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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 Ls(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, González, 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
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ∫

Rn×Rn

f(x)g(y)

|x− y|λ dxdy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ πλ/2Γ((n− λ)/2)

Γ(n− λ/2)

(
Γ(n)

Γ(n/2)

)1−λ/n

‖f‖p‖g‖p, (1.1)

where 0 < λ < n and p = 2n
2n−λ

. The extremal functions in (1.1) are of the form

f(x) = g(x) = (1 + |x|2)−(2n−λ)/2,

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

‖(−∆)s/2u‖2 ≥ 22sπsΓ((n + 2s)/2)

Γ((n− 2s)/2)

(
Γ(n/2)

Γ(n)

)2s/n

‖u‖2q, (1.2)

where 0 < s < n/2 and q = 2n
n−2s

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

There is an analogous Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on the Heisenberg
group Hn. Recall that Hn can be parameterized by (Cn ×R, ◦) with the group law

(z, t) ◦ (z′, t′) = (z + z′, t+ t′ + 2Imz · z′),

where z · z′ =
n∑

j=1

zj z̄
′
j . The homogeneous norm on Hn is given by

|(z, t)| = (|z|4 + t2)
1

4 .
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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 Hn. We state the result as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Frank-Lieb). Let 0 < λ < Q and p = 2Q
2Q−λ

. Then for any f, g ∈
Lp(Hn),

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ∫

Hn×Hn

f(ξ)g(η)

|ξ−1 ◦ η|λdξdη
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
πn+1

2n−1n!

)λ/Q n!Γ(Q−λ
2

)

Γ2(Q−2λ
4

)
‖f‖p‖g‖p, (1.3)

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

f = c((1 + |z|2)2 + t2)−
2Q−λ

4 , g = c′((1 + |z|2)2 + t2)−
2Q−λ

4

for some c, c′ ∈ C.

By differentiating (1.3) at the endpoints λ = 0 and λ = Q, respectively, they
obtained a sharp logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see also [9])
and a sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequality. In particular, choosing λ = 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 Ls(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 Ls, which has been studied
by Roncal and Thangavelu (see [36, 37]). For more information about Ls, 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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z is the center of g, then [z⊥, z⊥] = z. Moreover, for every fixed z ∈ z, the map
Jz : z

⊥ → z⊥ defined by

〈Jz(v), ω〉 = 〈z, [v, ω]〉, ∀ω ∈ z
⊥,

is an orthogonal map whenever 〈z, z〉 = 1. This implies that the dimension of z⊥ is
even. For simplicity, we set

dim z
⊥ = 2n, dim z = m.

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

(z, w) ◦ (z′, w′) =

(
zj + z′j , j = 1, 2, · · · , 2n

wk + w′
k +

1
2
〈z, U (k)z′〉, k = 1, 2, · · · , m

)
, (1.4)

where the matrices U (1), U (2), · · · , U (m) have the following properties:
(1) U (j) is a 2n × 2n skew symmetric and orthogonal matrix, for every j =

1, 2, · · · , m;
(2) U (j)U (k) + U (k)U (j) = 0 for every j, k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , m} with j 6= k.
For (z, w) ∈ G, we denote by the homogeneous norm of (z, w)

|(z, w)| =
( |z|4

16
+ |w|2

) 1

4

.

The associated homogeneous dimension is

Q = 2n + 2m.

Let L be the sublaplacian onG associated with an orthonormal basis of z⊥ and∇G

be the corresponding horizontal gradient. Via the spectral formula, the conformally
invariant fractional powers Ls(0 < s < 1) can be defined by (see [9, 36, 37, 21, 22]),

Ls = 2s(−∆w)
s
Γ
(

L
2(−∆w)1/2

+ 1+s
2

)

Γ
(

L
2(−∆w)1/2

+ 1−s
2

) , ∆w =

m∑

j=1

∂2

∂w2
j

. (1.5)

The Sobolev space W s,2(G) is defined as the closure of the space of functions u ∈
C∞

0 (G) with respect to the norm

‖u‖W s,2(G) =

(∫

G

u(ξ)Lsu(ξ)dξ

)1/2

.

To this end, we have

Theorem 1.2. It holds that, for 0 < s < 1,
∫

G

u(ξ)Lsu(ξ)dξ ≥ Sn,m,s

(∫

G

|u(ξ)|
2Q

Q−2sdξ

)Q−2s
Q

, u ∈ W s,2(G), (1.6)

where

Sn,m,s = 4s
Q+2n

Q πs 2n+m
Q

Γ(n+1+s
2

)Γ(n+m+s
2

)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)

(
Γ(n+ m

2
)

Γ(2n+m)

)2s/Q

. (1.7)

The inequality is sharp and an extremal function is

U(z, w) =

[(
1 +

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
]−Q−2s

4

. (1.8)
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By an analogous duality argument to the Euclidean case and using the following
Green’s function of Ls (see Lemma 2.2):

L−1
s = cn,m,s

1

|(z, w)|Q−2s
, cn,m,s =

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)

2n+1+sπn+m+1

2 Γ(s)
, (1.9)

we obtain the following sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on G.

Corollary 1.1. Let 0 < s < 1 and p = 2Q
Q+2s

. Then for any f, g ∈ Lp(G),
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ∫

G×G

f(ξ)g(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
dξdη

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ S−1
n,m,sc

−1
n,m,s‖f‖p‖g‖p, (1.10)

where Sn,m,s and cn,m,s are given in (1.7) and (1.9). The inequality is sharp and
the equality holds if

f(z, w) = g(z, w) =

((
1 +

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
)−Q+2s

4

.

Remark 1.1. Let

S2n+m = {(z′, w′, t′) ∈ z
⊥ ⊕ z⊕ R : |z′|2 + |w′|2 + |t′|2 = 1}.

The Cayley transform C : G→ S2n+m is given by (see e.g. [2, 14])

C (z, w) =
1

B(z, w)

(
Ā (z, w)z, 2w,−1 +

|z|4
16

+ |w|2
)
, (1.11)

where A (z, w) and Ā (z, w) denote the linear maps 1 + |z|2

4
+ Jw and 1 + |z|2

4
− Jw

on z⊥, and the real number B(z, w) is defined by

B(z, w) =

(
1 +

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2.

Via the Cayley transform (1.11), there is an equivalent version of (1.10) on S2n+m.
However, the expression of |η−1 ◦ ξ| on S2n+m is very cumbersome unless G is a
group of Iwasawa 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 Sn).

Theorem 1.3. For any nonnegative f with
∫
G
f 2(ξ) ln f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ <∞ and

∫

G

f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ =

∫

G

JC (ξ)dξ = 4nπn+m
2

Γ(n+ m
2
)

Γ(2n+m)
, (1.12)

where

JC (z, w) =

((
1 +

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
)−Q

2

(1.13)

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

G

∫

G

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q J

1/2
C

(ξ)J
1/2
C

(η)dξdη ≥ 2n+3πn+m+1

2

QΓ(n+1
2
)Γ(n+m

2
)

∫

G

f 2(ξ) ln f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ.
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Furthermore, the constant 2n+3πn+
m+1

2

QΓ(n+1

2
)Γ(n+m

2
)
is sharp.

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

Theorem 1.4. Let 0 < s < 1 and W̃ s,2
0 (G × [0,∞)) be the completion of u ∈

C∞
0 (G× R) with respect to the norm

(∫ ∞

0

∫

G

(
|∂ρu|2 +

1

4
ρ2|∇wu|2 + |∇Gu|2

)
ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

)1/2

.

Then we have, for u ∈ W̃ s,2
0 (G× [0,∞)),

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

(
|∂ρu|2 +

1

4
ρ2|∇wu|2 + |∇Gu|2

)
ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

≥21−2sΓ(1− s)

Γ(s)
Sn,m,s

(∫

G

|u(z, w, 0)|
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)Q−2s
Q

, (1.14)

where Sn,m,s is 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 Ls.
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 ∂

∂zj
(j = 1, · · · , 2n) is given by

Xj =
∂

∂zj
+

1

2

m∑

k=1

(
2n∑

l=1

U
(k)
l,j zl

)
∂

∂wk

and g is spanned by the left-invariant vector fields

X1, · · · , X2n,
∂

∂w1
, · · · , ∂

∂wm
.

The horizontal gradient on G is ∇G = (X1, · · · , X2n) and the sublaplacian on G is
given by

L = −
2n∑

j=1

X2
j = −

2n∑

j=1

(
∂

∂zj
+

1

2

m∑

k=1

(
2n∑

l=1

U
(k)
l,j zl

)
∂

∂wk

)2

= −∆z −
1

4
|z|2∆w −

m∑

k=1

〈z, U (k)∇z〉
∂

∂wk

,

(2.1)
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where

∆z =

2n∑

j=1

(
∂

∂zj

)2

, ∆w =

m∑

k=1

(
∂

∂wk

)2

, ∇z =

(
∂

∂z1
, · · · , ∂

∂z2n

)
.

The nonisotropic dilation δµ on G is

δµ(z, w) = (µz, µ2w), µ > 0. (2.2)

It is easy to check, for f ∈ C∞
0 (G),

Lf(δµ(z, w)) =µ2(Lf)(δµ(z, w));
∆wf(δµ(z, w)) =µ

4(∆wf)(δµ(z, w)).

Therefore, by the definition of Ls (see (1.5)), we obtain

Lsf(δµ(z, w)) =µ
2s(Lsf)(δµ(z, 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 z∗ be the dual of z. Fix λ ∈ z∗ and define the skew symmetric linear mapping
B(λ) on z⊥ by

〈B(λ)X, Y 〉 = λ([X, Y ]), ∀X, Y ∈ z.

Let zλ be the unique element of λ ∈ z∗ such that

〈B(λ)X, Y 〉 = λ([X, Y ]) = 〈Jzλ(X), Y 〉.
Denote the kernel of B(λ) by rλ and let mλ be the orthogonal complement of rλ in
z⊥. Denote by Λ the Zariski-open subset of z∗ of the vectors λ for which dimmλ is
maximum. Since G is an H-type group, we have dimmλ = dim z⊥ = 2n, rλ = {0}
for all λ ∈ Λ and Λ = z∗\{0}.

For λ, λ′ ∈ z∗\{0}, we put

〈λ, λ′〉 = 〈zλ, zλ′〉, |λ| =
√

〈λ, λ〉.
We denote by SymmB(λ) the symmetric function of degree 2n in the roots of B(λ).
Fixing λ ∈ z∗\{0}, there are orthogonal vectors E1(λ), · · · , En(λ), E1(λ), · · · , En(λ)
in mλ such that

B(λ)Ej(λ) = |λ|Ej(λ) and B(λ)Ej(λ) = −|λ|Ej(λ),

and Sym2nB(λ) = |λ|2n.
Denote by

xλ = span{E1(λ), · · · , En(λ)}, yλ = span{E1(λ), · · · , En(λ)}.
Then we may write V in z⊥ as X + Y with X ∈ xλ and Y ∈ yλ. The irreducible
unitary representations parameterized by λ ∈ z∗\{0} may be described as follows:

(πλ(x, y, w)φ) (y
′) = ei

∑m
j=1

λjwj+i|λ|
∑n

j=1
(xjξj+

1

2
xjyj)φ(y′ + y), x ∈ xλ, y, y

′ ∈ yλ

for all φ ∈ L2(yλ). For f ∈ L1(G) and λ ∈ z∗\{0}, its Fourier transform f̂(λ) is the
operator-valued function defined by

f̂(λ) =

∫

z

∫

yλ

∫

xλ

f(x, y, w)πλ(x, y, w)dxdydw,



SHARP FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV AND RELATED INEQUALITIES 7

which means that for each φ, ψ ∈ L2(yλ),

(f̂(λ)φ, ψ) =

∫

z

∫

yλ

∫

xλ

f(x, y, w)(πλ(x, y, w)φ, ψ)dxdydw.

The representation πλ of G determines a representation π∗
λ of its Lie algebra

g on the space of C∞ vectors. Recall that φ is said to be a C∞ vector for the
representation πλ if (x, y, w) 7→ πλ(x, y, w)φ is a C∞ function from G into the
Hilbert space. The representation π∗

λ is defined by

π∗
λ(X)φ =

d

dt
πλ(exp tX)φ

∣∣∣∣
t=0

for every X in the Lie algebra g. We can then extend π∗
λ 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(πλ(x, y, w)φ, ψ) = (πλ(x, y, w)π
∗
λ(A)φ, ψ).

Therefore, one way of obtaining entry functions that are eigenfunctions of A is to
take φ to be an eigenfunction of the operator π∗

λ(A). One can calculate

H(λ) = π∗
λ(L) = −

n∑

j=1

∂2

∂ξ2j
+ |λ|2|ξ|2,

which is nothing but the Hermite operator in Rn. The eigenfunctions of H(λ) are
given by

Φλ
α(ξ) = |λ|n4Φα(

√
|λ|ξ), α = (α1, · · · , αn) ∈ Nn,

where Φα(ξ) is the product ψα1
(ξ1) · · ·ψαn(ξn) and ψαj

(ξj)(j = 1, · · · , n) is the

eigenfunction of − ∂2

∂ξ2j
+ ξ2j with eigenvalue 2αj + 1 (see [15, 38, 39]). Noticing that

H(λ)Φλ
α = (2|α|+ n)|λ|Φλ

α, |α| = α1 + · · ·+ αn,

we obtain

L(πλ(x, y, w)Φλ
α,Φ

λ
β) = (2|α|+ n)|λ|(πλ(x, y, w)Φλ

α,Φ
λ
β). (2.4)

Thus the entry functions (πλ(x, y, w)Φ
λ
α,Φ

λ
β) as α, β ranging over Nn give a family

of eigenfunctions for the sublaplacian.
Let Pk(λ) be the orthogonal projection defined by

Pk(λ)φ =
∑

|α|=k

(φ,Φλ
α)Φ

λ
α,

where α ∈ Nn and φ ∈ L2(yλ). By using (2.4), we have

(Lf )̂ = f̂(λ)
∞∑

k=0

(n + 2k)|λ|Pk(λ), f ∈ C∞
0 (G).

On the other hand, (−∆wf )̂ = |λ|2f̂(λ). Therefore, the fractional powers Ls can
be defined as follows:

(Lsf )̂ = f̂(λ)
∞∑

k=0

(2|λ|)sΓ(
2k+n+1+s

2
)

Γ(2k+n+1−s
2

)
Pk(λ), s ∈ R, f ∈ C∞

0 (G), (2.5)
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provided the right side of (2.5) exists. Obviously,

L−1
s = L−s.

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

ϕs,ρ(z, w) =

((
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
)−Q+2s

4

, ρ > 0.

It has been shown by Roncal and Thangavelu (see [37, Theorem 3.7]) (see also [22]
for 0 < s < 1) that

Lsϕ−s,ρ(z, w) = (4ρ)s
Γ(n+1+s

2
)Γ(n+m+s

2
)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)
ϕs,ρ(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

ϕ̂s,ρ(λ) =

∞∑

k=0

cλk,ρ(s)Pk(λ), (2.7)

where

cλk,ρ(s) =
2n+1πn+m+1

2 |λ|s
Γ(n+1+s

2
)Γ(n+m+s

2
)
L

(
ρ|λ|, 2k + n + 1 + s

2
,
2k + n + 1− s

2

)
(2.8)

and the function L(a, b, c) is given by

L(a, b, c) =

∫ ∞

0

e−a(2x+1)xb−1(1 + x)−cdx.

Proof. Since ϕs,ρ(z, w) is radial in the w variable, we have

ϕ̂s,ρ(λ) = ϕ̂s,ρ(|λ|e1),
where e1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ Rm. Writing w = (w1, w

′) ∈ R× Rm−1, we have

ϕ̂s,ρ(|λ|e1)

=

∫

R2n

∫

R

∫

Rm−1

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
]−Q+2s

4

π|λ|e1(z, w)dzdw

=

∫

R2n

∫

R





∫

Rm−1

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
]−Q+2s

4

dw′



π|λ|(z, w1)dzdw1, (2.9)

where π|λ|(z, w1) = π|λ|(x, y, w1) is defined by

(π|λ|(x, y, w1)φ)(y
′) = ei|λ|w1+i|λ|

∑n
j=1(xjy

′
j+

1

2
xjyj)φ(y′ + y), φ ∈ L2(Rn),

which is nothing but the irreducible unitary representation on Hn.
We compute

∫

Rm−1

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
]−Q+2s

4

dw′
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=

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w1|2
]−n+1+s

2 ∫

Rm−1

(
1 + |w′|2

)−Q+2s
4 dw′.

By using (see [24, (4.51)])
∫

Rk

(1 + |x|2)−adx = πk/2Γ(a− k/2)

Γ(a)
, a >

k

2
, (2.10)

we obtain

∫

Rm−1

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
]−Q+2s

4

dw′

=π
m−1

2

Γ(n+1+s
2

)

Γ(n+m+s
2

)

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w1|2
]−n+1+s

2

. (2.11)

Substituting (2.11) into (2.9), we obtain

ϕ̂s,ρ(λ) =π
m−1

2

Γ(n+1+s
2

)

Γ(n+m+s
2

)

∫

R2n

∫

R

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w1|2
]−n+1+s

2

π|λ|(z, w1)dzdw1

=

∞∑

k=0

cλk,ρ(s)Pk(λ).

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

∫

R2n

∫

R

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ w2
1

]−n+1+s
2

π|λ|(z, w1)dzdw1

=
∞∑

k=0

(2π)n+1|λ|s
Γ2(n+1+s

2
)
L

(
ρ|λ|, 2k + n + 1 + s

2
,
2k + n + 1− s

2

)
Pk(λ).

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.1. �

Now we can compute the Green’s function of Ls (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. Let 0 < s < n + 1. We have

L−1
s f = L−sf = cn,m,sf ∗ |(z, w)|−Q+2s, f ∈ C∞

0 (G),

in the sense of

(L−1
s f )̂(λ) = cn,m,s(f ∗ |(z, w)|−Q+2s)̂(λ),

where cn,m,s is given in (1.9) and ∗ is the convolution on G defined by

f ∗ g(ξ) =
∫

G

f(ξ ◦ η−1)g(η)dη.

Proof. By analytic continuation of s, (2.7) is also valid for −n− 1 < s < 0. There-
fore,

(f ∗ ϕ−s,ρ)̂(λ) =f̂(λ)ϕ̂−s,ρ(λ)
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=
2n+1+sπn+m+1

2 (2|λ|)−s

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)
×

f̂(λ)
∞∑

k=0

L

(
ρ|λ|, 2k + n+ 1− s

2
,
2k + n+ 1 + s

2

)
Pk(λ).

It is easy to verify that

e−ρ|λ|

∫ ∞

0

(e−2ρ|λ|x − 1)x
2k+n+1−s

2
−1(1 + x)−

2k+n+1+s
2 dx→ 0, ρ→ 0;

(e−ρ|λ| − 1)

∫ ∞

0

x
2k+n+1−s

2
−1(1 + x)−

2k+n+1+s
2 dx→ 0, ρ→ 0

are both uniformly in k, so does

L

(
ρ|λ|, 2k + n + 1− s

2
,
2k + n+ 1 + s

2

)

=

∫ ∞

0

e−ρ|λ|(2x+1)x
2k+n+1−s

2
−1(1 + x)−

2k+n+1+s
2 dx

→L

(
0,

2k + n+ 1− s

2
,
2k + n + 1 + s

2

)

=Γ(s)
Γ(2k+n+1−s

2
)

Γ(2k+n+1+s
2

)
.

Therefore, we have

lim
ρ→0

(f ∗ ϕ−s,ρ)̂(λ) =
2n+1+sπn+m+1

2 Γ(s)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)
(L−1

s f )̂(λ),

which implies

(L−1
s f )̂(λ) =

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)

2n+1+sπn+m+1

2 Γ(s)
(f ∗ |(z, w)|−Q+2s)̂(λ).

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. �

3. Ground state representation of Ls and Hardy’s inequalities

In [36, Lemma 5.1], Roncal and Thangavelu proved the following ground state
representation of Ls on Hn:

∫

Hn

f(ξ)Lsf(ξ)dξ = Cn,s

∫

Hn

∫

Hn

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη, f ∈ W s,2(Hn). (3.1)

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 ∂ρρ +

1−2s
ρ
∂ρ +

1
4
ρ2∆w −L− ∂t for 0 < s < 1

is given by

q(s)((z, w), t, ρ) =
2m

(4πt)n+m+1−s

∫

Rm

e−
i
t
〈w,λ〉

( |λ|
sinh |λ|

)n+1−s

e−
|z|2+ρ2

4t
|λ|

tanh |λ|dλ.

Set

Kt
s(z, w) = (4πt)1+s

q(−s)((z, w), t, 0).
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By using (see [37, 22, 23])

Lsf(ξ) =
s

Γ(1− s)

∫ ∞

0

(f(ξ)− f ∗Kt
s(ξ))t

−s−1dt

and (see [22, (1.17) and (1.19)])
∫ ∞

0

Kt
s(z, w)t

−s−1dt = (4π)1+s

∫ ∞

0

q(−s)((z, w), t, 0)dt =
Γ(n+1+s

2
)Γ(n+m+s

2
)

2n+1−sπn+m+1

2

|(z, w)|−Q−2s,

one sees that∫

G

f(ξ)Lsf(ξ)dξ =
1

2|Γ(−s)|

∫

G

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

(f(ξ)− f(η))f(ξ)Kt
s(η

−1 ◦ ξ)t−s−1dtdξdη+

1

2|Γ(−s)|

∫

G

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

(f(η)− f(ξ))f(η)Kt
s(ξ

−1 ◦ η)t−s−1dtdξdη

=
1

2|Γ(−s)|

∫

G

∫

G

∫ ∞

0

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2Kt
s(η

−1 ◦ ξ)t−s−1dtdξdη

=an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη, (3.2)

where

an,m,s = 2−n−2+sπ−n−m+1

2

Γ(n+1+s
2

)Γ(n+m+s
2

)

|Γ(−s)| . (3.3)

To get the second equality above, we use the fact Kt
s(ξ) = Kt

s(ξ
−1).

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 Ls (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).

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

G

fLsf(z, w)dzdw ≥ Nn,m,s

∫

G

|f(z, w)|2

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw, ∀f ∈ W s,2(G), (3.4)

where

Nn,m,s = 4s
Γ(n+1+s

2
)Γ(n+m+s

2
)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)
(3.5)

and the equality holds if and only if

f = c

((
1 +

|z|2
4

)2
+ |w|2

)−Q−2s
4

, c ∈ R.

Proof. Set, for ρ > 0,

Hs[f ] =

∫

G

f(ξ)Lsf(ξ)dξ − (4ρ)s
Γ(n+1+s

2
)Γ(n+m+s

2
)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)

∫

G

|f(z, w)|2

[(ρ+ |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw.

We first show

Hs[f ] = an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

|G(ξ)−G(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

ϕ−s,ρ(ξ)ϕ−s,ρ(η)dξdη, (3.6)
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where G(ξ) = f(ξ)ϕ−s,ρ(ξ)
−1 and an,m,s is given in (3.3). Without loss of generality,

we assume f ∈ C∞
0 (G).

By polarizing (3.2), we have, for any f, g ∈ W s,2(G),
∫

G

gLsfdξ = an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

(f(ξ)− f(η))(g(ξ)− g(η))

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη. (3.7)

By applying (3.7) to g(ξ) = ϕ−s,ρ(ξ) and h(ξ) = |f(ξ)|2g(ξ)−1, we get
∫

G

gLshdξ = an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

(h(ξ)− h(η))(g(ξ)− g(η))

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη

= an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

(
|f(ξ)− f(η)|2 −

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

g(ξ)
− f(η)

g(η)

∣∣∣∣
2

g(ξ)g(η)

)
dξdη

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

=

∫

G

fLsfdξ − an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

g(ξ)
− f(η)

g(η)

∣∣∣∣
2

g(ξ)g(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη. (3.8)

On the other hand, by using (2.6), we have
∫

G

gLshdξ =

∫

G

hLsgdξ = (4ρ)s
Γ(n+1+s

2
)Γ(n+m+s

2
)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)

∫

G

|f(ξ)|2
ϕ−s,ρ(ξ)

ϕs,ρ(ξ)dξ. (3.9)

Substituting (3.9) into (3.8) and using

ϕs,ρ

ϕ−s,ρ
=

[(
ρ+

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
]−s

,

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])

∫

G

u(ξ)Lsu(ξ)dξ ≥ C

(∫

G

|u(ξ)|
2Q

Q−2sdξ

)Q−2s
Q

, ∀u ∈ W s,2(G), (4.1)

we obtain the following fractional Sobolev inequalities with weights.

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 < s < 1 and 2 ≤ p < 2Q
Q−2s

. There exists C > 0 such that

for each f ∈ W s,2(G),
∫

G

fLsfdzdw ≥ C

(∫

G

|f |pU(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw

) 2

p

, (4.2)

where U(z, w) is the one given in (1.8).

Next we shall show that the embedding map

W s,2(G) →֒ Lp(G,U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw), 2 ≤ p <

2Q

Q− 2s
, (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}.
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Set Σ = ∂B1(0) = {(z, w) ∈ G : |(z, w)| = 1}. We have the following polar
coordinates on G (see [16]):∫

G

f(z, w)dzdw =

∫ ∞

0

∫

Σ

f(ρz∗, ρ2w∗)ρQ−1dσdρ, f ∈ L1(G), (4.4)

where z∗ = z
|(z,w)|

and w = w
|(z,w)|2

.

Let φ : G → [0, 1] be a cut-off C∞
0 function which is equal to one in B1(0) and

zero outside of B2(0). For f ∈ W s,2(G), we let

IR(f)(ξ) = f(ξ)φ
(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
, ξ ∈ G. (4.5)

By fractional Sobolev inequalities (4.1), we have

IR(f) ∈ L
2Q

Q−2s (B2R(0)) ⊂ Lp(B2R(0)), 1 ≤ p <
2Q

Q− 2s
.

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < s < 1 and 1 ≤ p < 2Q
Q−2s

. The embedding map

IR : W s,2(G) →֒ Lp(B2R(0)),

defined by (4.5), is compact.

Proof. We first show that there exists C1 > 0 such that ∀u ∈ W s,2(G), it holds
∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|IR(u)(ξ)− IR(u)(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη ≤ C1

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη. (4.6)

In fact, we have
∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|IR(u)(ξ)− IR(u)(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη

=

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|u(ξ)φ
(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
− u(η)φ

(
δ 1

R
(η)
)
|2

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη

≤2

(∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|u(ξ)φ
(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
− u(η)φ

(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
|2

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη

+

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|u(η)φ
(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
− u(η)φ

(
δ 1

R
(η)
)
|2

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη

)

≤2

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη+

2

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)∩{|η−1◦ξ|>1}

|u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη+

2

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)∩{|η−1◦ξ|≤1}

|u(η)|2|φ
(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
− φ

(
δ 1

R
(η)
)
|2

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη. (4.7)

By Taylor formula on G (see [7, Theorem 2]), there exists C2 > 0 such that∣∣∣φ
(
δ 1

R
(ξ)
)
− φ

(
δ 1

R
(η)
)∣∣∣ ≤ C2|η−1 ◦ ξ|, ∀ξ, η ∈ G. (4.8)

Substituting (4.8) into (4.7), we obtain
∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|IR(u)(ξ)− IR(u)(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη
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≤2

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη + 2

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)∩{|η−1◦ξ|>1}

|u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη+

2C2

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)∩{|η−1◦ξ|≤1}

|u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s−2

dξdη.

By polar coordinates (4.4), we have

∫

B2R(0)∩{|η−1◦ξ|≤1}

1

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s−2
dξ ≤C3,

∫

B2R(0)∩{|η−1◦ξ|>1}

1

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξ ≤C4,

where C3 and C4 are positive constants independent of η. Therefore,

∫

B2R(0)

∫

B2R(0)

|IR(u)(ξ)− IR(u)(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη

≤2

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη + C5‖u‖2L2(B2R(0))

≤2

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη + C6‖u‖2
L

2Q
Q−2s (B2R(0))

≤C7

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη,

where C5, C6 and C7 are positive constants independent of u. This proves (4.6).
By Rellich-Kondrachov theorem for fractional Sobolev spaces (see [25, Theorem

7]), one sees that IR 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 < 2Q
Q−2s

. The embedding map (4.3) is
compact.

Proof. By Hölder’s equality and fractional Sobolev inequalities (4.1), we have, for

2 < p < 2Q
Q−2s

and θ = 1− 2Q−p(Q−2s)
4s

,

∫

G

|u|pU(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw ≤

(∫

G

|u|
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)θ (∫

G

|u|2U 4s
Q−2sdzdw

)1−θ

≤C
(∫

G

uLsudzdw

)θ Q
Q−2s

(∫

G

|u|2U 4s
Q−2sdzdw

)1−θ

.

So we need only to show the case p = 2.
By Lemma 4.1, the imbedding map IR : W s,2(G) →֒ L2(B2R(0)) is compact. On

the other hand, we have, by Hölder’s inequality and fractional Sobolev inequalities
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(4.1),
∫

G

|f − IR(f)|2U(z, w)
4s

Q−2sdzdw

≤
∫

G\BR(0)

|f |2U(z, t) 4s
Q−2sdzdw

≤
(∫

G\BR(0)

|f |
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)Q−2s
Q
(∫

G\BR(0)

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)1−Q−2s
Q

≤C
∫

G

fLsfdzdw

(∫

G\BR(0)

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)1−Q−2s
Q

.

By using polar coordinates (4.4), we have
∫

G\BR(0)

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw ≤
∫

G\BR(0)

1

|(z, w)|2Qdzdw

=|Σ| 1

QRQ
→ 0, R → ∞,

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

Since the embedding map W s,2(G) →֒ L2(G,U(z, w)
4s

Q−2sdzdw) is compact, the
spectrum of

Lsv = µU
4s

Q−2s v, v ∈ W s,2(G), (4.9)

is discrete. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 4.1. Let µj, j = 1, 2, · · · , be the eigenvalues of (4.9) given in increasing
order. Then µ1 = Nn,m,s is simple with eigenfunction U where U and Nn,m,s are
given by (1.8) and (3.5).

Define

Uµ,η(ξ) = µ
Q−2s

2 U(δµ(η
−1 ◦ ξ)), η ∈ G, µ > 0. (4.10)

By (2.3) and (2.6), we have

LsUµ,η = Nn,m,sU
Q+2s
Q−2s
µ,η , (4.11)

where Nn,m,s is given in (3.5). If we set η = (z′, w′) ∈ G, then we have

Ls
∂Uµ,η

∂z′j
= Nn,m,s

Q+ 2s

Q− 2s
U

4s
Q−2s
µ,η

∂Uµ,η

∂z′j
, j = 1, , · · · , 2n;

Ls
∂Uµ,η

∂w′
r

= Nn,m,s
Q+ 2s

Q− 2s
U

4s
Q−2s
µ,η

∂Uµ,η

∂w′
r

, r = 1, , · · · , m;

Ls
∂Uµ,η

∂µ
= Nn,m,s

Q+ 2s

Q− 2s
U

4s
Q−2s
µ,η

∂Uµ,η

∂µ
.

(4.12)
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Set

ωj =
4

Q− 2s
U(ξ)−1 ∂Uµ,η

∂z′j

∣∣∣∣
µ=1,η=0

, j = 1, · · · , 2n;

ω2n+r =
4

Q− 2s
U(ξ)−1∂Uµ,η

∂w′
r

∣∣∣∣
µ=1,η=0

, r = 1, · · · , m;

ω2n+m+1 =
2

Q− 2s
U(ξ)−1 ∂Uµ,η

∂µ

∣∣∣∣
µ=1,η=0

,

(4.13)

Then we have (see [40])

2n+m+1∑

j=1

ω2
j = 1 (4.14)

and by (4.12),

Ls

(
Uωj

)
= Nn,m,s

Q + 2s

Q− 2s
U

Q+2s
Q−2sωj, j = 1, 2, · · · , 2n+m+ 1. (4.15)

By Lemma 4.2, the minimization problem

Λp = inf

{∫

G

fLsfdzdw :

∫

G

|f |pU(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw = 1

}
(4.16)

for 2 ≤ p < 2Q
Q−2s

has a solution u. Since
∫

G

|u|Ls|u|dξ =an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

||u(ξ)| − |u(η)||2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη

≤an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

|u(ξ)− u(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

dξdη

=

∫

G

uLsudξ,

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 < 2Q
Q−2s

and u be a nonnegative solution of

(4.16). Then we have
∫

G

upU(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pωjdzdw = 0, j = 1, 2, · · · , 2n+m+ 1, (4.17)

where ωj (1 ≤ j ≤ 2n +m+ 1) are given by (4.13).

Proof. Set

Fp(u) =

∫
G
uLsudzdw

(∫
G
upU(z, w)

2Q
Q−2s

−pdzdw
) 2

p

;

uµ−1,η−1(ξ) =µ−Q−2s
2 u(δµ−1(η ◦ ξ)),

where µ > 0 and η = (z′, w′) ∈ G. By using (2.3), we have
∫

G

uµ−1,η−1Lsuµ−1,η−1dzdw =

∫

G

uLsudzdw;
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∫

G

upµ−1,η−1U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw =

∫

G

upUµ,η(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw,

where Uµ,η is given by (4.10). Therefore,

Fp(uµ−1,η−1) =

∫
G
uLsudzdw

(∫
G
upUµ,η(z, w)

2Q
Q−2s

−pdzdw
) 2

p

. (4.18)

Since u is a nonnegative solution of (4.16), we have

∂

∂z′j
Fp(uµ−1,η−1)|µ=1,η=0 =0, j = 1, · · · , 2n;

∂

∂w′
r

Fp(uµ−1,η−1)|µ=1,η=0 =0, r = 1, · · · , m;

∂

∂µ
Fp(uµ−1,η−1)|µ=1,η=0 =0.

(4.19)

The desired result follows. �

Lemma 4.4. It holds that for any f ∈ W s,2(G),

2n+m+1∑

j=1

∫

G

fωjLs(fωj)dξ ≤
∫

G

fLsfdξ +
4s

Q− 2s
Nn,m,s

∫

G

f 2

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dξ.

Proof. By choosing g = U and h = f 2U−1 in (3.8), we have
∫

G

f 2U−1LsUdξ =

∫

G

ULs(f
2U−1)dξ

=

∫

G

fLsfdξ − an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

U2(ξ)
− f(η)

U2(η)

∣∣∣∣
2

U(ξ)U(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη,

(4.20)

Similarly, choosing g = Uωj and h = f 2ωjU
−1 in (3.8) yields, for j = 1, 2, · · · , 2n+

m+ 1,
∫

G

f 2ωjU
−1Ls(Uωj)dξ =

∫

G

UωjLs(f
2ωjU

−1)dξ

=

∫

G

fωjLs(fωj)dξ − an,m,s×
∫

G

∫

G

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

U2(ξ)
− f(η)

U2(η)

∣∣∣∣
2
U(ξ)U(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
ωj(ξ)ωj(η)dξdη.

(4.21)

Combining (4.11) and (4.20) yields
∫

G

fLsfdξ = Nn,m,s

∫

G

f 2

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dξ

+ an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

U2(ξ)
− f(η)

U2(η)

∣∣∣∣
2
U(ξ)U(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη. (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∑

j=1

∫

G

fωjLs(fωj)dξ

=Nn,m,s
Q+ 2s

Q− 2s

∫

G

f 2

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw+

an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

U2(ξ)
− f(η)

U2(η)

∣∣∣∣
2
U(ξ)U(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s

2n+m+1∑

j=1

ωj(ξ)ωj(η)dξdη

≤Nn,m,s
Q+ 2s

Q− 2s

∫

G

f 2

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw+

an,m,s

∫

G

∫

G

∣∣∣∣
f(ξ)

U2(ξ)
− f(η)

U2(η)

∣∣∣∣
2
U(ξ)U(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q+2s
dξdη. (4.23)

To get (4.23), we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
∣∣∣∣∣
2n+m+1∑

j=1

ωj(ξ)ωj(η)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
(

2n+m+1∑

j=1

ω2
j (ξ)

)1/2(2n+m+1∑

j=1

ω2
j (η)

)1/2

= 1.

The desired result follows by combining (4.22) and (4.23). �

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 < 2Q
Q−2s

and up be a nonnegative

solution of (4.16). The 2nd variation of the functional Fp around up shows that
∫

G

fLsfdzdw

∫

G

uppU(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw−

(p− 1)

∫

G

upLsupdzdw

∫

G

up−2
p U(z, w)

2Q
Q−2s

−pf 2dzdw ≥ 0,

for any f with
∫

G

up−1
p U(z, w)

2Q
Q−2s

−pfdzdw = 0.

Choosing fj = upωj , j = 1, 2, · · · , 2n +m + 1 and summing over j, we obtain, in
view of (4.14) and Lemma 4.4,

(p− 1)

∫

G

upLsupdzdw ≤
2n+m+1∑

j=1

∫

G

upωjLs(upωj)dzdw

≤
∫

G

upLsupdzdw +
4s

Q− 2s
Nn,m,s

∫

G

u2p

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw.

That is,

(p− 2)

(∫

G

upLsupdzdw −Nn,m,s

∫

G

u2p

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw

)
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≤Nn,m,s

(
2Q

Q− 2s
− p

)∫

G

u2p

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw

≤Nn,m,s

(
2Q

Q− 2s
− p

)(∫

G

uppU(z, w)
2Q

Q−2s
−pdzdw

) 2

p
(∫

G

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)1− 2

p

=Nn,m,s

(
2Q

Q− 2s
− p

)(∫

G

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)1− 2

p

→ 0, pր 2Q

Q− 2s
.

To get the last equality, we use the fact that
∫
G
uppU(z, w)

2Q
Q−2s

−pdzdw = 1. There-
fore, by Lemma 3.1, we get

∫

G

upLsupdzdw −Nn,m,s

∫

G

u2p

[(1 + |z|2

4
)2 + |w|2]s

dzdw → 0, pր 2Q

Q− 2s
.

Closely following the proof given in [40, Lemma 3.5], one can choose a sequence
{pk : k = 1, 2, · · · } such that pk ր 2Q

Q−2s
and upk converges to a nonzero function

c0U . Thus c0U is an extremal function of

Λp = inf

{∫

G

fLsfdzdw :

∫

G

|f |
2Q

Q−2sdzdw = 1

}
.

Now we compute the sharp constant Sn,m,s. Since U is an extremal function, we
have

Sn,m,s =

∫
G
ULsUdzdw(∫

G
U

2Q
Q−2sdzdw

)(Q−2s)/Q
= Nn,m,s

(∫

G

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw

)2s/Q

.

We compute

∫

G

U(z, w)
2Q

Q−2sdzdw =

∫

G

JC (ξ)dξ =

∫

R2n×Rm

((
1 +

|z|2
4

)2

+ |w|2
)−Q/2

dzdw

=4n
∫

R2n

(1 + |z|2)−(Q−m)dz

∫

Rm

(1 + |w|2)−Q/2dw

=4nπn+m
2

Γ(n+ m
2
)

Γ(2n+m)
. (4.24)

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

Sn,m,s = Nn,m,s

(∫

G

JC (ξ)dξ

)2s/Q

(4.25)

= 4s
Q+2n

Q πs 2n+m
Q

Γ(n+1+s
2

)Γ(n+m+s
2

)

Γ(n+1−s
2

)Γ(n+m−s
2

)

(
Γ(n+ m

2
)

Γ(2n+m)

)2s/Q

.

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
∫

G

∫

G

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s

J
Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη

=2

∫

G

∫

G

f 2(ξ)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη − 2

∫

G

∫

G

f(ξ)f(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη

≥2

∫

G

∫

G

f 2(ξ)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη − 2

Sn,m,scn,m,s

∥∥∥∥fJ
Q+2s
2Q

C

∥∥∥∥
2

2Q
Q+2s

=
2

Sn,m,scn,m,s

(
Sn,m,s

Nn,m,s

∫

G

f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ −
∥∥∥∥fJ

Q+2s
2Q

C

∥∥∥∥
2

2Q
Q+2s

)
. (5.1)

To get the last equality, we use the fact

J
Q−2s
2Q

C
(ξ) = U(ξ) = L−1

s LsU(ξ) =cn,m,sNn,m,s

∫

G

U
Q+2s
Q−2s (η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
dη

=cn,m,sNn,m,s

∫

G

J
Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
dη. (5.2)

Passing to the limit as sց 0 in (5.1) and using

lim
sց0

Sn,m,scn,m,s

s
=

Γ(n+1
2
)Γ(n+m

2
)

2n+1πn+m+1

2

,

we get
∫

G

∫

G

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s

J
1/2
C

(ξ)J
1/2
C

(η)dξdη

≥ 2n+2πn+m+1

2

Γ(n+1
2
)Γ(n+m

2
)
lim
sց0

1

s

(
Sn,m,s

Nn,m,s

∫

G

f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ −
∥∥∥∥fJ

Q+2s
2Q

C

∥∥∥∥
2

2Q
Q+2s

)
. (5.3)

For simplicity, we let

|S2n+m| =
∫

S2n+m

dσ =

∫

G

JC (ξ)dξ.

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

lim
sց0

1

s

(
Sn,m,s

Nn,m,s

∫

G

f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ −
∥∥∥∥fJ

Q+2s
2Q

C

∥∥∥∥
2

2Q
Q+2s

)

= lim
sց0

1

s

(
|S2n+m|

Q+2s
Q − ‖f ◦ C

−1‖2
L

2Q
Q+2s (S2n+m)

)

=
2

Q

∫

G

f 2(ξ) ln f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ. (5.4)

Substituting (5.4) into (5.3), we get
∫

G

∫

G

|f(ξ)− f(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q J

1/2
C

(ξ)J
1/2
C

(η)dξdη ≥ 2n+3πn+m+1

2

QΓ(n+1
2
)Γ(n+m

2
)

∫

G

f 2(ξ) ln f 2(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ.
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Next we show the sharpness. Following [18], we let

Fε(ξ) = Cε

(√
1− ε2 + εω1

)
, 0 < ε <

1

2
,

where ω1 is given in (4.13) and Cε is such that
∫
G
|Fε(ξ)|2JC (ξ)dξ = |S2n+m|. A

simple calculation shows

Cε = |S2n+m|1/2
(∫

G

|
√
1− ε2 + εω1|2JC (ξ)dξ

)−1/2

→ 1, ε ց 0. (5.5)

We compute
∫

G

∫

G

|Fε(ξ)− Fε(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s

J
Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη

=C2
εε

2

∫

G

∫

G

|ω1(ξ)− ω1(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s

J
Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη

=2C2
εε

2

∫

G

∫

G

ω2
1(ξ)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη−

2C2
εε

2

∫

G

∫

G

ω1(ξ)ω1(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξdη. (5.6)

By (4.15) and Lemma 2.2, we have

J
Q−2s
2Q

C
(ξ)ω1(ξ) =L−1

s Ls

(
U(ξ)ω1(ξ)

)

=cn,m,sNn,m,s
Q + 2s

Q− 2s

∫

G

J
Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)ω1(η)

|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s
dη. (5.7)

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

G

∫

G

|Fε(ξ)− Fε(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q−2s

J
Q+2s
2Q

C
(ξ)J

Q+2s
2Q

C
(η)dξ

=
8C2

εε
2s

cn,m,sNn,m,s(Q+ 2s)

∫

G

ω2
1(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ.

Therefore,
∫

G

∫

G

|Fε(ξ)− Fε(η)|2
|η−1 ◦ ξ|Q J

1/2
C

(ξ)J
1/2
C

(η)dξ

= lim
sց0

8C2
ε ε

2s

cn,m,sNn,m,s(Q+ 2s)

∫

G

ω2
1(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ

=
2n+4πn+m+1

2

QΓ(n+1
2
)Γ(n+m

2
)
ε2
∫

G

ω2
1(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ. (5.8)

On the other hand,
∫

G

F 2
ε (ξ) lnF

2
ε (ξ)JC (ξ)dξ

=C2
ε

∫

G

(
1 + 2ε

√
1− ε2ω1 − ε2(1− ω2

1)
) [

ln
(
1 + 2ε

√
1− ε2ω1 − ε2(1− ω2

1)
)
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+ ln
|S2n+m|∫

G
|
√
1− ε2 + εω1|2JC (ξ)dξ

]
JC (ξ)dξ. (5.9)

It is easy to verify that

1 + 2ε
√
1− ε2ω1 − ε2(1− ω2

1) =1 + 2εω1 +O(ε2);

ln
(
1 + 2ε

√
1− ε2ω1 − ε2(1− ω2

1)
)
=2εω1 − ε2(1 + ω2

1) +O(ε3).
(5.10)

Noticing that U(ξ) and U(ξ)ω1(ξ) are eigenfunctions corresponding to different
eigenvalues of (4.9), we have∫

G

ω1(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ =

∫

G

ω1(ξ)U(ξ) · U(ξ) · U
4s

Q−2s (ξ)dξ = 0. (5.11)

By using (5.11), we have

ln
|S2n+m|∫

G
|
√
1− ε2 + εω1|2JC (ξ)dξ

=− ln

∫
G
(1− ε2 + ε2ω2

1)JC (ξ)dξ

|S2n+m|

=ε2
(
1− 1

|S|2n+m

∫

G

ω2
1(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ

)
+O(ε3).

(5.12)

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

G

F 2
ε (ξ) lnF

2
ε (ξ)JC (ξ)dξ = 2ε2C2

ε

∫

G

ω2
1(ξ)JC (ξ)dξ +O(ε3). (5.13)

By using (5.5), (5.8) and (5.13), we get
∫
G

∫
G

|Fε(ξ)−Fε(η)|2

|η−1◦ξ|Q
J
1/2
C

(ξ)J
1/2
C

(η)dξdη
∫
G
F 2
ε (ξ) lnF

2
ε (ξ)JC (ξ)dξ

→ 2n+3πn+m+1

2

QΓ(n+1
2
)Γ(n+m

2
)
, εց 0.

This proves that the constant 2n+3πn+
m+1

2

QΓ(n+1

2
)Γ(n+m

2
)
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: {

∂ρρu+
1−2s
ρ
∂ρu+

1
4
ρ2∆wu−Lu = 0, in Ω = G× R+,

lim
ρց0

u(z, w, ρ) = f(z, w) ∈ W s,2(G), on ∂Ω ≃ G,
(5.14)

where 0 < s < 1. Let 1 < p < ∞. 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∫

G

|u(z, w, ρ)|pdzdw ≤ C

uniformly in ρ, then the solution of (5.14) is given by the Poisson integral

P(f) = C1(n,m, s)ρ
2sf ∗ ϕs, 1

4
ρ2, (5.15)

Moreover, if Lsf ∈ Lp(G), then we have

− lim
ρ→0+

ρ1−2s∂ρP(f) = 21−2sΓ(1− s)

Γ(s)
Lsf, (5.16)
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where C1(n,m, s) = 2−2n−2sπ−n−m
2

Γ(n+s)Γ(n+m+s
2

)

Γ(s)Γ(n+s
2

)
.

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∞

0 (G× R) and let f(z, w) = u(z, w, 0). For simplicity, we set

∇u =

(
∂ρu,

1

2
ρ∇wu,∇G

)
,

∆u =∂ρρu+
1− 2s

ρ
∂ρu+

1

4
ρ2∆wu− Lu,

such that, for g, h ∈ C∞
0 (G× (0,∞)), it holds

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

〈∇g(z, w, ρ),∇h(z, w, ρ)〉 · ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

=−
∫ ∞

0

∫

G

g(z, w, ρ)∆h(z, w, ρ)ρ1−2sdzdwdρ.

Obviously,

∆P(f) = 0, (u− P(f))|ρ=0 = 0, (5.17)

where P(f) is the Poisson integral given by (5.15).
We claim that∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇u|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

=21−2sΓ(1− s)

Γ(s)

∫

G

fLsfdξ +

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇(u− P(f))|2 ρ1−2sdzdwdρ. (5.18)

In fact, through integrating by parts, we obtain, by using (5.17)
∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇u−∇P(f)|2 ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇u|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ −
∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇P(f)|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

− 2

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

〈∇(u− P(f)),∇P(f)〉ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇u(z, t, ρ)|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ−
∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇P(f)|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

+ 2

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

(u− P(f))∆P(f)ρ1−2sdzdwdρ

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇u|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ −
∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇P(f)|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ. (5.19)

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

0

∫

G

|∇P(f)|2 ρ1−2sdzdwdρ =−
∫

G

f lim
ρ→0+

ρ1−2s∂ρP(f)dzdw

=21−2sΓ(1− s)

Γ(s)

∫

G

fLsfdzdw. (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
∫ ∞

0

∫

G

|∇u|2ρ1−2sdzdwdρ ≥21−2sΓ(1− s)

Γ(s)

∫

G

fLsfdξ

≥21−2sΓ(1− s)

Γ(s)
Sn,m,s

(∫

G

|f(ξ)|
2Q

Q−2sdξ

)Q−2s
Q

.

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 = P(U) = C1(n,m, s)ρ
2sU ∗ ϕs, 1

4
ρ2 .

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is thereby completed.
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