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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 Caffarelli-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 that n ≥ 1, 1 < p ≤ q < ∞ and 0 ≤ 1/p− 1/q≤ 1/n.

(1) In the non-critical case that γ 6= 0, the CKN-type inequalities have the following form:

∫

Rn
|∇u(x)|p|x|p(1+γ)−n dx ≥ Sp,q;γ

(

∫

Rn
|u(x)|q|x|γq−n dx

)p/q

, u ∈C∞
c (R

n \ {0}). (1.1)

Here Sp,q;γ = Sp,q;γ(Rn) is the best constant and given by the following variational problem:

Sp,q;γ = inf{E p,q;γ [u] : u ∈C∞
c (R

n\{0})\{0}}, (1.2)

where

E p,q;γ [u] =

∫

Rn |∇u(x)|p|x|p(1+γ)−n dx
(

∫

Rn |u(x)|q|x|γq−n dx

)p/q
for u ∈C∞

c (R
n\{0})\ {0}. (1.3)

We also define the radial best constant S
p,q;γ
rad = S

p,q;γ
rad (Rn) as follows.

S
p,q;γ
rad = inf{E p,q;γ[u] : u ∈C∞

c (R
n\{0})\{0}, u is radial}. (1.4)

(2) In the critical case that γ = 0, the CKN-type inequalities have the following form: For η > 0, let Bη

be the ball {x ∈ Rn : |x|< η}.

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|p|x|p−ndx ≥Cp,q;R
(

∫

Bη

|u(x)|q

|x|n (log(Rη/|x|))1+q/p′
dx
)p/q

, u ∈C∞
c (Bη \ {0}), (1.5)
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where p′ = p/(p−1), R is a positive number satisfying R > 1 and the best constant Cp,q;R =Cp,q;R(Bη)
is given by the variational problrm:

Cp,q;R = inf{F p,q;R[u] : u ∈C∞
c (Bη \{0})\{0}}, (1.6)

where

F p,q;R[u] =

∫

Bη
|∇u(x)|p|x|p−n dx

(

∫

Bη
|u(x)|q|x|−n (log(Rη/|x|))−1−q/p′

dx
)p/q

for u ∈C∞
c (Bη \{0})\ {0}. (1.7)

We also define the radial best constant

C
p,q;R
rad = inf{F p,q;R[u] : u ∈C∞

c (Bη\{0})\{0}, u is radial}. (1.8)

Here we remark that the best constants Cp,q;R and C
p,q;R
rad are independent of η > 0. To see this it suffices

to employ a change of variables given by x = ηy. Roughly speaking if p ≥ n, the imbedding inequalities

(1.5) 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 [11] 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

[6, 17, 8, 9]. On the other hand, the super-logarithms have been introduced and developed by [1, 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 Lp-boundedness of convolution type integral operators in [7].

In this paper we will improve the critical CKN-type inequalities represented by (1.5) by using not

only poly-logarithms but also super-logarithms as weights instead of |x|p−n 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 [11]. 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.

{

log0 r = r, logn r = log(logn−1 r), n ∈ N,

exp0(r) = r, expn(r) = exp(expn−1(r)), n ∈ N.
(2.1)

First we define two sets of functions, following [1].
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Definition 2.1. Let L be the set of all continuous, increasing and bijective functions f from (0,∞) to

(−∞,∞) satisfying

lim
r→+0

f (r) =−∞, f (1) = 0, lim
r→∞

f (r) = ∞.

For example, the logarithmic function logr is in L .

Definition 2.2. For a > 1, let Fa be the set of all continuous, increasing and bijective functions from

[a,∞) to itself.

If f ∈ Fa, then f (a) = a and lim
u→∞

f (u) = ∞. For a function f ∈ Fa, let f 0(u) = u and f k(u) =

f ( f k−1(u)), k ∈ N. Then f k is also in Fa.

We define a function F ∈ Fa as

F(u) = Fa(u) = a− loga+ logu (u ≥ a). (2.2)

Then the relation

(Fk(u))′ =
1

Fk−1(u) · · ·F1(u)F0(u)
(2.3)

holds. That is,

Fk(u) = a+

∫ u

a

dt

Fk−1(t) · · ·F1(t)F0(t)
. (2.4)

Definition 2.3. For a > 1, let

F̃(u) = F̃a(u) = a
∞

∏
k=0

Fk(u)

a
= u

∞

∏
k=1

Fk(u)

a
(u ≥ a). (2.5)

Definition 2.4 (Super-Logarithm). For a > 1, let

L(r) = La(r) =

∫ ar

a

1

F̃(t)
dt (r ≥ 1), (2.6)

and let

L(r) =−L(1/r) =−

∫ a/r

a

1

F̃(t)
dt (0 < r < 1), (2.7)

where F̃ is as in (2.5).

Then we have the following.

Theorem 2.1 ([1], Theorem 2.1). Let a > 1.

(i) The function F̃ is in Fa, infinitely differentiable and has the following expression:

F̃(u) = exp(V (u)), V (u) = loga+

∫ u

a

(

∞

∑
k=0

1

∏k
j=0 F j(t)

)

dt. (2.8)

Further,

(

d

du

)k
F̃ ′

F̃
is bounded for each k ∈ {0}∪N.

(ii) The function L is in L , differentiable on (0,∞), infinitely differentiable except at 1, and, concave

on [1,∞), Moreover, if a ≥ 2, then L is concave on (0,∞).

(iii) For each n ∈ N,

lim
r→+0

L(r)

logn(1/r)
= lim

r→∞

L(r)

logn r
= 0. (2.9)
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(iv) For r ≥ exp(a),
L(r) ≤ L(exp(r))≤ (1+ a)L(r).

Remark 2.1. We note that the following relations

lim
r→∞

Fk(ar)

logk r
= 1, lim

r→∞

Fk(ar)
∞

∏
j=1

F j(ar)

a

= 0, lim
r→∞

a+L(r)

Fk(ar)
= 0, lim

r→∞

Fk(a+L(r))

logk(a+L(r))
= 1 (2.10)

and






























L′(r) =
a

F̃(ar)
=

1

r
∞

∏
j=1

F j(ar)

a

(r > 1),

(F̃(u))′ = F̃(u)

(

∞

∑
k=0

1

∏k
j=0 F j(u)

)

(u > a).

(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 C0,1(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 (R+) = {w ∈C0,1(R+) : w > 0, lim
t→+0

w(t) = a for some a ∈ [0,∞]}. (2.12)

In the next we define two subclasses of this large class.

Definition 2.6. Let us set

P(R+) = {w ∈W (R+) : w−1 /∈ L1((0,η)) for some η > 0}. (2.13)

Q(R+) = {w ∈W (R+) : w−1 ∈ L1((0,η)) for any η > 0}. (2.14)

Example 2.1. t(log(1+ 1/t))α ∈ P(R+) if α ≤ 1 and t(log(1+ 1/t))α ∈ Q(R+) if α > 1.

Remark 2.2. From Definitions 2.5 and 2.6 it follows that W (R+) = P(R+)∪Q(R+) and P(R+)∩
Q(R+) = /0.

We define functions fη (t) and Gη(t) on (0,η ] in order to introduce variants of the Hardy potentials.

Definition 2.7. For µ > 0,η > 0 and t ∈ (0,η ] we set the followings:

(i) When w ∈ P(R+),

fη (t;w,µ) = µ +

∫ η

t

1

w(s)
ds. (2.15)

(ii) When w ∈ Q(R+),

fη (t;w) =

∫ t

0

1

w(s)
ds. (2.16)
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(iii) For w ∈W (R+)

Gη(t;w,µ) = µ +

∫ η

t

1

w(s) fη (s)
ds. (2.17)

(iv) fη (t;w,µ) and fη (t;w) are abbreviated as fη (t). Gη(t;w,µ) is abbreviated as Gη(t).

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 η > 0 and w ∈W (R+). A weight function w is said

to satisfy the non-degenerate condition if

C0 := inf
0<t≤η

w(t)

t
fη (t)> 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 Bη be the ball {x ∈ Rn : |x|< η}.

Theorem 2.2 ([11], Theorem 3.1). Let n ∈ N, 1 < p ≤ q < ∞, µ > 0, η > 0 and 0 ≤ 1/p− 1/q≤ 1/n.

Assume that w ∈ W (R+). Moreover assume that if n > 1 and p < q, w satisfies the non-degenerate

condition (2.18). Then, we have the followings:

(i) There exists a positive number Cn =Cn(p,q,η ,µ ,w) such that for any u ∈C∞
c (Bη \{0}) we have

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|pw(|x|)p−1|x|1−n dx ≥Cn

(

∫

Bη

|u(x)|q|x|1−n dx

w(|x|) fη (|x|)1+q/p′

)p/q

(2.19)

where p′ = p/(p− 1) and fη (t) is given by Definition 2.7.

(ii) If Cn is the best constant, then Cn satisfies the followings:

(a) If n = 1, then C1 = Sp,q;1/p′(R) = 2p/q−1S
p,q;1/p′

rad (R).

(b) If n > 1, then Cn ≥ min(Cp
0 ,1)S

p,q;1/p′(Rn) (p < q); Cn = (1/p′)p (p = q).

(c) If n > 1, C0 ≥ 1 and 1/p′ ≤ γp,q, then

Cn = Sp,q;1/p′(Rn) = S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn), (2.20)

where C0 is given by (2.18) and γp,q is given by

γp,q =
n− 1

1+ q/p′
. (2.21)

Here Sp,q;1/p′(Rn) and S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn) are independent of η . They are called the best constants of

the classical CKN-type inequalities and defined in Introduction.

Remark 2.3. (i) Theorem 2.2 was established in [11] as Theorem 3.1 with C1-weight functions. It

is an easy task to check that it remains valid for weight functions in W (R+) (⊂C0,1(R+)) defined

in Definition 2.5.

(ii) If we consider the inequality (2.19) in the radially symmetric space

C∞
c (Bη \{0})rad = {u ∈C∞

c (Bη \{0}) : u is radial} (2.22)

in place of C∞
c (Bη \ {0}), then the assertion (i) in Theorem 2.2 holds without the non-degenerate

condition (2.18). By Cn,rad we denote the best constant of the inequality (2.19) in C∞
c (Bη \{0})rad.

Then the best constant Cn,rad always satisfies Cn,rad = S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn) if n ≥ 2. In fact, by employing

a polar coordinate system, the proof is done in a quite similar way as in [11].
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The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for 1/p′ ≤ γp,q in Theorem 2.2 (ii) (c).

Lemma 2.3. Assume that n > 1, 0 ≤ 1/p− 1/q≤ 1/n and 1 < p ≤ (n+ 1)/2. Then, it holds that

1/p′ ≤ γp,q. (2.23)

Proof: Let 1/p− 1/q= s (0 ≤ s ≤ 1/n). Then q = p/(1− sp). By (2.21) it suffices to show that

1− 1/p ≤
(n− 1)(1− sp)

p(1− s)
.

If n > 2, then we have

p ≤
n− s

(n− 2)s+ 1
=

1

n− 2

(

n+ 1/(n− 2)

s+ 1/(n− 2)
− 1

)

.

The right-hand side takes its minimum (n+ 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 Sp,q;γ = S
p,q;γ
rad and Cp,q;R =C

p,q;R
rad under

additional conditions.

Definition 2.9. (i) For g ∈ L1
loc(R

n) and g ≥ 0 a.e. on Rn, let us set for a (Lebesgue) measurable set

A

µg(A) =
∫

A
dµg =

∫

A
g(x)dx. (2.24)

Then µg is said to be the measure determined by g.

(ii) g is said to be admissible, if and only if g ∈ L1
loc(R

n)∩C(Rn\{0})rad, g ≥ 0 on Rn\{0} and g is

non-increasing with respect to r = |x|. Here C(Rn\{0})rad = {u ∈C(Rn\{0}) : u is radial}.

(iii) For an admissible g and a Borel set A ⊂ Rn satisfying 0 < µ1(A)<+∞, let us define rg[A]> 0 by

µg(A) = µg(Brg[A]). Here the ball Brg[A] = {x ∈ Rn : |x| < rg[A]} is said to be the rearrangement

set of A by g.

(iv) For an admissible g and u : Rn → R, we set

µg[u](t) = µg({|u|> t}) =

∫

{|u|> t}
g(x)dx for t ≥ 0, (2.25)

Rg[u](x) = Rg[u](|x|) = sup{ t ≥ 0 : µg[u](t)> µg(B|x|)} for x ∈ Rn\{0}. (2.26)

Then µg[u] and Rg[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 1 ≤ p < ∞ and assume that g is admissible. Then, for u : Rn → R, we have the

followings:

(i) µg [u](t) = µg[Rg[u]](t) for t ≥ 0.

(ii) Rg[|u|
p](x) = Rg[u](x)

p for x ∈ Rn\{0}.

(iii) If u is radially symmetric and non-increasing with respect to r = |x|, then

Rg[u](x) = u(x) for a.e. x ∈ Rn\{0}.
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Further we have

Proposition 2.5. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and assume that g is admissible. Then, for u,v : Rn → R, we have the

followings:

(i)

∫

Rn
|u(x)|pg(x)dx =

∫

Rn
Rg[u](x)

pg(x)dx.

(ii)

∫

Rn
|u(x)v(x)|g(x)dx ≤

∫

Rn
Rg[u](x)Rg[v](x)g(x)dx.

By u ∈ C
0,1
c (Rn) we denote the space of all Lipschitz continuous functions on Rn having compact

supports. If u ∈C
0,1
c (Rn), then u is differentiable for a.e. x ∈ Rn and |∇u| ∈ L∞(Rn). For an admissible

g, we see that Rg[u] for u ∈ C
0,1
c (Rn) is radially symmetric and non-increasing, and hence Rg[u] is

differentiable for a.e. x ∈ Rn. Moreover we have the following. For the proof see [14], Proposition 4.5.

Proposition 2.6. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and assume that g is admissible. Then, for u ∈C0,1
c (Rn) we have

∫

Rn
|∇u(x)|p

1

g(x)p−1
dx ≥

∫

Rn
|∇[Rg[u]](x)|

p 1

g(x)p−1
dx.

From Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6 we have the following:

Proposition 2.7. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and assume that g is admissible. Moreover assume that v : Rn → R+

and v is radially symmetric and non-increasing. Then, for u ∈C0,1
c (Rn) we have

∫

Rn
|∇u(x)|p

1

g(x)p−1
dx

(

∫

Rn
|u(x)|qv(x)g(x)dx

)p/q
≥

∫

Rn
|∇[Rg[u]](x)|

p 1

g(x)p−1
dx

(

∫

Rn
Rg[u](x)

qv(x)g(x)dx

)p/q
.

Proof: Since v is non-increasing, we have from Proposition 2.4 (iii) Rg[v](x) = v(x) for a.e. x ∈
Rn\{0}. Hence, by Proposition 2.5 (ii), we have

∫

Rn
|u(x)|qv(x)g(x)dx ≤

∫

Rn
Rg[|u|

q](x)Rg[v](x)g(x)dx =

∫

Rn
Rg[u](x)

q v(x)g(x)dx.

Therefore the assertion holds together with Proposition 2.6.

3 Preliminary results

We begin to improve the critical CKN-type inequality (1.5) by using poly-logarithm functions defined

in (2.1). Specifically we adopt the poly-logarithmic weight functions of the form

|x|p−n

(

(

logk(Rη/|x|)
)α k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/|x|)

)p−1

(α ∈ R, k ∈ N) (3.1)

instead of |x|p−n on the left side of (1.5). Here we adopt the notation ∏0
j=1 log j(Rη/|x|) = 1.

Then we have the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let n∈N, 1< p≤ q<∞, η > 0 and 0≤ 1/p−1/q≤ 1/n. Then, we have the followings:
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(i) If α 6= 1, k ∈ N and R > expk−1(1), then there exists a positive number Cn such that we have for

any u ∈C∞
c (Bη \ {0})

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|p|x|p−n

(

(

logk(Rη/|x|)
)α k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/|x|)

)p−1

dx

≥Cn|α − 1|p−1+p/q













∫

Bη

|u(x)|q dx

|x|n
(

logk(Rη/|x|)
)1+(1−α)q/p′ k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/|x|)













p/q

.

(3.2)

(ii) If α = 1, k ∈ N∪{0} and R > expk(1), then there exists a positive number Cn such that we have

for any u ∈C∞
c (Bη \ {0})

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|p|x|p−n

(

k

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/|x|)

)p−1

dx

≥Cn













∫

Bη

|u(x)|q dx

|x|n
(

logk+1(Rη/|x|)
)1+q/p′ k

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/|x|)













p/q

.

(3.3)

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

(iv) If 1 < n < p, α ≤ 1 and R is sufficiently large, then Cn =Cn,rad = S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn).

Remark 3.1. (i) The inequality (3.3) coincides with (1.5) in the case k = 0.

(ii) If α ≤ 1, then the weight functions in the inequalities (3.2) and (3.3) are locally integrable in Bη .

Hence in this case one can adopt C∞
c (Bη) as a space of test functions in place of C∞

c (Bη \ {0}).

(iii) If 1 < p ≤ (n+ 1)/2, then it follows from Theorem 3.1 (iii), Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.3 (ii) that

we have (2.20) for a sufficiently large R, that is, Cn =Cn,rad = Sp,q;1/p′(Rn) = S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn).

Theorem 3.1 follows from Theorem 2.2 with w(t) = wk,α (t) (= wk,α (t;η)) below.

Definition 3.1. Let α ∈ R, η > 0, R > expk−1(1) and k ∈ N.

(i) We define wk,α(t;η) such that wk,α (t;η) ∈C0,1(R+), wk,α(t;η)> 0 and

wk,α (t;η) =



























t

(

k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

)

(

logk(Rη/t)
)α

, 0 < t ≤ η ,

η

(

k−1

∏
j=1

log j R

)

(

logk R
)α

, t ≥ η .

(3.4)

Here if k = 1 we adopt the notation
0

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t) = 1,
0

∏
j=1

log j R = 1.

(ii) wk,α(t;η) is abbreviated as wk,α(t).

8



Then we see that wk,α(t) ∈ P(R+) if α ≤ 1, and wk,α (t) ∈ Q(R+) if α > 1.

For w(t) = wk,α (t) we have the followings:

(i) When α < 1, R > expk(1) and µ =
(

logk R
)1−α

/(1−α),

fη (t) = µ +

∫ η

t

1

w(s)
ds =

1

1−α

(

logk(Rη/t)
)1−α

. (3.5)

(ii) When α = 1, µ = logk+1 R and R > expk+1(1),

fη (t) = µ +

∫ η

t

1

w(s)
ds = logk+1(Rη/t). (3.6)

(iii) When α > 1 and R > expk(1),

fη (t) =
∫ t

0

1

w(s)
ds =

1

α − 1

(

logk(Rη/t)
)1−α

. (3.7)

Then we have

w(t)

t
fη (t) =







































1

1−α

k

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t), α < 1,

k+1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t), α = 1,

1

α − 1

k

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t), α > 1,

0 < t < η , . (3.8)

Moreover we see that

inf
0<t≤η

w(t)

t
fη (t)≥







































1

1−α

k

∏
j=1

log j R, α < 1,

k+1

∏
j=1

log j R, α = 1,

1

α − 1

k

∏
j=1

log j R, α > 1.

(3.9)

In particular if R > expk(1), then we have C0 := inf
0<t≤η

w(t)

t
fη (t) > 0 so that w(t) = wk,α (t) satisfies

the non-degenerate condition (2.18). Since C0 → ∞ as R → ∞, C0 ≥ 1 holds for a sufficiently large

R > expk(1).

Proof of Theorem 3.1: The assertions (i), (ii) and (iii) follow from Theorem 2.2. Hence, it suffices to

show the assertion (iv). From Remark 3.1 (ii), we adopt C∞
c (Bη) 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(t)1−p = wk,α(t)
p−1t1−n (t = |x|, t ≤ η), (3.10)

that is

g(t) =
t(n−p)/(p−1)

(

k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

)

(

logk(Rη/t)
)α

(1 < n < p, α ≤ 1).
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We need to check that g(t) is decreasing for a sufficiently large R. By a direct calculation we have

g′(t) =
t(n−p)/(p−1)−1

(

k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

)

(

logk(Rη/t)
)α













n− p

p− 1
+

k−1

∑
j=1

1

j

∏
l=1

logl(Rη/t)

+
α

k

∏
l=1

logl(Rη/t)













≤
t(n−p)/(p−1)−1

(

k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

)

(

logk(Rη/t)
)α













n− p

p− 1
+

k−1

∑
j=1

1

j

∏
l=1

logl R

+
α

k

∏
l=1

logl R













.

(3.11)

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

v(t) =











t−p′(n−1)
(

logk(Rη/t)
)−(1−α)(1+q/p′)

(α < 1),

t−p′(n−1)
(

logk+1(Rη/t)
)−(1+q/p′)

(α = 1).

(3.12)

Then we see that

v(t)g(t) =























t−n

(

k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

)−1
(

logk(Rη/t)
)−1−(1−α)q/p′

(α < 1),

t−n

(

k

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

)−1
(

logk+1(Rη/t)
)−1−q/p′

(α = 1).

(3.13)

In order to apply Proposition 2.7, we need to check if v′(t)≤ 0. By a direct calculation we have

v′(t) =











































−p′(n− 1)t−p′(n−1)−1(logk(Rη/t))−(1−α)(1+q/p′)−1

×

(

logk(Rη/t)− (1−α)(1+q/p′)
p′(n−1)

1

∏
k−1
j=1 log j(Rη/t)

)

(α < 1),

−p′(n− 1)t−p′(n−1)−1(logk+1(Rη/t))−1

×

(

logk+1(Rη/t)− 1+q/p′

p′(n−1)
1

∏k
j=1 log j(Rη/t)

)

(α = 1).

(3.14)

First we assume that α 6= 1. Then we show

logk(Rη/t)≥
(1−α)(1+ q/p′)

p′(n− 1)

1

k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/t)

(0 < t ≤ η).

Since log j(Rη/t) ( j = 1,2, · · · ,k) is decreasing, it suffices to check

logk R ≥
(1−α)(1+ q/p′)

p′(n− 1)

1

k−1

∏
j=1

log j R

,

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

see that

logk+1 R ≥
1+ q/p′

p′(n− 1)

1

k

∏
j=1

log j R

10



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

End of the proof: By Proposition 2.7 with (3.10) and (3.12), we can assume that u is radial. Then we

see that test function u for Theorem 3.1 can be assumed to be radial. The assertion (iv) therefore comes

from Remark 2.3 (ii).

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

|x|p−n









∞

∏
l=1

F l
(

aη
|x|

)

a





(

Fk

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

))α k−1

∏
j=0

F j

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

)





p−1

(4.1)

instead of

|x|p−n

(

(

logk(Rη/|x|)
)α k−1

∏
j=1

log j(Rη/|x|)

)p−1

(α ∈ R, k ∈ N)

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

Theorem 4.1. Let a > 1,k ∈ N∪ {0}, α ∈ R and η > 0. Assume that n ∈ N, 1 < p ≤ q < ∞ and

0 ≤ 1/p− 1/q≤ 1/n . Then, we have the followings:

(i) When α 6= 1, there exists a positive number Cn such that we have for any u ∈C∞
c (Bη \ {0})

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|p |x|p−n









∞

∏
l=1

F l
(

aη
|x|

)

a





(

Fk

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

))α k−1

∏
j=0

F j

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

)





p−1

dx

≥Cn|α − 1|p−1+p/q×


















∫

Bη

|u(x)|q dx

|x|n





∞

∏
l=1

F l
(

aη
|x|

)

a





(

Fk
(

L
(

η
|x|

)

+ a
))1+(1−α)q/p′ k−1

∏
j=0

F j

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

)



















p/q

,

(4.2)

where if k = 0 we adopt the notation
k−1

∏
j=0

F j(u) = 1.

Here F(u) = Fa(u) = a− loga+ logu (u ≥ a), Fk(u) = F(Fk−1(u)) for u ≥ a > 1 and L is the

super-logarithm defined by Definition 2.4.

(ii) When α = 1, there exists a positive number Cn such that we have for any u ∈C∞
c (Bη \ {0})
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∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|p|x|p−n









∞

∏
l=1

F l
(

aη
|x|

)

a





k

∏
j=0

F j

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

)





p−1

dx

≥Cn



















∫

Bη

|u(x)|q dx

|x|n





∞

∏
l=1

F l
(

aη
|x|

)

a





(

Fk+1
(

L

(

η
|x|

)

+ a

))1+q/p′ k

∏
j=0

F j

(

L

(

η

|x|

)

+ a

)



















p/q

.

(4.3)

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

Further if a > 1 and a ≥ |α − 1|1/(k+1), then we have C0 ≥ 1.

(iv) If 1 < n < p, α ≤ 1 and a is sufficiently large, then Cn =Cn,rad = S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn).

Remark 4.1. (i) The inequalities (4.2) and (4.3) improve (1.5), (3.2) and (3.3). In particular if k = 0

in (4.3), then the weight in the left-hand side is simply

|x|p−n

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/|x|)

a

)p−1

.

Roughly speaking this can be thought of as a formal limit of

|x|p−n

(

k

∏
l=1

logl(Rη/|x|)

)p−1

as k → ∞.

(ii) If α ≤ 1, then the weight functions in the inequalities (4.2) and (4.3) are locally integrable in Bη .

Hence one can adopt C∞
c (Bη) as a space of test functions in place of C∞

c (Bη \ {0}).

(iii) If 1< p≤ (n+1)/2, then it follows from Theorem 4.1 (iii), Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.3 (ii) that we

have (2.20) for a > 1 and a ≥ |α − 1|1/(k+1), that is, Cn =Cn,rad = Sp,q;1/p′(Rn) = S
p,q;1/p′

rad (Rn).

Theorem 4.1will be shown by using Theorem 2.2 with w(t) = wsl
k,α (t) (= wsl

k,α(t;η)) below.

Definition 4.1. (i) We define wsl
k,α (t;η) ∈C0,1(R+) for k ∈ N∪{0} such that

wsl
k,α (t;η) =


















t

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)(

k−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

)

(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)α

(0 < t ≤ η),

ηak+α (t ≥ η).

(4.4)

Here if k = 0 we adopt the notation
−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a) = 1.

(ii) wsl
k,α(t;η) is abbreviated as wsl

k,α(t).

Then we have the following:
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Lemma 4.2. Let w(t) = wsl
k,α(t) ∈W (R+) be given by (4.4). Then,

(i) The corresponding fη (t) (0 < t < η) is given by

fη (t) =















µ +
∫ η

t
1

w(s)
ds = 1

1−α

(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)1−α

(α < 1,µ = 1
1−α a1−α),

µ +
∫ η

t
1

w(s) ds = Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a) (α = 1,µ = a),
∫ t

0
1

w(s) ds = 1
α−1

(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)1−α

(α > 1).

(4.5)

(ii) lim
t→+0

w(t)

t
fη (t) = ∞. In particular if a > 1 and a ≥ |α − 1|1/(k+1), then w(t) satisfies the non-

degenerate condition (2.18) with C0 ≥ 1.

Proof of (i): Let w(t) = wsl
k,α (t). First we assume that α < 1. Since it holds that by (2.11)

1

1−α

d

dt

(

Fk (L(t)+ a)
)1−α

=
1

t

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (at)

a

)(

k−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(t)+ a)

)

(Fk (L(t)+ a))
α

, (4.6)

we see that

∫ η

t

1

w(s)
ds =

∫ η/t

1

1

u

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (au)

a

)(

k−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(u)+ a)

)

(Fk (L(u)+ a))
α

du (η/s = u)

=

∫ η/t

1

1

1−α

d

du

(

Fk (L(u)+ a)
)1−α

du

=
1

1−α

(

(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)1−α

−
(

Fk (L(1)+ a)
)1−α

)

=
1

1−α

(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)1−α

− µ

(

µ =
1

1−α

(

Fk (L(1)+ a)
)1−α

=
a1−α

1−α

)

.

(4.7)

Secondly we assume that α > 1. By Theorem 2.1 (ii) we have lim
t→+0

Fk (L(η/t)+ a) = ∞. Then in a

similar way we have

∫ t

0

1

w(s)
ds =

1

α − 1

(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)1−α

. (4.8)

Thirdly we assume that α = 1. Noting that

Fk+1 (L(t)+ a) = F(Fk (L(t)+ a)) and
d

dt
Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a) =

1

t

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (at)

a

)

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(t)+ a)

,

we have

∫ η

t

1

w(s)
ds = Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)− µ (w(s) = wsl

k,1(s), µ = Fk+1 (L(1)+ a) = a). (4.9)

Therefore we see that if α ≤ 1, wsl
k,α (t) ∈ P(R+) and if α > 1, wsl

k,α(t) ∈ Q(R+). By Definition 2.7 we

immediately have (4.5) from (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9).
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Proof of (ii). Let w(t) = wsl
k,α (t) ∈W (R+). From (4.5) we have

w(t)

t
fη (t) =























































1
1−α

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a) (α < 1),

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

) (

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

)

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a) (α = 1),

1
α−1

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a) (α > 1).

(4.10)

Because ∏∞
l=1

F l(aη/t)
a

≥ 1, lim
t→+0

Fk(L(η/t) + a) = ∞ and Fk (L(η/t)+ a) ≥ a for k ∈ N∪ {0} and

0 < t < η , we have lim
t→+0

w(t)

t
fη (t) = ∞ and the estimate

w(t)

t
fη (t)≥

{

ak+1

|1−α | (α 6= 1),

ak+2 (α = 1).
(4.11)

Therefore, the assertion (ii) is satisfied, if a > 1 and a ≥ |α − 1|1/(k+1).

Proof of Theorem 4.1: It suffices to show the assertion (iv). From Remark 4.1 (ii), we adopt C∞
c (Bη)

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∞
c (Bη) for Theorem 4.1 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(t)1−p = wsl
k,α(t)

p−1t1−n (t = |x|, t ≤ η). (4.12)

Then

g(t) =
t(n−p)/(p−1)

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)(

k−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

)

(Fk (L(η/t)+ a))
α

(α ≤ 1).

We also define vk(x) = vk(|x|) for k ∈ N∪{0} and t = |x| by

vk(t) =

{

t−p′(n−1)
(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)−(1−α)(1+q/p′)

(α < 1),

t−p′(n−1)
(

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)
)−(1+q/p′)

(α = 1).
(4.13)

Then we show the following:

Lemma 4.3. Let k ∈ N∪{0}.

(i) If a is sufficiently large, then g(t) (0 < t ≤ η) is decreasing.

(ii) If a is sufficiently large, then vk(t) (0 < t ≤ η) is decreasing.
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Proof of (i): We note the following relations: For any k ∈ N and a > 1,































































































L′(r) =
d

dr
(a+L(r)) =

a

F̃(ar)
=

1

r
∞

∏
j=1

F j(ar)

a

(r > 1),

d

dr
Fk(a+L(r)) =

L′(r)
k−1

∏
j=0

F j(a+L(r))

(r > 1),

d

du
F̃(u) = F̃(u)

(

∞

∑
k=0

1

∏k
j=0 F j(u)

)

(u > a),

d

dr

(

∞

∏
j=1

F j(ar)

a

)

=

(

∞

∏
j=1

F j(ar)

a

)

∞

∑
k=1

1

r
k

∏
j=1

F j(ar)

(r > 1).

(4.14)

By (4.14) we have

g′(t) =
g(t)

t
G(t), (0 < t < η) (4.15)

where

G(t) =
n− p

p− 1
+

∞

∑
k=1

1

k

∏
j=1

F j(aη/t)

+
k−1

∑
j=0

1
(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

j

∏
i=0

F i (L(η/t)+ a)

+α
1

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k

∏
i=0

F i (L(η/t)+ a)

.

(4.16)

Then G(t) satisfies

G(t)≤
n− p

p− 1
+

∞

∑
k=1

1

ak
+

k−1

∑
j=0

1

a j+1
+ |α|

1

ak+1
<

n− p

p− 1
+

2

a− 1
+ |α|

1

ak+1
.

Since p > n, we see that g′(t)< 0 if a is sufficiently large.

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

v′k(t) =−p′(n− 1)t−p′(n−1)−1
(

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)
)−1+q/p′−1

×













Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)−
1+ q/p′

p′(n− 1)

1
(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)













.
(4.17)

It suffices to show that if a is large, then

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)≥
1+ q/p′

p′(n− 1)

1
(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

. (4.18)
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Since F j (L(η/t)+ a) ( j ∈ N∪{0}) and ∏∞
l=1

F l(aη/t)
a

are decreasing, we have

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)≥ Fk+1 (L(1)+ a) = a

and
1

(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

≤
1

∏k
j=0 F j (L(1)+ a)

=
1

ak+1
.

Hence, if

ak+2 ≥ (1+ q/p′)/(p′(n− 1))

is satisfied, then v′k(t)< 0 (0 < t<η). Therefore we have the desired result.

We proceed to the case that α 6= 1. Then we have

v′k(t) =−p′(n− 1)t−p′(n−1)−1
(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)−(1−α)(1+q/p′)−1

×













Fk (L(η/t)+ a)−
(1−α)(1+ q/p′)

p′(n− 1)

1
(

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)

k−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)













,
(4.19)

where we use the notation ∏−1
j=0 F j (L(η/t)+ a) = 1. In a similar way, if

ak+1 ≥ (1−α)(1+ q/p′)/(p′(n− 1))

holds, then we see that v′k(t)< 0 (0 < t < η), and the assertion is proved.

End of the proof of Theorem 4.1 (iv): We have

vk(t)g(t) =






















t−n

((

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)(

k−1

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

))−1
(

Fk (L(η/t)+ a)
)−1−(1−α)q/p′

(α < 1),

t−n

((

∞

∏
l=1

F l (aη/t)

a

)(

k

∏
j=0

F j (L(η/t)+ a)

))−1
(

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)
)−(1+q/p′)

(α = 1).

Then, the best constant Cn is given by

Cn = inf
u∈C∞

c (Bη)\{0}

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|pwsl
k,α (|x|)

p−1|x|1−ndx

(

∫

Bη

|u(x)|q|x|1−n

wsl
k,α(|x|) fη (|x|)1+q/p′

dx

)p/q
= inf

u∈C∞
c (Bη )\{0}

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|p
1

g(x)p−1
dx

(

∫

Bη

|u(x)|qvk(x)g(x)dx

)p/q
.

As functions g(t) and v(t) in Proposition 2.7, we adopt g(t) defined by (4.12) and vk(t) defined by (4.13)

respectively. Noting that C∞
c (Bη ) can be replaced by C

0,1
c (Bη) using a density argument, it follows from

Proposition 2.7 that u can be assumed radial. Then we can adopt C∞
c (Bη )rad as a space of test functions

in Theorem 4.1. The assertion (iv) therefore comes from Remark 2.3 (ii).
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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 < ∞, η > 0, µ > 0 and w ∈ W (R+). Then, there exist a positive

number C =C(w, p,η ,µ) such that for every u ∈C∞
c ((0,η)), we have

∫ η

0
|u′(t)|pw(t)p−1 dt ≥(1/p′)p

∫ η

0

|u(t)|p dt

w(t) fη (t)p
+C

∫ η

0

|u(t)|p dt

w(t) fη (t)pGη(t)2
, (5.1)

where fη (t) and Gη(t) are defined by Definition 2.7 and the coefficient (1/p′)p is sharp.

Then we immediately have the n-dimensional version:

Corollary 5.2. Assume that n ∈ N, 1 < p < ∞, η > 0, µ > 0 and w ∈ W (R+). Then, there exist a

positive number C =C(w, p,η ,µ) such that for every u ∈C∞
c (Bη \ {0}), we have

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|pw(|x|)p−1|x|1−n dx ≥(1/p′)p

∫

Bη

|u(x)|p|x|1−n dx

w(|x|) fη (|x|)p
+C

∫

Bη

|u(x)|p|x|1−n dx

w(|x|) fη (|x|)pGη (|x|)2
. (5.2)

From Corollary 5.2 with w(t) = wsl
k,1(t) we have the following. For the sake of simplicity, the results

are limited to case that α = 1. By Remark 4.1 (ii) we can adopt C∞
c (Bη) as the space of test functions.

(See also Remark 3.1(ii)).

Proposition 5.3. Let k ∈ N∪{0} and η > 0. Let wsl
k,1 ∈ W (R+) be given by Definition 4.1. Assume

that n ∈ N, 1 < p and a > 1. Then, there exists a positive number C = C(k, p,η ,a) such that for any

u ∈C∞
c (Bη)

∫

Bη

|∇u(x)|pwsl
k,1(|x|)

p−1|x|1−n dx ≥ (1/p′)p

∫

Bη

|u(x)|p|x|1−n dx

wsl
k,1(|x|)(F

k+1 (L(η/|x|)+ a))
p

+C

∫

Bη

|u(x)|p|x|1−n dx

wsl
k,1(|x|)(F

k+1 (L(η/|x|)+ a))
p
(a− loga+ log(Fk+1 (L(η/|x|)+ a)))

2
.

(5.3)

Here, wsl
k,1(t) is defined by (4.4) and the coefficient (1/p′)p is sharp.

Proof: By virtue of (2.15) and (2.17) in Definition 2.7, we can calculate Gη(t) to obtain

Gη (t) = µ − logµ + log

(

µ +

∫ η

t

1

w(s)
ds

)

. (5.4)

By (4.9) we have

Gη (t;wsl
k,1,µ) = µ − log µ + log

(

Fk+1 (L(η/t)+ a)
)

, (5.5)

where µ = Fk+1 (L(1)+ a)= a. Therefore we have (5.3).

References

[1] H. Ando, T. Horiuchi and E. Nakai, Construction of slowly increasing functions, Sci. Math.

Jpn., Vol.75, No.2 (2012), pp.187–201.

[2] H. Ando, T. Horiuchi, E. Nakai, Weighted Hardy inequalities with infinitely many sharp miss-

ing terms, Math. J. Ibaraki Univ., Vol.46 (2014), pp.9–30.

17



[3] H. Ando, T. Horiuchi and E. Nakai, Some properties of slowly increasing functions, Math. J.

Ibaraki Univ., Vol.46 (2014), pp.37–49.

[4] H. Ando, T. Horiuchi, Weighted Hardy’s inequalities and the variational problem with compact

perturbations, Math. J. Ibaraki Univ., Vol.52 (2020), pp.15-26.

[5] H. Ando, T. Horiuchi, Generalized weighted Hardy’s inequalities with compact perturbations.

(preprint)

[6] L. Caffarelli, R. Kohn, L. Nirenberg, First order interpolation inequalities with weights, Com-

positio Math., Vol.53 (1984), No. 3, pp.259–275.

[7] K. Fujiwara, T. Ozawa, Weighted Lp-boundedness of convolution type integral operators asso-

ciated with bilinear estimates in the Sobolev spaces, J. Math. Soc. Japan, Vol.68, No. 1 (2016)

pp.169–191.

[8] T. Horiuchi, The imbedding theorems for weighted Sobolev spaces, J. Math. Kyoto Univ.,

Vol.29 (1989), pp. 365–403.

[9] T. Horiuchi, Best constant in weighted Sobolev inequality with weights being powers of dis-

tance from the origin, J. Ineq. and Appl., Vol.1 (1997), pp. 275–292.

[10] T. Horiuchi, Hardy’s inequalities with non-doubling weights and sharp remainders, Sci. Math.

Jpn., Vol.85, No.2 (2023), pp.125–147.

[11] T. Horiuchi, On general Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities involving non-doubling

weights, arXiv:2210.17173 [math.AP], Sci. Math. Jpn. (in Editions Electronica), e-2022-10,

16 pages.

[12] T. Horiuchi, Refinement of classical inequalities, Uchida Rokakuho, 2023. (Japanese)

[13] T. Horiuchi, On general Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities involving non-doubling

weights (p = 1). (preprint)

[14] T. Horiuchi, P. Kumlin, On the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities involving Critical

and Supercritical Weights, Kyoto J. Math., Vol.52, No.4 (2012), pp. 661–742.

[15] X. Liu, T. Horiuchi, H. Ando, One dimensional weighted Hardy’s inequalities and application.

J. Math. Ineq., Vol.14 (2020), No. 4, pp.1203–1222.

[16] M. Sano, F. Takahashi, On eigenvalue problems involving the critical Hardy potential and

Sobolev type inequalities with logarithmic weights in two dimensions. arXiv: 2210. 10282v1

[math.AP] 19 Oct 2022.

[17] V.G. Maz’ja, Sobolev spaces, Springer, 1985.

Hiroshi Ando, Toshio Horiuchi, Eiichi Nakai
Department of Mathematics
Faculty of Science
Ibaraki University
Mito, Ibaraki, 310, Japan

e-mail:

hiroshi.ando.math@vc.ibaraki.ac.jp

toshio.horiuchi.math@vc.ibaraki.ac.jp

eiichi.nakai.math@vc.ibaraki.ac.jp

18

http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.17173

	Introduction 
	Preliminaries
	Preliminary results
	Main results
	Further results

