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SHARP GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES
IN FRACTIONAL COULOMB-SOBOLEV SPACES

JACOPO BELLAZZINI, MARCO GHIMENTI, CARLO MERCURI, VITALY MOROZ,
AND JEAN VAN SCHAFTINGEN

ABSTRACT. We prove scaling invariant Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequalities of the form
Yy
lp(2)|? e (y)|?
lellree) < Cllel ey | [ Hrogjiedody |
dwRd

involving fractional Sobolev norms with s > 0 and Coulomb type energies with 0 < a < d
and ¢ > 1. We establish optimal ranges of parameters for the validity of such inequalities
and discuss the existence of the optimisers. In the special case p = 26; our results include a
new refinement of the fractional Sobolev inequality by a Coulomb term. We also prove that
if the radial symmetry is taken into account, then the ranges of validity of the inequalities
could be extended and such a radial improvement is possible if and only if o > 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. Introduction. Given d € N, s > 0, a € (0,d) and ¢q € [1,00), we define the fractional
Coulomb—-Sobolev space by

NE q
Esaq(Rd) {gp R 5 R : Rdfj —|SD | ;TZ(O{N dzdy < oo and /Rd||§|sg5(£)‘2d£ < oo}

Since for every measurable function ¢ : R — R

1.1 1dr) <CR' le@I*le@)l” 4,

(1) (/BR pl7da)’ RJ{W =

the boundedness of the double integral on the right-hand side of (LI]) ensures that ¢ is a
tempered distribution and that its Fourier transform ¢ is a well-defined tempered distribution.
In particular |£]*@ is a well-defined distribution on R?\ {0}. The integrability condition in the
definition of £%*%(R?) means that this distribution can be represented by an L?>-function.

o —

(—2)3¢)(&) = (2ml¢]?)
We endow the space £%4(R?) with the norm

In the sequel we define the fractional Laplacian (— )2 © by
%

?(8)-

N
(@)l ()| 7\’
Hsougs,a,q(w):(u soHLz(Rd)+( e dzdy)

In particular, when s < g, a function ¢ is in the space £49(R%) if and only if ¢ € H*(RY)

and
q q
ﬂ |s0| )| ]p(y)] dirdy < oo.

T — |d «
R xRd

Following the arguments in [28] Section 2], the space £%%9(R%) is a Banach space (see Propo-
sition [Z1] below).

The space £%%9(R%) is the natural domain for the fractional Coulomb-Dirichlet type energy

()] o (y)]?
H ‘pH]ﬁ (R9) + JI |z — ’d o dady,
xRd y

which appears in models of mathematical physics related to multi-particle systems. Typically,
the Coulomb term with ¢ = 2 represents the electrostatic repulsion between the particles.
Relevant models include Thomas-Fermi-Dirac—von Weizsacker (TFDW) models of Density
Functional theory [5,[19L21]; or Schrédinger—Poisson—Slater approximation to Hartree—Fock
theory [9]. Nonquadratic (¢ # 2) Coulombic energies appear in a possible zero mass limit of
the relativistic Thomas—Fermi—von Weizsacker (TFW) energy, see [7,8] where d = 3, s = 1,
a =2, g = 3; or [6, Section 2] where d = 2, s = 1, « = 1, ¢ = 4. The fractional case
s = 1/2 occurs in the ultra-relativistic models, cf. [22,23]. In particular, d = 2, s = 1/2
and a = 1 appears in the recent TFDW theory of charge screening in graphene [26], where
relevant powers are ¢ = 2 or ¢ = 1. Interpolation inequalities (I3]) associated with the space
£%252(R?) are in some cases equivalent to the Lieb-Thirring type inequalities [27, Theorem 3],
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which are fundamental in the study of stability of non-relativistic (s = 1) and ultra-relativistic
(s = 1/2) matter [23].

Mathematically, the space £%22(R?) has been introduced and studied by P.-L. Lions [24]
Lemma 4; 25, (55)] and in D.Ruiz [31], section 2]. In particular, P.-L.Lions established a
Coulomb-Sobolev interpolation inequality

)2 1/2
(12) lollagesy < CIVlEge ([ POTRWE 4y )

SRS Iw —y

which holds for all ¢ € £422(R3). Lions’ proof relies on the quadratic structure of the
nonlocal term (¢ = 2) and the special relation o = 2s and cannot be extended beyond these
restrictions. Coulomb-Sobolev inequalities in the fractional space £%2(R?) had been studied
in [2[4] using methods of fractional calculus, while the non-quadratic case £%*%(R?) had been
introduced and studied in [28] using Morrey type estimates.

We emphasize that unlike the classical Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, Coulomb—
Sobolev inequality is a lower bound on the nonlocal Coulomb energy. In particular, (L2l
ensures the continuous embedding £122(R3) ¢ L3(R3) N L°(R3). D.Ruiz in [3I, Theorem
1.2] observed that if the radial symmetry is taken into account, then the ranges of validity
of the Coulomb—Sobolev inequalities could be extended. As a consequence, he established
an improved embedding 51 % 2(R?’) C LP(R3) N LS(R3), for any p > 18/7. In [28] the radial
improvement was extended to &, L aq(]Rd) with any a > 1. It was also shown that no radial
improvement occurs when o < 1. In [3], the radial improvement was obtained in Eféi’z(R?’) for
1/2 < s < 3/2. The result however did not include the physically important ultra-relativistic
case s = 1/2. Technically, this was related to the failure of pointwise Strauss type estimates
on the radial functions in fractional Sobolev spaces of order s < 1/2.

The aim of the present paper is threefold:

e We extend Coulomb-Sobolev inequalities associated to the space £5%9(R%) to arbi-
trary s > 0 and ¢ > 1, thus completing the studies in [2] (¢ = 2) and [28] (s = 1). Our
proof is different from the proofs in [2,28]. It is based only on the standard fractional
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and a fractional chain rule.

e We analyze a family of refined Sobolev inequalities, which appear as a special end

point case of the interpolation inequalities in Es’a’%(ﬂ%d). For some values of pa-
rameters we establish the existence of optimizers to the refined Sobolev inequalities.
The existence of the optimisers is new even in the previously studied case s = 1.

e We obtain a radial improvement of Coulomb-Sobolev inequalities in the space &/ O"q(]Rd)
of radially symmetric functions for the complete range s > 0, ¢ > 1, a > 1 This
includes, in particular, previously open case s < 1/2. We also show that a radial
improvement is possible if and only if o > 1, so @ = 1 is a universal critical con-
stant which does not depend on any other parameter. In addition, we observe that
q = (1—225) N plays a special role as the only value of ¢ where the radial embedding
interval is closed.

All of our results are essentially sharp, which is demonstrated by a range of counterexamples
confirming optimality.
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1.2. Coulomb—Sobolev inequalities. Our first main result in this paper is the continuous
embedding

E5URY) A== (]Rd)
More specifically, we establish a family of scaling—invariant interpolation inequalities for the
space £5P(RY).

Theorem 1.1 (Coulomb-Sobolev inequalities). Let d € N, s >0, 0 < a < d, ¢,p € [1,00)
and q(d — 2s) # d + «. There exists a constant C = C(d, s,a, q,p) > 0 such that the scaling
invariant inequality

_ p(d+a)—2dq —2s)

p(d
q q 2p(d+a q(d—2s))
< pld+a—q(d—2s)) |SD | |SD )|
(13) el < Cllel,™ 7 ([ SR deay
R4 x R4

holds for every function ¢ € £59(R%) if and only if

2(2
(1.4) > 20245 +a) s> 9

25+« 2

2(2gs+«a) 2d ) d 1 d-—2s
1. — -
(1.5) 6{ s T a ’d—QS} 2fs<2 and q> pE

2d  2(2¢s + «) ) d 1 d—2s
1. —= d - .
(16) b {d—Qs’ 25 + « } zfs<2 an q< d+ «a

Moreover, if p is not an end—point of the intervals (L) —(LH), i.e. p # Qggijﬁ and p # dzcés’
then the best constant for ([L3) is achieved.

In the case s = 1 inequality (3] was known for d = 3, o = 2 and ¢ = 2 [25], (55);
31, Theorem 1.5]; and for d € N, @ € (0,N) and ¢ > 1 [28, Theorem 1]. The fractlonal
inequality (L3]) first appeared for d = 3, s = 1/2, « = 2 and ¢ = 2 in [4, Proposition 2.1];
and ford € N, s > 0, a € (0,d) and ¢ = 2 in [2 Proposition 2.1].

1.3. Reﬁned Sobolev inequalities. The special case q(d — 2s) = d + «, which corresponds
top = 23 and ¢ = jj;; , is not covered by the previous theorem and the exponents in
(L3) are meamngless. In this special case we obtain a refinement of the Sobolev embedding,

extending the one observed for s =1 [28] (1.7)] and for ¢ = 2 [2, Proposition 2.1].

Theorem 1.2 (Endpoint refined Sobolev inequality). Let d € N, 0 < s < %l, 0 <a<d.
Then there exists C = C(d, s,a) > 0 such that the inequality

s(d—2s)

a(d—2s) d 2“3| ( % d(2s+o)
d(2s+a) ' y)|
o SOl | . [ oy dedy

dwRd

(1.7)

(]R

holds for all p € SS’Q’%(RCI).

Remark 1.1. It is interesting to compare our refinement for Sobolev embedding with two
other improvements. The Gérard—Meyer—Oru improvement [I, Theorem 1.43; 20] states that
ifo<s< % and 6 € S(RY) is such that # has compact support, has value 1 near the origin



SHARP GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES 5

o~

and satisfies 0 < 6 < 1, then
2s

1—2s dyg Kl -
8 | < Cd,5,0)llly Ey (ii%” Heu-)wum) Vip € H*(R),

2d
L d—2s (Rd)

The Palatucci-Pisante improvement [29, Theorem 1.1] (see also [34, (4.2)]) states that if
0<s< g, then

d TS (Tod
(1.9) 4 ey S C(d, 8)H<PHHS H<PHM1% . Ve HRY).
In the last inequality, the Morrey norm is defined as
1
ol o= sup BI(f )
R>0,z€R4 Br(z)

one proof of (LA relies on (L8] and on the observation that

dyg
A0 %l < Cllgll 1 a2

In our case we have by Holder’s inequality and monotonicity of the integral

s EopEE )
d_ - dta dto s|o(y)| 429
R> S][ |go|> <R ][ lp|d—2s < C dz dy
< Br(x) Br(x) jj |35 —y|d—e

Rd xRd

so that it is clear that Coulomb norm controls the Morrey norm MUYE=5. On the other hand,

O‘((gs f;; =(1- Zd"’)1 Tos7a for H*-norm in our improvement is always less than

the exponent 1 — = for H*morm in (L8) and (CY). This suggests that the inequality (7))
cannot be derived dlrectly from the already known ones.

the exponent

Remark 1.2. The refinement of the Sobolev inequality in Theorem is sharp. Indeed, by
scaling it can be proved that if a scaling invariant inequality of the following form holds

d+a Y
5 o) [
(1.10) -y S 5 el I ‘x — e —dedy |
dyRd
then the exponents v and 3 are related by the equation
d—2s d
5 :(5—8)[3+(d+a)7
On the other hand, estimates ([B.7)—(3.9)) in the proof of Theorem [[T] below imply that
d—2s
< — .
2d —2 )
We conclude that 5 > d(gizg is necessary for (ILI0) to hold.

Interpolating between the refined and classical Sobolev inequalities, we obtain a new family
of interpolation inequalities, for which the best constant is achieved.
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Theorem 1.3 (Non-endpoint refined Sobolev inequalities). Letd € N, 0 < s < g, O<a<d

and 0 < e < d((g fs)) Then there exists C = C(d, s,«,€) > 0 such that the inequality
(d-2s) |  2Aatd) 5 o (y)| dta T e
as Oés +e « d s SD y -3
(111 lell 2o < Cllell 2 [ £ e Ao dy)
dyRd

holds for all ¢ € Es’a’%(]l%d). Moreover, the best constant for (LI1)) is achieved.

When ¢ = ;gg;f;)) the inequality (III]) is the classical Sobolev inequality.

The existence of optimizers for the non-endpoint inequality (7)) provides a partial answer
towards the question raised in the case s = 1 in [28], Section 1.5.5]. The existence of optimizers
for the endpoint inequality (L7 remains open.

1.4. Radial improvements. We now consider the question of embeddings for radial func-
tions. Since the symmetric decreasing rearrangement increases the nonlinear nonlocal Coulomb
energy term, the situation might be more favorable for radial functions. Our next result
shows that for the subspace of radially symmetric functions in the Coulomb—Sobolev space
EXGI(RY) the intervals (LA)—(L6) of the validity of the Coulomb-Sobolev inequality (L3])
can be extended provided that o > 1.

Theorem 1.4 (Sharp Improvement in the radial case for « > 1). Letd > 2,5 >0, 1 < o < d,
q,p € [1,00), q(d —2s) #d+ a and

(25 —1)g+2)(d — o)
2s(d+a—-2)+d—a

There ezists a constant Cyag = Crad(d, s, a, q,p) > 0 such that the scaling invariant inequality

Prad ‘= ¢

2d—p(d—2s)
_ p(dta)—2dg _ q q 2p(d+a—q(d—2s))
a s e(@)[? e
1D el < Coalielgy™ 7 (] L@ I o 4,
T
hold for all radially symmetric functions ¢ € 5;3,(1(Rd) if and only if
d
(113) P > Prad ’[fS > 57
2d . d 1 d—2s
(114) pE (prada m} ZfS < 5 and ; > d T o 5
2d d 1 d—2s 1 1—-2s
1.15 € |=——=—,Pr if s < - d - < y — )
(1.15) P € |75 praa) fs<y and o<l LF
2d . 1 1 1—-2s

If 0 < a < 1 then inequality (TIZ) holds on £299(R?) if and only if (L3) holds on £5*9(R%).

In the important special case s = 1/2 we have the simplified expression pr,q = q + fli =,
while for s = 0 we formally obtain p,.q = 2.

In the special case d = 3, s = 1, @« = 2 and ¢ = 2 the improved radial inequality (LI2)
was first established in [3I, Theorem 1.2]. For d € N, s = 1, a € (0,d) and ¢ > 1 the
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improved radial inequalities (I3)) were studied in [28, Theorem 4]. The fractional case d = 3,
1/2 < s <3/2, a« =2, ¢ =2 was considered in [3].

We shall emphasise that the radial improvement is possible for any s > 0 but if and only if
a > 1. The universality of the threshold o = 1 which does not depend on any other parameter

in the problem is quite interesting.

Another new and purely fractional phenomenon is the special role of the exponent ¢ = ﬁ

in the case s < 1/2. Observe that for s > 1/2 we always have paq > ¢, while prg < ¢ if
s < 1/2 and ¢ > ﬁ, the latter requires ¢ > jj;‘s. If s <1/2 and ¢ = 1—225 then praq = ¢
and this is the only case when the endpoint embedding £:¢(RY) — LPrad(R?) is valid.

Finally, we prove that the embedding 55;37q(Rd) < LP(RY) is compact provided that p is
not an endpoint of the embedding intervals.

Theorem 1.5 (Compact embeddings for radial functions). Let d > 2, s > 0, and q € [1,00).
Moreover we assume that p is away from the endpoints of the intervals in (I1.4)-(L8) when
0 < a <1 and in (LI3)-(II06) when 1 < a < d. Then, the embedding £5:59(R?) — LP(R?)

is compact.

Compactness of the radial embedding implies in a standard way the existence of radial
optimizers associated to the inequalities (LI2]), cf. [28] Section 7] where the case s = 1 was
considered.

1.5. Open questions. Here we list some of the open problems related to the results in the
present work.

1.5.1. Radial symmetry breaking. It is an open question whether the optimal constants C' and
Crad in (L3) and (LIZ) share the same value for p in the intervals (L4)—(L6l), where both
constants are well-defined. A result by D.Ruiz [31], theorem 1.7] gives an indirect indication
that C' < Cyaq might be possible, at least for the values of p close to 2(337‘_9:10‘)

problem remains open even in the well-studied case s =1, a = 2, ¢ = 2.

. However the

1.5.2. Radial compactness in the borderline case o = 1 and p = 2(2q5+a) Compactness of

25+
2(2gs+1)
the borderline embedding Egé’q(Rd) N (R9) is open. This includes Erla/d?’l’?(RQ) —

L3(R?), which appears in the ultra-relativistic TFDW model for graphene studied in [26].

1.5.3. Other symmetries. We believe that the critical threshold o = 1 for the radial improve-
ment is related to the essential uni-dimensionality of radial functions. It seems plausible that
the Coulomb-Sobolev embeddings can be improved for other types of symmetries. A natural
conjecture would be that the relevant value of the critical constant « is the number of vari-
ables on which the symmetric functions depend. For example, for axisymmetric functions in
R3, we would expect a critical value o = 2.

1.6. Outline. The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2] contains a short proof
of the completeness of the Coulomb—Sobolev spaces. In Section Bl we discuss the spaces
£%%9(R%) in the nonradial context and show that interpolation inequalities of Theorems [L.]
and can be deduced from the standard fractional Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (3.3])
using a fractional chain rule. We also discuss the existence of the optimisers and prove
Theorem [[L3l In Section 4 we derive the radial improvement of Theorem [[.4] as a consequence
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of Ruiz’s inequality for Coulomb energy (see Theorem (1)) and de Napoli’s interpolation
inequality (see Theorem [£.2]), which is a fractional extension of the classical pointwise Strauss
type bounds valid only for s > 1/2. In case s < 1/2 we replace de Napoli’s pointwise bounds
by Rubin’s inequality (Theorem [.3]), which is a refinement for radial functions of the classical
Stein—Weiss inequality. In Section [l we construct special families of functions which are used
to prove the optimality of the radial embeddings, while in Section [6] we prove the compactness
of the radial embedding.

1.7. Asymptotic notation. For real valued functions f(t), g(t) > 0, we write:

f(t) < g(t) if there exists C' > 0 independent of ¢ such that f(t) < Cg(t);
F(#) = g(@) if f(2) < g(t) and g(t) < f(#)-

As usual, C, ¢, ¢1, etc., denote generic positive constants independent of ¢.

2. COMPLETENESS OF THE FRACTIONAL COULOMB—SOBOLEV SPACE
As in [28, Section 2], it is not difficult to see that the space £%4(R%) is a normed space.

Proposition 2.1. For everyd € N, s > 0, 0 < o < d and q € [1,00), the normed space
£5%49(RY) is complete.

Proof. If (u, )nen is a Cauchy sequence in £9*9(R%), then ((—A)2u, )nen is a Cauchy sequence
in L2(R%) and there exists thus f € L2(R%) such that ((—A)2u,)nen converges strongly to f
in L2(R4). On the other hand, by (L)) we have for every R > 0,

lim |tun, — um|? = 0.

There exists thus a measurable function v : R¢ — R such that (Un)nen converges to u in

L (R9). By Fatou’s lemma, we have

iy [] bale) U i) —uall o,

n—00 T — |d «
R xR4

jf |un () — um ()] [un(y) — um(y)[? dz dy.

< lim liminf
|z — yli—

n—oo Mm—oo
R xR4

It remains now to prove that (—A)Zu = f. We observe that by (L)),

1
lim sup —— / |up, —ul? = 0.
n=00 pso R4 Br(0)

Therefore (uy,)nen converges to u as tempered distributions R?, and thus the sequence (Un )nen
converges to @ as tempered distributions on R%. It follows that ((27)%/2|€|*%y,; )nen converges
to 2m%/2|¢)°|€|* as distributions on R?. Since on the other hand, ((27)%/2|€|°y )nen converges
to f it follows that (=A)zu = f. O
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3. GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES: PROOF OF THEOREMS [T.1], AND [L3

We first establish the endpoint inequality.

Theorem 3.1. Let d € N, s >0, 0 < a <d and q € [1,00). Then the following inequality
holds

q q 258+a
< s 2qs+a | |90 )| 4 s,0,q d
ol 2 S N=2)E 0l g (R I e ddy Vip € EXOA(RY).

d 2(2gs+a) d .
In particular, £5*9(R®*) — L™ 2z+a~ (R%) continuously.

The above inequality in the particular case ¢ = 1 implies that Ssva’l(Rd) embeds continu-
ously into H*(R?).

Proof of Theorem [l Recall that for all qﬁ € Lloc(Rd) such that

(3.1) jj ’d adxdy<oo
Rdx]Rd

it holds that

(32) H(—A)_%‘JSH;(M = jf ’d o dzdy.

Moreover we recall the endpoint GagliardofNirenberg inequality (see for example [I, Theorem
2.44])

a+2s

_2s
(3:3) N A6 ey < OIS [ (2 THE T

where L1, 9 )
s a
P 5(04—1—23) +;(a+2s)'
When ¢ =1 by (31 and (3.2) it holds that

B A) Tl = H ‘d PR 44y < c ﬂ ‘x_”“‘; N 4z ay.

Setting 1) = (—A)flgp and p = r = 2, (3.3)) together with (34]) yields the inequality for ¢ = 1.
Let ¢ > 1. Setting ¢ = (—A)~7|p|? in B3), we get

_2s
H|90|qHLp(Rd) < C’H(—A)‘ZWPHEJ&@ H |SD|qHz:r(2I§d
which implies
otz s ates (Vs
(3.5) H(PH%qp(Rd) < CH(_ “P‘qHL;ﬂRd H(_A)2SOHL;_(?Rd)HSOHLq(qfl)l&gd)

by the fractional chain rule where 1 s = 5 + 7 [17, Corollary of Theorem 5]. Now choosing I
such that (¢ — 1)l = gp, i.e. such that

1 qg-—1
l qp
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we conclude that p = ;éjif) By (B.5) and setting ¢ = |¢|? in ([B.2)), this concludes the

proof. O

Proof of Theorem [I1] and Theorem [L.2. The exponents for the refined Sobolev inequality
given by Theorem are derived directly from the endpoint Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality
of Theorem [B.1]

The scaling-invariant inequalities of Theorem [[.T] follows from the fact that by interpolation
between Theorem B and the classical fractional Sobolev embedding, £%%9(R%) < LP(R?)
continuously for

2(2¢gs +a) 2d . d+ o
f1 .
pG( 25+ ,d—QS} ' <Q<d—25
2d  2(2qs + «) ) d+ «
f
pe[d—%’ 25 + « > 1Q>d—28
Indeed, let us consider the scaling uy(z) = )\%u()\x) such that [Jux|| s ey = [|ul|Lp ey From

the embedding we get

In |UA|(;3)|Q @) dy)%,

A
o ylo—e

s 2
lir 2oy S -2 3s] 3y + (‘K

which gives by scaling

1

249 P 24 _ (d+a) |ua(@)]? [ua(y)[? ‘

(3.6) ”UH%p(Rd) S AP + H(_A)2UAHL2(R‘1) + AP q <RJI ’w — y’d—a dedy ) .
dyRd

. _d+ 2 . 2d _ 2d _ (d+a) _
Notice that when g = d_—;; and p = 7=5- we obtain as expected > —d+2s =0, it 0.

Minimizing the right-hand side of (3.6]) with respect to A we get the scaling invariant inequality
given by Theorem [T The same computation of course works in the radial case.

Optimality of the embedding intervals. Given a nonnegative function n € C°(R%) \ {0} and
a vector a € R%\ {0}, for k € N set

o) = (e + ka).

Following [31, Section 5], we define the functions v ., € C°(RY) by

m
Va,m = Z Uq, k-
k=1

Then for |a| — oo we obtain

(3.7) ”Uam”ip(]gd) =m,
(3.8) ”UmmH?{s(Rd) S m,
q q
(3.9) jj |/Ua,m|(;7! y||vda’7z(y | dzdy < m.

R xR4
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To deduce (B8], choose k € N such that k > s. Interpolating between homogeneous L? and
H* norms (cf. [I, Proposition 1.32]), for |a] — oo we conclude that

2(1-)

S 1_%
oty ety < 0l o g sty < (il ) (mllnle )

< m.

Using the diagonal argument, from (I3]) we deduce that for all sufficiently large m € N it
must hold

p(d+a)—2dg 2d—p(d—2s)
m < m 2(d+a—q(d—2s)) g7 2(d+a—q(d— 25))

which implies the optimality of the embedding intervals (I:IEI)%I]:G])

Ezistence of the optimizers. The existence of optimizers follows almost identically to the proof
of |2, Theorem 2.2], see also [3], proof of Corollary 0.1]. We only sketch the argument.

Fix p inside one of the intervals (L4])—(L6]). By homogeneity and scaling we can assume
that an optimizing sequence (¢, )nen in £5*9(RY) satisfies

[on ()| (y)|?
lenll s (ma dedy =1
e Rdffod o —ylt=e

and |[¢n || rrey = C(d, s, @) + o(1).

Since p is not an end-point of the intervals (L4)—(L6l), we can use interpolation inequality
([L3) to find a uniform upper bound on [|n || 1r1 (rey and [|¢n || Lr2 ey, for some p1 < p < po.
Therefore, via the pgr-lemma [16, Lemma 2.1 p.258] and Lieb’s compactness lemma in H $(RY)
[2, Lemma 2.1], we conclude that ¢, — ¢ # 0 in Hs(Rd). Finally, using the non-local
Brezis—Lieb splitting lemma for the Coulomb term [28 Proposition 4.8], the existence of a
maximizer could be proved similarly to the arguments in [2 pp.661-662] (see also the proof
of Theorem [[3] below for similar estimates). O

Proof of Theorem [L.3. Inequality (III]) is obtained directly by interpolation between the clas-
sical Sobolev inequality and endpoint refined Sobolev inequality (L7))

To prove that the best constant C(d, s, a, ¢) in (ILIT) is achieved, we will use the following
result.

Theorem 3.2 (Gerard-Meyer-Oru). Let 0 < s < d/2 and let § € S(R?) be such that 8 has
compact support, has value 1 near the origin and satisfies 0 < 8 < 1. Then there is a constant

C = Cyq(0) such that for all u € H*(RY),

a8

d=2s
lull 24 < Clull 7 <supAd/2+sue<A->*uuoo>
s A>0

Consider a maximizing sequence (¢n)nen for (LII) such that ||¢p| s gay =1 and

s(d—2s)

H(PNH% = (C(d7 S, &, 5) + 0(1)) (D((Pn)) d2te) 787

where for brevity, we denoted

d +a éi«%a

2s —2s

ﬂ PWIT™ 4, gy,
\x—y\ o

R4 x R4
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Using the endpoint refined Sobolev inequality we infer that

s(d—2s) s(d—2s)

(D(Qpn)) d(2sta) ¢ 5 ||90n||d3_%s 5 (D(Qpn)) d(2s+a)

This implies that
1 <5 D(pn)

and hence,
(3.10) 1S llenll_2e -
d—2s
Let @ denotes the weak limit of (¢,,) in H*(R?). Recall that our inequality (III) is critical,

i.e. it is both scaling and translation invariant. From Theorem B:2] together with (BI0]) there
exists sequences (,)nen in R? of translations and (A, ),en in R of dilations such that

d S
inf A2 " / 0(An(zn —v))en(y)dy > 0.
n Rd
This fact implies by the change of variable that

d
8—5 T — xn A
An gon( A ) » # 0.

The fact that ¢ is an optimizer is now standard. By the Brezis—Lieb type splitting proper-
ties [I0] of the three terms in (LII]) (for the splitting of the nonlocal term D see [28, Propo-
sition 4.7]), we obtain

__2d
Cdss,0,e) 75 (IGITE + llon — AlTF +o0(1)
2d(atd) 2ds _2d

_ _ %4’8 s _ 17 *-
2 (HSDHQHS(]Rd) + [lon — SDH%IS(RGI) + 0(1)) d(2s+a) T~ (d—2s)2 (D(QD) + D(¢py, — SD)) d@sta) Cd-2s

Since

2d(a + 2s)
AN |
d—252 ~

do 2d(a+d) 2ds 2d
(d(28 + «) te (d —2s)? ) (d(28 +a) “d—2s

As a consequence of the discrete Holder inequality we have

):1+€

2da o dd(atd) 2ds 2da__ | . 4d(ot+d) 2ds _ __2d
q3@sta) 7T (d—25)2 pd(@s+ta) d 2s 4 pIsta) T (d—29)2 pd@sta)  Cd—2s

da 2d(a+d)
te 2ds _2d
< (CL2 + b2) d(2s+o) (d—2s)2 (C + 6) d@sta) d—2s

for all a,b,c,e > 0. Hence

Cd _dz—é d2%s dQés
(d,5,0,8) 72 {[|@l] 220" + [lon — @l 20 +0(1)

—25

4
2da__ 4 o dd(atd) 2ds 2d

= H 7”;:123) (d-26)7 D(@)m €d—2s
etz o
ST+« — . _2ds
+ ngn - HHS(]Rd) ( s) D(gpn — @)d(QS-’_a) d—2s +0(1)

Therefore we can conclude that
2da 4d(a+d) 2d

24 P WY . _2ds ___2d
C(d,s,a,e)” - QSIIsDIId > IIsDH}f,f H;; (727 D(p) Tsta) T3z 4 o(1),




SHARP GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES 13

which implies that ¢ is an optimizer. g

4. SHARP IMPROVEMENT IN THE RADIAL CASE

In order to establish the radial inequality (LI2]) we will use a version of the weighted
estimate involving the Coulomb term which was originally established by Ruiz [31].

Theorem 4.1 (Ruiz [31, Theorem 1.1], see also [28, Proposition 3.8]). Letd € N, 0 < o < d,
€ [1,00). Then for every e > 0 and R > 0 there exists C = C(d,a,q,e) > 0 such that for

all ¢ € L%(Rd),

1

7)e q q 2

(4.1) / % ( H ()| W; a)! dxdy) |
RN\BRg(0) |x| 2 +e |z -y

xRd

(4.2) / \ng)\q da <CR5( H ()| [y )!qudy)%

(0) || =%~ s Tyl
We will also employ two different estimate on the functions in H?,,(R?). In the case s > 1/2
our proof of (LI2) relies on the following interpolation result.
Theorem 4.2 (De Népoli [I2, Theorem 3.1]). Letd >2, s> %, 7> 1 and
(4.3) —(d—-1)<a<d(r—1).
Then
(44)  lo(@)] < Od,s,r, @)l 7 | (~A) 5l agpa ol sy Vo € Hana(®Y LR,

28(625;25%7_5”“, 0 = (28_%”2 and L7 (R?) is the weighted Lebesgue space with the

1
Jullggesy = ( [ ol luo)) de)
Rd

Remark 4.1. The inequality (£2]) has important special cases:

where o =
norm

i) When r = dz—%s and a = 0 we obtain Cho-Ozawa’s inequality [11]:

(4.5) sup |p(z)| < |2
|z|>0

75 (R4) Vo € rad(Rd)
ii) When r = 2 and a = 0 we obtain Ni type inequality

_d=1 = -+
‘s?%\w(x)\ﬁ\x! =l gy 1ol 2 iay Vo € Ha(RY).
x|>

s 1(R%) are no longer available.
Instead, our proof of (LI2]) relies on the radial version of the classical Stein—Weiss estimate
[32].

In the case s < 1/2 pointwise estimates on functions in H?
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Theorem 4.3 (Rubin [13; 14, Theorem 1.2;30]). Let d > 2 and 0 < s < d/2. Then

1
@o) ([ e@riarde)” <l Alellgmy Vi € Ha®),
where r > 2 and
1 1 d

. —d-1(==-=)< =

(4.7) (@-1)(5--)<B<.
1 1 p[g-s

4. ==
(48) ro 2 * d

Remark 4.2. The difference with the classical (non-radial) Stein—Weiss estimate [32] is only
in the extended range (£7)) for 8 (in the non-radial case we must have 0 < § < g) Note
special cases of (.0)):

i) When = s and s < %l we obtain r = 2 which gives the Hardy inequality:

1
2
([ Jo@Plel™ d2)” S lllgay Vo € Hiaa(R),

ii) When =0 and s < % we obtain r = dz—ds which gives the Sobolev estimate:

(/ |so|dzs) el Vi € Eig(RY),

iii) When 8 = —(d — 1)(3 — 1) and s < § we see from ([@X) that r = % and hence

[SIES
Qlw

B =—(d—1)s, so we obtaln a “limiting” inequality
2 2s(d—1) %_5 d
([ ool o) Sl Vo€ Fiua®?).

A corollary of Rubin’s inequality is an integral replacement of the Cho—Ozawa bound (@.3]).

Lemma 4.1 (Weak Ni’s inequality). Let d > 2, 0 < s < 1/2 and % —s< % <i_ 5. Then
for R >0,

[\

(4.9) ol < Cd s pRTPE el o0 Vo € Hig(RY),
Rd\BR(O) Hmd(R )
Proof. Follows from Rubin’s inequality (48] by setting » = p and g = %ﬁ—zs). O

Using (£1)), (£4)) and (£ in the exterior and the classical Sobolev inequality in the interior
of a ball we deduce the following.

Proposition 4.1. Letd > 2, s >0, 1 < a < d and (d723)+ <

Tra < 1. Then the space
EX(RY) s continuously embedded into LP(R?) for

1
q

2d d
(410) pE (prada m} and s < 5,
(4.11) P> Prad and S > g
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Proof. Tt is sufficient to establish continuous embedding £5:97(R9) — LP(R?) only for p in a
small right neighbourhood of p;,q, the remaining values of p are then covered by interpolation
via Theorem 3.1 Given R > 0, we shall estimate the LP-norm of a functlon @ € EXVIRY)
separately in the interior and exterior of the ball Br(0). Since p < 725, in the interior of the
ball Br(0) we estimate by Sobolev inequality

/ lplP < CRY™PG=d) || .
Br(0) (RD)

The estimate in the exterior of the ball Br(0) will be split into the cases s > 1/2 and
s < 1/2. Observe that p > paq > ¢, since ¢ < d+°‘ . For a small € > 0, denote

d— «
2

+e.

Case s > 1/2. Using successively the inequalities (£4]), (1) and (43]), we estimate

_ q
@) [ el < s (|so<x>||x|ﬁ)p o el
RA\ B (0) R\Br0) |27

|z| >R

(1-6)(p—q)

- q q

S
HS(R ]wh R\ By (0) |z |7
1, 3-0)(p—q)
jlso D@ N

HS(]Rd) st y| Yy

(1-0)(p—q)

1
o(2)|? [ ()] 2 a4z, a
+ HSDHHS (Rd) <R2€ jj W dx dy> < Ba(0) |,I| 3 4d 'Yd$> y

where 0 = m. The application of (&4]) requires that
2s(d —1—
(4.13) SR Nty
pP—q (2s —1)g+2

which is fulfilled for a sufficiently small € > 0 if p > p;,q. The last integral in (£I2)) is finite
when

d—2s
2

(4.14) - qg—v<—d;

this is the case for a sufficiently small € > 0 when ¢ < d+0‘
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Case s <1/2. Let r > p > g and 6 € [0,1] besuchthatg—i—l_e 1ie 0=

- > %—p By the
Holder inequality together with ([@1]) and (£6]), we estimate

Q

<

-p

P—q
r— r—q q T—
Lol ([, le@rerian) ([ R
R4\ By (0) R4\ (0) RN\Br(0) [2[7

Q

pb—q 1r—p
—— = [o(@)[? [ (y) 2
([ )T (g,
(4.15) N 7 J] e
p@I e |\
p(@)|]e =
NM@W@%HT;W74m@ ,
where in view of (ZL8]) we must express r and (3 as
_ _20p—dlp—q)) _ 17(2d - p(d — 25))
2y —(d—2s)(p—q) 2 yp—dp— )
Note that 8 < 0 for sufficiently small € > 0, since ¢ < d+°‘ and p < 7=5;. Hence (@) requires

d—lv(p—Q)—QS(p—Q).

bz vp—d(p — q)

The latter is satisfied provided that

gs(d—1) +v
2s(d — 1) +~v(1 —2s)’
where p. \( prad as € — 0. In addition, observe that r» * ﬁ as p = p. and € — 0, which

in particular, ensures that we can choose r > p and r > 2 in ([&6]). We conclude that (EI5])
holds for p > praq, provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small. O

(4.16) D> pe =2

Proposition 4.2. Letd > 2, 0 < s < d 1< a<dand d+°‘ < q < 00. Then the space
ESVIRY) is continuously embedded into Lp(Rd) for

rad
2d 1 1
(417) pE {m,prad) and ; 75 5 — S,
2d 1 1
(418) pE {m,prad} and ; = 5 — S.

2
LP(RY) only for p in a small left neighbourhood of pyaq, the remaining values of p are then
covered by interpolation via Theorem [311

Proof. Note that for % 1 _ s it is sufficient to establish continuous embedding e q(Rd)

Given R > 0, we shall estimate the LP-norm of a function ¢ € £77%(R?) separately in the

interior and exterior of the ball Br(0). The proof will be splitted into a number of separate
cases, which we outline in Table Il

Case s > 1/2. In the exterior of the ball Br(0), for any p > d we can estimate

(4.19) / mw<cmp“*mm%Rw
RY\B1(0) :

using the classical Sobolev inequality and Cho—-Ozawa’s inequality ([@3]). To obtain an esti-
mate in the interior of the ball Br(0), we observe that for s > 1/2 we have ¢ < pyaq and hence
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: . B1(0) RT\ Ba(0)
s>1/2 q> d+°‘ De Napoli + Ruiz as in ([ZI2]) Sobolev + Cho-Ozawa (Z.5l)
4te < g < 2~ Rubin + Ruiz as in [@I5) Weak Ni (9]
s<1/2 q= 1% Li-estimate (1) Weak Ni (9]
q > 1—225 Li-estimate (1) Rubin + Ruiz as in (£.I5])

TABLE 1. Different cases in the proof of Proposition

we can assume that ¢ < p < praq. For a small € > 0, set v := d_TO‘ — . Then the estimate
on [ B (0) |o[P is identical to the argument in ([@I2]), but carried out in the interior of the ball
Bpr(0), which reverses the inequalities in (L.I3]) and (4.I4).

Case s < 1/2 and & < g < 2. In the exterior of the ball Bg(0) the estimate (EI9)
follows directly from the weak Ni’s inequality (49]). To obtain an estimate in the interior of

the ball Br(0), observe that for ¢ < ﬁ we have ¢ < praq and hence we can assume that

q < p < Praq- For a small € > 0, set v := dfTa —¢. Then the estimate on fBR(O) |p[P is identical
to the argument in (ZI5), but carried out in the interior of the ball Br(0) with ¢ < p < r.
The only difference is that for ¢ > 775 the inequality in (£I6) reverses and that p.  prad

as e — 0, smcew<
Note that for 0 < s < 1 / 2 and ¢ > {55; we have ¢ > praq and a Holder inequality estimate
of type (ZIH) on | Br(0) \4,0\ is no longer posable.

Case s < 1/2 and q = 553 25 Observe that in this case we have p.aqg = ¢. In the exterior of

the ball Br(0) the estimate
(420) [ felt < R,
RY\ B (0) 9

follows directly from the weak Ni’s inequality (9], which is valid for ¢ = ﬁ To estimate
fBR(O) |p]?, we can use the Li—estimate (LIJ), i.e.

1
o lp(@)|? o (y)]? 2
4.21 / pl! <CR 2 ( dz dy
(4.21) ol? f{@ R P

Combining (£20) and (£2I)) together we conclude that £59(R?) — L4(R?), the remaining
range of p follows by interpolation.

Case s < 1/2 and q > 1_—225 Observe that in this case p < prag < ¢. To estimate fBR(o) lol?,
we use the Li-estimate (I.I]) to obtain

P

/ P < cR(- ﬂ @ eI 4 4, "
Br(0) |z — y|d—

xR
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To obtain an estimate in the exteriour of the ball Br(0), we will use Holder, Rubin and Ruiz’s
inequalities similarly to (£I5]), with v = d*Ta + ¢ and r < p < g, which could be carried out
for p < praq provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small, because praq > 1%23 O

Proof of Theorem[1.4} The scaling invariant inequalities of Theorem [[.4] follow from Propo-
sitions [4.1] and by by the same scaling consideration as in the proof of Theorem [Tl [

The estimates of Propositions .1 and improve upon the estimate of Theorem B.1] only
when o > 1. In the next section we show that the intervals of Propositions .1l and are
optimal and that for a < 1 there is no improvement for the radial embedding.

5. OPTIMALITY OF THE RADIAL EMBEDDINGS

The optimality of the intervals in Theorems [[LT] and [[4] for s < 1 is a consequence of the
following.

Theorem 5.1. Letd > 2, 1<a<d, 0<s<1/2 andq=
is not continuously embedded into LP(RY) for p > q = praa.

2. Then the space £;,7(R?)

Theorem 5.2. Let d > 2, 1 < a < d, 0 < s <1 and p,q € [1,400). Then the space
EXTURT) is not continuously embedded in LP(R?) for

rad
1 d—2s
5.1 < d —> ,
(5.1) P < Prad AN . dta
1 d—2s 1 1—2s
5.2 > p, d —-< , —
(5.2) P2 Paa and < o 5

Theorem 5.3. Letd > 2,0 < o < 1,0 < s <1 and p,q € [1,+00). Then the space
:aglé’q(Rd) is not continuously embedded in LP(R?) for

2(2 1 d-2
(5.3) S2sta) L A2
2s + « qg d+a
2(2 1 d-2
(5.4) 202st+o) 01 _d=2s
25+« qg d+a

The proof of Theorems[E.2land B3] is obtained by constructing counterexamples, i.e a family
of functions u such that for a suitable p it holds

% gy = 1

q q
JI [u@)] |22 2| dedy ~1
piiga 1Tl
HU’HII)IP(Rd) — +4-00.

Given a nonnegative function n € C*°(R) \ {0} such that suppn C [—1,1], we consider the
family of functions

(5.5) uxRs(T) = )\U(’x‘; R),

where R > S > 0 and A > 0 will be specified in the sequel.
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By elementary computation we obtain

(5.6) ur r,s|B =~ NWPRITLS.
We also claim that
(57) ”u)\,R,S”?qs(Rd) ~ )\sz_lsl_QS,
and
| 17| ()] A2 Ri+a=2g2 if 1 <a<d,
(5.8) fj o, RS yﬁlA S S dx dy <{ AR¥18%10g(R/S) if a =1,
Re xRd 21 Rd=1g1+a if0<a<l.

The estimate (5.8]) is proved in Appendix [A] below.

To prove (&), for any s > 0 choose k € N such that 2k > s. Taking into account that
S < R, by the change of variables and scaling we compute

@ 02 d—10\k ?
; ~ k 24z ~ o -9 d-1
(5.9)  [lurr slgon gy —/RdIA uxR,S| dfﬂ—/o |{6r2 +— (97“} uxps(r)| ritdr
9%k gy 9%kl ap OF 2 i1
:/0 ‘ or2k T gzt T r_kW}uA,Rﬁ(T) rdr

()| et

< \2d </w‘n(2k)(%)‘2rdldr+ |a1|/°°77(2k1)
0 0
- --+\ad\/ n®) R)’2rd12kdr)
0

< 22 (Sl’%Rd’l 4+ G120k pd=3 o Slf2deflfk)

5 A25174de71‘

Interpolating between the L? and H?* norm of uy r,s (cf. [, Proposition 1.32]), we conclude

from (B.6]) and (2.9) that

s 2_s I
lu,rsl s gty < Nur R | fron gy 1ur RS | 2 ey S APROTHST2.

Proof of Theorem [2. Let ug := uy gs be the function in (&.5]), where we fix R > 0 and for
S < R set

)\ = S q
Then, since by our assumption 1 < a < d,
(5.10) s e gty S R,
|us ()| [us (y)|? d+a—2
(5.11) dedy S R,
I£d |z — yld—
(5.12) luslff gy = NWPSRITH o NP TIRIT o S'GRIL,

Since R is fixed, we conclude that |us||p»gae) — oo for p > ¢ when S — 0. O
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Proof of Theorem[5.2. Let ur :=) g s be the function in (5.0), where we set

A=RP and §=(\RTYH)FT = R,

with
(5.13) ﬁ:_Q(d—l)—i-(d—i-a—Q)(Qs—l) qu(d_l)_(dJra_z)

' 2q(2s — 1) + 4 ’ a2s—1)+2
Then we compute
(5.14) lur 3 gy S 1

q q
(5:15) H ‘UR, _’ ‘TZREX D 4o dy <1,
xR4 v

(5.16) HuRHLp(Rd) ~ NWPRI1g ~ Rﬁ(p—prad)7

provided that R > S, that is, either R > 1 and v <1 or R <1 and v > 1. To complete the
proof Theorem for p # praq we select R according to Table 2

q 154 y Choice of R Conclusion
% > 42 <0 0<y<1l R— o HURHIZ/P(Rd) — 00 for p < Prad
Le((332),.4%) B<0 ~>1 R=0  |ugl?,gs = o0 for p > praa
5<1/2and % g < 225 3>0  4<0 R — o0 HuR||1£p(Rd)—>ooforp>prad

TABLE 2. Choice of R which ensures R > S and HuRHIL)/P(]Rd) — oo for o > 1.

Next we prove that £7579(R?) ¢ LPrd(R?) when % # 1525 Similarly to [28, Lemma 6.4],
we consider the “multibump” sequence

m
UR,m = Z uRk,
k=1

. . . k k kM
where the functions u g are as in (5.5) with R = R¥, A = R*’ § = R* " =-T and where f3
is given in (5.I3). Note that for R # 1 and sufficiently large quotient R/S the functions upr

(k=1,...,m) have mutually disjoint supports.
If1 afj,ors<1/2 and%<%then we let R — 0o. We obtain
(5.17) ||UR,m||I£p(Rd) ~m,
(518) ||URm||qu (R%) 5 m,
[vR,m (@)|? [vR,m (y)|?
(5.19) dzdy < m.
R

For derivation of (B.19]) see [28] proof of Lemma 6.4]. To obtain (5.I8]), we observe that

(520) ||UR,mH?gs(Rd) Z HuRkHHs Rd + 2 Z uRZ uRJ HS(Rd)
1,j=1,i>]
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If s is an integer the second term vanishes, or if s < 1 then the second term is negative. Other-
wise, s = £+ o, with £ € N and o € (0,1). Thus by the Gagliardo seminorm characterization
of H*(R%), if up: and up; have disjoint supports,

(uRz URJ Hs Rd — J:f uR uR (y)) ( uRJ (.%') uR] (y) dﬂ? dy

R xRd ‘.%' B y‘d+2‘7
(5.21) ot VK W)
U pi upi (y
=—2¢ fj R |d+2oRJ dz dy.
Rd x R4 —Y

Similarly to (5.9), we deduce that || D* ux RSl rey S ARI181=¢ and hence

(5.22) D g |1 gay S RFOHIIT1=0),
ifué a+d if R® > R/ we estimate (5.21I) as
ollows,
HDguRiHLl(Rd)HDKURJHLl(Rd)
R YR Hs(RY) ~> (RZ B Rj)d+2o
(5.23)

< Rid+20) p(i+))(B+d—1+~(1-0))

< R—i(d+20) pi(2(ys—F)+207) < R—i(%(l—v)),

since we note that 2(ys — ) < d, provided that ¢ < %. Then in (5:20) for all sufficiently
large R we have

m
(5.24) lormlega Sm+ > R0 <
t,j=1,i>j

The case % € ((1323)+, Céfj) is similar, but letting R — 0 and observing that v < 0.

Now, set

x
WRm(z) = meva(ﬁ).

Then by the standard scaling we have

(5.25) HmeHip(Rd) ~ mpitodtl
(5.26) ”me”zs(Rd) < p20+o(d=25)+1
q
(5.27) ff |w, m‘ z)|? ’TZRO:n( y)| da dy < m2e0to(dte)+l
x J—
R xR4
If we set
o — g—1 0— _ 25+«
d+ a—q(d —2s)’ 2(d + a —q(d —2s))’
then for R — oo and m — oo we obtain
(5.28) |we, m”?qs(Rd) S
q
(5.29) I |wg, m‘x_l %Ram(y)' dedy <1,

R4 x R4
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p o POHOdtl o S s
(5.30) ”wRymHLP(]Rd) m m2s( ) — 00,

since a > 1 and d > 2.

The case % € ((1_225)+, ‘i{fj) is similar, by letting R — 0. O

Proof of Theorem [5:3. The strategy in the case 0 < o < 1 and 75 H_%j is the same as in

the first part of the proof of Theorem B.2l Let ugr := uy r,s be the function in (B3] and we
choose

A=R’,  S=(\R+H)TT =R,
where
(d—1)(2s + ) (d—1)(g—1)
B - — 9 7 = N
2¢2s—1)+1+a) g2s—1)+ 1+«

Then (5.14) and (5IF) hold, and
2(2gs+a)
HURHIZ,P(RJ) ~ )\PRdfls ~ Rﬁ( 5sTa )

provided that R > S. Then to construct the required counterexamples, we select R according
to Table Bl

q I3 y Choice of R Conclusion
1> d=2 B<0 0<y<l R—o00 |ugllf,ge — occforp< 2(200ta)
Le((52),.55) <0 4>1  R—=0  [uglf, gy — oo for p> 200t
s<12and §<i5R B>0  9<0 R0 |unlfge - oo for p > 2

TABLE 3. Choice of R which ensures R > S and HuRHip(Rd) — oo for a < 1.

Inthecase 0 < a < 1, s < 1/2 and ¢ = —J”l we note that (2qs+a) _

to the proof of Theorem [5:[1, for ug := uy g, 5 w1th a fixed R > O and for S < R we set

2s5—1

A= SQ(ql)—Sz

Then
(5.31) Husugs(m ~ RI-1
)| q
~ WP GRI-T o NP3 pd—1 o g1-2U5E) pd-1
(5.33) usll?, (Ray X APSRTTT = AEITRT o~ S 2 R
Since R is fixed, we conclude that |[us||» ey — 0o for p > Qggff‘) = -2 when S — 0.

The case a = 1 is similar, but takes into account the logarithmic correction in (5.8). We
omit the details. O
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6. RADIAL COMPACTNESS: PROOF OF THEOREM

We need the following preliminary local compactness result.

Lemma 6.1 (Local compactness). Let d € N, s > 0, a € (0,d) and ¢ € [1,00). Then the
embedding £*9(R?) — L} (R?) is compact.

loc

Proof. Multiplication by 8 € S(R?) is a continuous mapping £5*4(R%) — H*(R%). Indeed by
the fractional Leibniz rule, see e.g. [I8, Theorem 1.4], we obtain

1(=A)20ul| L2 gay S (= A) 20l 2 gay 10]] oo (ray + 1(=2)20] pray ]l 22gore)
L 2sFa (Rd)

with r such that 2(32:;?&) + % = % For ¢ = 1, we set r = co. Hence by Theorem [B.1]

10ull s (ay < C(O)]ullgs.0a(ray-

For every p > 0, we choose § € C*°(R%) such that § = 1 on B, and § = 0 in R?\ By,. Let
(tn)nen be a bounded sequence in £%*9(R%). Setting v, = Ou,, theorem BI implies that
(Vn)nen is also bounded in H*(R?). We can assume that v, converges weakly to some v in
L*(R%). By testing against suitable test functions, it follows that v is also supported in Bs,
and thus # € L>°(R%). By Plancharel’s identity we have

lon = vl = [ © - 5O+ [ e - e de
lEI<R l€E]>R
By showing that the right hand side goes to zero we will infer by Hoélder’s inequality that
[un —vllz1(B,) — 0. We have

~ 12 1 o\ S~ SO C
[ =~ FORAE < G [ (11 R(e) 167 < G

Since et € L2(Bs,), by weak convergence in L?(Bs,) we have 9,(£) — 9(€) almost every-
where. To conclude it suffices to show that

v o(&)>dé = o(1).
(6.1) /g _m© ~ 5P e = of1)

. ~ 1 1
Notice that e < 0ullirci) < #(Bap)t vl 2m,) < 1(Bay) [unl-(ey and hence
9, (€)—0(€)|? is estimated by a uniform constant so that by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence

theorem (6.1]) holds. This concludes the proof. O

Proof of theorem . We sketch the proof only in the most interesting case aw > 1, s < 1/2,
and ¢ > ﬁ, namely when praq < ¢. Notice that for all R > 0, by (II) and Lemma [6.T],
interpolation between ¢ and p’ = 1 yields the compact embedding 55;37q(Rd) — LV Oc(Rd) for
all 1 < p < ¢g. Thus it suffices to show that for any bounded sequence (uy,)nen in Efég’q(Rd)

it holds that

sup/ |unlP — 0, R — oo.
neN JRNBg(0)
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When p < 5 2 , we use Lemma [£.T] which yields

|un|p S O(l)Huans,a, 9 R — OQ.
[;ﬂBRw> £rea®Y

When p > ﬁ the same conclusion holds by arguing as in the proof of (AIH]) and using

the strict inequality p < praq. This is enough to prove the theorem for a@ > 1, s < 1/2, and
2
42 15

The other cases are similar, estimating the various integrals as in Proposition 1] for ¢ <

% and according to Table |I| for g > d+a . This concludes the proof. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF cLAIM ([5.8))

Proof of (5.8)). We use an estimate for radial functions from [2§]. Similar estimates were
previously obtained in [I5,30L33].

Lemma A.1 (|28, Lemma 6.3]). Let d > 2 and a € (0,d), then for every measurable function
f+10,00) = [0,00)

ff fm ‘d‘yl dxdy = / / f(r )f(s)rd_lsd_ldrds

where the kernel Kolzd : [0,00) % [0,00) — o0 is defined for r,s € [0,00) X [0,00) by

L 51—
K2 (r,s) = Cd/ : P
’ 0 ((s+r)2—4srz) =z

Moreover, there exists M > 0 such that

(2T b= fa<1,
(A1) K(ﬁd(r, s) <M (r_ls)% In Z‘Lrjjl ifa =1,
(L)=" if o> 1.

Case o > 1. From (A.I]) we obtain for radially symmetric functions that

q q co q
ﬂ’w )| ety IM®<0/ / o (r)]?]
& =yl

xRd

)|qrd 1 d 1

rs)="

q q 00 o 2
R <o ([Tt

xRd

drds,

and hence that

Let u = uy r g be defined in (B.5). Then

)| RS (S|~ R\? 4, ?
LU“'ﬁxl|ﬁ_| d dy <(1VQ</‘ <——J%——l>7%+a—Hv>

R4 xRd R—5
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S—|r—R
Using the trivial estimate % < 1 it follows that

dy
2

g R may < 0 (R4 9)EE - (- 5)E02)°
«Rd

and we get the desired estimate.

Case o = 1. From (AJ]) we obtain for radially symmetric functions that

q q q qdldl )
i eI 4, < o [ [ IO 2,
xRd

x — yld-@ rs) 7 |r — 5|

and hence that
q 2
H k@I el 4 <o [7 [T emma ()t tst -3 28 g
Rd|x_|¢r Ir =

S—|r—R
Let v = uy g g be defined in (G.5). Using the estimates % <landr < R+S5,s<R+S
we have

q q R+S pR+S
[[ P WP o, 4y < oazar + 5y 1/ / n 275 g
I v =

and we can conclude that

J:f ‘u ’q‘u )’qd d <C>\2qu 1/R+S/R+S 2‘7”4‘8’ drds
|z
xRd

_ ‘d « 74 _ S’
i.e.
q
{f @ W 4 4 < CAMRIIS2 (0 R — In S + 1) = O(\2 RI-1+052).
e
RdxR4
Case 0 < a < 1. This case is similar to @ = 1, we omit the details. ]
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