_λ |ζ_i||Θ(ζ)|^2 dζ ≤ Cλ^{−2σ}(1 + λ^{3−n}) ≤ Cλ^{1−2σ}, we obtain from (29) that | | | | λ ∫∫ (U×U)\(B^+_1 ×B^+_1 )

(ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ | | | | ≤ Cε_0λ^{1−2σ} . (30)

Therefore, it follows from (26), (27), (28) and (30) that we obtain the estimate for the second term in the right hand side of (23): | | | | ∫∫ U×U (ξ_n − ζ_n) (∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iξ^2_i − ∑_{n−1} i=1 α_iζ^2_i ) |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ+2} dξdζ − HΓ_0 λ | | | | ≤ Cε_0λ^{−2σ} . (31)

Combining (23), (25) and (31), we have I_{n,σ,Ω}[v_λ] ≤ ∫∫ U×U |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ − (n + 2σ)HΓ_0 2λ + Cε_0 λ^{2σ} . (32)

From the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [9], we have ∫∫ U×U |θ_λ(ξ) − θ_λ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ ≤ S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) − cλ^{−2σ} + Cλ^{−n−2σ+2} (33) ∫ Ω |v_λ|^{2nn−2σ} dx ≥ ∫ B_4 |θ_λ|^{2nn−2σ} dξ ≥ 1 − cλ^{− n(n+2σ−2)n−2σ} , (34) where c and C are positive constants depending only on n and σ. Hence, we have from (32), (33) and (34) that I_{n,σ,Ω}[v_λ] (∫ Ω |v_λ|^{2nn−2σ} dx ) n−2σ_n

≤ ( 1 + Cλ^{− n(n+2σ−2)n−2σ} ) · ( S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) −

(n + 2σ)HΓ_0 2λ − (c − Cε_0)λ^{−2σ} + Cλ^{−n−2σ+2} )

≤ S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) − (n + 2σ)HΓ_0 2λ − (c − Cε_0)λ^{−2σ} + Cλ^{−n+1}. (35)

Without knowing the sign of Γ_0, we use the crude estimate that |H| ≤ ε_0. Therefore, I_{n,σ,Ω}[v_λ] (∫ Ω |v_λ|^{2nn−2σ} dx ) n−2σ_n ≤ S^{n,σ}(R^n+ ) − (n + 2σ)Γ_0ε_0 2λ − (c − Cε_0)λ^{−2σ} + Cλ^{−n+1}

By choosing λ large and then choosing ε_0 small, we obtain S_{n,σ}(Ω) < S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. As mentioned earlier, we can assume a = 0 and there exists δ_0 > 0 such that ∂Ω ∩ B_{δ0} can be represented by (6) after a necessary coordinate rotation. Since the sharp constant S_{n,σ}(Ω) does not change under dilations, we can have a dilation of Ω with a sufficiently large number μ. The domain after dilation is denoted as Ω_μ := {μx : x ∈ Ω}. Then the boundary ∂Ω_μ ∩ B_{μδ0} is presented by

x_n = h_μ(x^′) := 1 2μ n−1∑ i=1 α_ix^2_i + 1 μ g ( 1 μ x^′ ) |x^′|^2.

Choose μ large so that (B_8 ∩ R_μ) ⊂ Ω_μ, where R_μ := {x ∈ R^n : x_n > h_μ(x^′)}.

Let Φ_μ : Ω_μ → R^n defined as ξ = Φ_μ(x) = (x_1, · · · , x_{n−1}, x_n − h_μ(x^′)). Let Θ(x) be a minimizer of S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) that is radially symmetric in the first n − 1 variables as before, and Θ_λ(x) = λ^{n−2σ}2 Θ(λx) for λ > 0. Let η be a cut off function such that η ∈ C^1(R^n ), η ≡ 1 in B_2, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 in B_3 and η ≡ 0 in B^c_3. Let θ_λ(x) = (ηΘ_λ)(x) and v_λ = θ_λ ∘ Φ_μ(x). Then we have I_{n,σ,Ωμ} [v_λ] = ∫∫ Ω_μ×Ω_μ |v_λ(x) − v_λ(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2σ} dxdy = ∫∫ (Ω_μ∩B_8)×(Ω_μ∩B_8) |v_λ(x) − v_λ(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2σ} dxdy + 2 ∫ Ω_μ∩B_8 |v_λ(x)|^2 ∫ Ω_μ\B_8 dy |x − y|^{n+2σ} dx. Since ∫ Ω_μ∩B_8 |v_λ(x)|^2 ∫ Ω_μ\B_8 dy |x − y|^{n+2σ} dx = 2 ∫ Ω_μ∩B_4 |v_λ(x)|^2 ∫ Ω_μ\B_8 dy |x − y|^{n+2σ} dx ≤ C(n, σ) λ^{2σ} ∫ R^n_+ |Θ(x)|^2dx ≤ C(n, σ) λ^{2σ} , where we used Proposition 2.2 in the last inequality, it follows from (32) and (33) that I_{n,σ,Ωμ} [v_λ] ≤ S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) − (n + 2σ)Γ_0H 2μλ + Cλ^{−2σ}. This together with (34) shows that S_{n,σ}(Ω) ≤ S_{n,σ}(R^n_+ ) − (n + 2σ)Γ_0H 2μλ + Cλ^{−2σ}.

A Proof of Proposition 2.3

We first prove (15).

Proof of (15). We suppose λ > 100 is very large. Note that ∫∫ B^+_λ ×B^+_λ

(|ξ^′|^γ + |ζ^′|^γ )|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ = 2 ∫∫ B^+_λ ×B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ. First, it is clear that ∫ B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ B^+_λ

|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ 10^γ ∫∫ R^n_+×R^n_+

|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ < ∞. (36)

Secondly, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≥1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10}

|ξ^′|^γ Θ(ξ)^2 dξ + ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≥1} 2Θ(ζ)^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ. (37)

We have ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≥1, |ζ|≤|ξ|/2} 2Θ(ζ)^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ |ξ|^{n+2σ} dξ ≤ C(1 + λ^{γ−2σ} ), and ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≥1, |ζ|≥|ξ|/2} 2Θ(ζ)^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ |ξ|^{2n−2} dξ < C(1 + λ^{γ−2σ}), where we used (8) and n ≥ 4 > 2 + 2σ. Hence, it follows from (37) that ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≥1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C(1 + λ^{γ−2σ}). (38)

Finally, if we denote ~Θ(ξ) = Θ(ξ)ξ^{1−2σ}_n , then ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ = ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |~Θ(ξ)ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ~Θ(ζ)ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10}

|ξ^′|^γ ~Θ(ξ)^2 dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ + ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |~Θ(ξ) − ~Θ(ζ)|^2ζ^{4σ−2}_n |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ. (39)

Note that if ξ_n ≥ 3/2, then ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{2σ−2}_n < C. Now let us consider ξ_n < 3/2. Then ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤^{ξn}_2 } |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{2σ−2}_n , ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ :^{ξn}_2 <|ζ−ξ|≤1, ζ_n<2ξ_n} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{4σ−2}_n · ξ^{−2σ}_n = Cξ^{2σ−2}_n , ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ :^{ξn}_2 <|ζ−ξ|≤1, ζ_n≥2ξ_n} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ|≤1, ζ_n≥ξ_n} ζ^{4σ−2}_n |ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{2σ−2}_n .

Therefore, ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10}

|ξ^′|^γ ~Θ(ξ)^2 dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10}

|ξ^′|^γ ξ^{2σ−2}_n ~Θ(ξ)^2 dξ ≤ C(1 + λ^{γ−2σ}), where we used (8) and n ≥ 4 in the last inequality. Furthermore, using (9), we have ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |~Θ(ξ) − ~Θ(ζ)|^2ζ^{4σ−2}_n |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ 1 |ξ|^{2n} dξ ≤ C(1 + λ^{γ−2σ}). Hence, it follows from (39) that ∫ B^+_λ \B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈B^+_λ : |ζ−ξ|≤1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C(1 + λ^{γ−2σ} ). This, together with (36) and (38), proves (15).

Next, we prove (16).

Proof of (16). We suppose λ > 100 is very large. Note that ∫∫ (R^n_+×R^n_+)\(B^+_λ ×B^+_λ )

(|ξ^′|^γ + |ζ^′|^γ )|Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ ≤ 4 ∫∫ (R^n_+\B^+_λ )×R^n_+ |ξ^′|^γ |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dξdζ. (40)

Again, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≥1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ

|ξ^′|^γ Θ(ξ)^2 dξ + ∫ R^n \B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≥1} 2Θ(ζ)^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ. (41)

Since γ < 2σ, we have ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≥1, |ζ|≤|ξ|/2} 2Θ(ζ)^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ |ξ|^{n+2σ} dξ ≤ Cλ^{γ−2σ}, and ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≥1, |ζ|≥|ξ|/2} 2Θ(ζ)^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ |ξ|^{2n−2} dξ ≤ Cλ^{γ−2σ}, where we used (8) and n ≥ 4 > 2 + 2σ. Hence, it follows from (41) that ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≥1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cλ^{γ−2σ}. (42)

Finally, if we denote ~Θ(ξ) = Θ(ξ)ξ^{1−2σ}_n , then ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ

= ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |~Θ(ξ)ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ~Θ(ζ)ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ

|ξ^′|^γ ~Θ(ξ)^2 dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ

+ ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |~Θ(ξ) − ~Θ(ζ)|^2ζ^{4σ−2}_n |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ. (43)

Note that if ξ_n ≥ 3/2, then ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{2σ−2}_n < C. Now let us consider ξ_n < 3/2. Then ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤^{ξn}_2 } |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{2σ−2}_n , ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+:^{ξn}_2 <|ζ−ξ|≤1, ζ_n<2ξ_n} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{4σ−2}_n · ξ^{−2σ}_n = Cξ^{2σ−2}_n , ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+:^{ξn}_2 <|ζ−ξ|≤1, ζ_n≥2ξ_n} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ|≤1, ζ_n≥ξ_n} ζ^{4σ−2}_n |ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cξ^{2σ−2}_n . Therefore, ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ

|ξ^′|^γ ~Θ(ξ)^2 dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |ξ^{2σ−1}_n − ζ^{2σ−1}_n |^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ

|ξ^′|^γ ξ^{2σ−2}_n ~Θ(ξ)^2 dξ ≤ Cλ^{γ−2σ}, where we used (8) and n ≥ 4 > 4σ in the last inequality. Furthermore, using (9), we have ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |~Θ(ξ) − ~Θ(ζ)|^2ζ^{4σ−2}_n |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ C ∫ R^n_+\B^+_λ |ξ^′|^γ 1 |ξ|^{2n} dξ ≤ Cλ^{γ−2σ}. Hence, it follows from (43) that ∫ R^n_+\B^+_{10} |ξ^′|^γ dξ ∫ {ζ∈R^n_+: |ζ−ξ|≤1} |Θ(ξ) − Θ(ζ)|^2 |ξ − ζ|^{n+2σ} dζ ≤ Cλ^{γ−2σ}. This, together with (40) and (42), proves (15).

References

[1] F. J. Almgren and E. H. Lieb, Symmetric decreasing rearrangement is sometimes continuous.

J. Amer. Math. Soc. 2 (1989), no.4, 683–773.

[2] K. Bogdan, K. Burdzy and Z.-Q. Chen, Censored stable processes. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 127 (2003), no. (1), 89–152.

[3] H. Brézis and L. Nirenberg, Positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations involving critical Sobolev exponents. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 36 (1983), no. 4, 437–477.

[4] W. Chen, C. Li and Y. Li, A direct method of moving planes for the fractional Laplacian. Adv.

Math. 308 (2017), 404–437.

[5] B. Dyda, A fractional order Hardy inequality. Illinois J. Math. 48 (2004), no. 2, 575–588. [6] B. Dyda and R. L. Frank, Fractional Hardy–Sobolev–Maz’ya inequality for domains. Studia Math. 208 (2012), no. 2, 151–166.

[7] M. M. Fall and X. Ros-Oton, Global Schauder theory for minimizers of the H^s(Ω) energy. J.

Funct. Anal. 283 (2022), no.3, Paper No. 109523, 50 pp.

[8] M. M. Fall and R. Y. Temgoua, Existence results for nonlocal problems governed by the regional fractional Laplacian. NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl. 30 (2023), no.2, Paper No. 18, 32 pp.

[9] R. L. Frank, T. Jin and J. Xiong, Minimizers for the fractional Sobolev inequality on domains.

Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 57 (2018), no. 2, Paper No. 43, 31 pp. [10] R. L. Frank and R. Seiringer, Non-linear ground state representations and sharp Hardy inequalities. J. Funct. Anal. 255 (2008), no.12, 3407–3430.

[11] Q.-Y. Guan, Integration by parts formula for regional fractional Laplacian. Commun. Math.

Phys. 266 (2006), no.2, 289–329.

[12] Q.-Y. Guan and Z.-M. Ma, Reflected symmetric α-stable processes and regional fractional Laplacian. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 134 (2006), no.4, 649–694.

[13] E. H. Lieb, Sharp constants in the Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev and related inequalities. Ann. of Math. (2) 118 (1983), 349–374.

[14] E. H. Lieb and M. Loss, Analysis. Second edition. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 14. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001. xxii+346 pp.

[15] R. Musina and A.I. Nazarov, Sobolev inequalities for fractional Neumann Laplacians on half spaces. Adv. Calc. Var. 14 (2021), no. 1, 127–145.

R. L. Frank Mathematisches Institut, Ludwig-Maximilans Universität München, Theresienstr. 39, 80333 München, Germany, Munich Center for Quantum Science and Technology, Schellingstr. 4, 80799, München, Germany, and Mathematics 253-37, Caltech, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA Email: frank@math.lmu.de, rlfrank@caltech.edu T. Jin Department of Mathematics, The Hong Kong University of Science and Technology Clear Water Bay, Kowloon, Hong Kong Email: tianlingjin@ust.hk W. Wang School of Mathematical Sciences, Peking University, Beijing, China Email: 2201110024@stu.pku.edu.cn