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SHARP FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV AND RELATED
INEQUALITIES ON H-TYPE GROUPS

YAOJUN WANG AND QIAOHUA YANG

ABSTRACT. We determine the sharp constants for the fractional Sobolev inequal-
ities associated with the conformally invariant fractional powers £5(0 < s < 1)
of the sublaplacian on H-type groups. From these inequalities we derive a sharp
log-Sobolev inequality by considering a limiting case and a sharp Sobolev trace
inequality. The later extends to this context the result of Frank, Gonzalez, Mon-
ticelli and Tan (Adv. Math, 2015) .

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Sobolev inequalities and their sharp constants have a wide range of
applications in analysis and geometry because they contain geometric and prob-
abilistic information. By using symmetrization arguments, Lieb [34] (see also
[10, 35, 19]) showed the sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality

f(x)g(y) JD((n—N)/2) [ Tn) \"M"
[ iy < 2= () el )
522, The extremal functions in (1.1) are of the form
flx) = glz) = (1+[af?)"EV2,

up to the action of the conformal group of R”. By a duality argument (see e.g.
[4, 6, 35]), (1.1) is equivalent to the sharp fractional Sobolev inequalities

o2 > g2 s LU0+ 28)/2) (T(/2)\*"
O e (a1 O I T ()

Obviously, for s = 1, (1.2) is the classical Sobolev

<

where 0 < A <n and p =

2n
n—2s"’

where 0 < s <n/2and g =
inequality.

There is an analogous Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on the Heisenberg
group H". Recall that H" can be parameterized by (C™ x R, o) with the group law

(z,t) 0 (2, t) = (242t +t + 2Imz - 2),

n

r_ = nos

where z - 2/ = Zl z;z;. The homogeneous norm on H" is given by
]:

(2, 8)] = (|2]* + )1
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The associated homogeneous dimension is Q = 2n + 2. In a celebrated paper [18],
Frank and Lieb determined the sharp constants and extremal functions of Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on H". We state the result as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Frank-Lieb). Let 0 < A < Q and p = 2@2263» Then for any f,g €
LP(H™),

f(€)g(n)
[ et ewean

with equality if and only if, up to group translations and dilations,

<

n AQ Q-
(i) el (13

2
anln! FQ(Q;Z}\)

[=el(T+ 22?4 2757, g = (1 |2 4 )

for some c,c € C.

By differentiating (1.3) at the endpoints A = 0 and A\ = @, respectively, they
obtained a sharp logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see also [9])
and a sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequality. In particular, choosing A = @Q — 2 in
Theorem 1.1 yields the Jerison-Lee inequality(see [28, 29, 30]).

We remark that the Frank-Lieb argument consists of two major steps. One is
to show the existence of extremal functions; the other is to evaluate the optimizer
via the second variation inequality with test functions provided by the moment
zero condition. Recently, Hang and Wang [26] presented a shorter proof of the
Frank-Lieb inequality, in which they bypassed the subtle proof of existence via a
subcritical approximation.

In the same paper, Frank and Lieb [18] conjectured that their method could
be applied to groups of Heisenberg type (in short, H-type groups) introduced by
Kaplan [31] (see [24] for the conjecture of the Jerison-Lee inequality on H-type
groups). In fact, partial results of Theorem 1.1 have been generalized to the cases
of quaternionic Heisenberg groups (see [27, 11]) and octonionic Heisenberg group
(see [12]) via Frank-Lieb approach. We note these groups (i.e. Heisenberg groups,
quaternionic Heisenberg groups and octonionic Heisenberg group) are known as the
nilpotent component in the Iwasawa decomposition of simple groups of rank one
(in short, groups of Iwasawa type). They are the subclasses of H-type groups. In
fact, most of H-type groups are not groups of Iwasawa type (see [14]).

Very recently, the second author [40] determined the sharp constant of the L2
Folland-Stein inequality on any H-type group, which extended the Jerison-Lee in-
equality to this context. The proof relied on combining these two methods, the
Frank-Lieb approach and the subcritical approximation method given by Hang and
Wang [26].

The aim of this paper is to look for the sharp constants of fractional Sobolev
inequalities associated with the conformally invariant fractional powers £,(0 < s <
1) of the sublaplacian on H-type groups. In addition to the two methods above,
the proof relies on the ground state representation of L, which has been studied
by Roncal and Thangavelu (see [36, 37]). For more information about L, we refer
to Branson, Fontana, and Morpurgo [9] and Garofalo and Tralli [21, 22, 23].

To state our main result, we introduce some notations. Recall that an H-type
group G is a Carnot group of step two with the following properties (see Kaplan
[31]): the Lie algebra g of G is endowed with an inner product (-,-) such that, if
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3 is the center of g, then [31,31] = 3. Moreover, for every fixed z € 3, the map
J. 1 317 — 3% defined by
(L(v),w) = (2, [v,0]), Ywes,

is an orthogonal map whenever (z, z) = 1. This implies that the dimension of 3 is
even. For simplicity, we set

dim 3t = 2n, dimj=m.

One can fix on G a system of coordinates (z,w) such that the group law on G has
the form (see [8])

/ n o __ Z]+Z;7 j:1727"'72n
<Z’“’>°<Z’“’>_(wk+w;+§<z,U<k>Z'>, k=12 .m) 149

where the matrices UM, U ... U™ have the following properties:

(1) UY) is a 2n x 2n skew symmetric and orthogonal matrix, for every j =
17 27 cee Ty

(2) UOUR + U® UG =0 for every j, k € {1,2,---,m} with j # k.

For (z,w) € G, we denote by the homogeneous norm of (z,w)

ol = ()’
Z,Ww = —_— w
’ 16

The associated homogeneous dimension is
Q = 2n + 2m.

Let £ be the sublaplacian on G associated with an orthonormal basis of 3* and Vg
be the corresponding horizontal gradient. Via the spectral formula, the conformally
invariant fractional powers £,(0 < s < 1) can be defined by (see [9, 36, 37, 21, 22]),

L 1+s
I <2<7Aw>1/2 + %>

L 1—s
I (e +5°)

The Sobolev space W*?2(G) is defined as the closure of the space of functions u €
C§°(G) with respect to the norm

ull w2y = (/GU(S)CSU(f)d§> 1/2-

Ls=2°(—Ay)°

m 62
7j=1

To this end, we have

Theorem 1.2. [t holds that, for 0 < s <1,
Q—2s

[ w0t = s, ([ 1u@rF%ag) L uewzc, o)

where

0 2o T D(n+2)\ >/
Sn,m,s = 48Q+T27T82 5 ntl—s n+m-—s ( (n 2 ) ) ’ (17)
D(E=)r(=5==) \I'(2n +m)
The inequality is sharp and an extremal function is

|Z|2 ? 2
1—|—T +|’LU‘

(et (mise)

Q—2s
4

U(z,w) =
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By an analogous duality argument to the Euclidean case and using the following
Green’s function of L, (see Lemma 2.2):
1 T ntl—s T nt+m—s
‘Cglzcnmsia Cnom,s = ( 2 ) En-o—lz )7 (19)
" W) @B ™ T e B )
we obtain the following sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on G.

Corollary 1.1. Let 0 < s < 1 and p = QQTQZS Then for any f,g € LP(G),

/ /m - 1o£|@ L9 g <

where Sy, s and ¢y ms are given in (1.7) and (1.9). The inequality is sharp and
the equality holds if

nms nms”prHgHP? (110)

Q+2s

Fzw) = glzw) = ((H%) +|w|2) 4

Remark 1.1. Let
S — L w ) ezt @z OR: [P+ W)+ [H)P =1}
The Cayley transform € : G — S*™™ is given by (see e.g. [2, 14])
1
PB(z,w)

where o/ (z,w) and o/ (z,w) denote the linear maps 1 + % + Jy and 1 + % — Jw
on 3, and the real number B(z,w) is defined by

B(z,w) = <1+ ‘f) + Jwl?.

C(z,w) =

4
(sz(z w)z, 2w, —1 + |1(‘3 + |w|2) : (1.11)

Via the Cayley transform (1.11), there is an equivalent version of (1.10) on S*™,
However, the expression of [n~! o &| on S*™ s very cumbersome unless G is a
group of Twasawa type (see [2, Lemma 2.2]).

By differentiating (1.10) at the endpoint s = 0, we obtain the following sharp
logarithmic Sobolev inequality (see Beckner [3, 5] for logarithmic Sobolev inequality
on S").

Theorem 1.3. For any nonnegative f with [, f*(§)In f*(£)Jx(€)d€ < oo and
nonim L0+ 3)
/f ) I (€)d€ = /ch g = 47w 2 (1.12)

where
Q

Jo(z,w) = <<1+ ‘f) |w|2>2 (1.13)

is the Jacobian determinant of Cayley transform (1.11), one has

2 on+3 n+m+1
//%J;ﬂ(f) IV )dﬁdn_QP (s /f ) In £2(€) Jg(€)d.
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2n+37rn+mT+1

Furthermore, the constant PRGN

s sharp.

Finally, we obtain the following Sobolev trace inequality which generalizes the
result of Frank, Gonzdlez, Monticelli and Tan (see [17]).

Theorem 1.4. Let 0 < s < 1 and WJ*(G x [0,00)) be the completion of u €
C° (G x R) with respect to the norm

% 1 1/2
(/ / (\8pu\2 + —p?|Vwul® + |Vgu|2) plzsdzdwdp) :
o Ja 4

Then we have, for u € Wi (G x [0, 00)),

& 1
| [ (190 + 51l + [Vaul? ) ->ddudp
0 G

Q-2

(1 — 2 o
221—25 <F< )8) Sn,m78 (/ |U(Z,'w, O)|QQ28dzdw) , (]_]_4)
) G

where Sy, s s given in (1.7). The inequality is sharp and an extremal function is
given by the Poisson integral of U(z,w) (details of this integral will be explained in
Section 5), where U(z,w) is given in (1.8).

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we will review some
preliminary facts that will be needed in the subsequent sections. In Section 3, we
give another proof of Hardy’s inequality via the ground state representation of L;.
The proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 4. In Section 5, we give the proofs of
Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

We begin by quoting some preliminary facts which will be needed in the sequel.

2.1. Sublaplacian on H-type groups. In the rest of paper, we let G be an H-
type group with group law given by (1.4). The vector field in the Lie algebra g that

agrees at the origin with %(j =1,---,2n) is given by
J
X; = U
i () an
and g is spanned by the left-invariant vector fields
0 0
X, ... A
1, s <32 awl 8wm

The horizontal gradient on G is Vg = (X1, -+, Xo,) and the sublaplacian on G is
given by

2n 2n a 2
__ZX;:_Z<8Z]+ Z(ZU(’“ )a_wk>
Jj=1 Jj=1 k=1 =

(2.1)
=—A —1|z|2A =) UMV, 0
z 4 w

owy,’
k=1 k
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2n 2 m 2
0 0 0 0
23 (55) A“;(a—w) (g

j=1

where

The nonisotropic dilation , on G is
5.z, w) = (uz, p*w), p>0. (2.2)
It is easy to check, for f € C3°(G),
Lf(0u(z,w)) =p*(Lf)(0u(2,w));
A f(0u(z,w) = (D f) (042, w)).
Therefore, by the definition of L (see (1.5)
L f(8u(z,w)) =1 (L f) (02, w)). (2.3)

2.2. Representation theory on H-type groups. In this subsection we shall
review the representation theory on H-type groups (see e.g. [1]). We remark that it
is similar to that on the Heisenberg group (see [15, 38, 39]). For more representation
theory on nilpotent groups, we refer to [13, 33].

Let 3* be the dual of 3. Fix A € 3* and define the skew symmetric linear mapping
B()\) on 3 by

), we obtain

(BO)X,Y) = A[X,Y]), VXY €3
Let z, be the unique element of A\ € 3* such that
(BA)X,Y) = M[X,Y]) = (J

2\

(X),Y).

Denote the kernel of B()A) by t, and let m, be the orthogonal complement of t) in
3. Denote by A the Zariski-open subset of 3* of the vectors A for which dimm,, is
maximum. Since G is an H-type group, we have dimmy = dim 3+ = 2n, ty = {0}
for all A € A and A = 3*\{0}.

For A\, X € 3*\{0}, we put

NN = (2h, 20), A = VAN,

We denote by Sym,, B(A) the symmetric function of degree 2n in the roots of B(\).
Fixing A € 3*\{0}, there are orthogonal vectors Ey(\), - -+, E,,(A), E1(A), -+, En(N)
in my such that

BNE;(A) = ME;(A) and  BA)E;(A) = —[A|E;(N),
and Sym,, B(\) = [A\]*".
Denote by
I = Span{El()‘)a e 7En()‘)}> D\ = Span{El(A)v o >En()‘)}

Then we may write V in 3~ as X +Y with X € ry and Y € y,. The irreducible
unitary representations parameterized by A € 3*\{0} may be described as follows:

(a9, w)9) (y) = & Zim s TN TIa it 3wl gy 4 y), @ € 1, 4,y € 9
for all ¢ € L?(py). For f € L'(G) and X € 3*\{0}, its Fourier transform f()\) is the

operator-valued function defined by

:// f(x,y,w)w)\(x,y,w)dxdydw,
5N YN
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which means that for each ¢, € L?()),

(f(k)@lb)://r) Fla,y, w)(ma(z, y, w)é, ¥)dedydw.

The representation 7, of G determines a representation 7} of its Lie algebra
g on the space of C'™ vectors. Recall that ¢ is said to be a C* vector for the
representation my if (z,y,w) — m\(z,y,w)¢ is a C* function from G into the
Hilbert space. The representation 73 is defined by

d
(X))o = &ﬁ,\(exp tX)o

t=0
for every X in the Lie algebra g. We can then extend 73 to the universal enveloping
algebra of left-invariant differential operators on G. If A is any such operator, then
a simple computation shows that

A(T{')\(l‘, Y, w)¢7 w) = (ﬂ-)\(l‘a Y, w)ﬂ';\(A)gb, ’QZ))

Therefore, one way of obtaining entry functions that are eigenfunctions of A is to
take ¢ to be an eigenfunction of the operator 7} (A). One can calculate

62
H(A) =my(£) = — Z f2+|A| 2E,
7=1

which is nothing but the Hermite operator in R". The eigenfunctions of H(\) are
given by

=A@ (VM) (o1, a) €N,

where () is the product Vo, (&1) - - ~1pan(£n) and ¥q,(&)(j = 1,---,n) is the
eigenfunction of —g—;g_ + & with eigenvalue 2a;; + 1 (see [15, 38, 39]). Noticing that
J

we obtain
L(my(z,y, w) Py, ©3) = (2la| + n)|[A|(ma(, y, w) D), §3). (2.4)

Thus the entry functions (my(z,y, w)®), ®3) as «, § ranging over N" give a family
of eigenfunctions for the sublaplacian.
Let Pi(\) be the orthogonal projection defined by

PNo= ) _ (6, 93)®,
|a|=k
where o € N" and ¢ € L?(py). By using (2.4), we have

[e.9]

(LF) =N p_(n+2K)[ABN), | e G (G).
k=0
On the other hand, (—A,f) = |A]2f()). Therefore, the fractional powers £, can
be defined as follows:
0 F(2k+n+1+s)
Z 2| A]) W&(A), sER, felCXa), (2.5)

k=0 2
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provided the right side of (2.5) exists. Obviously,
Lt=L_,.

2.3. Green’s function of £, (0 < s <n+1). Let

Q+2s

22 2 T4
@s,p<z7w>: ((P+%) +‘U}|2> , p>O

It has been shown by Roncal and Thangavelu (see [37, Theorem 3.7]) (see also [22]

for 0 < s < 1) that

(g ()
D(E )T (=)

Lop_sp(z,w) = (4p)° s p(z,w), 0<s<n+1

(2.6)

Furthermore, we have the following lemma (see [36, Proposition 3.2] for the case of

Heisenberg group):
Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < s <n+1. We have

PorN) =D, (5)Pu(N),

where
\ (o) = grtlntgt | \|s Lo Qk+n+14s 2k+n+1—s
Ck,p S) = P(n—l—l—l—s)r(n—l—m-‘,—s) PIAL 9 ) 9
2 2

and the function L(a,b,c) is given by
L(a,b,c) = / e~ e =11 4 g) e,
0

Proof. Since ¢, ,(z,w) is radial in the w variable, we have
Psp(X) = Dsp(lAer),
where e; = (1,0,---,0) € R™. Writing w = (w;,w’) € R x R™™! we have

Psp(lAler)
2\ 2
(p—l— %) + |w]?

Ll
LA T Y

where 7y (2, w1) = 7| (2, y,w;) is defined by

_Q+42s
1

TAje; (2, w)dzdw

_ Q+2s
4

dw’ > m (2, wy)dzdw,

(mx(@, 9, w)@)(y) = P FRIEL iy 4y), ¢ € L2(RY),

which is nothing but the irreducible unitary representation on H".

We compute
2
Ell 2
(r+15) + 1

\/]le

_Q+32s
4

duw’

(2.7)

(2.8)

(2.9)
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_n+l+s

2
/ (1+ \w’|2)_Qt12 duw'.
Rm—1

2
<p+ %) + \wl\Q

By using (see [24, (4.51)])
) — k/2) k
|t (2f?)ode = P2l @ K2k 2.10
[ tap)eae = et 2 (2.10)
we obtain
) _Q~Z2s
/ p+ u + |w|? duw'
Rmfl 4
. F n+21+3) ‘z|2 2 _n+;+s
=T 2 ey P+—) + |w| (2.11)
(2Es) (o415
Substituting (2.11) into (2.9), we obtain
_n+21+s
N (2, wr)dzdw,

|Z|2 ? 2
/H—T +|’LU1‘

_ m—1 F("+§+S)
SOS, )\ =7 2 n+m-+s / /
p( ) F( +2+) R27 JR
= E Cz’p(S)Pk A

k=0
To get the last equality, we use the fact (see [36, Proposition 3.2])

_n+l4s

/ / <p+—) + w} A (2, w)dzdw,
R2n JR
27r)"+1\)\| ( 2k+n—+1+s 2k+n+1—s
F2< +;+ ) 92 9
O

k=0

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.1
Now we can compute the Green’s function of £, (0 < s < n+ 1) (see [36, (3.10)]

for the case of Heisenberg group and [21, Theorem 1.2] for 0 < s < 1)

Lemma 2.2. Let0 <s<n+1. We have
‘Cs_lf:‘C—sf :Cnmsf |(Z>w)|_Q+28> f € CSO(G)a

in the sense of
w)[~IEIN),

(ﬁsilf)AO‘) = Cn,m,s(f * | (2,
where Cpm.s s given in (1.9) and * is the convolution on G defined by
Frgle / F(€on™g(n)an.
(2.7) is also valid for —n — 1 < s < 0. There-

Proof. By analytic continuation of s,

fore,
(f * 95 p)(N) =F (NP p(N)



10 YAOJUN WANG AND QIAOHUA YANG

_2n+1+sﬂ.n+mT+1 (2|)\|)fs

T TEET ()

> Q%k+n+1—s 2k+n+1+s
ZL(pw, 5 : 5 )Pk()\).

It is easy to verify that
e~ P / <672p|/\\l“ — 1)3:%4”2“75*1(1 +x)” I - 0, p—0;
0

(e_pw — 1)/ :U%Jrn;l_s_l(l + )" B 4 0, p—0
0

are both uniformly in k, so does
2k+n+1—5s 2k+n+1+s
L (pIAI, )

2 ’ 2
& 2k+n+1 2k+n+1+
_ 2ktntl—s _ n s
:/ e p\)\|(2a:+1)x 5 1(1 +l‘) 5 dx
0

N 2k+n+1—s 2k4+n+1+s
’ 2 ’ 2
F 2k+n+1—s
ZF(S)%-
[(=5=)

Therefore, we have
2n+1+sﬂ.n+mT+11"(S) R
11m(f*s0 S )(A) = n —s n+m-—s (‘Cs_lf)()\)7
v (2= (55=2)

p—0 5

which implies

L T r(em)

(L2500 = Gt (=l )

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. O

m—+1
2

3. GROUND STATE REPRESENTATION OF L, AND HARDY’S INEQUALITIES

In [36, Lemma 5.1], Roncal and Thangavelu proved the following ground state
representation of £, on H":
(m)* 2
r©Ls©dc=Co [ [ LT acay pew2ar). @)
Hr e Jun |17 1 o 5|Q+28
Using the heat equation approach in [21, 22, 23], one sees that (3.1) can be extended
to any H-type group. For readers’ convenience, we describe it as follows. It has
been proved by Garofalo and Tralli (see [23, Theorem 4.1]) that the heat kernel
with pole at the origin of the operator d,, + 1—/)23@) + inAw —L—-0 for0<s<1
is given by

2™ (W AL\ e
q(s)((z,w),t,p) = W/Rme i (wA) (m) e~ 4 TP\,

Set

K(z,w) = (47t) " q(-5) ((2,w), 1, 0).
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By using (see [37, 22, 23])

S

LAE) =y | €O — £ K€D e
and (see [22, (1.17) and (1.19)])

| mi et = e [ a0 -
0 0

one sees that
! h tin=1 o —s—1
| r@cs©ne =g [ [ [0 - rmsomtor o g+
! h tre—1 —s—1
AT L - rensonmiie emeanaeay
T2T(- \/// MK (™" o )t~ dtdedn

2
s / ﬁdgd (3.2)

() T(mtmse)

2n+1—sﬂ-n+mT+l

| (2, w)| 797,

where

n+1l4s n+m-+s
P g—n—2+s —n-mEL (2 £ ) (2t
o IT(—s)]

To get the second equality above, we use the fact K!(&) = KI(£71).

By using the ground state representation technique given by Frank, Lieb and
Seiringer [20] (see [36, Theorem 5.2] for the case of Heisenberg group), we can give
another proof of Hardy’s inequality associated with £ (see Roncal and Thangavelu
[37, Corollary 1.4]). We remark that such technique also plays an important role in
the proof of our main results (see Lemma 4.4).

(3.3)

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < s < 1. It holds that

|f (2, w)[?
Es , dzd _Nnms 2
/Gf f(z,w)dzdw > ”/G[(1+%)2+|w|2]3

dzdw, Vf e W**(G), (3.4)

where . -
1—‘ n S P n—m-mrs
Nn,m,s =4 (n+21—s) (n+3’b—8) <35)
L(=)I(=5=2)
and the equality holds if and only if
Q—2s
_ @ 2 R
f—c(<1+ ) , ceR.
Proof. Set, for p > 0,
P(n+1+s)r(n+m+s) |f(Z w)|2
1= | FOLHEE ~ () bt |, e,
G L0 (522) Ja [(p + 2202 + Jwl)e

We first show

G(&) —-Gn))?
Hlf] = e [ [ TE=CB e @z, (30)
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where G(&) = f(€)p—s,(§) " and @y, m s is given in (3.3). Without loss of generality,
we assume f € C5°(G).
By polarizing (3.2), we have, for any f g e W*2(@),

/ GLJAE = s / / ap= loé‘iﬁﬂj 9) ey, (3.7)

By applying (3.7) to g(¢ 90 sp(&) and h(&) = [f(€)[Pg() 7", we get
/gﬁ hd&—anms// |n_1oé“|chi)2; 90) jea

_ e OS] ey
e [ | <|f(§) o) 'g(é) o g<s>g<n>) I
/fﬁ FAE— an s fm)F 9(©gn)

gn) | In~to gtz
On the other hand, by using (2.6) 6 , We have

_ _ ST("+21+S)P("+M+S) F(OF
[ oz = [ e.gas = o) sy [ g 69

2

dédn.  (3.8)

Substituting (3.9) into (3.8) and using
Ps,p

| |2) 2 )
p+—1 +|wl
‘Pﬂp ( 4

we obtain (3.6). The desired result follows by using (3.6).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

By an interpolation of Hardy’s inequality (3.4) and fractional Sobolev inequalities
(see [32, Theorem 2])
Q—2s

Q-
[u@catenez o [ o) ©  wewse, @
G G
we obtain the following fractional Sobolev inequalities with weights.

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 < s <1l and2 <p< QS. There exists C' > 0 such that
for each f € W2(G),

/ fLofdzdw > C ( / | f|pU(z,w)Q2Q2spdzdw) , (4.2)
e e
where U(z,w) is the one given in (1.8).

Next we shall show that the embedding map
2Q
Q — 25’

W*(G) — L*(G, U(z,w)%_pdzdw), 2<p< (4.3)

is compact.
For simplicity, we define the ball centered at origin with radius R by

Br(0) ={(z,w) € G : |(z,w)| < R}.



SHARP FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV AND RELATED INEQUALITIES 13

Set ¥ = 0B1(0) = {(z,w) € : |(z,w)] = 1}. We have the following polar
coordinates on G (see [10]):
/fmwMMw:/'/&@fm%mw*@mxfeme, (1.4)
0o Jx
where z* m and w = W

Let ¢ : G — [0,1] be a cut-off C§° function which is equal to one in B;(0) and
zero outside of By(0). For f € W%2(G), we let

Ir(f)(§) = (£)9(61(€)). € € G- (4.5)
By fractional Sobolev inequalities (4.1), we have
2Q
Q—2s
Lemma 4.1. Let0<s<land1 <p< QQS. The embedding map
I : Wo*(G) — LP(Bsg(0)),
defined by (4.5), is compact.
Proof. We first show that there exists C; > 0 such that Yu € W*2(G), it holds

[Tr(w)(€) — Tr(u)(n)[? u(€) — u(n)[?
déd 1S AP gedn. (4.
/BQR /BQR |7I 1 O§|Q+25 £dn < Cl/G T log@re &dn.  (4.6)

In fact, we have

Ta(f) € Lo (Bog(0)) C IP(Bag(0), 1<p <

[Tr(u L (u)(n)?

0) J By (0) |77 1Of|Q+28

o
:/‘ / 6(94(9) —u(me(dy (m)/’
Byr(0) J Bar(0

d&dn

[t o g9t

F (€60, () —ums(d, ()P
§2<ém foe M*oﬂ@% e

31(&)) —u(me (01 ()
o ﬁm o 69 dgd")

oo [ [MO-MR,,

1o g|Qt2s

|u(n)[*
—————d&dn+
/BQR(O /BQR 0)N{In—tog|>1} |77 o§|Q+28

I3 6) — (5, )
/BQR(O \LQR 0)N{|n—tog|<1} |77*1 o €|Q+23 dfd?’] (47)

By Taylor formula on G (see [7, Theorem 2]), there exists Cy > 0 such that

6(5:(6)) — (6, ()| < Coli o8], Ven € G. (48)
Substituting (4.8) into (4 7) we obtain

[T (u Tr(u)(n)?
/BQR (0) /32R |’I7_1 o §|Q+25 dfdﬁ
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|u(§) —u(n)? / / u(n)]?
<2/ —d&d + 2 ————d&dn+
[n=1oglQt2s Bag(0) J Bag(0)N{|n—1og|>1} [n=1o&|t2s

|u(n)?
dédn.
/BQR /BQR |"‘|{|n—1oé~|<1} |77 1 o €|Q+23—2

By polar coordinates (4.4), we have

1
/BQR(O)ﬂ{nloagl} ‘T}‘l o g‘Q+2s—2

d§ §C37

1
A€ <Oy,
/BQR(O)ﬂ{nlo§|>1} =1 o |@F2s

where C3 and Cy are positive constants independent of 7. Therefore,

Ln(w)(€) — In(u) ()
/Bm /B |n‘1 cgar 9

|u(€ )— u(n)f?
SQ/ Gded +C5||U||L2 (B2r(0))

SQ/G |u<€> — u<n)|2dfd7] + C«GHUHQ

¢ |ntog|@tes 5 (Byr (0))

g _ 2
<o [ [ =t acan

where Cs5, Cg and C; are positive constants independent of w. This proves (4.6).
By Rellich-Kondrachov theorem for fractional Sobolev spaces (see [25, Theorem
7]), one sees that I is compact. The proof of Lemma 4.1 is thereby completed. [

Now we can show the embedding map (4.3) is compact.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < s < 1 and 2 < p < % The embedding map (4.3) is
compact.

Proof. By Hélder s equality and fractional Sobolev inequalities (4.1), we have, for
2<p< gy andf= 72Q—pi§_25)

)

0 1-6
/ |u|pU(z,w)QfQ2sfpdzdw < (/ |u|QQ25dzdw) (/ |u|2UQ4328dzdw)
@ @ @
0 5% N 1-0
<C (/ uﬁsudzdw) (/ |u|2Umdzdw) :
G e

So we need only to show the case p = 2.
By Lemma 4.1, the imbedding map I : W*?(G) < L?*(Byx(0)) is compact. On
the other hand, we have, by Holder’s inequality and fractional Sobolev inequalities
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(@1,
/ |f—IR(f)|2U(z,w)Qis2sdzdw
e

4s
<[ UG T
G\BRr(0)

Q—2s 1— Q-2

2Q TQ 2Q Ts
< (/ |f|Q2SdZdw) (/ U(z,w)Q?sdzdw)
G\BRr(0) G\Br(0)

1_Q=2s
SC/ fL,fdzdw (/ U(z,w)QTQ?Sdzdw)
G G\Br(0)

Q
By using polar coordinates (4.4), we have

2 1
/ U(z,w)QfQ?sdzdw g/ g dzdw
G\Bg(0) G’\BR (0) (2, w)]

where |X| is the volume of ¥. Therefore, the embedding map (4.3) is compact
because it is a limit of compact operators. This completes the proof of Lemma
4.2. O

Since the embedding map W*?*(G) — L*(G, U(z,w)ﬁdzdw) is compact, the
spectrum of

Lo =pUaz0, veW(G), (4.9)
is discrete. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 4.1. Let p1;, j =1,2,- -, be the eigenvalues of (4.9) given in increasing
order. Then pty = Ny s 5 sz’mple wzth etgenfunction U where U and Ny, s are
given by (1.8) and (3.5).
Define
Q—2s

Uin(§) = 2 U@Gu(n " 08)), n€G, p>0. (4.10)
By (2.3) and (2.6), we have

Q+2s

LsUu,n = ]Vn,rrL,s[];ﬁzT725 5 (411)

where N, ., is given in (3.5). If we set n = (2, w’) € G, then we have

oU,., Q+2s 50U, .
NN —1. .. 9
Ls 823 n,msQ_2 77 8, 9 j 0 ) n?
ou,, Q +2s 520U,
Ls aulj;n = n’m’smUﬂQn a M;n, r = 17 R ’m; (412)
EsaUum _ Q+28UQ 5 OUun

o Q=2 M ou
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Set
4 _, oU, ‘
wJ:Q_QSU(g)l 8,:/-777 ) ]:17a2na
J Tpu=1,n=0
4 ou
wnrinf_lﬂ , r=1,---,m; 4.13
2 ou,
Won-tm — U(g)fl ) ’
2n+m+1 0 — 25 —8,u -
Then we have (see [40])
2n+m-+1
j=1
and by (4.12),
Q + 25, _o+2s .
'Cs(ij) :Nn,mﬁQ_QSUQ*QSWj, J :1,2,"' ,2n+m+1 (415)

By Lemma 4.2, the minimization problem

A, = inf{ /G FLfdzdw - /G |FIPU (2, w) @2 Pdzdw = 1} (4.16)

for 2 <p< &25 has a solution u. Since

Q-
[[u()] — [u(m)|?
'Cs d§ = n,m,s déd
/G|U| uldg =6, /G o ntegrs ol

s [ [ OO,
G

¢ Intog|or

= / ulgudg,
G

we have that if u is a solution of (4.16), so does |u|. So we may assume u > 0.
Next we show that such u satisfies a moment zero condition.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < s < 1, 2 < p < 222 and u be a nonnegative solution of

Q—2s
(4.16). Then we have
/ upU(z,w)QQTQ?s_pwjdzdw =0,j=1,2--,2n+m+1, (4.17)
e
where wj (1 < j <2n+m+ 1) are given by (4.13).
Proof. Set
ulgudzdw
Fp(u) = Jo 20 PE
<f(; uPU(z,w)ﬁ*pdzdw) 3
_Q-2s
Ut 1 (§) =p 2 u(dy-1 (0 £)),

where ;> 0 and n = (2, w') € G. By using (2.3), we have

/Uulmlcsuulmle’dw :/uﬁsudzdw;
el el



SHARP FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV AND RELATED INEQUALITIES 17

20 29
/uzlvnlU(z,w)Q% pdzdw:/upUﬂm(z,w)st Pdzdw,
e a

where U, ,, is given by (4.10). Therefore,

f ulsudzdw
Fp(up-1p-1) = = 5 (4.18)

20 ’
(fG wPlU,, (2, w)@-2 dzdw)
Since wu is a nonnegative solution of (4.16), we have

9
829
0
ow!,
9
op
The desired result follows. O

fp(uu’ilvnil)bj/:lﬂ?:o :0’ ] — ]_’ “ .. ’2/’7/;
Fp(p=1 =) |u=19=0 =0, r=1,--- ,m; (4.19)
fp(uu‘l,n””u:lm:o =0.

Lemma 4.4. It holds that for any f € W2(G),

2n+m+1

f2
Z /fwj fwj d€</f£ fd§+ nms/ [(1+%2)2+|w|2]8d§'

Proof. By choosing g = U and h = f2U~! in (3.8), we have

/GfQUlchdg:/Gch(ﬁUl

- /G JLLfdE

2 U©)U(®n)
1o glQ+s

(n)
77)

dédn,

Similarly, choosing ¢ = Uw; and h = f*w,;U~" in (3.8) yields, for j = 1,2, ,2n+
m+ 1,

/ frw, UL (Uw;)dé = / Uw;Lo(fPw,U™1)dé
G G
_ / Far La(feog)AE — o

2 UE©U
U2 72) - E?g‘gzs%(S)Wj(n)dfdn-
(4.21)
Combining (4.11) and (4.20) yields
f2
Lsfdé = Nyms 5 d
/Gf e ”/[(1+ﬁ)2+\w|2]s5
2 UE©Un
+ Apym,s U2 — n)) = fo)ﬂéf%déd (4.22)
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On the other hand, summing (4.21) over j and using (4.14) and (4.15), we obtain

2n+m+1

> /fwj (fuy)d

2
:Nn,m,sQ_'_QS/ f dZdU)—f-
Q —2s (1+||)+|w|2]5

2 U U 2n+m—+1
g Y @€y

j=1

|
[ fln)
U2 T U2l
Q+2s f?
Nnms dd
- ”@—QS/GKH'T) 5w o
1o

) |”
U?( 2 (n)
To get (4.23), we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

2n+m-+1 /2 /ontm—1 1/2
S< > wf-(é)) ( > w§<n)) = 1.

Jj=1 Jj=1

anms

UEU()
it o e e

(4.23)

anms

2n+m-+1

> wil®ws(n)

j=1
The desired result follows by combining (4.22) and (4.23). O

Now we can give the proof of Theorem 1.2. The idea is due to Frank and Lieb
[18, 19] and Hang and Wang [26].

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let 0 <s<1,2<p< QQS and u, be a nonnegative

solution of (4.16). The 2nd variation of the functlonal F, around u, shows that
/ fﬁsfdzdw/ ubU(z, w)QQfQ?fpdzdw—
e e

(p—1) / upﬁsupdzdw/ uZ*QU(z,w)Q{%s P f2dzdw > 0,
e e
for any f with

/Gug_lU(z,w)QQ%spfdzdw =0.

Choosing f; = uyw;, j = 1,2,---,2n + m + 1 and summing over j, we obtain, in
view of (4.14) and Lemma 4.4,
2n+m+1

(p—l)/upﬁ updzdw < Z /upw] s(upw;)dzdw
a

2

4s U
< / upLsu,dzdw + 7Nn,m,s/ — dzdw.
G Q—2s a [(1+ 52 + fw)2)

That is,

2
(p—2) (/ upLu,dzdw — Nn7m7s/ r Y dzdw)
G & [(1 452 + w2
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2 u?
SNn,m7s( Q2 _p)/ EE ;) 5 dzdw
Q—2s c [(14 )2 + Jw|?)

2 2 % 2 1_%
<Npnm.s (Q —QQS —p) (/G ugU(z,w)Q—Q?s_pdzdw) </G U(z,w)Q—Q?sdzdw)

1,2
:Nnvmvs( 20 —p) (/GU(Z,M)QQ%Sdzdw) — 0, p/‘QQQQS.

To get the last equality, we use the fact that fG ubU(z, w) o5 Pdydw = 1. There-
fore, by Lemma 3.1, we get

2
/uﬁudzdw—N / il dzdw — 0, p 26

s n,m,s 2 ) .
¢ & [(1+ 502 + [w])s Q-2

Closely following the proof given in [40, Lemma 3.5], one can choose a sequence
{pr : k =1,2,---} such that p, * ng converges to a nonzero function
coU. Thus ¢yU is an extremal function of

:mf{/ FLofdzdw - /|f|QQTQ2sdzdw:1}.
G G

Now we compute the sharp constant S, ,, . Since U is an extremal function, we

have
UL, Udzd 2s/Q
Snms - fG = :Nnms U(Zaw)QQgstd’w .
i 2Q (Q—25)/Q M
(Jo U dzdw) G

We compute
-Q/2

2 2 2
/U(z,w)r%sdzdw :/ Jo(£)dE = (1 - |—) + |w]? dzdw
G G R27 x R™ 4

:4"/ (14|22 @ mdz/ (14 [w]?)/2dw
R2n m

[(n+ %)

—4" n+% _v 2/
i I'(2n+m)

(4.24)

To get the last equality, we use (2.10). Therefore,

2s/Q
Sn,m,s = Nn,m,s </; J%(&)d§> (425)

Qt2n 32"% F(n+1+s)r(n+;n+s) (F(n—i— %> 25/Q
) .

2
[ (2tm=s) \ T'(2n +m

2

= s Q T

2

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3 AND 1.4

We first give the proof of Theorem 1.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Corollary 1.1, we have

- 2 Q+2s Q+2s
/. Wtf <5>J;Q (m)dgdy

Q 25 Q+2s
= [ [ m_lo ﬂ@ =t ©17 dcdn—2 [ / L0 (005 (aan

Q‘gs Q+2S Q«}gs
>2 ? J,’ dédn — —— 2
[ e @1 waean - |15 |
Q+2s
2 nms 2 Q+25
I /f ) I (€)dE — HfJ w | (5.1)
n,m,stnm,s nms Ot
To get the last equality, we use the fact
Q+2s
= - ve==(n)
T (€) = U(€) = £ LU(E) =enamsNogm,s de
Qfgs
J 2
=Cn,m,s nms/ ‘7] 10£|Q 25 . (52)

Passing to the limit as s \, 0 in (5.1) and using
D(2)r(e)

2
N0 S ont1nt gt

lim Smm,scn,m,s o

we get

/ |f<§)_f<77)‘2jé/2<£) 1/2< )dedy

¢ Into élQ*QS

2n+2ﬂ_n+m+l -
> lim T £)Jg(€)d J. . 5.3
et (22 [ peyseterne |1 | )69
+2s

For simplicity, we let

g = [ do= [ e
S2ntm G

By using the Cayley transform (see Remark 1.1) and (4.25) and following the proof
given in [18, Corollary 2.5], we obtain

it (522 [ e [ )
Q+

. 1 n-+—m QL
= <|S2 B B P s2n+m>)
S RAGLYRGEAGES (54)

Substituting (5.4) into (5.3), we get

n+3 n+m+1
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Next we show the sharpness. Following [18], we let

1
F.(§) =C. (\/1—52+6w1>, 0<e<s,

where w; is given in (4.13) and C. is such that fG\F 6|2 Jg(£)dE = [Sm|. A
simple calculation shows

-1/2
C. = |S+m|1/2 (/ V1 —e2+ 5w1|2JLg(§)d§) — 1, e \(0. (5.5)
G

We compute

- 2 Qi Qi2s
/G G 7] = =) I (£) I (n)dédn

In‘lo§|Q—28
w —w 2 Qi2s Q+2s
_02 2// | ‘ln 1o§‘$ 23‘ J?;Q (g)J{Z;Q ()déds

9 9 Q2+Q25 Q2+Q25
_20 // |n 1o€|Q 25 (g)‘]% ('f?)dfd??—

Q+2s Q+2s
202 2// |n 1o€|Q 23 92Q (g)‘]‘zfQQ (ﬂ)dfdn. (5.6)

By (4.15) and Lemma 2.2, we have

Q—2s
T (©un(©) =L L, (U(©wn(9))
Q+2s
_ Q+2s [ J % (nw (U)d
_Cn,m,an,m,sQ _9s /G |T]71 o §|Q*2S n. (57)

Substituting (5.2) and (5.7) into (5.6), we obtain

_ 2 Q+2s Q+2s
/G G 7] = =) Jg™ (§) I (n)d€

=1 o9
8C%e?s
:Cn,m,an,m,s(Q + 28) /wa(f)ch(f)dg
Therefore,
F.(&) — F. 2
/G/G‘ Ti)loagﬂ T (€)1 () dg
802 2

o Tt merl) R {GEAGEE

2n+4 n+m;1
:QF("TJ)F(n;m)Szwa(f)J%(f)df- (5.8)

On the other hand,
JREGIY A GRAGEE
G
:Cf/ (14 26T =2wr — (1 = ) [ (14 25T =y — (1 - )
G
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|S2n+m|

fG |\/1 — g2 +Ewl|2j<g( )

It is easy to verify that
1+2eV1 — 2w — e*(1 — wi) =1 + 2ew; + O(e?);
In <1+25\/1 — 2w — (1 —w1)> =2ew; — 2(1 +w?) + 0O(e%).

Noticing that U(&) and U(§)w;(§) are eigenfunctions corresponding to different
eigenvalues of (4.9), we have

[ @0 = [ w@u©) v vFE©dE =0, G
G G
By using (5.11), we have

|2, __y dell =2+ Pud) Je(§)dg
VT2 § e P 0)ae s

—? (1 ~ g [ AOIAOE) + O,

(5.12)

] J(£)dE. (5.9)

(5.10)

Substituting (5.10) and (5.12) into (5.9) and using (5.11), we obtain

| POW PO (€ = 222 | () Tel6)d6 + O, (5.13)
By using (5.5), (5.8) and (5.13), we get
Jo Jo g I QL dedy - gneagnens
fG F2 (&) n F2(0) 1, (€)€ NESNED)

2n+3 n+-—o5—

e\ 0.

This proves that the constant is sharp. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is

thereby completed.

Before the proof of Theorem 1.4, we first recall the following extension problem

on G:
Dot + 220 u+ 102 Ayu — Lu=0, in Q=G xR,
{pp oo (5.14)

li{‘rg)u(z,w,p) = f(z,w) € W**G), on I~ G,
P
where 0 < s < 1. Let 1 < p < co. It has been shown by Roncal and Thangavelu

[37] (see also Garofalo and Tralli [21, 22] for a complete self-contained approach to
these construction via heat equation methods) that if

/ lu(z, w, p)[Pdzdw < C
e

uniformly in p, then the solution of (5.14) is given by the Poisson integral
P(f) = Crn,m, )0 f % 9,1 (5.15)
Moreover, if L;f € LP(G), then we have
ra-—
— lim p'7%09,2(f) = 21*23u£sf, (5.16)

p—0+ ['(s)
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— 2n—2s —n——F(""’S) (n+m+5)

where Cy(n,m,s) = T NORES

Now we can prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We first show (1.14). Without loss of generality, we
assume u € C§°(G x R) and let f(z,w) = u(z,w,0). For simplicity, we set

1
Vu = <8pu, _pkua VG) )

1-2
Au =0,,u + $8u+4p2A u— Lu,
p

such that, for g,h € C§°(G x (0, 00)), it holds

| [(Vatew.0). iz w. ) - 2ddudy
0 G

[ [ oo w (e . o) dzdudy.
0 G
Obviously,

AZ([) =0, (u=2(f))lp=0= (5.17)

)
where Z(f) is the Poisson integral given by (5.15).
We claim that

/ / Vul?p' 2 dzdwdp
0 G
I'(1—
:21—23 (F(S)S)/Gfﬁsfdg_i_/ /|V u— X | pl 2sdzdwdp. (518)

In fact, through integrating by parts, we obtain, by using (5.17)
/ / |Vu — VZ2(f))? pt~2dzdwdp

/ /|Vu|2p1 *dzdwdp — / /|Vg@(f)|2,0123dzdwdp
¢

— 2/ / (u— ), VZ(f))p' **dzdwdp

o A R By A 2 T e
0 G 0 G
2 - A 1=25q 2dwd
w2 [ [ =2 Az e,

:/ /|Vu|2p1_28dzdwdp—/ /|V@(f)|2p1_25dzdwdp. (5.19)
o Ja o Ja

On the other hand, by using (5.17) and (5.16), we have

/ /|Vg@(f)|2p1_28dzdwdp:—/f lim p'"%0,2(f)dzdw
o Ja G

p—04

:21—28W /G fLfdzdw. (5.20)

Substituting (5.20) into (5.19), we obtain (5.18). This proves the claim.
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By using (5.18) and Theorem 1.2, we get

Oo 'l —
/ / |Vul|?pt**dzdwdp 221%@/ fLfdE
0o Ja I'(s) Jag

Q—2s
1—2s (1 —5) ( 2% )T
oot ([ 1rOF %) T

This proves (1.14).
On the other hand, by (5.20) and Theorem 1.2, one sees an extremal function of
(1.14) is given by

u=2U)=Ci(n,m,s)p*Uxp, 1.

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is thereby completed.
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