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ABSTRACT. In this article, we derive the existence of positive solution of a semi-linear,
non-local elliptic PDE, involving a singular perturbation of the fractional laplacian, com-
ing from the fractional Hardy-Sobolev-Maz’ya inequality, derived in this paper. We also
derive symmetry properties and a precise asymptotic behaviour of solutions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we study the following equation

*
2; -1

. (—A)SU—ﬁW = u‘x—/‘ta in RN,

CN.s . (1.1)
u>0, ue H%(RN),
N+2s

where ¢y, = 2257 N/2 L) 0<s<1,0<t<2s 28 =200 RN _ Rk x RNk,

[T(=s)] > N-2s

2 <k <N —2and a point z € RV is denoted as z = (2/,2") € R¥ x R¥N=F. The space
Hg(RN) is defined in Section 2, where 0 < 8 < Cn s and Cn s is the best constant of the
following fractional version of Hardy-Maz’ya inequality

/ / )’2da:dy>CNk/ W) g VuéCOl(Rk\{O} RN_k). (1.2)
RN JrN ‘.%'— ‘N+2s — ) ‘ /’23

An explicit expression of Cy s and the proof of (1.2) can be found in Section 3. For
k = N the inequality (1.2) has been derived in [15], [16], [34]. Also, see [21], for similar
inequalities.

The local counterpart (i.e. for the case s = 1) of (1.2) is derived by Maz’ya in [28] which
can be state as follows

/RN|Vu(x)|2dx2 <E>2/ “26’2% Yu € C <Rk\{0} RN—k), (1.3)

2 RN ’fL’

where the constant % is the best possible. When k& = N, (1.3) reduces to the usual
Hardy inequality. Unlike the case of Hardy inequality, it was Maz’ya [28], who first observed

that, the following Sobolev type improvement of (1.3) can be achieved when k > 2

Ch (/RN |u|if|)t|qu>% < /RN \Vu(z)|? da —ﬁ/RN %dw, (1.4)
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where [ < (k_4) 0<t<2qg= (N t) and v € C (R*\ {0} x RV=*). Note that,
existence of nontrivial solution of (1. ) Wlll follow for the case of s = 1, if we can show the
existence of minimizers of (1.4). For § = 0, the existence of minimizers of (1.4) has been
established in [2] by using concentration compactness principle due to P.L. Lions [25], [24].
2
Whereas, for 0 < < (k_f) , the existence is proved in [29], by using blow up analysis for
approximate solutions with a rescaling argument. On the other hand, since for § = (k_42)2,
the expected space in which the minimizers will belong is much bigger than the same for

the case of 8 < (k— 2)

, one needs to employ a careful analysis. Using a penalty method,

Tintarev and Tertlkas proved the existence of minimizers for the case of 5 = @ in [33]
and subsequently improved in [19].

The cylindrical symmetry of the local counterpart (i.e. s = 1) of (1.1), has been estab-
lished in [26] by using moving plane method in the special case of = 0. In fact, when
t = 1, they have classified all the solutions by a careful asymptotic analysis. Subsequently,

in the case of 0 < 8 < (k_42)2, 0 <t < 2and s =1, cylindrical symmetry of solutions of
(1.1) has been established in [18]. Finally, in a breakthrough paper, Sandeep and Mancini
[27], established the uniqueness of positive extremals of (1.4). See also [8].

Thus we need the following fractional version of Hardy-Sobolev-Mazya inequality, to
prove the existence of solution of (1.1).

C</RN ’u‘(;" ) /]RN/]RN |z — ]N+28’2 zdy _5/ W,QS (1.5)

where 0 <t < 2s, 27 1= 2](\[]\5?, 0 < 8 <Cnpks Cni,s is the optimal constant of (1.2) and

C > 0 is a constant independent of u. We will establish the inequality (1.5) in Section 3.
In Section 4, we have proved the following theorems to establish the existence of a solution
to the equation (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < s < 1, 0 <t < 2s and 0 < B < Cnys. Define SL(B) in the
following manner

fRN /‘t

S(B) = . sup : = (16)
ueCes (R \{O}XR ulz)—u w(z >
oS (e S MO iy — 8 fn o)

Then, the supremum is achieved in %%(RN), if 0 < B < Cn ks, where the space %%(RN) 18
defined in Section 2.

Theorem 1.2. The following infimum

|u(z) —u(y)?
K, == inf fRN Je lz—y| N2l ]y |adxdy

: 3
ueHW(RN), 27
ut0 Jan W dz

is achieved in H>*(RN). Here, 2 = 2(N t) ,0<t<2s, and o := (k—2s)/2 and the space
H5*(RN) is defined in the Definition 2.1.

(1.7)

We remark that, Theorem 1.1 settles the issue of existence of solution of (1.1), for
0 < 8 < Cpn;s- Whereas, using a combination of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 3.4, we can
conclude that there exists a nontrivial solution of (1.1), for the case 8 = Cn . To prove
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Theorem 1.1, we have used an improved version of fractional Sobolev inequality derived in
Proposition 2.3 originated in [31]. On the other hand, as pointed out in Section 4.2, the
space He S(RN ) is much bigger than the space Hj (R™), which is nothing but the usual

homogeneous fractional Sobolev space H® (RN), in the case of 0 < 8 < Cn,k,s- Because
of this fact, we could not use Proposition 2.3. We also note that, in this case, we cannot
use extension method, derived in [7], to convert (1.1) into a local one. Rather, by using
Ekeland’s variation principle, we were able to conclude that, the approximate solutions
cannot concentrate near the singular set. However, since we are in a non local setup,
so we faced a natural difficulty when we tried to cut off the approximate solutions. In
this context, let us mention a paper by Ghoussoub, and Shakerian [20], where they used
Ekeland’s variation principle to get the existence of solution of a nonlocal equation, similar
to (1.1). But, their arguments were based on extension technique. For a comprehensive
study for the case k = 1, see [30].

Next, we prove some qualitative properties of solutions of (1.1) by means of following
theorems.

Theorem 1.3. Let u satisfies (1.1) weakly. Then, for any 0 < B < Cn s, there exists a
unique & € (0, kEQS] given by (3.2), such that the following holds:

C
0<u(z) < , Yz e RYY, (1.8)

< u(z) < /|6 (1+ ’x’N—Qs—Q&)

where C' > 0 is constant, depends on u but independent of x € R]kv and
RY = (RF\ {0}) x RN=F. Moreover, if 0 < B < Cy s, then u € C(RY).

Theorem 1.4. For 0 < 8 < Cnps and 0 < s <1, any u € Cl%’cl(RéV) satisfying (1.1) is
cylindrically symmetric i.e. radial with respect to ' € R* and there exist xy € RN=F such

that for any fived x’ # 0, u(z’,2") is radial in the second variable with respect to x.

We have used moving plane method to prove Theorem 1.4. Along with other hurdles,
applying moving plane method in the non-local setup is inconvenient due to inadequacy of
any direct small measure type lemma which was observed, in the local case, by Varadhan
and successfully disseminated by Nirenberg and Berestycki [4]. As observed in [26], to prove
such small measure type lemma, we could try to use the test function wy = (u — uy)™,
where u) denotes the usual reflexion of u along the hyperplane T\ = {x; = A\}. But since
we are in non local set up, as noticed in [10], [14], the right test function should be an odd
reflexion of wy along T. However, in our set up we faced difficulty in showing wy belongs
to right space simply because of the following reason. When 0 < 8 < Cy 1 s, to show the
odd extension of wy belongs to H* (RN), we need to show that

2
/ Lx)QdaE < 00,
(win} (A —x)%

which follows by a fractional Hardy inequality proved in [5], when s # % and 0 < s < 1.
But, when s = %, the best constant of the fractional Hardy inequality is zero. On the other
hand, when 8 = Cn . s, due to unavailability of right Hardy type inequality, the situation
becomes more complex and it is not clear whether we can use the odd reflexion of w) as
a test function or not. We have avoided this difficulty by approximating wy properly and
using the precise bound on w, derived in Theorem 1.3.

Finally, let us describe the plan of this article. In Section 2, we will introduce the
notations and all the function spaces used in this article. We will also recall some of the
known results used in the proofs. Section 3 will be devoted to the proofs of inequality (1.2)
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and (1.5). Section 4 contains the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2. Also, Section 5 and 6
contains the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and 1.4 respectively. Finally, in the Appendix we have
proved the Lemma 2.1.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Notations: We will denote the projection of a point z € RY to R¥ and RNY~* by 2’/ and
2" respectively.
For any [ € N and any z € R! we denote the [ dimensional ball of radius R > 0 centered at
z by BY(2).
For 2 <k < N — 2, RYY stands for the set (R"\ {0}) x RV=*.

2N _ k—2s 25

To avoid confusion, we clarify that 2% := and o 1= 5=

—2s

1. Definitions and Different Notions Of Solution. In this section we will define
different function spaces to be used. We will also define different notions of solution.

Definition 2.1.
(i) We define Hj (RN as the completion of C2'! (R*\ {0} x RN=*) under the following

norm
RN / / )|2d dy —5/
ﬁ RN JRN |x_y|N+2s |x/|2$

Here 0 < 8 < Cnp,s and Cn s is the best constant of the Fractional Hardy-
Sobolev-Maz’ya inequality.
(ii) We also define the space H5%(RY) as the completion of C2* (R*\ {0} x RN7K)
under the following norm

// —uwl
N BN JrN |w—y|N+2s|xf| Vi

where 0 < & < a:= (k — 2s)/2.
(iii) We recall, H*(R"N) is the completion of C>°(R") under the following norm

|u(z) — u(y)|”
——————dxdy.
/RN /RN 1_ N+25

One can easily prove that the following characterization of H*(RN). See [11]
HRY) := {ue L¥ (RY): [u]s gy < 00}

Rf 1 we recall

(iv) For any domain Q C
HY(Q,1—2s):={U € L*(Q,1 —25) : |[VU| € L*(Q,1 — 25)},
where, L*(Q2,1 — 2s) := {U : Q — R measurable | [, t'"2*U?(z, t)dzdt < oo}

(v) We recall, Ly(RY) := {f RY — R measurable | [y de < oo}

Finally, let us state the following lemma regarding the precise representation of 7-.[575‘(RN ).

Lemrr}a 2.1. For0<s<1, k>2and0< & < «, we have the following representation
of HOY(RN).

o . 1 - 2 dxd
HOYRY) = {u € L? (RN; ,&2*> :/ / [u(z) Nfz(j/)‘ Y < o,
|2/] RV JRN |2 — y| VT |28y |a
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where L* (]RN, W) consists of all measurable function f such that B ,‘a e L? (RM).

We have proved the lemma in the Appendix. We recall, for f belonging to the Schwartz
class the fractional laplacian can be defined by the following integral representation. See

[9]

(—A)® f(z) :=ensP.V. . %d% for z € RY,

(Nt . .
where cy s = 225~ N/2 |§“(—23)|)' Next, we need the following two definitions.

Definition 2.2. For 0 < 8 < Cy s, We say that, u € ’H%(RN) is a weak solution of (1.1)
if for every ¢ € H? (]RN ), we have

u(y)) ((z) — ¥(y) wE@) , [ wE )
/RN/RN o= dxdy‘ﬁ/w wps ‘/RN W O

Definition 2.3. Let Q € RY be any open set and D’(Q) denotes the space of all distribu-
tions over Q. Assume that, u € Ly(R™) and f € D'(Q2). Then we say

(=AY’ u(>) = (<)f, in the distributional sense,

if for any nonnegative ¢ € C2°(2) we have

[ ) (287 ola)te=) = ()00
(f, #)q denotes the action of f on ¢.

2.2. Some Known Results. In this section, we will recall some known results.

Master Inequality: We recall the following integral version of Pélya-Szego inequality.
See [3].

Theorem 2.2. Let f,g € C(RN) be non negative vanishing at infinity i.c. they satisfy,
H{f >t} y < oo, Vt > essinf f and |{g > t}|y < oo, Vt > essinfg, where for any mea-
surable subset A of RV, |A|y denotes the N-dimensional Lebesgue measure of A. Then,
for any fized ¢ : RT — RT increasing, convexr and K : RT™ — RT decreasing, we have the
following inequality

[ L e0r@-g@hK e -yhdsdy < [ [ 6(5) = gD K (o ~ o]) dad,
RN JRN RN JRN
(2.1)
where f* and g* denotes the Schwarz symmetrization of f,g respectively.
We need the following improved version of Sobolev inequality.

Proposition 2.3. Let 0 <t < 2s andu € H(RN). Then, there exist constants C, 601,02 > 0
independent of u such that

Jul*

/]RN 7| dx < C[U]SRN ||u||L2N 28 3 (2.2)
where
RN*2S
||U||i2,N725 = sup |u|2dy.
R>0,0€RN |B )| /By (@)
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Proof. We divide the proof in the following two cases.
Case 1: t = 0 In this case, (2.2) was proved by Palatucci and Pisante in [31]. Their
inequality states as follows: there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any u € H*(R"Y)
[l 2+ vy < C Tulg o [Nul 22, (2.3)

where 21 <6<l
Case 2: 0 <t < 2s. Using Holder inequality we get

2% —2f 42
21 22 e .
* 2% R
/ u rde < (/ Jul” > / % : (24)
RN |2] RN RN | |77
Now let & = m Then clearly 0 < § < 2s and 2} = ﬁ?w Hence using (2.3),
(2.4) and (1.5) we get the desired inequality (2.2) with 1 = (2f —2) 0+ 2 <1 - 22—?) and
05 = (1—0)(2; —2), where 2 < # < 1 same as in the inequality (2.3). O

3. FRACTIONAL HARDY-MAZ’ YA AND HARDY-SOBOLEV-MAZ’YA INEQUALITY

In this section, we will give two proofs of fractional Hardy-Maz’ya inequality (1.2). While
in the first method, we get (1.2) with best possible constant, in the second method, we get
the inequality with a rough constant. Also, as a consequence of the results, derived using
both the methods we will be able to prove (1.5).

3.1. Ground State Representation and the Fractional Hardy-Maz’ya inequality.
In this subsection, we will derive an appropriate ground state representation. Similar
representation was proved in [16] to derive the fractional Hardy inequality. In fact, we will
use a few results derived in [16]. For reader’s convenience, let us recall their result. Before
that, we need to recall the following assumption.

Assumption 1: Let O C RY be any open set. We also assume that w is an almost
everywhere positive measurable function in €2 and there exists a family of measurable
function ke, € > 0 on Q x Q satisfying ke(x,y) = ke(y,z), 0 < k(z,y) < k(x,y), and

lin% ke(z,y) = k(x,y), for a.e. z,y € Q.
€E—

Moreover, the integrals

V() = —— /Q (w(z) — w(y)) ke(z, y)dy

w(z)

are absolutely convergent for a.e. x € 2 and belong to L}OC(Q). In addition to this, we
assume that V := lim V, exists weakly in L} ().

e—0

Proposition 3.1 (Frank and Seiringer). Under the Assumption 1, for any v € C°(Q) we

write v = % and assume

Elu] := /Q /Q () — u(y)|? k(z, y)dyde < oo,
- / / o) — v(y)[2 w(z)w(y)k(z, y)dydz < oo and
0JOQ
/V+|u|2d:n<oo.
Q

Then Elu] — [an V (2)|? dz = Ey|v).
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As a particular example, we take Q = (R*\ {0}) x RN*’“ , w(z) == 1/]2|%, for

0<a<k2 k(zy) = W, V(z) :=Cnps(a )‘ Tk Where Cnks(@) is defined by

CNks(@) = Cps( f]RN X Hﬁil;]\“g?s and the function Cy s(@) is defined in Lemma 3.3

below. We denote Cn i s := Cn ks (kK — 25)/2). We also take, kc(z,y) :=

Then we have the following lemma.

o XAl -y 1)

Lemma 3.2. The following limit converges uniformly for x from compact sets in R{CV .

. _cw(x
21im [ (@) — w(y) kel y)dy = Cxa(@) 5
e—0 JrN ’x"
Proof. It is enough to notice that the following identity is true. The rest will follow from
Lemma 3.3 below.

w(xz") — w(y
2/ (w(z) —w(y)) ke(z, y)dy ZIN,kvs/ —(, : k2 k-i(-gs)dy’
R}Y | -ly'||>e |2 — ¥

dy” 3= < 0o. This proves the lemma. O

here I = Ly ——
where Iy g s fRN k (1+|y”‘2) N72L

Lemma 3.3. One has uniformly for x from compact sets in R\ {0}

: (w(z') —w(y)) = w()
21 d - s ’
B o g T O s
where
1
Crald) =2 / P21 By (), (3.1)
—t?) =R dt k—2
B, o(r S’“ 2(/ s 0<a< 28, and k > 2.

—2rt+1r2) 2

The above lemma was proved in [16] (Lemma 3.1), in the case of & = (k — 2s)/2. But,
it is easy to see that the same proof will work even for 0 < & < k=28 23 . Notice that

k=25, al® (k+29/4) [D(-9)
12 ((k—2s)/4) T ((k +2s)/2)
i.e. the best constant of fractional Hardy inequality in dimension k. Also, Cj, s(@) is strictly

increasing and continuous in [0, (k — 2s)/2]. So, for any 0 < 3 < Cn s there exists unique
i € [0, 552 such that

5]?,8(0) = 07 5]?,8(

d !
B =Cns(@) = Cpald )/szk W, (3.2)
y 2

where Cj, 5(&) is defined in (3.1). Hence, summarizing the above discussion we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.4 (Ground State Represetation). Let u € COH(RF\ {0} x RN=%), k > 2, and
0<s<1. Then for any 0 < B < Cn s there exist a unique 0 < & < (k: —25)/2 such that

u(z [ [ ] — o)
d dy — —dxdy.
/RN /]RN y‘N—i—ZS | /|25 RN JRN ’1’ N+25’ /‘ ‘ ‘a

(3.3)
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Here, v(x) = |ﬂ:’|du(az), CNks = Ckys fRN—k % and Cy, 5 is the best constant of the
1+|yu‘ 2
fractional Hardy inequality for dimension k. Moreover, & = (k—2s)/2 whenever 3 = Cn j s

As a consequence of the above ground state representation, we have the fractional Hardy-
Maz’ya inequality (1.2). Also, one can follow the same lines of Frank and Seiringer [17],
to conclude that Cy 1 s is actually the best constant.

3.2. John Domain and Fractional Hardy-Sobolev-Maz’ya inequality. To prove
the fractional Hardy-Sobolev-Maz’ya inequality, we will use the fact, R]kv is a John domain
for 2 < k < N—2 and a recent result by Dyda, Lehrback and Vahékangas [12]. For reader’s
convenience we will state their result below. First, let us recall some definitions.

Definition 3.1 (Assouad dimension). For D C R¥, the Assouad dimension denoted by
dim4(D) is the infimum of all exponent § > 0, for which there is a constant C' > 1, such
that for every x € D and every 0 < r < R, the set DN Bg(m) can be covered by at most

C (%)6 balls of radius 7.

Definition 3.2 (John Domain). A domain Q@ C RY, with N > 2, is a c-John domain, for
¢ > 1, if each pair of points z1, x2 € € can be joined by a rectifiable arc length parametrized
curve v : [0,1] — Q satisfying dist (y(¢),2) > min{¢,l — ¢} /c for every t € [0,1].

Theorem 3.5 (Dyda, Lehrbiick and Vihikangas). Assume that Q@ C RY is an unbounded
c-John Domain, 0 <s<land1 <p<q< Np . Let B € R be such that

dimy (09) < min{g (N—sp+p),N — %}

Then for any T € (0,1) there exists a constant C = C (3,7, N, s,p,c) > 0 such that for any
U € Ui<reool" () we have

s _ p
(/ |u(x |q6 (NZepti)= Nﬂ: x> <C// )y\j\i&p)! dyégﬂ(x)dx,

753 ()

where 6§Q(:U) = dist(x, 09).

Choosing f =2s —k, p=2, ¢ := 2(N t) ,0<t<25,0<s<1,Q=RF\{0} x RVNF
2 <k < N —2 in Theorem 3.5 and usmg (3 3) we get the inequality (1.5). Also notice
that, choosing = 0 and ¢ = p = 2 we get the inequality (1.2) with a rough constant. For
future reference, let us clarify that, as a consequence of the above discussion we get the
following equivalent version of inequality (1.5).

lu(x)[™ / / u(y)|? 0,1 (N
c / — AT drdy, Yu € C(RyY), (3.4
(uw |:c'|”a2 [ o T R

where, 0 < a <525 0<t <25, 0<s<1,2<k<N-22=20amdc>0is

constant dependlng only on N,s,k,t and a.

4. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.
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4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Tt is ev%dent that ’HE(RN) = H5(RN) for 8 < Cn s In fact, [ulg 5 gy is an equiva-
lent norm in H*(RY). For u,v € H*(RY), let us define

. (u(@) —u(y)) (v(z) —v(y)) w
Elu,v] := /]RN/]RN | N2s dxdy 5/}1@’ \x’\%d .

z —y|
We will proof the theorem by dividing into two cases.
Case I : t=0. In this case we have

2*
Jro [l
Sk(B) = 52(5) = sup H-
ue HRN)\{0} (Eu,u]) 2
Let {u,,} be any maximizing sequence. If necessary by normalizing we can assume FE [t ty,]| =
1, Vm € N. In addition to this, we could also assume that w,,’ s are nonnegative and radially
symmetric in the first variable. This follows from inequality (2.1) stated in Theorem 2.2.
For now our aim is to show that, there exist R,, > 0 and z/, € R¥=F such that the
sequence {v,,} defined by
N—2s
v (2, 2") = Rn® (R, Rpa” + )
weakly converges to some non zero v € H(RY). Using the fact that HumH%*g*(RN) — Sk(B)
and (2.3) we have that there exists R,, > 0 and z,,, € R" such that
1 2
% [um(y)|”dy > C >0,
R JBY (om)

for some constant C' independent of m. Hence we have the following:

1 2
RZ /BNk( )/Bk o) lum (', y")|” dy'dy” > C >0, Vm € N. (4.1)
m Rm )l B !,

Now let us define
N—2s

Um(yl, y”) = Rp? um(Rmyl, Rmy/l + x;;L)
Then from (4.1) we have

/ / lom(y)|* dy > C >0, ¥m €N, (4.2)
BY*(0) / BY(a1,)

where 7], = %. Clearly, Elvm,vm] = E[tm,un] = 1. Hence by compactness we can
assume the following: upto a subsequence
(i) vy — v in H3(RN),
(ii) v — v in L2 (RY) and,
(iii) vy, — v a.e.
We will prove that v # 0 by considering the following two cases.

Case I: Upto a subsequence |Z},| — oo.
Casell: {7/} is bounded sequence in R¥.

In the first case, by using radial symmetry of v, in the first variable we have

2 — 2
/ N—k / [om(y/, )] dy'dy” > / Nk / o (Y + 25, 9" | dy' dy”
By ~"(0) /B (0) BY50) JBY0)
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= / / !vm(y’,y")‘2dy/dy” >C >0.
BY~*(0) J B} (a,)

Hence by passing to the limit we get

/ / ‘v(y/,y")‘2 dy'dy"” > C >0,
BY*(0) /B (0)

which clearly shows that v #£ 0.
In the second case, upto a subsequence 7/, — z§. Then BY(z!,
large open bounded set © in R*. So, using (4 2) we get

/BM/|vm| dy>/m/,3k(, fomf2dy > C > 0,

Then again as before, passing to the limit we conclude that v # 0. The rest of the proof
is fairly standard. For the sake of the completeness, let us add the argument. By weak
convergence of v, to v we have

Elv,v] + E[vy, — v,v —v] =1+ 0(1),

) C Q, for sufficiently

as m — oo. Also by scale invariance and Brezis-Lieb lemma [6] we have

Sk(B) = lim |vm|2* dy

m—o0 RN

= lim [/ l|* dy + / |om — v]* dy}
m—00 RN RN
2*

< Su(B) (Blo, o) ® + $x(8) (lim_ Blom — v,0m —0]) 7

m—0o0
o*

< Si(B) (E[v,v] 4 lim Efvm, — v, vm — v]) < 5u(B).

m—r00

fRNIU dy

Hence we must have equality everywhere in the above estimate. So, Si(8) = o
(Elv,v]) E

This proves the Case I, i.e. the existence of maximizer for ¢t = 0.
Case II: 0 <t < 2s. A careful inspection of the preceding proof yields that we only need
the inequality (2.2), which was proved in Proposition 2.3, to conclude the proof. [

Remark 4.1. In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have essentially used the fact that [.]SRN is

an equivalent norm in ﬂ%(RN ) along with the improved Sobolev inequality (2.2). Hence we

oF

remark that, using the same arguments given there, we can conclude, 5}2 = (1 / S};(O)) %

is attained by a nontrivial and nonnegative function uy € H*(RY). Hence, Kh < gz

4.2. Existence of Solution For 3 = Cy . Firstly, we observe that if ¢ € C2°(RY) with
¢ = 11in BN (0), then ¢ € H>*(RY) ( See Lemma 2.1 of Appendix). Then, by ground state
|$’|O‘ € ’Hﬁ(}RN) Since, a = (k — 2s)/2, so we can
see that | ’I" ¢ H*(RYN). This shows that, #? (RN ) is much bigger than H*(RY). Because
of this fact, we were not able to follow the same arguments as in the case of 8 < Cn 5.

We have used Ekeland’s Variation principle to prove the Theorem 1.2. We start by the
following compactness result.

representation (3.3), we conclude that

Lemma 4.2. Let Q be a bounded open set in RY. Then the following inclusion is compact.

Ho(RY) — L2 (Q; S ) :

’1”’20{
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where L? (Q, W) is the set of all measurable function f: RN — R such that
,‘a € L?(9).

Tz’

Proof. Let u € ﬂs’a(RN ). Then by Hélder inequality we have

2
=

2 2%
u 2s u 2
/ /2 S |Q| N / /2%
o |7| o ||

2s

2 —u(y)|?
< Q¥ / / dady, 4.3
’ ‘ ka RN JRN ’1_ N+25 ’w/‘a’y,’a Y ( )

where || denotes the N—dimensional Lebesgue measure of 2. Hence, the inclusion,

ﬁs’a(RN ) — L? (Q; ﬁ) is continuous. To prove the compactness, it is enough to show

that wu,, — 0 in L%(Q, ﬁ), whenever u,, € H**(RY) and w,, converges to zero weakly in
H**(RN), as well as in L*(Q, W) To prove this, we consider, ¢, € C>®(R¥;[0,1]) such

that
0, if [2'] <€
Ge = . ,
1, if |2/| > 2e.

and define Q. := QN B¥(0). Without loss of generality, we could assume that Q\ €, is
a domain with Lipschitz boundary. Also, let M > 0 be such that [[um]]g,&RN < M and

Um
e

< M. Now, note that,

L2(Q)
[Um () — um(y )‘ / |t (© um(y)’2
drxdy < C dxdy < C
/Q\Q /Q\Q |l“— |N+2s o Joa. [T —y |N+28|~’U'| ly'|*

and / |um|2daz < C/ /n; < C,
O\Q. q |o’[?

where (and for the rest of the proof) C' > 0 is a constant depending on N, s, k,Q and M.

So, Uy, is bounded sequence in H*(2 \ €). Hence, by compactness, (see [9]) u,, — u in

L2(Q2\ Q). By weak convergence of u,, to 0 in L?(Q; ﬁ) we conclude that v = 0 and
i1

o TP x = 62_0‘0(1)’ as m — oo.

Also, by (4.3)

[ 10 = boun? S < ol

dx dx
2 <C E md / Dt
Aum’m/‘Qa — ’ I’2a + | gb u | ’ 1‘204 ?

so first letting m — oo and then letting € — 0 in the last inequality, we see that u,, — 0
in L2(€; ﬁ) This proves the lemma.

Since,

O

Next, we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.3. Let {u,,} be a bounded sequence in H5*(RYN) such that u,, — 0. Then for
any ¥ € CX(RN) with supp ) C BgO(O), for some Ry > 0, we have

/ |(Yum)(x) = (Pum)(y )‘ dzdy

[z =y \N“SW\ ly'|

dxdy + oRpm + OR, (4.4)

(P um) (@) = (Pt )(®)) (o (&) — tm (1)
= /R /R |

y N2y’ |
for any R > Ry + 2 and m € N. Here, for each R, 1Lm oRrm = 0 and Rlim or = 0.
m—00 — 00
Proof. Since, R > Ry, so, suppy C BgﬁQ(O). Now, note that,
((T/JQUM)@) - (wzum)(y)) (um(z) — um(y))
= |t () = (Yum) W) [* = o (2)um (y) [(2) = P(y) [ -
|

So, using 2ab < (a? + b%), with a = lum(@)] and b = LWl we estimate

[2/] ly']> >
U (@) um (y) [P(x) = Y(y)|°
dxdy
/RN /RN ISU— |2 ||y |
ud (@) [ o) — @)
< m dydz < I, 1 + I, 45
—/RN [ P /RN [ — yras WS fmd (45)
where
u? (z z) —Y(z
Ima ::/ ”}(20[)/ [ () %523 )’ dydzx and
el<r |T'1%% JrN Y|
uz, (x) W(x) =z —y)|?
I, ::/ m / dydz.
? />R |22 Jry |y[VH2s
Now, since

[ e 0t e

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on N, so using Lemma (4.2) we conclude that,
for each R > 0, Ip,1 = 0Rr,m, where hm 1 ORm = 0. To estimate I,,, 2, we notice that, 1f

|z| > R, R > Ry + 2 and \y]<1then1/1( ) (z —y) = 0 Hence,

uz, () Wz —y)|
I ,2:/ m / W@ =" g
" > 17 Jys1 [yl

u2
- / v [ ,f%?\w(m— ) Pdady (4.6)

wi>1 YN Jpsr |2

First using Hoder inequality, then using (3.4) and boundedness of w,, in H*>*(RY), we get
from (4.6)

,<C Fr(y)

> Y| N2

N/s 2s/N ) )
where, Fr(y) := (f\:v\>R |v(z —y)| daz) . Then using Dominated Convergence The-

orem we have I, 2 < og, for all m € N and Rlim or = 0. Hence, using (4.5) we conclude
—r 00

the lemma. O
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Next, lemma shows that if the interior concentration happens, then it will happen away
from the singular set.

Proposition 4.4. Let {u,,} be a nonnegative bounded sequence in H>*(RN) such that
2
m t *
) f]RN | ‘tlitJr'aT‘ dx = ( k;)2 -

(i) L = Ll 4 peakly in #oo(RV),

| ,‘t+a2

where fr, — 0 in the dual of ﬂs’a(RN). If for any, Ry, > 0 and 1, € RN7F,
U (2, 2" = Rgf*N)/Qum(x’Rgml, 2" R-Y 4 1,,) converges to zero weakly in H>*(RN), then
there exist Ry, > 0 and 1y, € RN=k such that

_ 2*
hmmf/ id:ﬂ > 0,

m—oo [ |$/|t+a2*
where Q := {(z/,2") e RN : L < |2/] < 1, |2/| < 1}.

Proof. We can choose 1, € RN=* and R,, > 0 such that

|| ||
Qm(l) := sup / ~dr = ~dx
" neRN -k J BE(0)x BN = (n) |/ |tH2 BF(0)x BN (n) ||+

N
2t

t)2F-2
K
=k (4.7)
Then, clearly, {u,,} satisfies
S = ‘ﬁm‘2ri2ﬁm r : s, o mN
L} iy, = P + fm, weakly in H¥(R™), (4.8)

where f,, — 0 in the dual of H**(R"Y). Now, there exist Ny € N and n1,... 1y, € RN F
such that BN %(0) ¢ UN0 Blj\;Qk( n;)- Let ¥1,..., N, € C(RM;[0,1]) be such that

Y =1, on BE(O) X B]%V_k(nj) and supp; C Bf(()) X B{V_k(nj).

Now, using ¢; = 1, on B¥(0) x BY¥(n;), translation invariance of norms in the second
2 2

variable (i.e. z”) and employing the same calculations as in the Lemma 7.2, we can assert
that ¢J2ﬂm is a bounded sequence in H**(R"). Hence using Q,Z)Jzﬂm, as a test function in
(4.8) we arrive at

/RN /RN ((W2a) @) — (2n) (1)) (i) ~Tn@) /RN i

|CC—y|N+28|CC/|a|y,|a ‘x/’t-i-oﬂz‘
(4.9)

where &, — 0 as m — oo. Since &, — 0 in H>*(RN), so, using Lemma 4.3, (4.9) and
Holder inequlaity we conclude that

[ [ i) i)t W dods
RN JRN

[z —y IN“SI:U’I v’

2F -2

22 N2
’ﬁm,2t : / Wjﬂm‘zt R .
</Bi“(0)xB{V’“(nj) ||t ry |2/|FH% ™ m ,
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where for any large R (depending only on j) lim og,, =0, lim 6g =0 and lim &,, = 0.
m—0o0 R—o0 m—r00
Hence, using (3.4), (4.7) and (4.10) we have

2 2
— 2K\ 2F t _ 9%\ 2F
L R R Ky, [t |™t | 7t - _
" (A@NW <53 | fou iten | TORmTORY Om

2 %
First letting, m — oo, then letting R — oo we conclude that for any j =1,..., Ny
_ 2*
lim WJ m|2* dr = 0.
m—oo JpN |x/|t+c“
Hence
_ 2%
/ ’m’ x<Z/ Mdm%O as m — o0
B;(O) BN k(O |x/|t+a2 k(O B]%V_k(m) |x/|t+a2t

Finally, using (4.7) we conclude the Proposition. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof. We can take a nonnegative minimizing sequence {u,,} in HS’Q(RN ) satisfying the
following.
P 7
Um, oF _o
) fRN NE= dr = ( k) e
2
(i) [[um]? omv = (KL)% 2 + o(1), as m — oo,

2 .
(iii) Liuy, = WTQZJ" + fm weakly in H>(RY),

|’
where (iii) is a consequence of Ekeland’s Variation Principle and f, — 0 in the dual
of H**(RN). We claim that, there exist R, > 0 and 7,, € RV such that upto a
subsequence, i, — u # 0 in H>*(RN), where, @,, is defined as in Proposition 4.4. Once
the claim is established, we can argue similarly as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 to complete
the Theorem. If possible, let us assume, that the claim is false. Then Proposition 4.4
guarantees the existence of R,, > 0 and n,, € R¥~* such that u,, — 0 in ﬂs’a(RN),

[t |

lim dxr > 0 and

m—oo /o |£Cl|t+a2*

’um, u

Latim = = vagy .+ fm weakly in 2 (RY),

where f,,, — 0 in the dual of #**(RV) and Q := {(2/,2") e RN : L < [2'| < 1, |2'| < 1}.
Let ¢ € C2(RY,[0,1]), such that ¢ = 1 in Q. Since, ¢ is supported away from {2’ = 0}
so, we can perform a similar calculation, given in Lemma 7.2 to conclude {*u,,} is a
bounded sequence in ﬁs’a(RN ). Then, proceeding similarly as in the proof of Proposition
4.4, we can derive

/ |(Ytm) () = (Pum)(y )’ dzdy
RN JRN

|z — !N“SW\ ly'|

2F -2

* t—* 9*
‘am‘Zt 2t ’wﬁm’ ¢ — ~
S(/RNW RNW +0m + O0Rm + OR,

[ V)
B
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_2F 2F
t |¢um| ¢ ¢ _ -

< Kg </]RN ‘x,’t+a2t* +0m + ORrm + OR, (411)
where for any large R (depending only on the support of ¢) lim orm =0, lim or =0

B m—oo R—o00

and lim &, = 0. Now, let us define v, := ﬂ% Then by (3.3) and (4.11) we have

m—r00

2
2 — 27\ 2F
2 v T R T ~
[?}m]SRN - CN,k,s/ ,T;S < Iiz </]RN W) +0m+ ORm + OR-

Since, ¢ is supported in R]kv, using Lemma 4.2 and inequality (1.5) for 5 = 0, we have

2 2
~ 27 2F _ 9% oF
—t Wu ‘ t i WU ‘ t j ) )

As pointed out in Remark 4.1, s}, < §Z. Hence, from (4.12) we conclude that

Wi %

lim e =0,

m—oo [pN ’m

which contradicts Proposition 4.4. This proves the Theorem. ]

5. QUALITATIVE PROPERTIES OF SOLUTION

Main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. Following the ideas of [1], using
(3.3), we could hide the singular weight in the operator. Therefore, working with the
newly defined operator and using Moser iteration technique, we can prove the asymptotic
estimate (1.8), given in Theorem 1.3. On the other hand, to prove the regularity of solution,
we have used extension technique introduced by Cafarelli and Silvestre in [7].

The proof of inequality (1.8) is based on Moser iteration technique

5.1. L*> Estimates of Solutions. In this subsection, we will prove some L estimates of
solution of (1.1), which seems inevitable to give an unified proof of the cylindrical symmetry
of solutions. We start by introducing the operator L%, which is defined on ﬂs’&(RN ) by
the following inner product :

S o ) e (v(z) = o(y)) (d(x) — ¢(y))
(Lsv,¢) = /RN /RN P dxdy, (5.1)

!|%y’|

for all ¢ € H>*(RY). Notice that as consequence of Theorem 3.3, if u satisfies (1.1) then
U := Pslu] := |2'|% € HS*(RY) satisfies

U2*71
LU= (5.2)

al = |x/|t+22‘d

weakly, where 0 < & < a. First, we recall the following lemma, from [23], for convex
functions, which will be used to derive a Kato type inequality for the newly defined operator
L%, in the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Lemma 5.1. Let I C R be an interval, a,b € I, 01,00 > 0. If f € CY(I) is convez, then
(b= a) (01F'(6) — 021'(@)) = (J(B) — F(@)) (61 — ).
In particular, the following inequality holds:
(b—a) (FB)F'(0) = f(a)f'(a) = (f(0) = f(a)”. (5:3)
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Proposition 5.2. Let V € H>%(RY) be any non negative solution of (5.2), where
2<k<N-20<s<1,0<t<2s,0<a<aand?2 =20 Then Ve LoRY).

2s
Proof. For ¢ > 1 and R > 0 we define
rd, if0<r <R

¢(r) == ¢q,r(r) == {qRq—l(T — R)+ R4, ifr > R.

Clearly7 ¢qR is Lipschitz and ¢4 r(0) = 0 so, by Lemma 2.1, ¢4 r(V) € Ho*(RN). So,
using (3.4) and Theorem 3.3 we have

(V) = 6 (V)P dudy | . e 12

>C s, V)t ———— 5.4

/RN /RN !x y\N“S ooy = /RN (V) | [t+327 (54)

Notice that, ¢ € C! ([0,00)) so, using inequality 5.3 we have
/ / —o(V()I* _dedy
o Ja \N*@S R
)¢ (V(z) —o(V(y) ' (V(y) (V(z) = V(y) dzdy
< Y (55
‘ANAN o=y EErC

Now, observe that thg function g defined by g := ¢¢' is Lipschitz with g(0) = 0. Hence,
g(V) = ¢(V)¢' (V) € H>Y(RN). So, using g(V) as test function in (5.2) and then employing
(5.5) we have

—o(V(y)* duzdy N S
ray (V) ————d
foo o B i < L A0

dx
|22

<2 | V)V ?
RN

(5.6)

where in the last inequality we have used r¢’(r) < 2q¢(r). Combining (5.4) and (5.6) we
have

op dx o% 2 or o dT
i lp(V)] e < 290N sk RN¢ (214 [ (5.7)

We estimate the R.H.S. of (5.7) in the following manner. Consider ¢ = 2;/2 and a > 0 (to
be chosen later). Then we have

* dx * dw
2¢C'y s 2VWE2— = 2¢Cy s / 2V —
qUN sk /RNQS (V) |x/|t+a2t AN, s,k {Vga}¢ V) |x/|t+a2t
. dx
+2qCN,s,k/ *(V)V* 2w- (5.8)
(V>a} |2 [Fres

Now, first using Holder inequality and then choosing a > 0 large enough we have

2
dz 1 " dx 2F
240N 0k /{m} TV g =3 [/RN 12Vl |:c'|t+a2%‘]

|

Hence incorporating this estimate in (5.8) and then using (5.7) we have

2
. dr 1% ¢*(V)da
2 i 2
[/RN lp(V)[* W} < qa’ CNsk v [

2*
-2 V]~
< qa* CNsk/N |2/ [FHE2
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where in the last inequality we have used ¢(r) < r? and g = 2* /2. Now letting R — oo and
using Fatou’s lemma we conclude

2:2 dx
/RN VI i <o (5.9)
For m > 1 we define {¢,,} by
* * 2*
2mi1 + 2 —2=20qm, 1 = Et (5.10)

Then using (5.7) and (5.10) we arrive at

[/RN |6gmsr,R(V)

Again letting R — 0 and using Fatou’s lemma we conclude

1 1
Vam+12} 2 (@mt1—1) 1 Vam2{ 2 (am—1)
- 2(q -1) -
[/R T dx < (@m+10Ns,) *l9m+1 R | [FHo2 dx . (5.11)

N |z N |z

2%

2:  dx 2 - o Vam2; d
7 =57 =~ q 1UNs,k 0 5+ AT
|2/ [tHa2 m+ S Jan ol [FHa%

For m > 1, set
Vam2; 2 (am—1) S
I, = N de y D = (Qm+1CN,s,k) (am+171)
R

Then (5.11) gives Ipy1 < Dy, 1, ¥m > 1. Taking log in both side and then iterating we
get

log Iy41 < ilog D; +logI. (5.12)
j=1
Since g1 > 1, it is easy to see Z;’;l log D; < Cn s 5. Hence using (5.9), from (5.12) we get
Ipy1 < COnpspy Vm > 1.
So, for any R > 0 we have

1 1
) 27 (gm—1) t+a2f Vam2; 27 (gm—1) t+a2)
Va2 o < R¥%(am-D —__dx < COnspRE @D
|z|<R |z|<R |xl|t+a2t o

Since g, — 00 as m — oo, so V € L>(BY(0)) and
WVl By @) < CNsiks VR > 0.
This proves the proposition. O

Corollary 5.3. As a consequence of the preceding Proposition and Theorem 3.3, we observe
that if u solves (1.1) then Pzlu] € L®RYN). Moreover, by Lemma 2.2 of [13], (1.1) is
invariant under the Kelvin transformation i.e. Ku(x) := W%%u(x/mp) Hence we have

the following asymptotic estimate for any u solving (1.1)
C
u(z) < - — VzreRY,
’I’I’a (1 + ‘x’N—25—2a>

where C' > 0 is constant, depends on u but independent of x € R{CV.
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5.2. Extension and Regularity. Throughout this section, we will consider, 8 < Cj .
Let u € H*(RY) be a positive solution of

U u2t -1

AV u—pgt " RN
(—A)u ﬁ\x’]% |2/ [t n
We consider, the s-Harmonic extension U of u defined by
2s
Ul(z,r) = dN,S/ ! s u(€)de, for z € RN, r € (0,00). (5.13)
Y (fo — gl +72) 3
where the constant dy s is chosen so that [py (1+\;,;;:§NJ§25 _ 21;;:2((18_)8)' Then, (See [7])
for any bounded domain Q@ c RY " U € H'(Q,1 — 2s) and satisfies (weakly)
di 1-2s — in Q
1v. (7‘ VlU_)2 0 in €2, (5.14)
—lim, 04 7 0, U (2, 1) = a(z)U(z,0) + b(xz) on J'Q,

4s—2t
where 9§ is the interior of 9Q NRY, b(x) = 0 and a(x) := < b+ (m’o)> . For

|$/|28 |$/|t
R > 0, we denote Qg := BY(0) x (0, R). We will use the following results from [22] to
prove the smoothness of solution away from the set {2/ = 0}.

Proposition 5.4. Let a € LN?5(BN), b € LP(BY) with p > 2s. Also, assume that
0<U € HY Q1,1 — 25) is weak solution of (5.14) in Q1. Then there exists § > 0 which
depends only on n and s such that if ||a+||Ln/2S(B{V) < 0, then

HU("O)HL‘Z(a’QI/Q) <C (HUHL2(Q1,1—25) + HVUHLQ(QM—QS) + HbJrHLP(B{V)) ’

2N+1) N(p—1) 9N ).

where C' > 0 depends only on N,p,s,d and q := min{ =2, (N—33)p N—25

Proposition 5.5. Let U € H'(Q1,1 — 2s) be a nonnegative weak solution of (5.14) and
a,b € LP(By) for some p > N/2s. Then we have the following Harnack inequality:

supU < C <inf U+ HbHLp(BI)> ,
Q1/2 Q1/2

where C > 0 depends only on N,p,s and HaHLp(Bl). Consequently, there exists o € (0,1)
depending only on N,p,s and ||a||;sp,) such that any weak solution U of (5.14) is in
C* (Qy)2) -

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof. Clearly, the first part of the theorem follows form Corollary 5.3. To prove the second
part, we take xg € R]kv and Ry > 0 be such that Bgo (o) C RkN. Consider the s-harmonic

extension U of u defined in (5.13). Clearly, U is nonnegative and satisfies (5.14) with b = 0,
weakly in Bgo (z0) x (0, Ro). We define V (x,r) := U(zo + Rox, Ror) for x € BV (0) and 0 <

r < 1. Then, V satisfies (5.14) with a(z) := R3® < B + w't () > and b(x) = 0.

|zp+Roz’|** |yt Roa!|"
Since Bgo (vg) CRY, a € Lz (BY). Using Proposition 5.4 whenever needed, we conclude
a € LP(BI%) with p > N/2s, for any 0 < ¢ < 2s. Hence by Proposition 5.5, V€ C*(Q1,4).
So, by local Schauder estimates (See Theorem 2.11 of [22]) and bootstrapping argument
we have V € C°°(Qy/4) which in turn implies U € C* (Bg0 (x0) x [0,R]> . This implies
u € C(RY). This proves the theorem. O
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6. CYLINDRICAL SYMMETRY OF POSITIVE SOLUTION

Our main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4.

First, we will prove the following strong maximum principle for antisymmetric function.
Notice that, here we are not assuming any lower semi continuity of u upto the boundary.
To compensate this, we are assuming a global non negativity of v on the half plane. The
proof is a suitable adaptation of the techniques introduced by Silvestre in [32]. For reader’s
convenience, we will add the proof.

Lemma 6.1. Let u € Ly(RY) and (—=A)%u > 0 in Q, in the distributional sense , where
QCQy:={zcRY : 2y < \} is open and bounded. Also, assume thatu > 0 a.e. in Q) and
u is antisymmetric i.e. u(zy) = —u(x) for a.e. x € Qy, where x) = (2\ —x1,T2,...,TN).
Then either w >0 in Q or u=0 a.e. in RN. Moreover, the above result still remains true
if we replace x1 by x; for any i € {1,2,...,N} in the definition of Q.

Proof. Since (—A)*u > 0in Q and u € Ly(R™) so by Proposition 2.15 of [32] we have, u is
lower semicontinuous in 2 and satisfies the following

u(zo) > / w(x) 7y (z — xo)dz, (6.1)
RN
for any zo € Q and vy < dist(z, 09). Here, 7,(z) := (=A)*T(z), I'y(x) == ng,/;s), and I'
is a C1'! regularization of ®(z) := W;_Qs such that

I'=®in RV \ BN (0),
I < ® in BM(0).

Next, we claim that 7,(z — z¢) > 7, (xz) — z¢), Vo € Q). To prove this, we notice that, for
z €\ By (x0)

Fv(x —x0) — Fv(?/)
N+2s

7 (x — ) = P.V./

RN |z — 20 — Y

= N+2s Y
BY () lz =yl

To get the last equality we have used the fact that ® is the fundamental solution of the
fractional s-laplacian. Similarly, we have

@(y — 20) = T'y(y — zo)
T. (.%')\—1'0):/ dy.
! BY (o) 2y — y| VT2
Clearly, |z —y| < |z —y| if # € Q5 \ B (20) and y € B (x0). Hence, 7(z — z0) >
T (zx — x0), Vo € Oy \ BY (29). Now, let « € B (2¢). Then, for v small

2s :
v _ dist(xg, 002))

T (T — 20) < —
|7 — 2o

where C' > 0 is a generic constant. Hence, for  sufficiently small 7, (z) —x¢) < C, whereas

Ty (z — x0) = WLNTl <%) > C. This concludes our claim. Now, consider
/ w(x) 7y (r — xo)dr = / w(x)7y(xr — zo)da + / w(x) 7y (z — x0)de.
RN N RN\Qy,
Since, for sufficiently small v, 7, (x — z¢9) > 7y (2 — 20), Yz € ), we have

/QA uw(x)7y(r — xo)dr > /QA w(x) 7Ty (x) — x0)dr = —/ u(xy) 7y () — z0)dx

Qx
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—— [ ul)m o= o)y,
RN\Q,,

Hence, [pn u(x)7y(x — xo)dz > 0. Now, if possible, let us assume that there exists zo € 2
such that u(zg) < 0. Then, for v < dist(xg, 9§2) small enough we have from (6.1)

0> u(xg) > /]RN u(x)7y(x — xo)dx > 0.

So, [pn u(x)7y(x — z9)dz = 0. Form here, using u is antisymmetric and non negative on
Q) one can easily conclude u = 0 a.e. in §2). This proves the lemma. U

6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4.
Proof. For u,v € ’HE(RN) we define

_ (u(z) — u(y)) (v(z) —v(y)) , . u(@)o(@)
E[u,v].—/RN/RN | dxdy ﬁ/RN P dx.

T — y,N-{-QS

Also, for A € R we define the following sets in R
Q= {x1 < A}, and Q) = {xp1 < A}

Suppose u solves (1.1). We will show that, u is symmetric with respect to 9Qy = {z1 = 0}
and there exist g € R such that for any fixed 2" # 0,  is symmetric with respect to 9¢2) .
Once we show this, the rest of the proof will follow from standard arguments.

Step 1 : In this step we will show that w is symmetric with respect to 9€g. Let A < 0
and wy := u — uy, where uy(x) := u(zy) and z) := (2\ — x1,z2,...,2x). We also define

o () = (w—up)t (2), if z € Qy
A (u—uy)~ (z), if z € RN\ Qy,
P, :=suppvyN2y and Q) := suppwvyN (]RN \ QA) . Here, for any real number a, a™ and
a~ represents max{a,0} and min{a, 0} respectively. Clearly, for each A < 0 and 0 <t < 2s
2

oy | u? Uy u? u?
/|t S /t+ /t: /t+ /t<oo, (6'2)
RN || Py |2/ Qx |2/ Py |2/ Py |~’UA|

where to get the finiteness we have used (1.8). However, it is not clear whether vy belongs
to HE(RN) or not. So, we will approximate vy in a proper way. Let n € COO(R’“) be such

that 0 <7 <1 and
0, if [2'| < 1
2y=<"
) {1, if 2] > 2.

For € > 0, we define
/

ne(x') :=n (%) and 7.\ (2') =1 (%) .
For h > 0, we also define ¢y,(z) := ¢(z/h) and ¥y \(z) = ¥(xr/h), where ¢ € C(RY)

such that 0 < < 1.
1, if |z < 1
vie) = {o, if |2] > 2.

We further define, ¢ a(2',2") i= (2’ )1 (@ )Yn (@)t (@), B(2) i= 62, \(2)or(x) and
®(z) = dena(@)vx(z). Then
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uy(x) —u P uy ()P (x
o= [ [ Lt A<>>]<V+<28> <y>>dxdy_5 A(2)0 ()

y| RN |x/|28
))( Az) — N
/RN /]RN y‘N+2s d 5/ ’1"‘28
1 1
+ 5 u(z)Px(7) |~z — — 5 | 47,
RN || ||

where to get the last equality we have used the fact that ® € c? ’I(RN ) supported away
from 0€Qs). Now, using @) as a test function in (1.1) we get

E[u)\,@]:/ i NGO P S
RN |2/| RN {

’1‘"28 |x)\

Observing that vy is odd with respect to the reflection along 0f2) and

1 1 1 1
— — —— | vy(z) and ——— | vy(x
- e [ e

[

both are nonpositive for all 2 € R, we arrive at the following inequality

Elwy,®] < /]RN <u2r—1 ui* 1) (x)®(x) o

| [*

* D *_ éZ
/ u /tda:+/ uit 2—/tdaz , (6.3)
Py || @ ||

where C > 0 is a generic constant. Let & =

<C

m Clearly, 0 < £ < 2s. Now, using
Holder inequality in (6.3) we get
* 2 * 2
gl e[\ ® g |a[F)®
Elwy, ] < C u? - +C w2 [
1S A ats
Py Py |/ Qx Q|2
e 2
%2 a7\ %
* 2*
co(f )7 »
Py RN |2/

Next, we will estimate E[w), ®] from below. For this we notice

(wx(z) —wa(y)) (2(z) — (y))
= (wx(z) —wA(y)) (62 (@)0r(2)

= [d(x) — b)|
— [@Z pa(@)oa(@)wa(y) + 67 A (W)va(y)wa

- élf,h,x(y)vx(y))

() = 20e p 7\ (@) Pe p () ur () vr(y)]
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‘ x) y‘ 02 paWua@)wa(z), if (z,y) € P{ x (PaUQN) U QS x (PAUQ))
2
> 1 [®@) — 8)| 02\ < Jua(y). if (@) € (PyUQx) x P{U (P U Q) x @5
2
‘ x) y ‘ |Ge 2 () — e n ,\(y)\2 va(z)vr(y), otherwise,
(6.5)

where P§ := Q) \ P\ and Q5 := Q5 \ @Qx. Since ¢, j, » symmetric, vy and wy antisymmetric
with respect to the reflection along 9€2y, so considering the sign of vy and w) in respective
region we have

dyd dyd
L, dnaemue e [ [ dnwnene s <o

[z =y
dydx dydx
/ (be,h,)\(y)UA(y)wA(x)iN_i_gs / ¢€;M( Jur(y)wr(2) ——x75; <0,
5Py |z — 5o |z —y]

dyda: dydz
/P / (be h )\ U)\ )w)\(y) ‘ N+25 /Q / ¢5 Jh, )\ U)\ )U))\(y) ’ N+2s <0,
A A

—y
dydx dydz
/ @A)+ || @n@um— "5 <o
PA Qi ‘x Q)\ Q)\ ’x_y’
Hence, integrating (6.5) we have
P @(y)‘ ~ dx
[ A ] RN JRN :c—y|N+25 y—> RN ( )|$,|25
2
/ / NEION ’(beh)\(NJ)rQs ben ()] dedy (6.6)
Py JP, |z -y
Now, consider
ox ()0 (Y) |penr(®) — denr ()]
Tepy = 2 dxdy
Y R =
|¢eh)\( ) ¢E,h,>\(y)|2
/ / — . INt2s dxdy
Py J Py |z — y|
caf [ e //uA )[4 (2) = n)
RN JRN |N+23 RN JRN —yN
1/1 e (") Ne,n Ne(y ) ey
rof [ RO ) ) iy o
Py J Py |$—y|

By dividing RY in appropriate domain and using (1.8) (which essentially shows that u €
L*(RY), as 2 < k < N — 2) one can estimate the first two term of (1.4) to arrive at

w 2
/RN/RN r X >|N+28 wWF

u3 |?/) ) =iy
/]RN /RN A e y‘N-i—Zs = Oh,\>

where for any A € R both oy, and oy, ) goes to zero as h — oo. To estimate the last term of
(6.7) we use the fact that u € L>°(2)). Hence, finally we arrive at the following inequality

Ienx < Cnsiplon+on]



EXTREMALS FOR FRACTIONAL ORDER HARDY-SOBOLEV-MAZ’YA INEQUALITY 23

V2 (y) [ne(@ e (@) = ey mer )]
+ On s [l 10y /P /P h o N dxdy
A A

< CNpst.30n+ 0nal
2
N—k ‘nE(xl) B ne(y/)’ !
s lnllmay [ [ Py

< ONksi, [Uh + o+ RN TR HuHLw(QA)} : (6.8)

Hence, combining (6.4), (6.7), (6.8) and using (1.5) we conclude that there exist a constant
CN k,s,t,3 > 0 depending on N, k,s,t and 3 such that the following holds for any h > 0,
e>0and A <0

m*|l°

)
/ — - [O'h + opp + AN R ||u||L°°(Qk)]
R

" |:c’|£

m*|l°

* ~12% 2
27 —2 13
= (cp
< CON,s,t,8 / U / €
Py RN |2/

First letting € — 0 then letting h — oo and using DCT (because (6.2) hold for each A < 0)
27 -2

we arrive at
2
2%\ 2% 2%
vy(x)|7e | ¢ «\ 2" vx(x)|7¢
CON k,s,t,8 / loalo)]¢ ()5’ S( / u2> / oalz)[% ()5’ (6.9)
RN |2/ Py RN |2

If vy # 0 a.e., then using (6.9), we have that there exists a constant C' = C(N, k, s,t, 3)
such that

™
m*|l\>

0<C(N,k,s,t,08) < / |u|2* , for any A < 0. (6.10)
Py

But, (6.8) yields a contradiction for large negative values of A. So, for large negative values

of A we must have vy =0 a.e. in Q}. Hence, the set defined by

A:={A<0lu<uyaeinQ,, Vu <A}

is non empty. Let \ := sup A. For any 2/ € R* and R > 0, we also define the cylinder
Cr(z') == Bk(2') x RN"F. We claim that A = 0 and u < uy a.e. in Qj. If possible,
let us assume that A\ < 0. We define, wy, = —wy = uy — u. Let @ C 5. Since
wy, € Ls(RV) N HE(IR{N) and uy > w a.e. in Q5, (—A)*®wy > 0 in the distributional sense
in Q. So, wy is lower semicontinuous as well as antisymmetric and a.e. nonnegative (by
continuity) in Q5. Hence, by Lemma 6.1 we have either wy = 0 a.e. in RY or wy > 0
in €. We claim that, the second case can not occur. If it occurs, then wy > 0 and lower
semicontinuous in Q5 . Hence, by continuity of u, lower semicontinuity of wy and definition
of A we have for any Ry > 0, § > 0 small and R > 0 large, there exists e¢o(Ry, R,d) > 0
such that A + ey < 0 and

Py NQ_sNC5 (0) C RY\ BF(0), Y0 < € < e.

Now, since A is the supremum so Uy, is not zero in a positive measure set, for any
0 < € < ¢p. Hence, using (6.10) we have
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O<C(N,/<:,s,t,ﬂ)§/ u?

PS\+€

< / u? +/ u?
P;\+€ﬁCR1 (0) P;_FEQC}C?II (0)

< / u? +/ u® +/ u?
Cry (0) P;\_’_EOQ;\Oth (0) P;\_HI'_‘IQ%\I'WC%l (0)

g/ u? +/ u? +/ u?’.
Cr,(0) RN\BX (0) Q

Sre V255
Now, first choosing Ry small, R large, § small and then choosing € small we can make the
R.H.S. of the above inequality strictly less that C'(N, k, s, t, 3), which gives a contradiction.
So, either A = 0 or if A < 0 then wy = 0 a.e. in RY. In the second case,
(—=A)’wy = 0 in RY in the distributional sense. But, since A < 0 so, (—A)*wy > 0 in €,
in the distributional sense, for any open set €2 € 25. Which gives a contradiction. Hence,
A=0.

Repeating the same arguments for A > 0, we can conclude that u is symmetric decreasing
in x7 direction.

Step 2 : In this step, we will show that there exist Ay € R such that, for any 2’ € R¥
fixed, u is symmetric w.r.t the reflexion along 8(2’)\0. We will only prove an analogous
inequality of (6.10) derived in Step 1. Rest of the arguments will be similar to Stepl. We
will exclude that part. We notice that in this case v may not be in L*°(£2} ). Because of this
we cannot use similar arguments of Step 1 to derive (6.10). We define wy(z) = u(z)—u(z)),
where z) := (2, 2\ — Tp41, Ths2, ..., on) = (', 25). Then clearly,

Wy := Palwy] := |z|*wy = U — Uy,

where we have denoted Pslu| by U and for any 0 < 8 < Cnys, @ € [0,& < o uniquely
determined by (3.2). Since, u solves (1.1) so W) satisfies

LEWy = AyW), weakly in H*%(RY), (6.11)
where
. 1 _ U2i-1_ Ui;‘ﬂ
| [ U— U,
Also, define
or(x) = {wj\:(aﬂ), %f x e Q) )
wy (z), if z € (Q))°.
Then

Wit (z), if v € O
Va(z) :==Paloa] = 27 2
\(@) [oA] {W;(m), if 2 € (Q)°.
Similarly to the Step 1, we define
Py :=suppuvy N QY = supp Vi N Q)

Q' :=suppwvy N (Q')\)c =supp Vh N (Q')\)c
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We define, @ p (2, 2") := ne(2')n(x)Pn A (x), ®(x) := ¢2,, \(x)Va(z) and
O (z) := ¢e pa(x)V(z), where 1y, and 1)p, \ are same as defined in Step 1. Also, for e < 1,
ne € CO1(RF) and satisfies the following

0, if |2/| < €2

In( 2]
ne(#') = <1ne|>? if € <|2'] <e

1, if |2/ > e

Then clearly, ® € CC ’1(]1%{;7 ) and so using ® as a test function in (6.11) we get

(LEWy, @) = /RN D2A (x)d. (6.12)

In the next few paragraphs C will denote a positive constant possibly depending on
N, s, k,t, 8. We estimate

/ ézAA(x)dx:/ i)Q(x)AA(x)dx—{—/ d(2) Az (2)da
RN L RN\Q,
U%—2 P2 Ui —2 32
<C |, pem e+ € [, e

Now using Holder’s inequality we have

2f —2 ~ 22
-y o dz . (I)‘
0] A de < C U ~ —_
IR VA B Ve

2
2F 2 2% oF
13

o Pl
S C / 'U/Q* / — % N 6.13
( P ) rY [af|SFO% 019

%22‘#' Next, we estimate (LW, ®). Note that, proceeding similarly as in

2
2*
13

where £ =
Step 1 we will arrive at

2
> [ Wl
)\7 Y
RN JRN |z — y!N+28 |2/ [ %]y | @
A VA (W) [Denn(®) — denr(v)]?
—2 dxd 6.14
/. /p s v 6

Using 2ab < (a® 4 b?), with a = ‘|/A,(|? and b= YA,(‘Z) whenever required, we estimate

iy / / W(@)VA(W) [pena(z) — ¢Eh)\(y)|2dxdy
e Py J Py |33— |N+2s |/ |Gy @
VA(@)VA(Y) [Yna(x) — Yna(y))?
<2/ / dxdy
p, Jp, !96— y|N 28|l |yl |@

Vi(z VA wh N me(2) — ne(y/)’2
+ Q/PA /PA dxdy.

IN”S Iw/ldly’ld

// U (x |wh> //UA ) [Yn(z) — va(y)?
RN JRN ’1_,’2@‘.%, N+25 RN JRN ’1”’20“%' ’N+25
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Vi VA wm ) Inela’) = ny')
dzdy.
w2f [ vdy

\N“S \x’!&!y’\&

cof ] 2SS st

5 %,A(y) Ine(a’) = ne(y"))?
+ 2||U|[ oo )y N TaE——
pJp |z —y| [z’ [%|y/|

where in the last inequality we have used Prposition 5.2. As remarked in the Step 1 we

have
/ / |7/)h
RN JRN

) —
—
ui (= Wh () = ¥n(y)|”
/RN /RN y|N+25 = Oh,\

where for any A € R both 03 and o0j_ ) goes to zero as h — oo. Also, by Lemma 7.1 we
conclude that

xdy, (6.15)

()l

N+28 = oy, and

/ G2 W) (@) = ne(y)| o
—— = O¢,h,\s
poJpy | ’N+28 lz/|*|y'|*
where for any o > 0 and A € R, 0.5, — 0 as € = 0. So, form (6.15) we have
Iehx < C(on+opr+0enn)-
Hence, using (3.4), (6.13) and (6.14) we have from (6.12) that there exist a constant
CnN k,s,t,3 > 0 depending on the indexed variables such that

M
m*|“3

@
CN,k,s,t,ﬁ /]RN de - C (o'h + Oh,\ =+ Ue,h,)\)
25 —2 ~ 2%
N [ [e@]T
/P; RN |x/|§+o¢2§
First letting € — 0 then letting h — oo and using DCT we arrive at

22\ 3% %2 21\ 2%
o ([ ) ([ )7 ([ D)
sy 5,0, RN |x/|f-|—():25 - P/\ RN |l‘l|§+a2§

Hence, for V) # 0 a.e. we have

v
m*|“-"

0 < CNpsitp < / lu[*", for any A <0,

I

which is the exact counterpart of inequality (6.10).
Combining Step 1 and Step 2 we conclude that w is cylindrically symmetric. O

7. APPENDIX

7.1. A Density Property. Main aim of this section is to derive Lemma 2.1. The ar-
guments are modifications of those in [11], where the Muckenhoupt A; properties of the
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weights have been used crucially. We will sketch the proof by pointing out main steps.
First, let us define

dxdy
W:={ueL?* <RN, ) / / Ol < oo},
{ 027 ) Jrn SRy \w—y\N“s\w’! ly'|® }

endowed with the following norm

[lullyy = [[ulls ar + [ello- g -

Here,
1

u(@)* N T
ullys g ry = (/]RN /|62 da ’

and the semi-norm [[u]], ; g~ is same, as defined in Section 2. We also, define the following:
when N’ = 2N, w(z,2) = (2, 2), O(X) = |2/|*ly|%, X = (z,y); =,y,z € RV,
and when N’ = N, w(z) =z, O(X) = [¢/|°%, X =z; 2,y € RV, (7.1)

Next, we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let u € C°(RN). Also, we consider 1., defined by the following

0, if |2'] < €

ne(a’) = () ,if e <al| <e

[Ine|

1, zf|:c’| > €.

Then, for any 0 < & < (k — 2s)/2, the following are true

U\T)—u 2
) Jan Jaw | §V<225‘(%J‘)J| |dd:vdy < 00,

|z—yl )
/
hm/ / ’7715\/+2Z ne(y)] dzdy = 0.
S S o~y ey
In particular, neu € CQI(R{CV) converges to u under the semi norm [[.|], 5 py, %€ u €

HoS(RY).

Proof. We will only prove (ii). One can easily check that (i) holds in fact for u € COH(RN).
Notice that

N2
RN JRN [z — |2/ |y
2 "
d
/ / ‘775 / nea )’ dx'dy’/ UQ(CC/,:C”)/ Y — da"
Rk JRE |£C| |y| RN—k RN—k (\x’—y’]Q—i—\x”—y”P) 2

/ / ‘775 775(?/)’2 dw’dy' (7 2)
RE JRE |2/ — y !HQS ||y’ ’

where (and for the rest of the proof) C' > 0 is constant depending on N, k, s, &, ||ul| Lo (RN)
and suppu. We define

2
I(,I/ /),: ‘nE(xl)_nG(y/)’
S T

/]RN/RN ',y d:cdy

dx'dy’ and
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Then, in view of the (7.2), it is enough to show H. = o(1) as ¢ — 0. We define

el / / IE? HeQ —/ / 57
|z’ |<e? Je2<|y'|<e |’ |>e Je2<|y’|<e

3 :/ / > H5,4 ::/ / I.
|z'|<e2 J|y|>e e2<|z’|<e Je2<|y’ |<e

Then using the symmetry of I, we have
H, = 2H571 + 2HE72 + 2H€73 + H574.

We will show He ., = o(1) as e — 0 for m = 1,2, 3,4.
Step 1: In this step will estimate H ;. For this we define

Fp:={ <|y|<e}n{y : |y —a'| > ¢/2}, and
E,.={E<|y|<etn{y |y — 2| </2}. Then

oL
|’ |<e? JF,, |a'|<e? JF!,
We first consider
2
/ / I C / 1 / Hn’y/‘ _ln’x/H dy/dﬂf,
wi<ez Jrr, T el Jee [0/ PY Jpr, o Jal =y FE2

A

A

- C / 1 / dy’ d!
< —— — T
0 Sy TP S, T g5 2P

< L/ L/ d—y,d:,;/
= el Jjce 2P Sy o =y

c 4s 4—4s

_m :0(1), ase—)O,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that, for small
€>0, 720 < %5 for any 0 < 2& < k — 2s. Next, we consider

y
| <e2 JF,, Ihael2 \x/|<e |2/|@ /Ix’—y|k+25|y |&

> P N1 —dy'dx
|1H€|2 l2/|<1 |$/|C“ {1<\y|<€} |x/_y/|k+25 |y,|a

n{lz'=y'|> 3}
I |y/|
<o(l)+—— / / dy'da’
[Inel? Jipi< mﬁﬂy "T> L laf — y/|k‘+2s /|8
<o(1)+ c / In® |y/|dy’
<o — P T =y
(e Jocpyicery [y Ft2o+55"

¢ In |y |dy’
=t | €2 —aes = ol 0.
B 0( ) - |1Il6|2 /2<y |<e—1} |y/|k+2s 0( )7 as € —

Hence, combining (7.3) and (7.4) we have H.; = o(1), as e — 0.

[ e Lo ] v
“Jo el Jipce 2> ’, |2/ — y[F+25=2 |y + (2! — )|

/

dz’ dr

/

(7.3)

(7.4)
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Step 2: In this step, we will show that H.,, = o(1), as € — 0 for m = 2,3. In fact,
we will show this, only for the case m = 2. The assertion, for the case, m = 3, will follow
similarly and much more easily.

By a change of variable we get

1 1 ‘ln ‘y—/| — ln l ?
P S L e
[ Inef? <\y <1 V128 Jjwrs1 |2 =y |2

< H[,+ H,, (7.5)

where

1 da’
H'Q;:—// —/ dy dr
el Jo Jeciyian WP Swisinge-yi<iy [ =y R (el =y

C / 1 / dx’ ,
< — —————dy =o(l), as e — 0,
(el Jeqpy<r 19/ 1P% Jqjar—y <1y 127 —y/|FH2s—2 ’

and

W'l
C 1 ‘ln —Inl
H’/Q;:—/ —~/ —dydw
T el Jeqan WP S gz 20— yE

1 20,/ 1 1
< 02/ n/|§/d|dy/: 02/ ?ﬂ;dr
|ln€| e<|y’|<1 |y | |ln€| e T

=o(1), ase — 0,

where o/ = k — 2& > 2s. Hence, from (7.5) we have H. 9 = o(1), as ¢ — 0.
Step 3: In this step, we will show that He4 = o(1), as € — 0. Similarly, considering
different regions, we see that, it is enough to show the following:

, Info’| —Inly/|* ,
Heyqq = \lne]2 // o N+2s‘x/‘d’y/’&dx dy’ = o(1), as e — 0, (7.6)

where F' is defined as follows:
F={y): e < |2'| < |y/| < eand || < 2]2/|}.

Clearly, F C {(2/,y) : €2 < |2/| < |¢/| < € and |2’ —¢/| < 3|2'|}. So, using, Inr < r —1, for
r > 1, we estimate

1 1 dy’
He 4.1 < — — de,
L — 2 I k—2s+2 ! I k+2s—2
€l Jeacpa<e [2/[F725F2 J 1w _yr1<ajar) |27 — y/[FF20

/
—L/ di:o(l),ase%O.
2

B |1Il€|2 e2<|z|<e |$/|k
Combining Step 1, Step 2 and Step 3 we conclude the lemma.
O

In light of the Lemma 7.1, it is enough to prove that C2°(R™) is dense in W to conclude
Lemma 2.1. The following Lemma shows that, we can approximate u € VW by a sequence
of compactly supported functions lying in W.

Lemma 7.2. Letu € W, 0 < & < 552 and n € C° (BY(0);[0,1]) such that n = 1 in
BY(0) and nj(x) =n(z/j). Then

tim [l = ngully. g g+ [[u = ny], g | = 0.
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Proof. We define

)2 2
bm [ Lo, ol
RN JRN\BN(0) |35 -yl 2/[*y|

Since, n = 1 on Bi¥(0), so, to prove the Lemma, it is enough to prove, jh_>Holon = 0. We
define the following sets

Djo = {(z,y) € RY x RM\ B (0)) : |2[ < [y[/2},

Dj1 = {(z,y) € RY x (RY\ B}'(0)) : [a] = |y|/2 and |z —y| > j},

Djs = {(z,y) € RY x (RM\ BJ(0)) : 2] > [y|/2 and |& —y| < j}.

|77J( ) 77]( )|2
dydzx.
/ / |:c— NA2s [y Y

For m =0,1,2, we write

Then
Iy = Tjo+ Ij1 + . (7.7)
Now, we break
2
[u()? (=) —n;@)I° _ |ns(@) —n;(w)I? Ju(y)|?
’1. _ y\N+25]m’]5‘\y’]5‘ ‘.%' _ y‘23+20m |$ _ y|N*20m\x’\°_‘\y/|5‘ )

where 0g = s, 01 € (0,5) and s < 02 < 1 such that % > max{N —k, k}. We denote,

ol = %%22052 Then using Hélder inequality
N]—VQS
nj (@) —n;(y )| // )’2
dxdy dxdy
</ J, Dy \x—y\N+UmN R
(7.8)
Clearly,
N
// \m m(y)]!V drdy < 5o / / ni@) =W g < o
N+0ms RN JRN y|N+omS
(7.9)

Now, we consider

2 2%
[ Sy i S S
Djo |2 =y \ ofa!|¥]y/| wi>i |y 2 Jel<¥ |z —y|N)y'| 2

X 2%
cof WF 4 c / W g (7.10)
ly|>3j

w3 /|2 [y e

Since, Noy > N > N — k, we estimate

(y)* / / lu(y)*
dzdy < L dxdy
// iz —y |N01|x/| /|4 > {le—yl>j} |z — y| Nt |2/ & ]y |8

l‘<‘y ‘}

Ju(y)[*
+ wy|> i : ——dxd
/y|>A/{ y|>s} |:U—y|NUl oyt Y

/ (%
a2 141 i
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cof b W
< e ‘y/’% |$,|<\ny\ |z’ — y/‘NUi*Nﬁ’k’x/’%
of by e,

> V1P Jiaey>j |2 —y|No

-c u@)l” _ dy
T sy W10y NN

1 |u(y)|2*
+C—— / —dy
jNolfl ly|>; ‘y/’2 a

C Ju(y)[*
< 2N<”1>/ e —dy. (7.11)
ly[>3j

j N—2s

Similarly, using N > Nago > maX{N — k, k}, we can derive

W)* c / Ju(y) >
drdy < —x—= dy. (7.12)
//12 !w—y!N"l\w’! ly'| T s WP

Hence, plugging (7.9), (7.10), (7.11) and (7.12) into (7.8) and then using (7.7) we get

I; < O |ul|?

12+ (RN\BN(O) ) — 0, as j — oo.

‘x/‘Qa

This proves the lemma. O

The next proposition is a reminiscence of the fact, that © is in A;. Although, in this
case, the proof is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.1 and 4.2 of [11].

Proposition 7.3. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every X € R]kv X R{CV, when
N’ =2N and X € RY, when N' = N, the following inequality is true

1 / dz - C
Sup— < .
r>0m Jpxo) © (X +w(z)) ~ O(X)
Using Proposition 7.3 and the fact, that the measure %, is finite on compact sets of

RN, we can derive the following lemma which is related to the boundedness of the maximal
operator.

Lemma 7.4. Let ¢ > 1 and V : RN — R be a measurable function. Then, for any r > 0,

1 i) 4X Ve
L. < Josr VX ”)'d> 505 <C fou 000

for some constant C > 0.

Next, for V : RV :— R measurable, we define the following operator
Vaem(X)i= [ VX~ w@)m(z)dz,
R

where 79 is a radially symmetric mollifier in RY, with 9 > 0 and suppny C B{Y(0). Notice
that, when N’ = N, V x 1y coincides with the usual convolution operator V xny. As a
consequence of Lemma 7.4, we could control appropriate weighted LP norm of V xn9. More
precisely, we could derive the following proposition.
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Proposition 7.5. There exists a constant C' > 0, such that for any measurable function
V:RY — R we have

dX dX
P— < X)W —=

where p = 2, when N' = 2N and p = 2*, when N' = N.
7.2. Proof Of Lemma 2.1.

Proof. We define
dX

LP(RY:0) := {V : RV — R measurable : / [V (X)|P < oo},
RN’ O(X)
where p is defined in the Proposition 7.5. Then, since % is finite on compact sets of

RN, so using Lusin’ s theorem and Proposition 7.5, we can prove that CSO(RN/) is dense

in LP(RY;©). As a consequence of this density and Proposition 7.2 and the fact, that for

any u € W and n € C°(RY), V¥ xn = V¥ we can prove that C°(RY) is dense in W,

where V¥%(x,y) = %, for z,y € RN. This proves that, H*>*(RN) = W, which is
r—y| 27

exactly what we wanted to prove in Lemma 2.1. O
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