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On the critical Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities
involving super-logarithms

Hiroshi Ando, Toshio Horiuchi, Eiichi Nakai

Abstract

We establish the Caftarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities involving super-logarithms (infinitely
iterated logarithms). As a result the critical Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities will be im-
proved, and in certain cases the best constants will be discovered.

1 Introduction

The main purpose of the present paper is to improve the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities in
the critical case studied in [14], which are abbreviated as the critical CKN-type inequalities.

We briefly review the classical CKN-type inequalities. The CKN-type inequalities were introduced
by [6] as multiplicative interpolation inequalities, but here we refer to the simple weighted Sobolev
inequalities. There is a great deal of research in that case alone. In [14] we also investigated the CKN-
type inequalities systematically. Assume thatn > 1, 1 < p<g<eoand0<1/p—1/g<1/n.

(1) In the non-critical case that y # 0, the CKN-type inequalities have the following form:

p/q
/ |Vaul) [P e P e > S”””(/ Iu(X)I”IXIy"”dX) yue CCRUIN{0}). (1.
JR Jre
Here SP4Y = SP4Y(R") is the best constant and given by the following variational problem:
SPEY = inf{ EP"Y[u] : u € CZ(R"\{0})\ {0} }, (1.2)

where
e [Vu() PP dx

(fRn () 9] | v dx) vl

We also define the radial best constant S74*" = SP%7(R") as follows.

EPE[] for u € C2(R™\ {0})\ {0}. (13)

SPEY — inf{ EP4[u] : u € CZ(R"\ {0OP)\ {0}, u is radial }. (1.4)

rad

(2) In the critical case that y = 0, the CKN-type inequalities have the following form: For n > 0, let By
be the ball {x € R": |x| < n}.

Vu(x)|P|x|P " dx > CPaR )l ) (B, \{0V), (15
[Ptz ot ([ P ) we B\ 0D, )
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where p’ = p/(p—1), R is a positive number satisfying R > 1 and the best constant CP4X = CP4R(B,,)
is given by the variational problrm:

CPOR = inf{ FP4R[u] 1 u € CT(By\{0})\{0}}, (1.6)
where
Jo, IVu(x)|P|x|P~" dx

(s, ) e Crog R 1)~/ )™

We also define the radial best constant

Flhq;R [u] _

foru e C=(By,\{OP\{0}.  (1.7)

CPIR — inf{ FPaR[y] .y € Co(By\{O)\{0}, u is radial }. (1.8)

rad

Here we remark that the best constants C”¢°R and Cr’;’dq;R are independent of 11 > 0. To see this it suffices
to employ a change of variables given by x = 1y. Roughly speaking if p > n, the imbedding inequalities
follow from a generalized rearrangement argument. On the other hand if 1 < p < n, then these are
established by using the so-called nonlinear potential theory.

Recently M. Sano and F. Takahashi established in [[16] the CKN-type inequality with logarithmic
weights in two dimensions using the nonlinear potential theory. In [10, [11} [13] we also revisited the
CKN inequality and extended them to the case with non-doubling weights. Interestingly, the framework
in [[L1] not only unifies non-critical and critical cases, but also makes it possible to study the critical
case in greater depth. For more information on the CKN-type inequalities and relating inequalities see
[16, 17,18, 9]]. On the other hand, the super-logarithms have been introduced and developed by [L, (7, [2}3]].
Intuitively, the super-logarithms are defined as concave functions that grow more slowly than all poly-
logarithms and they are realized as arbitrarily and infinitely iterated logarithm functions. They have
been applied to the refinement of the Hardy inequalities by finding infinitely many missing terms in
[2, 3] and the analysis of weighted L”-boundedness of convolution type integral operators in [7].

In this paper we will improve the critical CKN-type inequalities represented by (L3) by using not
only poly-logarithms but also super-logarithms as weights instead of |x|P~" on the left side, and in certain
cases the best constants of them will be determined. To do this we use recent results on the CKN-type
inequalities from [11] instead of the nonlinear potential theory, and a generalized rearrangement of
function from [[14].

This paper is organized in the following way: §2 provide the basic and essential knowledge of this
paper. In the first §2.1, super-logarithms are reviewed from [1]]. Next, §2.2 reviews CKN-type inequali-
ties in the new framework from [[L1]. Finally, in §2.3 we recall a generalized rearrangement of function
from [14]. After these preparations, as preliminary results, §3 gives critical CKN-type inequalities in-
volving poly-logarithms as weights. Then, in §4, we state the critical CKN-type inequalities involving
super-logarithms and also give proofs of them. Moreover, §5 gives further results.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 A review on super-logarithms (infinitely iterated logarithms)

We recall poly-logarithm and poly-exponential functions as follows.

{ log’r = r, log" r = log(log" ' r), neN, @1

exp’(r) = r, exp”(r) = exp(exp”~'(r)), n€N.

First we define two sets of functions, following [[1].



Definition 2.1. Let .Z be the set of all continuous, increasing and bijective functions f from (0,) to
(—o0,00) satisfying
lim f(r) =—oo, f(1)=0, lim f(r)=-co.

r—+0 r—o0

For example, the logarithmic function logr is in .Z.

Definition 2.2. For a > 1, let .%, be the set of all continuous, increasing and bijective functions from
[a,00) to itself.

If f € .%,, then f(a) = a and lim f(u) = . For a function f € .%,, let fO(u) = u and f*(u) =
Uu—roo

F(A1(u)), k € N. Then f* is also in .%,.
We define a function F € .%, as

F(u) =F,(u) =a—loga+logu (u>a). (2.2)
Then the relation 1
(F*w) = = W F R 2.3)
holds. That is,
FMu) =a+ / " — dr . (2.4)
o FF=1(1)---F1(t)FO(r)
Definition 2.3. Fora > 1, let
F(u)zFa(u):aﬁFk(u) :uﬁFk(u) (u>a). (2.5)
=0 ¢ =1 4
Definition 2.4 (Super-Logarithm). For a > 1, let
ar 1
L(r) = La(r) = / gl =0, 2.6)
and let ar 1
L(r):—L(l/r):—/a Fgd 0<r<n, @.7)
where F is as in 2.3).
Then we have the following.
Theorem 2.1 ([1]], Theorem 2.1). Leta > 1.
(i) The function F is in Z,, infinitely differentiable and has the following expression.:
- L 1
F(u) =exp(V(x)), V(u)=loga+ | (gm> dt. (2.8)

d\“F
Further, (d_> 7 is bounded for each k € {0} UN.
u

(ii) The function L is in £, differentiable on (0,0), infinitely differentiable except at 1, and, concave
on [1,00), Moreover, if a > 2, then L is concave on (0,00).

(iii) For eachn € N,
L(r) - L(r)
=1 =0. 2.9
roo log"(1/r) rom log"r 29)




(iv) Forr > exp(a),
L(r) < L(exp(r)) < (L +a)L(r).

Remark 2.1. We note that the following relations

F* F* L F¥la+L

lim (Zr> =1, lim— @) 4 im ““; ") _0. fim M =1 (2.10)
r—e Jog*r r—seo HFJ(ar) r—e Fk(ar) r—e log*(a+ L(r))

=1 4

and |
a
L(r) = = = i >1),
(r F(ar) F/(ar) (r>1)

=1 4 (2.11)

hold for any k € N and a > 1.

2.2 A review on the general CKN-type inequalities with non-doubling weights

R, = (0,%). By C%!(R,) we denote the space of all Lipschitz continuous functions on R ;. First we
define a class of weight functions W (R ) which is a slight modification of the one adopted in [11] to
suit our purpose.

Definition 2.5. Let us set
W(Ry)={we ™R ):w>0, limow(t) = a for some a € [0,]}. (2.12)
t—+
In the next we define two subclasses of this large class.
Definition 2.6. Let us set

PRy)={weW(Ry):w ' ¢L'((0,n)) for some n > 0}. (2.13)
OR;)={weWR,):wleL((0,n)) forany n >0}. (2.14)

Example 2.1. t(log(1+1/1))* € P(Ry) if o« < 1 andt(log(1+1/1))* € QRy) if o > 1.

Remark 2.2. From Definitions 2.3 and it follows that W(Ry) = P(R:)UQ(R4) and P(Ry)N
ORy) =0.

We define functions f, (r) and Gy (r) on (0,n] in order to introduce variants of the Hardy potentials.

Definition 2.7. For u > 0,1 > 0 and r € (0,n] we set the followings:
(i) Whenw € P(R;),

no1
fn(t;w,u):,u—i—/t Ws)ds' (2.15)
(i) Whenw € Q(R),
|
fn(t,W):/o w0 ds. (2.16)



(iiii) Forw € W(R,) .
Gn(l,W,ﬂ):[.L+/I mdé‘ 2.17)

(iv) fn(t;w,p) and fy (1;w) are abbreviated as fy (1). Gy (13w, 1) is abbreviated as G (7).

Now we introduce the non-degenerate condition (NDC) as follows. This is an explicit rewrite of
the condition which was first introduced in [[11]] as Definition 3.3 :
Definition 2.8 ( the non-degenerate condition). Let 7 > 0 and w € W(R). A weight function w is said
to satisfy the non-degenerate condition if

Co:= inf —= fu(¢) > 0. (2.18)

In [[11]] we have established the n-dimensional CKN-type inequalities for p > 1. We cite the follow-

ing result as the basic knowledge of this paper. Let By, be the ball {x € R": |x| < n}.

Theorem 2.2 ([11]], Theorem 3.1). Letn €N, 1 < p<g<oo,u>0,1>0and0<1/p—1/g<1/n.
Assume that w € W(R,.). Moreover assume that if n > 1 and p < g, w satisfies the non-degenerate
condition (2_18). Then, we have the followings:

(i) There exists a positive number C, = C,(p,q, M, L, w) such that for any u € C(By \ {0}) we have

qly|1—n p/q
/ Va() ()P ) dx > (/ o) "lx] "dx > (2.19)
By By w(|x]) f (|x])+a/p
where p' = p/(p—1) and fy (t) is given by Definition[2.7
(i) If C, is the best constant, then C, satisfies the followings:
(@) Ifn =1, then C, = SP1/? (R) = 2r/a=1gP41/7' (R)
(b) Ifn> 1, then C, > min(C}, 1)SP#/7 (R") (p < q); Co = (1/p')? (p=q).
() Ifn>1,Co>1land1/p' <v,,, then
G, = sPot/r (RY) = ShEP (RY), (2.20)
where Cy is given by (2.18) and v, 4 is given by
n—1
= 2.21
Yr.q [y ( )
Here SP4V/P' (R") and Sfa’g;l/p/(R”) are independent of 1. They are called the best constants of

the classical CKN-type inequalities and defined in Introduction.

Remark 2.3. (i) Theorem[Z2lwas established in [11)] as Theorem 3.1 with C'-weight functions. It
is an easy task to check that it remains valid for weight functions in W (R..) (C co! (Ry)) defined
in Definition[2.3]

(i1) If we consider the inequality (2.19) in the radially symmetric space
CZ(Bp\{0})raa = {u € CZ(By\{0}) : u is radial} (2.22)

in place of C?(By \ {0} ), then the assertion (i) in Theorem (2.2 holds without the non-degenerate
condition (2.18). By Cyraa we denote the best constant of the inequality (2.19) in CZ (By\{0})raq.

Then the best constant C, r,q always satisfies C,, rad = Sg’g;l/p,(R”) if n > 2. In fact, by employing

a polar coordinate system, the proof is done in a quite similar way as in [|11]].



The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for 1/p" < 7, , in Theorem[2.2](ii) (c).
Lemma 2.3. Assume thatn>1,0<1/p—1/qg<1/nand1 < p < (n+1)/2. Then, it holds that

1/0' <Yy (2.23)
Proof: Letl/p—1/g=s(0<s<1/n). Thenq = p/(1 —sp). By 2.2]) it suffices to show that
(n= 1)1 —sp)
1—1/p< 27 P)
Ty

If n > 2, then we have

e nos i <n+1/(n—2)_1>.

(n—2)s+1 ) s+1/(n—2)

The right-hand side takes its minimum (rn + 1)/2 at s = 1/n, hence the assertion follows. If n = 2, then
the assertion is also clear. |

2.3 A generalized rearrangement of functions

We recall a rearrangement of functions with respect to general weight functions instead of Lebesgue
measure, which was used in [[14] to establish the validities of $74" =SP4 and CP4F = Cr’;’(;”R under
additional conditions.

Definition 2.9. (i) Forg € LIIOC(R” )and g >0 a.e. on R", let us set for a (Lebesgue) measurable set
A

1, (A) = /A du, = /A g(x)dx. (2.24)

Then p, is said to be the measure determined by g.

(ii) g is said to be admissible, if and only if g € L{.,.(R") NC(R"\{0});,0» £ >0 on R"\ {0} and g is
non-increasing with respect to » = |x|. Here C(R"\{0}),,, = {u € C(R"\{0}) : u is radial}.

(iil) For an admissible g and a Borel set A C R” satisfying 0 < 11 (A) < +oo, let us define r4[A] > 0 by
Mg(A) = Hg(B,,[a)). Here the ball B, 1y = {x € R" : x| < rg[A]} is said to be the rearrangement
set of A by g.

(iv) For an admissible g and u : R" — R, we set

olu) (1) = py({Ju] > 1}) = /{‘M‘N}g(x)dx for 1 >0, (2.25)
Rl () = A Ju)(x]) = sup{r = 0 : p[u)(r) > ,(B,)} for x € R™\ {0}, (2.26)

Then i, [u] and Z,[u] are said to be the distribution function of u and the rearrangement function
of u with respect to g, respectively.

Direct from this definition we see the next proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let | < p < o and assume that g is admissible. Then, for u:R" — R, we have the
followings:

(i) e lul(t) = [ B[l (1) fort > 0.
(i) %, [lul")(x) = ZJu](x)? forx € R"\{0}.

(iii) If u is radially symmetric and non-increasing with respect to r = |x|, then
Rylu](x) = u(x) for a.e. x e R"\{0}.



Further we have

Proposition 2.5. Let | < p < o and assume that g is admissible. Then, for u,v:R" — R, we have the
followings:

@ [ Cs)dx= [ u)x)7s(dx

(i) / lu(x)v(x)|g(x dx</ Ty u] (x) Zy[V](x) 8 (x)dx.

Byuc Cg 1 (R") we denote the space of all Lipschitz continuous functions on R" having compact
supports. If u € CO'! (R"), then u is differentiable for a.e. x € R” and |Vu| € L*(R"). For an admissible

g, we see that Z,[u] for u € C>'(R") is radially symmetric and non-increasing, and hence Ky lu] is
differentiable for a.e. x € R". Moreover we have the following. For the proof see [[14], Proposition 4.5.

Proposition 2.6. Let 1 < p < oo and assume that g is admissible. Then, for u € C?’l (R") we have

o VI dx>/ V%, ull ()17

1
————dx
8x ) g(x)r-!
From Proposition[2.3]and Proposition 2.6 we have the following:

Proposition 2.7. Ler 1 < p < o and assume that g is admissible. Moreover assume that v : R" — R
and v is radially symmetric and non-increasing. Then, for u € Cg’l (R") we have

1 1
nW”@)Vde RnW[«%[“H(XNPWdX

p—1
o bermutonas) " (f uemeas)
R

Proof: Since v is non-increasing, we have from Proposition (iii) Z,[v](x) = v(x) forae. x €
R"\ {0}. Hence, by Proposition[2.31(ii), we have

u(x)[Tv(x) g (x)dx < /R el 10 Z(x)gx)dx = | T lul(x)Tv(x)g(x)dx.

Rn

Therefore the assertion holds together with Proposition 2.6l |

3 Preliminary results

We begin to improve the critical CKN-type inequality (L5 by using poly-logarithm functions defined
in (2.I). Specifically we adopt the poly-logarithmic weight functions of the form

p—1
|x|P—" ((log (Rn/|x|) ) Hlog Rn/lﬂ)) (@ €R, keN) G.D

instead of |x|”~" on the left side of (L3). Here we adopt the notation H?:l log/(Rn/|x|) =
Then we have the following:

Theorem3.1. Letn €N, 1 <p<g<oo, N >0and0<1/p—1/q<1/n. Then, we have the followings:



() Ifa # 1, k € N and R > exp*~' (1), then there exists a positive number C, such that we have for
any € C=(By \ {0})

o k=1 p-1
/ |Vu<x>|P|x|P"<(logk<Rn/|x|>) Hlogj(Rn/|x|>> dx
n j=1

rla
3.2)

|uu(x)|? dx
+(1-a)q/p' k=1

I_[llog'f(Rn/IXI)
=

> Cylo— 1|P~ 1P/

" Jap (1og(Rn /1))

(i) Ifa =1, k€ NU{0} and R > exp®(1), then there exists a positive number C, such that we have
for any u € CZ(By \ {0})

k ' p=1
| 1vutorr (Hlogf<Rn/|x|>> dx
By j=1
r/q
(3.3)
)1

JB I+q/p' K ,
" (log (R0 /1)) " [Tlog! (Rn/Ix)
j=1

>C,

(iii) Assume that C, is the best constant. Then, C, satisfies the same assertions in Theorem[2.2](ii).

@iv) If 1 <n < p, a <1 and R is sufficiently large, then C, = Cy raq = Sp7q;1/p/(R”).

rad

Remark 3.1. (i) The inequality (3.3) coincides with (I.3) in the case k = 0.

(ii) If a < 1, then the weight functions in the inequalities (3.2) and (3.3) are locally integrable in By,.
Hence in this case one can adopt C:(By) as a space of test functions in place of CZ'(By \ {0}).

(iii) If1 < p < (n+1)/2, then it follows from Theorem[31l(iii), Lemma2.3and Remark[2.3\(ii) that
we have (2.20) for a sufficiently large R, that is, C, = Cpyrad = S”’q;l/"/(R”) = Sfa’dq;l/p (R").
Theorem [3.1] follows from Theorem 2.2l with w(t) = wy ¢ (¢) (= wi.«(£;17)) below.
Definition 3.1. Let @ € R, >0, R > exp*~!(1) and k € N.
(i) We define wy o (t; 1) such that wy o (£;1) € COH (R}, w o (1;1) > 0 and

k=1
t (Hlog’(Rn/t)) (logk(Rn/t))a, 0<tr<mn,
=1
wea(tm) =4 (3.4)

k=1
n <Hloij> (logkR)a, t>n.
j=1

0 0
Here if k = 1 we adopt the notation Hlog-’ (Rn/t) =1, Hlog’R =1.
j=1 j=1

(ii) Wk,a(f§ 1) is abbreviated as Wk,a(t)'



Then we see that wy (f) € P(Ry) if a < 1, and wy o (1) € Q(Ry) if o > 1.
For w(t) = wy o (t) we have the followings:
(i) When & < 1, R > exp“(1) and u = (logt'R) % /(1 — @),

1
w(s)

g 11—
faly =+ [ —=ds = (logkRn/n) (3.5)

(ii) When a = 1, u = log"*' R and R > exp**!(1),
10 =u+/n s = 10g (R 1) (3.6)
" : w(s) ' '

(iii) When o > 1 and R > exp*(1),

fale) = [ s ds= 1 (logh(Rn /) )
= S = (0] . .
K Jo w(s) a—1\ o8
Then we have
Lﬁlo (R /1), a<]l
1_ aj:l g n Y 3
W(l‘) k+1 )
—2 fa(t) = { [ log’ (Rn /1), a=1, 0<t<n,. (3.8)
t i
! ﬁlo (R /1), a>1
a _ 1 j:l g n Y 3
Moreover we see that
1A
— TTlog’R, a<1,
LTl
) W(l‘) k+1 .
f —Z2f(()> log’ R, a=1, 3.9
odnf = —fn(t) > jl;Ilog 3.9)
L
——[Jlog’R, a>1.
o—175
t
In particular if R > exp*(1), then we have Cy := o in<f an () > 0 so that w(r) = wy () satisfies
<t<n

the non-degenerate condition (Z.I8). Since Cy — o as R — oo, Cy > 1 holds for a sufficiently large
R > exph(1).
Proof of Theorem[3.1k The assertions (i), (ii) and (iii) follow from Theorem 2.2l Hence, it suffices to

show the assertion (iv). From Remark 3.1] (i), we adopt C*(By) as the space of test functions. We use
Proposition 2.7 with appropriate g and v. To this end we define g(x) = g(|x|) by

g P =wea()P T (r=x, 1 <7), (3.10)
that is

t(n=p)/(p—1)
g(t) = (1<n<p, a<1).

k—1
(Hllog" (Rn/t)> (log! (Rn /1))“
J=




We need to check that g(¢) is decreasing for a sufficiently large R. By a direct calculation we have

t(n=p)/(p—1)—1 _ k=1 1
gt =—— Z_I;Jr‘ - +—
(Hlog" (Rn/t)> (togt(Rn /1))* g (Rn/r)  [Tog! (Rn /1)
= = =1
a = G.11)
tn=p)/(p—1)—1 n—p k—1 1 o
+Y — +

k—1
<Hlog-’ (Rn/t)> (log*(Rn /1))*
j=1

Since n < p, we have g'(r) < 0 provided that R is sufficiently large. We define v(x) = v(|x|) for 7 = ||
by

t*P’("*l) (Ing(Rn/l))7(17a)(1+Q/p,) ((X < 1)’
v(t) = ) (3.12)
tfp/(nfl) (10gk+1(R1’]/l‘))7(1+q/P) ((X _ 1)
Then we see that

_ -1 ,
" <kI_[110gj(Rn/f)> (10gk(Rn/t))ili(lia)q/p (a<1),

j=1

v(1)g(t) = O (3.13)
k 4 e ~1-q/p'
" [Trog/(Rn/r) | (10! (Rn /1) (@=1).
j=1
In order to apply Proposition 2.7l we need to check if v/(¢) < 0. By a direct calculation we have
—p'(n— 1) P =11 (1ogk(Rn /1))~ (1-@)(1+a/p)-1
k (-a)(1+q/p") 1
- (log (Rn/0) =) I logf<Rn/z>) (@<
V(1) = (3.14)
—p'(n— 1) 7071 (logh ! (R /1)) !
k+1 _ l+q/p 1 _
g (log (Rn/0) = o, logfuen/r)) =t
First we assume that & # 1. Then we show
1— 1 ! 1
fogh(kn 1) > L= AE) 0<t<n).
[T1og’(Rn /1)
=1

Since log/ (R /t) (j = 1,2,--- k) is decreasing, it suffices to check
(1-o)(d+q/p) 1
pn—1 k=17
( ) Hlog’R
j=1

and this is valid for a sufficiently large R. Secondly we assume that & = 1. Then, in a similar way we
see that

logkR >

k+lp s 1+q/p 1
T p(n—1) K

log

[Tlog’R

=1

10



holds for a sufficiently large R, hence the assertion follows.

End of the proof: By Proposition2.7] with (3.10) and (3.12), we can assume that u is radial. Then we
see that test function u for Theorem 3.1l can be assumed to be radial. The assertion (iv) therefore comes
from Remark 2.3] (ii). O

4 Main results

We improve Theorem[3.1]by using the super-logarithm defined in §2.1 as follows. Specifically we adopt
the super-logarithmic weight functions of the form

p—1

(B @) T ) e

p—1
|x|P—" ((log (Rn/|x) ) Hlog’ Rn/|x|)> (¢ €R, keN)

on the left side of (3.2). Then we have the following:

instead of

Theorem 4.1. Let a > 1,k e NU{0}, o € Rand 1 > 0. Assume thatn € N, 1 < p < g < o and
0<1/p—1/q<1/n. Then, we have the followings:
(i) When o # 1, there exists a positive number C, such that we have for any u € CZ(By \ {0})

p—1

L (D) (2 (o)) TP (2(2) ) )

> Cylo— 1P~ 1HP/ax
p/a 4.2)

/ . Ju(x) 7 dx :
e () e T o 2) o)

k=1
where if k = 0 we adopt the notation HFj(u) =1.
=0
Here F(u) = F,(u) = a —loga+logu (u > a), F*(u) = F(F*"(u)) for u > a > 1 and L is the
super-logarithm defined by Definition[2.4)
(ii) When o = 1, there exists a positive number C, such that we have for any u € C7°(By \ {0})
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s ((172) fy () 9)

r/q
“4.3)

q
calf ) ds
JBy

r Hﬂ (F"“(L(%)+“))l+q/p/f1Fj(L(||) +a)

(iii) Assume that C, is the best constant. Then, C, satisfies the same assertions in Theorem (ii).
Furtherifa > 1 and a > | — 1|/ * 1), then we have Cy > 1.

(iv)If 1 <n<p, a<1andais sufficiently large, then C, = Cy a4 = sPa: 4 (R").

rad

Remark 4.1. (i) The inequalities (4.2) and [.3) improve (I3, (3.2) and (3.3). In particular if k=0
in [.3), then the weight in the left-hand side is simply

= Fl(an/|x -
- (HF (an) |>>

Roughly speaking this can be thought of as a formal limit of
k p-1
x| (Hlog’(Rn/IXI)>
I=1
as k — oo,

(ii) If a < 1, then the weight functions in the inequalities (.2) and ({.3) are locally integrable in By,.
Hence one can adopt C?(By) as a space of test functions in place of C;°(By \ {0}).

(iii) If1 < p <(n+1)/2, then it follows from Theoremd.1\(iii), Lemmal2.3land Remark2.3\(ii) that we
have Z20) for a > 1 and a > |a— 1|60, that is, G, = Cpraq = SPE1/P (R?) = PP (R1).

Theorem@.Twill be shown by using Theorem2.2 with w(r) = wy' (1) (=}, (1:1)) below.
Definition 4.1. (i) We define w)l,, (1;1) € C*'(Ry) for k € NU{0} such that
Wil,a(t;n) =
Fl (an/t)
! <H /) ) <HFJ (n/1) +a)> (FK(Lm/n+a)® (0<i<n), (44
=1

na*t* (t>m).

Here if k = 0 we adopt the notation HF’ (n/t)+a)=1.
j=0

(i) wy, ! (t;m) is abbreviated as W/ila(f)

Then we have the following:

12



Lemma 4.2. Let w(t) = wy’ ! (t) € W(RY) be given by (@3). Then,
(i) The corresponding fy(t) (0 <t < m) is given by
1- _
p+ [t ds = g (FEL(n/n+a) " (a<lp=lga®),

fo(t) = u+f,"ﬁds—F"“<L(n/t)+a) (a—l,u—a), 4.5)
S ks ds = 5L (FF (L(n/)+a) “ (o> 1).

w(t)

(i1) 11T0 Tfn (t) = oo. In particular if a > 1 and a > | — 1|/ * ), then w(t) satisfies the non-
r—
degenerate condition (218) with Cy > 1.

Proof of (i): Let w(t) = wy’ ! (t). First we assume that & < 1. Since it holds that by (Z.11)

ﬁ%(ﬂ(w”“))lia: Fa - L 46)
) () o
=1
we see that
n 1 n/t 1
/twdsz/l ”F’(au) P du (n/s=u)
u(lH1 . )(H)FJ(L(M)-l-a)) (Fk(L(u) +a))*
= i
/i —a
:/In ﬁ%(ﬂ@(””“»l du 4.7)
1 1- l—a
- ((Femm+a) - (Fen+a) )
—o —a al—¢
g (Faeamsa) en (u= g (Feora) =),

Secondly we assume that & > 1. By Theorem 2.] (ii) we have limOFk (L(n/t)+a)=occ. Thenin a
t—+

similar way we have

U | B 1 " -«
Thirdly we assume that & = 1. Noting that
P L)+ ) = FOFL() +a)) and SRR (L(n /1) +a) = 1

' (ﬁFli“”> 11F L) +a)
=1 =0

./,nﬁds:FkH“(”/”*“)‘“ (w(s) =i (5), = F I (L) +a)=a). (49

we have

Therefore we see that if o < 1, wi! /(1) € P(R}) and if & > 1, wi! () € Q(R}). By Definition 2.7 we
immediately have (@.3) from (&.7), and (4.9). ' O
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Proof of (ii). Let w(t) = wy’ ! (t) € W(Ry). From we have
'
ﬁ(HF (an/1) )HF/ (n/t)+a) (a<1),

< pl(g koo
an(t)= <HM> (HF’(L(n/tHa))F"“(L(n/t)+a) (@=1), (410
=1

a =0

la k
ﬁ(HF n/1) )H L(n/t)+a) (o> 1).

Because []7 F (“"/t > 1, liTOFk(L(n/t) +a) = and F¥(L(n/t)+a) > a for k € NU{0} and
t—
w(t)

0<t<mn,wehave lim —— f;(¢) = o and the estimate
t—+0 t

k+1
w(?) T (@#1),
—2 fp(t) > { -] 4.11)
t f”()—{am (a=1).
Therefore, the assertion (ii) is satisfied, if > 1 and a > | — 1|!//(*+1), O

Proof of Theorem It suffices to show the assertion (iv). From Remark [4.1] (ii), we adopt C;°(By))
as the space of test functions. As before we apply Proposition 2.7 with appropriate g and v. Then we see
that test function u € C;°(By,) for Theorem[.T] can be assumed to be radial. The assertion (iv) therefore
comes from Remark 2.3](ii).

To this end we define g(x) = g(|x|) by

g P =wl, ()t (r=1x], 1 < ). (4.12)

Then

t(n=p)/(p=1)

gt) = ) (= (@<1)
(H an ) (HFJ (/1) +a>> (FH(L(n/1)+a)°
=1
We also define v (x) = v (|x|) for k € NU{0} and 7 = |x| by
B P (n=1) (Fk (L(n/t)+a))*(1*0‘)(1+q/17/) (a<1),
Vk(t) o {tp/(nl) (Fk+1 (L(n/t)_i_a))*(l‘”]/l’,) ((X — 1) (413)

Then we show the following:
Lemma 4.3. Let k € NU{0}.
(1) If a is sufficiently large, then g(t) (0 <t <) is decreasing.

(i) If a is sufficiently large, then vi(t) (0 <t <) is decreasing.

14



Proof of (i): We note the following relations: For any k € Nand a > 1,

d a 1
L’(r)—E(a—i—L(r)): Flad — = Filar (r>1),
@[ e
i
%F"(a%—L(r))*kA _L(’) (r>1),
[1F/(a+L(r)
=0
d - - = 1
P () = F(u) (kzo ,FOFJ(M)> (u>a),
d (& F/(ar = F/(ar hnd 1
) () E s s o
J= J= r Har
[]7 ()
By @.14) we have
¢ =60, ©0<i<n)
where
Gry=""ryy 1 +ki 1
T op—1 ko &~ (o plig
s k:1IIIF’(an/t) = <HF (an/t)>fjl (L(n/t)+a
= 1=1 i=0
1
N ETIET
<,Hl % )gmun/ma)
Then G(r) satisfies
1 n—p 2
G(r Z +Z /+1 |k+1<p_1+a_ +lol e

Since p > n, we see that g’(¢r) < 0 if a is sufficiently large.

Proof of (ii): First we assume that o = 1. Then

—1+g/p'~1

V() = =p/ (1= D P (Y (L ) +-a)

1

x | F“"Y(L(n/t)+a)— ;,Jr /v

=1

It suffices to show that if a is large, then

n—1 L(g
( )<HF B )HF’ (n/1)+a)

P (L(n /) +a) > LU !

ret <HFI en/t) )HFJ (n/1)+a)
=1
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Since F/ (L(n/t)+a) (j € NU{0}) and [];2, Fl(“anm are decreasing, we have

FMYL(m/t)+a)> F (L) +a) =

and
1 1 1
ad k j a)  aktl’
<HF1(TM>fIF-f<L<n/r>+a> oL+
=1 Jj=0
Hence, if

a2 > (1+q/p)/(p'(n—1))

is satisfied, then v} () < 0 (0 < r<n). Therefore we have the desired result.
We proceed to the case that & # 1. Then we have

—(1-a)(1+g/p")—1

V() = =p/(n= D 70 (FEL(n /1) + a)

(1-a)(1+4/p) 1 (4.19)

x | F*(L(n/t)+a)— T
p'(n—1) <HF’ (an/t) )HFJ (n/t)+a)

=1

)

where we use the notation HJT:IO FJ(L(n/t)+a) = 1. In a similar way, if

dM > (1-a)(1+q/p))/(p'(n—1))
holds, then we see that v} (1) < 0 (0 < < 1), and the assertion is proved. O
End of the proof of Theorem[d.1](iv): We have

vi(1)g(t) =

1 -1 (-« /
f"((H /) ) <H L(n/1) +a)>> (Femm+a) " @<,

-1
f”((HFI e/t ) (fIF’ (n/1) +a)>> (F L/ +a) T (@=1).

Then, the best constant C,, is given by

V p sl p—1|,.1— nd Vu P d
[P wa()? [Vl s

inf .
u€C°°B N{0} lon la u€C°°B N{0} rla
MO ' ( |, Jtois <x>dx)
By Wi ([X]) f (Jx]) 19/

As functions g(¢) and v(¢) in Proposition2.7] we adopt g(r) defined by and v (¢) defined by
respectively. Noting that C;°(By, ) can be replaced by c! (Bp) using a density argument, it follows from
Proposition[2.7] that u can be assumed radial. Then we can adopt C*(By; )rad as a space of test functions
in Theorem[.1]l The assertion (iv) therefore comes from Remark 2.3 (ii). O
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5 Further results

If p = q holds, then the inequalities (4.2)) and (4.3) become the Hardy-type. In this case we can further
improve them by adding sharp remainders. To this end we recall and modify the one-dimensional
Hardy’s inequalities in [[10]. The following is an easy corollary to Theorem 3.1 in [[10].

Proposition 5.1. Assume that 1 < p <oo, 1 >0, 4 >0 and w € W(R..). Then, there exist a positive
number C = C(w, p,n, L) such that for every u € C2((0,1)), we have

" - T Ju(@)|Pdt T |u(@)|"ar
u’t”wt”ldt21p"’/ 7+C/ L0 e S— (5.1)
Jy Wi tarz0/p |G e
where fy(t) and Gy (t) are defined by Definition[2.Zland the coefficient (1/p")? is sharp.
Then we immediately have the n-dimensional version:

Corollary 5.2. Assume thatn € N, 1 <p <o, 1 >0, 4 >0 and w € W(R,). Then, there exist a
positive number C = C(w, p,n, L) such that for every u € CZ'(By \ {0}), we have

Do 11 [ )P~
A L e A X A A i (el

From Corollary 5.2 with w(r) = wi!, (t) we have the following. For the sake of simplicity, the results
are limited to case that & = 1. By Remark 4.1] (ii) we can adopt C;°(By) as the space of test functions.
(See also Remark [3.11i1)).

Proposition 5.3. Let k € NU{0} and 1 > 0. Let wi{l € W(Ry) be given by Definition Assume
thatn €N, 1 < p and a > 1. Then, there exists a positive number C = C(k,p,n,a) such that for any
u € C(By)

s _ n , u(x)|P|x|* " dx
L e B e Ty o

53
L o]~ e
By iy (x]) (A1 (L(n/|x]) +@))” (a—loga+log (F¥ (L(n/|]) +a)))?
Here, wi! | () is defined by (@4) and the coefficient (1/p')? is sharp.
Proof: By virtue of (2.13) and (2.17) in Definition[2.7] we can calculate Gy (¢) to obtain
no1
Gy (t) = pu—logu +log <u +/ ds> . 5.4
row(s)
By (4.9) we have
G (w1, 1) = b —log +log (F"“ (L(n/1) +a)) : (5.5
where u = F¥*1 (L (1) +a) = a. Therefore we have (5.3). O
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