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GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES IN FRACTIONAL
COULOMB-SOBOLEV SPACES FOR RADIAL FUNCTIONS

ARKA MALLICK AND HOAI-MINH NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We extend the range of parameters associated with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpola-
tion inequalities in the fractional Coulomb-Sobolev spaces for radial functions. We also study the
optimality of this newly extended range of parameters.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we continue our study of Gagliardo-Nirenberg(GN) interpolation inequality in the
Coulomb-Sobolev spaces [18]. Developing the method in [23], we proved the following result in [18].

Theorem 1.1. ([18, Theorem 1.1]) Let d > 1, v > 1,1 <p,q < 400, 0 < s <1, a € (0,d) and
0 < 1, B < +00 be such that

(1.1) Bip+2Bq =1, (d—sp)p+ (d+a)p=d/,
and
(1.2) Bry + By > 1.

There exists a constant C > 0 such that

q B2
08 lollogeey < Claliesy ([ ] |$_' O drty) ™ o ait g € 2k
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In Theorem 1.1 and in what follows, for any open set Q C R?, the following notation is used:

1
lg(z) —g(y)I” g
</ 0 o= ’d+spddy for 0 < s <1,

/p
(1.4) HQHWs,p(Q) = (/ |Vg(x)|P dm) for s =1,

(LW@W¢QUP for 5 = 0.

Condition (1.1) is due to the scaling invariance of (1.3) which automatically makes them optimal
whereas the optimality of condition (1.2) was proved in [18]. Set

(1.5) D = p(d+ o) — 2q(d — sp).

In the case D # 0, one can compute 5, and (B2 as a function of d, «, p, ¢, s,v by

(1.6) B = Y(d+a) —2¢d pd —(d — sp)

v(p(d + @) — 2q(d — sp)) v(p(d + a) = 2¢(d - sp))
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities in different function spaces play a crucial role in the study of

non-linear PDEs. First instance of such an inequality appeared in works of Gagliardo and Nirenberg

[11, 26]. In the context of Coulomb-Sobolev spaces, which are relevant in Thomas—Fermi-Dirac—von

Weizsécker models of density functional theory [4, 12, 13] or in Hartree-Fock theory [9, 14, 8], the

study of GN type inequalities was initiated by Lions [15, 16] in connection to the study of the

Hartree-Fock equation. In fact, Lions proved (1.3) fory =3, p=¢=a =2,d =3 and s = 1.

Subsequently many extensions of (1.3) have been established. One was derived by Bellazzini, Frank,

Visciglia [1] where they proved (1.3) in the case p =2, ¢ =2, and 0 < s < 1 (see also [17, (21)] for

the case p = ¢ = 2, a = d — 2s). This was extended by Mercuri, Moroz, and Van Schaftingen [20]

to the case p = 2 and s = 1. Bellazzini, Ghimenti, Mercuri, Moroz, and Van Schaftingen [2] then
extended to the case p =2 and 0 < s < 1.

and [ =

A related context is the one of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN) inequalities. More precisely, let
d>1,0<s<1l,p>1,q>1,7>1,0<a<1,and aj,as, B3,y € R. Set @ = a3 + a2 and define
o by v =aoc + (1 —a)B. Assume that

1 v 1 a-s 1 B
1. L= - 1— 4=
(1.7) . a<p—|— 7 >+( a)<q+d>,
and the following conditions hold
(1.8) 0<a—-o
and

1 1 a-—

(1.9) &—agsﬁ;+%:5+ad8

Nguyen and Squassina [24] proved that if % + 4 > 0, then there exists some positive constant C
such that

(1.10) |H$WQHLT(Rd)

y)Pla| 1P |y| 2P TR o
< .
C </Rd /Rd |;L~ —y[dTep dzdy H\x! gHLq(Rd) Vg e CHRY)

This extends the full range of parameters of the well-known CKN inequalities due to Caffarelli,
Kohn, and Nirenberg [7] (see also [6]) for s = 1 to the fractional Sobolev spaces (0 < s < 1).
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Concerning the radial case, the range of parameters are larger. Let C’érad(Rd) denotes the space of

all radial, continuously differentiable and compactly supported functions defined in R? with d > 1.
We prove in [19] the following result.

Theorem 1.2. ([19, Theorem 1.1]) Let d > 2 and assume (1.7), 1 +2 >0, and
(1.11) —(d-1)s<d—o<0.
Then

(1.12) |H$W9”LT(Rd)

PPyl NE e 1
<c /R/R ‘m_ v —dedy )" el o€ L)

Remark 1.1. Related results of (1.10) and (1.12) in the case 2+ < 0 are also studied in [24, 19].

In this article, we are in pursuit of an optimal version of the inequality (1.3) for radial functions
in the spirit of [19]. Recall that D is defined in (1.5). Here is the first result of the paper.

Theorem 1.3. Letd >2,0<s<1,1<y<+400, 1 <p,g<+00, 1 <a<d, 0<p, P <+
be such that (1.1) holds and D # 0. Assume that either

d+ «

(1.13) Py + diﬁﬂ >1
or

d+a—2
(1.14) <5w + =Py =1and ¢(1 - sp) = p> :
Then
1.15 < C||g||?* ls@lg@)1" ;0" llgeCl (R
( : ) ”gHL'Y(Rd HQHWW R<) rd SR |$_y|d o Y ; forall g € c,rad( )

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.3 deals with the case 1 < o < d and extends Theorem 1.1 in this case
for radial functions under the assumption that D # 0. One cannot extend Theorem 1.1 for radial
functions in the case 0 < o <1 (see Theorem 1.5 below).

Remark 1.3. Condition (1.14) implicitly implies that sp < 1.
Our next result addresses the optimality of the range (1.13)-(1.14).

Theorem 1.4. Letd>2,0<s<1,1<y<+400,1<p,g<+00,l <a<d,0<p, P2 <+
be such that (1.1) holds and D # 0. Assume that either

(1.16) Py + dz 2y < 1
or
(1.17) (m b 02y 1 and g1~ sp) # p)

Then (1.15) does not hold.

We also obtain the following result which is on the optimality of (1.2) when 0 < a < 1.
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Theorem 1.5. Letd >2,0<s<1,1<y<400,1<p,g<+00,0<a<1,0<pf, f2<+00
be such that (1.1) holds and D # 0. Assume that

(1.18) By + B2y < L.
Then (1.15) fails to hold.
Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.5 confirms the optimality of (1.2) even for radial functions.

Various special cases of Theorem 1.3 are known in the literature where the assumptions were
written in a quite involved manner and only for the case p = 2. More precisely, when p = 2,
the conclusion of Theorem 1.3 was proved under the following assumption on ~ instead of the
assumption (1.13)-(1.14)

( (¢q(2s —1)+2) (d — «)

if s > 4
2sdta—2)+{d—a) = if s > 5,
(g(2s = 1) +2)(d— ) 2d . d 1 d-2
f ¢ and 1 5
(1.19) T\ @ et @) d_2s| T2 @
| (g5 -1)+2)(d - ) . d 1 _ d=2 14 1-2
f 5 d = S di s
76[(1—23’(] 2s(d+a—2)+(d—a) )’ if s <§and 5 < T and o # 52,
“ i 1 1_ 1-2s
kd—QSSfYSQ’ lf8<§and§:T_

It can be shown, with the help of Proposition 2.1 in Section 2, that (1.13)-(1.14) is equivalent to
(1.19) when p = 2. Our results are new even in the case s = 1 and p # 2, to our knowledge, and
as it is evident from (1.19), the assumptions given in this paper have a simple form than known
ones. Concerning known results, Ruiz [27] established the result for the case s =1, d =3, a = 2,
and p = ¢ = 2. When d > 2, Mercuri, Moroz, and Van Schaftingen [20] obtained the result in the
case l < a<d,q>1, p=2,and s = 1. The result was later established to the case 1/2 < s < 1,
for d = 3 with the same ranges of a, ¢, and p by Bellazzini, Ghimenti and Ozawa [3]. Finally,
Bellazzini, Ghimenti, Mercuri, Moroz, Van Schaftingen obtained Theorem 1.3 in the case p = 2.
The optimality discussed in Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5 is known in the case p = 2, a result due
to Bellazzini, Ghimenti, Mercuri, Moroz, and Van Schaftingen [2].

We next briefly describe the ideas of the proof of Theorem 1.3. The idea is to derive useful
consequences of the radial improvements of the CKN inequalities Theorem 1.2 and a point wise
estimate of radial functions related to Strauss’ lemma. These results are given in Section 2.1. We
then apply these results to some suitable approximation 7. of v and then interpolation inequalities
are involved. At some point, we also use an estimate of the Coulomb energy due to Ruiz [27] (see
Lemma 2.5).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3 and consists of
two subsections. In the first one, we derive various versions of CKN inequalities for radial functions
which will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is given in the second
one. In Section 3, we discuss the optimality of the parameters. Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5 are
established there.

2. THE COULOMB-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY FOR RADIAL FUNCTIONS

This section consists of two subsections and is devoted to prove Theorem 1.3.
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2.1. Preliminaries. In this section, we establish various results used in the proof of Theorem 1.3.
Recall that D is defined in (1.5). The following first result is a consequence of Theorem 1.2 and is
the main ingredient for the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 2.1. Let d > 2,0<s<1,1<p,g<oo,and 0 < a < d. There exists a constant C > 0
such that the following two assertions hold.
(i) If D > 0, then for all € > 0 small enough such that D —2ep = p(d+ a —2¢) — 2¢(d — sp) > 0,
it holds

d—a

el | g € Claa®),

(2.1) 1911252 ey < C N9l e

where 7. and a. are defined by
(q(sp—1) +p)(d — o+ 2e) p(V:(d + o — 2¢) — 2¢d)
sp(d+a —2e—2) 4+ (d — a+ 2e¢) Ve (p(d + a — 2¢) — 2¢(d — sp))’

(ii) and if D < 0 then for all € > 0 small enough such that D+2ep = p(d+a+2¢€)—2q(d—sp) < 0,
it holds

(2.2) Ve =

and a. =

a P 1 (pd
(2.3) 191l ety < ol || 12175 2] 0 Y0 € Clraa(®),

where 7. and a. are defined by

(q(sp—1)+p)(d—a—2€)
sp(d+ o+ 26 —2) + (d — a — 2¢)

p(%(d + a+ 2€) — 2qd)
Ve (p(d + a + 2¢) — 2q(d — sp))’
Remark 2.1. The signs in front of 2¢ of the corresponding terms in (2.2) and (2.4) are opposite.

(2.4) Ye =

and a. =

Proof. We only prove the assertion (7). Assertion (ii) follows similarly.
We have, by (2.2),

2qd (q(sp— 1)+ p)(d — o + 2¢) 2qd
%—m:q Sp(d+04-26—2)+(d—a+26)_d—l—a—Qg
 (esp—qtp)d—a+2)  gd—a+2)
spld+a—2e—2)+(d—a+2) dta—2c
This implies
(2.5) Ve 2¢d  _ (p(d +a —2¢) —2¢(d — sp))(d — a + 2¢) >0

Cdta—2  (d+ta—2)(sp(d+a—2—2)+(d—a+2e))

by the smallness of €.
Using the definition of a. in (2.2), we derive from (2.5) and the smallness of € that

(2.6) a: > 0.
We have, by (2.2),
p(%(d + a + 2€) — 2qd) - 2q(dp —Ye(d — Sp))

@7 l-e=1-— (p(d+a+2¢) —2¢(d —sp)) 7 (p(d + o —2¢) —29(d — sp))’

which yields
a. < 1if sp > d.
We next deal with the case sp < d. From (2.2), we derive that
~ 2gsp(d—1)+p(d — a + 2¢)
fospldta—2e—-2)+(d—a+2e)

(2.8)
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Using (2.8), we obtain
dp _ dsp*(d+a—2e—2)+dp(d — a+ 2)
7= (d— sp)(sp(d+ a — 2 —2) + (d — a + 2¢))
~ 2gsp(d —1)(d — sp) + p(d — sp)(d — o+ 2¢)
(d—sp)(sp(d+ a—2e —2) + (d — a + 2¢))
_dsp*(d+ o — 26 — 2) + sp*(d — o+ 2¢) — 2gsp(d — 1)(d — sp)
(d—sp)(sp(d+ a —2e —2) + (d — a + 2))
_ sp*(d—1)(d+ a —2e —2) +2sp*(d — 1) — 2¢sp(d — 1)(d — sp)
(d—sp)(sp(d+ a—2e —2) + (d — o+ 2¢))
sp(d—1) (p(d+ a —2e — 2) + 2p — 2q(d — sp))
(d—sp)(sp(d+a—2c—2)+ (d—a+2)) ’

d—sp_

which yields, for sp < d,
dp ~ sp(d—1)(p(d + a — 2¢) — 29(d — sp))

Ve =

(2.9) > 0,

d—sp (d—sp)(sp(d+ a—2e —2) + (d — a + 2¢))
by the smallness of £, which implies, by (2.2), that
a. < 1.
We thus established
0<a.<l1.

In light of (1.12) under the assumptions (1.7) and (1.11), it suffices to verify these conditions for
the following parameters (s,p,q,T,v,a, a1, a2, ) = (s,p,4,7,0, ae, 0,0, —d_g‘i;%). One can check
that

(2.10) 6= a1 +as=0
and

1 l—a.d—a+2¢
(2.11) U—a(’y (1-a)p) = o 20

From (2.2) and (2.7), we deduce that
d — spea. . d+a—2ev(1—ae)
d P d 2q
(d — 5p)(7e(d + o — 2€) — 2¢d) + (d + a — 2¢) (dp — v=(d — sp))
d(p(d + o — 2¢) — 2¢(d — sp))

=1.

This implies

1 a.(d— sp) n (1 —ac)(d+ a—2¢)

Ve dp 2dq
and thus (1.7) holds.
We have
. . — — 2),(2. dp — ve(d — d— 2
(2.12) a_O_(210)£(211)_1 as d a+2a(22)£(27)_(p e ( sp))( a + 2¢)

a. 2q P(Ye(d + o = 2€) — 2qd)
Plugging (2.5) and (2.9) in (2.12), we get
a—o=—(d-1)s.
Therefore, (1.11) is satisfied.
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Thus, the assumptions (1.7) and (1.11) are checked. The proof is complete. O

Here is another consequence of the CKN inequalities (1.12) for radial functions, which is used in
the proof of Theorem 1.3.
Lemma 2.2. Let d > 2,1 <p<oo,0<s<1besuch that sp < d, and € R. Assume that
(a) 3 =5+ 77
(b) “di1s<p<s.

There exists a positive constant C' such that

(2.13) [121774]

. 1
LT(Rd = CHg”Wsyp(Rdy for all g € Cc rad( )

Proof. First of all notice that, since § < s we must have r > p. In light of (1.12) under the
assumptions (1.7), (1.11), and (1.9), it suffices to verify these conditions for the following parameters
(a,s,p,T,7v,a1,a2) = (1,s,p,r,—(,0,0). We compute @ = a3 + ag = 0 and o0 = —f. Note that by
the assumption (a) we have 2 + 3 = d;% > 0. So, (1.7) is satisfied. On the other hand, (1.11) and
(1.9) are consequences of the assumptions (b). We thus have the desired inequality. O

Remark 2.2. Particular versions of (2.13) can be found in [29] (see also of [2, Theorem 4.3] and
the discussion afterwards for more references).

As a consequence of (2.13), we obtain the following useful estimate.

Lemma 2.3. Let d > 2, 1 < p < oo, and 0 < s < 1 be such that sp < 1. Assume that

% —s< % < % — 5. Then there exists a positive constant C' such that for any R > 0, we have

;
(2.14) </ Ig(sv)lydw) < CR%_(g_S)HQHW&zv(Rd)a for all g € G, 1q(RY).
|z|>R

Proof. Inequality (2.14) is a consequence of (2.13) with r = v and 8 = % - <;?l - S) after noting
that 8 < 0 by the assumptions. O

We next present a point wise estimate of radial functions related to Strauss’ lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < s < 1,1 < p < oo and d > 0 be such that 1 < sp < d’ and assume that
A > 1. Then there exist a constant C = C(d’,s,p,A) > 0 such that if 0 < s < 1, then for any
g € WP(R) it holds

,r.d—l P
(2.15) lg(z)] < <//|g - |1|fs|p| A(!T\ylp!)drdp> Va #0,

where, for 1,75 > 0, we denote

1 for A=t <1y < Arq,
(2.16) xa(ri,re) =

0 otherwise,

and if s = 1, then for any g € W'P(R) it holds

</|g \”\ryd—ldr> Va # 0.

(2.17) lg(x)]
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Proof. First we consider 0 < s < 1. Since 1 < sp, g is Holder continuous by [22, Theorem 8.1] .
Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ has compact support and supp g C (—2™,2™) for
some m € N. Since, (2.15) is invariant under scaler multiplication, so we could assume that

1

prd—l P
(218) (/ [ ety A<rr\,rpr>drdp> -1

Using a scaling argument, it suffices to prove (2.15) for z = 1.
By the embedding for the fractional Sobolev spaces, see e.g., [22, estimates 8.4 and 8.8], we have

—g(p)l
9(1) r<c</ s / s e S i <\rr,\p\>drdp>

1
219) <c 9O o phdrdp )
. 1<ri<a J1<pl<4 ‘7" — p[ttep XA IP P

Here and in what follows, C' > 0 is a constant depends on s,d’,p and A. Let A > 0 and denote
gr(x) := g(Ax). Applying (2.19) to gy, we obtain

pTd—l
220) o) ~oN)] < (/ N = <\rr,\p\>drdp)
<Irl< <|pl<

Using the fact

L A

==

lg(D] = lg(1) = g(2") < 3 |9(2571) = 92",

k=1
we derive from (2.20) that

m 1 d'—sp
221) g(1)|<CS (=t
(221) |g(1)| < ;(ﬁ)

1
« / / |g<r>—g<p>|p|r|d—1XA(M ohardy)”
2k72g|7«|§2k+1 2k72S‘p‘S2k+1 |7= _ p|l+sp ) .

_ (k=1)(d'—sp)

Since sp < d', 80 Y ;512 P < 00, using (2.18) in (2.21) we establish (2.15). This completes
the proof in the case 0 < s < 1. The proof in the case s = 1 follows similarly. The details are
omitted. ]

As a consequence of Lemma 2.4, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.1. Let 0 < s <1, 1 <p<oo and d > 2 be such that 1 < sp < d. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 depending on s,p and d, such that for any g € C’cl (RY) we have

;rad
¢ d
(2.22) l9(z)] < |TspHgHvi/s,p(Rd)v vz € R\ {0}.
x| P
Proof. Corollary 2.1 is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.4 and [19, Lemma 3.1]. O

Remark 2.3. The inequality (2.22) is an extension of the radial lemma of Strauss [28] to the
fractional Sobolev spaces. This type of inequalities has been derived previously in [21, Theorem
3.1] and [10] for p = 2 and the known proofs are limited to the case p = 2.
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2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We start by proving the following proposition which allow us to
divide the proof of Theorem 1.3 into three different sub cases.

Proposition 2.1. Let d > 2, 0<s< 1,1 <7, p,g< 400, 1l <a<d,and 0 < 3y, B2 < +00, and
assume (1.1) and (d 4+ a)p — 2q(d — sp) # 0. Set

(glsp—1)+p)(d—a)  2gsp(d—1)+p(d— )
spld+a—2)+(d—a) spld+a—2)+(d—a)
Then (1.13) is equivalent to the following:

(2.23) Vrad ‘=

’yrad<’y§dp—dp, if D> 0 and sp <d,

(2.24) Yrad < Y < 00, if sp > d,
pd < Y < VYrads it D < 0,
d— sp

and (1.14) is equivalent to the fact

p
2.2 = Tra = .
(2.25) Y= "Yad and ¢ s
Proof. We have, by (1.6),

gy Bdra=? | OUta)-2d)y | (pd-nd-sphd+a-2)
d—1 y(p(d+ o) —2q(d —sp))  (d— 1)v(p(d + a) — 2q(d — sp))

:(d— 1) (v(d + @) — 2qd) + (pd — v(d — sp)) (d + a — 2)
(d—1)(p(d+ @) — 2q(d — sp))
(d—1)(p(d + @) — 2q(d — 5p))
(d—1)(p(d+ ) — 2q(d — sp))
Simplifying the expression after noting (d — 1)(d + ) — d(d + o — 2) = d — «, we obtain

Boy(d + o — 2) B Y(sp(d+a—2) + (d — ) — (2gsp(d — 1) + p(d — «))
(226) Pyt =g~ 1= (d— D) (p(d+ ) — 2q(d —sp)) ’
which yields, by (2.23),
Boy(d+ o —2) _spld+a—2)+(d—a) (v = Yrad)
(227) bt 1= =1 0(d+ o) —2q(d —sp))’

On the other hand, since 1,82 > 0, v > 0, d+ o — 2 > 0, we derive from (1.6) that the fact
b1, B2 > 0 is equivalent to the one that

2qd pd .
. < — — —
(2.28) d+a_’y_d_p1fp(d+a) 2¢(d — sp) >0 and d — sp > 0,
2qd
(2.29) ﬁ<fy<+001fp(d+oz)—2q(d—sp)>0andd—sp§0,
and
d d
(2.30) b <~ < 4 if p(d + o) —2q(d — sp) <0 and d — sp > 0.
d— sp «

(Note that the case p(d + ) — 2¢(d — sp) < 0 and d — sp < 0 does not occur.)
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We next claim that
(2:31) Vrad dzida ~ s a)(sp(d(—ic-l . i4)2) oy Pl @) = 2a(d = sp)).
Indeed, we have, by (2.23),
2d _ (gsp =) +p)d—a)  2qd
d+a spd+a—-2)+(d—ao) d+o
_ (gsp=D+p)d—0a) ¢(d-a)

sp(d+a—2)+ (d— «) d+«a
(d-a)(gsp(d+a) + (p— q)(d +a) — gsp(d+ o —2) ~ g(d — a))
(d+a)(sp(d+ a—2)+ (d—a)) ’

Yrad —

which yields claim (2.31).

In the case B (d )
oy(d + o — 2
By + 1_1
using from (2.27)-(2.31), we have the following three situations:
e if D> 0 and sp < d, then

> 1,

pd
Yrad <Y < d
e if D > 0 and sp > d (this is equivalent to the fact sp > d), then
Yrad < ¥ < +00.
e if D <0 and sp < d (this is equivalent to the fact D < 0), then

pd

d < Y < Vrad-
In the case
d+a—2
d—1 1—sp
we have
Y = Yrad-
The conclusion follows. The proof is complete. O

Depending on the range where v belongs, we intend to employ different techniques to prove
Theorem 1.3. Using Proposition 2.1, we divide the range of + into three main sub-ranges.

d
Yead < ¥ < b , ifD>0and sp<d,

(Range A) d—sp
Yrad < 7Y < 00, if sp > d.
d
(Range B) P << Yad, ifD<O.
d— sp
(Range C) Y = Yrad and q = 1 P .
— sp

We next recall the following result from [18].
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Lemma 2.2. ([18, Lemma 2.5]) Letd > 2, 0 < s <1, 1<v,pqg< oo, 0<a<d and
0 < B, B2 < +00. Set

2
(2.32) Ves 1= M_
o+ sp

and assume that (1.1) holds and (d 4+ a)p — 2q(d — sp) # 0. Then (1.2) is equivalent to the fact

Yes <7 < if D >0 and sp < d,

~—d—sp
(2.33) VYes <7 < 0 if sp > d,
d
P <y < Yes ’lfD<O
d— sp

Remark 2.1. Let d > 2, 0<s <1, 1 <y< 400, 1 <p,g< oo, 1 <a<d, 0<f, fo <+
be such that (1.1) and D # 0 hold. One can check that

(2.34) Yes satisfies (1.1) and B179es + B2Yes = 1
(see, e.g., the proof of [18, Lemma 2.5]). Using (2.34), we obtain

(2.35) Bires + ﬂz'ycs(jirla ~2) ﬁz’yzls(:ll— n
Considering (2.27) with v = 7.5 and using the above identity, we obtain
sl — 1 sp(d4+a—2)+(d—«a
(2.36) 5ﬂd(— : ) d _]i() e a))_ 2(q(d _)sp)) (Yes = Vrad) -
Since 1 < a < d and B2 > 0, it follows from (2.36) that
(2.37) Yrad < Yes if D >0
and
(2.38) Yes < Yrad if D < 0.

Applying Theorem 1.1 and using Lemma 2.2, we deduce that (1.3) holds if v satisfies (2.33). Con-
sequently, (1.15) holds if ~ satisfies (2.33). Using this fact, we only need to prove Theorem 1.3 for
Yrad < ¥ < Yes; When v varies in Range A and for 7.5 < 7 < rad When v varies in Range B.

2.2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3 when ~ varies in the Range A. As mentioned in Remark 2.1, one only
needs to establish (1.15) for
Yrad < ¥ < Yess

which is assumed from later on in this part.

Let € > 0 be small enough so that p(d + o — 2¢) — 2¢(d — sp) > 0. This can be done since D > 0.
Set

(q(sp— 1)+ p)(d — o + 2¢)
sp(d+a —2e—2)+ (d—a+2¢)
We claim that (1.15) holds for v = . for € sufficiently small.

We first admit this claim and continue the proof. We have, by (2.23),

o (p=D)+pd-—a+2)  (gsp—1)+p)(d=a)
e rad sp(d+a—2e—2)+(d—a+2) sp(d+a—2)+(d—a)
desp(d —1)(p+ q(sp — 1))

(sp(d+ o — 26 —2) + (d — v+ 2¢)) (sp(d + @ — 2) + (d — @)

Vei=4q+

(2.39) =
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We first claim that
(2.40) p+(sp—1)g > 0.
Indeed, (2.40) is clear for sp > 1. We now establish (2.40) for sp < 1. Since D = p(d + «) — 2¢(d —
sp) > 0, we obtain using o < d
p(d+ ) dp
2(d—sp) d—sp

(2.41)

We have
P dp p(d—sp—d+dsp)  sp*(d—1)
l—sp d—sp  (1-sp)(d—sp) (1—sp)(d—sp)
Claim (2.40) then follows in the case sp < 1.
Thus (2.39) implies 7. — Yraq+ as € — 0+. Since (1.15) holds for v = 5.5 by (2.34) and
Theorem 1.1, using interpolation (Holder’s inequalities), we derive from the claim that (1.15) holds

for Yrad <Y < Ves-
It hence remains to show that (1.15) holds for v = . for e sufficiently small. Let g € C’érad(Rd).

Since p(d + o) — 2¢(d — sp) # 0 and (1.15) is invariant under scaling, without loss of generality, we
can assume that

y)P / / z)|?g(y)
2.42 " dxdy =1= d dy.
(2:42) /[Rd /[Rd |z — |d+5p e Jpa |z —ylie Y

By (2.1) in Lemma 2.1, it suffices to prove that

oy [ el

¢ || T

for some constant C' > 0 independent of g. Because of (2.47) with R = 1 in the Lemma 2.5 below,
we only need to show that

a [ e
jal<1 x| =T ’

for some constant C' > 0 independent of g.
Since p + (sp — 1)g > 0 by (2.40), we derive from (2.23) that

g < TYrad-
This implies, by (2.37), that
q < Yes-
Since (1.15) holds for v = 7.5 by (2.34) and Theorem 1.1, it follows from (2.42) that
(2.45) / ()] da < C.
lz|<1

Applying Holder’s inequality, we derive that

q Jes—4q

g X qdm - Yes df]; Yes
(2.46) / % < / lg(z) " dz / e (Taiq
jal<1 |z| 2t <1 jal <1 || 7esza (2% +¢)
(2.45) du e
< C / e da
2| <1 mh(T“)
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Since

d—

Yes (d—a N _ 1 |a(pd+a)—2q(d - sp))
%s—q< 2 +> %s—q[ 2(a + sp)

for € > 0 small enough, assertion (2.44) follows for e sufficiently small. The proof is complete. [

— %Se] > 0,

The following result due to Ruiz [27] is used in the proof.

Lemma 2.5. ([27, Theorem 1.1]) Let d € N, 0 < o < d, 1 < ¢ < oco. Then for every ¢ > 0 and
2d
R > 0 there exists C' = C(d, «, q,€) > 0 such that for all u € LfH_i(Rd) we have,

1
. 1
(2.47) / \u(a: </ / 2)| ]ud aixdy)2 and
o> R |z] ‘2" = e Jra |r—yldm®

1

q q 2

(2.48) / @I 4 < ore </ / Jul@) @)l d> .
le|<R |z| T ¢ R Jre |z =yl

2.2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3 when v varies in the Range B. As mentioned in Remark 2.1, it suffices
to prove (1.15) for
Yes <Y < VYrads
which will be assumed from later on in this part.
Let g € Ccl7rad(Rd). Since p(d + a) —2q(d — sp) # 0 and (1.15) is invariant under scaling, without
loss of generality we can assume that

P q
(2.49) // ’dd_l_// NI
Re JRd ’l’— ’d“p Rd Jra |z —y[T

We now consider three cases separately:

e Case 1: 1 < sp<d.
e Case 2: sp<1landgq(sp—1)+p>0.
e Case 3: sp<landgq(sp—1)+p<0.

We now proceed the proof.

e Case 1: 1 < sp < d. Set, for ¢ sufficiently small,

(g(sp —1) +p)(d — a — 2)
spld+a+2e—2)+ (d—a —2¢)
We claim that (1.15) holds for v = . for € sufficiently small.

We first admit this claim and continue the proof. We have, by (2.23),

_ (g(sp=1)+p)(d—a—2¢) (¢(sp — 1) + p)(d — a)
Ye — Yrad = -
spld+a+2e—2)+(d—a—2¢) sp(d+a—2)+(d—a)
desp(d — 1) (p+ q(sp — 1))
(sp(d+ a+2e—2)+ (d—a—2¢) (sp(d+a—2)+ (d—a))
It follows that 7. — aq— and € — 0+ since sp > 1. Now, since (1.15) holds with v = 7.5 by

(2.34), by interpolation, it suffices to prove the claim.
Next, we establish the claim. Applying (2.3) in Lemma 2.1, it suffices to show that

(2.51) [ 2w <c,

SEI

Ye=q+

(2.50) = -
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for some constant C' > 0 independent of g and for € > 0 small enough. Using (2.48) in Lemma 2.5,
one only needs to prove

q
(2.52) / d9@ 40 < ¢
|z|>1 ‘x‘T_E
We have, by (2.23),
q < Yrad-
If ves < @ < Yrad, using (2.22) and (2.49), we obtain
q d
/ %dﬂj <C d—a ~ a(d—sp) <C,
|z[>1 |x| 2 "€ || >1 |x|(T_E)+T

for e sufficiently small since, by D < 0,
d— d—
o ad=sp)
2 p
If ¢ = ~y¢s, then applying (1.15) with v = 7.5 by (2.34), and using (2.49), we have

q
/ g@ o / () Pede < C.
| o |z|>1

d—a
z|>1 |z| 2

d.

If ¢ < Yes < Yrad, applying (1.15) with v = 7.5 by (2.34), and using (2.49), we have

q Yes—4

q K Yes
e [ A s ([ ) ([ e
jel>1 |z 7 e 2| >1 jal>1 || 7es =2 (2% )
Yecs —q
<C/ dflf Yecs
N jal>1 || Feesa (2% ~¢)

Since D = p(d + «) — 2¢q(d — sp) < 0, it follows that

s d— 1 d —2q(d —
g ( a_€> _ [a(p( +a) — 2¢( sp))+%se} <0,
Ves — 4 2 Ves — 4 2(0& + sp)
for € > 0 small enough. It follows from (2.53) that
q
(2.54) / lg@ltde _ o,
|z|>1 ‘Z”T_e

The proof is complete in this case.
e Case 2: sp<1landp+q(sp—1)>0. Set

(q(sp—l)+p)(d—a—2s)
sp(d+a+2e—2)+ (d—a—2¢)’

Y=Y =4q+

for € sufficiently small.

From (2.23), we derive that 7. — Ypaq— as € — 0+ (see for e.g (2.50)). Since (1.15) holds with
¥ = 7es by (2.34), by interpolation, it suffices to prove Theorem 1.3 for 7. with e sufficiently small.
Applying (2.3), we only need to establish

(2.55) /R do@ 40 < ¢

d |x|%—6
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for some constant C' > 0 independent of g and for € > 0 small enough. Applying (2.48) in Lemma 2.5,
we only need to show

(2.56) /| L@ 4 <@

x|>1 ‘x‘lFTa_E

If ¢ < dﬁ—f’;p, then ¢ < 7es given by (2.32) since D < 0 and sp < d. Similar to (2.54), we obtain
(2.56). If di’;p < ¢ then it follows, since p+ ¢(sp — 1) > 0, that

1 1 1 s
S os<-< -
p g~ p d
Applying Lemma 2.3 with v = ¢ and R = 1, we have
(2.57) / (@)% dz < C.
|z|>1

Assertion (2.56) now follows from (2.57) by noting that L__ <1for |z > 1.

d—a —e —
|z 2

The proof of (2.56) is complete.

e Case 3: sp<1andp+q(sp—1)<0. Since, p > 1, so we must have sp < 1 in this case.

We first consider the case p 4+ q(sp — 1) = 0. Then v, = ¢ by (2.23). Applying Lemma 2.3 and
using (2.49), we have

(2.58) [ a<c
|z|>1
On the other hand, by (2.49),
(2.59) / lglds < C.
|z|<1

From (2.58) and (2.59), we obtain
/ lg(x)|9dx < C.
R4

Since (1.15) holds with v = ~.s by (2.34), by interpolation, the conclusion holds for 7.5 < v <
Yrad = 4.

We next deal with the case p+ q(sp — 1) < 0. Set

(q(sp—1) +p)(d — o+ 2¢)
sp(d+a —2e—2)+ (d—a+2¢)’

for e sufficiently small. Since p+ g(sp — 1) < 0, it follows from (2.39) that v. — aq— as € — 0+.
Since (1.15) holds with v = v.5 by (2.34), by interpolation, it suffices to prove Theorem 1.3 for .,
i.e., to prove

(2.60) Ye=q+

lg(x)[* dz < C,
R4
for € sufficiently small.
We have, by (2.49),

/ (@)% dz < C.
lz|<1

Since V- < Yraq < ¢ thanks to the fact p + g(sp — 1) <0, it follows from Hoélder’s inequality that

/ (@) dz < C.
|z|<1
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It remains to prove that

/ g(@)Pe dz < C.
|z|>1

Set
o
(2.61) Ry
We have, by (2.23),
Cr—us (g(sp—1) +p)(d — ) D
Yrad =4q spld+a—2)+(d—a) 1—sp
d—a 1
= (a(sp—1) +p) <sp(d—|—oz—2)+(d—a) N 1_Sp>

2(q(sp— 1) +p)sp(d — 1)
(sp(d+a—2)+(d— ) (1 —sp)
Since p + q(sp — 1) < 0, it follows that

(2.23)
(262) "< VYad < (¢
For € > 0 sufficiently small, set
d—
(2.63) N =1 = 2a+e
and let # = 6. € (0,1) be such that
6 1-6 1
=
r q Ve
(the existence of € follows from (2.62)). One has
(2.64) g1 4 g e
q=r % (¢ —7)7

We have, by Holder’s inequality,

nve(1-6) _ 1
(2.65) /| o) de = /| | 1(|g<w>|9%|x| : ) (g@c)“ 9>(>) d
z|> z|> o e

ve0 (1—=0)ve

rn(1—06) T q q
< / lg(2)["|2) o7 da / %d‘ﬁ
|2|>1 e|>1 |7

which yields, by (2.63), (2.47), and (2.49)

0 Yebe

rn(1-6) i ,
(2.66) / g(@) dr < C ( / 9@l 2] ™5 d:c> e ( / |g|f|:c|—rﬁdx> ,
|z|>1 |z[>1 |z|>1

by (2.64), where

(2.67) f=p ==

We claim that
(2.68) g=—(d—-1)s.
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Since, by (2.61),
q(sp—1)+p=(g—7)(sp—1),
it follows from (2.60) that

(g—r)(d—a+2)(sp—1)

2.69 - .
(2.69) Ve Tt A ta—2—2)+ (d—a+20

This implies

o (d— o+ 2¢)(sp— 1)
Ve—r=I(q )<1+sp(d+a—2e—2)+(d_a+2€)>

which yields

) 2(g — r)sp(d — 1)
(2.70) 76_7”—sp(d+a_2e—2)+(d—oz+26)'

We also have, by (2.69)

(g—r)(sp—1)(d — a+ 2e)
sp(d+a—2e—2)+ (d—a+2€)’

(2.71) q—"e=—
Combining (2.61), (2.70), and (2.71) yields
(Ve = 7)ne
fe=———"—=—(d—1)s.
T Y
Applying Lemma 2.2 with 5 = —(d — 1)s and using (2.49) and (2.66), we obtain

/ lg|7edx < C.
|z|>1

The proof is complete. U

2.2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3 when -y varies in the Range C. Let g € C’Clrad( 4). Since p(d + a) —
2q(d — sp) # 0 and (1.15) is invariant under scaling, without loss of generality we can assume that

yIP [ / )1lg(y)
2.72 2 2 T daedy =1= d dy.
(2:72) /R/R rx—yrd+sp wdy pi Jpa [z — o Y

We first note that v = ¢ in this case. Applying Lemma 2.3 and using (2.72), we have
(2.73) [ ar<c
|z|>1
On the other hand, by (2.72),
(2.74) / lg|9dx < C.
|z|<1

The conclusion follows from (2.73) and (2.74). O
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3. OPTIMALITY OF THE RANGE OF PARAMETERS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5. Let n € C>°(R \ {0}) be a nontrivial,
nonnegative function with spt n C (—1,1). Define

(31) gA,R,S(x) = )\T](’x‘;R> L, VR >S5 >0and A > 0.

Applying [5, Theorem 1], we have
(32) 1gllren ey S 11Vl o gty + 19l gy o € C(RY).

Here and in what follows in this section, a < b means that a < Cb for some positive constant C
depending only on the parameters in Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5.
By a scaling argument, we derive from (3.2) that

(3.3) 191 lyirson gy S 1911510y 191 o (gay » V9 € CE(RY).
)?

Using (3.3) we can estimate
(3.4) ||g)\7Rvs||€Vs,p(Rd) SNRITISIP for 0 < s <1and 1< p< 4oo.

On the other hand, one has, see e.g., [2, (5.8)],

M2 Rdta—2G2 ifl <a<d,
(3.5) / / |9ARS’ . |g§ ’ZS( D ey < 4 N9 RIS 10g(R)S) i =1,
Re TR ==yl A2i g1 gl+a if0<a<l.
A straightforward computation gives
(3.6) N (R= 9" S loars!l} ga

We are now ready to give the proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5. We will only focus on the
case 0 < s < 1. The cases s = 1 and s = 0 are either trivial or follow by the same arguments.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We establish the conclusion by considering two cases separately:
e Case 1: B1v+ ngfIzﬁgy <1.
e Case 2: b1y + dszﬁﬂ =1landq(sp—1)+p#0.

Case 1: P17y + d+o‘ 2627 < 1. In this case, if (1.15) holds, then we can apply it to g = g1 g1 for

large R. Therefore using estimates (3.4), (3.5), (3.6), and the inequality (1.15) we have, for large
R,

(3.7) R < pld=1B1y+(d+a=2)B2y
Taking R — oo in (3.7), we obtain a contradiction.

Case 2: P17y + d+°‘ zﬁgfy =1andq(sp—1)+p#0.
Since, in addltlon ~ satisfy (1.1) so we can compute (see for e.g. (2.27))

_ (gsp—1)+p)(d—a)
(38) 7_q+sp(d+a—2)+(d—a)'

If (1.15) holds, then in particular it holds for

(39) g:gm7R:Zng£27Rk7Rk§1, VR>Oandm€N,
k=1
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where & # 1 and & € R to be chosen subsequently. If & > 1, then we start with a small enough
0 < R < 1andif & < 1, then we start with a large enough R >> 1 so that the supports of
9Rkea g pre Temain disjoint for all k € N. With this choice and with the help of (3.4), (3.5), (3.6),
and the inequality (1.15), we derive that

i e (R - Rk51>d‘1 Rk
k=1

m B1Y s/ m B2y
< (Z hpEs ph(d-1) R(1—sp)k§1) <Z R2aké> ph(dta—2) R2k§1) .

k=1 k=1

Simplifying this estimate, we have

(3.10) ZRk Yéa+£1+d—1) <1 _ Rk(51—1)>d_1

m By m B2y
< (Z Rk(p§2+(1—sp)51+d—1)> (Z Rk(2q52+2£1+d+a—2)> ‘

k=1 k=1
We now choose &; and &; such that
(3.11) péo+ (1—sp)1+(d—1)=0=2¢ +2& + (d+ a —2).
Since q(sp — 1) + p # 0, the exact expressions of £; and & can be computed from (3.11) as follows

2q(d—1) —p(d+a—2) spld+a—2)+ (d— )
2(q(sp— 1) +p) 2(q(sp—1)+p)

Notice that using (3.8), we can simplify the expression of & as follows

(3.12) £ = and & — —

(3.13) fo=—p .

Making use of (3.13) and (3.11) we calculate

Yo +&+(d—1)=(—-qé+q+&+(d-1)
d—a d+t+oa—2

(3.14) =t (d=1) =0

Plugging (3.11) and (3.14) into (3.10) we get

(3.15) 3 ( _ RH&-Y) )d_l < mPIY ym e .
k=1

Since £17v + d+°‘ 2527 =1and 1 < a < d, it follows that 817y + Sy < 1. Taking R — +o0 in
(3.15)if & < 1 and taking R — 0+ in (3.15) if & > 1, we obtain a contradiction.

It remains to show that & # 1. Indeed, this follows from the assumption p(d+a)—2q(d—sp) # 0
and (3.12), as & can be rewritten as § =1 — pldta)=29(d—sp)

2(q(sp—1)+p)
The proof is complete. O
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. We prove the result by contradiction. Assume (1.15). Consider the
family of radial functions g g, for R > 1 (see (3.1) for the definition). Using (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6),
and applying (1.15) to g1,r,1, we obtain

RA=D(Brr+b27) fo<a<l,

3.16 R <
(3.16) ~ | RE-DE+620) (log(R))% +1), if o= 1.

Taking R — +o00 in (3.16) and noticing 31y + B2y < 1, we obtain a contradiction. The conclusion
follows. 0
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