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WEIGHTED GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES VIA OPTIMAL
TRANSPORT THEORY AND APPLICATIONS

ZOLTAN M. BALOGH, SEBASTIANO DON AND ALEXANDRU KRISTALY

ABSTRACT. We prove Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities with three weights — verifying a joint con-
cavity condition — on open convex cones of R". If the weights are equal to each other the inequalities
become sharp and we compute explicitly the sharp constants. For a certain range of parameters we
can characterize the class of extremal functions; in this case, we also show that the sharpness in
the main three-weighted Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality implies that the weights must be equal up
to some constant multiplicative factors. Our approach uses optimal mass transport theory and a
careful analysis of the joint concavity condition of the weights. As applications we establish sharp
weighted p-log-Sobolev, Faber-Krahn and isoperimetric inequalities with explicit sharp constants.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

2. Weighted Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities: proof of Theorems 1.1 & 1.3
3. Applications

3.1.  Sharp weighted Sobolev and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities
3.2.  Sharp weighted p-log-Sobolev inequality

3.3.  Sharp weighted Faber-Krahn and isoperimetric inequalities

4. Sharpness versus equality of the weights: proof of Theorem 1.2
5. Final remarks and examples

5.1.  Characterization of p-concavity

5.2. Examples of weights satisfying the main condition

References

1. INTRODUCTION

—_ =
UL Ul O =

24
29
29
31
33

Schwarz-type symmetrization techniques, that are instrumental e.g. in the Pélya-Szeg6 inequality,
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are the classical tools to prove Sobolev-type inequalities both in Euclidean and in curved spaces,
see Talenti [19], Aubin [2] and Hebey [16]. More recently, further methods have been provided
to prove such functional inequalities, even in more general settings involving weights and normed
spaces. The first remarkable result in this direction is attributed to Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret
and Villani [11], who proved sharp Sobolev and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities in R™ via optimal
mass transport theory (for short, OMT). A nice exposition of this method can be found in the book
of Villani [20]. An alternative method is provided by Cabré, Ros-Oton and Serra [7, 8], where sharp

Z. M. Balogh and S. Don were supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation, Grant Nr. 200020.191978. A.

Kristaly was supported by the UEFISCDI/CNCS grant PN-III-P4-ID-PCE2020-1001 and OE-KP-2-2022.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.09051v1

2 Z. M. BALOGH, S. DON AND A. KRISTALY

weighted Sobolev-type inequalities are established by the ABP-method. In fact, in [7] the weights
are considered to be monomials defined on certain convex open cones of R", arising from the theory
of reaction-diffusion problems in domains with symmetry of double revolution.

More recently, by using OMT, Lam [17] established the validity of the following one-weighted
version of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

i Y 1-0
ul®Pwdz ) <y VulPwdz | wlPwds ) , u€ CPR"), 1.1
C
E E E
sy 1 - 1
together with its dual, where C1 > 0, 1 - = <y <1, 1 <p<n+7, a= PCESIES] and

0, — _ (nt7)(1=7)
1= ay(p—1—n)+n+T1"
weight with degree 7 > 0 verifying the condition

L (VN gy € gy DAV
1_,Y< o(2) > [@etD)'™ € g = T m) +—— == u (), (12)

for any positive definite symmetric matrix M and locally Lipschitz function ¢ with Vi(x) € E for
any * € E and Vo -n < 0 on OF. Hereafter, n(x) stands for the outer normal vector at z € OE.
A closer analysis shows that particular cases of Lam’s Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.1) provide
the same (sharp) results of Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret and Villani [11] in the unweighted case,
and those of Cabré, Ros-Oton and Serra [7, 8] and Nguyen [18] for monomial weights of the form
w(x)=2z{*...2% on E = {z = (x1,...,2,) € R": 2; > 0 whenever a; > 0}.

We shall see in section §5, that the condition (1.2) can be formulated in a simpler form. It is in
fact equivalent to the %—concavity of w on FE, and to the inequality:

1—
(L—n> <ﬂ>ln(l Tl iY@y e (1.3)
11— w(z) 1—1 w(z)

Due to this observation, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.1) can be related to the weighted
Sobolev inequality proved by Ciraolo, Figalli and Roncoroni [10] for a homogeneous and 1/7-concave
weight w on FE, where % = %

The goal of the present paper is to consider Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type inequalities with differ-
ent weights. Such inequalities are motivated by applications in mathematical physics and sub-
Riemannian geometry. Indeed, in order to study fast diffusion problems, Bonforte, Dolbeault,
Muratori and Nazaret [5, 6, 13] established Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities with different power-
law weights. Furthermore, Sobolev-type inequalities with two different weights appear both in
reaction-diffusion equations, see Cabré, Ros-Oton and Serra [7, 8] and Castro [9], and in the axi-
ally symmetric reduction of sub-Riemannian Sobolev-type inequalities, see Balogh, Gutiérrez and
Kristaly [4].

Recall that in [4] a two-weighted Sobolev-type inequality has been established. To formulate this
result, denote by ¥ C R™ an open convex cone and consider two homogeneous weights wy,ws: F —
(0, +00) with degrees 71 and 79, respectively. Let ¢ be defined by

Here, E C R"™ is an open convex cone and w: E — (0,+00) is a homogeneous

7'1+n_7'2+n_1_
q p ’

Assume, that 5 > (1 — %)7'1, and define the fractional dimension n, > n as given by %T =

1_1
P
The main result of [4] states that if there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that the joint concavity
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((:ii;); (:ig;) ;) o < Co <I% v:ljtg) + %ZZ?;?) Yy, Vo,y el (1.4)

is satisfied, then there exists a constant C; > 0 such that the following two-weighted Sobolev

inequality holds:
1 1
(/ \u!qwldaz> f < Ci (/ ]Vu\pwgda;> ’ ,u € CZ(R™). (1.5)
E E

The aim of the present paper is to provide a common extension of the two conditions (1.3) and
(1.4) and their consequences (1.1) and (1.5), respectively. More precisely we consider Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequalities for three homogeneous weights w;: E — (0,+00) of class C', i € {1,2,3},
having their degree of homogeneity 7; > —n, (i.e. w;(tr) = t"w;(x) for t > 0,2 € E) , where E C R"
is an open convex cone, n > 2. To do this, we formulate the condition connecting these weights,
which plays the central role in our study.

condition

MAIN CONDITION: Let v > 1 — % with v # 1 and 1 < p < oo. The triplet (w1, ws,ws3) satisfies
condition (C) on E if there exist K € R and Cy > 0 such that

(S () )T (St

o <1 Vi (@) lel(x)> Y

p wax) P wi(z)

for every x,y € E.

Hereafter, p' = p/(p — 1) is the conjugate of p > 1, and “” stands for the usual inner product in
R™. Various examples verifying condition (C) will be discussed in Section 5.

Notice that (1.6) is a natural extension of (1.3) and (1.4) when three weights are taken into
account. More precisely,

o ifw =wy =w3 =:win (1.6), K =—n—7 and Cy = 1, we recover (1.3), which is equivalent
to the fact that the triplet (E, ||, w) verifies the curvature-dimension condition C'D(0,n+7);
eify<1land K = —ﬁ, from (1.6) we obtain (1.4) with the identities % =5 1%, n—lT =

1—y=1_1
P
Let us begin with some notations. Let p > 1, « > 0 and v > 0 be such that a = m. We
denote by LP(w; E) = {u: E = R : [, |[u(x)[Pw(z)de < 400} and introduce the weighted Sobolev
space
WP wi,wa; B) == {u € L (wy; E) : |[Vu| € LP(wy; E)}, (1.7)

and
11 ,
G wa = {Gi E = [0,400) : G € L'(wi; B) N L(w{ wy; E), / G)ly[P wi(y)dy < +<>O}-
E
To formulate our first main result we introduce the following constants

n—+T
L:=—n+mn)y+n+m, M:=p+ .

— (n+79), (1.8)
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1 b p-en(Mar) sy p (M 4 pL) vt
Cr,LM,Co = (— + K> Cy (ya) (L =) r o, (1.9)

- M7 LL
( R >dy)
= inf

Gngl,wz ’fE Gwlzl _/ 1 1;1 —|—L .
([ 6wt et way )

Our main Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities with three weights will be proved by the OMT method
and are stated as follows; we first deal with the case v < 1:

and

St

(1.10)

gwl,wz

Theorem 1.1. (y<1) Letn>2,1<p<oo,1>v>max{l—1/n,1/p'} and E CR™ be an open
convexr cone, and w;: E — (0,400) be homogeneous weights with degree 7; > —n and of class C?,
i € {1,2,3}, such that the triplet (wl,wg,wg) satisfies condition (C) on E. Let o = % and

p(y—1)+1
assume that L >0 and M > 0. Then if — — + K > 0 we have

1 1-61
</ ]u\apwlda:> " < G </ ]Vu\pwgda;> </ ]u\amwgdx> - , Yu € WP(wy,wo; E), (1.11)
E E
where I
1
Cl = (CKvaMchngl,wz) ayM+L  and 01 = m S (0, 1], (112)

If — —I—K = 0 we have that M = 0 and the above formula still holds by using the convention 0° = 1.

We notice that when / |u|*PYwsdr = +oo in (1.11), we have nothing to prove in (1.11); thus, we
E

may consider without loss of generality that it is finite. Note, that in the limit case K = —ﬁ
(and consequently, M = 0 and 6; = 1), w3 disappears from condition (C). In this case, setting with
vy=1- n—lT, where n; is the fractional dimension, Theorem 1.1 reduces to the Sobolev inequality
on E with two weights, stated above (see [4, Theorem 1.1]). One can also observe that when
w] =wy =w3 =:w, K =—n—7 and Cy = 1, where 7 is the degree of homogeneity of the weight
w, Theorem 1.1 reduces to the above mentioned main result of Lam [17, Theorem 1.7], see also
Theorem 3.1 (and Proposition 5.1).

Since we obtain a sharp result in the case when the three weights coincide (see Theorem 3.1),
the question of the converse implication naturally arises for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities:
assuming sharpness and the existence of non-zero extremals in Theorem 1.1 (see inequality (1.11)),

are the weights related to each other? The answer turns out to be affirmative and it reads as follows.

Theqrem 1.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, if equality holds in (1.11) for some
u € WP*(wy,we; E)\ {0} and the infimum in (1.10) is achieved, then the following statements hold.

(i) If 117 + K # 0 then the weights w1, wo and w3 are equal up to some constant multiplicative

factors and -concave on E.

1- n(l )
(ii) If - T K =0, then the ws term disappears from (1.6), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
reduces to the Sobolev inequality, wy and we are equal up to a constant multiplicative factor

—
and = n(l 5y -concave on FE.
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We stress that the key step of the proof of Theorem 1.2 is tracing back the equalities inside
the proof of Theorem 1.1. To this end it is crucial that Theorem 1.1 has been proven directly
with functions belonging to the correct Sobolev space Wp’a(wl,wg; E): a proof with smooth and
compactly supported functions would have let us obtain the same inequalities stated in Theorem 1.1
via a density argument, but it would have not allowed to characterize the equality case. In sight of
this, a generalized weighted integration by parts formula is proved in Proposition 2.1: we believe
this technical instrument might deserve its own independent interests.

The assumption concerning the attainability of the infimum in (1.10) is important in our argu-
ment; at this moment we have no certainty that this compactness property holds for two generic
weights w; and wy which are related only by condition (C). On the other hand, when the weights
are equal to each other (up to some multiplicative constant), the latter property follows by a duality
argument.

In the case v > 1 a “dual” Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to (1.11) can be established via
condition (C); to do this, we assume that 1 + K (1 —+) > 0 and by using the same notations from
(1.8), we introduce the constants

- 1 5 —L+(—yn(Z+L) w_; M (—L)b
Crrmer= (2 -K) " G I C I (R T)
T (M +pL)»
and

1 1 2L
( & ()t (y)wd <y>dy)
= inf L .

GeGy ,w ;f Guwi=1 ,
S </EG(y)Iylp wl(y)dy>p

Theorem 1.3. (y > 1) Let n > 2,1 <p < oo,y >1and E CR" be an open convexr cone, and
wi: B — (0,400) be homogeneous weights with degree 7; > —n and of class C*, i € {1,2,3}, such
that the triplet (w1,wa,ws) satisfies condition (C) on E. Let o = m and assume that L < 0
and 1+ K(1—v) > 0. Then 73 = 7 + 22 and one has

(1.14)

gwl,w2

1 9_2 1-69
</ |u|°‘m(,u3d:17> h <G </ |Vu|pw2d:17> ’ </ |u|°‘pw1dx> ’ . Yu € WPwy,wy; E), (1.15)
E E E
where
. ~ AT L
Cg = <CK7L7M,C'OCQW1M2) and 92 = _Oé"}/—M S (0, 1). (1.16)

Let us mention that it will follow from the proof of Theorem 1.3 that M > 0 and thus the constant
in (1.13) is well defined.

If the three weights are equal and we take the limit v — 1 in the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities
(either in Theorem 1.1 or Theorem 1.3), we are able in Theorem 3.2 to get sharp one-weighted
p-log-Sobolev inequalities on E together with the explicit sharp constant. However, this limiting
method does not provide a way to characterize the equality cases. On the other hand, a direct
OMT-based proof of the sharp one-weighted p-log-Sobolev inequality has been given recently in [3]
together with a full characterization of the equality cases.

A further application of Theorem 1.3, is Theorem 3.3, a weighted Faber-Krahn inequality that is
obtained by choosing the weights equal to each other and letting v — 400 in (1.15).
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We finally underline how the characterization of the equality case for the weighted Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality in the case v > 1 is still open. To the best of our knowledge, the answer to
this question is still unknown even in the unweighted case, see e.g. the case o < 1 in [11]. The main
difficulty comes from the regularity of the transport map ¢: in the case v < 1 we are able to prove
that the optimizer is strictly positive on compact subsets of its support and hence the singular part
of the distributional Laplacian of ¢ vanishes. However, in the case v > 1, the optimizers are solution
of a p-Laplace equation with additional singular terms, hence less regularity of its solutions has to
be expected.

The paper is organized as follows. In section §2 we prove the main Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequali-
ties with three weights, see Theorems 1.1 & 1.3. In section §3 we establish sharp weighted Sobolev,
Gagliardo-Nirenberg, log-Sobolev, Faber-Krahn and isoperimetric inequalities in the case when the
weights are equal. Section §4 is devoted to the discussion of the rigidity, by proving Theorem 1.2.
In section §5 we construct several classes of weights which verify our main condition (C) and prove
the equivalence between (1.2) and the %—concavity of the weight (both for v # 1 and in the

limit case v — 1).

2. WEIGHTED GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES: PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1 & 1.3

This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. Before that we first discuss neces-
sary conditions that the weights need to satisfy when condition (C) holds, by using the homogeneity
property of the weights with respect to y and . We notice that by multiplying both sides of (1.6)

by w, Py / P(x) we obtain the equivalent condition
1 — TL’” 11
P P p P
<L _n> wg (Wi () - < 1 +K> (@) | o Veiel )@
1—+ n( ) ( —ﬁ) (1—7) 1—7 wi () wi(x)
’ (z)
wy Wy

Here we focus on the homogeneity in y.

e Homogeneity in y, case v < 1. Replacing y with Ay in (2.1), and letting A — +oo and A — 0
we get

p
e Homogeneity in y, case v > 1. In this case we can rearrange the terms in (2.1) in the
following way:

1
0<24n (Z-0) <1-nl1-9) (22)

1 — ) 1L
) ws@) L wy (y)w f’ (v) V(wjwi)(z)
<7_1 K) wl(x) = <7_1 " > ”(1 'y) ( %) ( ) +Co wl(:E) Y-
wy Wy T

(2.3)
Since v— K > 0 by assumption (see Theorem 1.3), replacing y with Ay and letting A — 0,

we get
T 1
24 (—,—7) <o.
D p

Moreover, choosing y = x = Av in (2.1) and letting A — 400 and A — 0 we obtain:
T3 = % + %
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e In both cases, i.e.,, v < 1 and 7 > 1 (with ﬁ — K > 0), choosing y = Az in (2.1) we obtain
% + % >0 and

V(i @)y 2 0 (2.4

for every z,y € E.
The next lemma will be crucial in the sequel; its proof relies on the AM-GM inequality, see [17].

Lemma 2.1. Let n > 2 be a natural number, v > 1 — %, v#1,C >0 and M be an (n x n)-type
positive-definite symmetric matriz. Then

1 ci-n— 1—y 1
— <(——- . .
1_70 (det(M)) ™7 < T n | C+tr(M) (2.5)
Moreover, the equality in (2.5) holds if and only if M = C1I,,. (Hereafter, I, denotes the (nxmn)-type
unitary matriz.)

The following integration by parts inequality will be crucial in the proofs of our main results. To
formulate this result we denote by Ap/¢ the distributional Laplacian of a convex function ¢: £ — R
and by A 4¢ its absolutely continuous part.

Proposition 2.1. Let p > 1, E C R"™ be an open convex cone, and w;: E — (0,+00) be weights
of class C', i € {1,2}, such that V(wi/p/w;/p)(x) <y >0 for every x,y € E. Let ¢: R" — R be a
convex function such that Vo(x) € E for a.e. x € E. Ifg> 1, and f: E — [0, +00) is a measurable
function such that f17'V¢ € LP (wy; E) and Vf € LP(wy; E), then

1 1

11 11 11
/ flw? wf Appdr < —q / f Wl wiVe - Vfdr — / fIV (W wd) - Vdz. (2.6)
E E E

Proof. The proof is adapted from Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret and Villani [11] (for the unweighted
case) and Balogh, Don and Kristély [3] (involving only one weight and slightly different integrability
conditions). Let us denote by S = int{z € R" : ¢(z) < +oo}; due to the assumption, £ N S is
open, convex and contains the support of u except, possibly, for a Lebesgue null set.

For every k > 1, let 69: [0,4+00) — [0,1] be a non-decreasing C*> function such that 69(s) = 0
for s < ﬁ and 69(s) = 1 for s > %; in addition, let 0;: E' — [0,1] be the locally Lipschitz function
O (z) = 0%(d(z,0F)), z € E. Let fi, = fOk, k > 1. It turns out that Vf € LP(wq; E) for every
k > 1 and suppfx C Sy where S, = {x € E : d(z,0F) > ﬁ} Furthermore, for every fixed k > 1,
by a trivial extension, one has that V f;, € LP(R"™).

Let us consider a cut-off function y: R™ — [0, 1] of class C* such that x =1 on B = B(0,1) and
x =0on R"\ B(0,2). Fix xp € E and k > 1. For ¢ € (0,1) small enough, we define

. T—
fuote) = win{ o (20 + 222 ) (o)} € B
Then fj. > 0 has compact support in £ N S and since Vx| < Cp for some Cy > 0, one has that
V fie € LP(wo; E) N LP(R™).

Given a non-negative function x € C2°(B) such that / kdx = 1, we consider the convolution
B
kernel k4(z) = sr(2/5), § > 0, and define the convolution function

£3.(2) = (fiow % 5) () = /E fre(w)ss(z — y)dy > 0.
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It is standard that the functions f,‘;E are smooth on E for every € € (0,1) belonging to the above
range, and > 0. Moreover, since ¢ is convex, and supp f,‘;E is compact in F, then V¢ is essentially
bounded on supp( f,ia) for every sufficiently small § > 0.

The idea is to apply the usual divergence theorem to the smooth function f,ia and pass to the
limit as § — 0, ¢ — 0 and k — oo, in this order, obtaining the expected inequality (2.6).

Taking into account that f,‘g’a = 0 on OF, and Asg¢ < Ap¢ in the distributional sense, the
divergence theorem implies

L1 11
/ (o)l wf Aagds < / (fo) w! wy Aprgda
E E
1

1 1
S / )V Vow] wida

-/ (73079 (@] w]) - Vibia. (27)

1
Since ¢ is convex, thus A ¢ > 0 on E, and V(wl wy )( )-Vo(z) >0 for a.e. € E, where we used

the assumption that V¢(z) € E for a.e. x € E, it turns out that

E 1
Loy i = Wi wi AAqb + V(W wd)-Vé >0 ae. on E. (2.8)
Thus, inequality (2.7) reads as
11
/(fk ) oy w0 (x)da < —(J/E(fg,s)q_lvf;f,g'v¢wf wy da. (2.9)

Let us observe first that

S

1 1 1
/ (FR)TIVI L Vow! whdw — / FV fre - Vow! wide  as § — 0,
E E

which is due to the fact that V¢ is essentially bounded on supp( f,‘g .), and ( f,‘g a)q_IVqﬁ converges
in L (w1; E) to (fee)? Ve, and V!}",‘j’€ converges in LP(wo; E) to Vfi . as 6 — 0, coming from
properties of convolution and superposition operators based on the dominated convergence theorem.
Thus, letting § — 0 in (2.9), the latter properties together with Fatou’s lemma and (2.8) imply that

11
/ fk€ w1 wa,o(T)dr < q/ ka,g -Vow! wﬁ’dm. (2.10)

The next step is to take the limit in (2.10) whenever ¢ — 0. By the definition of fj ., we have
that, passing to a subsequence of ¢ = (ej)ien, the sequence fi . converges to fi a.e. as ¢ — 0.
In addition, by construction we have that fi . < fi < v and by assumption fi-'ve e LV (wi; E);
accordingly, the dominated convergence theorem implies that

FIV6 = 7V in LV (s E) as & — 0.

One can also prove that V fi . converges to V fi in the sense of distributions and V fj, . is uniformly
bounded in LP(E) w.r.t. ¢ > 0; hence, V f, . converges weakly in LP(E) to V fj as ¢ — 0. Combining
the last two facts, it turns out that

1

i1 1
/fg;1ka,€-v¢wf’w5dx—>/f,g‘lm.wwf’wg’da; as € — 0.
E 7 E
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By Fatou’s lemma, once we let ¢ — 0 in (2.10), we obtain that
1

/fk wrwa,0(T)dr < Q/f V- V¢w1 wy dz. (2.11)

As a final step, we take the limit &k — oo in (2.11). We observe that since x — d(z, OF) is locally
Lipschitz, it is differentiable a.e. in E; furthermore for a.e. x € E one has that Vd(-,0F)(z) =
—n(z*), where 2* € OF is the unique point with ]a: —2*| = d(z,0F) and n(z") is the unit outer
normal vector at z* € OF. Since E is convex and V¢(z) € E for a.e. x € E, it turns out that
n(z*) - Vo(x) <0 for a.e. x € E. In particular, the monotonicity of #9 implies that for a.e. x € E
one has

Vi) Vo(x) = Ou(2)Vf(z) - Vo(x) — f()(6R) (d(w,0E)n(z") - Vo(z)
> Or(@)Vf(z) - Vo(z).
The above arguments together with (2.11) imply

i1
/9qulm,w2,¢(x)d:c < —q/ 0L IV f - Vow! w? da.
E E

Letting £ — oo and taking into account that 8 — 1 for a.e. x € F as k — oo, Fatou’s lemma and
the dominated convergence theorem imply the inequality (2.6). d

Remark 2.1. When we apply Proposition 2.1 in the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 we shall choose

q=apy= ﬁ > 1. From the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 it will be clear that the integrability

assumptions f""1V¢ € L¥ (wy; E) and Vf € LP(wy; E) are satisfied and thus Proposition 2.1
1 1

11

applies. We notice that both terms / f"mw{’_’ wQE A p¢dzr and / fPV (wy ' wQE ) - Vodz are finite.
E

Indeed, both of them are non-negative, and due to inequality (2.6), their sum is bounded from

above by
1 1
< apy ( /E f<am—1>p’|w|p’w1dsv>” < /E IVfI”m)p < toc.

After this preparatory part, we focus to the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. As mentioned in the
introduction the strategy of the proof is based on optimal mass transport theory. For more details
on this method we refer to [20]. To start the proof, we assume that v # 1 and we consider the space
of functions

apy

11
/ fP Y WV -V fda
E

1

EE ,
Guon o = {Gi E —[0,+00) : G € L' (wy; B) N L7 (wf w}; E), / G(y)lyl” wi(y)dy < +<>0}-
E

Clearly, non-negative functions of C3°(R"™) belong to G, w,-
We consider u € WP(wy,we; E) \ {0} and let

_ |ul
= T
ap
</ |u|apw1d:17>
E

If / |u|“PTwsdx = 400, we have nothing to prove in (1.11); thus, we may consider without loss of
E

> 0. (2.12)

generality that it is finite, i.e., / fPwsdx < +o0; for (1.15) this fact will follow as we shall see in
E
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the sequel. Let G € G, ., be a function such that

/ Gwidzx :/ fPuwrdr = 1.
E E

Let U := suppu C R™. We can assume that £ N U # (; otherwise, both (1.11) and (1.15) become
trivial. By Brenier’s theorem (see e.g. [1]) we can find a convex function ¢: E — R such that the
Monge-Ampere equation holds, i.e.,

fP(z)wi(x) = G(V(2))wi (Vé(z)) det (DA p(x)) ae. € ENU, (2.13)
or equivalently,

det'™ (D% ¢(x))

G (Vo] (Vola)) = £ () () T A

1—7

ae.ze ENU, (2.14)

where Diqb denotes the Hessian of ¢ in the sense of Alexandrov (being the absolutely continuous

part of the distributional Hessian of ¢), see Villani [20]. In a similar way, let Aq¢ = trDigb be the
Laplacian of ¢.

1 1

Multiplying both sides of (2.14) by w!” PY(V(;ﬁ(x))pr (Vo(x)) and integrating with respect to the

measure fP(z)wi(z)dr = G(V(z))wi (Vo(z)) det (D4 d(z))dz we obtain

C(gl—'y)n 1

. G (Vo(x))wy (Vcb(:v))wf (Vo(x)) det (D} ¢(x))dx
Y JEnU

=L e ) dett (CoDR(@) et (Vo ()7 wn(Vo(a)) P d.

1—=v JeU
(2.15)

Since G' € G, s, a change of variables shows that the left-hand side is integrable; thus the right-
hand side (denoted by RHS) is also integrable. By Lemma 2.1, for a.e. z € ENU we obtain
that

1 i _
= 7

1 wa(Ve(x))rwi(Ve(x))r

Y

-det(CoD% () 7

b wi () -
| () T (o))

(2.16)
() (ZRERES) o) e
()2 e ) (20 st
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where in the last inequality we used condition (C) with y = V¢(z) € E, together with the fact that
Vé(FE) C E. Using (2.16) we can estimate the right-hand side of (2.15), to infer that

L
7

1 P () ws3(x)dx PV (g w%”x- z)dx
rits < (- + &) [ @+ [ reveiel o) Vo -

+Cy /E £o7 () <°"2(a’)>% Aad(a)wn (z)dz.

w1 (x)

Note that since f € WP(wy,ws; E) \ {0}, we have that Vf € LP(wy; F), while from the Monge-
Ampere equation (2.13) and a change of variables together with (apy — 1)p’ = ap we obtain that
ferr—ive e Lp/(wl; E), since

[ 1o Y @@ iwids = [ Gl ey < +oo. (2.18)
E E

where in the last step we used the fact that G € G, ., Since condition (C) implies that

e

1
V(wgw{ )(@) -y =0, z,y€FE,

see (2.4), we are in the position to apply Proposition 2.1 with ¢ = apy (see also Remark 2.1),
obtaining that

1

1 11
RHS < <ﬁ + K> / P ws(x)dx — C’oozpv/ fam_lwl” wy V¢ -V fdx. (2.19)
- E E
By Young’s inequality we can write for any p > 0 that
11 P’ , ,
—ap [ gIVE - Vowgel do < 5 [ (9 fPundo+ 5 [ fer 0 T ds. (220)
E lup E p E

By the Monge-Ampére equation (2.13), relations (2.15) and (2.18), and inequalities (2.19) and
(2.20), we have that

C(gl_w)n y g ; Cov(p P’
T /EG (W) (y)ws (y)dy—ﬁ/ Gyl wi(y)dy

(2.21)
Coy

1
<|—+4+K apy »
_<1_’Y+ >/Ef w3d$+,up(( _1+1/|Vf|w2dx

In what follows we shall distinguish two cases according to v < 1 and v > 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (y < 1). Let us define

Kl = K1(007/77w17w27/~‘)

1

Coy(p —

o ek - L G 22

We notice that for every suﬂi(nently small g > 0, we have K7 > 0; we fix such a value of p > 0.
Inequality (2.21) implies that

1 Coy /
KK<|—+K / PV wsdx + V flPwadz. 2.23
! (1— > Ef st pP(p(y —1) +1) E’ flwnda (2:23)
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Using (2.12), inequality (2.23) becomes

/ |u|*PTwsdz / |VulPwadz
K < Ko + K3—E£ - (2.24)
< / !W”wldw> < / ]u\apwlda:> :
E
where we have set .
1 0Y
Ky=——+ K and Kj3:= > 0. 2.25
1—v pP(p(y — 1) + 1) (2:25)

Note that since v < 1 we have Ky > 0; indeed, if y — 0 in the condition (C), the latter property
immediately follows.
To continue the proof we apply a rescaling of the function v and we shall optimise in terms of

n+T
the rescaling parameter: we shall replace u by uy(z) = )\Tplu(/\x), A > 0. By a standard change

of variable one can verify that / lux|Puwrde = | |u|*Pwidz and equation (2.24) is then equivalent
E E

to
apy \V4 p
Kl < KQ)\ LHUHQS@CP'Y 4 Kg)\MH u”w%p’ by > O, (226)
Y
l[wllwr,ap [ica| e

where we recall the notations

n—+T
L=—n+7m)y+(n+m3) and M =p+ !

— (n+ 7). (2.27)

We notice that by our assumptions we have L > 0 and M > 0. We distinguish three cases, depending
on the values of Ky and M.

Case a: Ko > 0 and M > 0. In this case we shall optimize (2.26) w.r.t. A > 0, which occurs
whenever

K L\~ L— 1”“”“37‘”’7 +K M)\M 1Hvu||w27p :O,

[[ull& ap [[ull&1,ap
i.e.,
TN
Ko L [uhn ] !
1
K M9l , w5,
Replacing this value into (2.26) we get
pL apy M L M
s < e ITUEE" B [y b (17 .
-2 3 p'YL+M+pL+M L M
[l ap
Define
L
6, — Y B L B —(n+7)y+n+r73

O‘V—Lj\-/[M"'—LJfM T ayM+L  ay(p—-m—n)+n+T13

Note, that by our assumptions we have that 6 € (0,1]. Hence (2.28) gives the constant

M L+LM L % r(ov i + oar)
Ci =K, 1K2L+MKL+M <f> + <M> >0 (2.29)

[
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such that

L 9 1
(/ |u|°‘pw1dx> ’ <C; </ |Vu|pwzd:17> ’ </ |u|°‘m(,u3d:17> o (2.30)
E E E

_L_
When we want to minimize the expression K 'K

optimal value for p > 0 will be given precisely by

as a function of p > 0, it turns out that the

141 G (y)w! (y)ws (y)dy
o [ @l el

(1=7ha M+pl /EG(y)IyI”'m(y)dy

(2.31)

Now, after a straightforward computation, the constant appearing in (1.12) is nothing but

C = inf C.
GEGuy wyi g Guwi=1

Case b: Ko = 0. According to (2.26), we necessarily have that M = 0; otherwise, by letting A — 0
n (2.26), we obtain 0 < K; < 0, a contradiction. In this case (2.26) reduces to the weighted Sobolev
inequality

1
[wllor,ap < (K17 K3)? [ Vtlwy p- (2.32)
1
Note that the constant C7 > 0 from (2.29) formally also reduces to (Kl_lKg)P and #; = 1, thus
(2.32) appears as the limit case into (2.30).

Case ¢: K9 > 0 and M = 0. In this case, by letting A\ — +o00 in (2.26), we obtain exactly the
same inequality as (2.32). The rest is the same as in Case b. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (v > 1). We can reason as in the case v < 1; by (2.21) we obtain that

0(1 o C
= [ el e+ S 1y
Py o (2.33)
> <— —K> / fP wsdr — 07 / |V fPwadz.
71 E P (p(y —
In particular, since 1 + K (1 — ) > 0, by (2.33) it turns out that 0 < / fP wsdr < +o0.
E
Let
~'C(17/G7 Jw l’()ld—|—-007( _/G )ylP wi(y)dy > 0,
: 1( y)ray p(y—1)+1 YyIm wily)ay
Then (2.33) implies
f(l > f(g/ fap'yw:;dl‘ - K3/ |Vf|pCU2d$, (2.34)
E E
where
~2_L—K and K3: 007
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note that we have Ky > 0 by using our assumption that 1+ K (1 —~) > 0. By (2.12) and (2.34), it

follows that
/|u|°‘p7(,u3d:17 /|Vu|pw2dx
E K E
3

vy 1
([ 1ulrnde) ([ i)’
E E

n+T7q

We now replace u with uy(z) = A7er u(Az), A > 0, thus / |ux|Pwide = / |u|*Pwidr and (2.35)
E E

transforms into

K, > K» (2.35)

K> [N(2)\("+T1)“/—(n+73)% — ~3/\%—("+T2)+p%_ (2.36)
B [ull&op [ull&r,0p

As in (1.8), we denote by
n+m

L=—(n+mn)y+((n+73) and M :=p+ — (n+T12).

Recall that by the observations made before, 73 = 2 + 7} and 7( 1% —7) + 2 < 0. The latter fact
combined with the assumption implies that 0 < —L < M.

The right-hand side of (2.36) has then a maximum, given by

1
NS 2T
M Ry [l IVl

Replacing this value inside (2.36) we obtain

M L M o M
M+L T T PYM+L
K, Ky <_L> ML <_L> ML [[wllws,apy
L M L - -
ng M+L M M ap'Y]w+L+p p1V1+L

[ullorop ™ T I Vullwsp

v

By choosing

L (n+m)y—n—r13
0o = — = € (0,1
2 ayM  (n+71)y+ay(p—n—m1) (0,1)
and
~1&_ML L c%jﬁ!
_ KM (_L\WiT M
= | ;=2 - 2.
C L <M> M+ L >0, (2:37)

- MAL
K™
we obtain that

69 1-6

1 b2
</ |u|°‘m(,u3d:17> " < Oy </ |Vu|pw2dx> ’ </ |u|°‘pw1d:p> T (2.38)
E E E

. . _—=L
Once we minimize the expression K1 K5 as a function of > 0, the optimal value for g > 0
is given by

1 1 1/p'
c-Ha=n / Gy (y)ws (y)dy
po= | —=2 E : (2.39)

(v =1)ya M +pL /EG(y)\y!p’wl(y)dy
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An elementary computation implies that the constant appearing in (1.16) will be

C2 = inf CQ,
Gegwl,wQQ‘fE Gw1:1

which concludes the proof. O

Remark 2.2. (i) Assumption 1+ K(1 —+) > 0 is crucial in Theorem 1.3; indeed, if we assume
the contrary, then by v > 1 we obtain that ﬁ + K > 0. Thus, the latter relation implies that
inequality (1.6) looses its meaning, reducing to the trivial fact that the LHS is negative while the
RHS is positive in condition (C).

(ii) One can observe from the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 that condition (C) is sufficient to be
valid for a.e. x € F and for every y € E. Moreover, the regularity of the weights can be also relaxed
to be only differentiable a.e. on E; observe that for ws we need no such regularity assumption.

3. APPLICATIONS

3.1. Sharp weighted Sobolev and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities.

3.1.1. Weighted Sobolev inequalities with two weights. We shall show that the main result of [4]
follows by applying Theorem 1.1. To do that, let £ C R™ be an open convex cone and wy,ws: £ —
(0, 4+00) be two homogeneous weights with degree 7 and 79. Let ¢ be (the critical exponent) defined
by

TI+n _ T2+n

—1,
q p
and the fractional dimension n, > 0 given by %T = % — %.

Let us choose v = 1 — n—lT in Theorem 1.1. Since v > max{1 — 1/n,1/p’}, we have that n, >
max{p,n}. In particular, ¢ > 0, thus 7 +n > p. In fact, ¢ > p, thus 7 > (1 — £)7;. Choosing
K = —ﬁ, we obtain that Ko = 0 and 67 = 1 in the proof of Theorem 1.1, thus the Sobolev
inequality (2.32) holds, see also [4]. We notice that in this setting condition (C) reduces to

(20)) (20)') 7 < G (AT 1Ty e

whenever n, > n, and to

WER STETEL L) SR
powi(z)  p wa(x)

in the limit case n, = n. In fact, the above inequalities are precisely the key joint concavity

conditions in [4]. This shows that Theorem 1.1 is a substantial extension of [4, Theorem 1.3].

Let us note that the sharpness in the Sobolev inequality (2.32) has been also analyzed in [4,
Theorem 1.3] stating that extremizers exist in (2.32) if and only if Cy = 1 and the weights w; and
wy are equal up to a multiplicative factor. In the next section we prove a similar rigidity result
in the more general setting of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities as well. We also remark that
the application of Proposition 2.1 will fill a gap in [4] where we characterized the equality case in
two-weighted Sobolev inequalities (see Remark 4.1).
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3.1.2. Weighted Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities with one weight. In the sequel, we show that our
main result implies sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities with one weight w: E — (0, +00), cov-
ering in particular the result of Lam [17, Theorem 1.7].

We recall that a function v: E — R is p-concave on E, p € R, if

P((1 = s)z + sy) = ME(P(2),¢(y)), Yo,y € E, se[0,1],

where M% denotes the usual p-mean:

i
st = ({7

with the conventions M;*°(a,b) = min{a,b}; M%(a,b) = a'~*b*%; and MI>®(a,b) = max{a,b} if
ab # 0 and MF*(a,b) =0 if ab = 0.

Remark 3.1. (i) The p-concavity of 1) means that 9P is concave on E if p > 0, 9P is convex on F
if p <0, 1 is log-concave on E if p =0, and @ is constant on F if p = +oo0.

(ii) Due to the monotonicity property of the p-mean function, the pj-concavity implies the po-
concavity of a function w: ' — R whenever p; > po.

For further reference, we denote by B(-,-) the Euler-Beta function and we shall use the notation

WSE = / wdH™ ! for the integral of w over the sphere S"~! intersected by the cone E.
Sr—1NE

Theorem 3.1. Let E C R™ be an open convex cone, w: E — (0,+00) be a homogeneous weight of

class C' with degree T > 0, and 1 # v > 1 — n%_T be such that w is %—concave on E. Let

1

PCES IS Then the following statements hold.

l<p<n+7anda:=
(i) If v < 1, then

bl

1 1-63

1 o 1-6;
(/ \u!‘”’wdm) " <G (/ \Vu]’@dm) ’ </ ]u\amwda:> - . Yue WPw,w; E), (3.1
E E E

(n+7)(1—7)
ay(p—1—n)+n+T1

014 6 i 0 _ 1
P p’ p ntm (a(p=1)+1  pgr\er (a(p=1)+1)p op
<a 7 1> | /
1 =
P

n+T1 a—1 p a—1
Moreover, equality holds in (3.1) if and only if u is of the form

where 61 = and

o

01
1) +1 e
</ w(:n)d$B<a(p )+ _n4:7"n4;7'>>
BNE a—1 p p

wy(z) = AN+ |z + xo\p/)ﬁ,x €E,

where A, \ >0 and o € —E N E with w(x + z0) = w(x), z € E.
(ii) If vy > 1, then

) 1-69
P

_1
(/ \u!o‘mwdx> - <Gy (/ \Vu]’@dm) </ ]u\apwda:> " , Yue WPw,w; E), (3.2)
E E E
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(nt7)(y=1)

where 0 = P ey e and
92+ 9_2_71 I S
0 ' nt7 (a(p—1)+1 4 ontT) P alp—D+1 [ a(p—1)+1\ alp—-1+1
6, <1 — Oé> 2 \ntr -« p’ 11—«
2 = 12 )
p —1)+1 T
(e (2225 257)
BNE I-a p

Moreover, equality holds in (3.2) for the family of functions
1
wy(z) = AN — (1 = a)|z + 20| ), z € E, A>0.
where A, X\ >0 and 9 € —E N E with w(x + z0) = w(x), z € E.

Proof. (i) In Theorem 1.1 we are going to choose w1 = ws = w3 = w, 71 = o =713 =7 > 0,
K = —n — 7 and Cy = 1. In the sequel we may assume that 7 > 0; otherwise, the weights Should
be constants, and the results reduce to [11]. =, pl,

With these choices, it turns out by Proposition 5.1 (see in particular inequahty (5.4)) that the
%—cenca\/ity of w on E implies (1.6). In particular, by Theorem 1.1 one has the validity
of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.11), with the constant C; > 0 from (1.12). Since M =
p(1+(y—1)(n+ 7)) and L = (1 —v)(n + 7), a simple computation shows that the constant from

(1.9) becomes
L
pya
C = .
K,L,M,Co (n—l—7’>

Consequently, the constant C; > 0 from (1.12) is

9

C = <m>el inf </E Gl ety > . (3.3)

n+T GEGu,w; [ Gu=1
( [ et >dy)

We claim that C; = C; whose proof is based on a “duality” principle. To see this, we recall that
if ¢ > % > 0, then for every A\, ¢ > 0 we have

/E(A eyl )y Pw(y)dy = A~ <%>

Let us choose

.s+7L+T

1 s+n+71 s+n+rT1
—B <q— — - >ng. (3.4)
4 p p

Go(z) = (14 |zP)™s, = € B,
According to (3.4), we have that

1
11 /Go D)z = =B ap _n—i-T,n—i-T s,
p/ a_l p/ p/
, 1 ap p+n+T1 pHAnt+T
8= [ Gowlal wte)is = -5 (227 - AT P Yo,

1
Ig—/G’Y dx——/B<aﬂyp _n‘|;T7n—|;T>wSE7
p a—1 p p
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and these expressions are well-defined due to the facts that n > —7 and 5 — ";,T > b — ”p—fT =

= — % > 0. Consequently, Gy € G, . Therefore, by (3.3) and an elementary computation
we have that

o1
-

P
91

<ma >91 <[E Go(y)\y!p/w(y)dy> </E Go(y)w(y)dy>%l—p,

G

IN

0 0 &
<ma > T oy
- o1
n-—+T (Ig) 7
= C17
where we used the recurrence relation B(a + 1,b) = QLH)B(a, b) for every a,b > 0, the identity
6 [4 :
= aip and relation wgp = (n 4 7) /Bme.

On the other hand, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.11) holds, i.e.,

1

(/ ‘u’apwdx> v
E < (.

) sup oL 0, >
ueWP:*(w,w; E)\{0 o
S ( )\{ } </ ]Vu\’%udx) p </ ”u,‘apﬁfwdx> Py
E E

/1
uo(x) = (1 + |z|P )=, z € E.
Since Vug(z) = %(1 + |z[P) 7= |z 2z, it turns out by (3.4) that

I\P
/ |VuplPwdz = (ap 1> n,
5 _

/ugpwda::[?, and /ugmwdleg.
E E

In particular, ug € W?%(w,w; E). Therefore, by (3.5) and the latter relations, a similar computation
as above shows that

Let

while

1

ap P
</EU0 OJdZ') _ <Oé o 1>91 (I?)o%p _ 61
7w

G

V

= 01 1-6; 61 1-6;

3 a 0\ apy
</ ]Vuolpwdx> ’ </ ugmwda:> ! P (I5)
E E

Thus, the proof of C; = C; is concluded, which shows also the validity of (3.1). We also notice that

1
the value from (2.31) becomes p = (p')?’, which is consistent with Lam [17].

Let us focus to the equality case. First, as in the proof of the claim C; = Cy, a change of variables
together with the property w(x + z¢) = w(x) for every x € E and a direct computation easily shows

that wy(z) = (A + |z + x0|p/)ﬁ provides a class of extremizers in (3.1).
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Conversely, we assume that a function u: E — R satisfies the equality in (3.1); without loss of
generality, we may assume that u > 0. We first show that the transport map V¢ is more regular,
namely that the singular part of the distributional Laplacian Az¢ vanishes, where ¢ is the convex
function on E by the proof of Theorem 1.1. To do so, we follow some ideas from [11], also iterated
in [3].

The main idea of the proof that will follow is to trace back the proof of Theorem 1.1 analysing
the cases of equality in each of the inequalities that show up in the proof. In doing so we are making
the particular choice

G(z) = A+ [2”)T5 2 € B,
for an appropriate A such that / Gw = 1. By doing this analysis we will be able to show that V¢

will be reduced to the identity mapping up to a translation and we obtain that u is equal to G up
to a translation.

To carry out the above program we start by considering the set @ = {z € E : ¢(x) < +oo}. It is
clear that ) contains the support of u and, since ¢ is convex, {2 is a convex set. In particular, the
equality in the Young inequality (2.20) gives

Mu(am—l)p’|v¢|l>’ = |VulP, a.e.on Q, (3.6)

for some M > 0.

As a preliminary fact, we show that u is continuous and strictly positive on its support and that
supp(u) = Q. To do so, we define for any k& € N the truncation function wuy := max{%,u}. Using
(3.6) and recalling that (apy — 1)p’ = ap, we have

MuP|VeIP > Mu®P|Vo|P' = [VulP > [VuP, ae. on Q. (3.7)
Dividing both sides of (4.2) by u;” (which is always nonzero) we obtain
IV (ul™ )P < (a — 1)PM|V|P', ae. on Q. (3.8)

Fix a compact set K C € with nonempty interior such that there exists zy € K with u(zg) > 0.
Since ¢ is convex, we have that |[V¢| is bounded on K. By (3.8) also |V(u;, )| is bounded on K.
Since by definition uy are uniformly converging to u on K and uy(xg) = u(xg) for large enough k.
Then also u,lf_a are uniformly converging to u'~® on K and the map u'~® is Lipschitz on K. In
particular, if JC C © is a compact set, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

ut~Y(z) < ¢, VzeKk,

Since v < 1 implies that a > 1, and so we have
1
u(x) > ¢, Vxelk.
By the proof of Proposition 2.1 (precisely (2.7)) we can find a sequence (up)pen in C5°(R™) con-
1

verging to v uniformly on X and in particular for every sufficiently large h one has u, > c,lc’_“ /2.
Then the equality in (2.19) is achieved in the limit, and it gives
1\ apy

11—«

0= li}lln<uzp7w, A5¢>D/ > (mICinw) KT As¢[K]'

By taking an invading sequence of compact sets, we get that Ag¢ vanishes on 2. For a similar
argument, with more details we refer the reader to [3, Subsection 3.2].
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We can now consider the equality case in (2.16). Using the information on the equality case in
Lemma 2.1 and the fact that Az¢ = 0 we have

w(Vo(z))

1—v
1=n(1=7) e
I,,, in distributional sense on Q.
w(z)

Dp(x) = <

1—
By the Schwarz Lemma, the only possibility is that (w(V¢(z))/w(z)) e is constant on €. This
means that we can find ¢ € R, zg € R™ such that

D2,¢(x) = cl,, in the sense of distribution on €2

Vé(r) = cx + xg, on ) (3.9)

1-n(1—7v)
w(ecx+xz9) =c = w(z), e

Note that since ¢ is convex we have ¢ > 0. Also, since V¢ is essentially bijective onto the support
of GG; and the support of G is E, we have ) + xg = E. We aim at proving that £ = €. Clearly,
Q C E. By the Monge-Ampere equation (2.13) we can write

uP(z)w(z) = (A + |cx + xolp/)%w(ca; +xz0)c", x € (3.10)

In particular,

A e=—a
u(x):{A()\—Hca:—i-a:o] )Te, ifzeq, (3.11)

0 otherwise.

for some constant A > 0. If by contradiction 2 # E, then u would have jump discontinuities on the
boundary of a translated cone, which is a set of Hausdorff dimension n — 1, in contradiction with
the fact that u is in the Sobolev space, see e.g. [14, Theorems 4.17 & 4.19]. Since V¢ is essentially
bijective, we have cE + xy = E. In particular —2zg € E and hence g € EN —FE.
We conclude the proof if we show that w(x + z9) = w(x) for every x € E. Consider the last
identity in (3.9). By evaluating it in tz and exploiting the homogeneity of w we can write
dy) 1-n(1—y)

w<cx—|—7>:c = w(x), x€E,t>0.

1-—n(l—v) 1—n(l—v)
Letting ¢ — oo in the previous equation we get w(cx) =c¢ =7 . w(x) and hence ¢™ = ¢ =7 i
T # %{Y_ﬁ’) then necessarily ¢ = 1 and from (3.9) we get w(x + x¢) = w(z) for every x € E, as
required. If 7 = %17_7) then again by (3.9) we can write

1-n(1—v)
w(cx +xo) =c =7 . w(z) =w(cr), z€kE.

Letting = := z/c¢, © € E, into the latter relation, we obtain w(z + zo) = w(z) for every x € E.
(ii) Note that M =p(1+ (y —1)(n+ 7)) and L = (1 —~)(n + 7), thus by (1.13) we have

I
= P«
Ck,r.Mmco = < >

n-+rT
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Accordingly, the constant Cy > 0 from (1.16) becomes

92
'Y

— - (3.12)

Gegw,w§fE Guw=1 T
( /E G”(y)W(y)dy>

In order to prove that Cy = Cy we proceed as in (i) by using for every A > 0, ¢ > —1 and s+n+7 > 0
the formula

c2:<m>92 iy (/E G<y>|y|p’w<y>dy>

s+n4dT1
1 s+n+T1

, A /
/ A=A =)y lylwy)dy = A ( > " B <q +1, 7/> wse, (3.13)
Be(\a) 1- p P

(01

1 .
where Bgp(\, a) = {x eE:|z|< <ﬁ) P } Indeed, for the inequality C; < Cy we use in (3.12)

_ap
the function Go(z) = (1 — |z|P);%, « € E, while for the converse, we consider in (3.2) the function
1
ug(z) = (1 — |x|p,)_1[“, x € E. The rest of the proof is based on a computation; in particular, it

1
turns out that for the family of functions wy(z) = AA — (1 — a)|z + x0|p/):“, x € E, one has
equality in (3.2) for A > 0; here, 79 € —E N E is such that w(z + x9) = w(x), = € E. O

Remark 3.2. We notice that Lam [17] used condition (1.2) in order to prove the statements in
Theorem 3.1 whenever v # 1, which turns to be equivalent to the %—concavity of won F,

1—y
see Proposition 5.1. Moreover, Proposition 5.2 shows that in Theorem 3.1 (i) (i.e., v < 1), we can
replace the assumption that w is %—concave on E by requiring that w is log-concave. The

limit case v — 1 is discussed in the next subsection.

3.2. Sharp weighted p-log-Sobolev inequality. In this section, we state a sharp one-weighted
log-Sobolev inequality by taking the limit v — 1 in Theorem 3.1.

Before doing this, we show that a limiting argument in condition (C) with v — 1 provides itself
a rigid situation for the weights, i.e., they are equal to each other (up to a multiplicative constant)
and log-concave. This observation explains why weighted log-Sobolev inequalities are reasonably
expected to be valid with the same weights.

Multiplying the inequality (1.6) by (1 — ) assuming first that v < 1, and then that v > 1, the
limiting v — 1 reduces condition (C) to

1 ws ()
P = , x,y€FE.
W) =72, @) y
Therefore, there exists C' > 0 such that ws(z) = Cw;(x) and wa(z) = CPw;(x) for every z € E.

Inserting this relations into (1.6) and letting again v — 1, we obtain that

log w1 (y) Vw ()

w1 (x) w1 ()

Let y = Az for A > 0 in the latter inequality; then 7log A < K + n + CytA, A > 0. Optimizing the

latter inequality in A > 0, it turns out that the best choice is K = —7logCy — 7 — n. Plugging

this value into (3.14), and reorganizing the terms it follows (according to Proposition 5.2) that wq
is log-concave on F.

<K+n+Cy -y, x,y € FE. (3.14)
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We may assume that 7 > 0; otherwise, if 7 = 0, the log-concavity of w on E is equivalent to the
fact that w is constant on FE, which reduces to the well-known results, see e.g. [12] and [15]. For
s+n+ 7 >0, by using the formula

() (3.15)

! 1 _ntrds
/ e M |z fw(a)da = —wspA P T < p
E p p
and further simple asymptotic properties of the Beta-function, a standard limiting argument in
Theorem 3.1 provides the following log-Sobolev inequality:

Theorem 3.2. Let E C R" be an open convex cone and w: E — (0,+00) be a log-concave homoge-
neous weight of class C' with degree 7 > 0, and p € (1,n+7). Then for every function u € W'P(w; E)

with | |ulPwdx =1 we have

/ |ulP log |ulPwdx < n ;_ T log <£w,p/ |Vu|pwdx> , (3.16)
E E

P p—1 p-1 n+T ~wkr
o= () (5 ) [a9)

n—+rT e p BNE

Equality holds in (3.16) if the extremal function belongs to the family of Gaussians
1 /
n+7 p |lz+zq|P

Up o () = A 77 <F <n+,7'+1> / w> LA , x € E, A>0, (3.17)
p BNE
with v € —ENE and w(x + z0) =w(z), z € E.

where

As expected, by the limiting argument we loose the possibility to characterize the equality in
(3.16); however, by using a direct approach from the OMT, inequality (3.16) has been recently
stated by the authors in [3] for every p > 1, fully characterizing also the equality cases.

3.3. Sharp weighted Faber-Krahn and isoperimetric inequalities. We first prove a weighted
Faber-Krahn inequality, by letting v — oo in (3.2).

Theorem 3.3. Let E C R™ be an open convex cone, w: E — (0,+00) be a log-concave, homogeneous
weight of class C' with degree T >0 and let 1 < p < n -+ 7. Then for every u € C(R"), we have

1 1 4L

= n+7 ' p
/ lujwdz < Coo </ ]Vu\’%uda;) ’ / wdx , (3.18)
E E supp(u)

S
7

1
o= ([ o) T e
BNE

Moreover, equality holds in (3.18) for the class of functions ux(x) = (A — |z +z¢ "),z € B, A >0,
where xg € —E N E with w(z + x¢) = w(x) for every x € E.

where

Proof. Since w is log-concave (i.e., 0-concave), by Remark 3.1 we know that it is also %—

concave for every v > 1. We can apply Theorem 3.1 for every v > 1 and we can let v — oo in (3.2).

It is a simple computation to verify that
1—19 1 1

1
a—0, ay——, U2—1, — + .
D ap n+7 p
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as 7 — 0o0. Adding up these information we obtain

=

Co = lim Gy = </ W> " (n+7')_%(1?,+n+7')_1’ )
BNE

y—o0

The equality in (3.18) for uy(z) = (A— |z 40| )4, A > 0, can be easily verified by using formula
(3.13) and the fact that B(2,z) = m for every x > 0. O

A simple consequence of the Faber-Krahn inequality from Theorem 3.3 is a new sharp isoperimetric-
type inequality with weights. To state it, we recall that the space of functions with weighted bounded
variation BV (w; E) contains all functions u € L (w; E) such that

sup{/ udivwX)dz : X € CHE;R"™), |X| < 1} < H00.
E

Note that W'l (w; E) € BV (w; E). We can associate to any function u € BV (w; E) its weighted
variation measure ||Dul|,, similarly as in the usual non-weighted case. Using this notation and 1g
for the characteristic function of the nonempty set S C R", we have:

Theorem 3.4. Let E C R"™ be an open convez cone, w: E — (0,4+00) be a log-concave, homogeneous
weight of class Ct with degree T > 0. Then for every u € BV (w; E), we have

i
/ fulwdz < Cool D(ful) | (E) ( / wdx) , (3.19)
B supp(u)

G = (/BOEW>_"L (n+7)L. (3.20)

Moreover, equality holds in (3.19) for the class of characteristic functions ux(z) = 1p(—zo,\)nE(T),
x € E, A\>0, where zg € —E N E with w(z + z0) = w(z) for every x € B(0,\) N E.
Proof. We take the limit p — 1 in Theorem 3.3. The equality in (3.19) can be easily checked for the

class of characteristic functions ux(z) = 1g(_g2)ne(®), © € E, X > 0 with the suitable properties
on xg. O

where

By taking u = 1gng (S C R™) in Theorem 3.4, we obtain in an alternative way the sharp weighted
isoperimetric inequality stated in [4], [8] and [17]. For the purpose, we recall that a measurable set
S C R™ has bounded w-variation on E if 1g € BV (w; E), moreover, its weighted perimeter with
respect to the convex cone E is given by P, (S; E) = ||D1g||(E).

Corollary 3.1. Let E C R"™ be an open convexr cone, w: E — (0,400) be a log-concave, homoge-
neous weight of class C' with degree 7 > 0. Then for every measurable set S C R"™ with bounded
w-variation on E, we have

1——1
C (/ wdm) < P8 B), (3.21)
SNE

where Coo is from (3.20). Moreover, equality holds in (3.21) for any ball of the form S = B(—xq, A),
A > 0, where w(x + xg) = w(x) for every z € B(O,\) N E.

Remark 3.3. Note that the limiting arguments in Theorems 3.3 and 3.4 as well as in Corollary
3.1 prevent the characterization of the equality cases. A direct proof, similar to [3], could give an
affirmative answer to this question.
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4. SHARPNESS VERSUS EQUALITY OF THE WEIGHTS: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In the sequel we are going to prove Theorem 1.2. In fact, we prove a stronger statement, namely
that the following facts hold:

(i) we = Aw; for some A > 0 (thus 7 = 7 = 7);

(ii) the optimal transport function, appearing in the proof of Theorem 1.1, is of the form
Vé(z) = cx + xo for some zg € EN (—E) and ¢ > 0 such that ¢"1=7) = (cCp)'="1=7), In
addition, either
(iil) y=1— -, thus Cp = 1 and K = —X- (and w; disappears), or

n+r7’ % .
L _
(ii2) v#1— n+_T, thus ws = cCoAr (ﬁ —n— 7') (ﬁ + K) wy for A > 0 from (i);

(iii) the weights w; are Tﬁw-concave on E, j € {1,2,3};

(iv) Vwj(x) - 29 =0 for every x € F and j € {1,2,3};

Let us now assume that equality holds in (1.11) for some u € WP%(wy,wy; E) \ {0} and the
infimum in (1.10) is achieved for some G € G, , \ {0}. In particular, all the inequalities in the
proof of Theorem 1.1 must be equalities. The proof is divided into several steps.

Step 1. (Regularity of the transport map). This part is similar to the argument performed
in the proof of Theorem 3.1. For completeness, we provide its proof. Consider the convex set
Q={x e FE:¢(x) <+oo}. One can prove that u is locally Lipschitz and strictly positive in the
interior of Q. By that equality in (2.20), we have that

VulPws = MulPY VP VP, ae. on Q, (4.1)
for some M > 0. By considering for any k£ € N the truncation wuy = max{%, u}, relation (4.1) and
(apy — 1)p' = ap imply that

MulP|VeIP'wy > MuP|VolP' wi = |VulPws > [Vug[Pws, a.e. on Q. (4.2)
Consequently, we obtain
IV (up~ ) Pws < (o — )PM|V[P'wi, ae. on Q. (4.3)

Let us fix a compact set K C  with the property that there exists zp € K with u(xzg) > 0. We
know that |V¢)| is bounded on K; in particular, |V (u.~)| is also bounded on K, which implies the
fact that ui_a are uniformly Lipschitz on K. Since by definition uj are uniformly converging to u
on K, and u(xg) > 0, then also ui_a is converging to u uniformly on X and the map u!~? is

Lipschitz on K. Thus there exists cx > 0 such that u!=%(z) < cx for every z € K. Since a > 1,
1

-«

it turns out that u(z) > c,lc’_“ for every x € K. By repeating the same approximation argument of
Proposition 2.1 we can find a sequence u;, € C°(E) that is converging to w uniformly on K and

11—«

up(z) > CIC2 Vo e K,

for every sufficiently large h. By the equalities in (2.17) and (2.19) we get that
1
Ta
0= limhinf<uhw%/pwi/p yAsP)pr > CkT mlcinw;/pwi/p A9[K].

In particular, we obtain that Az¢ = 0 on €2, which ends the proof of the regularity of ¢. For a
similar argument, with more details we refer the reader to [3, Subsection 3.2].
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For further use, we introduce the cone generated by §2, i.e.
Coneqg ={Az:2€Q, A >0}

Step 2. (wg = Aw; for some A > 0 on Coneq) Consider the equality in (2.16); by the equality in
Lemma 2.1 we have that for a.e. z € Q,

wa(@)\? s (Ve >>pw1< oz
C'o< > D3¢(x) (

wi(x)

ie.,

Dié(z) = Cy <w2(V¢( 2))pw (Vo(x 1)%— )W[n

Since D%4¢ = D%,(b, by the Schwartz Lemma about the equality of the mixed partial derivatives,
the only possibility for the equality D%,¢(z) = f(x, Vp(x))I, to hold is that f(z, V¢(x)) = ¢ for
some real constant ¢ € R. Since ¢ is convex we have that ¢ > 0. We can conclude that

D3,¢(z) = cl, in distributional sense on 2 (4.4)
Vo(z) =cx +x9, x€Q '
for some xy € R™. Furthermore, this gives that for every x € 0, we have
1 1
v rwi(Vo(x))r (-
( QS( ))l ( Qi( )) (600)1 (1 ﬁ/)’
wa(z)Pwri ()
ie.,
1 L—y _ 1-n(1—7) ! i/ -
wa(cx + xo)Pwi(cx + xz9)? T = (cCh) wo(x)rwy(x)r . (4.5)
Taking the gradient of the previous identity we get
1 (1V 1 V
sz(cgj + gjo)Pwl(C;p + ;1;0) P’ <_M <_/ _ > M) =
p walcx + xq) P wi(cx + x0) (4.6)

(cCo) "1 Vo () oy ()7 <1W2( 7, (l —’y) WM), reQ.

p wa(z) P w1 (z)

Dividing both sides of (4.6) by ¢, taking into account (4.5) and the fact that w; 'Vw; is homogeneous
of degree —1 we obtain

1 Vwa(cx + xo) 1 Vwi(cz +x9) 1 Vws(cz) 1 Vwi(cx)
]_9 wa(cx + ) <_ B > wi(cx +x0)  p wolcx) ( > wi(cx)

p , xeQ. (4.7

p/
Moreover, taking the scalar product of (4.6) with cx + xy we also infer

<1Vw2(x) N (l —’y> le(x)> wo =0, zEQ. (4.8)

p wa(x) Y w1 ()
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Step 3. The idea is to explore the fact that inequality holds in (2.1) for all z,y € E while equality
happens in this inequality for y = V¢ (x) = cx + 9. Namely, for every = € E one has

[ S
i/ —y\ ==

<L —n> wo (ca:+3:0)Pw1(c:E+:E0) _
1=7 wQ(x)%(l_’Y)wl( )(1_%)(14/) (4.9)
/1 5(2) |, Viwy"wl")(x)

"GT7+K>m<Y*° @

To make use of the above observation we shall define for every z € E the function r,: E — R by
letting

- (cx + o).

oy = (L e o Ve @)
o) = Q—W+K>muf”% PRES I
1 L—y =
_<_L_m> Wi el W)
1 _— n _ _n —
! @l g

Due to (2.1), one has that r;(y) > 0 for every z,y € E and by relation (4.9) we have that r,(cx +
xg) = 0 for every z € . Accordingly, for every = € €, the function r, has its global minimum at
cx + xg, thus Vrg(cx + z9) = 0. After a simple computation, the equation Vr,(cx + ) = 0 reduces
to

V(w3 ") ()

C _
)
1
1 1-n(1—7)
1 wy (cx—i—a:o) f (cx—i—a:o) <1 Vwa(cx + x0) <i B ) le(ca:—i-wo))
1—v ( -2)a- p wa(cx + xo) P wi(cx +x9) )’
W2 W1
for every x € Q. Applylng (4.5) for the first term on the RHS and (4.7) for the second term, we can

conclude
Vel ) _ e ()} (1T (1) ele) g

p/
By the (—1)-homogeneity of vw—fl we infer

v(wlf:z}/)p)(x) = 17 (Zﬁ;) ‘ (%VJZ?S) N (% _ >V0:+g>> veq,
which is equivalent to
1 Vuws(z) + 1Vwi(z) 1 (1 Vws(z) + (1 ) VWI(JE)) zeq.

pwr) P wi(®)  1—7y\p w) v wi@)

p/
Reorganizing the above relation, and taking into account that v # 0, we obtain that
Vwa(z)  Vwi(x)

o () = (@) x € .
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This implies, that there exists A > 0 such that

wo(x) = Awi(x), x € Coneq. (4.10)
In addition to this, we conclude by (4.8) that
Vwi(x) - xzg =0, Ya € Coneq, i € {1,2}. (4.11)

Step 4. (Concavity of the weights on Coneq) By the previous step we have that 71 = 79. Denoting
by 7 := 11 = 7o, we can combine (4.8), (4.9), (4.5) and (4.11) to obtain that

1 1 1
cCy <— —n—7’> Ar = <— +K> w3($), x € Coneq.
1—7 1—v wi(z)
There are two subcases. If vy =1 — n—}rT, then K = —ﬁ and wg disappears from the condition

(C). Otherwise, if ﬁ —n — 7 # 0 then ﬁ + K # 0. Therefore,

101 1 -
w3(x) = cCyAr <1— —n— 7'> <ﬁ + K> wi(z), = € Coneq. (4.12)
Replacing we and ws from (4.10) and (4.12) into condition (C), we obtain that

1
(L _n> (M) e CCO( i _T_n> R COHCRED
<o (1

1—~ wy(z) 17 w1 ()

for all 2 € Coneq and y € . Using (4.5), (4.10) and (4.8) we get
1 ECO N v
1-n(1— .
(——n) (wl(y)> i < ——T—n—i-M, Va € Coneq,y € (. (4.13)
1 -~ wi () 1—v w1 ()

We aim to extend (4.13) to every y € Coneq. To this end, pick any A > 0 and apply (4.13) to
%x € Coneq and y € Q. By the homogeneity of wy we get

() (28) ™ et o

1 -~

which, by the arbitrariness of A > 0, is precisely the %-concavity of wy on the cone Coneq,

see Proposition 5.1. k

In the sequel, we may assume that 7 = 71 = 7 > 0; otherwise, the above concavity property
with the O-homogeneity of the weights implies that w;, i € {1,2} (and ws if it does not disappear)
are all constant functions; in this case the proof becomes trivial.

Step 5. (Interplay between ¢ and Cjy) We shall prove that
1) = (eCp) i), (4.14)

If w: E — (0,400) is defined as w(x) = wg(az)%wl(x)ﬁ_ﬁ/ = A%w}_y(a;), x € E, relation (4.5) can

be equivalently written into
wlex + z0) = (cCo) "I Muw(z), = e Q. (4.15)

Clearly, by (4.10) the degree of homogeneity of w is 7(1 — 7).
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Let us fix € int(2) # (. It turns out that there exists a small enough A, > 0 such that
Az € Q for every A € [1 — A\;, 1+ Ay]. Inserting Az € Q instead of z into (4.15) with the range
A€l — Az, 14+ Az, we obtain by the homogeneity of w that

wlehz + xg) = (cCo) I Mw(Az) = XTI (eCo)' V() = XU Vw(ex + x0), = € Q.
Consequently, we have
w <cx + a:_)\0> =w(cx +xp), VANE[l— Az 14+ Ay
Repeating the above argument, we obtain for every k € N that
w <cx + %) =w(cx +xp), VANE[l— Az 14+ Ay
Let us choose A :=1+ A, > 1 and take the limit £ — oo in the latter relation, that yields
w(cr) = w(cx + zp), Ya € Q.
Combining this relation with (4.15) and the homogeneity of w, we obtain (4.14).

In addition, if y =1 — n——i-r (thus K = ——ﬁ/ and w3 disappears from condition (C)), it turns out

that 1 —n(l—~v) =7(1—+) >0 and Cé n(=7) - 1, thus Cp = 1.

Step 6. (Reduction to the one-weighted case & Coneq = E) Since we have equality in (1.11) for
u € WP(wy,ws; E) \ {0} and the support of u is a subset of Q C Coneq, due to relations (4.10)
and (4.12) we have that

1 0 1-61

1 01 1-61
</ \u!o‘pwldaz> To= G </ \Vu]pwgdm> ’ </ ]u\amwgda:> "
Coneq Coneq Coneq

o1 1-6;
= G Cark,c </ |Vu|pw1d:17> ’ </ |u|°‘mw1d$> " (4.16)
Coneq Coneq

1-6;

01 1 1 =1\ apv
Canen=aF (o€ot? (5 =0 r) (75+K) )

1
while C; = (CK,L,M,COCQWLWQ) aM+L and 0 = CWAZ_FL are from (1.12). Note that M = p(1 + (v —
1)(n+ 7)) and L = (1 —v)(n + 7). Furthermore, we have that

where

M

_1
ngl Awq - A p P )ngl,wl = A ngwl,w17
see (1.10), and

1 7 L—(l—v)n(M+L) M (M +pL)%+L
Crrmc = (f +K> Co P ()t (=) T Z
P
! M
Pr(1- p
= <r+K> g 7)(’Yoé)L(l—’Y)MMLL,
P
see (1.9). Since —9—14—0 +1=6 (bemg the exponent of A), Mel 1=01 — ( (being the exponent of

apy apy

r(1-y) %

U1 —61
the term m + K), and CO L (cCO) oy =1 (being equivalent to (4.14)), after a reorganization
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of the terms it turns out that

o1
p/

G P w1 (1)d
(et g (met ([ cwl )
1 A,K,CO - 7”L—|—T gwl,wl - n_|_7_ G n . _ h
ngl,wl\{O},fE Gwl_l 3
( / GV(y)m(y)dy)
FE
(3

Now, we recognize the latter term that appeared in the one-weighted case, see relation (3.3) (wq
being instead of w); in fact, this term is precisely the optimal constant C; in (3.1), i.e.,

61 1-6;

1 Y1 e
ap ~ p ap
(/ |u|apw1dx> =C (/ |Vu|pw1d:17> (/ |u|amw1dx> L
Coneq Coneq Coneq

By the characterization of the equality case in Theorem 3.1, applied on Coneq, and taking into
account that the support of u is in 2 C Coneq C FE, we have that

s L
p —a 1
U(ZE): {A(}\—l—|ﬂj—|—;p0| )1 s lf:EGQ)

) (4.17)
0 otherwise,

for some constants A > 0 and A > 0. By (4.17) it follows that
Q = Coneq = F;

otherwise, the function u # 0 would have certain jump discontinuities on the boundary of €,
contradicting the fact that u belongs to the Sobolev space WP*(wy,we; E) = WP (wy,w1; E), see
e.g. [14, Theorems 4.17 & 4.19]. Thus, the above properties are valid in fact on E = Conegq.

Step 7. (Properties of xg) By (4.5) and (4.10) we have that w;(z + ) = w;(x) for every x € E
and ¢ € {1,2} (and also for i = 3 whenever w3 does not vanish). The further properties of =g follow
in a similar manner as in the one-weighted setting. O

Remark 4.1. We mention that the proof of Theorem 1.2 fills a gap in [4, Theorem 1.3] when
characterizing the equality case. In fact, the vanishing of As¢ (proven in Step 1) was missing from
that argument, which focuses only to the algebraic relations involving the two weights.

5. FINAL REMARKS AND EXAMPLES

In this final section we discuss equivalent conditions for weights appearing in our main results
and give examples satisfying our condition (C).

5.1. Characterization of p-concavity. In this subsection we show that the more involved con-
dition used by Lam [17] presented in the introduction is equivalent to a simpler concavity property
of the weight.

Let us recall that in [17] the following condition was used. Assume that £ C R™ is an open, convex

cone, and w a homogeneous weight w: E — (0, +00) of degree 7 > 0 such that 1 #~v > 1— n}rT and
satisfying the inequality
1 (w(Ve@) '™ - 1 Vuw(z) - V()
det(M))"77 < —— — — "+ tr(M 5.1
= () e s - e+ T T an, 6

for any positive definite symmetric matrix M and locally Lipschitz function ¢ with Vi(x) € E for
any £ € F and Vi -n <0 on OF.
The following proposition gives equivalent formulations of the above condition.
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Proposition 5.1. Let E C R™ be an open convex cone, w: E — (0,400) be a homogeneous weight
with degree T > 0 of class C*, and 1 # v > 1 — # Then the following statements are equivalent:

Y w s 1= .
(i) w s (i) -Concave on E;

(ii) for every z,y € E one has

(iii) inequality (5.1) holds.

Proof. In the proof, we distinguish two cases, according to the value of ~:
1

Case 1: y=1—-:. By 1 — % =v>1- n+-7’ we obtain that 7 < 0. By assumption, we have
7 > 0; so 7 = 0. In particular, this case corresponds to p = % = +o0. Thus (i) is equivalent
that w is constant.

We shall prove next that in this case (5.1) is also equivalent to the fact that w is constant. For
any fixed y € F, let o(x) = x -y, z € E; then Vp(z) = y € E. By the convexity of E, we clearly
have that Vo -n =y -n < 0 on 0F. Let us also choose M = cI,, with ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. With the

above choices, inequality (5.1) reduces to

1/n
w \Y .
w(z) w(z)

Dividing by c¢n > 0 and letting ¢ — oo, we obtain that w(y) < w(x) for every z,y € E; thus
w =constant. Conversely, if w =constant (thus 7 = 0) and v = 1 — %, inequality (5.1) trivially
holds, reducing to the well known inequality n(det(M))Y/™ < tr(M).

Case 2: 1 #£ v >1-— % (Clearly, we cannot have v < 1 — % since it would imply 7 < 0, a

1—
contradiction). Note that if v < 1 then % > 0. Then (i) means that wTnT7 is a concave
function. Due to the homogeneity of w and Euler’s relation Vw(x) -z = Tw(x) we can easily deduce
that (i) and (ii) are equivalent. In the same way , if 4 > 1 then it follows that % < 0 and in
1—v

this case (i) says that wT="0-7 is a convex function. As before we can conclude the equivalence of
(i) and (ii).

We are now going to prove the equivalence between (ii) and (iii). We assume the inequality

(5.1) holds. As before, for any fixed y € FE, let ¢(x) = = -y, which is a convex function on E and
Vo(x) =y. Thus, by (5.1) we have that

L (0N e < () 4 @)
1—7<M@> (et < 7= ~ (74 =5

Now, we fix both z,y € E. Let us choose the positive definite symmetric matrix M = cl, with

)

1-—n(1—

()
w(z)

Then (5.3) reduces to

<$_n> <M>%<%—(n+7)+m, (5.4)

which is precisely (5.2).

+ tr(M). (5.3)
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Conversely, by keeping the above notations, let us assume that (5.2) holds and fix an arbitrary
positive-definite symmetric matrix M. Thus, by Lemma 2.1 and (5.2) it follows that

1 w(y) = -y _ 1 w(y) =R e 1—y
<—> (det(M)) = —[(—) ] (det(M))

1—v \w(x) 1—7v | \w(x)

1 (y)\ =

w y 1-n(l—v
< |[— - — M
< () () v

Vw(z) -y

—_—— ———= +tr(M
T (n+71)+ () + tr(M),
which concludes the proof of (5.1). O

We conclude this part observing that the limit of (5.1) as 7 — 1 reduces to
\% \Y% -V
log wdem < —(n+7)+M+tr(M), (5.5)
w(z) w(z)
where ¢ and M are the same objects as above. Taking this into account, one could state an analog
of Proposition 5.1 for the limit case v — 1.
Proposition 5.2. Let E C R"™ be an open convex cone, w: E — (0,+00) be a homogeneous weight
with degree T > 0 and of class C'. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) w is log-concave on E;
(ii) for every z,y € E one has

log <%> <y Y@y (5.6)

(iii) inequality (5.5) holds;
(iv) w is L-concave.

Proof. Again, the equivalence between (i) and (ii) is trivial. We now assume that inequality (5.5)
holds. Choosing ¢(z) = y -z with y € E, and M = I, inequality (5.5) implies precisely (5.6).
Conversely, assume that (5.6) holds. Let M be any positive definite (n x n)-matrix. Using the
AM-GM inequality and the fact that logx < x — 1 for every x > 0, it follows that

log(det M) < tr(M) — n.
Given z,y € E, by (5.6) and the latter inequality one has that

Vw(z) -y
w(x)

log (“’(y) det M> — log <M> + log(det M) < —7 + +tr(M) —n,

w(z) w(z)
which is exactly inequality (5.5). Finally, the equivalence between (i) and (iv) can be found in our

recent work [3]. O

5.2. Examples of weights satisfying the main condition. In this subsection we provide some
classes of weights which satisfy condition (C).
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Example 5.1. (Monomials; v < 1) Let p > 1. Let max{l — 1/n,1/p'} < v < 1 and 7, ; > 0,
i=1,.,n7=7+..4+7, and @ = a1 + ... + o, be such that

1 ; 1
e +T7 (—/ —7) <1l-n(l—%) and B;:= & + 7 (—/ —7) >0, i=1,...,n. (5.7)
p p p p
Let
0; = Li—l—%, i=1,..,n. (5.8)
p
By definition ¢; > 0, with the property that if §; = 0 for some i € {1, ...,n} then clearly 7, = o; = 0.
We consider the convex cone

E={x= (v1,...,2y) € R" : ; > 0 whenever §; > 0}, (5.9)
and the weights wy(z) = z7" -+ 2, wa(z) = z{* -+ 22" and ws(z) = 3:‘{1 -2 for every x € E.

One can prove that the triplet (wq,ws,ws) satisfies condition (C) on E with

B
B n Bi T—n(1—7) B 1 1 T—«Q
CO_H<(1—7)5i> and K= 1—’Y+CO< " T+1—’Y<1+ p >>

i=1

with the convention 0° = 1. Indeed, by using the above choices and the generalized AM-GM
inequality, for every x = (z1,...,2,) € E and y = (y1,...,yn) € E we have

1o =R
P p
LHS = <—1 ! - _n> w3 (y)w<11 >(Evl) )
- 2 (1=) - )=
Wy (w)wy 7 (x)
1
1 1 L= T—n(1—7)
1-n(l—9) <w2(w)> P wi(ywi ()
- — 1 1
b @S et )
wa(x) v 1 1= 1§ZT117“1/) " (6 y; \ T
= Co(1—n(1- - =
o (=) (wl(:n)) <1—7> E(ﬁzlﬂz)
1 n
wz(iﬂ)>5 1 ( >ic1 Bi ) Yi
< Cop(1—n(1- 1-— L 0; =
of (1=") <w1($) (1—7 1—n(l—7) 1—n(1—7); Z;
Lo
- (1 ex) 2 g Y@ )
-7 w1 (z) w1 (z)
As expected, when the three weights are equal, it turns out that Cy = 1 and K = —n — 7, where 7

is the common degree of homogeneity of the weights.

Example 5.2. (y > 1) Let E C R™ be an open convex cone, and w;: E — (0, +00) be homogeneous
weights with degree 7; > 0 and of class C!, i € {1,2,3}. Assume that v > max{1, :—f}, T3 = %2 + %
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and X
1 L — ==
o wi@) w3 (Ywi () >0
zyeEnst—1 ws(x) n ) (1— ’y
"l
1 -
P
inf V(w3 (z)wi (2)) Y > 0.
z,yeENSP—1 wg( )

Then the triplet (w1, ws,ws) satisfies condition (C) on E for some K € R and Cy > 0. Indeed, since
~v > 1, rearranging (2.1), we can see that it is enough to show that the function

F(z,y) = (% +n> wi(z)

w3()

I S
—y 1—-n(1—~)

(y) (y)

1”
o P &

has a positive lower bound on E?. Consider zg,yo € E N S" 1. Then, by assumption, we can find
two constants A, B > 0 such that

2 NmH

[22 +Tl(l/—“/)}1,+
o'r n(1—7) 24Ty,
F(Axg,oyg) > A + BA? "/ b0
( 0 yO) - )\[TQ%(I—W)—l—n(l—E)(l—ﬁ/)}Tﬁ-l—m—ﬂ
Since 13 = % + %, a simple computation shows that
1 T2 1
b\ [Tl(’Y—*/)—y}Tl,)
Fowoom =4 (3) B (9).

o A
so F has a positive lower bound whenever 7 (7 — I%) —22 > (, which is equivalent to our assumption
v > :—i
Example 5.3. (v # 1) Let p > 1, 1 # v > 1— =, E C R” be an open convex cone, and

wi: E — (0,400) be homogeneous weights with degree 7; > 0 and of class C!, i € {1,2,3}. Assume
in addition that:

11
A LN
: p, P : 1—y .
(1) w2 wl 1S i n(l 'Y) concave on E,

(ii) if v > 1 then 1 > (1 — ) (n+%+rg (1% —7>>;
Ly
(ili) w3 > wgjw{ on E;
(iv) Vwi(x) -y >0 for every z,y € E.
Using Proposition 5.1 and some simple estimates, one can prove that the triplet (wq,ws,ws) satisfies
condition (C) on E with Cy =1 and K = —n— ; —To (1% — 7). The details are left to the interested

reader.
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