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SHARP WEIGHTED CR TRACE SOBOLEV
INEQUALITIES

GUNHEE CHO AND ZETTAN YAN

ABSTRACT. We establish a sharp Sobolev trace inequality on the Siegel
domain Q41 involving the weighted norm—W2’2(Qn+1,p172[“’]). The
inequality is closely related the realization of fractional powers of the
sub-Laplacian on H" = 9,41 as generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann op-
erators associated to the weighted poly-sublaplacian, generalizing obser-
vations of Frank—Gonzdlez—Monticelli-Tan.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [Cas20], Case recovered the fractional Laplacian (—A)Y on R" as

a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator associated to the weighted poly-Laplacian
Loy, := Ak, determined by v € (0,00)\N, where A, := A + my~19, is the
weighted Laplacian on R := R" x (0, 00) for m = 1—2[] and k := ] +1.
Specifically, given functions f(%) € C=(R™)NH =% (R"), j € [0, |y/2]] and
#%) e ¢ (R™) N HI=D=21(R"™), j € [0, |y] — |v/2] — 1], if V is a solution
of

LoV =0, in R
(1.1) By(V) = f&), for j € [0, /2],

Bl 1oy (V) = 0%, for j € [0, [y] — /2] — 1],

there exists constants c, ; and d, ; such that

( ) Bg:yy—Zj(v) = c’%j(_Z)’Y—ij(Qj)’ fOI' j € [07 I_fY/2J]7

B2 (V) = dyy (~B)IBI2 600 for j € [0, 5] — [7/2] — 1],
where Bzz;y and B;g] Lo; ATe boundary operators constructed in [Cas20, Def-
inition 3.1].
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Applying the Dirichlet principle, one deduces that

[v/2]
&0y (U Z Cw% f(2J A~ 2]f 2i) g
1.3
(1) LVJ L’Y/QJ 1
+ Wjé ¢2] ’YJ V- 2]¢ 2j) g4

for any U € C?7' N Wk’2(R:‘_+l, y'~211]), where the Dirichlet energy o, (U) is
given by
lv/2]
& (U) := / o, ULapUy™ dady + Z 7{ (U)By_y;(U)dx
+

’YJ lv/2]-1

- Z j{L o (U LVJ _p;(U)da;

see [Cas20] for more details. We may regard (1.3) as a functional inequality
for the Sobolev trace embedding

lv/2] [v]—Lv/2]-1
W’“’Q(Ri+1,yl_2m) s @ H7%(R") @ @ HWI=D=2 (R,
. j=0

Combining (1.3) with Lieb’s sharp fractional Sobolev inequality [Lie83] yields
the sharp Sobolev trace inequality for the embedding

[v/2] ly]=lv/2]-1 .
Wk,2(Ri+l7y1—2[v] EB LT R™) & EB Ln=2BI+200+45 (R™)
j=0

when n > 2.

The sharp version of (1.3) for v € (0,1) stems from Caffarelli and
Silvestre’s seminal paper [CS07]. Furthermore, the special case v = % was

proven by Ache-Chang [AC17]; the special case 7 = Ny + % was prove by
Yang [Yan19]; the general case v € (0,00)\N was proven by Case [Cas20].

The remarkable breakthrough in [Cas20] is the construction of bound-
ary operators associated to the weighted poly-Laplacian. They are defined
recursively in terms of the weighted Laplacian A,, and the weighted deriv-
ative y"0, in R:‘_H, and the induced Laplacian A on R" as follows:

R 7\ () = DIT(y = § = Dt oy
s =300 () e

C oo, Al — (—1)] —l)'F(1+21 v+ D) l
oy OyBm = (= HZ() 'F(1+y+l—L’YJ+[])AJ Bap
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where * : C®(RMT) — C(R") is the restriction operator. These defi-
nitions are justified by three properties. First, they are such that the as-
sociated Dirichlet form Qo (U, V) = 3 (a4 (U + V) — Ea4(U) — E,(V)) is
symmetric. Second, the boundary operators are covariant with respect to
the group of conformal isometries of (R”™;R"); see [Cas20, Section 4] for
the precise statement. Third, as shown in (1.2), they are such that the gen-
eralized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators recover the fractional Laplacians.

In the CR setting, fractional covariant operators of order 2y for v €
R, was defined from scattering theory on a Ké&hler—Einstein manifold X
[GSB08, HPT08, EMMO91]. They are pseudodifferential operators whose
principal symbol agress with the pure fractional powers of the CR sub-
Laplacian (—Ap)Y on the boundary M = 0X. In the special case of the
Heisenberg group H", they are simply the intertwining operators on the CR
sphere calculated in [BFM13] using classical representation theory.

In the same spirit of Caffarelli and Silvestre, Frank, Gonzalez, Monticelli
and Tan formulated an extension problem on €2,,+1 and constructed the pure
fractional powers of the sub-Laplacian on H" as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
operator of a degenerate elliptic equation using the Fourier transform and
the spectral resolution of the operator. Moreover, we have the following
sharp Sobolev trace inequality.

Theorem 1.1 ([FAMGMT15]). Given v € (0,1), for any U € C3y, ¢ €
S12(H™), we have

—oy (1 —7)
. > 1 2’\{ 0 . — *
(1.4) En(U) =2 ’YI‘(l—l—y) . oPypdzdt., ¢ =1"U,

where 1* : C°(Qy41) — C°°(H") is the restriction operator, the correspond-

ing function space C? is defined in Theorem 6.1 and the Dirichlet energy
E2(U) is given by

1 n
E0y(U) = /Q 0.U P + 5 D 1XGU)P + YO+ p*| U | '~ dzdtdp.
n+1 j:1

Equality is attained if and only if U is the unique solution for the extension
problem

(1.5) { (05 + (1 =29)p7' 9y + p?0F + D) U =0, in Quyu,

U= ¢, on H™.

Our main result gives the sharp Sobolev trace inequality for v € (1,2).

Theorem 1.2. Given v € (1,2), for any U € C?, ¢ € ST2(H"), we have

32,0(2-1) 0 _
(16) gQa,(U) > 2 Wwéﬂn QZ&P,YQZ&dZdt, qb— L U,
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where 1* 1 C°(Qy 1) — C°(H™) is the restriction operator, the correspond-

g function space ng 1s defined in Theorem 6.1. The Dirichlet energy
Exy(U) in (1.6) is given by

& (U) = /Q UL4Up' 20l dzdtdp
n+1

+ f{ nt’Y(U)Bg;Y(U)dzdt— ]4 By, (U) B3 (U)dzdt,

n

where the associated boundary operators are

1 _
Bg"/ _ L*, Bg’\/ — o T + [,Y]h] Ay o Bg"/7

1
B;Efﬂ = o pt~2lg,, B;;/ =1 o p! 2y, T — 7—[;][7]

(1.7)

Ab o} ngﬂ’

if we set

T =02+ (1—20])9, + p°0;.
Equality in (1.6) is attained if and only if U is the unique solution for the
extension problem

L4V = 0, on Qn+1,
(1.8) Bé'y(V) =¢, onH",
B2[Z/](V) =0, onH",
where
72 2
Ly := L[“/] + 717,

_ 0
Ly =02+ (1= 20])p "0, + p*0F + Ay, T=25.

In particular, Pf? can be recovered from the solution of (1.8) by

-3+ I'(v) . -
0 3+2v 1-2[]
Plo=2 ( » phrgl P 9,L1U.

The article is organized as follows:

In Section 2 we review some basic concepts on the Heisenberg group
H" as a CR manifold and as the boundary of Siegel domain.

In Section 3 we recall the identification of fractional powers of the sub-
Laplacian on H" via scattering theory for the hyperbolic Laplacian on the
Siegel domain €, [HPTO08]. In the same spirit in [Cas20], we define
the weighted poly-sublaplacian on €2, and prove a nice factorization in
Lemma 3.5. We also give a direct relationship between the weighted poly-
sublaplacian on €2,,1 and the complex hyperbolic poly-Poisson operator in
hyperbolic space.
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In Section 4 we introduce the boundary operators associated to the
weighted poly-sublaplacian for v € (0,2) and study their role in recov-
ering fractional powers of the sub-Laplacian as generalized Dirichlet-to-
Neumann operators. The key results here link our boundary operators to
the asymptotics of solutions to a Poisson equation relevant to scattering the-
ory [HPTO08] and show that the Dirichlet form determined by our boundary
operators is symmetric.

Due to the extra term p?d? in extension problems, it is hard to con-
struct higher order boundary operators which satisfy the ‘mutual exclusion’
property; see Remark 4.4 for a precise statement.

In Section 5 we prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions to ex-
tension problems (5.1) and (5.2), which are degenerate elliptic boundary
value problems. This enables us to prove the main result of this section,
Theorem 5.3.

In Section 6 we prove various sharp trace inequalities. First, Theorem
6.1 asserts a Dirichlet principle for solutions of the Dirichlet problem (5.1)
and (5.2). As a result, we recover Theorem 1.1 in Corollary 6.2 and prove
the sharp Sobolev trace inequality (1.6) as a direct consequence of Corollary
6.3. Combining Corollary 6.2 and Corollary 6.3 with the sharp Sobolev
inequalities on H" [FL12] we obtain a sharp Sobolev trace inequality stated
in Corollary 6.4.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Prof. Jeffrey S. Case
for useful discussion.

2. PRELIMIARIES

2.1. The Heisenberg group as a CR manifold. The n-dimensional
Heisenberg group H” is defined as the set C" x R endowed with the group
law

(2,8) - (z,t) = (2 + 2, t + t + 2Im(2, z)cn)
for (2, f) ,(z,t) € H", where (-, -)cn is the standard inner product in C". The

CR structure on the Heisenberg group H" is inherited from the embedding
H" < C™*!. The holomorphic tangent bundle TV9H" is given by

TYOH" = THC™ M N CTH™ = spang(Zy, - - , Zy),

o R
(2.1) Zj—a—szFZZy@a Zj_a—zj_zzjﬁ’ j=1-n
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We also set
0 0 0 0 0

22) Xj=— +2;—, Yi=—-— 20—, j=1,-- T=2-
( ) Vi ax] + yj@t’ Vi 8:[/] :Ejat) J ) ,’I’L, at’
which form a base of the Lie algebra of vector fields on H" and are left
invariant with respect to the group action. We immediately observe that the
associated maximal complex distribution H(H") = Re {T"'H" & T%'H"}
is simply

H(Hn) = SpanC<X17 o 7Xn7Y17 o 7Yn>7
which carries the complex structure Jy, : H(H") — H(H") defined by

Jij:Y}', Jij:—Xj j:1,---,n.
The real tangent bundle TH" satisfies

(2.3) TH" = HH") @ RT.
The canonical contact form 6 on H" is precisely

1 n
(2.4) 0= B dt —|—iz (Zjdfj — Zdej) ,
j=1
and the vector field T is the characteristic direction satisfying
0(T) =1, T|do = 0.

The Levi form Ly associated to # is given by

n
Lo =—idf = dz; Adzj,
j=1
which is a positive definite matrix. This tells us that (H",6) is strictly
pseudoconvex.

The sub-Laplacian associated to 6 is defined as

n n
> ~ 1 2 2
(2.5) Apu = Z [Zij + Zij] u = 5 Z [Xj + Y} ] Uu;
j=1 J=1
the differential operator is linear, second order, degenerate elliptic, and it is
hypoelliptic being the sum of squares of smooth vector fields satisfying the
Hoérmander condition.

2.2. The Heisenberg group as the boundary of the Siegel domain.
The Heisenberg group H"™ may be identified as the boundary of a domain in
C"*+l. Indeed, let ©,,1 be the Siegel domain, defined by

(2.6) Qi1 :=4{C=(z,2n41) € C" x C|q(¢) > 0},
where
q(¢) = Imz, 41 — |2
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The boundary 9,.1 = {( e C"Hq(¢) = 0} is an oriented CR manifold
of hypersurface type with the CR structure induced by C"*!, which is CR
equivalent to H" by the CR isomorphism G : H" — 9,11,

G(z,t) = (z,t + i|z|2) , (2,t) eH",
G7H¢) = (2,Rezny1), € € Oyt

The boundary manifold 02, inherits a natural CR structure from the
complex structure of the ambient manifold C*"*!, —¢ as a defining function.
The pseudohermitian structure on H" is then given (via pullback) by the
contact form

Z. n
(dzp+1 + dzZpy1) + 5 JZ_; (Zjdfj — Zjdzj) ,

0= (8—8)(—q):

N | .
NN

which agrees with the definition given in (2.4).

In order to complete a basis for T€2,11, we define

1 . - 1 )
Ent1 = §(N —iT), Ent1 = §(N +iT),

where

0 0
T=2— N=-2—.
ot’ 0q
Then a frame in £2,,1 is given by {Zj,Zj,énH,gnH};:l, and the dual
coframe of this basis is {Hj, 03, 0, dq} with dg = Oq + 0q. In particular, the

dual coframe in CTH" of {Zj, ZJ,T} is simply {Hj, 93,9}.

On the other hand, the functions t = ReZ, 11 € R, 2z1,--- , 2, € C" and
p = (2¢)'/? € R, give coordinates in €, 1, ~ H" x R,. For the defining
function —¢q, we can construct a Kéhler form in €2,,41 as

d0q  OgN O
__q+q2q>‘
q q

1

i
o = —g00ou(e) = &

2

By direct calculation, we observe that

(27)  —00q=> dzAdz,  Oq®dq+0q® g =

J=1

[(dq)? +467] .

N —

2
Then after the change ¢ = &, the Riemannian metric g" associated to w.
is given by

+
p? p? p?

p_ 1 (dﬁ 20050 © 0° ﬁ)
g = + :
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Then (Q,41,wy) is a Kéhler manifold with constant holomorphic curva-
ture. We recall from [FAMGMT15] that the Laplace operator on the Kéhler
manifold (£,,41,wy) is calculated as

Ayu=Tr (i00u)

and the following formula decomposes the Laplacian into tangential and
normal components relative to the level sets of g:

1
(2.8) Ay =g [q(ag +07) + 58 - naq] :

with Ay the sub-Laplacian (2.5). The spectrum of the Laplacian —A con-
sists of an absolutely continuous part

(=) = [P o),

and the pure point spectrum satisfying

(=) < (0,211

and moreover it consists of a finite set of L?-eigenvalues.

3. SCATTERING THEORY ON THE SIEGEL DOMAIN

Given v € (0,m)\N, m = n+1, for each f € C®(H")NS7?(H"), where
S72(H") is the Folland-Stein space characterized in [BFM13], there exists
a unique solution ug of the Poisson equation

(3.1) Ajug+s(m—s)us =0, s=——.
Then the Poisson map is defined as P(s) : C*°(H") — C*°(Qpn41) by f — us;
see [HPTO8] for a Poisson kernel for (3.1). For our purposes, it suffices to

know that there are functions F, G € C*°(£2,,41) such that

(3.2) { ;h; Z(?(f) =q"°F + ¢°G,

Define the scattering operator S(s)(f) := G|gr». The CR fractional GJMS
operator on (H", ) of order 2v is given by

m 4y

(3.3) P L0) g 5

K (=)

)7

which satisfies

(3.4) P»$2w€f _ e—(n—l—l—l—’y)wpg (e(n—l—l—'y)wf) . we C™(H).
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It is known from [FAMGMT15] that
r(4
r(i+3

The function F' in (3.2) is determined modulo O(¢*°) by f by finding
the Taylor series solution to

(3.6) { gﬂ\Hn - 7; =) (a7 F) = 0)

Similarly, the function G in (3.2) is determined modulo O(¢*) by Pi? f by
finding the Taylor series solution to

(3.5) Pl =(2T|) € (0,1).

_|_
_|_

m2—~2 m4y - .
Glar = S(FF)(f)-
For this reason, we would like to understand the formal solution of
+
(38)  (Artsm—s)(V)=0, s=T"T ye(0,m)\N

Because of a computational error in [HPTO08, Lemma 3.4], we recast the
calculation for the correct expansion.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that us € C®(Q,41) satisfying us = ¢ °F +
¢°G is the solution of (3.2). Then we have

) . ., )
F:lz_gqlflv fl = (_1)lllr(:nm— 238_:_[_21)})18(]00),

and
I'(2s —m+1)
Ir2s—m+1+1)

G=> da, g=(1 G7(90),
1=0

where P and G} are differential operators of order 21 defined by (53.18) and
(8.20), respectively, with leading symbol

(3.9) o(Ff) = o(G}) = o(A).

In particular, we have P’ = G"™*.

Proof. We think of (2.8) as a variable-coefficient differential operator with
respect to vector field qa% and vector fields tangent to H", i.e.,

2
(3.10) A=) 4L
=0
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where
0\? B,
3.11 Lo = — — 1)g— L1 = — Lo = —.
B0 L= (ag) 4D, L=5 L=

We substitute V' = ¢ 5F into (3.8) and obtain that

(Ay +s(m—s)) (¢"°F) <Z q'Li + s(m )) (¢"°F)

= (Lo + s(m — $)) (¢™°F) + qL1(¢"*F) + ¢’ La(¢"°F).

We assume that F' has the formal expansion F' = >, ¢' f;. Direct calcula-
tion shows that

(3.13)

(Lo +s(m —8))(¢"°F) = (m —2s +1)¢

(3.12)

m—s+18_F + qm—s+2 82F
dq dq*

Lm—2s+1)q" "M fi+> 10— 1)g" T f,
=1

M

N
Il
—_

I(m—2s+1) g™ .

hE

l

}_nII
Ju

Plugging (3.13) into (3.12) yields
Lifici+ Lafis
.14 1= = [ > 1.
(3.14) f-1=0, fo=f, fi= [m—25+0) '
We assume that
T(m—2s+1) .,
(3.15) fi = (~1)t 2L L_pe(p),

(m —2s+1+1)

where P’ is an operator depending on L1, Ly and s.

Combining this with (3.14), we observe that
P =0, Pj=id,
PP=LioP’ —(l-1)(m—2s+1—1)Lao P}, 1>1.
By induction one sees that P’ is a homogeneous polynomial of degree [ in

the commuting variables L; and /L. Hence, the recursion relation for P’
reduces to the recursion for the polynomials pj of one variable = defined by

ps—l =0, p(s](:p) =1,
b = opta (1~ 1)m 25 +1— Dpiy, 131

Obviously, pj is a polynomial of degree [ with the leading coefficient 1.
Moreover, P is recovered from p;j by

(3.18) 7= (VE) ent ().

(3.16)

(3.17)
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Similarly, we have
'2s—m+1)

(3.19) 9= (_1)lur(2s —m+1+1)

GI(S(s)(f));

where G is given by

l L

3.20 GS = <\/L s (L)
( ) l 2) ° 4 <\/L_2>
and the polynomial g/ is determined by

gs—l =0, g(s)(:p) =1,
gl =zl —(1—=1)2s —m+1-1)gl 5, 121,
which implies that P’ = G;"°. Finally, (3.9) follows from (3.18), (3.20)
immediately. U

(3.21)

Remark 3.2. The analogue of the operator P on R” is precisely (—A)l,
independent of the value of s. However, from the recursion relation (3.17),
we observe that P’ depends on the value of s when [ > 2 and it is hard to
solve the recursion relation (3.17) explicitly.

There are two ways to study the CR fractional GJMS operators via an
extension. The first approach is to identify solutions of (3.2) as elements of
the kernel of a second-order “weighted” Laplacian on the Siegel domain.

Lemma 3.3. Let v € (0,m)\N. We define

(3.22) Ly =024 (1—29)p 0, + p*0} + A,
Then

Lyop o (") =0,
Proof. After the change q = %, we have

2
(3.23) Ay = "Z (0% — (20 +1)p710, + P20 + ) .
A direct computation using (3.23) shows that

1 2 A2

(3.24) 1L (7Y = g <A+ + %) U,
for all U € C*°(Qy41). The conclusion follows from the definition of the
Poisson operator P(Z57). O

The second approach to studying the CR fractional GJMS operators
via an extension is to identify solutions of (3.2) as elements of the kernel of
a product of L. This can be done as follows.
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First, let v € (0,m)\N. Set k := |v]+1. The weighted poly-sublaplacian
determined by v is
k—1
(3.25) Lo =[] Ly-2j = Ly—ars2 0+ 0 Ly,
j=0
where L, is defined in (3.22).

Second, let v € (0,m)\N. Set s :== &2 and
Dy := Ay +s(m —s).
The complex hyperbolic poly-Poisson operator determined by -y is

k-1

(3.26) Ly, =[] Ds-j-
7=0

The following two lemmas capture the essential features of this relation-
ship as needed to study CR sharp Sobolev trace inequalities on the Siegel
domain.

First, to understand the boundary operators, it is useful to rewrite the
factorization of L;k.

Lemma 3.4. Let v € (0,m)\N and L;’k be the weighted poly-sublaplacian
defined in (3.26). Then

[v/2] [v]—1v/2]-1
(327) L;_k = H Dsj o H ng’

j=0 j=0
wheresj:mTﬂ—j and%:%_j,

m m

Proof. Separating (3.26) into terms with s —j > % and s —j < F, we
compute that

lv/2] k—1
L;k: H Dy, 0 H Ds;
j=0 J=lv/2]+1
Observe that if j + ¢ = |v]| for |v/2] +1 < j < [v], we have
(3.28) Dmiy s =Dmsiy)-p ;-
2 2
Using (3.28), the desired result follows by reindexing. O

Second, the operator Lo defined as a product of L,_s; has a nice fac-
torization (3.29) which implies that Loy is formally self-adjoint with respect
to the weighted measure p'~20ldzdtdp on Q1. The following result can
be deduced from Theorem 1.3 [LY22] easily. In order to make this paper
self-contained, we prove it in an alternative way.
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Lemma 3.5. Let v € (0,m)\N and Loy be the weighted poly-sublaplacian
defined in (3.25). Then

k—1

(3.29) Lo =[] (L +i(k—1-2§)T),
j=0

where L, is given in (3.22) and T' = 20,.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction. Direct calculation shows that (3.29)
holds for v € (0,2). Suppose that (3.29) holds for v € (0,k —2) with £k € N
and k > 2.

For convenience, we denote the operator p_lap by Y. First observe the
commutator identity

(3.30) Y.L, =2(Y*+09}), YueR.
A direct computation using (3.25) yields

k—2
Lok =Ly—gpr20 | [ (g1 +i(k =1 =2§)T) o L,
j=1
(3.31) = (L +2(k = 1)Y) 0 Lygp_gy © (Ljy) — 2(k — 1)Y)

2
=La(k—2) © Ly +2(k — 1) [V, Lyg—g) © Ly
—4(k—1)’Y 0 Ly _9) 0 Y.
Hence, it suffices to show that for £ € N and k£ > 2
(3.32) [V, Lyg—2)0 Liyy] =2(k—1)Y 0 Lygy_9y 0 Y +2(k — 1) Logy_g) 0 0.
By induction, suppose that (3.32) holds for k — 2, then

[K Lo o L[,y]] = |:Y, (L[2'y] + (k‘ - 1)2T2) o L2(k—2) o L[,y]]

(3.33) = [V LE) + (= 1)*T2] 0 Lygs 5 0 Ly,

+ <L[2’y} —|— (k‘ — 1)2T2) O [Y, L2(k—2) (e L[,y]] .

Notice that 7" can commute with Y and L, for all ; € R. Hence
2 22| _
V.23 + (k= 1)*T?| = [Y, L] © Ly + Ly © [, Ly
=2(Y?o Ly + Ly oY) + 4Ly 0 07
Plugging into (3.34) and (3.32) into (3.33) yields
[Y, Lgk o] L[“f]] = 2Y2 o L[zﬁ{] o Lg(k_Q) + 2L[“/] o Y2 ] L2(k—2) ] L[’Y}

(3.34)

(3.35) Yok —1) (L[Qy] + (k- 1)2T2) oY 0 Loz oY
+4LE 1 0 Ly(_g) 0 97 + 2(k — 1) Loy 0 87
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Besides, we have
(3.36) Y20 L2 0 Lo gy =Y 0 L2 0 Ly 0Y +Y o [Y, L3 0 Loge_a)| .

L[,\/] [e) Y20L2(k—2) o] L[,\/] = Y O L%’Y} (o) L2(k—2) O Y
(3.37) +Y oLy oY, Lyga) o Liy]
+ [Lyy, Y] oY 0 Ly 0 Lyg),

and
(3.38)

(Lfﬂ + (k- 1)2T2> oY 0 Lygt_g) oY =Y oLyoY + [L[%Y], Y] 0 Loz 0 Y.

Combining them together yields
[Y, Lo o Ly =2(k +1)Y o Ly oY + 14 I+ 111
(3.39) +4LE ) 0 Lyg_gy 0 97 + 2(k — 1) Loy 0 &}
—4(k —1)’Y o Ly o Y o T?,
where
1=2Y o [Y, L? o L2(k_2)}
I1=2Y o Ly, o [V, Lygs—2) © L]
+2[Lpy, Y] oY o Liyyo Log—a
I =2(k — 1) [Lf,ﬂ,y} o Loz o Y.
Using (3.32) and (3.30), we find that
I+11=8(k—1)Y oL oY oLyy oY
+8(k —1)Y o Ly o Log,_o) 0 0;
(3.41) Il =—4(k —1)Y? 0 Ly 0 Lyg—9y 0 Y
—4(k —1)LpjoY? o0 Lyg_gyoY
—8(k — 1)Ly 0 Lygy_9) 0 Y 0 8}

(3.40)

1
1 v
1

—_— — ~— ~—

]
7]
Notice that

YoLpjoYoLyj goY =Y?0LpjoLyj_goY
—2Y o (Y? 4 87) 0 Lygg_g) oY
—LpjoY? o Lyg g oY ==Y?0 Ly o Ly g oY
+4Y o (Y24 97) 0 Lyj—9) 0 Y.

(3.42)

We conclude that
(3.43)
I+ T+ 1= 8(k — 1) [Y, Lyg_2) © L] © 07

=16(k — 1)%Y 0 Ly(j_9y 0 Y 097 + 16(k — 1)? Lo, 0 07
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Observe that

ALZ ) © Ly(h—n) 0 07 +2(k — 1) Loy 0 97

— 2k + 1) Lo, 0 02 — 16(k — 1)*Log_p) © 07

Finally, (3.32) holds for k. O

(3.44)

We now prove that elements of the kernel Ds_; are also in the kernel
of Lo when weighted against a suitable power of p.

Lemma 3.6. Let v € (0,m)\N and set k := |v| + 1. Denote

7 :={y=2jj €0, [n/2]l} u{lr] = =255 € [0, ] = [v/2] = 1]}
For each v € 7 it holds that
m+

Log o p™™ 7 o P( 5

) =0.

Proof. 1t is clear from Lemma 3.6 that

10" ) =0,
for each 4 € Z7. The desired result follows from a repeated application of
the transformation law (3.24):

(3.45) 47 Lop o p™™ ¥V = pmm 2R o L F

4. BOUNDARY OPERATORS ON THE SIEGEL DOMAIN

In this section we introduce the boundary operators associated to the
weighted ploy-sublaplacian Loy determined by v € (0,2)\N. By Lemma 3.6,
the kernel of Loj contains solutions of the Poisson equation (3.2) for any
4 € Z7. Our boundary operators are designed to pick out the functions
F(-,0) and G(+,0) of solutions to (3.2). They also give rise to formally self-
adjoint boundary value problems. To that end, it is convenient to introduce
the space

Czﬂy = Cg\?Cn(Qn-‘rl) + p2h]ch?en(9n+1)

associated to a given v € (0,m)\N, where Cgy,,, denotes the space of smooth
functions on 2,41 whose Taylor series expansions in p at p = 0 contain only
even terms. Note that

(1) if v € 3 + Ny, then C* = C*(Qy41); and
(2) for any 4 € Z7, it holds that P <mT+:Y> : C®(H") N ST2(H") — C?.

The second point means that the space C%? is well-suited to studying all
of the scattering problems formed from the factors of the complex hyperbolic
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poly-Poisson operator L;k. Let o* : C*Y — C°°(H") denote the restriction
operator, t*U = Ulgn. Our boundary operators are elements of the set

B = { By : ¢ — C¥(H")j € 0, 1]}
U{B3 0y 1 € = (@) € 0, 171}
defined as follows:
Definition 4.1. Set
R:=0,+(1-201)0,, T :=R+p°0;
For v € (0,1), we define associated boundary operators by
(4.1) By =1, Bg;/ = o pt72lg,.
For v € (1,2), we define associated boundary operators by
B =, BY = o+ A o2,
(4.9) 7]
BY, = —r* o p' =2, B =0 p=lg,T -

1+ []
[7]

Ay o

2y
Bagy-

The first goal of this section is to show that the boundary operators
B?7 are relevant for picking out the Dirichlet data F(-,0) and the Neumann

data G(-,0) of solutions of the Poisson equation P (mTH> for any 4 € 77.

This is accomplished by the following two propositions.

Proposition 4.2. Let v € (0,2)\N. Let V = p=™ 7P () (f) for some

F € C(H™) N SY2(H"). It holds that

~

(4.3) BY(V)=2"7 f,

_ 2l — "3 92|y M
(4.4) Bay (V) = (-1 2l g1 f

where f = S (s) f with s = mTﬂ Moreover, B;g(V) = 0 for all 3222 €

B\(BY, BY).

Proof. To begin, note that

(4.5) R(p¥) =45 — [Y])p¥ 2, R(p2[“f]+2j) = 45(j + [7])p2h]+2j_2.

By (3.2), it holds that

(4.6) V= pmtp <m—+’Y> f= <1> g <1> el

2
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where by Proposition 3.1,

o0

— Y (1 —7) ol
F_lzo( Y T +1—7)" PP (f),
and
1+7) 2l s ) f
“= Z 2ll'Fl+1+7)P Gi(f).

We separate the proof into two cases:

First consider B;;’ for [ € [0,|v]]. By the definition of B , we know
that (4.3) holds. When v € (1,2) and | = 1, using (4.3) and (3.18),we
compute that

SRR /R P R LA
e R e RA g

3 AyoB2(V) = 0.

Next consider B o] +21 for I € [0, |v]]. Notice that from (4.5) and (4.6)

we immediately deduce that
(4.8) BYI(V)=—2""7"29f, ~e(0,1)

i.e., (4.4) holds. When v € (1,2), by the definition of B
ately have ng](V) = 0. Besides, we compute that

Sylarr We immedi-

nir 5D +2)
(T
i.e., (4.4) holds. O

(4.9) BY(V)=2"

Proposition 4.3. Let v € (1,2). Let V = p~™trp (mTH) f for some
f e Co(H™) N ST2(H™). It holds that

(4.10) By (V) = —273" 2}y f

a1 - [

) =
where f S(3)f with § = L , 7 =1—[v]. Moreover, BSg(V) =0 for all
Bj) € BY\{By ), By},

(4.11) BY(V

Proof. Tt follows from (3.2) that

- S 1 ! - N\ -
(412)  V=pmtrp <mT+’Y> f= <_> ’ P2E 4 <§> ? 2G
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where by Proposition 3.1,

o0

(1.13) P =S Vg O

and
o

5 (1 +7) A~ F
G= ;(_1) i1t G

Using (4.5), (4.12) and Definition 4.1, direct computation yields the desired
result. O

Remark 4.4. Our boundary operators are designed to pick out the func-
tions F(+,0) and G(-,0) of solutions of (3.2). To guarantee that B;;’(V) =0
for I > j (see [Cas20, Propositon 3.2] for more details), we need to make the
cancellation by composing B;;’ with P? = (—A)=7 because the output of
¥ o Tl is exactly fi—;j. However, in the CR setting, the presence of the term
p20? affects the output of leading terms ¢* o 7' and +* o p1—2Ma,,T’, > 2,
which implies that the operator to be composed is no longer P’ i

Let
(4.14)
Q0 (U, V) 1= — / ULyV p' =V dzdtdp + f{ BY(U)B3 (V)dzdt,
Qg1 n

Qo (U, V) := / ULV pr=2Mdzdtdp
Qg1
4 74 B/(U)BL(V')dzdt — 74 B2 (U)BY(V)dzdt

be the associated Dirichlet energy determined by v € (0,1) and v € (1,2),
respectively. The second goal of this section is to prove that Qa, is symmet-
ric. This implies that the boundary value problem involving Lo, and B%Y are
variational. The proof that Qi is symmetric is essentially integration by
parts on the Siegel domain €2,,,1 with flat metric. To that end, it is useful
to express 1" o Ly, and ¢* o pt—20] J,L,) in terms of boundary operators.

Proposition 4.5. For v € (1,2), it holds that

1
L* = Bgﬂy, L* OL['Y} = —BS’Y—F mAbOBgvy
4.15
(4.15) fo 2y — Y oMy L — B2 4 LA 0B
Lee e R PP = Bay T 7800 gy

Proof. Note that
(416) oLy =0 o(T+Ay) =" oT +1" oAy =1"0T +Apo”.
Then, (4.15) follows from Definition 4.1 directly. O
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We now prove that Qo is symmetric by giving an explicit formula for
Qoy. Especially notable in this formula is that the boundary integration
involves only the Dirichlet data

Bg’ = {BSZ €eBY0<ax< 7/2}
of the inputs.

Theorem 4.6. Given v € (0,1), we have

(4.17)
Q2’Y(U’ V)

1 n
= / UV + 5 S X)X (V) + Y (U)Y5(V) + pP20UV | p'~ > dzdtdp.
Qg1 j=1

Likewise, given v € (1,2), we have

Qs (U, V) = /Q (L) (U) Ly (V) = T(U)T(V)) p' 2D dzdtdp

(4.18)

- [71] 7{ A (BB (V) + By ()BT (V) dadt

Proof. Given v € (0,1), using the integration by parts on the Siegel domain
Q41 with flat metric, we have

- / U (83 + (1 =2y)p"19,) Vp' *dzdtdp
QnJrl

(4.19)

- /Q 9,U0,V p' =2 dzdtdp — 7{ BY(U)B3 (V)dzdt.

n+1 n
(4.20)
— / UAYV pt =2V dzdtdp = 1 / > X (U)X;(V)+Y5(U)Y;(V)p' =P dzdtdp.
Qnt1 2 Ja, j=1

(4.21) — / Up202V p = dzdtdp = / p2O,Ud,V p =2V dzdtdp.

Qnt1 Qnt1

Combining (4.19), (4.20) and (4.21) yields (4.17).

Similarly, given v € (1,2), by Lemma 3.5, we know that Ly = L[Q,ﬂ + 7172,
Notice that Li,| is formally self-adjoint with respect to the weighted measure
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p'~20dzdtdp. By the integration by parts, we have that

/ ULE)(V)p'—*Ndzdtdp = / Ly (U) Ly (V)p'*Ddzdtdp
Qnt1 Q1
(4'22) + ]én BgV(U)BS[Z/] (L[W]V)dZdt - jén B;g} (U)BSV(LMV)dzdt,

/ UT*(V)p'*Mdzdtdp = — / TO)T(V)p—20 dzdtdp.
Q'n,«ﬁ»l

Q'n,«ﬁ»l
By Propositon 4.5, we know that

1
Bgﬁ{ [e) L[,y] = —B22PY + —Ab [e) Bgﬁy

[ ]

(4.23)
2
B2[«,] oLy = =By - [y ]Ab © B2[«,]
Plugging (4.23) into (4.22) yields (4.18). O

5. THE GENERALIZED EXTENSION PROBLEM

The main result of this section is that solutions of the Dirichlet bound-
ary value problems

(5.1) { LQ;Y/ =0, on Qpn41, v €(0,1),
By (V) =¢, onH",
and
L,V =0, on Q,41, 7€ (1,2),
(5.2) BY(V)=¢, onH",

BQV( V)=1, onH"

can be used to recover the CR fractional GJMS operators. To that end, we
first characterize the solutions of (5.1) and (5.2).

Theorem 5.1. Let v € (0,1). Given functions ¢ € C°°(H") N S72(H"),
there is a unique solution V' of (5.1). Indeed,

(5.3) vV =2y mp (mTﬂ> ¢,

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 4.2 that V' satisfies (5.1).
The uniqueness follows from the fact that Qo (W, W) > 0 with equality
holds if and only if W = 0. (]

Theorem 5.2. Let v € (1,2). Given ¢ € C®(H") N SV2(H") and ¢ €
C®(H") N S1-DL2(HM), there is a unique solution V' of (5.2). Indeed,
(5.4)

VZZ—%p—m-i-’yP <m+f}/>¢ 1 p—m-i-’yp <m+1_ [’Y]>¢’
2[’Y] 2
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where ¥ =1 — [v].

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 4.3 that V satisfies (5.2).
Suppose now that U is a solution of (5.2). Then W := U — V solves

LW =0, on 41, YE (1, 2),
(5.5) By'(W) =0, onH",
B;g](W) =0, onH"

From Theorem 4.6 and [LY22, Theorem 1.5], we know that

Qu(WW) = [ (L) W)Ly (W) = TOW)T(W)) '~ *ddrdp > 0,

Q'n,«ﬁ»l

with equality holds if and only if W = 0. Therefore, U = V. (]

We now present our generalized extension problem. In fact, the follow-
ing result implies that the CR fractional GJMS operators can be determined
without fully specifying the Dirichlet data.

Theorem 5.3. (1) Given v € (0,1), suppose that V is a solution of
(5.1). It holds that

B(V) =2"% Lrl (;)7) Plo.

(2) Given v € (1,2), ¥ =1 — [v], suppose that V is a solution of (5.2).
It holds that

2 o2y 7 T(=9) e
BY(V) =2 S P,
2 32 (2 =7)
BY(V) = 2P P,

Proof. Tt follows from (3.3), Proposition 4.2, Proposition 4.3, Theorem 5.1
and Theorem 5.2 directly. O

6. THE SHARP CR TRACE SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

The purpose of this section is to use the boundary operators to prove
CR sharp Sobolev trace inequalities. A key tool in this endeavor is the
Dirichlet energy

gQ«,(U) = QQ,Y(U, U)v

where Qy, is givey by (4.14). Our first result is a Dirichlet principle for
solutions of (5.1) and (5.2).
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Theorem 6.1. If v € (0,1), fiz a function ¢ € C>® (H") N S2(H") and
denote

¢y = {vec? | BYW) = o}

Moreover, if v € (1,2), then fir functions ¢ € C> (H") N ST2(H"), and
Y e O (H") N ST=0I2(H), and denote

¢ = {U € ¢ | BY(U) = 6, and B (V) = v}
Then it holds that
Exy(U) > & (Up)

for allU € C3), where Up € C2) is the unique solution of (5.1) and (5.2).

Proof. For v € (0,1), fix an element Uy € C? and set

c = {U €C¥ | BY'(U) =0, and By (U) = 0} :

Observe that
Ch =Uy+C3'

Let V € Cgfy. It follows from (4.14) and Theorem 4.6 that

Eay(V) i= — /Q ULV p'™Vdzdtdp, ~ € (0,1),
n+1

Ear (V) := /Q ULV p*—2Mdzdtdp, ~ e (1,2),
n+1

and that p

E(SQ«/(U + tV) = 25‘2«/(‘/) > 0.

Moreover, by [LY22, Theorem 1.5], equality holds if and only if V' = 0, and
hence &, is strictly convex in Ca). Since the solution Up € C3) of (5.1)

and (5.2) is a critical point of &y, : C? — R, the result follows. g

The following corollary, obtained by evaluating £, (U) using Theorem
5.3 gives a sharp Sobolev trace inequality for the corresponding embedding.

Corollary 6.2. Let v € (0,1). Then

r(1

(6.1) Ea(U) = 21—27(7_)”) 7§ ) ¢PY pdzdt,

Iy

for all U € C?, where ¢ = BSV(U). Moreover, equality holds if and only if
U is the solution of (5.1).
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Proof. Set ng =U+ Cgpy. By Theorem 6.1 there is a unique minimizer Up
of &y : Cg’ — R. Since Up satisfies (5.1), we deduce from Theorem 5.3 that

I(1—~) 0

The conclusion readily follows. O

527 (UD) = 2l=2

Note that Corollary 6.2 recovers the main result in [FAMGMT15]. Sim-
ilarly, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 6.3. Let v € (1,2), ¥y =1—[y]. Then

1-25 7 T(=9) 0 32, 1(2—7) 0
SQW(U)ZZ 71_5/ F(’?) %7LT]Z)P,~YT[)dZdt+2 Ww%n QZ&P,YQZ&dZdt,

for all U € C%/, where
=By (U), é=By(U).

Moreover, equality holds if and only if U is the solution of (5.2).

Combining Corollary 6.2 and Corollary 6.3 with the sharp Sobolev in-
equalities on H" [FL12] we obtain the following inequality

Corollary 6.4. We denote C, 2, the sharp constant in CR Sobolev inequal-
ities

2
P - 2m
2 p <0y P? t = —
62 ([ ipasar) <Cus [P p= 2
(1) Let v € (0,1). Then
m—vy

(6.3) 52A,(U)221—2V%0;§7 (ﬁ{ ) |¢|"2meclzdt> "

for allU € C?, where ¢ = BSV(U). Moreover, equality holds if and
only if U is the solution of (5.1) and

0= (5P

for some C € C and up to CR automorphisms on H™.
(2) Let vy € (1,2), ¥=1—[y]. Then

m—-y

m—5

— 27 Y F(—:}/) _ 27m_ m
E0y(U) 221 T Vo <7§ mwizdt)
2’Y( ) = 1— A P(’Y) n,2%y o ‘(b’

9 T2—7) 4 < 2m m
+ 23 2’}/70” % m—-y dzdt ,
I'(v) RN 8 19
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for allU € C?, where
V=B, (U), ¢=By(U).

Moreover, equality holds if and only if U is the solution of (5.2) and

¢@w=a<——i——ﬁx,

T+ PP +P

1 T2
0= (pmre)

for some C1,Cy € C and up to CR automorphisms on H™.
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