arXiv:2111.15067v1 [math.AP] 30 Nov 2021

CAFFARELLI-KOHN-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES FOR CURL-FREE
VECTOR FIELDS AND SECOND ORDER DERIVATIVES

CRISTIAN CAZACU, JOSHUA FLYNN, AND NGUYEN LAM

ABSTRACT. The present work has as a first goal to extend the previous results in [10]
to weighted uncertainty principles with nontrivial radially symmetric weights applied to
curl-free vector fields. Part of these new inequalities generalize the family of Caffarelli-
Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN) inequalities studied by Catrina and Costa in [7] from scalar
fields to curl-free vector fields. We will apply a new representation of curl-free vector
fields developed by Hamamoto in [28]. The newly obtained results are also sharp and
minimizers are completely described.

Secondly, we prove new sharp second order interpolation functional inequalities for
scalar fields with radial weights generalizing the previous results in [10]. We apply new
factorization methods being inspired by our recent work [11]. The main novelty in this
case is that we are able to find a new independent family of minimizers based on the
solutions of Kummer’s differential equations.

We point out that the two types of weighted inequalities under consideration (first
order inequalities for curl-free vector fields vs. second order inequalities for scalar fields)
represent independent families of inequalities unless the weights are trivial.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is twofold:

a). We study the sharp constants in the weighted inequalities of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
(CKN) type having the form

P [ ITUE [ :
d dx > C{(N,a,b d 1.1
fo et L, = ) ([ ) Y

for any curl-free vector field (defined below) U € (C5°(RY \ {O}))N and C1(N,a,b)
is the sharp constant in (1.1); the parameter (a,b) may be any point in R* N > 2
and C§°(RY \ {0}) denotes the space of smooth functions compactly supported in

RY \ {0}.

b). We analyze the sharp second order CKN inequalities for scalar fields of the form
N v

/ |Au|2dx/ |x|2a+2
rv [2[** g ||

for any u € C°(RN \ {0}); @ € R is given and C5(N, a) denotes the best constant in
(1.2).

2dx > Cy(N, a) (/RN |Vu|2dx)2, (1.2)
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State of the art. The CKN inequalities were first introduced in 1984 by Caffarelli, Kohn
and Nirenberg in the pioneering work [5] to generalize many well-known and important
inequalities in analysis such as Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, Hardy-Sobolev inequali-
ties, Nash’s inequalities, Sobolev inequalities, etc. Since then, due to their important roles
and applications in many areas of pure and applied mathematics, especially in analysis
and PDE, the CKN type inequalities have been studied extensively in the literature by
many authors; e.g., see 2,3, 6,18, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 29] and the references therein.
Afterwards, many researchers have become interested in studying finer properties such
as sharp constants for CKN inequalities and their extremizers. An important subfamily
consists of the extensively studied sharp L2:-CKN inequalities given by

Juf? [Vul® 2 Juf? i co (N
|2adx s B dx > C*(N,a,b) N |x|a+b+1dx ,u e CPRYN\{0}). (1.3)

N|l‘

Notice that inequality (1.3) represents the scalar version of the family (1.1). The best
constant C*(N,a,b) > 0 is known and the minimizers are fully described. We recall
that these aspects of (1.3) were first studied by Costa in [13] for a particular range of
parameters by using the erpanding-the-square method, and then by Catrina and Costa
in [7] for the full range of parameters using spherical harmonics decomposition and the
Kelvin transform. (An argument without needing spherical harmonics is found in [20].)
The obtained results depend on some parameter regions defined as in

(A ={(a,b) | b+1—a>0, b< (N -2)/2}
Ay = {(a,b) |b+1—a<0, b>(N-—2)/2}
AZI.AlU.AQ

By :={(a,b) | b+1-a<0, b<(N-2)/2} (1.4)
By :={(a,b) | b+1—a>0, b> (N —2)/2}
| B:=B,UDB;
More precisely, it was showed in [7] that in the region A, the best constant is C'(N, a,b) =
IV = (a;— b+ 1)l and it is achieved by the nontrivial functions u(z) = v exp ;Tbl;l__(;) )

with t < 0 in A; and ¢ > 0 in Ay, and v a nonzero constant. In the region B, the
. IN — (3b —a+ 3)|
best constant is C'(N,a,b) =

ula) = AfaP O exp

only values of the parameters where the best constant is not achieved are those on the
N—-2(b+1
line @ = b+ 1 where the best constant is C(N,b+ 1,b) = | 2( i >| In this latter
case the CKN inequality degenerates into a weighted Hardy-Leray type inequality.
Very recently, the authors of the present paper provided in [11] a very simple and
direct proof (bypassing spherical harmonics and the Kelvin transform) of the refined
CKN inequality

Juf? |z Vu? o Juf? i oo (RN
dx v de Z C (N, a, b) n ‘x|a+b+1 dx , U € CO (R \{O}),

(1.5)
where C?(N, a, b) denotes the sharp constant in (1.5). It was shown in [11] that C*(N, a,b) =
C?(N,a,b) for the whole range of parameters (a,b) € R?. However, inequality (1.5) re-
quires only the radial derivative 0, := ﬁ -V on the left hand side instead of the full

and it is achieved by the functions

t‘.ﬁl]|b+1_a
), with t > 0 in B; and t < 0 in By. In addition, the
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gradient. Of course, this makes (1.5) finer than (1.3) since |0,u| < |Vu|. We also charac-
terized in [11] all the optimizers. The interesting fact which occurs is that the minimizers
of (1.5) are not necessarily radially symmetric (as happens for (1.3)) and they differ from
the minimizers of (1.3) by a multiplicative function depending only on the spherical com-
ponent. It is important to emphasize that the obtained minimizers do not belong to the
space C5°(RY \ {0}) but to the functional spaces defined as the closure of C§°(RY \ {0})
in the corresponding energy norm. This was an aspect which is not considered in [7] but
we explained it in detail in [11].

Going back to the subclass (1.3) of CKN inequalities, we notice that it recovers the
mathematical formulation for three famous inequalities of quantum mechanics, namely
the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle (HUP), the Hydrogen Uncertainty Principle (HyUP)
and the Hardy Inequality (HI). The HUP is obtained when ¢ = —1 and b = 0: for any
N > 1, there holds

N? 2
/RN |Vu|2dx/RN || |ul?dx > - (/RN |u|2dx) . Yu € CP(RY). (1.6)

It can also be extended to functions u in the Schwartz space S(RY) or in appropriate
2
Sobolev spaces. It can also be verified that the constant e in the (1.6) is sharp and is

attainable in S(RY) by minimizers of the form u(z) = ye ?*F v € R, 8 > 0 (see, e.g.
[22]). When a = b = 0 we recover the HyUP: for any N > 2, there holds

N 2 2 2
/ \vu|2dx/ upax > =D / PP} wecz@™. @
RN RN 4 Ry 2]
(N —1)°
4

the form u(z) = ve Pl v € R, B > 0 (see, e.g. [23]). Notice that in this case these
minimizers are not in S(RY) but are in the Sobolev space W12(RY).

In the case a = 1 and b = 0 we have a degenerate case of (1.3) which emerges as the
famous HI: for any N > 3, there holds

The constant in (1.7) is also optimal and can be attained by minimizers of

N —2)? 2
/ Vuf2dx > | . )/ i, va e co®y), (1.8)
RN RN |z]

The constant in (1.8) is sharp but not achieved. There has been considerable interest in
the HI, its extension and their applications over the last few decades. One of the very
first application of the HI (1.8) appeared for N = 3 in Leray’s paper [30] when he studied
the Navier-Stokes equations. Since the HI is not a priority of this paper we avoid to
cite futher references for (1.8). Inequalities (1.6)-(1.8) are independent but all of them

can be deduced by applying the divergence theorem and Holder inequality. On the other
(N—2)*

hand, it is easy to check that the HI (1.8) implies (1.6) with a worse constant, i.e. =

instead of NTQ.

HUP, HyUP and HI for vector fields. Motivated by questions in hydrodynamics
it is important and interesting to compute the best constants of functional inequalities
such as HI, HUP, CKN-type inequalities, etc., for vector fields. Special classes of vector
fields which appear frequently in applications are divergence-free vector fields (a restric-
tion which enhances for instance the Stokes/Navier-Stokes equations for incompressible
fluids) or curl-free vector fields (see e.g. Maxwell equations of electromagnetism). Here
a divergence-free vector field U = (Uy,...,Un) € (CSO(RN))N satisfies divU = 0. By a
curl-free vector field we understand a vector field of the form U = Vu, where u : RY — C
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is a scalar potential field. As a consequence of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, HUP, HyUP,
HI, L2-CKN inequalities for scalar fields transfer easily with the same best constant to
non-restricted vector fields. A key question which arises is whether the new sharp con-
stant remains the same as in the scalar case or improves in the case of vector fields with
restrictions. Let us next recall the main results which have been done so far in this
direction. If there is no restriction on the vector field, then we get from (1.8) that

_ 9\2 2
/ |IVU2dx > (N4 2) / Ul dx (1.9)
RN R

v ol
(N —2)°
1

divergence-free vector fields with some additional restrictions (axisymmetric assumption)

we have ) ,
N —2) 8 |U]|
s 1 [
/RN|VU\ dx > 1 ( +N2+4N—4 - ‘x|2dx

(N —2)? 8 . . : .
and —— ( 1+ —————] is sharp. Obviously, this new sharp constant im-

4 N2 +4N —4
N —2)°
u of the Hardy inequality (1.9) without

restrictions. Recently, Hamamoto proved in [25] that the additional assumption in [14]
that U is axisymmetric can be removed and we still achieve the same best constant

(N —2)? 8 : :
1 1+ N TN 1) The HI for curl-free vector fields is equivalent to the

so-called Hard-Rellich inequality

2
/ \Au|2dx2>\ﬁ(]\7)/ Vul iy
RN

2
Y 7]

and the constant is optimal. In [14], Costin and Maz’ya showed that for

proves the original optimal constant

where u si a potential scalar fields for U, i.e. U = Vu. The sharp constant \*(N)
was determined progressively depending on the dimension N. First it was shown in [32]
that M(N) = NTQ for any N > 5 by using spherical harmonics decomposition. Later,
for N € {3,4} it was shown that \*(3) = 2 and A(4) = 3 by means of the Fourier
transform (in [1]), Bessel pairs (in [24]) or an alternative proof using spherical harmonics
decomposition in [9]. Hamamoto and Takahashi also investigated and determined in [27]
the sharp constants of weighted Hardy type inequalities for curl-free vector fields.

In contrast with HI, to our knowledge HUP, HyUP or CKN inequalities for divergence-
free and curl-free vector fields with best constants have been less investigated so far.

The problem of finding the best constant of HUP when one replaces u in (1.6) by a
divergence-free vector field U was posed by Maz'ya in [31, Section 3.9]. Indeed, Maz’ya
raised the following question in [31, Section 3.9]: determine the best constant p*(N) in
the following inequality

2
/ |VU\2dx/ |lz|?|U|2dx > u*(N) (/ |U|2dx) . YU e (CP®M)Y,  divU = 0.
RN RN RN

(1.10)
In the recent paper [10], among other obtained results we answered in particular to the
Maz'ya question for N = 2 and we showed that p*(2) = 4. Motivated by the fact that in
R2, the divergence-free vector fields are isometrically isomorphic to the curl-free vector
fields in the two-dimensional case, a divergence-free vector can be written in the form
U = (—g,, ty,) where u is a scalar field. If U € (C(R2))” then also u € C5°(R2).
Then, after integration by parts we get
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/|VU‘2dX2/ \Au|2dx.
R2 R2

Therefore (1.10) is equivalent to the following second order CKN-type inequality in R?:

2
/R2 \Au|2dx/R2 22| Vul?dx > p*(2) (/11&2 \Vu|2dx) : (1.11)

Then, by using spherical harmonic decomposition, we showed in [10] that pu*(2) = 4 is

sharp in (1.11) and is achieved by the Gaussian profiles of the form u(x) = ae Pl
B > 0. Therefore p*(2) = 4 is sharp in (1.10) and is attained by the vector fields of the

form U (z) = <—oze_6|$|2x2,ae_mx‘Qxl), B8>0,a€eR.

Very recently, Hamamoto answered Maz’ya’s open question in the remaining case N >
3 in [26]. More precisely, Hamamoto applied the poloidal-toroidal decomposition to prove

2
that u*(N) = 1 (\/N2 “A(N—3)+ 2) when N > 3.

It is worthy to mention that we also proved in [10] the following sharp HUP for curl-free
vector fields: for U € (C5°(RY ))N, curlU = 0, there holds

N 9 2 2
/ |VU|2dX/ |x|2|U|2dXZ<T+) (/ |U|2dx) , (1.12)
RN RN RN

by improving the best constant NTQ which corresponds to scalar fields in (1.6). Indeed,
since in this case we can write U = Vu for some scalar potential u : RN — C, (1.12) is
equivalent to the following second order CKN inequality:

N +2)? 2
/ \Au|2dx/ 2| | Vu|*dx > % (/ \Vu|2dx) : (1.13)
RN RN RN

Then, by using spherical harmonics decomposition, we proved in [10] that the constant

(N +2)? . o . : :
——— is optimal in (1.13) and is attained for Gaussian profiles of the form u(z) =

4
~Blal? N+2\". . N
e , B > 0. Therefore, the constant — ) sharp in (1.12) and is achieved by

the vector fields U (z) = ae?*’z, g > 0.
Along the same line of thought, we proved in addition in [10] that for N > 5, then for

U e (C*(RM))™, curlU = 0 :

N +1)2 U2\’
/ |VU\2dX/ Updx > YD / UP ) (1.14)
RN RN 4 RN ‘:L’|

Equivalently, that is

2 2 2
/ |Au\2dx/ Vupdx > YD / VPl i) (1.15)
RN RN 4 RN |l‘|
(N +1)?
4

attained for functions of the form u(z) = a (1 + f|z|) e ?*l, 3 > 0. Hence the constant
(N +1)?

for a scalar potential u corresponding to U. The constant is optimal and it is

is also optimal in (1.14) and is attained by U(z) = ae ?*lz, 8 > 0. Thus, this

new constant is larger than the constant (NZI)Q in (1.7).
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2. MAIN RESULTS

The first principal goal of this article is to study the weighted versions of the HUP
and HyUP for curl-free vector fields which are described in (1.1). The second goal is
to analyze the weighted second order inequalities in (1.2). We note that, since we are
dealing with weights, it is not true in general that for curl-free vector fields U with a
scalar potential u (i.e. U = Vu) there holds

JRioay N
ry |z Ry |z

unless a = 0. Therefore, the family of inequalities in (1.1)-(1.2) are independent in
general when a # 0. That is, the spherical harmonics decomposition used in [10] is not
applicable in this situation for the family (1.1) and becomes more difficult to be applied
for the family (1.2).

Therefore, a new approach needs to be used to establish the weighted cases in (1.1).
In this paper, we will apply a new representation for curl-free vector fields developed in
28] to establish a very general L?-CKN inequality for curl-free vector fields that contains
the HUP and HyUP for curl-free vector fields as specific cases. To prove the second order
inequalities in (1.2) we apply the expanding square method in a new fashion way being
inspired by our previous work [11] where we did it for first order inequalities.

In order to state the main results we need to introduce some notations and definitions
regarding the functional framework. Thus, let X, (RN ) be the set of vector fields U €

C> (RN \ {O})N such that

2 2 2
/ VU dx < o0, / &dx < 00, &dx < 00,
R R

N |x|?a N |:L‘|2b RN |x|m+bJr1

lim |x|71+%7aU () =0
|z|—0,00

and

lim |2/ "% U (2) =0.
|z|—0,00

The first main result of this paper is the following L?-CKN inequality for curl-free vector
fields:

N 2
Theorem 2.1. Let a,b be real numbers such that (5 — a) > N+ 1. We have for

Ue Xy (RN) with curlU = 0 that
(1) ifa—b+1>0, then

2
[VU[® /\WZ 2 / U?
—d ——dx > C*(N,a,b —d

/RN | ]2 X . |x|2b x > C%(N,a,b) n |x|a+b+1 N

N 2 —bh+1
aMmm:VO—§+Qqu+ﬂ—i—

where

2
1s sharp and can be attained by the curl-free vector fields

|(a7b+1)

2
U (2) = ylaf 2oVl oV kT e g0
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(2)ifa—b+1<0, then
2
VU /|U|2 > / U
——d ——dx > C*(N,a,b ———d
/]RN ]2 X - \:L’|2b x > C%(N,a,b) - |x|a+b+1 X5

N ? —b+1
C(N,a,b)Z\/<1—5+a> +N—1—%

is sharp and can be attained by the curl-free vector fields

where

U(z) =~ |x|—%+a7 (17%+a)2+N71 6_—(a_§+1)|a;|(a*"+”x’ vyeR, pB<0.

Here are some direct consequences of our Theorem 2.1. Let b = —a — 1, we get the
following weighted HUP for curl-free vector fields:

N 2
Corollary 2.1. Let a be such that a > —1 and (5 — a) > N + 1. Then we have for
Ue X, a1 (RN) with curl U = 0 that

2 2
/ VUl dx/ 222U 2dx > CA(N, a, —a — 1) (/ \U\?dx) |
Ry |T[% RN RN

N 2
(XN@;ﬂ—ly:¢<L—§wqo +N—-1+1+4a

1s sharp and can be attained by curl-free vector fields

where

U (z) = ~ |x|f%+a+ (17%+a)2+N71 6__2(a_i1)|$|2(a+1)x’ veR, [B>0.

When b = —a, we obtain the weighted HyUP for curl-free vector fields:

N 2
Corollary 2.2. Let a be such that a > —% and (5 — a) > N + 1. Then we have for
U € X,_o (RY) with curlU = 0 that

2 2 2
/ VU dx/ |z|?*|U|*dx > C*(N, a, —a) / —|U| dx
ry 2] RN BV |7

N N 1
C(N,a,—a):\/<1—5+a) +N—1+§+a

1s sharp and can be attained by curl-free vector fields

where

U (2) = o o FrotV (=3 a) on-1 g e m g5,
In particular, when a = 0, we recover the HUP (1.12) and HyUP (1.14) for curl-free
vector fields.
Obviously, using U = Vu, Theorem 2.1 yields

N 2
Corollary 2.3. Let a,b be real numbers such that <§ — a) > N + 1. We have for u
such that Vu € X, (RY) that
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(1) ifa—b+1>0, then
2
| D2ul® / [Vul® 2 / [Vul®
———dx dx > C*(N,a,b ———dx | ,
/RN ||* Ry |z|® T ( ) ||t

N 2 —bh+1
C(N,a,b):\/(1—§+a) +N—1+%

where

1s sharp and can be attained by the functions u such that

N N 2 8 —b+1
Faty/ (1=-F+a) +N=1 = o pylal 7

Vu =7z~
(2)ifa—b+1<0, then

2
| D?ul? / |Vul® 2 / [Vul®
dx dx > C*(N,a,b ———dx | ,
/]RN |:L‘|2a RN |l’|2b — ( ) RN |l’|a+b+1

N 2 —b+1
C’(N,a,b):\/<1—5+a) +N—1—¢

r, 7eER, B>0;

where

2
1s sharp and can be attained by the functions u such that
Vu =y || 2t (1-Y+a) N1 e, e R, B <.
In particular, when a = 0, we have that

Corollary 2.4. Let N > 5. We have for u such that Vu € Xg, (RN) that
(1) if b < 1, then

2 . 2 2 2
[ s [ M (X2 (] e
RN RN |z 2 RN |z

N —b+1)°
where the constant (%) 18 sharp and can be attained by the functions u such

that Vu = ve*%ml_bx, vyeR, §>0;
(2) if b > 1, then

2

Vul? N+b—1)" V|2

A %t/| dx > ([ ———= / g
/RN| uf"dx RN |$|2b * = 2 RN |:E|bJrl |

N+b-1
2

B8 ‘$|17b

that Vu =~ |z| N e” 15

2
where the constant ( ) s sharp and can be attained by the functions u such

x,v€ER, 5<O0.

As mentioned earlier, it is not true in general that for U = Vu

&/ WUP&“i/ [Auf?
L v [a%

Therefore, Theorem 2.1 does not imply weighted versions of the second order HUP (1.13)
or HyUP (1.15). That is, Theorem 2.1 does not imply that

|Aul? 2042 2 2 ’
5o dx || |[Vu|"dx > C (N, a) |Vu|“dx | .
RV || RN RN
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Motivated by this observation, the second goal of our paper is to study the weighted
second order inequalities in (1.2). First, let Y, (RN ) be the set of scalar-valued functions

u € C> (RN \ {0}) such that

Aul?
/ | u| dx < 00, |l‘|2a+2
R

Nz RN

2

dx < o0, |Vul?dx < oo, (2.1)
RN

L vy
|z]

lim  |z|" ! u (2))* = 0,
|x|—0,00

and

Then we will prove that

Theorem 2.2. Let N > 1 and a € R. For allu € Y, (RY), there holds

Aul? 2 N + 2+ 4a)? 2
/ | Qé| dx/ || 2o t? dx > (N2 da)” (/ |Vu\2dx) : (2.2)
gy | 2] RN RN

4
If either min{a + 1, N +2 +4a} > 0 or max{a + 1, N + 2 + 4a} < 0, then the constant
(N + 2+ 4a)?
4

L vu
||

is optimal in (2.2) and is attained by functions of the form

u(z) = ye Yy e R, B> 0. (2.3)

If N > 2 and either a+1 > 0 or N 4+ 2a < 0, the equality also happens in (2.2) for
infinitely many nonradial functions of the form

o a+N+2a 20+2a+ N t " x
ute) = el - g ) ()

20 +2 = 2a+2 ||
_ 2= N +sgn(a+1)y/(N —2)2—4A
a= 5 .
with t € R such that ﬁ >0, Ayg = Ag for some \=—k(N+k—2), k=1,2,..., and

1F1(A; B; 2) are the Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric functions, that are the solutions
to Kummer’s equation

d*w dw
— +(B—2)— — Aw=0. 2.4
ds (B —z)o — Aw (2.4)
In the particular case a = 0, we get
2 2
N +2)?
/ \Au|2dx/ 2P| L vl ax > E2” / Vulldx |, Vue CP(RY),
RN RN ‘LL" 4 RN

(2.5)
which implies the second order HUP (1.11) since = Vu’ < |Vu|.

We note that in the process of preparing our manuscript, we have noticed that (2.2)
has been investigated in [19]. Nevertheless, our approach in this paper is different and
much simpler than the one in [19]. Our method also provides nonradial optimizers of
(2.2).

As a consequence of Theorem 2.2, we obtain
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Corollary 2.5. Let N > 2 and a € R. We have for u € Y, (RY) that

Aul? N + 2+ 4a)? ?
/RN ||x|l;‘a dX/RN |2+ | Vul” dx > % (/ |Vu|2dx) : (2.6)

If either a+1 >0 or N + 2+ 4a < 0, then the constant M

attained by the optimizers of the form
u(x) = 76_5‘x‘2(1+a), veR, g>0.

1s optimal and can be

3. PRELIMINARY

For the sake of clarity let us recall few important aspects about the curl operator.
While the divergence operator is clearly defined in any dimension N > 2 through the
formula divU := ZN agg the curl operator can be directly defined only in dimensions

2 and 3; for higher dimensions it is well-known that it is understood in any dimension via
differential forms. The curl of a vector field U = (Uy, ...,Uy) € (C’O" (RN ))N is defined

as the differential 2-form

curl U = d (U - dx) (ZU dx]>,

where d denotes the exterior differential. In the standard Euclidean coordinates, we can

write
oU,  0U;
d (U - dz) ZdU Adx; = Z;kz <E - d—xk) dzj A dzy.
Therefore, we have that curlU =0if and only if forall 1 < 5.k < N :
o, _ ov,
dr;  dzy’

This also implies that any curl-free vector field U has a scalar potential u € C'* (RN )

|z

satisfying U = Vu. Indeed, we can always choose u (z) = /1 -U (pﬁ) dp.

||
0
Let U = (Uy, ..., Uy) be a vector field. Then we can write

UIUUR+US

for all x = ro where r = |z|, o Ur = Ug () is the radial scalar component and

\:v\’
Ug = Ug () is the spherical vector part. In particular, o - Ug = 0.
We also denote 0, =0 - Vg and V,p =1 (V)4 and so

1
V = O'ar + ;VJ.
Then it is known that
N -1 1
A=0, +—0, + —QAU, (3.1)
r r

where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the sphere.

In [28], the following representation of curl-free fields has been established. Let A € R
and let V = r17*U. Then U € C§° (RY )N is curl-free if and only if there exist two scalar
fields f,p € C*° (]RN \ {O}) satisfying f is radially symmetric,

/ @ (ro)do =0 for all r > 0,
SN-1
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and
V=0(f+A+08)p)+ Ve on R\ {0}.

Moreover, if U has a compact support on RY \ {0}, then so do f and ¢.
Now, we proceed as in [28] and let V = 717U with A = 2 — £ + 4. Then we have with
t = Inr that

dr
lz|” do = r" N tdrdo = v N —do = r"Ndtdo.
r

Therefore
U|? _ _
/ e ax— / ] P VP
BN |2 BN
:/ ,r,2)\—2—2b+N—1|V|2drdo_
R+XSN_1
:/ e(2a72b+2)t|V‘2dtda
RxSN-1
and
U2 —a—b—1|_|2A—2
/ I k= et PR VP
RN || RN
:/ T2A—2—a—b—1+N—1|v‘2drda
R+XSN71
= / etV | 2dtdo.
RxSN-1
Also,

2
1
/ |VI§| dx = / <|a,,U\2 += \VUUE) rN172drdo
RN |l‘| “ R+><SN_1 r

_ 1 B -
- /}R+X§N1 <‘ar (r 1V)‘2 + - ‘VU (r* 1V)‘Q) 32 drdo

= / (|()\—1)V+8tV|2+ |VUV|2) dtdo
RxSN—1

:/ (A= DPIVE BV £ IV, VF) dido.
RxSN-1

Now, using V =o (f + (A + 04) ¢) + V¢, we have
A V=7, (0 (f+(AN+0) @)+ Vop)
= (00, +2V, — (N = 1)) (f + (A +8) ¢)
+ (VoA, + (N =3)V, —20A,) ¢
=0 (0 +A=2)Acp) = (N =1 o (f+(A+5) )
+ Vo (200 + A +2X+ N —-3)p
=0 (O +A=2)8c0) +V, (20, + Ay + 20+ 2N —4) ¢
—(N=-1)V.
Therefore we get by integration by parts that

/ |V, V[*dtdo
RxSN-1
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= —/ V- (A,V)dtde
RxSN-1
= - / (f+A+0) ) (0 + A —2) Ayepdtdo
RxSN—1
+/ (—v(,@-v(, (28t+AU+2)\+2N—4)g0+(N—1)|V|2)dtdo
RxSN-1
= / ((As)? + (A2 = 4\ — 2N + 4) |V, ¢|*) dtdo
RxSN-1

+/ (18:V00* + (N — 1) [V]?) dtdo.
RxSN-1

Using the fact that the spectrum of —A, is the set {k (N +rk—2), k=0,1,...}, we
obtain that for all ¢ such that fSNﬂ pdo =0:

/ (Ao)? + (2 — 4X — 2N 1 4) |V, 0f?) dido
RxSN-1

Zmin{f{2(N+/{—2)2+()\2—4>\—2N+4)/{(N+/{—2)} lp|* dtdo

RxSN-1

—(N-1) (()\—Q)Q—N—l)/ lp|* dtdo.

RxSN-1

Also, since [,y pdo =0, we get [y, dypdo = 0 and therefore

/ |V, (8tcp)|2da > (N — 1)/ |8tg0|2dcr.
SN-1 SN-1

Thus, we get

/ |V, V|? dtdo
RxSN-1

> (N - 1)/ (VI + (=20 = N — 1) [l + Bref?) dido.
RxSN-1

2
/ IVU| dx
RV |z[?

2((A—1)2+N—1)/

RxSN-1

Hence

|V|2dtdcr+/ 18, V|* dtdo

RxSN-1

+(N— 1)/]R o (=27 = N = 1) o + o) e

4. WEIGHTED L?-CAFFARELLI-KOHN-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES FOR CURL-FREE
VECTOR FIELDS-PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

Proof of Theorem|2.1. Let U € X, (RN). Then we can find two scalar fields f,p €
C> (RM\ {0}) satisfying f is radially symmetric,

/ ¢ (ro)do =0 for all r > 0,
gN-1

and
V=0(f+A+3d)¢)+ Vepon RY\ {0},
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where V = r17 U with A =2 — % +a. Let t = Inr. We have

dr
lz|” dz = v N Ydrdo = v —do = v Ndtdo.
r

As in the previous section, we get

2
/RN 'Eﬂ dx > (()\—1)2+N—1)/ |V|2dtda+/

RxSN-1

18, V|? dtdo
RxSN-1

+(N— 1)/}R o (=2 = N 1) o + o) ded

> (A=1)°+N-1) / V| dtdo + / 10, V|* dtdo
RxSN-1 RxSN-1
if (%—a)QZNJrl.
Also

/ —2bdX — / €(2a72b+2)t‘v|2dtda
RN‘$| RxSN-1

and

‘U‘Q (a—b+1)t 2
de = e |V| dtdcr
RN |z RxSN-1
Casel: a—b+1>0

We aim to show that

N 2
/ 10,V |* dtdo + (1 -+ a) +N -1 / V| dtdo
RxSN-1 2 RxSN—1

% |:/ 6(2a2b+2)t|v‘2dtd0:|
RxSN-1

2
N ? —b+1 ?
> -2 4a) g4 220 FE / etV 2dtde | .
2 2 RxSN-1

Indeed, we have

/ 8V (t0) + aV (to) + Bl DV (t0)[ dtdo
RxSN-1

/ 10,V (to)|” dtdo + o /
RxSN-1

RxSN-1
+a/ O, |V (to)[* dtdo +
RxSN-1

+ 2a
RxSN-1

IV (to)|* dtdo + 52
RxSN-1

@t |V (to)) dtdo

224D |V (t0) |2 dtdo

RxSN—1

@DV (¢0) | dtdo.

Note that since U € X, (RN), we have

lim 2 U (ro) = lim "2 °U (ro) = 0.
r—0,00 r—0,00
That is,
lim 77"V (ro) = lim V (ro) = 0.
r—0,00 r—0,00
Equivalently

. lim e VY (to) = lim  V (to) = 0.
——00,00

t——o00,00
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Therefore, by integrations by parts, we obtain

/ ’@ (to) 4+ aV (to) + fel* PV (to } dtdo
RxSN-1

/ 18,V (to)|* dtdo + o / |V (to)|? dtdo + 32 a2 1V (10)|? dtdo
RxSN-1 RxSN-1 RxSN-1
+B(2a—(a—b+1)) / =DV (1) dtdo.
RxSN-1
Now, since [, onv-1 }@V (to) + aV (to) + pelat+bty (tcr)}2 dtdo > 0 for all 5 € R, we
deduce that

[ / OV (t0) 2 dtdo + o / |v<ta>|2dtdo] { / (o |V (1) dtdo
RxSN-1 RxSN-1 RxSN-1

b 1\?2 2
> <a — u) < / elab+Dt |V(ta)|2dtdo—> .
2 RXSN—I

If we choose a? = (1—%+a)2+N—1,that isa = —\/

(1—%+a)2+N—1,thenthe
best constant is
2 2 2
—b+1 N —b+1
(a_%) _ \/(1_5“) +N_1+% .

The equality happens when 9,V (to) + aV (to) + Bel® DV (to) = 0 with

N 2
a:—\/(1—5+a) +N -1

= (1 SN a)2 Ly el Jeeva @V (t0) dido
2 2 foSAhl e(2a—2b+2)t ‘V (tO')|2 dtdo

and

For instance,

b
V (to) = e @Y

B (a=btD)
Hence V (ro) = r~%e (- T

U (2) = [+ emaben

g.

a—b+1)
o and

%UZ. Note that U €
Xap (RN) Indeed, it is obvious that lim,_ ., 7U (ro) = 0 for all k since a —b+1 > 0
and > 0. Now,

o. That is U (rg) = rl-2tee

x. This is curl-free since agk

B
e (a—b+1)r(

. _aN_ . quN_ 4 N, o B (a=btl)
limr 279U (ro) = limr T2 opl 2 tem e e " o
r—0 r—0
. _N_ NN
= limr (1=5+a) +N-1 =0
r—0
and
. . _peN N (a—b+1)
lim 7 "7 2 U (ro) = limr 0T 2l w2 tomee n @ o
r—0 r—0
NN N
— 111%7,0«*54*17, (1 2+a) +N-1 _ 0.
T—

Case 2: a—b+1<0.
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As in Case 1, we get

/ |0,V (to) + aV (to) + Bel* TV (to) \2 dtdo
RxSN-1

= / 10,V (to)|” dtdo + o / |V (to)” dtdo + 3 / e 1V (t0)|? dtdo
RxSN-1

RxSN-1 RxSN-1
+a / O, |V (to)* dtdo + @t |V (to)) dtdo
RxSN-1 RxSN—1
+ 2ap etV (o) dtdo.

RxSN-1

Now, since U € X, (RN), we have
lim 42U (ro) = lim r "2 U (ro) = 0.
r—0,00 r—0,00

Therefore
lim e VY (to) = lim V (to) = 0.

t——o00,00 t——o00,00

Therefore, by integrations by parts, we get

/ 8V (to) + aV (to) + BV (t0)|” dtdo
RxSN-1

= / 18,V (to)|” dtdo + o / |V (to)|? dtdo + 52 / e 1V (t0) dtdo
RxSN-1 RxSN-1

RxSN-1

+B8(2a—(a—b+1)) / @IV (t0)|* dtdo.

RxSN-1
and

[ / 0,V (t0)]? dtdo + a2 / v (to—)\thda} l / eG4t Y (1) dtdo
RxSN-1 RxSN-1 RxSN-1

—b+1\? 2
> (a — u) ( / elo—b+1)t |V(ta)|2dtdo—) .
2 RxSN-1

Now, we choose av = \/(1 -z +a)2 + N — 1 and get
{ / 18,V (to)|” dtdo + o / IV (to)|” dtda]
RxSN-1 RxSN-1

X l/ 224D |1V (¢5))? dtdcr]
RxSN-1

2
N ? —b+1 ?
> \/(1———|—a) PNt U eIV (10) P dtdo | .
2 2 RxSN-1

The equality happens when 8,V (to) + aV (to) + Bel@ DIV (to) = 0 with

N 2
a:\/<1—5+a> + N -1
and

N 2 —b+1 el DV (46 2 dtdo
ﬁ: — (]___+a> +N_1+a + fRXSN ‘ ( )‘2
2 2 foSN—l ea=2t |V (to)|” dtdo
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That is
_ (a—b+1)t
V (to) = e wmm”

B _p(a=bt1) N — B _p(a=bt1)
and V (ro) = r~% G@on" 0. Therefore U (ro) = rl= 2t % @s" o. That
, N (a=b+1) : . aU
is U(z) = |z| 27 %e @ @l z. Note that U is curl-free since 2% = 222 Also,

J

it is easy to check that U € X, (RN ) Indeed, since a —b+1 < 0, we can see easﬂy that
lim,_,o7*U (ro) = 0 for all k. Now,

N N N b+1
lim r~'*2 90U (ro) = lim pitemapl-gta-as TG b+1>r(a )a
r—00 T—>00
N 2
= lim V(-5 +e) +N-1 0
T—>00
and
N N N _ B —b+1
lim r— "tz U (ro) = lim bt plm e, @ )a
r—00 T—00
_ NN N
— lim oty (-5 He) +N-1
T—>00

t

5. WEIGHTED SECOND ORDER HEISENBERG UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE-PROOF OF
THEOREM 2.2

Proof of Theorem|2.2. We have for u € Y,(RY) and any s,t € R that

A 2
/ T -
m | ] ]
A 2
:/ [Auf dx +t2/ Fleas L Vu dx+52/ 2> Ju® dx
RN |9C| RN x| RN

+ Qt/ Au(x - Vu)dx + 25/ uAudx + 2ts/ z** u (x - Vu) dx.
RN RN

RN

-Vu+s|z|®u

Since u € Y,(RY), we have by integration by parts that

/Au(x-Vu)dX:u/ |Vu|? dx,
RN 2 RN

/uAudX:—/ IVu|? dx
RN RN
and
N
2a 2a
| u(x-Vu)dx = / z|™ uz0;udx
[ Jauta-va) > [l un
N
:—Z/ uaj(\x|2au:cj)dx
‘o1 JRY

:—Z (/ % w0, udx+/ |z |u|2dx+/ lul? 2a |x[** 2 22
RN RN

T

:—/ |x|2au(x-Vu)dx—N/ |x|2a|u|2dx—2a/ |2 |u|? dx

N
= — (— + a) / |2 |u]? dx.
2 RN

J

)
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Therefore
2
Au at1 T

[ |+ tia

ry | |7] Jz]

_ |Aul” 2 2042 ? 9 2a | 12

= dx +t || dx + s |z|™ |u]” dx
R |z RN RN

N
t(N—Q)/ \Vu|2dx—25/ |Vu|? dx — 2ts (——i—a) / |2 |u|? dx.
RN RN 2 RN

By choosing s = 2t (% + a), we get that for all t € R :

L
— t2 / |$|2a+2
RN

dX—(N+2+4a)t/ |Vu|2dx+/ 5o dx.
RN RV 2]
From here, we deduce that

2 2 2 2
RN |aj‘| RN 2 RN

Moreover, if the quadratic (5.1) has a real root t for a nontrivial u, then
_ N+2+4a Jan [Vul?dz

2 Jan |22 Vu’ dx

from which we have that sgnt = sgn(N + 2 + 4a). In particular, such a u must satisfy

-Vu+ s|z|*u

-Vu

Jz]

T 2
|x|17a

N
Au z |a+1 +t || Vu + 2t (5+a)u

2

(5.1)
2
YV | A

Jz]

Xz

-Vu

Jz]

(5.2)

a+1 T

| " ||

for this given ¢t. We note that when N > 2, a+ 1 > 0 implies N 4+ 2 + 4a > 0 (and hence
N 42+ 4a < 0 implies a + 1 < 0).

We show that u(z) = ozeiﬁIm is a radial extremizer. We begin by showing

that u belongs to Y, (RY). First note that, if a%l < 0, then u behaves exponentially at 0

(when a +1 < 0) and at co (when a + 1 > 0), and so it must hold that % > 0. In case

B
a+1

+t| | -Vu+s|z| =0

|2(a+1)

> 0, u satisfies the following limits:

0 —
if a+1>0, then u(x) — s |r] = 00
a as|z]—0
0 — 0
if a+1<0, then u(x) — { as |l )
a as|z| = oo
and when u tends to 0, it does so exponentially. It follows that integrability is dictated
by the parameter a. Supposing a + 1 > 0 (and hence § > 0), it is not hard to see that

the integration by parts performed above for u(z) = ae T P e valid only when
N 42 +4a > 0. Similarly, if a + 1 < 0, then there needs to hold N + 2 4+ 4a < 0. (This
can be conclude from the computations below.) All that is left to check is that equality
in (2.2) holds for this particular .

To this end, we compute

__ B |p2(+a)
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x Vu = —Oéﬁefﬁm%l*“) |:L’|1+2a7
||

and
Au = af |af* ¢~ awra o (5 2|21 9 — 1)

2(1+a)

—af (N —-1) efﬁm
Therefore for any t € R :

A N
- +t|x\“+1i~Vu+2t — +a)lz|"u
] |z 2
= [Blal" (812" = 20— 1) = BN = 1) 2" = Bt o™ + £ (N +2a) |o]* | u
= (B—1) [Bl]*"* = (N +2a) |2[*] u.
Therefore, by (5.1), the quadratic equation

2 2
A
t2/ \x|2“+2\vu|2dx—<N+2+4a)t/ dx+/ | ZLdX:o
RN R RN |.§U|

has exactly one real root t = 8. Note that, by (5.2),ifa+ 1> 0or if N + 2+ 4a < 0,

then a%l > (0. We can now conclude that
2 2 2
N+2+4
dx) = <ﬂ) </ |Vu\2dx> 7
2 ]RN

2
(/ Auf dX) (/ o
RN ‘,j(j‘| RN

__ B |g2a+D) | . .
as desired, thereby showing that u(z) = ce 2@ #™ is a radial extremizer.

For N > 2, we will show that there exist infinitely many nonradial optimizers of (2.2).
Indeed, as observed above, equality happens in (2.2) if and only if

‘x‘Z(I )

Vu

NI

R v
||

Au
|z|*

+t\x\a+1é—|-Vu+s|x|au:0 (5.3)
for some ¢ and s = 2t (5 + a) such that sgnt = sgn(N + 2+ 4a). We will show that (5.3)
has nonradial solutions.

To begin, we recall Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric functions | Fj(A; B; z) which
are solutions to Kummer’s equation

d*w dw
szL(B—z)E —Aw = 0. (5.4)
We will show that solutions of (5.3) may be expressed in terms of Kelvin-like transforms
of Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric functions, i.e., written in terms of the functions
of the form 2% F; (A; B; crﬁ) for appropriately chosen A, B,a, 3,c € R. To be precise,

we show

u(x) = o]y Fy (aJ;N+2a; 2a+2a+N;_ t \x|2“+2> 7
a+ 2 2a + 2 2a + 2

2— N+ /(N —2)2—4)
= 5 ,
where A is an eigenvalue of the spherical Laplacian A,. We will suppose solutions of (5.3)
take the form u(x) = f(r)g(o) with A,g = Ag for some A € R (this is justified by writing
u in terms of spherical harmonics and therefore A = —¢, = -k (N +k—2), k=0,1,...).
Then, by using (3.1), (5.3) may be reformulated as

r [ () glo) + (N = 1)r=f (1) g(o) + Ar =2 f (r)g(o) | +tr* L f' (r) g(o)+sr f(r)g(o) = 0.

(0%
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We thus need to find solutions to the ODE
y'+ [(N=Dr ey + [+ sy = 0. (5.5)

Comparing (5.5) to (5.4), we are led to take y = r®v(er?), where v(z) = 1 Fi(A; B; 2) for
some to be determined A and B. We compute

y = r(cr)
y = ar* tw(er®) + cprott T (erf)
Y’ =a(a—1)r"20(er’) + (20 + B — 1)Ber®P 720 (erf) + 222020 (erP)
Therefore, (5.5) becomes
ala —D)r*2u(er’) + 2o+ 8= 1)Ber®P 20" (erf) + 2 B2rot2720" (orf)
+ [(N = )rt + 2] (ar® o (er®) + eprot? =1 (er?))
+ A%+ sr® ] v (er?)
=0.
Simplifying and collecting terms, we obtain
23222y (crﬁ)
+ 20+ B+ N — 2+ tr**?] BerP=2 (crﬁ)
+ [(a(a+ N —=2) + N)r 2 + (at + s)r**] v(erf) = 0.
Letting a solve a(a + N —2) + A =0, i.e,,
22— N+ /(N —2)2—4)
5 ;
and further simplifying (recall s = 2t (% + a)), we obtain
2 3225202 1 (B
+ [2a+ B+ N — 2+ tr***?] BerP=27 2! (erP) (5.6)
+tla+ N + 2a)v(cr?) = 0.

(0%

By choosing

0 =2a+2
_a+N+2a

 2a+2
_2a+2a+N

B =
2a + 2
t

24+ 2
t

2442

7,2a+2

we conclude that (5.0) is equivalent to
20"(2) + (B — 2)v'(2) — Av(z) = 0,

and so

?

N +2a 2 2a + N t
o(r) =1 F1(A4; By z) =1 1 (a+ tlacariar T2a+2>7

2%4+2 ' 2a4+2 | 2a+2
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with a as above. In conclusion, we obtain as solutions for (5.3) functions of the form

o a+ N +2a 200+ 2a+ N t " x
u(z) = |z|*1Fy ; ;= 772 ) g ( =
2a + 2 2a + 2 2a + 2
where A,g = Ag and

|z]

2= N=£/(N—-2)2—4)

= 5 :

Using superposition, we may obtain more solutions. The radial solutions are obtained by
taking A = 0, which implies & = 0 or 2 — N. Indeed, choosing a = 0, we conclude

() = 1 F) (N-l— 2a' N + 2a' t ‘:L’|2a+2) _ 6—2(112‘96‘2a+27

2a+2" 2a+2  2a+2
which recovers the radial extremizers given above.
Ifa+1>0,then N+ 2+ 4a > N 4+ 2a > 0. Therefore, ﬁ > 0. We will now show
that U € Y, (]RN ) where

(%

a+N+2a 20+ 2a+ N t T
U(l‘) — |:E|a1F1 ( . . |:L‘|2a+2> g <_>

20+2 ' 2a+2 | 2a+2 |z|

and

2= N+ /(N—-22—4x
= 5 .
Indeed, using the following asymptotic behavior of Kummer’s function of the first kind

(see, for instance, [4]): for r — —c0

«

1Fy (a,b,1) ~ T (b) ﬂ

we have that as |z| — oo :

a+N+2a 20+2a+ N t a (e "
11 ; 3 |35|2 2 :O(|$| (ot +2 ))-
2a + 2 2a + 2 2a + 2

Therefore, as |z| — oo :
Uz) = O (x| V7).
Also, using the formula £ (1F (a,b,7)) = ¢ (1Fy (a+ 1,0+ 1,7)) (see [4]), we get

% VU (z)| = O (|:L,|oz—1—(oz+N+2a)) L0 (|x|a+2a+1—(a+N+2a)—(2a+2))
— O (|:L,|—N—2a—1) ]
Hence
lim |z|Y " U (@) = lim 2|V = 0 since N +4a + 1 > 0,
. 2
lim |z|V | = - Vu(z)| = lim |z|™V7"2 = 0 since N +4a+2 > 0,
and

‘ l‘im 2N |U (2)]? = ‘l|im |z|~V72* = 0 since N + 2a > 0.

Asr — 0, then
1Fi(a,b,r) =140 (r).

Therefore, it is easy to see that

lim ||V U ()]? =0

|x|—0
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2
1N H-VU(x) =0

lim \x\z‘”N U (a:)\z =0.
|z|—0
If N+2a<0,thena+1<0and N +4a+ 2 < 0. Hence, ﬁ > (0. In this case, we
choose

lim |z
|z|—0,00

T
Xz

and

2= N — /(N —2)2—4)
— 5 :

a
Now, when |z — oo, then z = —5-t5]2[**** — 0. Hence,
a+ N +2a 200+ 2a+ N t
F . . 2a+2 | _ 1 9] 2a+2
11( 2a+2 2012 2at2® ) +0 (|2)
and U(z) = O (|z]|*). Therefore
[T (@) = O (J2¥712) = 0 (1)
o U (@) = O (J ) = o)
2
N|Z a
|| i VU (z)| =0 (2| 7?) =0(1).
When |z| = 0, then z = —5L5|z[**** — —oco. In this case, as above, we have

lim |z|" 7" |U (2)] = ‘lilm 2|Vt = 0 since N +4a+1 <0,
z|—0

|z|—0
. 2
lim |z | = - Vu(z)| = lim |z|7¥7%"2 = 0 since N 4 4a +2 < 0,
|| —0 |z| 2|0

and

lim |z]**™M|U (2)” = lim |2|~¥72% = 0 since N + 2a < 0.
|z|—0 |z|—0

REFERENCES

[1] W. Beckner, Weighted inequalities and Stein- Weiss potentials. Forum Math. 20 (2008), no. 4, 587—
606. 4

[2] H. Brezis and P. Mironescu, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and non-inequalities: the full story.
Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 35 (2018), no. 5, 1355-1376.[2

[3] H. Brezis, J. Van Schaftingen and P.-L. Yung, Going to Lorentz when fractional Sobolev, Gagliardo
and Nirenberg estimates fail. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 60 (2021), no. 4, 129. 2

[4] H. Buchholz, The confluent hypergeometric function: with special emphasis on its applications. Vol.
15. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013. 20

[5] L. Caffarelli, R. Kohn and L. Nirenberg, First order interpolation inequalities with weights, Compo-
sitio Math. 53 (1984), no. 3, 259-275. 2

[6] L. Caffarelli, R. Kohn and L. Nirenberg, Partial reqularity of suitable weak solutions of the Navier-
Stokes equations Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 35 (1982), no. 6, 771-831. 2

[7] F. Catrina and D. Costa, Sharp weighted-norm inequalities for functions with compact support in
RY \ {0}, J. Differential Equations 246 (2009), no. 1, 164-182. 1, 2,13

[8] F. Catrina and Z.-Q. Wang, On the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities: sharp constants, exis-
tence (and nonexistence), and symmetry of extremal functions, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 54 (2001),
no. 2, 229-258.12

[9] C. Cazacu, A new proof of the Hardy-Rellich inequality in any dimension. Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh
Sect. A 150 (2020), no. 6, 2894-2904. 4

[10] C. Cazacu, J. Flynn and N. Lam, Sharp second order uncertainty principles, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2012.12667/1,/4, 5, 6



22
[11]

[12]

CRISTIAN CAZACU, JOSHUA FLYNN, AND NGUYEN LAM

C. Cazacu, J. Flynn and N. Lam, Short proofs of refined sharp Caffarelli- Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities,
J. Differential Equations 302 (2021), 533-549.11,12,13, 6

L. Chen, G. Lu and C. Zhang, Mazximizers for fractional Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg and Trudinger-
Moser inequalities on the fractional Sobolev spaces. J. Geom. Anal. 31 (2021), no. 4, 3556-3582.
2

D. G. Costa, Some new and short proofs for a class of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 337 (2008), no. 1, 311-317. 2

O. Costin and V. Maz’ya, Sharp Hardy-Leray inequality for axisymmetric divergence-free fields, Calc.
Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 32 (4) (2008) 523-532. 4

M. Del Pino and J. Dolbeault, Best constants for Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and applications
to nonlinear diffusions. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 81 (2002), no. 9, 847-875. 2

J. Dolbeault, M. Esteban and M. Loss, Rigidity versus symmetry breaking via nonlinear flows on
cylinders and Euclidean spaces. Invent. Math. 206 (2016), no. 2, 397-440. 2

M. Dong, Existence of extremal functions for higher-order Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities,
Adv. Nonlinear Stud. 18(3): 543-553, 2018 2

M. Dong, N. Lam and G. Lu, Sharp weighted Trudinger-Moser and Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg in-
equalities and their extremal functions. Nonlinear Anal. 173 (2018), 75-98.12

A. T. Duong and V. H. Nguyen, The sharp second order Caffareli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality and
stability estimates for the sharp second order uncertainty principle, arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.01425
9

J. Flynn, Sharp Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg-Type Inequalities on Carnot Groups, Adv. Nonlinear
Stud., 20(1):95-111, 2020. 2

J. Flynn, N. Lam, G. Lu, Sharp Hardy identities and inequalities on Carnot groups, Adv. Nonlinear
Stud., 21(2):281-302, 2021.12

G. B. Folland and A. Sitaram, The uncertainty principle: a mathematical survey, J. Fourier Anal.
Appl. 3 (1997), no. 3, 207-238.13

R. Frank, Sobolev inequalities and uncertainty principles in mathematical physics: part 1, Lecture
Notes (2011), http://www.math.caltech.edu/ rlfrank /sobwebl.pdf|3

N. Ghoussoub and A. Moradifam, Bessel pairs and optimal Hardy and Hardy-Rellich inequalities.
Math. Ann. 349 (2011), no. 1, 1-57. 4

N. Hamamoto, Sharp Hardy-Leray inequality for solenoidal fields, OCAMI Preprint Series (2020).4
N. Hamamoto, Sharp Uncertainty Principle inequality for solenoidal fields, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2104.02351[5

N. Hamamoto and F. Takahashi, Sharp Hardy-Leray and Rellich-Leray inequalities for curl-free
vector fields, Math. Ann. 379, 719-742 (2021). 4

N. Hamamoto and F. Takahashi, Sharp Hardy-Leray inequality for curl-free fields with a remainder
term, J. Funct. Anal. 280 (2021), no. 1, 108790, 24 pp. 1,6,[10,[TT

N. Lam and G. Lu. Sharp constants and optimizers for a class of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequal-
ities. Adv. Nonlinear Stud., 17(3):457-480, 2017.[2

J. Leray, Etude de diverses équations intégrales non linéaires et de quelques problémes que pose
Uhydrodynamique, J. Math. Pures Appl., 12 (1933), 1-82.13

V. Maz’ya, Seventy five (thousand) unsolved problems in analysis and partial differential equations,
Integral Equations Operator Theory 90 (2018), no. 2, Paper No. 25, 44 pp. 4

A. Tertikas and N. B. Zographopoulos, Best constants in the Hardy-Rellich inequalities and related
improvements. Adv. Math. 209 (2007), no. 2, 407-459.


http://www.math.caltech.edu/~rlfrank/sobweb1.pdf

CKN INEQUALITIES 23

CRISTIAN CAZACU: 'FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF BUCHA-
REST, 010014 BUCHAREST, ROMANIA, & 2GHEORGHE MIHOC-CAIUS IACOB INSTITUTE OF MATHE-
MATICAL, STATISTICS AND APPLIED MATHEMATICS OF THE ROMANIAN ACADEMY, 050711 BUCHAREST,
RomANIA

Email address: cristian.cazacu@fmi.unibuc.ro

JOSHUA FLYNN: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CONNECTICUT, STORRS, CT

06269, USA
Email address: joshua.flynn@uconn.edu

NGUYEN LAM: SCHOOL OF SCIENCE AND THE ENVIRONMENT, GRENFELL CAMPUS, MEMORIAL
UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND, CORNER BROOK, NL. A2H5G4, CANADA
Email address: nlam@grenfell .mun.ca



	1. Introduction
	2. Main results
	3. Preliminary
	4. Weighted L2-Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities for curl-free vector fields-Proof of Theorem 2.1
	5. Weighted second order Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle-Proof of Theorem 2.2
	References

