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HARDY AND POINCARE INEQUALITIES IN FRACTIONAL
ORLICZ-SOBOLEV SPACES

KAUSHIK BAL, KAUSHIK MOHANTA, PROSENJIT ROY, AND FIROJ SK

ABSTRACT. We provide sufficient conditions for boundary Hardy inequality to hold in bounded
Lipschitz domains, complement of a point (the so called point Hardy inequality), domain above
the graph of a Lipschitz function, complement of a bounded Lipschitz domain in fractional Orlicz-
Sobolev setting. As a consequence we get sufficient conditions for regional fractional Orlicz Poincaré
inequality in bounded Lipschitz domains. Necessary conditions for fractional Orlicz Hardy and re-
gional fractional Orlicz Poincaré inequalities are also given for bounded Lipschitz domains. Various
sufficient conditions on open sets are provided for fractional Orlicz Poincaré inequality and regional
fractional Orlicz Poincaré inequality to hold.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this article is to study two very well known inequalities, the Poincaré inequality and
the Hardy inequality on fractional Orlicz-Sobolev setting. The classical Poincaré inequality [Eval0,
Chapter 5.8.1] states that for any bounded domain D C RY, ¢ > 1 there exists ¢ = ¢(q, N, D) > 0
such that for any f € C>°(D),

(1.1) I fllzapy < ellVfllLa(py-

For bounded domains it is a standard fact that the best constant is attained. Although generalized
in many different direction as can be seen in [Beb03, J786, KZ08, LSY03], for the purpose of this
paper we would like to refer Gossez [Gos74, Lemma 5.7], who generalized eq. (1.1) in Orlicz-Sobolev
setting (defined below). The standard boundary Hardy inequality states that if D is a bounded
Lipschitz domain in R, ¢ > 1, then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(q) > 0 such that for f € C°(D),

(1.2) 1f/6pllzapy < eIV fllLapy,

where 0p(z) := inf{|z—y| : y € D¢}. We shall frequently denote dp(z) by ;. This has been further
developed in [BM97, BMS00, KMP07, MMP98| and several other works. For the generalization to
Orlicz version of local Hardy inequality we refer to [Hei95, KaPPu09, MMOS14, MNOS11].

We shall primarily be concerned with the “Orlicz space” L4(D) and the “fractional Orlicz-

Sobolev space” W*4(D). We start by defining these spaces. A continuous, convex function A :

[0,00) — [0,00) such that %in% @ =0 and 1tlim @ = oo is called an N-function or an Young
— —00

function [AF03, Chapter 8.2].

Definition 1 ( [AF03, Chapter 8.2]). We say that A satisfies the Ag condition globally or simply
the Ay condition (A € Ay) if there exists constant p > 0 such that

A(2t) < pA(t), V £ > 0.
The set

LA<D) = {f : D — R measurable | 3 A > 0 such that Mpap, <§> = OO}
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2 HARDY AND POINCARE INEQUALITIES
is called the Orlicz space and the set
wsA(D) == {f e LA(D) j 3 A > 0 such that Myy..a(p) (i) < oo}

is called the fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space, where

dxd
Mpa(py /A |f(x)])dz and Myys.apy(f // (f |x—y|£’y)’) |xfyy\N'

In the case A(t) = t9 for some ¢ > 1, L4(D) and W*4(D) are well known Lebesgue space LI(D)
and the fractional Sobolev space W*4(D) respectively [DNPV12, p. 524].

For s € (0,1), we start by defining the following important quotients that will be used frequently
throughout this article:

Mysampy(f) Myys.apy(f)
Hysa(D):= inf ——mt Py g (D)= inf o
JeCe D) fA(‘fz)‘)dx rece=) [ Allf(@))dz
and
Myys.a@ny(f)
PR oa(D) = s

inf
f€?°° (D) fA |f(z)])dx

We shall say that
e fractional Orlicz Hardy inequality (denoted as FOHI(s, A)) holds if Hy s 4(D) > 0;
e regional fractional Orlicz Poincaré inequality (RFOPI(s, A)) holds if PJ{,, sA(D) > 0;
e fractional Orlicz Poincaré inequality (FOPI(s, A)) holds if PJ%/, sa(D) > 0.
We start by recalling some literature on fractional Orlicz Hardy inequality for the case when
A(t) = t9, ¢ > 1. Kufner [KT78] proved FOHI(s,t?) in one dimension when D = (0,00). For

bounded Lipschitz domain D, Dyda [Dyd04, Theorem 1.1 and Section 2] proved the following
results:

Theorem 1.1 (Dyda). Let >0 and ¢ > 1. The Ha'rdy inequality,

u u(x
(1.3) (|$D / [ut ‘N+,6’ dacdy, for all w € C.(D),

where ¢ = C(D.ﬁ,N, q) < oo is a constant, holds true in each of the following cases:

(T1) D is a bounded Lipschitz domain and 3 > 1;

(T2) D is a complement of a bounded Lipschitz domain, 5 # 1 and 8 # N;

(T8) D is a domain above the graph of a Lipschitz function RN~ = R and B # 1;
(T4) D is a complement of a point and 3 # N.

The question of best constant in fractional Hardy inequality, that is the exact value of FOHI(s,t7),
was first addressed in [BD11, Theorem 1] for upper half space. Heinig et al. [HKP97, Theorem 3.1]
and Kufner et al. [KP03, Theorem 5.23] studied one dimensional FOH I(s,t?) between two weighted
L7 spaces. Reader may refer to [BC18, CS03, Dyd11, DF12, DV14, EHSV14, FL12, FS08, HKP97,
HSV15, ILTV14, LS10] and references therein for more information related to fractional Hardy
inequality.

Concerning RFOPI(s,A) and FOPI(s,A), we start with the trivial observation that
PY , A(D) > Py, 4(D), that is FOPI(s, A) holds whenever RFOPI(s, A) is true. For a bounded
domain D, RFOPI(s,t?) is true if and only if 2s > 1 [Chel8, Proposition 3.2] whereas FOPI (s, ?)
holds for all s € (0,1) [CR20, Theorem 1.2]. It was first established in [Yerl4, Lemma 1] that
FOPI(s,t?) is true for all values of s, if the domain is an infinite strip i.e. D = (0,1) x R¥~1,
though the best constant was not established. The best constant for the above case is obtained in



HARDY AND POINCARE INEQUALITIES 3

[CR20, Theorem 1.3]. RFOPI(s,t?) for strip like domain is further studied in [CCRS21, Theo-
rem 1.1], where it is established that RFOPI(s,t?) is true if and only if 2s > 1. Sufficient criteria
on domains for RFOPI(s,t?) and FOPI(s,t?) to hold, is provided in [CCRS21, Theorem 1.1-1.4]
and [CR20, Theorem 1.2] respectively. For other related works on fractional Poincaré inequality
and its applications, we refer the reader to [CS03, CR20, CR17], and the references therein.

As of now the theory of fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces is still at an early stage of development.
Bonder-Salort [FBS19, Section 2.2] defined the space W34 (RM) and established basic properties
of the space. For an open bounded set D C R, the space {f € L4(D) | Myys.a@ny(f) < oo} and
corresponding fractional Laplacian have been considered in [SV20, Sal20a]. The fractional Orlicz-
Sobolev space W*4(D) has appeared in Bahrouni et al. [BBX20, Section 2] for any open bounded
set D C RY. For other works on fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces one may refer to [ACPS20b,
ACPS20a, ABS18, BO20, BOT20, BS21, CdP20, FHR20, MSV]. Salort [Sal20b, Theorem 1.1]
proved FOHI in one dimension. In [ACPS21, Theorem 7.4], the authors proved FOHI in the
special case where the domain is RY. Fractional Orlicz Hardy inequality and regional fractional
Orlicz Poincaré inequality for any domain or fractional Orlicz Poincaré inequality for unbounded
domains have not yet appeared in the literature (apart from [Sal20b, ACPS21] as mentioned above).
For A € As, an open bounded set D, s € (0,1), the following version of FOPI(s, A) is proved in
[FBS19, Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.2]:

Mpapy(f) < cMyeawny(f), f€LA(D)

where ¢ = ¢(A, s, N) > 0. Similar results are also proved in [SV20, Sal20a] for general N-function
(without Ay condition).

Primary aim of this article is to generalize theorem 1.1 in the fractional Orlicz setting. This is
achieved via theorems 1.2, 1.4 and 1.5. Theorem 1.2 also provides sufficient condition on A and s
for RFOPI(s, A) to hold on any bounded Lipschitz domain, whereas theorem 1.3 gives sufficient
condition, on bounded Lipschitz domains, for FOHI(s, A) and RFOPI(s, A) not to hold. As an
application of theorems 1.2 and 1.3, at the end of section 3 (see table 1), we give several examples of
A € As and respective ranges of s for which Hardy and regional Poincaré inequality is true or false.
In particular for N-functions ¢4, ¢ > 1 and (1 +¢)log(1 +¢) — ¢ a complete answer, for all values of
s € (0,1) can be provided for FOHI(s, A). At this point, we would like to mention that the line
of argument in the proofs of theorems 1.2, 1.4 and 1.5 are adapted from [Dyd04] where Dyda, in
fact, predicted the possibility of his methods being generalized. Secondary objective of this article
is to study RFOPI(s, A) and FOPI(s,A) for unbounded domains in R". In this direction our
results are proposition 5.1 and theorem 1.6. In proposition 5.1 we give complete characterization of
domains in 1-dimension for which RFOPI(s, A) holds, provided /\EI&F as A(A) =0 (see eq. (1.4)).

Theorem 1.6 provides different sufficient criteria on domains for FOPI(s, A) and RFOPI(s,A)
to hold. As an application of theorem 1.6, at the end of section 5 we provide several non-trivial
examples of domains for which RFOPI(s,A) and FOPI(s,A) holds. An adapted version of a
change of variable formula introduced in [L.S10, Lemma 2.4] is the key ingredient in the proof of
theorem 1.6 which can be regarded as the fractional Orlicz analogue of the results obtained in
[CR20, Theorem 1.2] and [CCRS21, Theorem 1.3].

Our main results are stated below.

Theorem 1.2. Let D C RN be a bounded Lipschitz domain, A € Ay, s € (0,1) and
li\m(i)l}rf as A(A) =0, where as 4 : [0,00) = R is defined by
%

(1.4) a5 A(N) == sup /}()\t).
te[0,00) A5 A(t)

Then FOHI(s,A) and RFOPI(s,A) holds, that is Hy s a(D) > 0 and P]{,@A(D) > 0.
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Theorem 1.3. Let D C RY be a bounded Lipschitz domain, A be an N -function and

—s

€

(1.5) lim ¢ / A(z)dz =peR.

e—0+ z

0
Then

(1) if 5 =0, then both FOHI(s, A) and RFOPI(s,A) do not hold,
(2) if B € (0,00), then FOHI(s, A) does not hold.

Theorem 1.4. Let s € (0,1), A € Ay and a4 be as in eq. (1.4). Assume li}\nj}éﬂl_fA%as7A(A) =0

or li/{n inf)\%a&A()\) =0. Then FOHI(s, A) holds in RN \ {0}, that is Hy s A(RY \ {0}) > 0.
—00
Theorem 1.5. Suppose D C RY be an open set, A € Ay, s € (0,1) and as.a be as in eq. (1.4).
Then FOHI(s, A) holds true, that is Hy s A(D) > 0, in each of the following cases:
(1) D ={(2',2n) € RN | 2/ € RN~L an > ®(2')}, where ® : RN~ — R is a Lipschitz map
and s, A are such that iminf as 4(A) =0 or liminf as 4(A) = 0;
A—=0 A—00 N
(2) D¢ is closure of some bounded Lipschitz domain and s, A are such that li/\rn inf A5 as a(N) =
—00
1-N
= liminf o 4 (A lminf A g 4(A) = liminf as 4(A) = 0.
Ot el or Bt awal =0 o Hinighanalh) =0

Before giving the statement of our last result, that is theorem 1.6, we define some terminologies
that will be required to formulate it in a precise manner.

Definition 2. We say that a set D C RY satisfies the finite ball condition if D does not contain
arbitrarily large balls, that is if

BC(D) :=sup{r: B(z,r) C D, x € D} < 0.

Definition 3. Let {Dg}s be a family of sets in RN, where 8 € A (some indexing set). We say
that the FOPI(s, A) holds uniformly for {Dgs}s if i%f P]%,,&A(Dg) > 0.

Let w € S¥~1 and x € wt, define Lp(z,w) := {t | v +tw € D} CR.

Definition 4. We say an open set D C RY is of type LS(s, A) if there exists ¥ C SN~1 with
positive (N —1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, such that uniform FOPI(s, A) holds for the family
{LD (a:, w)}wEE, rCwt -

Theorem 1.6. Let D C RN be an open set, s € (0,1), A be an N-function and os 4 be as in
eq. (1.4).
(1) Assume that A € As and )\lir(r)l asA(N) = 0. Let there exist ¥ C SN~! with positive
—0+

(N — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure such that sup BC(Lp(z,w)) < co. Then the
weY rewt
RFOPI(s,A) holds true in D.
(2) Assume that there exist R,c1 > 0 such that LN(B(z, R) N D) > ¢ for any x € D. Then
FOPI(s,A) holds in D Vs € (0,1).
(3) FOPI(s,A) holds if D is an LS(s,A) domain.

This paper is arranged in the following way: In section 2, some necessary preliminaries are
discussed. Proof of theorems 1.2 and 1.3 followed by some applications are given in section 3.
Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 are proved in section 4. In section 5 we prove proposition 5.1 and theorem 1.6.
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2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper the following conventions and notations will be followed, unless mentioned
otherwise explicitly:
D will denote an open set in RV, s € (0,1), A will denote an N-function, £* will denote the
Lebesgue measure on R¥, S¥=1 will denote the unit sphere in R*, ¢ will denote a generic constant
which may change from line to line, X¢ will stand for the complement of the set X in appropriate
universal set (to be understood from the context), for any real valued function f or for any Lipschitz
domain D, Lip(f) or Lip(D) will denote the Lipschitz constant, a, 4 will be as in eq. (1.4), p will
be as in definition 1.

We start with some basic facts about N-functions. One may refer to [AF03, KR61] for detailed
discussion on the topic.

Lemma 2.1 ([AF03, Chapter 8.2]). A is an N-function if and only if there exists a non-decreasing,
right continuous function a : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying a(0) =0, a(t) > 0 fort > 0, th%lJra(t) =00
%

such that

T

Az) = /a(t)dt.
0

The following two lemmas will be used frequently in the rest of the article.

Lemma 2.2 ([AF03, Chapter 8.2]). Let A be an N-function, then A and t — ( ) both are strictly
increasing function on (0, 00).

Lemma 2.3. Let A € Ay. Then
A(Mt) < NPA(L) fort € ]0,00), YV A>1,
where p is the constant in definition 1. The above inequality is equivalent to
A(Xt) > NPA(t) fort € ]0,00), YO< A<

Proof. Since A € Ag, there exists p > 0 such that A(2t) < pA(t), V t > 0. Now for a as in
lemma 2.1, using the non decreasing property of a,
2t 2t

pA(t) > A(2t) = /a(T)dT > /a(T)dT > ta(t).
0 t
This implies for any A > 1,

log<((> /ATT / dT—plog</\t>—log()\p).

The lemma follows. g
Lemma 2.4. Let D C RY be a bounded domain, A € Ao. Then for some constant ¢ = c¢(D, A) > 0,
Py ,A(D) > cHy (D).

Proof. Let f € C°(D). First assume diam(D) < 1. By the monotonicity of A,

/AC%?)MZ/AW@HM
D D

In the case diam(D) > 1, we exploit the Ay condition of A and use lemma 2.3 to get
/A(%ﬁ)@z/AmmmmSumpmzmwmnW/AW@mm
D ¢ D D

Hence the lemma follows. O
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Proposition 2.1. Let s € (0,1) and p > 1 be as in lemma 2.3.
(1) If Dy € Dy C RN, then P}, 4(Da) < Py, 4(D1).
(2) Let D C RN be an open set and u € WS4(D). Assume that A € Ay. For t > 0, define
vy € WSA(D) by ve(z) = u(tx). Then

ps—N ff A(IU(QE)-H(@J)\) dxdy t<1,

//A ‘Ut(x) - Ut(y)’ dxdy < eD>tD |z—y|*® [o—y|N
|z —yl* e —y[N = )N 14 (lu(az)—u(yn) drdy 4
Dxb tDxtD [z=yl* ) Ja—yN> " =D
and also
ts—N A ([x)zu()] ) dzdy P>
//A |Ut(x) _vt(y)’ dxdy S tD{{D ( |x—y|*® ) [o—y|N =1,
|LL’ — y‘S ‘:1; — y‘N = tspr ff A (lu(m)fu(yﬂ) dzdy t< 1.
Dxb tDxtD lz=yl* lz—y[N
Furthermore,
Py gD Pl (D
e T e L
P} D Pl D
N’;’f;() < Py, a(tD) < %() ift > 1.
(8) Let D C RN be an open set and t > 0. Assume that A € Ay. Then
Py s,4(D P2 (D
P s a(D P (D
J%() < PR a(tD) < %() ift>1.

(4) Let D CRY be such that BC(D) = oo, then PJ{,’S,A(D) =0= P]%/,S,A(D)'

Proof. (1) Directly follows from the definition.

(2) For the first inequality, take the change of variable X = tz,Y = ty and in case of ¢t < 1, use

lemma 2.2 to infer Ag}{gp,y)) < AU@Y) 1y case of t > 1 use lemma 2.3. For the second
Y) f(zyy)

inequality replace t by %

(3) Similar as case (2).

(4) BC(D) = oo implies there exist a positive sequence {r,}, and a sequence {x,}, such that
rn — 00 and B(xy,,r,) € D. Note that PJ{,’S,A(D) < PJ%’S,A(D). Then by (1) and (3) we
infer that

P]%],s,A(B(O‘) 1))
=

P oa(D) < PY g a(B(n,0)) = Py s a(B(0,70)) < — 0.
This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.5. Let D ;Ct R be an open set with BC(D) < oo and D = U | Iy, where Ii,’s are disjoint
intervals. Then for any k € N, Plljst(Ik) > min{BC(D)*P, 1}P11757A((0, 1)), where p > 1 is as in
lemma 2.3.

Proof. Using (2) of proposition 2.1, we have Pll’s’A(Ik) > diam([k)*ﬁPiS’A((O, 1)), where
5 {s, if diam(I;) < 1,
sp, if diam(I) > 1.
If diam(Ix) < 1, Pll,s,A(Ik) > Pll,s,A(Ov 1). On the other hand if diam(/) > 1,
Pi, a(Ix) = diam (L)~ P, 4((0,1)) = BO(D)"*P Py, 4((0,1)).

Combining the two cases we finally get the desired result. U
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3. FOHI(s,A) AND RFOPI(s,A) ON BOUNDED LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

In this section we shall prove theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Our proof of theorem 1.2 is motivated by
[Dyd04]. We start this section by proving some technical lemmas which will be used in the proof
of theorem 1.2. Let D ; RY be a non-empty open set. Throughout the section we shall assume,
unless stated otherwise, Q2 C D, A € Ay and p is as in definition 1.

We now fix a function f € C2°(D) and define

(3.1) G=G(f,Q11,l2) = {xeﬂ ‘ A(|f§?|> > ZQ:(;; / A(W) dy};

xr
B(x,1162)NQ

where [; > 1, Il are positive numbers, independent of f, whose values are given later.

Lemma 3.1. Let f,l1,1lo be as above. Then

[l | [ (SRR

NG 2€Q\G yen

Proof. For x € Q\ G, using lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, we have

JA(If(é)_—gféy)\) - ilyy|N > / A(!f(r;)_—;]?)l) - iiny

B(z,116,)NQ

> / A (If (Czl)lgx{ (y)l> (llfsli)N

B(z,116,)NQ

1 [f(z) — f(y)] 2 |/ ()]
- (N repgN / A( 03 )dy - z{V+3P2p+1A< 03 ) '

x
B(2,116,)N2

Integrating over Q \ G, we get the desired result. U

In the view of the above lemma, we can says that the set Q\ G is a good set for fractional Orlicz
Hardy inequality in the sense that the required inequality holds in it.

For any x € G, let us define the set E*(z) = {y €FE| @ <|f(y)] < %\f(x)]}

Lemma 3.2. Let x € G and E C B(z,116,) N Q. If LY(E) > 126, then
N E N
EB) < o) - B < oV ().
Proof. Since x € G, E C B(x,116;) N2, by eq. (3.1) we have
[f@)Y o 27 / [f(z) = f(y)] 2p+! / [f(z) — f(v)]
> - =7 > _— .
A< 5y ) = 1ol 4 5 W2 5m 4 5 ay
B(2,1162)NQ E\E*(z)

Note that, y € E\ E*(x) implies |f(z)—f(y)| > | |f(2)|=|f(y)] | > @ Thus by using lemmas 2.2

and 2.3 we get
y (|f<x>\> L2, (|f<sc>|) (CN(E) - £V (E )

53 190 53

. . LN(E lasdY *
Using the hypothesis on measure of E, we get # < LN(E) - 25= < LN(E* (). O

Lemma 3.3. Let By C Q and Ey C B(z,016;) N be such that LN (Ey) > 120Y for all x € Ey.

T () S [ (i< ),

xX
E1NG FEo
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Proof. Assume that Fq N G is non empty. First, we fix n > 1 and pick o € E1 N G such that
Sup _ [f ()] < mlf(zo)l. Also |f(zo)| < 2|f(y)| for any y € E3(xo). Hence, for any y € E3(xo),

IBEE1
using lemmas 2.2 and 2.3,

sup |f(x)|
[ 4P e < ¥ )4 (inf{fs??ce EMG})

EiNG
2n|f(y)| sup{dy | y € E5(z0)} |f(y)]
inf{(s; | r e FE N G} inf{éfc | x € El} 5?‘3 ’

Integrating over y € E3(x¢), using lemma 3.2 and the fact that Ej(z9) C E2, we obtain

/ A <|f§sx)|> iz < 2P+1£7Z\1;(£;V2()E1) /A <suir;{f(?{i5; Tff}zg}l}fé(zy)’) dy.

<LNENG)A ( ) < 2P LN (EA <

EiNG * Bs
Letting n — 1 the proof follows. g

Lemma 3.4. Let Q C D C RY be two open sets, f € C(D), l1,la > 0, G = G(f,Q;11,15),0 <
¥ <1andm € N. Assume 2 = Uj2A;, LN(A;NA) =0V j#iandIng €N such that f =0

on Aj; for j > ng.
(1) If YjeN,
|/ ()] |f ()]
[ A )ass [ o
GNA; Ajtm

then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

ch i< // (=)
[ () ary [ a(MEd)a

GﬂAj Aj—m

(2) If Vj=m,

then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

Q/<|f >d<// <‘f|x—ylsy))|zdiccgl;y|N+CA / A<|f§g)|>daz.

Proof. (1)
[ )=g [ ()=t [ a(5)
QNG I=94,nG J Ajim

S| [ a(U)as

=0

.

IA
hgE
2
2
e
N
-
o =
&
~
Q.
g
+

<.
Il
o
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Here we used the fact that f = 0 for large j forcing the iterative process to terminate. So we have
|f ()] ok |/ (@)]
/ A ( 5o )de <) At AT )d
QNG k=1 o\a

Hence by using above estimate and lemma 3.1 we get

Q/ <|f§S>|>dx:Q4 <|f(§s>\)d+g\/a (1o
Si \/GA<|f§f)|>d“C//A( )

This completes the proof of (1).

(2) Let for each j > 0, k; be the largest nonnegative integer such that j — k;m > 0, so that
0 <j—kjm <m—1. Then kj-many repeated applications of the inequality in the hypothesis gives

R ERCT

A;NG

j—m

7[ / A(f§g>r>dy+ / A(f(%))dy]
f

Aj-m\G Aj—mnG
k;
< <A / A<‘ 5(;”)‘>dy+2vk / A<‘ (gf”)dy
AjokmnG Y k=1 Aj,km\G y
[ A S [ a(2),
AgUnUAp 1 Aj_rm\G Y

Summing over j,

[aC05 )= 5| [ Al e [a(5)e

QNG AgU-UAp, 1 NG

Proceeding as in part (1), the lemma follows.
O

Before proving theorem 1.2, we need a geometric decomposition of a bounded Lipschitz domain
D, given in [Dyd04, p. 581]. We outline the construction for the sake of completeness.

Let us denote = (21,22, - ,oy_1,2N) = (T,2x5) € RY with 2 € RVN"! 2y € R. D ; RN
shall be assumed to be a bounded Lipschitz domain throughout the rest of the section. For any
z € 0D there are linear isometry L, : RV — R and Lipschitz function ¢, : R¥N~1 — R such that
Lip(¢,) < Lip(D) and

L.(D)NB(L.(2),r0) = {z € RN | 2y > ¢.(&)} N B(L.(2),70),
for some positive 1o which depends only on D(existence of r( is guaranteed because 9D is compact).
Without loss of generality, we can assume L, to be the identity map. Because otherwise we can

work with the Lipschitz domain L,(D) and the point L.(z), then pull back the construction to the
original domain D and the point z via L;!. For x € R we set

Vo(z) = |y — ¢.(2)].
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For E C RY~1 and r > 0 define
Q.(E,r):={zxeD|zecE0<V,(x) <r}.

Set
KT:_{xeRN1|]a:g—zg|< 0=1,2, N—1}.

That is K, is an N — 1 dimensional square of side-length 7. @Q.(K,,r) is referred to as a Lipschitz
box and is denoted by @, (7). We now choose p > 0 small enough such that Q.(p) C DNB(z,70/2).
Let z € Q.(p). Then using the fact that ¢,(w) = wy for any w € 0D N B(z, 1),

V() = [on—=¢=(2)] < [on —wn|+[¢z(0) = ¢.(F)| < |zy—wn|+Lip(D)w—2z| < (1+Lip(D))|w—xz|.
Since w is arbitrary, we get

Vz(x)

o T+ Lin(D))

<6, <Vi(a), Ve Qo)

For j € N U {0} consider the dyadic decomposition of K, (by dissecting sides first and then
decomposing the cube into smaller cubes and proceeding by induction) into the union of (N — 1)-
dimensional cubes KJZ for 1 < i < 27(N-1) Now for each j, K;’s have disjoint interiors and have

sides-length 7. Set Ql = Q( ],,0) and define

(3.3) Ap = Q.(K,,p/2°)\ Q.(K,, p/2"1), for k € NU{0}.

Then Aj’s are mutually disjoint sets with Up? A, = Q.(p). Thus the Lipschitz box Q.(p) is the
union of sets A; N Q;'-, 1,7 € N whose pairwise intersections are measure zero sets. Moreover using
egs. (3.2) and (3.3), for k > j, we have

p p :
3.4 <, < —, fi AN Q5
(34) ST+ Lip(D)) = 0 S o frz e AN Q;
and
N N (P P N (NN Y
(3:5) Q) = (5 -gm) (3) = g
Let # € Ay N Q5 and y € A;j N Q) where k > j. Then zb7 < |zy — ¢.(7)| < £ and 357 <

lyny — ¢-(9)| < 5. Moreover both x and y lie ‘above’ the same dyadic cube Qi which has side
length 5. So for 1 <4< N —1, |z — ye| < 4. Therefore |2 — 7| < VN — 14;. Again, using these

[ = yn| = |ox = 0:(8) + 62(&) — 6:(3) + 6:(5) — yn| < 3 + Lin(D)[# — 7l + 2
< 375 +LipD)VN - 1L

So we finally get

\x—yy2<< N—1ﬁ>2+( + Lip(D) N-1ﬁ)2
= 27 9j—1 27

_ (%)2 (N 14 (2+Lip(D) N 1)2> .

This gives us for k > 7,

(3.6) ]a:—y]<—\/N—1+ (Lip(D)V'N — 1+ 2)? formGA;JWQé- andyEAjﬂQé-.
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mnoy 09 4,00

graph of ¢,

|
|
FIGURE 1. Lipschitz box Q.(p), N = 2.

For the next result we consider @ = Q.(p) defined above.

Lemma 3.5. Let )\lil“[I)l as A(X) = 0, where as 4 is as in eq. (1.4). Then there exists a constant
—0+

c=c(D,N,A,s) >0 such that for all f € C°(D) we have

[ (Vs s // (M) e

Q=(p) 0)XQ(p)

Proof. From the hypothesis on s, A it follows that there exists m € N such that

2249(1 4+ Lip(D))asa(2°™(1 + Lip(D))*) < %

Set

1
2m+1 :

Let f € C*(D) and G = G(f,Q-(p); l1,l2). Set By := A; N Q; and Eo = Aji, N Qi- For these

choices of I; and Iy, from egs. (3.4) and (3.5), we get LN (E3) = ?anij\;ﬂ\, and 0, < 55 for x € Es.
Also utilizing egs. (3.4) and (3.6), E2 C B(x,11d;). Thus the sets E; and Es satisfy the hypotheses
of lemma 3.3. Thus we obtain, using lemma 3.3, eq. (3.4) and the choice of m,

/ A <‘f§(?> dx < 2P / | A (25_m5(1 + Lip(D))S‘f(%)‘) dy

(AjﬂQi.)ﬂG A]'erﬂQ;

A (28—7"5(1 + Lip(D))* ‘f%)') N (\f(;,)\) dy

=201+ Lip(D))\/N — 1+ (Lip(D)VN — 1+2)? and I, =

= 2%"P(1 4+ Lip(D)) /

1-m : 1f ()] o8
wideas (1+ Lip(D))4 (120) ;
<2otipohaa marmpo)) [ a(l)a <l [oa(fh)a,
Aj+me;' Y Aj+me§‘ Y

Summing over i = 1, --- ,27(V=1 we obtain
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(3.7) / <|f§S)|>dx§; / A(‘fg))dx.

AjﬂG Aj+m

The lemma follows from lemma 3.4. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Consider the following two sets

Dy ={xeD|0;>p}, and Dy ={x € D |, < p},

where p > 0 is sufficiently small. Then by lemma 3.5 and compactness of 0D, we have

o [ ()

2

since Dy may be covered by sets of the form @, (p) such that every z € Dy belongs to at-most
o =0(D,N) € Nsets of type @, (p). This is possible for sufficiently small p < p, and such a p may

be chosen to depend only on Lip(D), N, ro. We now take G = G(f, D;l1,l2), where I} = _ diam(p)

p
N
and [y = %. Set Fh4 = Dy and Ey = Ds. Then for any = € E,

0z
110, = diam(D)? > diam(D),
which implies Fy C B(x,11d,) and
LN (Ey) = diam(D)Nly > 621,
We can now apply lemma 3.3 to get

(3.9) / A (W) dr < c(El,Eg)/ <‘f§s)‘> da,

DiNG Do

and also from lemma 3.1 we get

310 [ )mse [ (U050 it

DI\G

Combining the estimates eq. (3.8), eq. (3.9) and eq. (3.10) we conclude Hy s 4(D) > 0. If A € Ay,
then using lemma 2.4, P]{Z,S,A(D> > (0. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. For any € € (0,1) denote D, := {z € D | dist(z,0D) < ¢}. Let f. €
Ce°(D) be such that fe =1on D\ D, 0< f: <1on D and |[Vf| <2 on D for some constant
c1 > 0. Now

SR w = [ AR

EX €

o2 [l AR o = [ (RS e
<3/ { / <‘f€|x—y|s(y))|xilyy|fv

D. “yeD,|lz—y|<e

N / A(Ifa(a:)—fs(y)l> dy }dwzg/(h(x)m(x)m

v —yl* |z —yV
yED,|z—y|>e D,
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Using |V f:| < < on D, we get

I(@) = / <|fs(|x)_jz( )|> - iiyy|N < / 4 <01|x—8y|1—s> . ilyy|N

yED,|z—y|<e lz—y|<e

—Ss

€ cle
= / A eyl —dy <c/A ar'™ dT—c/ A(z)dz
£ ly|N — 5 r z

0 0

lyl<e

The fact that 0 < f.(x) <1 on D gives

o) — / A(Ifs(fv)—fs(yﬂ)’m_ p / . dy|N

|z —yl®
yED,|[z—y|>e |z—y|>e
ooA s 25_5A
op—
:c/(r)drgc/ (Z)dz
r z
e 0

The hypothesis on D that it has bounded Lipschitz boundary implies that £V (D) is bounded
above as well as bounded bellow by a constant multiple of €. Let é := max{cy,2}. Then we have,
as € — 0,

—s —s

(c20) (e20)

(3.11) // <‘f€|x_y|s(y)‘>|xdfiy|N—ﬁN( )/A(Zz>dz§c(cQs) / Aiz)dz%ﬁ.

DxD 0 0

Now f. € C(D), f- — 1 pointwise a.e. in D and A is continuous. Therefore by Fatou’s lemma,

(3.12) g%/ <|f€(x)|>dx2/A<61§) dz >0
D D

and

(3.13) lim [ A(|f(2)))dz > A(1)LN (D) > 0.

e—0
D

Now to prove (1) assume 3 = 0. Then LHS of eq. (3.11), which is also the numerator in the
definition of both Hy s 4 and P]{,@A, converges to 0. We now use eqs. (3.12) and (3.13) to conclude

Hy s.4(D) =0 and P]{L&A(D) = 0 respectively. This proves (1).
Now we prove (2). Applying L’hospital rule to eq. (1.5), we get lina eA(e™*) = . So there exists
E—>

no € N such that for n > ng, A(n®) > 57" Using eq. (3.12) we have

(e (@) [ (e

n=nop,

> = Bn ﬁn 1
> e 5 00 00) - 54 (1 ) -
>y / A(n®) da 5L D%\Dﬁl Z 5 (n n+1)
n=no D n=ng n=ng
n n+1
The proof follows after observing that 8 > 0 in eq. (3.11). O

The conclusions we can draw as an application of theorems 1.2 and 1.3, for any bounded Lipschitz
domain D and for any ¢ > 1 are shown bellow in table 1.
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TABLE 1. Conclusions we can draw from theorems 1.2 and 1.3

A(t) Hynsa(D)>0 | Hysa(D)=0 | Py, 4(D)>0 | Py, 4(D)=0

e 36(%,1) 36(0,5] se(é,l) 36(0,%)

t9(1 + | logt|) s € (%,1) 36(0,%) s € (%,1) s € (0,%)

Tz (e se (b s€ (0,3 s€ (D) s€ (0]
(1+t)log(1+1t)—t NA se(0,1) NA s e (0,1).

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.4 AND 1.5

In this section we prove theorems 1.4 and 1.5. The notations and conventions followed in this
section will be the same as that in section 3. We need lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 to prove theorem 1.4
and to prove theorem 1.5 we further need lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose li)\minf)\%ozs,A()\) = 0. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(s,A,N) > 0
—00
such that for any v > 0 and any f € C°(RY),

[ a(GF)e=e J[ () et

B(0,r)c B(0,r)¢xB(0,r)¢

Proof. We can assume f € C°(RY \ {0}), because for the sake of proving the above inequality
the value of f inside B(0,r) does not matter. Let D := RY \ {0} so that &, = |z|, Q := B(0,r)¢,
lh =2mH Iy = £N(B(0,1))2mN (2N — 1), G := G(f,11,12) and Ay = B(0,2% 1)\ B(0,2%r) for
k € NU{0}. For a fixed j € NU {0}, set F; = A; and Fs = Aji,,. Then for z € Ey, 2/r < §, <
201y which gives dist(x, Ajip) < 2977y <145, Again LN (Ax) = £V (B(0,1))2MV e N (2N —1).
So E1, E5 satisfy the hypotheses of lemma 3.3. We can then conclude

[ () et | (e

xT

A]'ﬂG Aj+m
j+m+1,.\s (m+1)s
— 2p+1me / A ((2 4 Tz |5f(y)|> dy —_ 2p+17mN / A 2 - ‘f(y)‘ dy
(2971)* o5 os
j+m Jj+m

20m0s |f(y)|
_ op+I+N / A( 3 > A(’f(@/)’) dy

j+m

_ 2p+1+N2(m+1)(17N)as7A(2(m+1)3) / A <|f(?/)\> dy.
Aj+m
Now we use the hypothesis and choose large enough m = m(s, A, N) € N, so that
|/ ()] 1 / £l
de < = dy.
/ ( 5s ) =2 5 )Y
A;NG Jj+m

Now we can apply lemma 3.4 to complete the proof. U
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose li)\m(i)nf)\%as,,q()\) = 0. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(s,A,N) > 0
-0+
and m = m(s, A, N) € N such that for any r > 0 and any f € C(RY),

RCE

B(0,2mr)c

.. /] A(‘f(ffc)__f,ﬁy)%xdgdjfv* / A<‘f§?‘)dx

B(0,2mr)ex B(0,2mr)¢ B(0,2mr)\B(0,r)

Proof. From the hypothesis on s and A, there exists m € N such that
1
p+1+No(1—m)(1—N) (1—m)s -
oP+1+N g asa (20777 < =
We fix this m. Let D = C°(RN \ {0}), @ = B(0,7)¢, I; = 2, Is = LY(B(0,1))27™N (2N — 1),
G = G(f,Q;11,l3) and Ay, = B(0,281r) \ B(0,2%r), then £N(Ay) = LN (B(0,1))28VrN (2N —1).
As in the previous lemma, we assume f € C°(D). For j > m, set By = Aj and Fy = A;_,,. So for

€ Aj, dist(z, Aj_pn) < 27+ < 145, Also £-4=m) > £N(B(0,1))27mN (2N — 1) = I,. Hence,
for any j > m, we can apply lemma 3.3 to get

/ <\J‘Ci|s)) 4y < g1+ / | (2(1—m|:‘|S\f(y)> "

A]'OG Aj_m

A (2 15l g,
oy 2(( ) A

j—m

_ optl4No(1—m)(1-N) (1—m)s A !f(y)|) du< L 4 <|f(y)\) o,
? 2 ot <2 ) / ( w2 / PR

j—m Jj—m

Finally we apply lemma 3.4 to complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Set D = RV \ {0}, take f € C°(D). Then f = 0 near 0. First let us
assume li/\rr_lg)réf)\% as A(A) = 0. Choose r > 0 small enough, such that, supp(f) € B(0,r)¢. Then
lemma 4.1 implies Hy s 4(D) > 0.

If, however, liminf)\%asﬁ()\) = 0, we choose r > 0 so small that supp(f) C B(0,2"r)c.

A—0+
Proceed exactly same as in the previous case and apply lemma 4.2. The restriction on supp(f)

(&
ensures that the last term in the inequality is zero. Hence Hy s 4(RY \ {0}) > 0. O

We shall the notations as in the geometric decomposition of D, done after lemma 3.3, for
lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.3. For a fived z € 0D, define Qp = UX, Ag, where Ay are as in eq. (3.3). Let
li/\minf as A(A) = 0. Then there exists m = m (Lip(D),s, A) and ¢ = c(Lip(D),s, A) such that
—00

for any f € CX(D),

(5 )eme) [ AU it o [l

m 2(P)\Qm




16 HARDY AND POINCARE INEQUALITIES
Proof. From the hypothesis on s and A, there exists m € N such that

2% (1 + Lip(D))avs,a(2°T™*(1 + Lip(D))*) <

DN | =

We fix this m. Let [; = 2(1 + Lip(D))\/N— 1+ (Lip(D)YN —1+2)2, Iy = 2™ ! and G =
G(f,Q:(p);l1,l2). For j > m, set £y = A; N Q; and Fr = Aj_p, N Qé Equations (3.4) and (3.5)
imply that we can apply lemma 3.3 on E1, F5. Thus we get, utilizing the choice of m,

/ A (‘fé(;)) dr < 21+p—m / A (25+ms<1+Li ( )) |f§8)|> dy
(A4;NQ5HNG Aj Qi

A2+ L)) i)
21+m(1+Lip(D))A<|f§y) ( oy ) y

= 2*"P(1 + Lip(D)) /
Aj—meé-

< 22P(14-Lip(D))as, 4 (2T (14 Lip(D))*) / A (‘f(gf)‘) dy < é / <‘f§8)‘> dy.

) Yy .
AjemnQ: Ajmmn@

Summing over 1 <4 < 2j(N_1) we get

[ () acl [ a(l00),

AjﬂG Ajfm

Applying lemma 3.4 the lemma follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. (1) Without loss of generality, we can assume D = RN=1 x {0}. Let
z € D. First assume the case liIAn i(I)lf asa(A) = 0. Take f € C°(D). Note that for the choice of
%

D in this case, we are free to choose p as large as we want and we still have Q.(p) C D. Choose
p > 0 so that supp(f) C Q.(p). Then applying lemma 3.5 we get

a0t oe= [ a0 )oe=e I a(R=3) a5

2(p) Q= (p)xQ=(p)
!f(fc)—f(y)!> dxdy
SC//“‘( PRSI AT

DxD

Now assume li{n inf ag 4(A) = 0. Lemma 4.3 implies

[ oGt )oese J] AR e [ Ao

0<37N<2m 0<zn, yN<2m $N>2Lm

where m, p is the integer considered in lemma 4.3. Note that m does not depend on p. So we
choose p big enough, so that supp(f) C {x € RN | zy < o} forcing the remainder term in the
above equation to vanish.

(2) Let f € C2°(D). We choose R > 0 large enough so that D¢ C B(0, R). Now DN B(0, R) is a
bounded Lipschitz domain. A careful observation of the proof of theorem 1.2 reveals that, under the
assumption li/\ni(i)ﬁf as.A(A) =0, we can use the same technique to get a constant ¢ = ¢(A,s, N, D)

such that

o [ oalfh)ese [ (MRS pt

DNB(0,R) DNB(0,R)x DNB(0,R)
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even if f ¢ C°(D N B(0, R)).

First we assume lim inf)\%a&A()\) = liminf a5 4(A) = 0.
A—r00 A—0+

We apply lemma 4.1 to get, for any r = R,

w2 [ (g >|>dw<c [ (o=t b

B(0,R)* B(0,R)cx B(0,R)°

Adding eqgs. (4.1) and (4.2), the claim follows.

Now we assume liminf A5 a A(X) = 0. Note that in this case liminf ag 4(A) = 0 is implied.
A0+ A—0+

Consider the extension of f by 0 to whole of RY. Applying lemma 4.2 with r = 271 and then
proceeding similarly as above, the claim follows.

Finally, assume li/\minf as a(A) = 0. Denote V1 >0, D, :={x € D | dist(xz,0D) < n}. An
— 00

application of lemma 4.3, as lemma 3.5 was used in the proof of theorem 1.2, gives

[a(%5) < // (=) o+ [ (%)

€ 2e €

e g (o]

£

for some fixed ¢ > 0 and a constant ¢ = ¢(s, N,A,D) > 0 and or any f € C>(D). Now set
:= D\ D, and let R > 0 be such that Q¢ C B(0, R). Before proceeding further note that if, for
some constant ¢ = ¢(s, N, A, D) > 0 and for all f € C2°(D), we can show

Q/Of >d<"// (T

then the proof will be complete. Set A; := B(0,2/R) \ B(0,2/7R) and A := B(0, R) N 2. Then
for k € N, LN(A) = £V (B(0,1))RN2-=DN(2N _ 1) and for any « € Ay, k > 1, (281 — )R <
6z < 2°R. Whereas LN (Ag) = LY (B(0, R)) — LN (9°), for # € AgU A1, € < 6, < Rand for z € Ay,
e <, <2R. Now let x € A;, y € Ajp,. Then for any j > 0, dist(z,y) < 27T™R = 2m2j ; —- So
it is clear that there exists [1, [ > 0 such that the hypotheses of lemma 3.3 are satisfied. So, we get

S >> wHLN(A) [ <sup{6; |2 € Ajrm) If(y)l)
AZG <6s d“cN(AHm)A/ nf{os [ee Ay oy )Y

B 5 |z € Ajym} |f W)l
- N(Qey. N) 2N / A Sup{9; >
< c(R,L7(Q°,N) ( inf{d | z € A;} 5 dy

comy [ 4 (dLBEION,

0y

Ajtm

Jj+m

Note that li){n inf as 4(A) = 0 implies li){n inf A5 as 4(A) = 0. Choosing m sufficiently large and
—00 —00
then applying this, we get
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LA [ ()

in j+m

The proof follows as an application of lemma 3.4. O

5. RFOPI(s,A) AND FOPI(s, A) ON UNBOUNDED DOMAINS
In this section we study RFOPI(s, A) and FOPI(s, A) for general domains in R,
Proposition 5.1. Let D C R be an open set and )l\l_)I% as A(A) =0. Then P]{f,S,A(D) > 0 if and only
if BC(D) < .

Proof. Suppose BC(D) < oo. There exists a countable number of disjoint open intervals, say I,
such that D = U2 Ii,. Let f € C°(D) \ {0}. Using theorem 1.2 followed by lemma 2.5, we get

J[ A 5 [ a(=go) g

> Pl / A (@) )de > min{BC(D) =, 1}PL,_4((0.1) 3 / (I«
k=1

I, k=1p,

= min{BC(D)~**, 1} P, 4((0, 1))/A(!f(ﬂf) )da

which implies P117S7A(D) > cPll’s,A((O, 1)) > 0. The other part follows from proposition 2.1. O
The next lemma is an important change of variable formula for the fractional Orlicz seminorm.

Lemma 5.1. Let 0 < s <1 and D C RY be a measurable set. Then for any f € C(D),

)
_ / / / / N (If(wa) - f(96+tw)|> dtdldo (z)do(w)

€ -t o=t

weSN-1 gcwl leLp(zw) t€Lp(z,w)
where Lp(xz,w) :=={t | x + tw € D}.

Proof. For a fixed f € C°(D) and = € D, consider the change of variable y = x + z followed by
another change of variable to polar coordinates. We then get

[ (o) [ (s

D zeD—zx

:2/ / / <\f() §x+m)y> drdo(w)dz

z€D weSN-1 re{r>0 | z+rweD}

_ / / <\f) |h(’$x+hw)|>dhd7::’a(w)‘

weSN-1xzeD heLp(xz,w)

Now, for a fixed w € S¥~! we can write z = (v — (z - w)w) + (7 - w)w. Using this we can split the
integral over « € D by considering the change of variable { = - w and z = x — (z - w)w, where
¢ € Lp(z,w) and z € wt. So we get
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SRR

DxD

_ / / / / A<\f(z+€w)—‘];(‘,:—i-(ﬁ—i-h)w)]) dhdﬁda’(hz")da(w)

weSN-1 zcwl ¢eLp(zw) heLp(z,w)

_ / / / / A (f(zwcrg)_—t]':(zﬂw)\) dhd&‘i;(_z);la(w)'

weSN—1 zewl LeLp(zw) tELp (z+Llw,w)+L

We conclude the proof of this lemma with the observation that Lp(z,w) = Lp(z + fw,w) + ¢. This
finishes the proof of the theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let f € C°(D). (1) Applying lemma 5.1 we obtain

[ (M)
[ (e e

weSN-1 gewt teLp(zw)teLp(z

TS ] (g s

weX gew't leLp(z,w) teLp(z,w)

Z / / / / <|f x—i—&rg_t‘ (ﬂc+tw)|> dtdzcﬁ(f)tc’za(w)

wEE rewt fELD x w tEIk

> / [ Ploa) [ s+ w))dtdo(wyiow),

k=1

wEX rewt tely,

where Lp(z,w) = U2, I, for mutually disjoint family of intervals {I}};. From lemma 2.5 we have,
for any k,

Pi, A(Iy) = min{BC(Lp(z,w)) ", 1} P, 4((0,1)).
We can now use the hypothesis of the lemma to get a constant ¢ = ¢(D) > 0 such that ¢ <
min{BC(Lp(z,w))"*P,1}. Again as an application of theorem 1.2 Pll,s,A((O’ 1)) > 0. Using these
we get

//A<‘f<g—;|§y>’) |xd“””dy|N > / / / A(lf (z + tw)|)dtdo (z)do(w)
DxD

weX gcwt teLp(z,w)

>c//A\f dzdo (w /Ayf

weX zeD

which implies that PJ{E .A(D) > 0. This completes the first part of the proof.

(2) We use the positivity, increasing property of A, the fact that f = 0 on D¢ and suitable change
of variable in the following calculation.

// ( \ﬂ?—yin) !wdgd?le :RN // <R8|fﬂf—y!{(ly{)|> \xdgjdj’v

RN xRN RN xRN

> RN / / (ili y@l) yxdgdjzv N /:N(B(Z]fv%)ch) /A(,f %) |) d

zeRN yeB(z,R)ND* RN
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— o [Alr@har= 5 [Ads@) s

RN D
This shows PJ%/, s.4(D) > 0 and the proof of the second part follows.
(3) This is a straightforward use of lemma 5.1 as in the first part of the proof. OJ
As an application of theorem 1.6 we discuss here some examples of some unbounded domains
for which Poincaré inequality holds true, provided lim+ as A(A) = 0 for the first condition (see also
A—0

[CCRS21, CR20]). Although verification of the claims in these examples is straight forward, we
work it out in the second example.

Example 5.1 (Domain between graphs of two functions). Let f; : RVN=! — [m, M] (i = 1,2) be
two bounded continuous function such that fi < fao. We then define D as

D ={(#an) e R | fi(¥) < zn < fo(&)}.
It is easy to verify that all the hypotheses of theorem 1.6 are true.

Example 5.2 (Countable union of parallel strips). Let D := I x R C R2, where I = Uze Ik

and Ij,’s are disjoint intervals with dist(I;,I;) > ~ for a constant v > 0, where I;, I; are any

two distinct intervals. Also assume that sup(L(Ix)) = M < oo. Then it is easy to check that
k

the second condition of theorem 1.6 holds. This gives PZ, ,(I) > 0, for any s € (0,1). Now

choose ¥ = {wy := (cosh,sinf) | § € (0,7/4)}. Then for x € wy, the set Lp(x,wp) can be
expressed as the countable union of disjoint intervals, i.e. Lp(x,wp) = U2 Jp(x,wp). Observe

that LY (Jx (7, wg)) =
c=c(x,wp),

(5.1) Lp(z,wp) = c+ (sec)l.

wse for any k, which is independent of x. Thus, we have for some constant

This gives sup  BC(Lp(z,ws)) < Mv/2 and which shows that the first condition holds. Con-

wQGE,J:Eng

sequently RFOPI (s, A) holds in D when )\li%l as A(A) = 0. For third condition, Using (3) of
—0+

proposition 2.1 and eq. (5.1) we obtain, since 6 € (0,7/4),

Pﬁs’ e )

(cos)sp

So, uniform FOPI(s,A) holds for the collection {Lp(x,wp)},,es. vewg - Hence the domain D s of
type LS(s, A) for any s € (0,1). Consequently FOPI (s, A) holds in D for any s € (0,1).

l
P, A(Lp(z,wp)) > 22 P2, A(D).

Example 5.3 (Concentric annulus). The following domain satisfies condition 2 for all s € (0,1)
of theorem 1.6:
[e.e]

U (0,2k) \ B(0,2k — 1).

Example 5.4 (Domain with holes around points of Z x Z). The following domain satisfies the
condition 2 of theorem 1.6:

D=Rr*\ | |J B(z,1/10)

x€Z2
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