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SHARP WEIGHTED CR TRACE SOBOLEV

INEQUALITIES

GUNHEE CHO AND ZETIAN YAN

Abstract. We establish a sharp Sobolev trace inequality on the Siegel
domain Ωn+1 involving the weighted norm-W 2,2(Ωn+1, ρ

1−2[γ]). The
inequality is closely related the realization of fractional powers of the
sub-Laplacian on H

n = ∂Ωn+1 as generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann op-
erators associated to the weighted poly-sublaplacian, generalizing obser-
vations of Frank–González–Monticelli–Tan.

1. Introduction

In [Cas20], Case recovered the fractional Laplacian (−∆)γ on R
n as

a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator associated to the weighted poly-Laplacian
L2k := ∆k

m determined by γ ∈ (0,∞)\N, where ∆m := ∆ +my−1∂y is the

weighted Laplacian on R
n+1
+ := R

n×(0,∞) form = 1−2[γ] and k := ⌊γ⌋+1.

Specifically, given functions f (2j) ∈ C∞(Rn)∩Hγ−2j(Rn), j ∈ [0, ⌊γ/2⌋] and
φ(2j) ∈ C∞(Rn)∩H⌊γ⌋−[γ]−2j(Rn), j ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋−⌊γ/2⌋− 1], if V is a solution
of

(1.1)











L2kV = 0, in R
n+1
+ ,

B2γ
2j (V ) = f (2j), for j ∈ [0, ⌊γ/2⌋],

B2γ
2[γ]+2j(V ) = φ(2j), for j ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋ − ⌊γ/2⌋ − 1],

there exists constants cγ,j and dγ,j such that

B2γ
2γ−2j(V ) = cγ,j(−∆)γ−2jf (2j), for j ∈ [0, ⌊γ/2⌋],

B2γ
2⌊γ⌋−2j(V ) = dγ,j(−∆)⌊γ⌋−[γ]−2jφ(2j), for j ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋ − ⌊γ/2⌋ − 1],

(1.2)

where B2γ
2j and B2γ

2[γ]+2j are boundary operators constructed in [Cas20, Def-

inition 3.1].
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Applying the Dirichlet principle, one deduces that

E2γ(U) >

⌊γ/2⌋
∑

j=0

cγ,j

∮

Rn

f (2j)(−∆)γ−2jf (2j)dx

+

⌊γ⌋−⌊γ/2⌋−1
∑

j=0

dγ,j

∮

Rn

φ(2j)(−∆)⌊γ⌋−[γ]−2jφ(2j)dx,

(1.3)

for any U ∈ C2γ ∩W k,2(Rn+1
+ , y1−2[γ]), where the Dirichlet energy E2γ(U) is

given by

E2γ(U) :=

∫

R
n+1
+

UL2kUy
mdxdy +

⌊γ/2⌋
∑

j=0

∮

Rn

B2γ
2j (U)B2γ

2γ−2j(U)dx

−
⌊γ⌋−⌊γ/2⌋−1

∑

j=0

∮

Rn

B2γ
2[γ]+2j(U)B2γ

2⌊γ⌋−2j(U)dx;

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

W k,2(Rn+1
+ , y1−2[γ]) →֒

⌊γ/2⌋
⊕

j=0

Hγ−2j(Rn)⊕
⌊γ⌋−⌊γ/2⌋−1
⊕

j=0

H⌊γ⌋−[γ]−2j(Rn).

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

W k,2(Rn+1
+ , y1−2[γ]) →֒

⌊γ/2⌋
⊕

j=0

L
2n

n−2γ+4j (Rn)⊕
⌊γ⌋−⌊γ/2⌋−1
⊕

j=0

L
2n

n−2⌊γ⌋+2[γ]+4j (Rn)

when n > 2γ.

The sharp version of (1.3) for γ ∈ (0, 1) stems from Caffarelli and
Silvestre’s seminal paper [CS07]. Furthermore, the special case γ = 3

2 was

proven by Ache–Chang [AC17]; the special case γ = N0 +
1
2 was prove by

Yang [Yan19]; the general case γ ∈ (0,∞)\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 ∆m and the weighted deriv-
ative ym∂y in R

n+1
+ , and the induced Laplacian ∆ on R

n as follows:

ι∗ ◦∆j
m =

j
∑

l=0

(−1)l
(

j

l

)

(⌊γ⌋ − l)!Γ(γ − j − l)

(⌊γ⌋ − j)!Γ(γ − 2l)
∆

j−l
B2γ

2l ,

ι∗ ◦ ym∂y∆j
m = (−1)j+1

j
∑

l=0

(

j

l

)

(⌊γ⌋ − l)!Γ(1 + 2l − ⌊γ⌋ + [γ])

(⌊γ⌋ − j)!Γ(1 + j + l − ⌊γ⌋ + [γ])
∆

j−l
B2γ

2[γ]+2l,
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where ι∗ : C∞(Rn+1
+ ) → C∞(Rn) is the restriction operator. These defi-

nitions are justified by three properties. First, they are such that the as-
sociated Dirichlet form Q2γ(U, V ) := 1

2 (E2γ(U + V )− E2γ(U)− E2γ(V )) is
symmetric. Second, the boundary operators are covariant with respect to
the group of conformal isometries of (Rn+1

+ ;Rn); 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 2γ for γ ∈
R, was defined from scattering theory on a Kähler–Einstein manifold X
[GSB08, HPT08, EMM91]. They are pseudodifferential operators whose
principal symbol agress with the pure fractional powers of the CR sub-
Laplacian (−∆b)

γ on the boundary M = ∂X . In the special case of the
Heisenberg group H

n, 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, González, Monticelli
and Tan formulated an extension problem on Ωn+1 and constructed the pure
fractional powers of the sub-Laplacian on H

n 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 ([FdMGMT15]). Given γ ∈ (0, 1), for any U ∈ C2γ
D , φ ∈

Sγ,2(Hn), we have

(1.4) E2γ(U) > 21−2γγ
Γ(1− γ)

Γ(1 + γ)

∮

Hn

φP θ
γφdzdt., φ = ι∗U,

where ι∗ : C∞(Ωn+1) → C∞(Hn) is the restriction operator, the correspond-

ing function space C2γ
D is defined in Theorem 6.1 and the Dirichlet energy

E2γ(U) is given by

E2γ(U) =

∫

Ωn+1



|∂ρU |2 + 1

2

n
∑

j=1

|Xj(U)|2 + |Yj(U)|2 + ρ2|∂tU |2


 ρ1−2γdzdtdρ.

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

(1.5)

{ (

∂2ρ + (1− 2γ)ρ−1∂ρ + ρ2∂2t +∆b

)

U = 0, in Ωn+1,
U = φ, on H

n.

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

Theorem 1.2. Given γ ∈ (1, 2), for any U ∈ C2γ
D , φ ∈ Sγ,2(Hn), we have

(1.6) E2γ(U) ≥ 23−2γ Γ(2− γ)

Γ(γ)

∮

Hn

φP θ
γφdzdt, φ = ι∗U,
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where ι∗ : C∞(Ωn+1) → C∞(Hn) is the restriction operator, the correspond-

ing function space C2γ
D is defined in Theorem 6.1. The Dirichlet energy

E2γ(U) in (1.6) is given by

E2γ(U) :=

∫

Ωn+1

UL4Uρ
1−2[γ]dzdtdρ

+

∮

Hn

B2γ
0 (U)B2γ

2γ (U)dzdt −
∮

Hn

B2γ
2[γ](U)B2γ

2 (U)dzdt,

where the associated boundary operators are

B2γ
0 = ι∗, B2γ

2 = −ι∗ ◦ T +
1− [γ]

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

0 ,

B2γ
2[γ] = −ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρ, B2γ

2γ = ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρT − 1 + [γ]

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

2[γ],

(1.7)

if we set

T := ∂2ρ + (1− 2[γ])∂ρ + ρ2∂2t .

Equality in (1.6) is attained if and only if U is the unique solution for the
extension problem

(1.8)











L4V = 0, on Ωn+1,

B2γ
0 (V ) = φ, on H

n,

B2γ
2[γ](V ) = 0, on H

n,

where

L4 := L2
[γ] + T 2,

L[γ] = ∂2ρ + (1− 2[γ])ρ−1∂ρ + ρ2∂2t +∆b, T = 2
∂

∂t
.

In particular, P θ
γ can be recovered from the solution of (1.8) by

P θ
γφ = 2−3+2γ Γ(γ)

Γ(2− γ)
lim
ρ→0+

ρ1−2[γ]∂ρL[γ]U.

The article is organized as follows:

In Section 2 we review some basic concepts on the Heisenberg group
H

n 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

n via scattering theory for the hyperbolic Laplacian on the
Siegel domain Ωn+1 [HPT08]. In the same spirit in [Cas20], we define
the weighted poly-sublaplacian on Ωn+1 and prove a nice factorization in
Lemma 3.5. We also give a direct relationship between the weighted poly-
sublaplacian on Ωn+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 γ ∈ (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 [HPT08] and show that the Dirichlet form determined by our boundary
operators is symmetric.

Due to the extra term ρ2∂2t 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

n [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

n is defined as the set Cn × R endowed with the group
law

(

ẑ, t̂
)

· (z, t) =
(

ẑ + z, t̂+ t+ 2Im〈ẑ, z〉Cn

)

for
(

ẑ, t̂
)

, (z, t) ∈ H
n, where 〈·, ·〉Cn is the standard inner product in C

n. The
CR structure on the Heisenberg group H

n is inherited from the embedding
H

n →֒ C
n+1. The holomorphic tangent bundle T 1,0

H
n is given by

T 1,0
H

n = T 1,0
C
n+1 ∩ CTHn = spanC〈Z1, · · · , Zn〉,

where

(2.1) Zj =
∂

∂zj
+ iz̄j

∂

∂t
, Z̄j =

∂

∂z̄j
− izj

∂

∂t
, j = 1, · · · , n.
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We also set

(2.2) Xj =
∂

∂xj
+ 2yj

∂

∂t
, Yj =

∂

∂yj
− 2xj

∂

∂t
, j = 1, · · · , n, T = 2

∂

∂t
,

which form a base of the Lie algebra of vector fields on H
n and are left

invariant with respect to the group action. We immediately observe that the
associated maximal complex distribution H(Hn) = Re

{

T 1,0
H

n ⊕ T 0,1
H

n
}

is simply
H(Hn) = spanC〈X1, · · · ,Xn, Y1, · · · , Yn〉,

which carries the complex structure Jb : H(Hn) → H(Hn) defined by

JbXj = Yj, JbYj = −Xj, j = 1, · · · , n.
The real tangent bundle THn satisfies

(2.3) THn = H(Hn)⊕ RT.

The canonical contact form θ on H
n is precisely

(2.4) θ =
1

2



dt+ i

n
∑

j=1

(zjdz̄j − z̄jdzj)



 ,

and the vector field T is the characteristic direction satisfying

θ(T ) = 1, T ⌋dθ = 0.

The Levi form Lθ associated to θ is given by

Lθ = −idθ =
n
∑

j=1

dzj ∧ dz̄j ,

which is a positive definite matrix. This tells us that (Hn, θ) is strictly
pseudoconvex.

The sub-Laplacian associated to θ is defined as

(2.5) ∆bu :=
n
∑

j=1

[

Z̄jZj + ZjZ̄j

]

u =
1

2

n
∑

j=1

[

X2
j + Y 2

j

]

u;

the differential operator is linear, second order, degenerate elliptic, and it is
hypoelliptic being the sum of squares of smooth vector fields satisfying the
Hörmander condition.

2.2. The Heisenberg group as the boundary of the Siegel domain.

The Heisenberg group H
n may be identified as the boundary of a domain in

C
n+1. Indeed, let Ωn+1 be the Siegel domain, defined by

(2.6) Ωn+1 := {ζ = (z, zn+1) ∈ C
n × C|q(ζ) > 0} ,

where
q(ζ) = Imzn+1 − |z|2.
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The boundary ∂Ωn+1 =
{

ζ ∈ C
n+1|q(ζ) = 0

}

is an oriented CR manifold

of hypersurface type with the CR structure induced by C
n+1, which is CR

equivalent to H
n by the CR isomorphism G : Hn → ∂Ωn+1,

G(z, t) =
(

z, t+ i|z|2
)

, (z, t) ∈ H
n,

G−1(ζ) = (z,Rezn+1), ζ ∈ ∂Ωn+1.

The boundary manifold ∂Ωn+1 inherits a natural CR structure from the
complex structure of the ambient manifold C

n+1, −q as a defining function.
The pseudohermitian structure on H

n is then given (via pullback) by the
contact form

θ =
i

2

(

∂̄ − ∂
)

(−q) = 1

4
(dzn+1 + dz̄n+1) +

i

2

n
∑

j=1

(zjdz̄j − z̄jdzj) ,

which agrees with the definition given in (2.4).

In order to complete a basis for TΩn+1, we define

ξn+1 =
1

2
(N − iT ), ξ̄n+1 =

1

2
(N + iT ),

where

T = 2
∂

∂t
, N = −2

∂

∂q
.

Then a frame in Ωn+1 is given by
{

Zj , Z̄j , ξn+1, ξ̄n+1

}n

j=1
, and the dual

coframe of this basis is
{

θj, θj̄, θ, dq
}

with dq = ∂q + ∂̄q. In particular, the

dual coframe in CTHn of
{

Zj, Z̄j , T
}

is simply
{

θj, θj̄ , θ
}

.

On the other hand, the functions t = ReZn+1 ∈ R, z1, · · · , zn ∈ C
n and

ρ = (2q)1/2 ∈ R+ give coordinates in Ωn+1 ≃ H
n × R+. For the defining

function −q, we can construct a Kähler form in Ωn+1 as

ω+ = − i

2
∂∂̄ log(q) =

i

2

(

−∂∂̄q
q

+
∂q ∧ ∂̄q
q2

)

.

By direct calculation, we observe that

(2.7) − ∂∂̄q =
n
∑

j=1

dzj ∧ dz̄j , ∂q ⊗ ∂̄q + ∂̄q ⊗ ∂q =
1

2

[

(dq)2 + 4θ2
]

.

Then after the change q = ρ2

2 , the Riemannian metric g+ associated to ω+

is given by

g+ =
1

2

(

dρ2

ρ2
+

2δαβ̄θ
α ⊗ θβ̄

ρ2
+

4θ

ρ2

)

.
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Then (Ωn+1, ω+) is a Kähler manifold with constant holomorphic curva-
ture. We recall from [FdMGMT15] that the Laplace operator on the Kähler
manifold (Ωn+1, ω+) is calculated as

∆+u = Tr
(

i∂∂̄u
)

,

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

(2.8) ∆+ = q

[

q(∂2q + ∂2t ) +
1

2
∆b − n∂q

]

,

with ∆b the sub-Laplacian (2.5). The spectrum of the Laplacian −∆+ con-
sists of an absolutely continuous part

σac(−∆+) =

[

(n+ 1)2

4
,∞
)

,

and the pure point spectrum satisfying

σpp(−∆+) ⊂
(

0,
(n+ 1)2

4

)

,

and moreover it consists of a finite set of L2-eigenvalues.

3. Scattering theory on the Siegel domain

Given γ ∈ (0,m)\N, m = n+1, for each f ∈ C∞(Hn)∩Sγ,2(Hn), where
Sγ,2(Hn) is the Folland–Stein space characterized in [BFM13], there exists
a unique solution us of the Poisson equation

(3.1) ∆+us + s(m− s)us = 0, s =
m+ γ

2
.

Then the Poisson map is defined as P(s) : C∞(Hn) → C∞(Ωn+1) by f → us;
see [HPT08] for a Poisson kernel for (3.1). For our purposes, it suffices to
know that there are functions F,G ∈ C∞(Ωn+1) such that

(3.2)

{

us = P(s)(f) = qm−sF + qsG,
F |Hn = f.

Define the scattering operator S(s)(f) := G|Hn . The CR fractional GJMS
operator on (Hn, θ) of order 2γ is given by

(3.3) P θ
γ := 2γ

Γ(γ)

Γ(−γ)S(
m+ γ

2
),

which satisfies

(3.4) P e2wθ
γ f = e−(n+1+γ)wP θ

γ

(

e(n+1−γ)wf
)

, w ∈ C∞(Hn).
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It is known from [FdMGMT15] that

(3.5) P θ
γ = (2|T |)γ

Γ
(

1+γ
2 + −∆b

2|T |

)

Γ
(

1−γ
2 + −∆b

2|T |

) , γ ∈ (0, 1).

The function F in (3.2) is determined modulo O(q∞) by f by finding
the Taylor series solution to

(3.6)

{ (

∆+ + m2−γ2

4

)(

q
m−γ

2 F
)

= O(q∞),

F |Hn = f.

Similarly, the function G in (3.2) is determined modulo O(q∞) by P θ
γ f by

finding the Taylor series solution to

(3.7)

{ (

∆+ + m2−γ2

4

)(

q
m+γ

2 G
)

= O(q∞),

G|Hn = S(m+γ
2 )(f).

For this reason, we would like to understand the formal solution of

(3.8) (∆+ + s(m− s)) (V ) = 0, s =
m± γ

2
, γ ∈ (0,m)\N

Because of a computational error in [HPT08, Lemma 3.4], we recast the
calculation for the correct expansion.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that us ∈ C∞(Ωn+1) satisfying us = qm−sF +
qsG is the solution of (3.2). Then we have

F =

∞
∑

l=0

qlfl, fl = (−1)l
Γ(m− 2s+ 1)

l!Γ(m− 2s+ l + 1)
P s
l (f0),

and

G =
∞
∑

l=0

qlgl, gl = (−1)l
Γ(2s−m+ 1)

l!Γ(2s−m+ l + 1)
Gs

l (g0),

where P s
l and Gs

l are differential operators of order 2l defined by (3.18) and
(3.20), respectively, with leading symbol

(3.9) σ(P s
l ) = σ(Gs

l ) = σ(∆l
b).

In particular, we have P s
l = Gm−s

l .

Proof. We think of (2.8) as a variable-coefficient differential operator with
respect to vector field q ∂

∂q and vector fields tangent to H
n, i.e.,

(3.10) ∆+ =

2
∑

i=0

qiLi,
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where

(3.11) L0 =

(

q
∂

∂q

)2

− (n+ 1)q
∂

∂q
, L1 =

∆b

2
, L2 =

T 2

4
.

We substitute V = qm−sF into (3.8) and obtain that

(∆+ + s(m− s)) (qm−sF ) =

(

2
∑

i=0

qiLi + s(m− s)

)

(qm−sF )

= (L0 + s(m− s)) (qm−sF ) + qL1(q
m−sF ) + q2L2(q

m−sF ).

(3.12)

We assume that F has the formal expansion F =
∑∞

l=0 q
lfl. Direct calcula-

tion shows that

(L0 + s(m− s))(qm−sF ) = (m− 2s+ 1) qm−s+1∂F

∂q
+ qm−s+2∂

2F

∂q2

=
∞
∑

l=1

l (m− 2s+ 1) qm−s+lfl +
∞
∑

l=1

l (l − 1) qm−s+lfl

=
∞
∑

l=1

l (m− 2s+ l) qm−s+lfl.

(3.13)

Plugging (3.13) into (3.12) yields

(3.14) f−1 = 0, f0 = f, fl = −L1fl−1 + L2fl−2

l (m− 2s+ l)
, l > 1.

We assume that

(3.15) fl = (−1)l
Γ(m− 2s+ 1)

l!Γ(m− 2s+ l + 1)
P s
l (f),

where P s
l is an operator depending on L1, L2 and s.

Combining this with (3.14), we observe that

P s
−1 = 0, P s

0 = id,

P s
l = L1 ◦ P s

l−1−(l − 1)(m− 2s+ l − 1)L2 ◦ P s
l−2, l > 1.

(3.16)

By induction one sees that P s
l is a homogeneous polynomial of degree l in

the commuting variables L1 and
√
L2. Hence, the recursion relation for P s

l
reduces to the recursion for the polynomials psl of one variable x defined by

ps−1 = 0, ps0(x) = 1,

psl = xpsl−1−(l − 1)(m− 2s + l − 1)psl−2, l > 1.
(3.17)

Obviously, psl is a polynomial of degree l with the leading coefficient 1.
Moreover, P s

l is recovered from psl by

(3.18) P s
l =

(

√

L2

)l
◦ psl

(

L1√
L2

)

.
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Similarly, we have

(3.19) gl = (−1)l
Γ(2s−m+ 1)

l!Γ(2s−m+ l + 1)
Gs

l (S(s)(f)),

where Gs
l is given by

(3.20) Gs
l =

(

√

L2

)l
◦ gsl

(

L1√
L2

)

,

and the polynomial gsl is determined by

gs−1 = 0, gs0(x) = 1,

gsl = xgsl−1−(l − 1)(2s −m+ l − 1)gsl−2, l > 1,
(3.21)

which implies that P s
l = Gm−s

l . Finally, (3.9) follows from (3.18), (3.20)
immediately. �

Remark 3.2. The analogue of the operator P s
l on R

n is precisely (−∆)l,
independent of the value of s. However, from the recursion relation (3.17),
we observe that P s

l depends on the value of s when l > 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 γ ∈ (0,m)\N. We define

(3.22) Lγ = ∂2ρ + (1− 2γ)ρ−1∂ρ + ρ2∂2t +∆b.

Then

Lγ ◦ ρ−m+γ ◦ P(
m+ γ

2
) = 0.

Proof. After the change q = ρ2

2 , we have

(3.23) ∆+ =
ρ2

4

(

∂2ρ − (2n + 1)ρ−1∂ρ + ρ2∂2t +∆b

)

.

A direct computation using (3.23) shows that

(3.24)
1

4
Lγ

(

ρ−m+γU
)

= ρ−m+γ−2

(

∆+ +
m2 − γ2

4

)

U,

for all U ∈ C∞(Ωn+1). The conclusion follows from the definition of the
Poisson operator P(m+γ

2 ). �

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 Lγ . This can be done as follows.
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First, let γ ∈ (0,m)\N. Set k := ⌊γ⌋+1. The weighted poly-sublaplacian
determined by γ is

(3.25) L2k :=

k−1
∏

j=0

Lγ−2j = Lγ−2k+2 ◦ · · · ◦ Lγ ,

where Lµ is defined in (3.22).

Second, let γ ∈ (0,m)\N. Set s := m+γ
2 and

Ds := ∆+ + s(m− s).

The complex hyperbolic poly-Poisson operator determined by γ is

(3.26) L+
2k :=

k−1
∏

j=0

Ds−j.

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+

2k.

Lemma 3.4. Let γ ∈ (0,m)\N and L+
2k be the weighted poly-sublaplacian

defined in (3.26). Then

(3.27) L+
2k =

⌊γ/2⌋
∏

j=0

Dsj ◦
⌊γ⌋−⌊γ/2⌋−1

∏

j=0

Ds̃j ,

where sj =
m+γ
2 − j and s̃j =

m+⌊γ⌋−[γ]
2 − j.

Proof. Separating (3.26) into terms with s − j > m
2 and s − j < m

2 , we
compute that

L+
2k =

⌊γ/2⌋
∏

j=0

Dsj ◦
k−1
∏

j=⌊γ/2⌋+1

Dsj

Observe that if j + i = ⌊γ⌋ for ⌊γ/2⌋ + 1 6 j 6 ⌊γ⌋, we have

(3.28) Dm+γ

2
−j = Dm+⌊γ⌋−[γ]

2
−i
.

Using (3.28), the desired result follows by reindexing. �

Second, the operator L2k defined as a product of Lγ−2j has a nice fac-
torization (3.29) which implies that L2k is formally self-adjoint with respect

to the weighted measure ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ on Ωn+1. 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 γ ∈ (0,m)\N and L2k be the weighted poly-sublaplacian
defined in (3.25). Then

(3.29) L2k =

k−1
∏

j=0

(

L[γ] + i (k − 1− 2j) T
)

,

where Lµ is given in (3.22) and T = 2∂t.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction. Direct calculation shows that (3.29)
holds for γ ∈ (0, 2). Suppose that (3.29) holds for γ ∈ (0, k − 2) with k ∈ N

and k > 2.

For convenience, we denote the operator ρ−1∂ρ by Y . First observe the
commutator identity

(3.30) [Y,Lµ] = 2
(

Y 2 + ∂2t
)

, ∀µ ∈ R.

A direct computation using (3.25) yields

L2k =Lγ−2k+2 ◦
k−2
∏

j=1

(Lγ−k+1 + i (k − 1− 2j) T ) ◦ Lγ

=
(

L[γ] + 2(k − 1)Y
)

◦ L2(k−2) ◦
(

L[γ] − 2(k − 1)Y
)

=L2(k−2) ◦ L2
[γ] + 2(k − 1)

[

Y,L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

− 4(k − 1)2Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y.

(3.31)

Hence, it suffices to show that for k ∈ N and k > 2

(3.32)
[

Y,L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

= 2(k − 1)Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y + 2(k − 1)L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t .
By induction, suppose that (3.32) holds for k − 2, then

[

Y,L2k ◦ L[γ]

]

=
[

Y,
(

L2
[γ] + (k − 1)2T 2

)

◦ L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

=
[

Y,L2
[γ] + (k − 1)2T 2

]

◦ L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

+
(

L2
[γ] + (k − 1)2T 2

)

◦
[

Y,L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

.

(3.33)

Notice that T can commute with Y and Lµ for all µ ∈ R. Hence
[

Y,L2
[γ] + (k − 1)2T 2

]

=
[

Y,L[γ]

]

◦ L[γ] + L[γ] ◦
[

Y,L[γ]

]

= 2
(

Y 2 ◦ L[γ] + L[γ] ◦ Y 2
)

+ 4L[γ] ◦ ∂2t .
(3.34)

Plugging into (3.34) and (3.32) into (3.33) yields
[

Y,L2k ◦ L[γ]

]

= 2Y 2 ◦ L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) + 2L[γ] ◦ Y 2 ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

+ 2(k − 1)
(

L2
[γ] + (k − 1)2T 2

)

◦ Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y

+ 4L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t + 2(k − 1)L2k ◦ ∂2t .

(3.35)
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Besides, we have

(3.36) Y 2 ◦ L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) = Y ◦ L2

[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y + Y ◦
[

Y,L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2)

]

,

L[γ] ◦ Y 2◦L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ] = Y ◦ L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y

+ Y ◦ L[γ] ◦
[

Y,L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

+
[

L[γ], Y
]

◦ Y ◦ L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2),

(3.37)

and
(3.38)
(

L2
[γ] + (k − 1)2T 2

)

◦Y ◦L2(k−2) ◦Y = Y ◦L2k ◦Y +
[

L2
[γ], Y

]

◦L2(k−2) ◦Y.

Combining them together yields
[

Y,L2k ◦ L[γ]

]

=2(k + 1)Y ◦ L2k ◦ Y + I + II + III

+ 4L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t + 2(k − 1)L2k ◦ ∂2t

− 4(k − 1)2Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y ◦ T 2,

(3.39)

where

I =2Y ◦
[

Y,L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2)

]

II =2Y ◦ L[γ] ◦
[

Y,L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

+ 2
[

L[γ], Y
]

◦ Y ◦ L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2)

III =2(k − 1)
[

L2
[γ], Y

]

◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y.

(3.40)

Using (3.32) and (3.30), we find that

I + II =8(k − 1)Y ◦ L[γ] ◦ Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y
+ 8(k − 1)Y ◦ L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t

III =− 4(k − 1)Y 2 ◦ L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y
− 4(k − 1)L[γ] ◦ Y 2 ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y
− 8(k − 1)L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y ◦ ∂2t

(3.41)

Notice that

Y ◦ L[γ] ◦ Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y =Y 2 ◦ L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y
− 2Y ◦

(

Y 2 + ∂2t
)

◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y
−L[γ] ◦ Y 2 ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y =− Y 2 ◦ L[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y

+ 4Y ◦
(

Y 2 + ∂2t
)

◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y.

(3.42)

We conclude that

I + II + III = 8(k − 1)
[

Y,L2(k−2) ◦ L[γ]

]

◦ ∂2t
= 16(k − 1)2Y ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ Y ◦ ∂2t + 16(k − 1)2L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t .

(3.43)
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Observe that

4L2
[γ] ◦ L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t + 2(k − 1)L2k ◦ ∂2t

= 2(k + 1)L2k ◦ ∂2t − 16(k − 1)2L2(k−2) ◦ ∂2t .
(3.44)

Finally, (3.32) holds for k. �

We now prove that elements of the kernel Ds−j are also in the kernel
of L2k when weighted against a suitable power of ρ.

Lemma 3.6. Let γ ∈ (0,m)\N and set k := ⌊γ⌋+ 1. Denote

Iγ := {γ − 2j|j ∈ [0, ⌊γ/2⌋]} ∪ {⌊γ⌋ − [γ]− 2j|j ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋ − ⌊γ/2⌋ − 1]} .
For each γ̃ ∈ Iγ it holds that

L2k ◦ ρ−m+γ ◦ P(
m+ γ̃

2
) = 0.

Proof. It is clear from Lemma 3.6 that

L+
2k ◦ P(

m+ γ̃

2
) = 0,

for each γ̃ ∈ Iγ . The desired result follows from a repeated application of
the transformation law (3.24):

(3.45) 4−kL2k ◦ ρ−m+γ = ρ−m+γ−2k ◦ L+
2k.

�

4. Boundary operators on the Siegel domain

In this section we introduce the boundary operators associated to the
weighted ploy-sublaplacian L2k determined by γ ∈ (0, 2)\N. By Lemma 3.6,
the kernel of L2k contains solutions of the Poisson equation (3.2) for any
γ̃ ∈ Iγ. 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

C2γ = C∞
even(Ωn+1) + ρ2[γ]C∞

even(Ωn+1)

associated to a given γ ∈ (0,m)\N, where C∞
even denotes the space of smooth

functions on Ωn+1 whose Taylor series expansions in ρ at ρ = 0 contain only
even terms. Note that
(1) if γ ∈ 1

2 + N0, then C2γ = C∞(Ωn+1); and

(2) for any γ̃ ∈ Iγ , it holds that P
(

m+γ̃
2

)

: C∞(Hn) ∩ Sγ̃,2(Hn) → C2γ .

The second point means that the space C2γ 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+
2k. Let ι∗ : C2γ → C∞(Hn) denote the restriction

operator, ι∗U = U |Hn . Our boundary operators are elements of the set

B2γ :=
{

B2γ
2j : C2γ → C∞(Hn)|j ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋]

}

∪
{

B2γ
2[γ]+2j : C

2γ → C∞(Hn)|j ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋]
}

defined as follows:

Definition 4.1. Set

R := ∂2ρ + (1− 2[γ])∂ρ, T := R+ ρ2∂2t .

For γ ∈ (0, 1), we define associated boundary operators by

(4.1) B2γ
0 = ι∗, B2γ

2γ = −ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρ.

For γ ∈ (1, 2), we define associated boundary operators by

B2γ
0 = ι∗, B2γ

2 = −ι∗ ◦ T +
1− [γ]

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

0 ,

B2γ
2[γ] = −ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρ, B2γ

2γ = ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρT − 1 + [γ]

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

2[γ].

(4.2)

The first goal of this section is to show that the boundary operators
B2γ are relevant for picking out the Dirichlet data F (·, 0) and the Neumann

data G(·, 0) of solutions of the Poisson equation P
(

m+γ̃
2

)

for any γ̃ ∈ Iγ.

This is accomplished by the following two propositions.

Proposition 4.2. Let γ ∈ (0, 2)\N. Let V = ρ−m+γP
(m+γ

2

)

(f) for some

f ∈ C∞(Hn) ∩ Sγ,2(Hn). It holds that

(4.3) B2γ
0 (V ) = 2

γ−m

2 f,

(4.4) B2γ
2γ (V ) = (−1)⌊γ⌋+12−

m+γ

2 22⌊γ⌋+1⌊γ⌋!Γ(γ + 1)

Γ([γ])
f̂

where f̂ = S (s) f with s = m+γ
2 . Moreover, B2γ

2α(V ) = 0 for all B2γ
2α ∈

B2γ\{B2γ
0 , B2γ

2γ }.

Proof. To begin, note that

(4.5) R(ρ2j) = 4j(j − [γ])ρ2j−2, R(ρ2[γ]+2j) = 4j(j + [γ])ρ2[γ]+2j−2.

By (3.2), it holds that

(4.6) V = ρ−m+γP
(

m+ γ

2

)

f =

(

1

2

)
m−γ

2

F +

(

1

2

)
m+γ

2

ρ2γG,
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where by Proposition 3.1,

F =

∞
∑

l=0

(−1)l
Γ(1− γ)

2ll!Γ(l + 1− γ)
ρ2lP s

l (f),

and

G =
∞
∑

l=0

(−1)l
Γ(1 + γ)

2ll!Γ(l + 1 + γ)
ρ2lGs

l (f̂).

We separate the proof into two cases:

First consider B2γ
2l for l ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋]. By the definition of B2γ

0 , we know
that (4.3) holds. When γ ∈ (1, 2) and l = 1, using (4.3) and (3.18),we
compute that

(4.7) B2γ
2 (V ) = −2

γ−m

2 2
Γ(2− [γ])

Γ(1− [γ])
f1−

Γ(2− [γ])Γ(1 − γ)

Γ(1− [γ])Γ(2 − γ)
∆b◦B2γ

0 (V ) = 0.

Next consider B2γ
2[γ]+2l

for l ∈ [0, ⌊γ⌋]. Notice that from (4.5) and (4.6)

we immediately deduce that

B2γ
2γ (V ) = −2−

m+γ
2 2γf̂ , γ ∈ (0, 1);(4.8)

i.e., (4.4) holds. When γ ∈ (1, 2), by the definition of B2γ
2[γ]+2l, we immedi-

ately have B2γ
2[γ](V ) = 0. Besides, we compute that

(4.9) B2γ
2γ (V ) = 2−

m+γ

2 23
Γ([γ] + 2)

Γ([γ])
g0;

i.e., (4.4) holds. �

Proposition 4.3. Let γ ∈ (1, 2). Let Ṽ = ρ−m+γP
(

m+γ̃
2

)

f̃ for some

f̃ ∈ C∞(Hn) ∩ Sγ̃,2(Hn). It holds that

(4.10) B2γ
2[γ](Ṽ ) = −2

γ̃−m

2 2[γ]f̃

(4.11) B2γ
2 (Ṽ ) = −2−

m+γ̃

2 4(1 − [γ]) ˆ̃f,

where ˆ̃f = S(s̃)f̃ with s̃ = m+γ̃
2 , γ̃ = 1 − [γ]. Moreover, B2γ

2α(V ) = 0 for all

B2γ
2α ∈ B2γ\{B2γ

2[γ], B
2γ
2 }.

Proof. It follows from (3.2) that

(4.12) Ṽ = ρ−m+γP
(

m+ γ̃

2

)

f =

(

1

2

)
m−γ̃

2

ρ2[γ]F̃ +

(

1

2

)
m+γ̃

2

ρ2G̃



18 GUNHEE CHO AND ZETIAN YAN

where by Proposition 3.1,

(4.13) F̃ =
∞
∑

l=0

(−1)l
Γ(1− γ̃)

2ll!Γ(l + 1− γ̃)
ρ2lP s̃

l (f̃),

and

G̃ =
∞
∑

l=0

(−1)l
Γ(1 + γ̃)

2ll!Γ(l + 1 + γ̃)
ρ2lGs̃

l (
ˆ̃f).

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

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 B2γ

2l (V ) = 0
for l > j (see [Cas20, Propositon 3.2] for more details), we need to make the

cancellation by composing B2γ
2j with P s

l−j = (−∆)l−j because the output of

ι∗ ◦ T l is exactly fl−j. However, in the CR setting, the presence of the term

ρ2∂2t affects the output of leading terms ι∗ ◦ T l and ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρT l, l > 2,
which implies that the operator to be composed is no longer P s

l−j .

Let

Q2γ(U, V ) :=−
∫

Ωn+1

UL2V ρ
1−2γdzdtdρ +

∮

Hn

B2γ
0 (U)B2γ

2γ (V )dzdt,

Q2γ(U, V ) :=

∫

Ωn+1

UL4V ρ
1−2[γ]dzdtdρ

+

∮

Hn

B2γ
0 (U)B2γ

2γ (V )dzdt −
∮

Hn

B2γ
2[γ](U)B2γ

2 (V )dzdt

(4.14)

be the associated Dirichlet energy determined by γ ∈ (0, 1) and γ ∈ (1, 2),
respectively. The second goal of this section is to prove that Q2γ is symmet-
ric. This implies that the boundary value problem involving L2k and B2γ are
variational. The proof that Q2γ is symmetric is essentially integration by
parts on the Siegel domain Ωn+1 with flat metric. To that end, it is useful
to express ι∗ ◦ L[γ] and ι

∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρL[γ] in terms of boundary operators.

Proposition 4.5. For γ ∈ (1, 2), it holds that

ι∗ = B2γ
0 , ι∗ ◦ L[γ] = −B2γ

2 +
1

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

0 ,

ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρ = −B2γ
2[γ], ι∗ ◦ ρ1−2[γ]∂ρL[γ] = B2γ

2γ +
1

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

2[γ].

(4.15)

Proof. Note that

(4.16) ι∗ ◦ L[γ] = ι∗ ◦ (T +∆b) = ι∗ ◦ T + ι∗ ◦∆b = ι∗ ◦ T +∆b ◦ ι∗.
Then, (4.15) follows from Definition 4.1 directly. �
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We now prove that Q2γ is symmetric by giving an explicit formula for
Q2γ . Especially notable in this formula is that the boundary integration
involves only the Dirichlet data

B2γ
D :=

{

B2γ
2α ∈ B2γ |0 6 α < γ/2

}

of the inputs.

Theorem 4.6. Given γ ∈ (0, 1), we have

Q2γ(U, V )

=

∫

Ωn+1



∂ρU∂ρV +
1

2

n
∑

j=1

Xj(U)Xj(V ) + Yj(U)Yj(V ) + ρ2∂tU∂tV



 ρ1−2γdzdtdρ.

(4.17)

Likewise, given γ ∈ (1, 2), we have

Q2γ(U, V ) =

∫

Ωn+1

(

L[γ](U)L[γ](V )− T (U)T (V )
)

ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ

− 1

[γ]

∮

Hn

∆b

(

B2γ
0 (U)B2γ

2[γ](V ) +B2γ
2[γ](U)B2γ

0 (V )
)

dzdt

(4.18)

Proof. Given γ ∈ (0, 1), using the integration by parts on the Siegel domain
Ωn+1 with flat metric, we have

−
∫

Ωn+1

U
(

∂2ρ + (1− 2γ)ρ−1∂ρ
)

V ρ1−2γdzdtdρ

=

∫

Ωn+1

∂ρU∂ρV ρ
1−2γdzdtdρ−

∮

Hn

B2γ
0 (U)B2γ

2γ (V )dzdt.

(4.19)

(4.20)

−
∫

Ωn+1

U∆bV ρ
1−2γdzdtdρ =

1

2

∫

Ωn+1

n
∑

j=1

Xj(U)Xj(V )+Yj(U)Yj(V )ρ1−2γdzdtdρ.

(4.21) −
∫

Ωn+1

Uρ2∂2t V ρ
1−2γdzdtdρ =

∫

Ωn+1

ρ2∂tU∂tV ρ
1−2γdzdtdρ.

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

Similarly, given γ ∈ (1, 2), by Lemma 3.5, we know that L4 = L2
[γ]+T

2.

Notice that L[γ] is formally self-adjoint with respect to the weighted measure
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ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ. By the integration by parts, we have that
∫

Ωn+1

UL2
[γ](V )ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ =

∫

Ωn+1

L[γ](U)L[γ](V )ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ

+

∮

Hn

B2γ
0 (U)B2γ

2[γ](L[γ]V )dzdt−
∮

Hn

B2γ
2[γ](U)B2γ

0 (L[γ]V )dzdt,

∫

Ωn+1

UT 2(V )ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ = −
∫

Ωn+1

T (U)T (V )ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ.

(4.22)

By Propositon 4.5, we know that

B2γ
0 ◦ L[γ] = −B2γ

2 +
1

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

0 ,

B2γ
2[γ] ◦ L[γ] = −B2γ

2γ − 1

[γ]
∆b ◦B2γ

2[γ].

(4.23)

Plugging (4.23) into (4.22) yields (4.18). �

5. The generalized extension problem

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

(5.1)

{

L2V = 0, on Ωn+1, γ ∈ (0, 1),

B2γ
0 (V ) = φ, on H

n,

and

(5.2)











L4V = 0, on Ωn+1, γ ∈ (1, 2),

B2γ
0 (V ) = φ, on H

n,

B2γ
2[γ](V ) = ψ, on H

n,

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 γ ∈ (0, 1). Given functions φ ∈ C∞(Hn) ∩ Sγ,2(Hn),
there is a unique solution V of (5.1). Indeed,

(5.3) V = 2−
γ−m

2 ρ−m+γP
(

m+ γ

2

)

φ.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 4.2 that V satisfies (5.1).
The uniqueness follows from the fact that Q2γ(W,W ) > 0 with equality
holds if and only if W = 0. �

Theorem 5.2. Let γ ∈ (1, 2). Given φ ∈ C∞(Hn) ∩ Sγ,2(Hn) and ψ ∈
C∞(Hn) ∩ S1−[γ],2(Hn), there is a unique solution V of (5.2). Indeed,
(5.4)

V = 2−
γ−m

2 ρ−m+γP
(

m+ γ

2

)

φ− 2−
γ̃−m

2
1

2[γ]
ρ−m+γP

(

m+ 1− [γ]

2

)

ψ,
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where γ̃ = 1− [γ].

Proof. It 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

(5.5)











L4W = 0, on Ωn+1, γ ∈ (1, 2),

B2γ
0 (W ) = 0, on H

n,

B2γ
2[γ](W ) = 0, on H

n.

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

Q2γ(W,W ) =

∫

Ωn+1

(

L[γ](W )L[γ](W )− T (W )T (W )
)

ρ1−2[γ]dzdtdρ > 0,

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 γ ∈ (0, 1), suppose that V is a solution of
(5.1). It holds that

B2γ
2γ (V ) = 21−2γ Γ(1− γ)

Γ(γ)
P θ
γφ.

(2) Given γ ∈ (1, 2), γ̃ = 1− [γ], suppose that V is a solution of (5.2).
It holds that

B2γ
2 (V ) = 21−2γ̃ γ̃

1− γ̃

Γ(−γ̃)
Γ(γ̃)

P θ
γ̃ψ,

B2γ
2γ (V ) = 23−2γ Γ(2− γ)

Γ(γ)
P θ
γφ.

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

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

E2γ(U) := Q2γ(U,U),

where Q2γ 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 γ ∈ (0, 1), fix a function φ ∈ C∞ (Hn) ∩ Sγ,2(Hn) and
denote

C2γ
D :=

{

U ∈ C2γ | B2γ
0 (U) = φ

}

Moreover, if γ ∈ (1, 2), then fix functions φ ∈ C∞ (Hn) ∩ Sγ,2(Hn), and

ψ ∈ C∞ (Hn) ∩ S1−[γ],2(Hn), and denote

C2γ
D :=

{

U ∈ C2γ | B2γ
0 (U) = φ, and B2γ

2[γ](U) = ψ
}

.

Then it holds that

E2γ(U) ≥ E2γ (UD)

for all U ∈ C2γ
D , where UD ∈ C2γ

D is the unique solution of (5.1) and (5.2).

Proof. For γ ∈ (0, 1), fix an element U0 ∈ C2γ
D and set

C2γ
0 =

{

U ∈ C2γ | B2γ
0 (U) = 0, and B2γ

2[γ](U) = 0
}

.

Observe that

C2γ
D = U0 + C2γ

0

Let V ∈ C2γ
0 . It follows from (4.14) and Theorem 4.6 that

E2γ(V ) :=−
∫

Ωn+1

UL2V ρ
1−2γdzdtdρ, γ ∈ (0, 1),

E2γ(V ) :=

∫

Ωn+1

UL4V ρ
1−2[γ]dzdtdρ, γ ∈ (1, 2),

and that
d

dt
E2γ(U + tV ) = 2E2γ(V ) ≥ 0.

Moreover, by [LY22, Theorem 1.5], equality holds if and only if V ≡ 0, and

hence E2γ is strictly convex in C2γ
D . Since the solution UD ∈ C2γ

D of (5.1)

and (5.2) is a critical point of E2γ : C2γ
D → R, the result follows. �

The following corollary, obtained by evaluating E2γ(U) using Theorem
5.3 gives a sharp Sobolev trace inequality for the corresponding embedding.

Corollary 6.2. Let γ ∈ (0, 1). Then

(6.1) E2γ(U) > 21−2γ Γ(1− γ)

Γ(γ)

∮

Hn

φP θ
γ φdzdt,

for all U ∈ C2γ
D , where φ = B2γ

0 (U). Moreover, equality holds if and only if
U is the solution of (5.1).
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Proof. Set C2γ
D = U + C2γ

0 . By Theorem 6.1 there is a unique minimizer UD

of E2γ : C2γ
D → R. Since UD satisfies (5.1), we deduce from Theorem 5.3 that

E2γ (UD) = 21−2γ Γ(1− γ)

Γ(γ)

∮

Hn

φP θ
γφdzdt.

The conclusion readily follows. �

Note that Corollary 6.2 recovers the main result in [FdMGMT15]. Sim-
ilarly, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 6.3. Let γ ∈ (1, 2), γ̃ = 1− [γ]. Then

E2γ(U) ≥ 21−2γ̃ γ̃

1− γ̃

Γ(−γ̃)
Γ(γ̃)

∮

Hn

ψP θ
γ̃ψdzdt+ 23−2γ Γ(2− γ)

Γ(γ)

∮

Hn

φP θ
γφdzdt,

for all U ∈ C2γ
D , where

ψ = B2γ
2[γ](U), φ = B2γ

0 (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

n [FL12] we obtain the following inequality

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

(6.2)

(
∫

Hn

|f |pdzdt
) 2

p

6 Cn,2γ

∫

Hn

f̄P θ
γ (f)dzdt, p =

2m

m− γ
.

(1) Let γ ∈ (0, 1). Then

(6.3) E2γ(U) ≥ 21−2γ Γ(1− γ)

Γ(γ)
C−1
n,2γ

(
∮

Hn

|φ|
2m

m−γ dzdt

)
m−γ

m

,

for all U ∈ C2γ
D , where φ = B2γ

0 (U). Moreover, equality holds if and
only if U is the solution of (5.1) and

φ(z, t) = C

(

1

(1 + |z|2)2 + t2

)
m−γ

2

for some C ∈ C and up to CR automorphisms on H
n.

(2) Let γ ∈ (1, 2), γ̃ = 1− [γ]. Then

E2γ(U) ≥21−2γ̃ γ̃

1− γ̃

Γ(−γ̃)
Γ(γ̃)

C−1
n,2γ̃

(
∮

Hn

|φ|
2m

m−γ̃ dzdt

)
m−γ̃

m

+ 23−2γ Γ(2− γ)

Γ(γ)
C−1
n,2γ

(
∮

Hn

|φ|
2m

m−γ dzdt

)
m−γ

m

,
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for all U ∈ C2γ
D , where

ψ = B2γ
2[γ](U), φ = B2γ

0 (U).

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

ψ(z, t) = C1

(

1

(1 + |z|2)2 + t2

)
m−γ̃

2

,

φ(z, t) = C2

(

1

(1 + |z|2)2 + t2

)
m−γ

2

for some C1, C2 ∈ C and up to CR automorphisms on H
n.
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