arXiv:2001.04441v2 [math.AP] 22 Oct 2021

ON FRACTIONAL POINCARE INEQUALITY FOR UNBOUNDED
DOMAINS WITH FINITE BALL CONDITIONS: COUNTER EXAMPLE

INDRANIL CHOWDHURY', PROSENJIT ROY?

1. Norwegian University of Science and Technology, Norway. indra,nil.chowdhury@ntnu.no1

2. Indian Institute of Technology, Kanpur, India. prosenjit@iitk.ac.in

ABSTRACT. In this paper we investigate the fractional Poincaré inequality on unbounded
domains. In the local case, Sandeep-Mancini [Moser-Trudinger inequality on conformal
discs, Commun. Contemp. Math, 2010] showed that in the class of simply connected
domains, Poincaré inequality holds if and only if the domain satisfies finite ball condition.
We prove that such a result can not be true in the ‘nonlocal/fractional’ setting even if finite
ball condition is replaced by a related stronger condition. We further provide some sufficient
criterions on domains for fractional Poincaré inequality to hold. In the end, asymptotic
behaviour of all eigenvalues of fractional Dirichlet problems on long cylindrical domains is
addressed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there has been a renewed interest in the theory of fractional Sobolev spaces.
A special interest is due to the fact that these spaces play a fundamental role in the study
of partial differential equations with nonlocal effects which have a wide range of physical
applications, see [5] and references therein. Given an open set 2 € R", let us first define the
quantity

BC(Q) =sup{r : B.(x) C Q,z € Q}.

We say the domain  satisfies the ‘finite ball condition’ if BC'(£2) < oo.
Let us define the space H§(R™) as the closure of C2°(§2) functions(extended by zero to
whole R™) with respect to the norm

1
_ (u(z) — u(y))? 2
1wl s (mny == llull2(0) + </]R” /n o — gt dxdy |

where, C2°(2) denotes the space of smooth functions with compact support in 2. These
spaces can be viewed naturally as the fractional counterpart of H}(2), defined to be the
1

closure of C2°(€2) with respect to the Sobolev norm <HUH%2(Q) + /o \Vu’2> >, Particularly,
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2 FRACTIONAL POINCARE INEQUALITY ON DOMAINS WITH FINITE BALL CONDITION

HE(R™) plays a pivotal role to study the Dirichlet problems involving fractional Laplace
operator (—A)®. For domains with continuous boundary, Hg(R™) can also be written in
particular form (c.f. [20, Theorem 6]):

HG(R™) ={ue H*(R") : u=0 a.e. in Q°},

where H*(R™) := {u: R" = R, |Ju|| gs(rn) < 00} . We refer to [4, 19, 26, 27, 28] and references
therein for more details in this context.
By Poincaré inequality in local case, we mean that the quantity

\V4 2
A1(Q) ;= inf fQ’ Y

> 0.
ueC (2 fQ u?
u;ﬁO

Similarly, We say that fractional Poincaré (FP(s)) inequality holds for H&(R™) if,

(u(z)—u(y))®
P2y g SR IR g dndy

ueH (R™) Jo u?
u#0

> 0.

It is worth noting that fractional Sobolev spaces have many properties which are quite similar
to the properties observed in classical Sobolev spaces as well. Very interestingly, many results
depend on the range of the fractional power s. We refer to [15, 16, 18, 22, 24, 26] and references
therein for general discussions on fractional Sobolev and Hardy’s inequalities.

It is well-known that for domains with finite Lebesgue measure (in particular for bounded

domains), FP(s) inequality holds for all s € (0,1) (for reference, see [27], it also follows from
our Theorem 1.3). Also P,is(Q) corresponds to the first eigenvalue of fractional Dirichlet
problem on bounded domains €, (see, [29, Proposition 9]). Note that, similar to local case,

finite ball condition for domains (BC(f) < o0) is necessary for FP(s) inequality to hold
true. When Q is contained in two parallel hyperplanes (strips), then P,%,S(Q) > 0 for all

€ (0,1) (see, [30] and [12]). Apart from the above mentioned class of domains, to the
best of our knowledge, there are no non-trivial unbounded domain for which existence of
FP(s) inequality is discussed in literature. Our Theorem 1.3 and discussions in section 4
provides several examples of non-trivial domains for which FP(s) inequality holds (or does
not hold). On the other hand in [I3], the authors discussed about the ‘regional fractional
Poincaré’ inequalities for unbounded domain where for any domain 2 the best constant
P,a 4(2) defined as

@) =u)® 12y
P%S(Q) — énfﬂ fQ fQ |mfy| 2+2 ‘
’ ueC® U
Eu;éo( ) Q

It is immediate to note that P2 (Q) > P, (). Hence, if P} () > 0 one find that FP(s)
inequality holds as well. Although one can not guarantee the reverse. In fact, for any bounded
Lipschitz domain Q we have P () = 0 for s € (0, 3] (see [22], also [13, Proposition 2.3]).
But as mentioned above, for any bounded domain we get P,%,S(Q) > 0.
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Interestingly, in local case there is a direct correspondence between Poincaré inequality and
finite ball condition. We have the following result due to Mancini-Sandeep [25] in dimension
n = 2. Any higher dimension version of this result is still unknown.

Proposition 1.1 ([25]). Let Q C R? be simply connected. Then
BC(Q) <oo & Ai(02) >0.
On the other hand, for nonlocal case, one can verify that the simply connected domain
Q =R\ (Z x {(—00,0] U[1,00)})

satisfies finite ball condition (i.e. BC(f) < o0), and P227S(Q) = PQ%S(Rz) =0 for s € (0,3)
(see, e.g. Lemma 2.2). The example reflects that Gagliardo seminorm in fractional case
s € (0, %) does not ’count’ the low dimensional parts of the complement of €2. Hence, we
modify the definition of BC'(2) accordingly and define the following:

BC(Q) = sup{r : |Br(x) N Q| =0, z € Q}.

Definition 1 (Extended finite ball condition). We say the domain © C R" satisfies extended
finite ball condition if BC(Q) < .

In Lemma 2.2, we show that BC(f)) < oo is again a necessary condition on any domain
for FP(s) inequality to hold for s € (0,4). Our main aim is to show that the nonlocal analog
of Proposition 1.1 can non hold even with the extended finite ball condition. Note that,
pathological examples like above (full space like domains) are already ruled out with this
new condition.

Theorem 1.2 (Counter Ezample). Let s € (0,3). There exists a simply connected domain
D C R? satisfying extended finite ball condition (BC(Q)) < o) for which FP(s) inequality
does not hold, i.e. P22,5(D) =0.

Infinite strips are important class of unbounded domains that has finite ball condition.
One can verify that (cf. Theorem 1.3), if the domain is a finite union of strips then FP(s)
is true for all s. Our construction of the domain D, in the above theorem, uses union of
infinite number of parallel strips, separated by a distance that goes to 0 at a special rate, and
another perpendicular strip joining them to keep the simply connected assumption. Theorem
1.2 assures that in the class of simply connected domains, extended finite ball condition is not
sufficient to ensure the FP(s) inequality in the full range of s € (0, 3). In the range s € [1, 1)
such a result is not available yet.

Remark. Interestingly, in Section / (as an application of Theorem 1.3) we will show that

for D, PiS(D) > 0 in the regime s € (3,1). What happens for s = % is unclear to us.

Our next result provides two sufficient criterion for FP(s) inequality to hold true. We start
with some definitions that are required to formulate our next theorem:.

Definition 2 (Uniform FP(s) Inequality). Let {4} be a family of sets in R”, where a € A
(some indexing set). We say FP(s) inequality to hold uniformly for {4 }4, if inf P,% s(2q) > 0.
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For any w € S" ! and 2y € R” we define Lo(zg,w) := {t | z¢ + tw € Q} C R. Here S"~!
denotes the unit sphere in R".

Definition 3 (LS(s) type Domain). We say €2 is of type LS(s), if there exists a set 0 € S" 1,
of positive n — 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure, such that one dimensional FP(s) inequality
holds uniformly for the family of sets {Lo(70,w)}, crn yeo-

Note that, it is sufficient to consider the family of sets for g € P(w) where P(w) denotes
the plane perpendicular to w € S™~!, passing through the origin. The definition of LS(s)
type domain is technical. To provide some geometric intuitions, we present several examples
of LS(s) type domain in Section 4.

Theorem 1.3 (Sufficient Criterion). LetQ C R™ be a domain and s € (0,1). Then P2 (Q) >
0 if Q satisfies one of the following criterion:

(i) There exist R > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that |Q°N B(x, R)| > ¢ for each z € Q.
(ii) Q is a LS(s) type domain.

We believe that condition (i) of Theorem 1.3 is known to the experts, although we provide
the proof for completeness. The main tool to prove part (ii) of Theorem 1.3 is the clever
use of change of variable type formula due to Loss-Sloane [24] which effectively reduces the
problem in to one dimension setting. In Section 4 we present several non-trivial examples of
domains to discuss the sufficient conditions (Theorem 1.3) in details.

Our next aim is to analyze the asymptotic behaviour of eigenvalues for fractional Laplacian
on the class of domain of type Qy := (—¢,¢)"™ X w, where w C R"™" be bounded open set
and n > m € N. In this context, let us consider the following eigenvalue problem:

(1.1) (—A)%ue = A(Q) ug in Oy,
' =0 inQf=R"\Qy.

For detail discussion on the spectrum of fractional eigenvalue problem, we refer to [21, 29].
We establish the following theorem regarding the asymptotic behaviour of the k-th eigenvalue
of the above problem as ¢ — oo,

Theorem 1.4 (Asymptotics of the k-th Eigenvalue). It holds that for 0 < s <1 and k € N
Pl s(@) S A(Q) < Py y(w) + AC?

n—m,s n—m,s

where A is a constant independent of € and A\,() denotes the k-th eigenvalue of (1.1).

For the case when k£ = 1, the above theorem characterises the best Poincaré constant for the
strip like domain R™ x w and this is established in [13, 2]. For the local analogue of Theorem
1.4 (that is for second order elliptic operator in divergence form with Dirichlet boundary
condition), we refer to [10]. Independently, study of problems on €, for large ¢ is carried out
by several authors in the last two decades. For more literature on this subject we refer to
[1,6,7,8,9, 11, 14, 23] for the result considering local operator and [2, 12, 30] for nonlocal
operators. we refer to [17] for related result, regarding the study of spectral gap of fractional
Laplace like operator on rectangular domain.
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The article is organized as follows. In section 2 we provide some preparatory lemmas and
well known results. In Section 3, we construct the domain D as in Theorem 1.2 and present
the prove of Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.3 and as an application of it,
we present some examples of domains for which FP(s) inequality is true. Finally, in Section
5, we present the proof of Theorem 1.4.

2. PRELIMINARY AND TECHNICAL LEMMAS

We introduce some notations that will be followed uniformly through out this article. For
any Lebesgue measurable subset £ C R”, the measure will be denoted by |E|. A ball of
radius r and centre at x will be denoted by by B,(x). For real number z, [z] denotes the
greatest integer less than or equal to x. In this section we introduce some known results and
some technical lemma, that will be useful for the proof of our result. For v € Hg(R"™), we
will denote its Gagliardo semi norm by

SQR . ’x_ ’n+25 xray.

Lemma 2.1. If Q C R" does not satisfy finite ball condition, then Pﬁ,s(Q) =0.

Proof. Fix 0 £ U € C*°(B1(0)) and define A := %. Clearly, A < co. Domain not
B1(0

satisfying finite ball condition implies that for any R > 0 (large) there exist zp € Q such

T

that Br(zgr) C Q. Shifting the coordinate system to xr and defining v(z) = U(%) it is easy
to see that

P2 (Q)gM_R%A—m O
fQU R—o0

Next, we establish that for s € (0, 5) even extended finite ball condition is necessary for
FP(s) inequality to hold.

Lemma 2.2. Let s € (0 ,%) If Q C R™ does not satisfy extended finite ball condition (i.e.
BC(Q) = 00), then P2 (Q) =0.

Proof. The assumption BC(f)) = oo implies that there exists sequences {rj}r C Q and
{Ry}r C R such that Ry — co and

]BRk(xk) N Qc’ = 0.
Hence by De morgan’s law we have |Bp, (zx) N Q| = |Bg, (x))|. Consider the function
1 in BRk(xk) nQ, ~ 1 in BRk (:Ek),
Y = . c VY = . .
0 in (Br(ax) NQ), 0 in (Bre(ar))*,
and note that ¢, € HS(R™) (see the calculation below). As |Bg, (zx) N Q| = |Bg, (xk)|, we

find
/ (¢n(x) — wk(y))zdxdy _ / (Pn () - ik(y))zdxdy
R™ xR™ R™xR™

‘x_y‘n—i&s ’x_y‘n—i&s
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1
=2 / / —————dady = 2R} Py(B1(0))
By (wx) J (Bry (wp))e [& =y k

where Py(B1(0)) := [ B1.(0) f( B1(0))° dedy, and the last equality follows by change of
variable. By [3, Corollary 4.4] we find Py(B;(0)) < oo for s € (0, 3). Therefore we have

(Pr(2) =i (v))? dxd n—29s
n n n S y
P2 () < Jroxrn g — _2RIER(BI0) KR — 0

- Jn [ |?dz ~ |Br,(zp)] k=00
This completes the proof. O

The following lemma provides a sufficient condition on family of domains on real line for
FP(s) inequality to hold.

Lemma 2.3. Consider Q = Ujez (aj,b;) C R, where (aj,b;) are mutually disjoint. Also let
M = max|a; — b;j| < oo (that is BC(Q) < M). Then, for s € (,1), one has for some
J
constant C > 0,
PE(Q) >CM ™%,

Proof. For u € C°(2), we have

(2.1) [u) —u@)F ) 4> Z [uz) —u)P,
: I A P— |1+2s y = |$_ |1+2s Y-

]_—OO

For s € (%, 1), noting that PLS((O, 1)) < oo and by taking suitable scaling, translation and
change of variable we ﬁnd
b.

]u (y)[2 ) U
|1+2s g —dady > Py ((0,1)) |a; — byl udz,

aj

for every j € Z. As ]aj - b-] < M we thus have

U 2 _9s
/R R‘ ‘;)_y‘lgs’ dady > P}, ((0,1)) M™% Z/ x)dx = Pl ,((0,1)) M2 /Qu2.

j=—o00
This finishes the proof of the lemma. O
Lemma 2.4. [An inequality] For m € (0,1), and a,b € R, ||a|™ —|b|™| < |a — b|™.

Proof. 1t suffices to show the result for a,b > 0. To prove the inequality, consider the function
[:RY > Ras f(z) = (x+¢)™ — ™ — 2™, where ¢ > 0 is a fixed constant. Then for any
x>0,

7@ = p( i — ) <0.

(x +e)t—p  gl-p
Therefore, f(x) is monotonically decreasing and as f(0) = 0, for any fixed ¢ > 0 and = > 0
we get
(x+c)" =" —a™ <0.
Whenever, a > b the result follows by taking ¢ = b and © = a — b. Whereas, for a < b the
result follows by taking ¢ = a and x = b — a. O
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Lemma 2.5. Let a,b € R such that |a| < |b|, then there exist a constant depending on n and

€ (0,1) such that
bl poo 1 1 1
/| | pemvin = €6 (i ~ ).

Proof. Let y = (y1,y2), then by change of variable formula we see by choosing y2 = y; tan

that
o bl 3 y1 sec? 0. df
2+2 = 2+2s 2 dyl
a @\ T e N p T+ tan? 0)2 2
1o o do 1 1
_ —2s5—1 — -
- </| i ) </ woct) = 0 (s~ )
where, 2sC(s) = f » (cos0)%df. Tt completes the proof. O
2

The following lemma will be used several times in the proof of our main result.

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < q1 < q2, M,N >0 and s € (0, %) Define Byr,n := (0, M) x (0, N) and

Sqi,2 = (—q2, —q1) X (—00,00), then
dydzx o o o o
/ y%%_C@NKm+Mﬂz—ﬁ2—%@+Mf2+@2]
Bu,n JSqy,00 1 T Yl

where C(s) > 0 is some constant depending on s.

Proof. For ﬁxed x € By N, introduce the change of variable by z =y — x. Then z € (—q2 —
x1,—q1 — 1) ) Then the required integral becomes,

/ / dydz _/ / dz de
Bu,n /S |z — |2+28 B, N (—g2—21,—q1—21) X (—00,00) |z|2+28

q1-92

Now from the previous lemma we obtain,

dyda: / { 1 1 }
=C(s — dz
/BM N / - y‘2+2s ( ) By, N (ql + x1)2s (Q2 + xl)zs

(11 q2
1
s)N — dr
/ { (g1 + x1)? (Q2+$1)2S} !
— C(S) [(Q1 + M)1—2s . q%—2s . (QQ + M)1—2s _’_q% 23] )

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

3. DOMAIN NOT HAVING FRACTIONAL POINCARE

Let = (21, 72) € R? and define a decreasing sequence {s;}jen with the following property:

(3.1) S sl < oo
m=0
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Precise form of the sequence s; will be given later. We will construct the domain with the
countable union of infinite strips. The definition of the domain is the following:

k
Cr = (ak, 1 —I—ak) X (—00,00); k>0 where, a:=k+ Zsj, so=0
§=0
S = (ak — Sk, ak) X (—00,00); k>1.
Sy, denotes the strip between Cp_q1 and C,. We denote the strips similarly on the left hand
side of Y-axis as well,

0
Cr == (ag, ap + 1) x (—00,00); k< —1 where, a:=k— Z 5_j,
j=k+1
Sk = (ax — spp), ax) x (—00,00); k< —1.

For convention we denote Sy = ). Let us now define a domain Qg by

(3.2) Q= J G

k=—00
We note that Qg is symmetric (reflection) about the line x; = 0.

Finally, we denote D = (—o00,00) x (—2,—1) and take the following simply connected
domain to proof Theorem 1.2:

D:.=QyUD.

Now we present the proof of Theorem 1.2. We remark that the value of arbitrary constant
will be denoted by C,C(s) or K in the proof and it may change from line to line.

Proof of the Theorem 1.2. Clearly D is a simply connected domain and BC(D) < oc.
Proof of the theorem consists of different steps. We will prove the theorem by constructing a
sequence of function {1y };, for each k € N and then claiming Ps p(¢,) — 0 as k — oo, where

[V]s D re
Ps,D Y) = — .
W) Jp 2 (z) da
For j € Z, kg € Z" define C’]]?O = {(x1,22) € Cj | x2 € (0,kp)} and the function
1 for z € Uk_,Cko
3.3 = 7507
(8:3) Vho (7) { 0 forx € R?\ U?ZOC;?O.

Note that support{iy x,} C Qo C D. Without any loss of generality we will simply denote
ik, by 9 for rest of the argument.

Step 1: We write

bz +y) — ()’
/Rz /R2( |ny2+25 ) dy dx
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2
:/ / (Y(x + ygﬁ:ﬁ( dy e 2/ / Pz + yg+2s¢($)) dy de
x€Qo Jr+yeQo |y| z€Qo Jz+yeQlf |y|

L SR
2€QE Ja+yeqs |y|

=1 —|—2]12,

where I; and Iy denotes the first and second integral in the previous expression. The third
integral becomes zero as ¥ = 0 on €. We will estimate I; and I separately.

Step 2 (Estimate of Hg): From (3.3) we have

o] win= 3 [ [ (3 | d
z€Qo Jz+yeQf |y|2+28 Z z+yeS; |y|2+28

m=—00 j=—00
k [ dy
=2 Z o )da
m=0 —00 Z‘Ecm :c—i-yESj ‘y’
k  [m/2]
m=0 j=—o0 m=0 [m/2]+1
j#Em,m+1
=J+J2+ Js.

In the above expression

dy
H27m7-:/ zp2(az) / —— |dz.
! Crm ( THyEeS; |y|2+28)

For any fixed z = (z1,22) € R? and j € Z\ {0},  +y € S; if and only if y € S; — {z}. Then
by Lemma 2.5, we have

fsses, %
x—i—yESj ’y‘2+28

Therefore, by (3.3) the term Iy ,,, ; can be written as

(3.4) s = [ @@= [ | G

1 1
laj — 21> Jaj — s — 21>

= g](x)

m

Estimate for J3: It is enough to estimate the first term anzo I2m,m of J3, as the estimate
for the other term follows similarly. Now, by making a simple modification of Lemma 2.6 in
accordance to apply for I ,, n,, we have that

L2, m,m| = C(s)ko| 1 — (14 5n)' 7% + 5,0 % < C(s)kosy, 2
One can use Taylor’s expansion or Lemma 2.4 to obtain the second last inequality in the
previous line. Using (3.4) with j = m, we have
k

k
(35) J3 - Z (]I2,m,m + H2,m,m+l) < C(S)ko Z S%n—2s.
m=0

m=0
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Estimate for J;: We note, given 2s < 1, there exist Py € N such that # <25 < PLO' First,

denote Aj := |a; — sy — 1% and B; := |a; —21|**. Multiply the numerator and denominator
Po—1 pPy—1—¢

of Gj(z) by > 20 A;° Bf to get

AP — BP)
Py—1

<ZAPO 1- zBe>

From the definition of C,, and §;, we see that whenever x € Cp,,

(3.6) Gi(w) =

(3.7) laj — @1; laj — s — 21 > { Iz :jI R ’ S
As 0 < 2sPy < 1, from Lemma 2.4 we obtain
(3.8) |ATY — BI?| < sfijO.
Therefore from (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8), we get
L for j >m+2
(3.9) 1G5 < q (m=glzD=ry R

S .

WW fOI‘]Sm—l

Therefore from (3.4), we have

25 P
kosy;) for i >
W or ) =>m—+ 2,
Iojm < ros25F0
Ml for j <m —1.

‘m_j‘2s(P0+1)

Since s; — 0, we can find a constant C' such that s; < C,Vj. Using this, we have

e
Ji= Z Z 2,5m < Cko Z Z Im _]’25(Po+1 < Cko Z Z 25(P0+1
m=0 j=—o0 m=0 j=—o0 m=0 j= [m
k
1—-2s(Py+1
<Ckoz/m s PorT) Ty < Cls)ko Y mim2(ory)
m=0
(3.10) = Clok?~2s(Po+ 1)

Estimate for Jo: Using (3.9) and the decreasing property of {s;};, we obtain,

m—1 1 00 1
2sPy 2sPy
Z Gj< s [m] Z i — m|2s(Po+1) T St _ i m|2s(Po+1)
J J
J=5]+1, J=l5]+1 j=m+2

j?ﬁmvm'l'l
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Using (3.1) and }272, m < K for some constant K > 0, we obtain

2s P,
(3.11) Y ogi< 2K s
j=l21+1,

From (3.4) and (3.11), we get

k
— 2sP,
(3.12) Jg—%(/cﬁg Z; g]><KkOZsm0.
];ﬁm m+1
Combining (3.5), (3.10) and (3.12),
(3.13) I, < Cko </<;2 2s(Po+1) 4 Z si=2s 4 Z 3231’0) .
m=0 =0

Step 3 (Estimate of [;): We will now estimate the term I;. After changing the variable,
we write

b(y))”
3 / — \x— \2+28) dyde

Jjym=—00

) [2< i Z ! f: Z) i zk: Ek:} /xECm /yecj (wg)—_y|12p£?24‘2)2 dy de

j=—ocom=0 j=k+1m=0 j=0m=0

= 2(A1 + Ag2) + As.

The estimate of A; and A, will be similar and follow the similar line of argument as in Step
2, whereas for the term Az the arguments will be quite different and delicate.

Estimate of A1 and As: We start with the term Ay,

A = Z Z/ ﬂdydm

o0 m=0 7 2E€Cm Jy€EC; |z — y|?+2s

s¢ Z Z/ec’“o

j=—com=0

1
‘CL] — $1‘28 - ]aj +1-— x1‘28

When (j,m) = (—1,0), we can estimate

dx dy < Cky,
/mGCQ /3;6(3 1 x |2+28

after using Lemma 2.6, with ¢ = 0,q0 = 1,M =1 and N = ky. Next we use the similar
argument as done for the term in Estimate of J; and the fact that

’a’j—i_l_‘rl‘?’a]’_wl’ >m—j—1 for (j7m)€{ 7_1}><{07"' 7k}\{(_170)}
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to obtain
- i |Cho| 2—2s(Po+1
(B14)  A<CR+C 3T 3 gy < Ch (k-2 1)
j=—00

m=0
(7,m)#(-1,0)
The estimate of As is exactly similar, in fact one can also see this by observing that A, < A;

(as the integrand in A; is point wise less than the integrand in As, after a change of variable.)
Therefore,

(3.15) Ap + Ay < Cho (k2—28<P0+1> + 1) .

Estimate of As: Finally, we estimate the term As. Note that for each j, m, one has

(V(@) = ¥(y)* (¥(@) — ()
/Cj /m o — g2+ dxdy < /cj /cj PRWEEEE dxdy.

To see this, we first make a change of variable by performing a reflection 7" with respect to
To = M, which sends C,, to Cj(without loss of generality assuming m > j). One can
easily verify that | —T'(y)| > |« — y| for any =,y € C;. Therefore, above estimate holds by

noting (T '(y )) = ¢(y), by the definition of ¢). Hence,

// |x— |2+l2/2) dedy < (k+1) Z// |x_ |2+2s) dady.

Further, we note that we can replace the domain of integration C; x C; by Cy x Cy, which

7,m=0

follows by simple change of variables. Therefore from (3.3),
2
P W) W) 4o — /  dyde
CoxCo T —y[FT2s 20 J(Co\Cy?) |z —y[>T2s

Using Cp \ CF0 00) X (ko,00), we get

dydx o [oe 1
P<2/k0/ |$_ |2+2s:2/k0 </ / 7|Z|2+2sd2> dx
00,00) X (ko,00 Co —oo Jko—x2

Now using Lemma 2.5, we get we have for some positive constant C' ,

dx

P< = Cky >,
C/ko ko — 2o|% ¢

Therefore, A3 < Ck?kj2*. We finally have from (3.14), (3.15) and from the previous inequal-
ity, that

(3.16) I, < Chok? 20+ 4 Op2gL -2,
Step 4 (Final steps): Note that

k
(3.17) /D Wa)dr =3 /C V3(z) dz = ko,
i=07C
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Therefore from (3.13), (3.16), (3.17) and using 1 — 2s < 2sF, we have

k k
I +1
Ps,D(¢) = 1];]; 2 <C <k71_28(P0+1) + k,k,o—2s + = 2 : 87171_25 n p1 Z 8[1,;_1}28) ‘

0 m=0 m=0

Now choose kg = k?, where 254 > 1 and the choice of s, such that S oSk < 00, then

clearly the right hand side of the above expression tends to zero as k — oco. This completes
the proof of the theorem. O

4. ON SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 and discuss on the sufficient conditions in details.
Before we present the proof, let us first recall the key identity by Loss- Sloane [24] which
applies to prove the second part of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 4.1. [Loss-Sloane] Let Q@ C R", then for u € C°(),

_ tw))?
L s 0fu / / / (u( + sw) ﬂfs—i— w)) dtdsdu(z)dw
wesSr—1 MHz:z-w=0} Jx+sweN,z+Htwe) |S - t|

where p denotes the n — 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure on the plane x - w = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Part one: We start with the right hand side of the inequality,
for any u € C2°(Q2)

2
fon = [ [ e
Rexrr [T — Y zeR™ JyeQenB(z,R) |z —y

As u =0 on QFf and |:c—y1|n+2s > Rnﬂzs for each y € Q°N B(x, R), we finally have

(u(z) —uly))? )
g —gmtas drdy = Q°NB(x, R u”(x) dx
/xER" /yEQCﬂB(;E R) |33 — y|”+25 R n+2s | ( )| ( )

R?’L
c
> Rios /Quz(x) dzx.
Hence the result follows.

Second Part: Take Q2 = R"™ in Lemma 4.1. Then
(u(z + sw) — u(z + tw))?
2I7l ° R" /chr /{m -w=0} </s teR |S - t|1+28 dtds dlu(x)dw

Notice that since we have assumed LS(s) property on the domain, this implies that for each
fixed w € w,z € P(w) there exist a constant C' > 0, independent of o and P(w) such that

(u(z + sw) — u(z + tw))? / 5
dtds > C | uv*(x + sw)ds.
[ )

Plugging the above two inequalities together we obtain,

In s rnu] > g/ / </ u?(z + sw)ds) dp(x)dw
2 Joeo {z:z-w=0} R
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_¢ / / u?(z + sw)dsdu(zx) | dw = g/ / wldrdw = %/ u?dz.
2 weEo {z:z-w=0} JR 2 weo JR™ 2 Q
O

This finishes the proof of the theorem.

As an application of Theorem 1.3, we now present some examples of unbounded domains
for which fractional Poincaré inequality is true:

Example 1: Finite union of infinite strips. By infinite strip we mean the region
contained in between two parallel hyperplanes. It is very easy to verify that the criteria in
Theorem 1.3 (i) holds here. Therefore, fractional Poincare inequality hold for all s € (0,1).

Example 2: D as in Theorem 1.2. For s € (%, 1) there is an easy geometric charac-
terisation for any domain Q to satisfy LS(s) condition. A domain € satisfies LS(s) condition
if and only if

sup BC(Lg(xg,w)) < 00,
roER™ ,wECT

where the sets {Lq(20,w)}, cprn we, 15 as in Definition 3. This follows as an immediate
application of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3. From this it clear that D for s > % satisfies LS(s)
condition and hence the FP(s) inequality holds.

Example 3: Infinite number of parallel infinite strips. If {2 is union of infinite
number of parallel infinite strips, each one is of width 1, with the property that distance
between any two consecutive strips is bounded below by a strictly positive number. Then
FP(s) is true for all s € (0,1) both as an application of condition (i) and (ii) in Theorem 1.3.

Example 4: Infinite Strips with decreasing width. First let us consider the following
one dimensional set.

1 1 2 2 1
0 =(01)U@22+5)UB3+)UE+3.3+5+ U

Basically length of n-th interval is % and the distance between n and n + 1-th interval is also
%. Then define

Q=M0NU (—Ql) .
One can check that P127 4(£2) > 0 as an application of condition (i) of Theorem 1.3. Also if we
consider D = Q x (—o0,00) C R%. Then, it is easy to check that P{,(D) > 0 as an application
of condition (i) of Theorem 1.3. This example serves as an exami)le where the width of the
strips ( of both the domain and its complement) goes to 0.

Example 5: Concentric balls. The following domain satisfies the first criterion for all
s € (0,1), but not a domain of LS(s) type.

0 := | Bar(0) \ Bax-1(0).
k=1
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Example 6: Domain with holes at Z x Z coordinates. For n,m € Z, let B,.((n,m))
denotes the ball centered at (n,m) and radius r for any r > 0 small enough. It is easy to
check that the following domain satisfies the condition (i) of Theorem 1.3:

Q:=R\ [ |J Br((n,m))

n,me”L

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

As mentioned in the introduction, the proof of the theorem for k£ = 1 is done in [13], but
we will present some details of the proof of the sake of completeness. First, let us start with
some preliminary results that will be useful to prove Theorem 1.4. For 2 C R"

(—A)u = AQ)u in Q,
w=0 inQ°=R"\Q.

It is well known (see, [29]) that the set of eigenvalues for the above problem are discrete and
tends to infinity. The first eigenvalue is simple and strictly positive. If Ax(2) denotes the
k-th eigenvalue and u* denotes the corresponding eigenfunction, then

Jon Jon %ﬁdiﬂd@/

5.1 (D)) = inf
(5.1) ) veHg, (R")\{0} Jov3 (=
vlul,. uk—1
In the above expression v L u' means that fQ vut =0, for i =1,2,--- .,k — 1. Also, for any
r € R%, we will use the following:
(5.2) P2 Q)= P! (z+Q).

Now we present the proof of the theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. First we consider the case when k = 1. In [13, Theorem 1.4], it is
established that P?_,, (w) = P2 (R™xw). Now, the first part of the required inequality, that
is, P2_ ms(w) < P,% S(Qg) follows from the domain monotonicity property of P,% s (It D C Qo,
then P2 (Q) < P2 (D)). The second part of the required inequality follows following the
similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [13].

Now we consider the case when k = 2. We divide the domain €0y in the z; direction with
equal Lebesgue measure as follows:

¢ 04
Que = <— 2 —§> X (—6,0™ ! X w, Qrag = <— 3 §> x (—£,0™ 1 x w,
Q2.0 = (gl) X (—4,0)" " x w.

We denote by Ai(Q;¢) the first eigenvalue of the problem (5.1), where Q is replaced by
Qiye, 1 = 1,2 and v; ¢ is the corresponding normalized first eigenfunctions respectively. Since
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Qe C Qe C Q(we have identified 2, with its appropriate translate), then it holds by using
3 3
(5.2) that

3 C
(53) PT% ms( ) < )‘1(95) < Al(QzZ) < )‘1(9 ) < Pg ms( )+ s
In the last step we have used Theorem 1.2 of [13] where the case k = 1 is considered.

Define the function
Py = 11 + oV

where ¢, co € R. We can choose both ¢q, ¢o to be non zero, such that

(5.4) Ypug = 01/ v1,eup + 62/ v pup = 0,
o, o, o,

where uy denotes the first eigenfunction of the problem (1.1). Now we calculate the fractional
semi norm of the function 1y,

/n/n !¢z|$_ |n+(28)\ dudy

/ / le1 (vie(x) —v1(y)) + c2 (v2(x) — U2’é(y))|2 dzdy.

|z — y[rr2e

With out any loss of generality we can assume the uy is the normalized eigenfunction, that is

(5.5) /m ui = 1.

Notice that vq, and vy ¢ has disjoint supports, therefore we have

/n/n e(a) = vely)l dx dy—c1)\1(Q1 £)+C2A1(Q”)

‘.Z'—y’"+25
b [ [ CuE)=uioMoade) “nls) gy,
Qg JQ |z — y[nt2s

Using (5.2), we obtain A\ (Q1,¢) = A1(Q2,). We can further simplify the second integral above
to get

|the () — he(y)]? vye(2)v2,0(y)
dedy = (c] +¢3) M(Q1e) — 2c1c2 dxdy.
/n/n ’x_y’n+28 ( 1 2) Q2e Qle ’x_y‘n+2s

Using Young’s inequality,

/n / IWIx — y|"+(2s)| drdy < (cf + 02) A1 (@)

v e( |va,e(y
(5.6) +c / / dxdy + ¢ dxdy.
! Q2,0 Q1,0 |z — |n+28 ? Q2,0 Y Q1 |z — |n+2s




FRACTIONAL POINCARE INEQUALITY ON DOMAINS WITH FINITE BALL CONDITION 17

We will only present the estimate for the term sz , le , M dxdy. The estimate for

T y‘7l+25
the other integral follows similarly. Using |z —y| > % for z € Q10 and y € Q2 and (5.5) we
derive that

v e(z C
. dxd —
5 7) /Qz ¢ /Ql ¢ ’x — ’n+25 v = €"+28 ’sz‘ grn—m+2s’
Therefore from (5.6) and (5. ) we get
V(@) — Ye(y)l? ¢
(5.8) /n /n ‘x ~ y’n+25 drdy < (¢ +¢3) M(Q1e) + T
Now we use (5.5) to get
(5.9) Yi(x) do = c%/ v] g( ) dx + 62/ fug’z(x) dr = +c3.
Q Q1. Q2.
By the identity (5.1) and noting the fact (5.4), we find
Po(a)—0
i < 2 e %ddl’
Jon Vi (2
Therefore from (5.3), (5.8) and (5.9), we have
C C C
A2(Q) < M (Quy) + i = <Py W)+ 7 T

The result then follows after using A\ (£2) < A2(€) and (5.3).

For the case of general k, we have to split the domain §2, into 2k — 1 subdomains in x
direction with equal Lebesgue measure and proceed similarly as done above. O
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