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Abstract

It is well known that Sobolev embeddings can be improved in the presence of
symmetries. In this article, we considere the situation in which given a domain €} =
01 xQy in RY with a cylindrical symmetry, and acting a group G in €y, for this situation
it is shown that the critical Sobolev exponent increases in the case of embeddings into
weighted spaces L7 (). In this paper, we will enunciate several results related to
compact embeddings of a Sobolev space with radially symmetric functions into some
weighted space L9, with ¢ higher than the usual critical exponent.

1 Introduction

In the field of partial differential equations, the study of Sobolev embeddings takes a vital role
for the variational method. The symmetries also gives important properties in variational
problems, so the study of Sobolev embeddings with symmetries, allowing to solve more
problems related to partial differential equations. It can be seen in recently results, for
instance ([1], [6], [7], [14], [16]). It is well known that Sobolev spaces can be improved if
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we deal with subspaces of invariant functions under the action of some group of symmetries
(see [3], [5], [8], [9], [10], [17], [20]). These conditions have been used to prove the existence
of solutions to value problems at the boundary. In some cases, it is sufficient to consider
invariant functions to analyze under what conditions the compactness of these embeddings
occurs. However, symmetry alone does not provide the desired improvements if we restrict
ourselves to the usual L? spaces.

Given a domain Q in RV, is well known that for 1 < p < oo, if p < N, the Sobolev
space W1P(Q) can be embedded continuously into L4(Q) if p < ¢ < p*, where p* = nN—f;,
(see [2], [4]) (remembering that if p = 2, this spaces are Hilbert spaces and are usually
denoted as H'). Also, if Q is bounded and ¢ < px, the embedding is compact. If we take
WhP(Q) = {u € WHP(Q) : u is radially symmetric, that is, u(z) = u(||z||), Vo € Q}, by the
Lions result (see [14], [15]), W1P(Q) can be embedded compactly into L?(Q2) for p < ¢ < p*.
The idea here is to show how that Sobolev embeddings can be improved in the presence of
symmetries by group actions. This includes embeddings in some weighted spaces L”, with
p higher than the usual critical Sobolev exponent. Such phenomena have been observed in
specific contexts by various authors. On the one hand, Hebey and Vaugon ([11], [12]) studied
this situation in the context of a compact Riemannian manifold M and a compact group of
isometries G. They considered the dimension of the group orbit, denoted by k, and they
analyzed the Sobolev Space Wy (M) = {u € WyP(M) : uoo =u Vo € G}. They proved
that the critical Sobolev exponent increases if there are no points on an open subset with
closure compact €2 of M with discrete orbits under the action of GG, they obtained a greatest

critical exponent for the embedding Wolg(Q) — L1(Q) for 1 < g < ?\;]_vk__k;

On the other hand, Wang ([19]) established embedding results in a regular domain with
cylindrical symmetry. Making H!}(Q) = {u € H}(Q) : u(xy, 22) = w(xy, |22]]), Vo € Qo},
he proved that taking h = ||z||', z € Qy and [ a real positive number, which is radially
symmetric on €2y, then, there exists a positive number 7, that depends of dimensions of 2,
and Qy such that the embedding H!(Q) < L1(Q) is compact for 1 < ¢ < 2* + 7, where 2
is the one given by the Sobolev embedding theorems.

Our goal here is the study of Sobolev embeddings, generalizing Wang’s results using those
obtained by Hebey and Vaugon. First, we treat Sobolev embeddings in a domain with
cylindrical symmetry. This domain will be taken as follows: let Q = Q; x Q, in RY; where
Q) is a bounded set of class C' in R™, and Q, in R’ is a ball of radius R centered at
the origin. After this, we will involve the action of the groups, making a group G acts on
Q1. With this, we define a G—invariant on ); and radially symmetric on {2, Sobolev space
Hlo = {u € H{(Q) : Vg € G,u(gr1,x2) = u(zy,72)}, and next, to y € Qy, we take a
continuous function h(y), and consider the weighted Lebesgue space Lj (€2). Based on this,
we will prove that under certain conditions H; ;(€2) can be embedded compactly into L} (€2)

for 1 < g < 2; + ¢ where 1 is greater than the term 7 given by Wang and 2; = i(fl;_k% if
n—k>2.

Our first result is



Theorem 1.1. Let Q = Qy X Qo with dim 2 = N, dim 0y =m > 2 and dim Qy = j > 3,

G a compact subgroup of O(m) acting on 0y and k = min dim OfF, with k > 1. Suppose that
e

h = ||lz2||', with I > 0 a real number. Then the embedding HY (Q) < L}(Q) is compact for
q € (1,25 + 1), where ) = ﬁ min{z(j_z) l}.

m—k ?
In the case of lower dimension for €2, we give the next result.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that dim €y = m > 2 and dim Qs = j = 2. Let G a compact
subgroup of O(m) acting on Q; and k = min dim OF with k > 1. Let h = ||zo]|', with [ > 0

red
a real number. Then the embedding H; (Q) < L{(Q) is compact for q € (1,25 + 1), where
2k(N — k 2 1 1
Y =— ( ) + (m+1) min§ l, —— 5.
m(m—k)(m—k+1) m(m—Fk+1) m—k

This paper consists of four sections. Section 2 contains a profile and some previous results
obtained by Wang; in Section 3 we will treat some preliminaries; the proofs for the main
results are given in Section 4.

2 Some previous results

We will introduce some previous results that we will use in this article. We begin with some
notations and results that were enunciated by Wang [19].

Definition. Let 2 = Oy x Qy in RY; where Q; is a bounded set of class C' in R™, and Q,
in R’ is a ball of radius R centered at the origin. We denote

Hsl = {U S H&(Q) : U(Ih@) = U(Ila ||332||)7 Vg € Qz}-

Definition. Let h be a nonnegative Hélder continuous function on €, denote by L? () the
Banach space, or weighted L” space, with the norm

1
lullp ey = ( / h|u|P) |
Q

Denote for m, j and N the dimensions of €2y, {25 and () respectively, then N = m + j; and

Vo — ou  Ou ou
= 81’11 ' 81’12 B 8:)31m ’
ou  Ou ou
V2u N (8&721 ' 81’22 T al'gj)

are the partial gradient on €; and €, respectively, and Vu = (Viu, Vau).

Next, we will introduce the following lemmas (see Wang [19]).



Lemma 2.1 (Wang, 2006). Let dim Qy = j > 3, then for u € HX(Q), we have

1

(o) < —5i (/ |Vu|2)
[l = \Jo,

for all x € Q, where C; is a constant that depends only of j.

In the case of j = 2, we need this lemma

Lemma 2.2 (Wang, 2006). Let dim Qs = j = 2, and let b > 1 be real number, then for
u € HE(Q), and for all x € Q, we have

A
< . Vul, 1
o)l < g 17 1)

bA; _
o) < = [Pl
2 Qo

3 Background material

We present here the notations and the background material that we will use below. We
denote by O(n) the orthogonal group in dimension n. A subgroup G C O(n) acts on the
G'—invariant domain €2 and it induces a well defined action on the function space with

(gu)(z) = u(g~'z).

If G denotes a compact subgroup of O(n), for a given G—invariant open set € of class C*,
we set
L7.(Q2) = {u € LP(Q) : gu = u, Vg € G}

1
P
lullzp ey = ( / |u|P) |

Let us now recall some facts about the group action.

with the usual norm

Definition. For G a group and z a point of {2, we denote by
Og ={gr:g € G}
the orbit of x under the action of G.

Taking Q0 = € x Q with the conditions described in the definition 2; and considering G a
compact subgroup of O(m) acting on €;. We denote by

Hsl,G ={u e Hsl(Q) Vg € G,u(ger, x2) = u(zy, 22) }.

Next, we give the following definition, also it can be found in [12], [13].



Definition. For p > 1 a real number, n and k two positive integers, with n > 2 and
0 <k <n—1. We define the critical Sobolev exponent p; = p*(n, k, p)

n—k .
Pl = ﬁ_—k_)i if n—k>p
oo if n—k<p.

We remark that if k£ = 0, we have the conventional critical exponent p* , and p; > p*.

We enunciate the first lemma that it helps us in our results, and was proved in [18].

Lemma 3.1 (Sobolev’s lemma). Let p > 1 and ¢ > 1 two real numbers. Define \ by
% + % + % = 2 with 0 < A < N. Then, there exists a constant K(p,q, N), such that for all
felr(Q) andge Lq(Q)

// ||x_y||>\ /Qg(y)/gﬁdxdySK(paQ>N)HfHLP(Q)HgHLfI(Q)-

Based in lemma 3.1, now we define the following operator and its properties.

Definition. Let 1 < p < oo and A a real number with 0 < A < N. Given u € LP(Q2), we

define ( )
u y’:/QHx—yn* - @)

Consequently, for these functions, we have the following property (see Aubin [3]).
Lemma 3.2. Let u e C}Q). If \ =N — 1, then

u(x)] < CH(Viu)(z),
for x € Q.

Next, we enunciate the following lemma (see Hebey-Vaugon [12]).

Lemma 3.3 (Hebey-Vaugon, 1997). Let Q be a bounded manifold of class C* in RY, and
let G be a compact subgroup of O(N). Let x € Q and set 6 = dimOf with 6 > 1. There
exists a coordinate chart (A, ¢) of Q in x, with ¢ : RN — RY q diffeomorphism of class C*
such that:

1. ¢(A) =U x V, where U is a open subset of R® and V is a open subset of RN79,

2. For ally € A, U x Uy(é(y)) C ¢(O% N A), where T, : R® x RN=0 — RN~ js the
projection on the second coordinate.

The purpose of this section is to prove the next result:

Lemma 3.4. Let G a compact subgroup of O(N), Q2 a bounded G- invariant open set of class

Ctin RN, with dim Q = N; and k = min dim Of. Then there exists a positive constant C,
z€eQ)

such that for allu € LE,(Q), p>1and 1 <r < %Z_\[—,ﬁ,

1H ()| @) < Cllullz@

where V' is the function given in (2).



Proof. Since ) is bounded, then € is compact. Thus from Lemma 3.3, there exists {A; : [ =
U

1,2,...,n} a collection of open subsets such that Q C U A; and diffeomorphism ¢; : A; —
1=1

Uy x Vi C RO x RN=9 of class C! for each [ = 1,2, ...,n such that ¢(f2) is covered by a finite

number of sets ¢;(A4;) and holds

1. ¢i(A;) = U; x Vi, where U is a open subset G-invariant of R% and V; is an open subset
G-invariant of RVN=% with §; € N and 6, > k,

2. U; and V; are bounded and they have smooth boundary.

3. For all y € A;, Uy x Wy(dy(y)) C ¢i(O% N A;), where TI, : R% x RN=% — RN=% is the
projection on the second coordinate.

We consider A; C 2, otherwise, we take 4; N2, which it is compact because 2 is bounded.

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢; is defined on an open and bounded set A, of
class C, with 4, C 4,, and such that gbl(Al) U xV, with U, c U,y V, C Vj, where U,
and Vj bounded open sets of class C*.

Of the above, since A4; is compact and ¢ris a diffeomorphism of class C*, qbl(Al) is compact
and det(D¢; !(2)) is continuous on ¢;(A;) consequently has a maximum and minimum, that
is, for each [ = 1,2, ..., n, there exists positive real numbers C; and D; such that

Ci < |det(Dey ' (2))] < D (3)

Let w € L%,(€2). According to item 3, and since w is G—invariant, one has that for any [/, any
w1,y € Uy, and 29 € Vi, u(e; (21, 22)) = u(é; (2, 22)). Consequently, for [ there exists
@ € LP(RN=%) such that for z € U; and any y € V,

u(dy (@, y)) = wly). (4)

We have that for a real number p > 1,

[u(z)[? da = / |u(¢y (1, v2)) Pldet (D) (v1, va)| doy dvy
A U, xV,

S Dl/ |U((Z§Z_1(’U1,’U2))|p d’Ul dUg
ULX‘/I

:Dl/ dv1/ ig(v2)|? v
U, Vi

= DUl | |tu(v2)[? dvo
Vi

= Dl |2~L1(U2)|p d’Ug,
Vi

where D, and D, are positive constants which do not depend of u. Thus,

( ) |u<x>|pdz)% < o)y i)' 5)

6



Similarly, one has that for [ and any p > 1,

( i lu(x)|? d:c)zl) > () ( " |y (v2)|P dvg); . (6)

where C} is a positive constant which does not depend of w.

Now we choose p > 1 and r > 1 such that 2 = ¥=1 4 % — 1 and denote h(y) = H(u)(y).
From Lemma 3.1, taking A = N — 1 and v € LL(R2), for all g € LE(Q) with ¢ > 1 and
% + % = 1, then there exists a constant K (p,q, N) > 0 such that

u(z

[ﬁ@mm@sL[ﬁ;%%M@SKm%mwmwmwwm (7)

Hence from the inequality (7), we have
1Al = [ ()
- [ oy ®)

< K(p, q, N)|[ull 2 @llF" 1o @),

)
H)T (9)

since % + % = 1, we observe that

||hr_1||Lg(Q)

r—
r—

)

q
™

)
)

1

([
([
([
.

Therefore, from (8) and (9),

(0, ¢ N)[ull 2, 12l
(P, ¢, N)[ull e,

1Al < K
K

VANRVAY

12/l
thus, h € L"(Q).

As above, using a similar argument, since h € L{,(Q2), we have that for any uy,u) € U,
and uy € Vi, h(¢y ' (u, ua)) = h(é; ' (u}, uz)). Consequently, we can define

Ju(uz) = h(¢; " (ur, us)). (10)
such that h; € L"(RN=%),



We have for any real number r» > 1,
|h(y)|" dy = / |h(¢;  (u, uz))|"|det (@) (ur, un)| duy dusy
Ay U;xV;
S Dl/ \h((bl_l(ul,uz))\r du1 du2
ULXVL
= Dl/ dul |i~zl(u2)|’" du2
U Vi

= Dl|Ul| |ﬁl(u2)|r du2
Vi

- D, / u(ua)l” dus,
Vi

where D; and D; are positive constants which do not depend of h. Thus

(mw@W@Qism<memer; (11)

Notice that the first integral is over A; as an open subset from the cover of A C RY, while
the second one is over Vj, an open subset of RV~

For hy € L'(RN=%), p> 1 and r > 1 given above, from lemma 3.1, using A = N — 8, — 1, for

all § € LY(RV=%) with ¢ > 1 and % +% = 1, there exists a constant K (p,q, N —d;) > 0 such
that

/]RN 5 ﬁl(y)g(y) dy < K(p,q, N — 5l)||alHLP(RN*51)||§||L‘I(RN*51)' (12)
-
consequently we have

e N I

:Aa@m@rl (13)

< K(p,q,N — 5l)||ﬂlHLP(RN*51)||}~l;_1HLQ(RN*5L)-

Since % + % = 1, we observe that

(14)




Therefore, from (13) and (14),
1l ev—sny < K (pr gy N = 8) el g0 | all a1y

then )
thHLT(RN*‘Sl) < K(puqu - 5l)||alHLP(RN*5l)' (15)
From the inequalities (11) and (15) we have that

( ) |h(y)|,dy)i <P ( it dw)r

< FK ( a(va)]? dvz) P

Vi

If N—d >p,for I = N 51 +— — 1, then r = %V_‘Slp for this r and u € L{,(4;), follows
from (6)

1 1
( \h(y)\’“dy) smK( |al<w>\pdm)
A Vi

| (16)
< gllK ( ; |u(x)\pdx) "

To extend the rank of r to 1 <r < S\],V__i(sl_)ﬁ, we use that A; is bounded and the inequality
Ihllzgea < 1AL , (17)

LG g F (Ar)

to obtain that (16) maintains.
Since N — ¢; < N — k, then p*(N, d0;,p) > p*(N, k,p). Moreover, since {4; : 1 =1,2,...,n}
n

are covering Q, if X = U Ay, then
1=1

(/Qm(y)rdyf <(/ |h<y>|fdy)%
([ pore)
g < |u(x)|pd1’)%
1 (Al|u(x)|pdx)%.

IN

M: T M: T M:

T
=



In addition,
Rl = ( A (@) dx)% < Ki(p,q, N — &) (/Q Ju(x)|? d:)s)%
i Ki(p.q. N — &) ( |u($)\pdx)% > Kilp.g, N — ) (/Q |u<x)‘pdx)% o)

i Ki(p,q, N — 51)( |u(x)\pdx)% <A</Qu(x)pdx);.

Then, from the inequalities (18) and (19) we have that

IN

([ 1 \dy)lsi (p,q,m (Al|u<x>\pdx);
_C</Q\u(x)|pdx>;,

IV )ler@) < Cllullz,@)- (20)

so that,

4 Proofs of main results

In this section we give the proofs of the theorem 1.1 and theorem 1.2 which we discussed
above.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < a < 2 and 0 < b < 2 be real numbers. For u € H] ;(2), from

lemmas 2.1 and 3.2,
v 2
o)l < — 2 ([ 19ur)
2 2

u(@)|* < C(H (V).
CaCb 1u @
)t < LG fﬁ)) ( / Z\W)

2]l

C'“C’l-’( (Viu))®
R Ny

2]

(VI8

N

We set v = ( — [. Then,

sl julz)|+* < W ( / |w2)§. (21)

10

o



Integrating (21) on

[ e < 22 [(H(Vw))“ (f | |w2>g] |

Applying Holder’s inequality with conjugated exponents and 5= we have

et < o ( f G =) (/ )
</‘“(H(v1u))%)2_2b B <(/Q< (vlu));_)%y

H a
= [H(Tl

Rewriting

and applying lemma 3.4, setting u as Viu and p = 2, we have

2-b

(/Ql(H(vlu))f“b)T V) g, <A </Q |V1u|2)%

( k

—

Notice from lemma 3.4, must be satisfied % < , or equivalently

(m—k—2)a+(m—k)b§2(m—k).

Under this condition, from (22), we have

a b
[ tetutore < g () 9we)( f o)
(951 Q

Now integrating on (2,

- D (/Q|Vu|2)3/92 lllwzll‘” (/Q |V1u|2)%_

[t <o ( [ \w)g | [H@H‘” (f | Vi) ;] |

then

Again by Holder’s inequality with conjugated exponents % and ﬁ we have

a+b

Letuaee <o ([ gt =) 7 ([ 1vae) "
Q Qo Q

11

(22)

(24)

(25)



2—a

—2y
a

=
We will look the behavior of the integral ( ||x2|| 2= ) . We consider the equalities
Qo

R
foall 2 = s [ 470 at
Qo 0

26)
1 =27 4 . (
— 'w . Rﬂ—l—];
E
then this integral is finite if and only if % + 7 > 0, that is, 22_—'Ya < 7, or equivalently,
ja+ (7 —2)b<2(j+1), (27)

then the inequality (25) is reduced to

l@mm%uw%SA<meﬁg. (25)

We can see that the inequality (28) is satisfied if and only if the conditions (23) and (27) are
satisfied. Both conditions are equivalents to require that 0 < a < 2 and 0 < b < 2 solve the
following inequalities

(m—k—2)a+ (m—k)b<2(m—k) (29)
ja+(j —2)b<2(j+1),
or equivalently,
(m—k)(I+2) 2(m —k) —(m —k —2)a
<
0<a_(m—k)+j—2’ 0<b< — : (30)
(m— k)1 +2) 2(j+1) — ja
< 2 1
m—l{:+j—2_a< , 0<b< - (31)

From inequality (31), since % < 2, then [ < %. We have to choose the appropriate

conditions such that a and b satisfy (29), such that a + b approaches 2 + 1. We define

l —mm{l,m_k},

2l

¢:m—k+j—2’

If m > 3, we take I’ € (0,1*), such that

(m—k)(I' +2)
Com—k+j—2’

200 +10)=U'(m—k)
m—Fk+j—2

b:

Y

12



then a and b satisfy (29). Moreover
(m —k)(I'+2) N 2 +U)—=U'(m—k)

b= T2 m—k+j—2
C2m—k)+ 25+ 2
o om—k+j—2
_ 2(m—k+)) 20
T m—k+j—2 m—k+j—2
2N — k) o

N_h-2 N-k-2

If ' = 1*, then a + b — 2} + .

If m =2, since 1 < k < m, then £k = 1. We take I’ € (0,[*) as in the previous case,
we have that 3%11’ < 2. Moreover, we have

U +2

a—jj,

25+

b:
j—1

Y

and

V'+2 2j+1
- + —
J—1 -1
U242+
- T
2425+ 2
=—3
2j+2 2l
==+ -
7—1  5—-1
_2AN-k) A
CN—-k-2 -1

a+b=

If " — I*, then a +b — 2} + ¢, that is, a+ b € (1,25 + ). Making a +b = ¢ in (28) we can
see that the embedding H, (Q) C L} () is continuous.

Finally, to conclude that the embedding is compact, we can follow a similar procedure for
the proof of Kondrachov’s theorem, which can be found in [4]. This same argument is also
applied to theorem 1.2 of this paper. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let o, € (0,1) and b > 1 be real numbers. For u € H},(Q) N

13



C!(Q), from lemmas 2.2 and 3.2,

B
(Jue)y? < B4R ( |u|b—1|w)

H ,||°

(Ju(@)|")* < C*(H(Jul" v 1)),
| ( )|b(0l+5 ( ) ( (|u|b 1v1u))a< |u|b—1|vu|)ﬁ

2]

b—1 « B
’|I2||l‘u(l’)|b(a+ﬁ) < E(H(|u| V1u)) ‘u‘b—1|vu‘ )
B—1
[e21] Qs
Integrating on 2; we have that

B B
/ ool < oy [ v ([ =9l
o 2]l o Qs

Sln(}:le B <1, = > 1. Applying the Holder’s inequality with conjugated exponents % y ﬁ
we have

[t < ([ o) ([ ewa) e

We make v = 3 — [. Analyzing the first integral on the right side of the inequality (32)

1-p5

R |

b—1 «
= H (V)

From lemma 3.4, with v = V u and p = 1, we have

1-3 «
(/ (H(|u|b—1vlu))16) ||H(|u|b 1V1U)||§1 5 < A( |U|b_l|V1u|) :
Ql ) Q1

m—k

if and only if ﬁ < =, or equivalently

am—k—1)4+5(m—k) <m —k. (33)

From this condition, from (32), we have

D « A
[ el futae < ( / \u\b—wvlu\) ( / |u|b—1\w|) N
o lz2||” \Ja, Q

Integrating (34) on €

[ [ etiaore <o [ [muV(/I\u\b-wvlm)a(/ﬂ v}
o (frwa) [ i ()]

14




therefore

[l tutape <o ([ |u|b-1|w|)ﬁ /| el | o5 ) |

. . 9 . . . 1 1
Applying the Hélder’s inequality using - and = we have

., 11—« a+p
[ et SD( ||x2||w) ( / |u|b-1|w|) | (35)
Q Qo Q

l1—o
In a similar way than the equalities (26), analyzing the behavior of the integral ( || 22| 171)
Qo

R
||| o :QWZ/ tiatl
Qo 0

1 R%-ﬁ-?.
=

= 2&)2

we see that this integral is finite if and only if == < 2, or equivalently
20+ <2+, (36)

then (35) is reduced to

a+
[l futo e SB( / |u|b—1|w|) | (37)

Using the Hélder’s inequality in (37), we have

a+3
[ 1lfutaye SB( / |u|b-1|w|)
Q Q
SB(/ |u|2(b_1)) (/ |vu\2)
Q Q

If2(b-1) < %, then, since N = m + 2, we have

p< 2m+l) (38)

o m
From the Sobolev’s embedding theorem, we have that if 2(b — 1) < 2%, then

21 3
(/ ‘u‘2(b—1)) b S o (/ ‘VU|2)
Q Q

1

®-D
()™ < fow
Q Q

15




/|u|2b D < b 1(/ |Vu|2) . (39)

From the inequalities (37), (39) we have

ﬂ atB

(b—1)2£~2 =
[ lmliluta e < pov ( / |Vu|2) ( / |Vu|2)
Q Q Q

b(a+/3‘)

()

If the conditions (33), (36) and (38) are satisfied then we have (40). These conditions are
equivalent to require that 0 < a < 1,0 < 8 < 1 and b > 1 satisfy the following

(40)

am—k—1)+pB(m—Fk) <m—k

20+ B < 2+1 (41)
b < 2(m+1)
or equivalently, that «, 3 satisfy
(m—Fk)(1+1) m—k—1

< l1—— 42

0<a< e ,0< < % (42)
(m—Fk)(1+1)

< 1 2 — 2a. 4
e R <a<l,0<f<241—- 2« (43)
Since the inequality (43) is satisfied, % < 1, therefore | < ——. What remains for us

is to choose the appropriate conditions such that o and 5 check (41) Then we define

1
I* =min{l, ——
win {11

2k(N — k) 2(m+1)
m(m—k)(m—k+1) m(m—Fk+1)

*

¢:_

and for n > 0, we make
(m—Fk)(1+1*) —

m—Fk+1 ’
2—(m—Fk—-1)*
b= m—k+1
b:2(m+1)
m
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then «,  and b satisfy (41). In addition,

b+ B) = 2(m+1) _(m—k:)(1+l*)m—_nl—:fl—(m—k—l)l*}
C2mA41) [m—k+1 421
om i m—Fk+1 }
_2(m+1) _m—k+2+ [* B n }
m m—k+1 m—-k+1 m—-Fk+1
(m—+1) [ 2(N—k) N 20 B 2n }
m m—k+1 m—-k+1 m-Fk+1

2(N—k) 2N —k) N 2(N —k)(m+1)
N—-k-2 N-k-2 m(m —k+1)
2(m+1) o 2(m +1)n

m(m —k+1) m(m —k+1)

_ 2(N—k) 2k(N — k)

T N—k—-2 mm—k)(m—k+1)
2m+1) 2(m+1)n
mm—k+1)  m(m—k+1)

: 2(m+1)n

:2k+w_m(m—k+1)'

If n — 0 then b(a + B) — 25 + 9, that is, b(a+ 5) € (1,2; + ), making b(a + 3) = ¢ we
can see that the embedding H| ,(Q) C L} (Q) is continuous. O
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