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Anisotropic Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities

YanYan Li* and Xukai Yan'

Abstract
Caffarelli, Kohn and Nirenberg considered in 1984 the interpolation inequalities
™l sy < Clllal™ Vaullg o gy ] ull Lo fany

in dimension n > 1, and established necessary and sufficient conditions for which to
hold under natural assumptions on the parameters. Motivated by our study of the
asymptotic stability of solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations, we consider a more
general and improved anisotropic version of the interpolation inequalities

7 2’| *ul| Lo ny < Clllel |2 [PVl G ey 127 2100 g Gy
in dimensions n > 2, where z = (2/, x,) and 2/ = (21, ..., 2,—1), and give necessary and
sufficient conditions for which to hold under natural assumptions on the parameters.
Moreover we extend the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities from ¢ > 1 to ¢ > 0.
This extension, together with a nonlinear Poincaré inequality which we obtain in this
paper, has played an important role in our proof of the above mentioned anisotropic
interpolation inequalities.

1 Introduction

Let n > 1, s,p,q, a, i, B, a be real numbers satisfying

s>0, pg>1, 0<a<l, (1.1)
1 1 1
—+ﬂ>0, —+E>O, —+E>0, (1.2)
s n P n q n
1 1 —1 1
—+ 2 —a(c+ ) v -a(o+ 2, (1.3)
s n P n q n
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1 < aye + (1 —a)ys, (1.4)
1 1-— 1 1 -1 1
2 ¢ 1fa—00ra—1or—+ﬂ:—+72—=—+ﬁ. (1.5)
S p q p n q n
Caffarelli, Kohn and Nirenberg established the following classical interpolation in-
equalities.

Theorem A. ([10], see also [9]) For n > 1, let s,p,q,v1,72,73 and a satisfy (1)
and (I.3). Then there exists some positive constant C' such that

2™l po@ny < Clllz® Vaull Eo oy ]l 7 oy (1.6)

holds for all w € CL(R™) if and only if (I.3)-(13) hold. Furthermore, on any compact
set in the parameter space in which (I1) and (1.3) hold, the constant C is bounded.

Given (L.I)), condition (L.2) holds if and only if |||z u|1s®n), [[|2["?Vu| 1r@n) and
|73 u|| Larn) are finite for all u € C°(R™).

The above theorem is the same as the theorem in [10], though the formulation of
the conditions is somewhat different.

Lin [2I] generalized (6] to include derivatives of any order. Badiale and Taran-
tello [I] derived a cylindrical Sobolev-Hardy type inequality. Bahouri, Chemin and
Gallagher [4] 5] obtained refined Hardy inequalities. Nguyen and Squassina [24], 25] gen-
eralized the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities to fractional Sobolev spaces. Best
constants and the existence (and nonexistence) of extremal functions of (L6 have
been studied extensively, see Catrina and Wang [11], Dolbeault, Esteban and Loss
[12], and the references therein. Partly motivated by works of Bourgain, Brezis and
Mironescu [2), 3] and Maz’ya and Shaposhnikova [22], Frank and Seiringer [13] identified
best constants for fractional Hardy type inequalities. Sharp Sobolev and isoperimet-
ric inequalities with monomial weights, and related problems, are studied by Cabré,
Ros-Oton and Serra, see [7, [§].

In this paper, we prove the following theorem on anisotropic Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
type inequalities.

For n > 2, let s,p,q,a,v1,72,73, o, 4 and 8 be real numbers satisfying

s,q>0, p>1, 0<a<]l, (1.7)
1 Q@ 1 1 1 15}
S R . = 1.
+ _1>O p+ _1>O q+n_1>0, (1.8)
1 1 1
—+a+71>0, —+“+72>0, —+ﬁ+73>0, (1.9)
s n P n q n
I m+a /1 ypt+tup—1 3+
—+ —a< + 2 >+(1 )( + 2 ) (1.10)
1 < aye + (1 —a)ys, (1.11)
7t+a<alye+p)+ (1 —a)(ys+B), (1.12)
1 o} 1 p—-1 1 B
- > a2 1— (— ) 1.1
s+n—1_a<p+n—1)+( CL)q—i_n—l (1.13)



1 1- 1 -1 1 1
s T p q n q n s n
1 o 1 p—-1 1 15}
e, oty
Ors+n—1 a<p+n—1)+( a)q+n—1

(1.14)

Throughout the paper, we denote x = (2/,x,,), where 2’ = (21, ...,2,—1). We have
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Forn > 2, let s,p,q,a,71,72,73, &, it and B be real numbers satisfying
(I7)-(1.9). Then there exists some positive constant C' such that
1—
2 2| *ul| Lo ny < Clllel |2 [* V| E ey 127 21| g Gy (1.15)
holds for allu € CL(R™) if and only if (1.10)-(I-14) hold. Furthermore, on any compact
set in the parameter space in which ({1.7)-(1.9) hold, the constant C' is bounded.

Given (L)), conditions (L.8) and (LI) hold if and only if [[|z[" |2'|“ul| s gn),
|22 ]2 [*Vull Lo rny and |||z ]2/|Pul| o(rny are finite for all u € C2°(R™).

Inequality (ILI5)) was proved in [I] in the special cases whenn > 3,a =1,y =y =
u=0,1/s+a/n=1/p—1/n,1<p<n,—-1<a<0and (1/p—1/n)(n—1)4+a/n > 0;
and proved in [I9] in the special cases whenn > 2, a=1,1<s=p<n,ap>1—n,
pp>1—n, (a+m)p>-n,n+a=y+p—1and 7 <72

Taking o = p = § = 0, inequality (LI5) is an improvement of the Caffarelli-Kohn-
Nirenberg inequalities (Theorem A) from g > 1 to ¢ > 0.

When a < 0 and u, 8 > 0, inequality (LI5]) strengthens

[l Lo @ny < Cllla >V ullg oo 12l 1y fany
which is given by ([L6]). In particular, whenn >3, a=1,s=p=2, 71 =y =a =
—1/2, and p = 1/2, inequality ([.I5]) takes the form

/
|

2
/ g <o [ vaplan, (1.16)
e 22| Rn ||

which strengthens the Hardy inequality

Jul? 2
—mdr < C |Vul|“dz.
R R7

n |IE|2

Inequality (II6]) was among the special cases proved in [19] as mentioned above.

The necessity of (ILI0) is proved by dimensional analysis. The necessity of (L.ITI)
and ([LI2]) are deduced from the fact that if (IL.I5]) holds for u, then it also holds for
u(x) = u(ry + S,xo,...,tp_1,2, + T) for all S;T > 0. The necessity of (LI3]) and
(LI4) are more delicate.

A main ingredient of the proof of Theorem [[LT] even in the case when ¢ > 1, is the
above mentioned improvement of Theorem A from ¢ > 1 to ¢ > 0, which is stated as
the following theorem.



Theorem 1.2. For n > 1, let s,p,q,71,%2,73, and a satisfy (I.7) and (I2). Then
there exists some positive constant C, such that

™ ull o @ny < Clllz® Vaull Lo oy 2]l 77 oy (1.17)
holds for all w € CL(R™) if and only if (L.3)-(13) hold. Furthermore, on any compact
set in the parameter space in which ({I.7) and (1.3) hold, the constant C is bounded.

Our proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem [[.2] which yields the extension from
q > 1to g >0, is quite different from the proof of Theorem A in [10].

Another main ingredient of the proof of Theorem [[1] is the following nonlinear
Poincaré inequality.

Theorem 1.3 (A nonlinear Poincaré inequality). Forn > 1 and 0 < A < 0o, assume
1<p<o0ifl<A<oo, and max{l,n/(14+n\)} <p<ooif0<\<1. Let(M,g)
be an n-dimensional smooth compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, 2 = M
or Q C M be an open connected set with Lipschitz boundary, and S C € has positive
measure |S|. Then there exists some positive constant C, depending only on p,\,
and S, such that for every nonnegative w € WhP(Q),

A
Jw — (Jscwl/k) Izr) < ClIVwl e, (1.18)

On the other hand, if 0 <A <1 and 0 <p<n/(1+n)) or0 <A <ooand0<p<1,
there does not exist C for which (1.18) holds.

Theorem [L.3] gives necessary and sufficient conditions on (A, p) € (0, 00) x (0, o] for

(LIR) to hold.

Corollary 1.1. Forn > 1,1 < p < oo, and 0 < g < oo, let (M,g) be an n-
dimensional smooth compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, Q@ C M be an
open connected set with Lipschitz boundary, and S C Q has positive measure |S|. Then
there exists some positive constant C, depending only on p,q,) and S, such that for
every nonnegative w € WHP(Q),

1
lellzn@) < (f ") 1927 + OV ooy, (1.19)

Theorem [[T] grows out of our study in [19] on the stability of solutions to Navier-
Stokes equations. In joint work with L. Li [17, 18], we classified (—1)-homogeneous ax-
isymmetric no-swirl solutions of the 3D incompressible stationary Navier-Stokes equa-
tions which are smooth in R3 away from the symmetry axis. All such solutions u are
of the following three mutually exclusive types:

Type 1. Landau solutions, which satisfy sup |Vu(x)| < oo;

|z|=1

Type 2. Solutions satisfying 0 < limsup |2/||Vu(x)| < oo;
|z|=1,2’"—0

Type 3. Solutions satisfying limsup |2/|?|Vu(z)| > 0.

|z|=1,2"—0
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Karch and Pilarczyk [15] proved the asymptotic stability of Landau solutions under L?-
perturbations. In [19], we proved the asymptotic stability of Type 2 solutions under
L?-perturbations. An important ingredient in our proof is the following improved
version of Hardy’s inequality

2
’“‘ C/ IV, (1.20)

a weaker form of (LI6]). We expect that Theorem [[I] will be useful in the study of
the asymptotic stability of Type 3 solutions and the stability of Type 2 solutions in
other function spaces. For related results on the stability of singular solutions to the
Navier-Stokes equations, see [6], [16], [20], [26] and the reference therein.

In the special case when a = 1 and 1 < s = p < n, Theorem [Tl says that under
the conditions

p>1, 1+L>0 Liymta (1.21)
p -1 p n
nta=y+p—1, 1 <7, (1.22)
inequality
22" [ull o ey < Clll2? 2" [FVul| Lo gey (1.23)

holds for u € C}(R™). This was proved in [I9] when 1 < p < n as mentioned earlier.
The proof there applies to p > n as well, and we present the proof concisely below.
The necessity of 71 +a = 9 + . — 1 follows from a dimensional analysis argument.
The necessity of 71 < 5 can also be seen easily: take a unit ball B; centered at
x; = (x},1) with 2 < |z}] < 3 and let u;(-) = v(- + x;).
Let z = (r,0) in spherical coordinates. Since (y; + a)p +n — 1 > —1, we have, for
each fixed 6, that

/ rOnterEnyrdr < € / plntetpn=tig,ulP dr. (124)
0 0

For any 0 < € < 7/4, let K. := {z € R" | |2/| < |z|sine}. Integrate the above in 6 on
(R™\ K.)NS" !, we have, using |z|sine < |2/| < |z| in R\ K, and 71 + a+1 = vo + p,
that

™ 2 |*ull o @iy < Clllw |2 Ortt]| Lo renn ke, - (1.25)

Since sze\& || 1P| 2! |*P |u|Pdx = ffe Jox; \x!“’lp]a:’]ap\Vu]pCL“Z'(Sda( )dd, there is some
€ < d < 2¢, such that

2 2| Pull o oregy < Cllla™ (2 FOpull oo i) (1.26)
Next, let 2 = (r,0) = (r,01,w), where r = |z|, w € S*"2 and 6; is the polar angle, i.e.

the angle between the z,,-axis and the ray from the origin to x. Then |2/| = |z|sin 0y,
and

fu(r, 01,0 — Jur, 6, w)|? / Oufulr, t,w)Pdt < / plul?|Byuldt.



We multiply the above by 677 772 and integrate in 6 over [0, 6]. We know from ([21)
and (L22) that ap+n —1> 0. So we have

d J J
/ orn—2 / plulP~0puldtds, < C / 0P w19, u| by,
0 01 0
and
J d
|0t b1,y < Clutr )P+ C [ 67 a0y, ul
0 0
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
J 9 1 9
/ 672y (1, 6, w)PdBy < Clu(r, 6,w)[P + C / GleFIP=2 0 1 0y w)|PdBy.
0 0

Multiplying the above by r(M+apr+tn=1 414 integrating in r and w, we have, using
the fact that y; +a + 1 = v + p, 0371 < 04 on [0,6] in view of u < a + 1, and
9oy ul/r < |Vu, that

el 2 1*ull o s,y < Ol &1L Pl o iy + Clllel™ 2 1Vl oy

Inequality (L23) follows from (L.25), (I.26) and the above.
For the sufficiency part of Theorem [[L.T] when s # p or 0 < a < 1, the proof is more

involved. Let us look at a simple case where n =2, a =1, v = v =73 =0, s = 2,
p=1,u=a> —1/2. The following lemma is a slightly stronger version of Theorem
LIl in this case.

Proposition 1.1. For o > —1/2, there exists some constant C depending only on «
such that

11wl 220,012y < Clllw|* Oy vl 1 o, 112y 1|11 Dl L1 (0,112) (1.27)

holds for all u € C1([0,1]?) satisfying u(1,z2) = u(x1,1) =0, 0 < 21,29 < 1.

Proof. Make a change of variables y; = x%o‘ﬂ, Y2 = x9, and u(y1,y2) = u(z1,x2).
Then (L.27) is equivalent to
lal[72(0.12) < Clllyal® gyl 1 o2y 91l =2 By ill 1 10,112), (1.28)

for B < 1/2 (where 8 := a/(2a+1)) and @ € C([0,1]?) satisfying @(y1, 1) = @(1,y2) =
07 0 S Y1,Y2 S 1.
For k € N, let Ry, = [27F~1,27F],

A = lallzmexony: Pe = 19000l rexpon)y: Qn = l1y1 " dystill 2 (ry x[0.17),

and
P =l 0yl 11012y, Q= llyal P Oyill £ (o,172)-



For any y; € Ry, £ € Ri_1 and yy € [0, 1], we have

3
@y, y2)1* = |@(yr, y2)||@(€ y2) — | Oniu(n, y2)dn|
Y1

3
< Jalyr, yo)la(6, y2)| + CyrPlatys, uo) / 7y, y2)ldn
Y1

1
< Jialyr, g€, yo)] + C / yT210, iy, o) dy: / 0P|y i(n, y2)\dn.
0 RURy_1

Taking fol fr ./ R, ‘dy1d€dys of the above and using Hélder’s inequality, we have

w1 i vln) ([, (€ vide) s + 0QuP

Ry
||Rkk VAR Ag- 1+CQkP<F(Ak+Ak 1) + CQP.

Thus
A <0AR_1 + CQyP,

where 6 = 1/(2y/2 — 1) < 1. Suming over k > 1 gives

> A Ay + CPQ < CPQ. (1.29)
k=1

where we have used [@(y1,y2)| < [} |8, @(y1,-)| and [a(y1,92)| < [} |0a(,y0)|. O

For the sufficiency part of Theorem [I.1] in general, our first consideration was for
g > 1. We were able to prove the sufficiency part of Theorem [l for ¢ > 1 in
dimension n provided Theorem A for ¢ > 0 in dimension n — 1, with the help of the
nonlinear Poincaré’s inequality (Theorem [[L3]). We also proved Theorem A for ¢ > 0
in dimension n = 1 and therefore proved Theorem [[.1] for ¢ > 1 in dimension n = 2 as
well as Theorem [Tl for axisymmetric v and ¢ > 1 in dimensions n > 3.
Next we established the sufficiency part of Theorem [I.1] for ¢ > 1 in dimensions
n > 3. A key step is to prove (I.I5) on a cylinder D := {x € R" | |2/| < 1,0 < z,, < 1}
when y; = 2 = 73 = 0. For simplicity, one may consider v € C}(D) and the estimate
is
12 [ull s oy < Clll2"[FVull o py 1’| Pull 2 - (1.30)

The left hand side of the above can be written as

”’x/‘auHLS(D) = H‘x/’ § ‘ulg”ég = C”’x/‘ 5 (Jul3 ]u*]E)HE C”’x ’ ‘u ’ HLs D)
(D) 5(D (
=:C(I1 + I»),

where 1/5 = 1/s + 1 — 1/p and u*(2',2,) = f/|=jor| (¥, 2n)do(y'). Since Theorem
LIl for ¢ > 1 holds for axisymmetric u, so does (L30]). Thus I5 is bounded by the right

7



hand side of (L30)). The estimate that I; is bounded by the right hand side of (L.30)
follows from a variant of the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities (see Theorem [6.2]),
using the fact that 0 < § < s.

Later we proved Theorem A for ¢ > 0 in all dimensions and in turn proved Theorem
[LIl This is the proof presented in this paper.

In Section 2] we prove the necessity part of Theorem [Tl and In Section B, we
prove Theorem [[.3] and Corollary [[LIl In Section H], we prove the sufficiency part of
Theorem by establishing Theorem 4.1, a more general result including inequalities
on cones. In Section B, we prove the sufficiency part of Theorem [[.Il In Section [6, we
give two variants of Theorem A and Theorem [Tl Some properties of the parameters
used in the proofs are given in the appendix.

2 Proof of the necessity parts of Theorem [1.1]
and

In this section, we prove the necessity parts of Theorem [LI] and We first prove
the necessity part of Theorem [I.1] by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For n > 2, let s,p,q,a,71,72,73, @, it and B satisfy (I.7)-(13). If there
exists a constant C' such that (I.13) holds for all uw in C°(R™), then (LI0)-(1-13) hold.

Proof. Let C denote a positive constant depending only on s, p, ¢, a, 1,72, 73, &, 4 and
B which may vary from line to line. We prove ([LI0)-(LI4]) one by one.

Proof of (1.10): Fixing a v € C°(R™) \ {0} and plugging u(z) := v(Az), A > 0, into
(LI5), we have

—nA —nA _
AT 2|70 oy < CAT2| |22 |2 [V 0| gy 1] 2P0l g gy

where A; and As are the left and right hand side of (ILI0) respectively. Sending A to
0 and oo in the above, we obtain (LI0).

Proof of (111) and (I.12): Fixing a v € C2°(B1(0))\{0}, we consider u(z) := v(x—x)
where zg = (5,0, ...,0,R) and S, R > 0. Then u € C°(Bi(xg)), and u satisfies (LI5]).
Choose S =2 and R large. For z € By(z0), we have 2 < |2/| <3 and R/2 < |z| < 2R.
Plugging w into (L.IE), we have,

R < CRcwz-f—(l—a)ﬂ/a

for some constant C independent of R. Inequality (III]) follows, since R can be
arbitrarily large.

Now we choose large S and R = 0. For z € By(x¢), both |2/| and |z| are in [S/2, 5].
Plugging v into (LI5]), we have

gnta < CSa(’yz-l-M)-i‘(l—a)(’YB‘f'B) .

Inequality (L.I2]) follows from the above, since S can be arbitrarily large.

8



Next, to prove (LI3]) and (L.I4), we fix a g € C°(1,4) satisfying

0, t<lort>4,
g(t) =
1, 2<t<3.

Proof of (I13): For 0 < e <1, let

0, p = 2e,
fl(lo): 26_107 €§p§267
€, p=<e

Then u(x) := f1(|2'])g(x,) satisfies (LI5). We have supp u C {|2'| < 26,1 <z, < 4}.
For any z in supp u, 1 < |z| < 5. Then (L.I5]) for this u is equivalent to

21wl s @y < Clll2*Vull g @11l Fa fany

for some constant C' independent of €. By calculation,

1 1
/ ||2'|“ul*dz > _/ |2/ fr(ja'|)[Pda’ > —elatDstn=l,
Rn C Jseja<|a’|<7e/4 ¢

/ |2 VulPde < C/ [P (2D + [ fu(l2')IP)da” < Cetrtnt
R |z |<2e

/ [la’|Pul?dz < C 12’17 f1(|2'|)|9da’ < CelPHDatn=1,

/| <2e

Thus we have
ot (n=1)/s < oealpt(n=1)/p)+(1-a)(F+1+(n-1)/q)

Inequality (I.I3]) follows, since € can be arbitrarily small.
Proof of (1.14): We divide the proof into two cases.

Casel.a=0ora=1orl/p+(yv2+pu—1)/n=1/q+ (y3+8)/n=1/s+ (7 +a)/n.

We first prove the inequality in (II4]) when 1/p+(ye+pu—1)/n = 1/q+(y3+08)/n =
1/s+ (y1+a)/n. For 0 <e <1, let

7‘_0‘_“’1_”/8“, 0<r<l,

1 1<r<2,
=4 4-— 2.1
B=y A yeren 1)
0, r > 4.

Then u(z) = fo(|z|)g(|zn|/|2’|) satisfies (ILIH) by the approximation of wug(z) :=

fa(\/12]* +0%)g(|zn|/|2"]). By computation,

1/t 1
Hx’%—i_afg‘sdx > 6/ TES_IdT > 56_1.
0
(2.2)

1
/ e !l >
R™ 0<|z|<1,2<|zn | /|2'|<3



Notice that for 1 < |zal/|2'] < 4, [Vg(lzal/|2"])] < Clg(lzal/le)I/|2'| < Cla|™, we
have, using the fact that 1/s + (1 +a)/n =1/p+ (y2 + p — 1)/n > 0, that

/R" lel IV ulde < © |z <1,1< |z /]2 |<4 ’x‘p(WJru)(Wf?’p + ’x‘_p‘fﬂp)dl’

4
< C/ r(r2tpptn—1+(-a—m—n/s=1+e)p . (2.3)
0
4
= C/ rPldr < Ce .
0
Similarly, using the fact 1/s + (y1 + a)/n =1/q+ (3 + 3)/n > 0, we have

/ 25! [Pultde < C 2[5 B fo()tde < Ol (2.4)
R NEREIy

By (L13), @2), @.3) and @24, we have

e /s < gea/r—(1-a)/q

for arbitrarily small e. So the inequality in (I.I4]) holds.

Now we turn to a = 0 or @ = 1. In view of (I.I0]), when a = 0, we have 1/s+ (71 +
a)/n =1/q+(y3+8)/n, and when a = 1, we have 1/s+(y1+a)/n = 1/p+(y2+p—1)/n.
The inequality in (LI4) follows from the same proof as above.

Case 2. 0<a<1,1/p+(v2+pn—1)/n#1/q+ (y3+ B)/n, and

R e =

If (2.5) holds, then either Case 1 or Case 2 holds.
We divide the proof of Case 2 into two subcases.
Subcase 2.1. 1/p+ (u—1)/(n —1) =1/q+ 5/(n —1).

In this subcase, we have, in view of (23], that 1/s+a«a/(n—1) =1/p+(u—1)/(n—
1)=1/q+B/(n—1). For 0 < e < 1, let

p— —(n—l)/s—i—e, 0 <p§ 1’
1

) 1<p<2
= 4 —
f3(p) 2p7 2<p<a
0, p =4

Let u(z) := f3(|2'|)g(z,). Then it satisfies (ILI5H]) by the approximation of us(z) :=
f3(+\/|2'|?2 + 62)g(x,). By computation, we have

n

1 e 1
x| 2! |Yulfde > —/ 2| f3()2'|)|Fdx’ > —/ piTSdp > —et (2.6
ferruiaz g [ esarez g | Zel (26)

10



Since 1/s+a/(n—1)=1/p+ (u—1)/(n —1) > 0, we have
/ 2 ® 2!V ulPde < C / & PPV FP + |f1P)de!
NG lz'|<1

4
< C/ i a—(n=1)/s=1+ptn=2g, (2.7)
0

4
= C/ pPldp < CeL.
0
Similarly, since 1/s + a/(n —1) =1/q+ 3/(n — 1) > 0, we have

/ ||z 2|2’ |Pul?dz < C ||2'|P f3(2)|?dz’ < Ce L. (2.8)
R” 1

|2'|<

So by (LI3), 26), (Z7) and (Z8]), we have

e /s < gea/r—(1-a)/q

for arbitrarily small €. So the inequality in (LI4]) follows in this subcase.
Subcase 2.2. 1/p+ (n—1)/(n—1) #1/q+ B/(n —1).

Introduce the spherical coordinates in R%: r = |z|, § = z/|z|. Let 0’ = 2'/|z|, we
have 6 = (¢, /1 — |#'|?). For simplicity, we denote z = (r,0’). Fix § > 0 small, and
let Rp:={z eR} |1<r<2<|0| <20} Fix a function u € C°(Ryp) \ {0}, and
let

wj(r,0') = 20 +diiy (9riy 219"y j > 1,

where by =n/s+v1 +«, dy = (n—1)/s+ «a, and « is some j-independent constant to
be determined later. Then u; € C°(R;), where

Rj:={zcR" |27 <p < 27T 2775 < |¢| < 277715},
Denote
Iy = [[[2]™ 2"l Lo (roys Ao = [l ]2 [*Vull Lo (ry),  Bo = [l u]l La(ro)-

In the following, the notation A ~ B means B/C < A < CB, and A < B means
A < CB, for some C > 1 depending only on s, p, q,a, Y1, V2,73, @, 4t and S3.
For any x € R, we have

™ |2 s s () > Lo (2.9)
Another computation gives
2722’ [V ;| Lo,y S 20 Bmb2rm 2 A, (2.10)

where by =n/p+~v+pu—1and do = (n—1)/p+ p— 1. Since we are in the case when
Up+(p=1)/(n-1) #1/q+B/(n=1) and 1/p+ (v2+pu—1)/n# 1/q+ (3 + B)/n,
we have, using ([LI0) and (2.35]), that by # by and dy # dy. Now we fix

dy — dy
= R
20 e R\ {0}
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so that
222" *VuillLery) S Ao (2.11)

Using (LI0), (2.35]), and the definition of x, we have
22| ujl| Lacr,) = Bo- (2.12)

For any positive integer m, w := Z?’Zl uj € CX(R™). Since (suppu;) N (suppu;) = ¢

for i # j, we have, by [29), 21I) and ([212), that
ol o0l gy 2 I ol V0l gy S A ol [P0l gy = B,
If w satisfies (I.13]), then we have, by the above, that

AgBI ™"

a/p+(1-a)/q
T, m .

Since Iy, Ag, By > 0 and m can be arbitrarily large, we have 1/s < a/p+ (1 — a)/q.

(LI4) is proved. O

Proof of the necessity part of Theorem [L.Z Let n > 1, s,p,q,a,7v1,72 and 73 satisfy

(C1) and (L2). We show that if (II7) holds for all uw € C2°(R), then (L3)-(L5) hold.
This is the same as in [I0] when ¢ > 1, while the proof there applies to ¢ > 0 as well.

Since the formulation of our conditions is somewhat different from that in [10], we
present a proof of the necessity of (IL3])-(L3H) using similar arguments as in the proof
of Lemma 2.1l Condition (L3)) follows from a dimensional analysis argument as in the
proof of (LI0) with « = p =8 =0. Set «a = pu = =0and zog = (0,...,R) in the
proof of (LLT1]), the same arguments give (L.4]).

To prove (LA, let u = fa(|x|) where fo is given by ([2.1) with o = 0, and insert «
into (LI7). When 0 < a < 1, we have 1/s+y/n=1/p+ (2 —1)/n = 1/q + v3/n.
Similar to (2.2))-(2.4)), we have

2" ull o > Ce5, e | oy < CeP, [l ull Loy < Ce™'/.

Using (LI7) and the above, we have ¢~ /¢ < Ce=/P=(1=0)/4 for arbitrarily small e,
thus the inequality in (L5]) follows. In view of (I3]), we have 1/s+~1/n=1/q+y3/n
when @ = 0, and 1/s+~1/n = 1/p+ (72 — 1)/n when a = 1. The inequality in (L5
when a = 0 or ¢ = 1 follows from the same proof for 0 < a < 1. O

3 A nonlinear Poincaré inequality
In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [L.3

Proof of Theorem We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1. We prove ([LI8) under the hypotheses of the theorem.

For A\ = 1, Theorem [[.3]is a generalized Poincare inequality (see e.g. Lemma 1.1.11
of [23]). In the rest of Step 1 we assume \ # 1.
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Since C1(€) is dense in WP(2), we may assume without loss of generality that
we CHQ) and w > 0 in Q. Let u := w'/?, then inequality (LI8) takes an equivalent
formulation: for all u € C1(Q) and u > 0 in €,

vllzr @) < ClIVV|lLr(Q), where v := u — (@) and @ := Jgu

We prove ([LI8]) by contradiction argument. Suppose the contrary, there exists a
sequence of positive functions {u;} € C*(Q) such that

vj = (u;)* = (w;)" (3.1)

satisfies
L= [Jvjllze(e) > ilIVV;llLe (@), (32)
where u; := fs u; > 0.

By (.2) and the compact embedding of WP(Q) to LP(f2), there exists some v €
WLP(Q) such that, after passing to a subsequence (still denoted by {v;}), v; — v in
Whe(Q), v; — v in LP(Q) and q.e. in Q, ||Vol|pq) = 0, and [[v]|rr) = 1. Now we
have, using (3.2]), that

H’Uj — ’l)le,p(Q) — 0. (33)

We divide into two cases, A > 1 and 0 < A < 1.

Case 1. X > 1.

A

In this case the function s — s is convex, and therefore

v > (Jguj)A — (@;)* =0.

Thus, by B.3), we have v; = fsv; — v > 0.

Passing to another subsequence if necessary, we either have u; — a € [0,00) or
Uj — 00.

If ; = o € [0,00), we have

u; — (v+ oMYA ae. in Q.

By Fatou’s lemma,

\S\(v—i—a)‘)l/)‘:/liminfuj §liminf/uj:a]5].
S

g Jj—oo Jj—00

A contradiction, since v > 0 and « > 0. So inequality (.I8]) holds.
In the rest of Case 1, we assume u; — 00.
Denote a; := 4; — oo, and write

0 <uj =a;+n;. (3.4)
Then
/S =0, ¥j (3.5)
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and, by .1,

v = (aj +n;)* — (g™

We will show that this leads to a contradiction.

Write ’U;_(H) = max{v;(0), 0}, v; (f) = max{—v;(0),0}, 0 € Q. Then v; = v;-r —v;.
By (B3) and the positivity of v, we have

”UJJ'r —vlzr@) =0, vyl — 0. (3.6)

Lemma 3.1.

(aj)’\_l/gnj_ — 0, and (aj))‘_l/s|77j| — 0.

Proof. Write

Ty,

vi = (a)* = (a5 —ny = (a))*(1 - (1 - a;

and recall from ([B4) that 0 < w™ < a;. Since A > 1, we have the following elementary
inequality:
gty =1—-(1 -t —t>0, YV0O<t<I1.

Indeed, the above inequality holds due to the concavity of g in [0,1] (¢ (¢t) = —(X —
1)(1 —t)*2 <0 forall 0 <t < 1) and the fact that g(0) = g(1) = 0.
Now we have, using (3.6) and the above, that

- M \A ;. - -
1) = ., — A 1—1(1-— J > . A/ J — AA—1 / -
°(1) /QUJ (a5) < ( aj) > > (aj) o —aj (aj) 977]
Lemma [B.1] follows from the above and (3.5)). O

Lemma 3.2. There exists some positive constant C independent of j such that
/ (P == Y
s 0 T '

Proof. We will use the following elementary inequality: for A > 1, there exists some
positive constant C, depending only on A, such that

1+t =1 <Ot +1), Yt>0.

With this constant C, we have, using (B8.6]), that

v|S| +0o(1) = /Sv;r = (aj))‘/s <(1+ ﬂ))‘— 1)

aj
sm%ﬂ/aif+@§=c/aﬁV+mw*q)
5N aj a; s
Lemma follows from the above in view of Lemma [3.1] O
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Lemma 3.3. For every € > 0, (a;) " {n; > €}| — 0.

Proof. Since
vj > (aj + e — (aj)’\ >0 on {n; > e},

we have, using (3.6)), that
ol rom= oz [ (l+0* - 0)") = (049" @) I >

Lemma [3.3] follows from the above since A > 1 and a; — oco. O
Lemma 3.4. For every e >0, [, [(n; — e)Jr]A — 0 asj— oo.

Proof. For € > 0, denote §; := [(n; — e)+])‘. By Lemma B3] [{{; = 0} — | > 0 as
j — oo. Apply a generalized Poincare inequality (see e.g. Lemma 7.16 and Lemma
7.12 in [I4]-writing Q as the union of finitely many convex open sets and apply these
lemmas on each of the convex open sets) and use ([B.2]) and the fact that A > 1, we
have

Q Q {nj>e}

<c[ @y esi<c /{ Vo] 0.

{n;>e} n;j>e}

Lemma [B.4] is established. O

For every € > 0, write ; = (n; —€) + € < (n; — €)* + €. Thus
N <2 [y — ] + 226

It follows, using Lemma and Lemma [3.4] that

1
0< =< /(77JF)A < C/ [(n; — e)+])‘ + 22eMS| < o(1) + Ce
¢~ JsV s

Sending j to oo, we have from the above that 0 < 1/C < Ce*. Sending € to 0, we have
0 < 1/C <0, a contradiction. Estimate (L.I8]) is established in Case 1.

Case 2. 0 < A< 1.

Recall that p > n/(1 4 n)). Since 0 < A < 1, the function s — s* is concave, and
we have

Thus, by B3], we have
5j:3§Uj—>U<0. (3.7)
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Fix a 6 > 0 satisfying 1 + 6 < min{2,1/A}. We will make use of the following
elementary fact: For 0 < A < 1, there exists some positive constant C', depending only
on A and ¢, such that

‘(1 + i)V —1— %t‘ < C([EM*0 + 1)), ¥V —1<t < .

By @D, 1/
uj = (vj + (ajy) . (3.8)

Integrating the above over S gives, with C' given by the one in (8], that

0= ’—;’/S < [’Uj + (ﬂj)A} A ﬁj) — (uj)’—;’ /S ( [1 " (ﬁj)_)‘?}]}l/)\ - 1>

(3.9)
e /. ( ‘(aj)—%j(m + ‘(ﬂj)_AUj‘l/)\)‘

Since 146 < 1/\, WHP(Q) embeds into LY*(Q) and L'*(Q) by the assumption on
p. By this and (3.3]), we have

v = vlizs) < Cllv; = vllpa) < Cllvi = vllwre@) — 0. (3.10)
We deduce from ([3.9), using [3.7)) and (B.I0), that
olro(1) = =55 < (@)™ [ @) [ o) < (@) + @) ).
Q Q
Since v # 0, we have the boundedness of {@;}. Passing to a subsequence, u; — «a for

some « € [0,00). Integrating (B.8]) over S and using ([B.10) and @; — «, we have

1/

ato(t) = £ (m+ @) = (v+ )" o).

It follows that a = (v + o/\)l/ A which implies that v = 0. A contradiction. Estimate
(I8 is established in Case 2. Step 1 is completed.
Step 2. Inequality (TI8) does not hold if 0 < A <1 and 0 < p < n/(1+ nA).

For simplicity, we let 2 C R" be a bounded open set, and S C Q has positive
Lebesgue measure. Take a Lebesgue point Z of S, i.e. lim,_,o+ |B,(Z)NS|/|B,(Z)| = 1.
For convenience, T = 0 is the Lebesgue point. For small ¢ > 0 and large o > 1, let

-1, if || > e,

v(@) = —1+a(1— m), if [z] < e.
€

In the following, C' denotes some positive constant independent of o and €. A calcula-
tion gives

1
/Ivlpzlﬂ\BEH/ WP > Q] + =aPe,
Q Be C
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/Q|Vv|f’ = aP"P| By,

/ (v + 1)V = oA / (1 Iy dy,
S

{lyl<1, eyesS}
where |O(aPe™)| < CaPe™.
Since 0 is a Lebesgue point of S, we have

<1 B,
lim {lyl <1, eye S} _ lim |B(0)N S| .
=0+ {ly] <1} e—0t | B(0)]
It follows that
lim (1~ [y dy = / (1 - [y dy > 0.
=0 J{|y|<1, eyeS} lyl<1

Now we fix the value of a so that [¢(v + DYA=|S]. So a < Ce™ ™,
Consider
w = (v—+ 1)

Then i = fsu=1,u >0, v=u*—u* Using p < n/(1+nl),
/ IVo|P < CaPe™™P < Cen~ (4P
Q

This and (39) violate (II8) for any choice of C'. Step 2 is completed.
Step 3. Inequality (I.I8]) does not hold if 0 < A < co and 0 < p < 1.
For simplicity, we take Q@ = S = [—1,1]". For @ > 0 small, let

fa={ B P50

_’xl’aa Tl 207

and
w(z) == (2+ f(z))*.

Then w € WP([—1,1]") and w > 1.
By the definition of w, we have f_1 qjn w/* =2 Let v =w— (fr1,1ym w'/M)A. We
have, for some constant C' > 0 depending only on A and p, that

/ o) Pde > / o(a)Pde = / 12+ a1 — 2\ Pda >
[—1,1]" [1/2,1] [1/2,1]"

On the other hand, by the assumption that 0 < p < 1, we have

(3.11)

Q-

/ VolPda = / A2+ Fla) L f () Pda
[_171}’” [_171]11

1
< C/ ap]azl\(a_l)pdazl <Ca” =0
—1
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as o — 0. This and (BII)) violate (LI8]). Step 3 is completed. Theorem [[J is
proved. [l

Proof of Corollary L1t If ¢ < 1, then, by Theorem [[.3] with A = 1/¢, we have
1 1 1
holl oy < (f w?) 1Pt = (f ) ey < (f w?) I8P+ C Tl oy

If ¢ > 1, then (I.I9) follows from the result for ¢ = 1 and Hoélder’s inequality. The
corollary is proved. O

4 Extension of the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg in-
equalities from ¢ > 1 to ¢ > 0

In this section, we prove Theorem The necessity part has been established in
Section 2l The sufficiency part follows from the following theorem which includes the
inequalities on cones.

Let S~ 1 := {x € R" | || = 1} be the unit sphere in R”. For any Q C S*~! with
nonempty Lipchitz boundary, denote the cone

K:={rz|r>0, z€Q}. (4.1)

Theorem 4.1. Letn > 1, K = R" or K be as above, and s,p,q,v1,72,73,a Satisfy
(I-7) and (I2)-(13). Then there exists some positive constant C such that for all
ue CH(K)

™l s re) < Clllal Vo 12 ull - (4.2)

Furthermore, on any compact set in the parameter space in which ({I.7) and (1.2) hold,
the constant C' is bounded.

Lemma 4.1. Let n > 1, 0 < 7 < 13 < o0, K = R" or K be given by ({{.1)),

$,D,4,a,71,72 and y3 satisfy (1.7), (I3), (I.4), 1/s+v1/n >0, and 1/s < a/p+ (1 —
a)/q. Then there exists some positive constant C, depending only on s,q,a,v1,%v2,73,

r1,7m9 and S, such that for all u € C¥Y(K N B,,),

N[ ull s (knp,,) < Clllz™ ullps(knB,,\B,y) + ClllE*Vullpoknp,,) 2] U||Lq(KmBT )
(4.3)

Proof. For simplicity, we only prove (4.3)) for 11 = 1 and r9 = 2. The general case can
be proved similarly.

For a = 0, we deduce from (3], (L4) and 1/s < a/p+ (1 — a)/q that 43 = 3 and
s = q, thus (43]) is obvious. In the rest of the proof we assume 0 < a < 1. Without
loss of generality, assume u > 0.

Step 1. We prove ([43) for p =1 and v; = 0.

Let
—{reK |2t <|z] <2¥}, kez
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Denote
Ap = / luf*de, My = / 2] Vu(@)|dz, Ngi= / 2P ul?de.
We first establish for any 0 < € < 2" — 1 that
Ap < 0Appy + C(My + Myyr ) NI ez, (4.4)

where
a(l +e)

207 — (1 +¢€)(1 —a)’
and C depends only on s,q,a,v1,72,73, 71,72, K and €. Since K is a cone, by (L3)

and scaling, we only need to prove (4] for k = 0.
Let 4 = f g, u(y)dy. For any 0 < € < 2" — 1, x € Ry and £ € Ry, we have

0=

[u@)]* = Ju(@)| "~ u(z)|*
< Ju(@)| = (Ju() —al + @ —u(€)] + [u(©))* (4.5)
< (L4 @)u(@)| "= u(€)|" + Clu(@)| " (lu(x) — @] + [u — u(€)])*.

Taking { g, [ Ro -dzxdf of the above and using Holder’s inequality, we have

A< (0 @) [ fu@) e +0 [ Ju@)]uta) — il da

0 [ a0 s f o - u(e)|de
Ro

<ol ([ wora) ([ wewrar) e [l ) -

e /R (@) da f fa - u(©)]dg

| Ro|®
|Ry|®

= (1+¢) AFTCAS + O + I).

(4.6)

Since p = 1, by (L3) and (L4]), we have 1/s > a(1 —1/n) + (1 — a)/q. Since we are in
the case 1/s < a/p+ (1 —a)/q, we have a(1—1/n)+ (1 —a)/q<1/s <a+(1—a)/q.
Thus there exist some 1 < t < n/(n—1) (1 <t < oo when n = 1) such that
1/s =a/t+ (1 —a)/q. Then by Holder’s inequality, Sobolev inequality and Poincaré’s
inequality, we have

—||as 1—a)s
I < Cllu = all% roum 1l iy
_ _ as 1—a)s
< C(llu—allprroury) + IV (= D)l 21 (RouRy)) Nl (4.7)

< C(My + M) N~/
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Similarly, we have

_as l1—a)s
I < Cllu— [ §3 gy el o iy

57 — as 1—a)s
< C(lu—all i gy + IV (w = @) 11 (gyy) NS~ (4.8)
< CM{zsNél—a)s/q‘
By ([&6), ([AL7), [AL38) and the fact that |Rg|/|R1| = 27", we have, for any 0 < e < 29" —1,
that

| Ro|*
| R1|®

< (1 + 6)2—an((1 — CL)AQ + aAl) + C(MO + Ml)asNél_a)s/q-

Ag < (1 + 6) A(l)_aAtll + C(MO 4 Ml)asNo(l—a)s/q

Thus
a(l +e)

—(1+e)(1—a)
So (@A) holds for k = 0, and therefore holds for all k£ € Z.

Since @ >0, 29" > 1, and 0 < € < 2 — 1, we have 0 < 6 < 1.
For ¢,d > 0, c+ d > 1, and sequences x,,,y, > 0, n > 1, we have

A(] < San A1 + C(MO + Ml)asN(gl—a)s/q.

i:nflyg < <i:ﬂn)c<iyn)d (4.9)
n=1 n=1 n=1

Take the sum of [£4) over k < 0, by the fact 1/s < a+ (1 —a)/q and ([E9) with
¢=(1-a)s/q and d = as, we have, that

Z Ak < 9A1 + HZAk + CZ(Mk + Mk—i—l)as ]gl—a)s/q

k<0 k<0 k<0
as (1—a)s/q
§9A1+92Ak+C(Z(Mk+Mk+1)> (ZNk) .
k<0 k<0 k<0
So
/ ul*dz = ZAk < LAl + C(Z(Mk n Mk+1))a8<ZNk>(l_a)S/q
KNBy —1-9
k<0 k<0 k<0
0 as (1—a)s/q
< [ wpdrsc </ ||x|“f2vu|d:p> </ ||:E|'Y3u|qd:1:> .
1-0 /g KNBs KNBy

(4.10)
Thus when p =1 and v; = 0, [@3)) follows from (@I0]).

Step 2. We prove ([4.3) for p =1 and v # 0.

We will reduce it to Step 1. Make a change of variables y = |z["%/"z, and define
u(y) == u(x), 1 = 0,5 = (en+ms(l—n))/(n1s+n) and 33 = (y3¢—75)n/(y15+n)q.
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We have s,q > 0 from (7)) and 1/s + 4, /n = 1/s > 0. By computation and using

@3),

(1) a0 ) - e ) o) -2
4.11

Next, by (L3) and (L4]) with p = 1, we have 1/s > a(1 —1/n) — (1 — a)/q. Use this
and (@.I1]), we have

~ - 1 1 1—-a
a72+(1—a)73:n<——a<1——)— )20.
s n q

So we have verified (L7), (L3), (IL4), and 1/s 4+ 51 /n > 0 with 43 = 0. By this and
the fact that 1/s < a/p+ (1 —a)/q, apply Step 1 to a(y) and 71, 7s,73, we have

1all s (k) < Cllallzs(knpe s + CllY2Vall G npm 1197l el np,) (412)

Since y15/n 4 1 > 0, we have, with R := 275/7+1 > 1 that

n

2 u() *d = / () dy,
/KﬂBl Y18+ 7" JKknB,

/ 2 Vu(z)|dz = / 9= V() |dy,
KNBs2 KNBRr

n ~
2 u(z)|9dz = / ly[ia(y)|dy.
/KﬂBl Y8+ N JrknB,

By (@I2]) and the above, we have (L3]).

Step 3. We prove (£3) for p > 1.

1 1+ 1 — 1 S _ as
- = 9 =4 - = —_ 4= "T——"" ",
5 s g P qg 35q (1—a)s+as
_ 18 _ 15 3S
Y1 = /7_ ’ Y2 /7, +’Y27 V3 = /7_ ’

5 P 5

1/§+ 1 /n >0, and 1/5 < ap+ (1 — a)/q (for detail of the verification, see Lemma
[Z1). So we can apply Step 2 to |u|*/® to obtain, using Holder’s inequality and Young’s
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inequality, that

e[ ull3S sy = Ml [l e sy

< Olllz™ [ul*’* | sy + Ol Va1 ey el 1™ | Falicnm,y

< Clllel™ull3 g mm iy + Cll22 1l =V ull[51 ey 2P ull S

< Olllel ™ ull 3o rmnmy + CME T2l e 112DVl i Dl S o
< Cllla™ ull s + Cllal wl 5 e 12Vl ey 0l o ol
smmmw@@m&wﬂ+;me%;mm+c@mwvwammﬂ

Nl D5

1/(1—as/p’)
L3 KﬂBl)) :

Inequality (4.2]) follows from the above and the definitions of @ and 5. Lemma [A.1] is
proved. O

Proof of Theorem [{.1. Without loss of generality, we assume u > 0. By (L3]) and
scaling, we may assume suppu C Bj.

For a = 0, we deduce from (L3]), (L4) and (L5]) that v, = 73 and s = ¢, thus ([@.2])
is obvious. In the rest of the proof we assume 0 < a < 1.

Case 1. 1/s <a/p+ (1 —a)/q.
In this case, inequality (£.2]) follows from Lemma .1l with 7y = 1 and ry = 2.

Case 2. 1/s > a/p+ (1 —a)/q.

Case 2 can be reduced to Case 1 by section (V) in [10] - this reduction is the same
for ¢ > 0 even though ¢ > 1 was assumed in the paper. For reader’s convenience, we
include such an argument here.

By (L3) and ([IH), 1/p + (72 — 1)/n # 1/q + 73/n. Thus there exist some positive
constants A1 and Az, such that a(z) = Au(laz) satisfies ||[x[2Vi|px) = 1 and
||| Loy = 1. We claim that there exist some 0 < a’,a” < 1, such that

2@l oqaey < € (2> Full ooy o2 ull i) + e Vul e D>l b2 )
= 20|l2™ Vil g e ol
(4.13)

Then by scaling, we have that (£2) holds for w.

To see ([AI3]) when n > 2, notice that by (L.7), (I8])-(L35), it can be directly verified
that s, p,q, a,v1,v2 and 73 satisfy (L7)-(LI4]) with « = g = 8 = 0. Then ([@I3]) follows
from Lemma 5.3 with « = p = = 0. If n = 1, we can obtain (£I3]) by the same proof
as that of Lemma [5.3] where we set & = = 8 = 0 and choose o/ = o/ = 0 there.
Theorem [£.1] is proved. O

Proof of Theorem[I.3. The necessity part has been proved in Section 2l The sufficiency
part follows from Theorem 7] with K = R™. d
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5 Proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem [1.1]

In this section, we prove the sufficiency part of Theorem [Tl

We first prove the sufficiency part of Theorem [Tl when 1/s < a/p + (1 — a)/q.
We make use of Theorem (rather, its variants Theorem 1] and Lemma A1) and
Theorem [L.3]

For 6,h > 0, denote B} = {2/ € R"™! | |2/| < 6}, D! = B} x [0,h] and D5 = D}.
Lemma 5.1. Letn > 2, 0 < 01 < d3 < 00, h >0, s,p,q,a,a,p and B satisfy (1.7)-

(1-17) with v1 = 2 = v3 = 0. Then there exists some positive constant C, depending
only on s,p,q,a,c, , 3,0, 01,09 and h, such that for all u € CO’I(D(}SLQ)

AT ATeY i a 1B, |11—a
1170l o, < Il oo, + CUE Pl e Pl - (5.

Proof. Since v; = 2 = 73 = 0, we deduce from (LI0) and (LI3) that 1/s —a/p—(1—
a)/q=(a(p—1)+ (1 -a)f—a)/(n-1) = 325(1/s —a/p - (1 - a)/q), Le.
1-a

.

< -+

(5.2)

®» |
T

Let x = (r',6',x,) be the cylindrical coordinates where ' = |2/| and §' = 2//|2/|.
For simplicity, we only prove the lemma when h =1, ;1 = 1 and d, = 2. The general
case can be proved similarly.

If a = 0, by (II0), (I12)) and (LI4]), we have s = ¢ and o = 3, and therefore (5.])

is obvious. In the rest of proof we assume 0 < a < 1.

Step 1. We prove inequality (5.I) when p = 1.
By (5.2), we have, in view of p =1 and a < 1, that

1 1-—a

S q

<a<l (5.3)

Case 1. 1/s — (1 —a)/q = 1.

By (53], we have a = 1 and s = 1. Because of this, (I.I0)), and the fact that
s=p=1andy =7 =73 =0, we have « = u — 1. Let

s=1, p=1, g=q, a=1, ’3/1201, ’3/2:05"1'17 3/3:0

that

/ |2 | ¥ u(x, z,)|da’ < C |2 |¥u(2, z,)|d2’ + C |x'|0‘+1|V'u(x',xn)|dx’.
By By\B} By
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Integrate the above in x, on [0, 1], we have (5.I]) in this case, i.e.

2" [*ull 21 (pyy < Cllle’|*ull L2 (pp\Dy) + Clll' |V ul| 1 ().

Case 2. 1/s — (1 —a)/q < 1.
Let

=G AT 64

Since a > 0, b is well defined. In the definition of A above, we have used the assumption
that ab=1/s—(1—a)/q < 1. By (5.2)) with p = 1, we have b < 1. By (L.10) and (L.12]),
we have 1/5—(a(1/p—1/n)+(1—-a)/q) = (a(y2+p)+(L—a)(y3+ ) — (1 +))/n = 0.
Thus when p = 1, we have b= (1/s — (1 —a)/q)/a > (n—1)/n. So (n—1)/n <b < 1.
Consequently, we have 0 < A <1 in view of 0 < a < 1.

Let

1
q q (5.5)
=, Yo=p Fz=Au+(1-A)5

We have Shown that 0 < a < 1. Using (L7)- (EI:IZI) and the assumption that 1 / s— (1 -

1 / §< a/ p+(1—a)/q and with n replaced by n — 1. For the detalls of the Verlﬁcatlon,
see Lemma and its proof.
Let m = min{1,q,s} and 1 < < 2 be some fixed number, set

vi=u— (DZfDlu

Apply Lemmalﬂ]wi‘ch p=1tov(, a;n) for each ﬁxed 0<z, <1, withry =1,ry =2,

AAAAA

m)l/m

|||<E'|°‘U('7<En)||LS(B£) (5.6)
< Cllla"|*0(s 2a) e mpvmy) + Clll P0G zn)IF gy e’ 20wl

Using the definition of 43, ¢ and A in (5.4) and (5.5)), and the fact that 0 < X <1, we
apply Hoélder’s inequality to estimate the last term in (5.0) as follows.

2 (oo wa)llzeny, = 2’ ol @) - 2/ PoC, @) ek,
A1— ab 1-M)(1—ab
< 2o w3 ey M PPl @) o i~ (5.7)

1-b)
< Mo aa) 158 e P ) [ S

Next, we estimate the term | B, |2/ |M|v|dz’ in the above. Notice that
1 1
joa’, 2)] < 0/ |vxn(:n’,t)|dt~|—0/ o(a, )|dt, ¥ (',1,) € Do,
0 0
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So, for each x,, € [0,1], we have

1 1
/ yg;'mv(x',xn)ydx'gc/ / \x’]”]vxn(x',t)]dtdx'—kC/ / 1o Ho(a, )| dtde’.
B, B, Jo B, Jo

(5.8)
Applying Lemma [£1] in dimension n — 1, we have, for every z,, in [0, 1], that

/ 2! |*v(2’, x,)|d2’ < C

!w’\“\v(x’,xn)!d:c’JrC/ |2/ [PV (2, 2 |da
By BL\B] B,

Integrating the above in x,, over [0, 1], and then inserting it into (5.8]), we have

/, |2/ o(a’, 2a)ldz” < C (1" "l Ly oo\ pyy + M2/ V0l (D)) (5.9)

Bl
Putting (0.6, (5.7) and (59]) together, we have

210 ) [ty < CHE10C @) ey 1) + ClIE V0 ) 185,

—a)s a(l-b)s
e Pt a5y (Mol iy + M0l 0,)) 7

Integrating the above in z;,, over [0, 1], applying Holder’s inequality, and followed by
Young’s inequality, we have, using abs + (1 — a)s/q = 1, that

b 1
12/ %0115+ by < Cl2 1015 pp\ o) + Cl PV 5 oy 2101 ooy (212l 1 )

a(l—b)s
111 1l 1 gy gy )

< C|||$/|QU||SLs(D2\D1) + C'(|||$/|“VU||L1(D2) + |||$/|“V/U||%1(D2)
“Nl|21?

8

H‘x/’#U”Ll(DQ\Dl ) U”Lq (Dy)

< Cll1*00 s po\py + C UVl Loy + W'l 1 D2\ 1)) ™

2’ ’BU”Lq(Dl
By the definition of v and the above, using m < s, g, we have

|Hl’/\auHLs(D1)

< Clll2"1*ull Lo (o\01y + C (121N ullF1 gy + 120l E1 o poy) 1121l oy -
(5.10)

Since m <1 and 1 < |[2/| <2 in Dy \ Dy, we apply Theorem [L.3] to obtain
12" [*v]l L1 Do\ Dyy < CllvliLrpo\pyy < CIVUll Lt (Do\Dy) < CH‘x/‘uvu”Ll(Dz\Dl)s .
By (510 and (5.11I), we have o1
12" 1ull s (pyy < Cll'|%ul Lo a\y) + Cllla’ 1V ull G oy a1 Pull oy -

The lemma, is proved for p = 1.
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Step 2. We prove inequality (51) when p > 1.

1 S as

respectlvely. For the details of the verlﬁcatlon, see Lemma [71] and 1ts proof. For
u € C%(Dy), we have [u|*/* € COY(Dy). Apply 1) with p = 1 to |ul*/®, we have,
using Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, that

ol E

21wl 2y = 21l s (o)

< Ol [*lul** |l s(pa\myy + Clll PVl 513 gy 1Pl ¥l

1
= Ol ) + O Pl PVl o e Pl
y (1
< Clla’ Il oy + Ol e 1Vl 2 Pl
s 1 1/(1-as/p")
< C\Hx’]ﬂUHi/j(DQ\Dl) + 5”]3; | ”SL/sSD2) " C<|Hx 1Vl (D2) 2’ [Pu H(Lq %28/8) .

Inequality (B.]) follows from the above and the definitions of @ and 5. Lemma [B.1] is
proved. O

Remark 5.1. In the proof of Lemma [51, when a = 1 or when 0 < a < 1 and
1/s+1—1/p < q/s, we can use Theorem A and the classical Poincaré’s inequality
instead of Theorem [I.2 and [L.3

For 0 <r; <ry <ocande >0, let
Koo ={z €R" |1y < |z| <ro, |2'] <e€lxl} (5.12)

Lemma 5.2. Letn > 2,0 < r <ry <00, 0< e <e <1, K, := Ky rye;5
i =1,2, and let s,p,q,a,v1,72,73, @, i and B be real numbers satisfying (1.7)-(1-17)
with 1/s < a/p+(1—a)/q. Then there exists some positive constant C, depending only
0N 8, D, 4, a4, V1,72, 73, O 1, B, €1, €2, 71 and T2, such that for all u € CY(KL,),

[ 2" ull s 1.y ) < Ol |l s e\ ko) FON 2V ull T e,y 2222 Pull o, (Key)'

(5.13)
Furthermore, on any compact set in the parameter space in which (1.7)-(13) hold, the
constant C is bounded.

Remark 5.2. Consider more general cones Ky, r, 0 = {rz|rm <r <rg, x € Q} for
some open set 0 C S"~1 with Lipschitz boundary. For open sets Q C ;1 C 2y C SP1
with Lipschitz boundaries, Lemma [5.2 still holds with K, r,, replaced by K, r, 0,
1=1,2.
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Proof of Lemma [5.2.

For € > 0, denote K, := K, r, ¢, and let K := K.N{z, > 0}, K[ := K.N{x, < 0}.
We will only prove (5.13) with K, i = 1,2, replaced by K, ;r . The estimate on K is
similar.

Case 1. 0 < 7ry < 1rg < 00.

In this case, there exists a diffeomorphism y = ®(z) from K to D, = B, x [0,1],

satisfying [y/|/C < [2'| < Cly’|. Let i = p+ 72 —v/a+ (1 —a)yz/a. By ([LII)
we have i > p. Notice we are in the case 1/s < a/p + (1 — a)/q, it can be verified

that s,p,q,a,q, i, B satisfy (L7)-(LCI4) with p replaced by i and v3 = 2 = 73 = 0.
Applying Lemma 5.1l to @& = v o &1, we have
'@l Loy < CNY 1%l LoD\ + ClllY PV Lo, ) 1810l Fal,
< Clly'1*all ooy \poy) + CllIY 1V allE o, ) 10l 2l -
Inequality (5.13]) follows immediately.

Case 2. r1 =0 or r9g = 0.

Working with u(Az) instead of u(x), we only need to treat the cases when r; = 0
and 7y =1, 0or 7 = 1 and 7y = 00, or 71 = 0 and 7y = co. Let Ry := {x ¢ R" | 2F71 <
|z| < 2k}, k € Z. By Case 1, (II0) and scaling, we have, for every k € Z, that

™ 21" ull7s (mynicey) < Cll™ 21Ul s (ki) T ClllE 12 VUl gk, )
el Pl
(5.14)

When 7‘1 = 0 and ry = oo, take the sum of (5I4]) over all £ € Z, we have, using
as/p+ 4 ) > 1 and ([£9), that

H\x!“\x/\au\\ismel)
1
< Nl ol + C S Wl PVl e Ml Pl
k=—o00
1-
< Ol ol e, ey + Cllal oVl el Pl 5022
So (5.13) is proved when r; = 0 and ro = oo. Inequality (5.13) for 7y =0 and ro = 1

follows by summing (5.14]) over £ < 0. For r; = 1 and 79 = oo, we sum (5.14]) over
k > 0. Lemma is proved. O

Proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem [L1 when 1/s < a/p+ (1 —a)/q.

Fix € > 0 small, let K, be the cone defined by (512) with 7y =0 and ro = o0

By (L.7), (L), (L10), (L12) and (L.14), we have that s,p,q,a,v1+ o, 2+, 73+
satisfy (L7) and (L2)-(L5) with 1, y2,v3 replaced by v1 +«, v2 + p, 3 + 8 respectively.
Then by Theorem [£.1] we have

2l s @nvicy < Clllel™ Voo e 2 ull o (a1,
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Since €|z| < |2/| < |z| for z in R™\ K, we have
[ 2’ [*ull s o ey < CllleP |2 PVl E o gy 2 2Pl g,y (5:15)
By Lemma [5.2]

™ |2 ull Lo .

< el 12l sy + Clle P PT g e Il Pl OO

It follows from (5.I5]) and (5.16) that
" 2" [*ull s rmy < Cllael |2 [FV 0l G ey e |2 1P| L - (5.17)
The sufficiency part of Theorem [[.1]is proved when 1/s < a/p+ (1 —a)/q. O

Next, we prove the sufficiency part of Theorem [Tl when 1/s > a/p + (1 — a)/q.
We reduce it to the case 1/s = a/p+ (1 —a)/q by the following lemma. This reduction
procedure is analogous to the arguments in Section (V) in [10].

Lemma 5.3. Let n > 2, Q be a bounded open set in R" and u € C%1(Q). Assume that
for any s,p,q,a,7v1,72,73, 0, i, B satisfying (I.7)-(1.14) and 1/s = a/p+ (1 — a)/q,
there exists some constant C, depending only on s,p,q,a,v1,¥2,73,a, b and B, such
that

2 |21 ull o0y < Cllla 2|2’ [V ullgo o 112 "1 ull ol

Then for any s,p,q,a,71,%2,73, @, i and B satisfying (I77)-(T.14) with 1/s > a/p +
(1 —a)/q, there exists some constant C and 0 < d',a” < 1, depending only on

$,P,4,0,71,72,73, a7N7B7Q and 0/7 such that

(5.18)

e |2 %ull s () < C(|||<E|”2|<E Vool 2 Pull o,
(5.19)
+ ([ 72 (2 [Vl Fo oy |2 | Pl ey )
Proof. For u € C%1(Q), we assume (5.18) holds, and we will prove (5.19). Let C denote
a positive constant depending only on s, p, q,a,v1,72,73, @, 4, 3,2 and C’ which may
vary from line to line. Condition (ILI4) and 1/s > a/p+ (1 —a)/q imply 0 < a < 1.
Denote A := |||z|2[a/|“Vul| ogn) and B := |||z]73 |2/ |Pu| a(rn).-
For constants 0 < o’,a” <1, o/,a”, we define s',s”,71,~] by

1 _d 1-d ’ ’ / /

T, T T Yt+ad =dv+p—1)+1-a) (v +B),

L o 1 (5.20)
Gt = e b 1) (1) (3 + ).

Let ¢(z) be a smooth function satisfying ((z) =1 for |z| < 1, {(z) = 0 for |z| > 2 and
|VE(x)] < 3. We have

™ 1| ull s gny < [l l21]*CullLs@ny + 2™ 21]* (X = Qullsgny =: 1 + o
(5.21)

28



We estimate

1/s—1/s'
,Y/ o ,\/1_,\// INa—ao' ssl/(sl_s)
1 < e sl o oy le 1o L 62)
|z <2
and
1/s—1/s"
! o =T ja—a ss'" /(s —s)
I < ¥ 2 | wll o o [ . (5.23)
| >1
by Holder’s inequality, provided
1 1 1 1
— < — and — < -—. 5.24
s’ s an s s ( )
The second integrals on the right hand sides in (5.22]) and (5.23)) are finite if
1 A+d 1 m+a 1 Af+d
- —— < - — < =+ —, (5.25)
s! n S n s" n
1 o 1 « 1 o 1 «
— < - d — < - . 5.26
s n—1 s+n—1 an s”+n—1 s n-—1 ( )
By the assumption of the lemma, we will have
721 ] o gy < CAYB |2 |21 | ul| o gy < CA™ B, (5.27)

provided (L7)-(LI4) with s,a,v1,a there replaced by s',a',71,a’ or s”,a",+{,a" re-
spectively.

So by (B2I)-(E23) and (527, to prove (B.19), we only need to choose appropri-
ate a’,a”, o/ and o such that (5.24)-(526]) are satisfied, and (L71)-(TI4) hold with
s,a,71,« there replaced by s',a’,v1,a’ or s”,a”,~{,a” respectively.

The choice of a’ and o and the choice of a” and o” can be made independently
and analogously. We always require @’ and a” to be close to a and in particular

0 <d,d” < 1. By (5:20), conditions (I7), (II0) and (II4) always hold with s, a,y1, o
there replaced by s',a’,v1,a’ or s”,a",~{,a" respectively. By (5.20), we have

d(vet+p)+1=d)y+B)—(n+d)=d.

By the above requirement on o’ and a”, we have (LI2) with s, a,~;,« there replaced
by s',a’,7},a’ respectively. Similarly, we have (LI2]) with s,a, 1, there replaced by
s" a" Y, o respectively.

By (£.20), we have
7t 1 ’72+M—1)

1 1 +
=+ —d(=+ SR Y
S n D n q n

).
By (L3) and (LI0), the right hand side of the above is strictly positive when a’ = a.

Thus as long as we choose a’ close enough to a, we have 1/s' + (v + &’)/n > 0, and
therefore (L9) holds with s, a, 1, « there replaced by ', @, 71, &’ respectively. Similarly,
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we have ([L9) with s,a, 71, « there replaced by s”,a”,47, " respectively, as long as we
choose a” close enough to a.

Moreover, by the assumption 1/s > a/p+(1—a)/q and the definition of s’ and s” in
(520), we have that (5.24)) hold as long as @’ and a” are close enough to a. By (.14,
(CI0) and the assumption that 1/s > a/p+ (1 —a)/q, we have 1/p+ (y2+p—1)/n #
1/q + (v3 + 8)/n. For (5.25) to hold, we only need to require

1 -1 1

0<d <a<ad <1, if—+M>—+M7
b n q n
1 -1 1

1>d >a>d >0, plyetp-1 1 1m+6
p n q n

It remains to show that we can further require a’,a”, o/, a” to satisfy additional

properties, such that (5.26) is satisfied, and (.8]), (I.I1]) and (IL.I3]) hold with s, a, 1, «
there replaced by s',a’,~],a’ or ", a”,~{, " respectively. By the definition of 1/s" and

1/s" in (520), equation (5.26]) holds provided

o <Gd), o <G(d"), (5.28)
where G(0) = (n—1)(1/s—0/p— (1 —0)/q) + . By the definition of 1/s" and 1/s” in
(5:20)), equation (L8) holds with s, a,y1, a there replaced by s, d’,~;,a’ or s”,a”,~{,
respectively, provided

o > Fi(d), o >F(d), (5.29)
where F1(0) = —(n — 1)(/p + (1 — 6)/q). By the definition of 7] + o/ and ~{ +
" in (5.20), equation (LII) holds with s,a,v1,a there replaced by s',a’,~],a’ or
s" a", Y, o respectively, provided

o > Fy(d), o > Fd), (5.30)

where F5(6) = 6(n—1)+(1—0)3. By the definition of 1/s" and 1/s” in (5.20]), equation
(LI3) holds with s,a, 1, « there replaced by s',a’,~v},a/ or s”,a”,~{, " respectively,
provided (B.30]). So we only need to further require a’, a”, o/, o/ to satisfy (5.28)-(5.30)).

By ([L8), 1/s+ «/(n —1) > 0, so we have F;(a) < G(a). By (LI3)), (L14) and the
assumption that 1/s > a/p + (1 — a)/q, the inequality in (L.I3)) is strict, and therefore
Fy(a) < G(a). So as long as a’ and a” are close enough to a, we can find ¢/ and o to

satisfy (5.28))-(%.30). Lemma [5.3]is proved. O

Proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem [L1 when 1/s > a/p+ (1 —a)/q.

In this case, by (ILI0) and (LI4]), we must have 1/p + (2 +p —1)/n # 1/q¢ +
(v3 + B)/n. So there exist some constants C' and A, such that & = Cu(\x) satisfies
|22/ [*Va| oy = 1 and |||z]#]2’|?4]|pogny = 1. By Theorem [Tl for 1/s <
a/p+ (1 —a)/q, (LI5) holds for & and all s,p,q,a,v1,72,73, a, p, 8 satisfying (L7)-
(CI4) and 1/s < a/p+ (1 —a)/q. Then by Lemma 5.3, when 1/s > a/p + (1 — a)/q,

we have

|21 Loy < Clllz |2V allE o gy 2|21 @l 1 Gy -
Then (LI5) holds for u by scaling. O

The sufficiency part of Theorem [L.1]is proved.
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6 Two variants of Theorem 1.1l and Theorem A

We have the following variant of Theorem [Tl

Theorem 6.1. Letn > 2, 0 <7 <ry <00, € >0, K := K, ,,. be defined as

(2.12), and s,p, q,a,v1,7v2,73, @, i and 5 be real numbers satisfying (1.7)-(1-14). Then
there exists some positive constant C', depending only on €,s,p,q,a,v1,7%2,73, @, it and

B, such that for all u € CY(K) with u =0 on 0K,

™ |2’ |*ull o iy < Clllal "Vl G ) 2|2 P ull Lo (6.1)

Furthermore, on any compact set in the parameter space in which ({1.7)-(1.9) hold, the
constant C is bounded.

Proof. Extend u to be zero outside K. When 1/s < a/p+ (1 —a)/q, apply Lemma [5.2]
to u with K., = K and K., be a larger cone containing K, we obtain (6.1]).

Now we consider the case when 1/s > a/p+ (1 —a)/q. By (LI0) and (LI4]), we
have 1/p+ (y2 + pu—1)/n # 1/q + (y3 + 8)/n. So there exist some constants C' and
A, such that @& = Cu(A\z) satisfies |||z?[a/|“Va| 1oy = 1 and |||z ]2/ [Pd]| pa(x) = 1.
Since we have proved (6.I]) when 1/s =a/p+ (1 —a)/q, we can apply Lemma [5.3] to @
to obtain, for some 0 < a’,a” < 1, that

2 2" s (1)
/ —a " o
< C’<|||<E|72|<E/|“VU||C£p(K)|||<E|73|<E/|BU||1quK) + |||<17|'Y2|<E/|“VU||C£p(K)|||$|73|$/|BU||1quK))

= 20|22 [*V a5 1) 122"l 1 (-
Inequality (G.1]) follows. O

The following is a variant of Theorem A.

Theorem 6.2. Letn > 1, R > 0, Bg = {x € R" | |z| < R}, 0 < XA < oo, Assume

5D0,4,a,71,72,73 satisfy @) M)‘M) MOT’@OU@T’, assume 1 < p< o0 Zfl < A<
00, and max{1l,(n —1)/(1+(n—1)AN)} <p<oo if 0 < XA < 1. Then there exists some

positive constant C, depending only on s,p,q,a,v1,Y2,73 and A, such that for every
nonnegative w € WH(Bg), v i=w — (JCE’BM w'/M)A satisfies

™ 0l s (Br) < Clllel V0l L 2 oll ol - (6.2)

Furthermore, on any compact set in the parameter space in which (I.7) and (1.2) hold,
the constant C' is bounded.

Proof. Let C denote a positive constant depending only on s,p,q,a,v1,72,73 and A,
which may vary from line to line.

For a = 0, we deduce from (L3]), (I4) and (L5]) that 4 = 73 and s = ¢, thus (6.2))
is obvious. In the rest of the proof we assume 0 < a < 1.

Case 1. 1/s<a/p+(1—a)/q.
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Let 1 1
Ry = {2’ € By | 2—k§|$l|§F}, ke Z.

We first prove that
2™ vllzs (ry) < Clllz2VollTa gy 2P0l g,y * € Z. (6.3)

By scaling, using (L3]), we only need to prove (6.3) for k = 1.
Let 5,7 and a be defined as in (7.1]). Since a > 0, we have @ > 0. Define ¢ € (0, 0]
by

oY) -1l
S q S q
and t =0 if 1/5— (1 —a)/q = 0.

In the current case we have 1/s < a/p + (1 —a)/q. By ([L3]) and (I4), we have
1/s >a(l/p—1/n)+ (1 —a)/q. By the same arguments as in part (g) in the proof of
Lemma [T}, we have 1/s < a+ (1 —a)/qand 1/5 — (1 —a)/q > a(n —1)/n > 0, and
therefore (n — 1)/n < 1/t < 1. We have proved that

1<t< nlfornZZ and 1 <t < oo forn=1.

By Holder’s inequality, provided 1/s = a/t+ (1 —a)/q, 0 <a < 1,1 <t < oo, and
q > 0, we have,
(1—-a)s/s

HLt (R1) HUHLq(R )
(6.4)

oll525 = [llo]*/®

|s/§ a
Ls Rl

||Lt(R1)|||U|8/8

|s/s

sy < lllv 7R,y = v

where we have used the definition of ¢ in the last step.
Since 1 <t < n/(n— 1), we apply Holder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality to
obtain

o lzecry < CMRE*I o gy < CUIE gy + 19101l ry)
< C (0" My ol o) + M1l gt () Il 2y ) (6:5)
< CIoll3 (1ol oo (ry) + V0l Lo,

where in the last step we have used the fact that (s/5—1)p’ = s from the definition of

5.
Since p > 1 when 1 < XA < oo and max{1,n/(1 +n\)} < p < oo when 0 < X < 1,
we have, by Theorem [[.3] that

1 1
ol < f el o o < © / it o, 0 < 1900,
By (6.4)), (65) and the above, we have

s (1 1
ol Ry < MWy 0l Sy < ClOIGY” IV 0T gy 0 S oy ™
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Using the definition of @ and s in (7.1]), we deduce from the above that
lllzs(ry) < CIVOITD Ry 101l a ()

We have proved (6.3)) for k£ = 1.
Since we are in the case as/p + (1 — a)s/q > 1, we can use (£9) to deduce from

(63) that
as/p (1—a)s/q
Z/ [ o|*dz < C Z (/ Hx\wwpdx> </ ymywqm’)
Ry

k=—00
as/p (1—a)s/q
<0< 3 / ||x|“f2vu|f’dx> (Z / ||x|“f3v|qu>
k=—o00 k=—o00 Ry

< Ol Vollgs gl 0l o).
We have proved (6.2) in Case 1.

Case 2. 1/s >a/p+ (1 —a)/q.

By (L3) and (L3), we have 1/p + (y2 — 1)/n # 1/q + ~y3/n. Thus there exist some
positive constants A\; and Az, such that 9(x) = A\v(Aox) satisfies |||x[2 V| ppg) = 1
and [||z]?0]|Lexy = 1. By Case 1, arguing as in the paragraph below (413, we can
find 0 < a’,a” <1 such that

)
a8l qaey < € (2l Vol 2wl i) + el Volly i llal vl i )
= 2c|uwwzwuLp(K)mxr%um '

Inequality ([6.2]) follows. O

7 Appendix: some facts about the parameters

In this section, we prove some properties of the parameters s, p, q,a, 1, 72,73, , 44 and
8 which we use in earlier sections.
Let s,p,q,a,71,72,73,a, p and § be real numbers satisfying (7)), define s, p, g, a,

’717’727/737 d)/] and 5 by

1 1 n 1 —— 1 S 3 as
_ = — — = _ = — Q= ——
s s 0 PTY i w (1—a)s+as’
s 718 738
1= — Y2=—F+7,, MB=-—; (7.1)
5 D 5
_as  _ as _ Bs
a=—, p=—+ =
5 D 5

where 1/p+1/p’ = 1. Clearly, 0 < 5 < s.
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Lemma 7. 1 (i) If n > 1, s,p,q,a,7v1,72 and 3 satisfy (1.7), (L2)-(1L3), then

Yo, A3, O, fi and ﬁ also satzsfy (Z7)- @)
(iit) Assume (1.7) holds, then 1/s < a/p+(1—a)/q if and only if 1/5 < a/p+ (1—
a)/q, and 1/s > a(1/p—1/n)+ (1 —a)/q if and only if 1/5 > a(l —1/n)+ (1 —a)/q.

Proof. For convenience, denote A = (s,p,q,a,v1,%2,73, &, 1, 3) and A = (5,9, q,a, 71,

N2,73, @, ji, ). By (1)), it is clear that A satisfies (L.T)).
Now we prove the following statements (a)-(h), which imply (i)-(iii).

(a) If n > 2 and (L.8) holds for A, then (L&) also holds for A.
This follows from

La sl o)
5 n—1 35\s n-—1

1 [ 1 1

Ly Byl ey
p n—1 p n—1 p\s n-—1
1 3 1

-+ b —i<—+ s >,

g n—1 5s5\q n-1

(b) If n > 1 and (L9) holds for A, then (9] also holds for A.
This follows from

1 y+a 1
-+ azi(—+71+a),
3 n 5\s n
1 Yo + [ 1 + 1 + «
__+72 M:_+72 M+_/(_+71 )7 (72)
P n P n p'\s n
1 A3+p 1
1. 5:§(_+73+5)_
q n 5\q n
(c) Let n > 1, then A satisfies (LI0) if and only if A satisfies (LI0).
Using the definition of 5, 41 and &, we have
1 M+a s as\ 1 as + «
Lt e ) (L )
3 n 3 P P (73)
s s \"1/1 + s /1 + o '
:i(l_a‘i’ja) <—+L+a—/<—+L)>.
3 3 s n p'\s n
By the definition of 49, 43, i and 3, we have
Yo+ ii—1 1 4340
a<1+M)+(1—a)<—,+% B)
n q n
s s 1 1 +pu—1 1 + s /1 + «
=:<1—a+:a> <a(—+M)—l—(l—a)(——kM)—i—a—,(——kL)).
3 3 P n q n p'\s n
(7.4)

By (Z3)) and (74]), we have (c).
(d) Let n > 1, then A satisfies (LII) if and only if A satisfies (I.II]).
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This follows from the fact

S S
@Yo+ (L—a)ys — 7 = a <<W2 + (1 —a)yz+an <§ - 1)) -

—a)s

s
)5 +
#(a’}g + (1 — a)"yg — ’Yl)
(e) A satisfies (LI2) if and only if A satisfies (LIZ).
This is because of
a2 + ‘_‘) +(1-a)(B+B) — (1 +a)

m <a(72 +u) + (I —a)(yz +B) +aln +a)<§ _ 1)) _ 2(71 +a)

S

- m(a(h + 1)+ 1 —a)(y+B) = (1 + ).

(f) Let n > 2, then A satisfies (LI3)) if and only if A satisfies (LI3).
Using the definition of § and &, we have

1 Qa S as\ 1 as\ /1 «a
z —2(14+22 1+ 22)(2
§+n—1 §< +p’> <+p’><s+n—1>
s s\1/1 « s /1 «
=<(1-a+zq) <;+n_1+a;(;+n_1)>'
By the definition of i and 3, and the second and third equations in (??), we have
(1 -1 (1, B
z 1— z
a<p+n—1>+( a)<q+n—1>
S s \ L 1 u—1 1 I3 s /1 «a
=-(1- - —_— 1- - —( = .
§< a—l—ga) << * —1)+( a)<q+n—1)+ap’<s+n—1)>
So (f) follows from (7.5 and (7.6]).
g) 1/s <a/p+ (1 —a)/qif and only if 1/5s < a+ (1 —a)/q, and 1/s > a(1l/p —

(
1/n)4+ (1 —a)/q if and only if 1/5 > a(l —1/n) 4+ (1 — a)/q.
The first part follows from

(7.5)

1—-a 1 s l—a 1-—a+as/s
a+—— == = ,(CL-F — )
q 5 5(1—a+as/s) q s
s l1—a 1+as/p’>
= — 7.7
5(1—0L—i-as/§)<a+ q s (7.7)

_ s <2+ﬂ_1>
~ 5(1—a+as/5) \p q s/

The second part follows from (7.7)) and the definition of @, through the following com-
putation

_ 1 l1-a 1 _ 1—-a 1 a s 1 1 1—a 1
SORESTELLEE L NS B _(u(iody 1z 1y
n q 5 q 5 n 3(1—a+as/s) p n q s
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(h) A satisfies (L14]) if and only if A satisfies (ILI4]), and A satisfies (L5 if and only
if A satisfies (5.

By the definition of A, we have a = 0 if and only if @ = 0, and a = 1 if and only if
a = 1. By (Z2) and using s/5 =1+ s/p’, we have

I y2+tp—-1 1 wu+B8_ 1 m+ta

e
P n q n s n

if and only if
1 in—1 1 1 7~ O
Lodetp-l 1 %46 _1 m+a
b n q n S n

By (Z5) and (ZG),

Q@ 1 pu-—1 15}

el ) e
s+n—1 (p n—1)+( CL)q+n—1

if and only if

1 a i—1 /1 B
§+n_1—a<1+m>+(1—a)(§_+ )
(h) then follows from the above in view of the first part of (g).

Now (i) follows from the fact that A satisfies (ILT), (b)-(d) and (h). (ii) follows from
the fact that A satisfies (I7), (a)-(e) and (h). (iii) follows from (g). O

Lemma 7.2. Letn > 27 87p7q7a7717fy27737a75 and:u’ satisfy @_m with 71,772,738 =

AAAAA

by (2.3), satisfy (1.7), (1.2)-(1-4) with n replaced by n—1, and 1/§ < a/p+ (1 —a)/q.
PT’OOf. Assume S7p7Q7a7717727’Y37a757:u’ Sa‘tiSfy (ﬂ)'(m) with V1,772,738 = 0. For

Let b and X be defined by (5.4]). By the arguments below (5.4]), we have 0 < a < 1
and 0 < A < 1. By this and the definition of §,p, ¢, a, (L7]) holds for A. Also, by the
definition (55) of A and (LR) for A, (I2) holds for A with n replaced by n — 1.

Next, by the definition of IAX, A and b, we have

X Yo —1 (1 V3
1 1-— -
a(+n_1)+( a)<(j+n_1>

a(l —b) ,u B
1—ab( +n—l)—i_1—(1()(5—1_71—1)> (7.8)

pn—1 I 1
:a<b(1+ﬁ)+(1—b)(1+m)>—i—(l—a)(;—k

:a<1+nli1_nil)—i_(l_a)(é—i_nél)

=g (a0 ) ra (G D) ).
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where the definition of b is used in the last step. On the other hand, we have, by using
the definition of A and A, that

~

1 no 1 «
§+n—1_s n—1

Since A satisfies (L10)), by the above and (Z.8]), we have (L3]) holds for A.
Using theAdeﬁnition of A and the fact that v; = 72 = 3 = 0, we have, by using the
definition of A and A, that

a2+ (1-a)js—n=an+(l—-a)f—a=alp+2)+(1—-a)B+1)—(a+n)

In view of (LIZ) for A, (TZ) holds for A.
Finally, by the definition of A and a, we have

1—a 1—a
_|_

In view of (i) and the assumption p = 1, we have 1/5 < a/p+ (1 —a)/q. O
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