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Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg interpolation inequality”
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Abstract

We study the stability of a class of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN) interpolation inequality

and establish a strong-form stability as following:

—1
lu = vll gz llu—vl|7,

S C(Sp,a,b(u)ta

n p—1
veMpan  lul gr [l

where t = 1 for p =2 and t = % for p > 2, and 9, 4.4(u) is deficit of the CKN. We also note
that it is impossible to establish stability results for || - ||z or || - ||z separately. Moreover, we

consider the second-order CKN inequalities and establish similar results for radial functions.
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1 Introduction

Recall the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg (CKN) inequality:

Theorem 1.1 ([3]). For N > 1, let s,p,q,a,b,c and 6 satisfy the following conditions:

p,g=>1, >0, 0<60<1;

1 b 1 a 1 c

-4+ =>0, —4+=>0, —+—=2>0
p+N q+N s+N

1 c 1 b-—-1 1 a
E+N—9<B+T>+(l—9)<g+ﬁ>,
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Then there exists some positive constant S such that
avk ayl|t0 o > S|z 1.1
12"V ull o vy 121" ull oy = Sl gy (L.1)

holds for all u € CL(RY).

The largest S that satisfies (1.1) is its best constant, and a function that takes the equality is

called a minimizer.

1.1 Brief history of the stability for CKN inequalities

We are concerned with the stability of it — can the deficit of wu:
. b 0 —0
o(u) = ||Vl 2o llle| ull 72° — S|l ull s

control some distance of u from the set of minimizers? Our quest to address this question unfolds
in two primary ways: firstly, we need to figure out the best constant and the structure of the set of
minimizers. Subsequently, we embark on identifying and employing suitable methods to estimate

the distance.

The question on the stability of functional inequalities traced back to Brézis and Lieb [2], and
the initial result of the Sobolev inequalities (for the case p = 2) was given by Bianchi and Egnell
in [1]. The quantitative form of the LP Sobolev inequality with p # 2 was proved by [10, 16]. For
more detailed results about the Sobolev-type inequalities, see [6, 9, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 206].

When 6 = 1, in the special case, only the term of derivative remains on the left, and this is
known as weighted Sobolev inequality. Fortunately, some methods of studying the stability of the
Sobolev inequality remain applicable in this case, and there are already many stability results. Chou
and Chu [8] gave the best constant and minimizers for p = 2, (b,¢) # (0,0). Based on their work,
Wei and Wu [27] established some stability results in this case. For p # 2, the explicit best constant
was given by Horiuchi in [20]. See Zhou and Zou [28] and the references therein for stability results

in this case.

When it comes to the case 6 # 1, the inclusion of the interpolation terms in the CKN inequality
makes it difficult to study. When (a, b, ¢) = (0,0, 0), it becomes the renowned Gagliardo-Nirenberg-

Sobolev (GNS) inequality. Since there are no singular terms, we can use some rearrangement and



symmetrization tricks to get its best constants and minimizers. Del Pino and Dolbeault [12] gave the
best constant and minimizers for p = 2, and [11] gave another proof by using mass transportation.
Carlen and Figalli [4] used dimension reduction method to derive a stability result for the GNS
inequality in R? by a result for Sobolev inequality in R*. Later, Nguyen [24] and Seuffert [25]

generalized their work.

The case 6 # 1, (a,b,c) # (0,0,0) is perhaps the most challenging one. Until recently, stability
results in this case had not been extensively explored. In [22], McCurdy and Venkatraman gave a
stability result for (p,q,s) = (2,2,2), (a,b,c) = (1,0,0). Specifically, there exist constants C; >
0, Co(N) > 0 such that for all u € W12(RY) such that |z|u € L?(RY), the following inequality
holds:

N2
”VUH%Z(RN)”’x‘UH%z(RN) - T”UH;(RN) > Chllull g2 wvyda (u, E)? + Co(N)di(u, B)*,

—alzl* . ¢ € R, a > 0} is the set of minimizers, and d; (u, E) denotes the distance

where E = {ce
from u to E under L?norm. Fathi [14] gave a short proof with explicit constants (Cy, Ca) = (1, ).
Further advancements were made by Cazacu, Flynn, Lam and Lu [5], which established an identity
and used it to obtain the optimal constants (C1,C3) = (N, 1). Do, Flynn, Lam and Lu [13] followed

their methods and generalized their result to the following LP-CKN inequality:

Theorem 1.2 ([13, Corollary 1.2]). Let N > 1,p>1,b+1—a >0 and b < %. Then for all
u € CF*(RY\{0}),

/ [V NP / ul ppl>N—1—(p—1)a—b/ P e 1)
RN |[PP RN |z[P - p R || (PmDatbrl T '

They also obtain the following weak stability results for some special (p, a,b):

Theorem 1.3 ([13, Theorem 1.9]). Letp >2,0<b < %, a < NL_bp, and (p—1l)a+b+1= ]I\),b—i\;.
There exists a universal constant C(N,p,a,b) > 0 such that for all u € C§°(RN\{0}),

Vulp |\ P \F N—1-(p—Da—b Jul?
- dx —dx p-Datbii dz
Ry |z[P Y |z p RN [z (1.3)

> C(N,p,a,b) inf [u— v dx
= , P, a, UGMp,a,b RN |x|(p—l)a+b+1 ’

where its set of minimizers is
Mpap =14 kexp —#\xlbﬂ_“ tkeR, A>0,.
p,a, b_|_ 1 —a
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Theorem 1.4 ([13, Theorem 1.8]). Let Y52 <b < N —2 and N(b—a+3) =2(3b—a+3). There
exists a universal constant C(N,a,b) > 0 such that for all u € C§°(RN\{0}),

Va2 \Y? ul?  \Y* 3b—a—N+3 Juf?
oy dv 5a AT 5T 4
RN |7 RN |x[? 2 RN |T[ (1.4)

: u —vf?
2 C(N,CL, b) inf /RN W dZE,

UGnga’b

where its set of minimizers is
A
Mgy =< klz|??2Nexp | ——— |2/ ) ke R, A> 0.
2= {2 N exp (Sl

While it is natural to anticipate that the deficit d(u), as defined above, can control one of the
two norms on the left side of (1.2), unfortunately, it was derived in [22] that, for any nonnegative
constants (My, M) # (0,0), there exists u € WH2(RY) with |z|u € L2(RY) and u* € E such that
N2
4
For the LP-CKN inequality, we will prove that this property holds as well (see Proposition 1.7

”VUH%Z(RN)”’x‘UH%z(RN) - ”UHiZ(RN) < Myf|V(u - U*)H%Z(RN) + Mo ||| (u — U*)”2L2(RN)-

below), hence, it is impossible to establish stability results for these two norms separately.
Recently, Chen and Tang [7] considered the optimal constants and minimizers of the following

second-order CKN inequalities:

Theorem 1.5 ([7, Theorem 2.5]). Let N > 1 and p > 1. Assume (a,b) satisfy one of the following

conditions:
(1) b+ (p—1a+1>0,b—a+1>0 and pb+ (p—1)N < 0;
(2) b+(p—1)a+1<0,b—a+1<0 andpb+ (p—1)N > 0;
(3) b+ (p—1)a+1=0,

then there holds

</R | Auf? d$> 1p </R |Vul? dx)% Dbt (= Dat (p - N - 1) Vup

v o « Tae » o [P DA

ydz.

(1.5)
Moreover, the equality holds if and only if

e’} )\,r.b—a—i—l
_ 1-N _
u(z) = A T exp< —1

|z

> dr, for a,b satisfy (1);

o0 b—CL+1
u(z) = A ; 1N exp <biT+l> dr, for a,b satisfy (2).



Their proof relied on the following identity:

Theorem 1.6 ([7, Theorem 2.3 and 2.4]). Let N > 1, p>1,b—a+ 1> 0 and set € = sgn(pb +
(p— 1)N). Foru € C*(RN\{0}), there holds

(/ |Au|pdx>1/p (] o d$>%_|b+(p_1>a+<p_1)<N_1)| el
R R

NP N |zfpe p RN |z[PH (et

—1

1 1 1 _p—1
= —/ Ry (—)\11’|:13|b_“_1x -Vu, A 5 Au) dz
R

p Jry |z|PP
[VulP~2[(2 - Vu)? — [z} Vul?]
+eb+ (p—1a+1] /RN P dz,
(1.6)
where

Rp(s,t) = [t + (p — Ds]” — plsP>st, s, t€R,

(Jun |21~ 7% AufP) "/
(Jfan 2] -PaVulp)'/?"

and \ =

1.2 Main results of the current paper

We begin by some notations. Let N > 1, p > 1. The space H} (RY) is the closure of C2*(RV\{0})

under the norm
) 1/p
lallagem = ( [ 1l #vapas)
RN

and L5 (RY) is the closure of C2°(RV\{0}) under the norm

1/p
ol ey = ( [t dx) .
]RN

The space 7-[‘2”;1 is the closure of C°(RV\{0}) under the norm

[ullzpa @y = | Aull ey + [l g )

In the following sections, for the sake of simplifying notations, we will omit R if there are no
confusions.
We define the deficit of a function u € H} N L{ to be

-1
el a2

— Sp.abs (1.7)
i, "

pab(U) =
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where ¢ = (p_l)++b+1 and Sp 4 is the best constant of the CKN inequality. Similarly, we define the
deficit of a function u € H}? to be

—1
Al el

O'p7a7b(u = — Kp,a,by (1.8)

Tl
where K, 4 is the best constant of the second-order CKN inequality.

The first part of our paper focus on the CKN inequalities. Firstly, we will prove the following

proposition, which means it is impossible to establish stability results for || -|| HP OF |-l > separately.

Proposition 1.7. Assume 1 < p < N and b+ 1 # a, then there do not exist universal constant
C >0 and o > 0 such that

<infveMp,a,b l|lu —

[l 2

U [0
HHg) < O3y ()

or

<infve/v1,,,a,b llu —

UHLZ “ <0 ( )
[l 2 = Ot

holds for all w € H} N L.

In light of this, our focus in this paper shifts towards providing a strong-form stability with
respect to the interpolation terms. Specifically, we observe very different behaviors for the cases of
p=2andp>2.

Theorem 1.8. Let p =2 and (a,b) satisfy one of the following conditions:

(1) 0<b< P2 q< M undatbt1=2N;

(2) 82 <b<N-2and N(b—a+3)=2(3b—a+3).
Then there exists a constant C depending only on N,a,b, such that for all u € Hg N L2, it holds

a’

lu = ollgzllu = vllL2

inf

veMoas  lull gz llullLz

< Oby.ap(u). (1.9)

We additionally mention that it is sharp (See Remark 3.1).

For the case p > 2, we get



Theorem 1.9. Let p > 2,0 < b < A=p ,a < N p, and (p—1)a+b+1= ]’\’,b—i\;. Then there exists
a constant C' depending only on N, a, b,p, such that for all u € Hlf N LY, it holds

Ju — o ol — |27
il Le < 08, qp(u)VP. (1.10)

m p—1
veEMa,ap ||UHH§’||UHL5

To obtain such statements, we introduce a stronger deficit:

. lullge + (0 = Dl

Op,ab(u) =

— pSpap (1.11)
Tl e

It is not difficult to see that &, qp(u) > pdpap(u) > 0 (cf. (1.7)). Interestingly, we are able to prove
that this stronger deficit 5p7a,b(u) can control the distance of u from M, ,; under both H;? - and

LP-norms:

Theorem 1.10. Suppose that p,a,b satisfy one of the conditions of Theorem 1.8 or Theorem 1.9,
then there exists a constant C' depending only on p,a,b, N such that for any u € H;? NLE,

lu = vl + (p = Dllu = vl

inf L < Oy ap(u)t/? (1.12)
veMpas  ullfy + (p = Dllullg, e
ifp>2;
fp . o
- lu = vl + [lu —ol7 < Chstd) L13)
m < 2,a,b u .
veMzan  [ullfe + llull?, ‘
ifp=2.

Next, we state results for the second-order CKN inequalities. With identity (1.6), we can
establish the following stability results for radial functions v € H}’” under some conditons for
N,p,a,b:

Theorem 1.11. Assume N >1,2<p< N,1-N <b< ( L) p— a+1>0andb+(p—1)a+1=

pr >+ P(N pl). Then their exists a constant C' depending only on N,p,a,b, such that for all radial

functzon we HPP, it holds

—b—(p—1la—-(p-1)(N —-1) ||
H?

. , p (1.14)
20(N7p7a7b)v6/1\£(12f HU_UHHga

p,a,b

—1
Al gl -



where MI% ap U8 the set of minimizers:

9 o 1-N )\Tb—a—l—l
M;U,a,b = 'l)(ﬂ}‘) = A/le T exp <—m> dr: A S R, A>0,.

Using this weak stability result, we can then obtain a strong-form version:

Theorem 1.12. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 1.11, their exists a constant C' depending
only on N,p,a,b, such that for all radial function v € HP?, it holds

b,a’

-1
1A = o)l gz llu — vl

1/p
in — < Copap(u) (1.15)
VEME o [Aull g llull7,
ifp>2;
[A(w =)l 2llu — vl 2
inf A L ~ < Cogqap(u) (1.16)
veM?, , [Au]| 2 llull Lz
ifp=2.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we provide necessary preliminaries to establish

our work. Especially, we give a statement for the variational problem inf,c u— re- The

p,a,b ”
proof of Proposition 1.7 and Theorem 1.10 are presented in Section 3. We will then use them to
derive Theorem 1.8 and 1.9. The discussions for the second-order CKN inequalities are included in

Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

In the following, the notation A < B (resp. A 2 B) means there exists a constant C' depending at
most on N, p,a,b such that A < CB (resp. A>CB). Wesay A~ Bif A< Band A2 B.

2.1 Some observations for the CKN inequalities

e When (p, a, b) satisfy conditions in Theorem 1.9 or conditions (1) in Theorem 1.8, then S, 4 =
N—-1—(p—1)a—b

- . Functions in M, ,; can be written as

A —a
'U(k,)\) = kCl)\a exXp <—m’$‘b+l ) s



where
N—-1—(p—1)a-0» B Sp.ab

(b+1—a)p S b+1l-—a’

|$|b+l—a
o (%),

N1y [T +N-1 priti—e I
_ - —pctN— _
<V(S )/0 r exp( b+1—a> d7‘>

_PVEN) T pSpan \ T
(b+1—a)-tr \b+1-a ’

o =

and
-1
Cl =

Then [[v(k,A)|z» = |k|. We can also compute its L§-norm:
o] b+1—a 1/p
_ —1/p N-1 —pa+N—1 _pr
|lv(k, Nz = [k|C1A <V(S )/0 T exp( 7b+1—a> dr)
_ -t (L= e\ pSpas )
P b+1—a

1/p
= k| <—Spv“’b> .
X\

e When p = 2 and (a,b) satisfy condition (2) in Theorem 1.8, then Sy, = =4+,

Functions in My ,; can be written as

A
— kCy \Y 2b+2—-N ANy btl-a
o(k, ) = KON exp (=T laf" 1)

where

_3+3—a—N S2.a.b

2(b+1—a) b+1-a’

242-N e
2 P <_b—|—1—a>

-1
Ci =

L2 ‘
g 1/2
Then [[v(k, A)||z2 = |k|. Similarly, we can also get [[v(k,\)||» = || (%‘b) .

It is easy to see that the norms of v = v(k, A) have the following relations (in both cases):

Spab 1/p
[vllge = Allollge, Ml = === ) [lvlle (2.1)
b A



Next, since functions in M, ,; minimize the following energy functional
J(u) = 5p,a,b(u)||u”§zg >0,
we immediately get that v(k, \) € My, 4 satisfies the following equation:
—div(|z| 7P VuP72V0) 4 (p — DAP|z| P w[P~20 — pSp 0 p N~ 2| P[P~ 20 = 0. (2.2)

Last but not least, we give a statement about the attainability of the variational problem

infyem, ., lu — v| gr, which is an essential step to derive the stability results.

Proposition 2.1. Let N > 1, p > 2. Suppose (p, a,b) satisfy conditions in Theorem 1.9 or Theorem
1.8, then there exists 69 > 0 such that for any w € Hy N LY with 5, q(u) < b9, the following infimum
is attainable:

inf — . 2.3
pnf = wly (2.3

Proof. We first assume (p, a,b) satisfy conditions in Theorem 1.9 or condition (1) in Theorem 1.8,
then

bN
pc={p—-—1a+b+1= ]\];—p €[0,N),
and so |z|7¢ € LP({|z| < 1}). Picking a minimizing sequence {v; = v(k;, \;)};2;, we show

{ki}, {\i}, {1/Ai} are bounded. Since by (1.3)
T =il gz = i0f e wll gy S By () 7Pl

then
5p,a,b(u)1/pHU”L€ > lim [lu — ’U(kia)\i)HLg’ > lim sup |k;| — HU”L?;' (2.4)
1—»00 i

11— 00
Thus {k;} is bounded: |k;| < K, Vi, and we can pick a subsequence such that k; — ko € R. If
A\; — 0, for any x € RV\{0}, we have

|$|b+l—a

“lui(@)] = |kl CIA 2] exp  —Aip
o)) = iG]~ exp (-

) < KCi A z|™¢ =0, i — oc.
If A\; — +oo, for any x € RV\{0}, choosing an integer m > «, we have

ol “lso)] = sl exp (A — )

m!

< KGO |27 m
T b+1—a
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< KA gmmbH=a)—e g oo,

Hence, no matter \; — 0 or 1/\; — 0, we always have |z|~v;(z) — 0 pointwise for all z € RV\{0}.
Since u € LE, there exist € > 0 and A > 0 s.t.

1
/ 2 Pl de > 2 Jul?,.
(o] <e}uf|e|>A} 27 e

In the region {e < |z| < A}, we have

Ke ¢ (sup \)“, if \j =0,

ol fos@)] S e
Kembtl=a)=c (inf \)) ,if Aj — oo

~

Since the above dominated functions of {|x|™“v;} are both in LP({e < |z| < A}), the Dominated

Convergence Theorem implies

Sollullle > dpap(w)lulls 2 lim [lu— v, > limsup/ |z[7Plu — ;P da
¢ ¢ ™ imoo ¢ inoo Je<lzl<a

1
= |2 7Pl d > S |full}
/ESwSA 2

which leads to a contradiction if §p <« 1. Thus, {\;}, {1/\;} are bounded, and we can pick a
subsequence such that both k; — ky € R and A\; — Ag € R,, and there exist ¢t,T € R s.t.
0<t<|N\|<T < oo. Hence,

|2~ fvs ()| S KT |~ X{jaj<ay + Kt 7Oy sy € 17,
and so
lw —vill 2 — [lu — v(ko, Ao) | 25

showing that v(kg, \g) attains the infimum.

Next, we assume (p, a,b) satisfy condition (2) in Theorem 1.8, then

3b—a+1 N N N
b+ N —c 5 N 4(b+ a) 5 <3

and so |z|?*+2~N—¢ ¢ L2({|x| < 1}). Picking a minimizing sequence {v; = v(k;, ;)}32,, then
lim sup [k;| —[|ull 2z < lim [lu —willL2 S 02,0,(w) "2 [l 2
1

and {k;} is bounded. Next, we show {\;}, {1/\;} are bounded. If A\; — 0, then

| ~Coi(@)] < [k CiAF|2* 27N 0, v e RM\{0},

11



and

S200(uw) [l 2 2 lim [lu = vill L2 ((e<poi<ary) = lullzz2(gesiei<ary), Y0 <e <M.

Letting € — 0 and M — oo will lead to a contradiction if g 4 p(u) < 1.
If \; = 400, then pick an integer m > «,

(i)

5 K)\Zq—m|x|2b+2—N—c—m(b+1—a) —~0, Vze RN\{O},

o]~ i ()] < [l CLAG 227N

and for all 0 < e < M,
S2,a0(w) P ullpp 2 lim [[w =il L2 (e<lzi <)
= |Jull L2 (fe<|a| <)) -

Letting € — 0 and M — oo will lead to a contradiction if d3 q4(u) < 1. Thus, we may assume
ki — ko € Rand \; — Ao € Ry with 0 <t < |\;| < T < oo. Hence,

‘(L”_C‘?}Z'(IL')‘ 5 KTa‘x’2b+2_N_CX{|{E|S1} +Kta—m’x‘2b+2—N—c—m(b+1—a)X{‘xbl} e 2.

Similar to the above, it yields that v(ko, Ag) attains the infimum. O

2.2  On the second-order CKN inequalities

Note that under the condition of Theorem 1.12, K, ., = —b=(p=la—(p=1)(N-1)

. . 2
. Functions in Mp,a,b

P
can be written as
v(k, \) = kC: )\B/oorl_Ne B dr
where
5= —b—(p—Da—-(p-1DN-1)  Kpap
(b—a+1)p b—a+1’
and

_PVEN) T pEyas N
(b—a+1)~1/r \b—a+1 ‘

We can show by simple calculation that the norms of v = v(k, \) satisfy
Kpab e
80l = Motz Tollag = (Z522) ol ol = I 25)

12



Also, v € Mi ab satisfies the following equation:

— A(lz| PP |Av[P2Av) 4 (p — DAP div(|z| 7| Vu[P~2 Vo)

(2.6)
= pKp o p AP~ div(|z]| 7P| VP2 V).

3 Strong-form stability results for CKN inequalities

For the first part of this section, we show the deficit d), 4 (1) cannot control the H}- or Li-norms
of u. For u € HY N L%, define ®yu(x) == AV/P~¢u(\x), then

[@xullrz = llullz;

[Pxull gy = A" a1z

[@xullgp = X~ ul gy,

implying that

Op,ab(Patt) = Op,ap(u).
It is easy to see ®y—1(Pyu) = u, and the set of minimizers is invariant under this transformation,
ie., ®AMp b = Mpap, VA > 0. Thus,

inf dyu —v = inf dy(u—v =\t ipf U —v .
il o= vl = it @0l ot u= vl

Proof of Proposition 1.7. If there exist C'> 0 and « > 0 such that for all uw € H] N LL\{0},

infucatyp 1 — ol
Tullzz

) < C(Sp,a,b(u)y

replacing u by ®\u we get

<Ab—c+1 infoen, , llu— ollp

[l

> < C’ép,mb(@)\u) = C'5p7a,b(u), vYA>0.

Sinceb+1#a = b—c+1+#0, taking A = oo or 0, we get a contradiction. Similarly, if

inf u—vllz\*
< vEMya | ”“) < a1,

[l 2
then
AN Cinfrem, ., lu —vll e “
Tullze < Copap(@r) = Cdyap(u), YA>0,
Le
we also get a contradiction by letting A — oo or 0. O

13



These properties of transformation indicate that, to establish the stability results of the strong-
forms, it is only possible to strengthen the deficit d, q(u) into Spﬂ,b(u), or reduce the sum of the

HP- and Li-norms to their weighted product.

3.1 The case p=2

In this case, we are surprised to find that the minimizer of inf,enm,, , [[u — w12 satisfies some
1 &y c

orthogonality conditions, and can help us derive the strong-form inequality directly.

Proof of Theorem 1.10: the case p = 2. Write S = Sy, and Sgﬂ,b(u) = S(U) Thanks to Proposi-
tion 2.1, there exists 0 < dy < 1/2 such that if S(U) < 260, then 0y 44 (u) < &g, and so

—
it vl

is attainable. If 6(u) > 28y, then

lu— ]| + [lu— |3, .
inf ;{b s <1<e¢ 1 o(w),
veMaan  fullf +llullz

and the statement holds.
Next, we assume 6(u) < 28y. We can choose v € My 44, such that it attains infuem,,, [[u—wllLz.
Assume v(x) = v(ko, A\o), then by the minimality, we know kg # 0 and

8k|k:k0Hu —v(k, Az =0,
N[y e = vk, N2z = 0.
Since for k # 0, A > 0,

o T b+1—a
8)\?)(]€, )\) = X’U — b‘_’_lli_a?),

2c 2c Q |x|b+1—a
_ Sl el N
/|x| (u—v) /|:17| <)\0 b +1a

Hence, the following orthogonality conditions hold:

Ak, ) = %

we get

—(a+b+1) 2 —(a+b+1)
=0 = L, = , .
/ || (u—v)vder=0 ||lv]] ) /|x| uvdz (3.1)

14



/|:17|_2“(u —vvdr =0 = ||v||%§ = / || 2% da. (3.2)
Since v satisfies equation (2.2), testing v by u, we obtain
/ 2|72V - Vu 4 A3 / lz| 2% u — 25 Xg / || 7@+ Dy = 0
— /\xy—%vu - Vo = =Ag|[v]|72 + 25X0|v]172-
By (2.1), when p = 2, ||v||Hg = Xollvllz = VAo S||v| L2, we get the third orthogonality condition:

/\xy—%vu Vode = [[o]%

(3.3)
= /|x|_2b(Vu — Vo) Vudzx =0.
By (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), we directly get
lu—[* = [[ul® = Jlo]|?
for the HZ-, L2-,L2-norms. And so
o= vl + llu = vl%5 = (s — ol + (a2 — olZs)
=l + lluliZs — 252 ulZ + 257 [u — o]
= (Il + llvlizz — 28%IIvliZ:) (3.4)
= S(wllull2; +25%u — ]2, — 500l
< S ully +25%u — vl
By (1.3), the minimizer v satisfies
lu—vlzz < CTHN, 2, a,b)l[ullF202.0,6(u)-
Divided by ||u|?, on both sides of (3.4), we obtain
N I N
e < O(u) +C7 (N, 2,a,b)02,0(u) S 0(u).
uHLg
Hence,
ol ol o iy
[l + Tl [l +
and we prove (1.13). O

15



el 2
Tllzz

Hﬂ”L37 and 52’[17(,(?1) = 202,4,p(u). For any v € Ma 4,

Proof of Theorem 1.8. For u € H2 N L%, set A = and let u(x) = u(A\™ pFi=a x), then HﬂHHg =

la—vllf +la—vlf; A= oll7 + Ml =3l

el +llelg, 2)jall gz llall 2

lu =0l g2l — 0l 2

Tl Tl 2

1
where 9(x) = v(A” #1=ax). By the symmetry of M, 45, we know © € My 4 and hence, applying

(1.13) to @ yields
= oll gzl —vllzz

inf <6 ) S0 u). O
Mins ™ Tollgglllzg > el Oast)
Remark 3.1. Theorem 1.8 is sharp, i.e.,
llu = vll g2 llw — vl 2
in L ~ 2,a,b(u)t

veMaap  lullgzllull
fails if t > 1. In fact, choose u(x) = v(1,1)(Ax) with A = diag(1,...,1,141/5), and then

e P

1) U inf
20b( M e Tl sz

3.2 The case p > 2

We first give some properties to simplify our problem.

Set u(z) = u(rf) = a(r') (this transform was used in [20, 21]), where r = |z|, § = fa7 and

l= N%__ppb € (0,1). Moreover, let u;(z) = ﬂ(l%x), then
ul?., :/yx\—pbyvuv’dx - / / (¥l + 72 TP 2N =10 gy
b SN*I 0
_ / / (V2 + 1722V 2)P/2 drdo
SN-1J0o
> zp—l/ / (IV,i|? + 72|V gar|?)P/? drdd
sv-1 Jo

N(p—1)
7l

= Yl =1

16



where Vj is the gradient on the sphere S¥~1. Also,
o
Hu”if’ :/’x‘—pa‘u’pdx — / / r—pa—l—N—l‘u’PdrdQ
@ sv-1 Jo

:l—l/ /T%W‘l\av’drde
sv=1.Jo

" N(p—1)
=7 laly =17l

/(-1 “1/p-1)]
o
Hu”ip Z/\x]_l’c\uypda::/ / T—pc—i—N—l’u‘Pdrd@
< sN-1 Jo

:z—l/ / ro PN G drdg
SN=1.J0

(p—1)

_ =1y~ p -1 p
= 7alf, = a2,
Note that
N—-1—(p—1)a—->
Spva,b: ( )
p
Npb
p
N N-—p—pb 1
— —lS(p,— ) )7
p N-—p -1
we get

- - (3.5)
Opap(u) > 16p7_p_1170(u1).

Note that, under this transform u — w1, the set M, ,; becomes Mp7_ri170, so it is enough to show

Theorem 1.10 and 1.9 with (a,b,c) = (—p%l, 0,0). In the following we will omit a, b if there are no

confusions, and write

N
_ p _ 7D — _

HY = Hy, L'=Ly S= Sp,—p—il,o T’

Ou) =3, __1_o(u), 6(u) = Spv—,,il,o<“)= M=M, 1,

for convenience.

To prove Theorem 1.10 and 1.9, we will use the following sharp inequalities on vectors proved
in [17].

Lemma 3.2 ([17, Lemma 2.1 and 2.4)). Let y,z € R™ and a,b € R. Then, for any k > 0, there

exist constants co = co(p, k) > 0 and ¢1 = ¢1(p, k) > 0 such that the following statements hold:

17



(i) Forp > 2,

ly+ 2P > |yl +plyP 2y - 2

11—k _ _ 2
5 (PP 212 + po = Dl 1yl ~ ly + 21)°) + ol
where
wewlgyt )= 1T if lyl < ly + 2],
— wlyy o) = N |
7=y 4 2), ifly+2 < Jyl.

(ii) Forp > 2,

-1
la+ b < |a + plaP~2ab + <I% + H) a|P2|b]* + c1|blP.

Thanks to these primary inequalities, the proof for p = 2 is valid as long as we can find some

minimizer v satisfying the following orthogonality properties:
/\Vv\p_2Vv - (Vu — Vo) =0,
[ a1l 2ot 0) =0, (36)
/ [v|P~2v(u — v) = 0.

We hope v € M attaining inf,,caq ||u— w||zr can give us the desired result, but such minimizer only

/ lu —vP2ur =0 = / |$|%|u — P 2w,

and it is difficult to show it satisfies (3.6). To settle it, we pick another element of M.

satisfies

_ p
Definition 3.3. For u € HP N L_l/(p_l), set

P,=qveM: || =1, /]v]p_2uv = sup /\w\p_zuw . (3.7)
wlizn=1
Proposition 3.4. There exists 91 > 0 such that for any uw € HP N Llil/(p—l) with 6(u) < 1, the
following supremum is attainable:
sup /|w|p_2uw. (3.8)

weM
lwllpp=1

18



Proof. Pick a minimizing sequence {v; = v(ki, A;)}52,, where k; € {1,—1} and \; > 0. Let

i=1
W= sup /\w\p_2uw.
weM
lwllp=1

If 1 = 0, since at least one of v(1,\), v(—1,A) makes [ |[v[P~tou > 0, it is easily to attain it. Next
we assume g > 0. Since H|vi|p_1vi\|‘gp, = [lv;||P, = 1, there exists f € LP' s.t. |v;[P~2v; — f weakly
in L?". We recall the estimates of |v;(x)| in Proposition 2.1:

K (sup \)?, If \; — 0,

K|z|~m®+H1=a) (inf \) ™™ 0 If Ay — oo,

lvi(z)] S

Hence, if A\; — 0 or A; — 400, then for any 0 < e < A < 400 and any ¢ € C§°({e < |z]| < A}),

/f@ = lim /|Ui|p_2vi<,0 =0 = f=0forae e€<|z|] <A,
11— 00

yielding that f = 0 a.e. and thus,
0= /fu = lim [ |vP 2v;u = p >0,
1— 00

which is a contradiction. Thus, we can assume k; = 1 and \; — A\g € Ry, and so v; — vg == v(1, Ag)

pointwise. We must have f = |vg|P~2vp a.e. and then

/|v0|p_2v0u = lim /|vi|p_2viu = sup lw [P~ 2uw
1— 00 weM
lwl|Lp=1
as we desire. O

Remark 3.5. Fiz p > 2, for general (a,b) satisfying the conditions in Theorem 1.9, if §, qp(u) <

N%__ppbéo, using the transform u(z) = a(r'6) with | = N&p__ppb, we know

- N—p
(S(U) S mépﬂ’b(u) < (5().

Thus,
sup /|w|p_2&w
weM
lwllzp=1
is attainable. As a result,
sup /]a;\_pc\w\p_zuw

MEMp,a,b
Jwll p =1

is attainable. So the statement of Proposition 3.4 holds for general (a,b).
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Proposition 3.6. There exist 62 < min{dp,d1} and Cy > 0 depending only on N,p,a,b s.t. for any

u € HPN L’il/(p_l) with 6(u) < d2, we have

B B 1/2
sup lu — povllze < < inf Ju w||LP> 55(u)1/(2p), (3.9)
vep,  lullze weM  |lull e
where for v € Py, py = [ |v[P"20u > 0.
Proof. For u € HP N L’il/(p_l) with 6(u) < min{dp, d1}, we can pick v € P,, p = [ [v[P72vu and w
attaining inf,eaq ||u — w||ze. Since € == ||u — wl|r < 6(u)/P < 1, we have
wlzr — 1] < [Jw —ullr =e. (3.10)
From the fact that v € P,, we get
Jullfs e [ ol 2o
= [ 1ol 20— w) + it
—1
> [lwllZy = lwlfzy [lu — wl e,
and so
1> /|v|p_2vu =pu > ||wlr —e. (3.11)
By (3.10),
0<1-p<etl—|ww < 2e (3.12)
By (3.10), (3.12), we immediately get
i
—_— =
lwllze iz
w
> _ _ _ — Ny — _ _
> = ol = o = ol = wlln = | 2~ .13
> flu = poller = = 1 = [Jwlle = 1] — ¢
> ||lu— po|| e — 4e.
Moreover,
1> /\U\p_zv e /‘,U‘p—2,ui <L —ui> +up
[[wl| z» [wllze
I T [P (3.14)
”w”Lp Lp

>1—4e>0,
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if e < 1/4. Thus, v and w have the same sign, and we can assume v = v(1, A) and w = v(||w||ze, p)
Now we have

po W C”)\N(pgl)2 N(p-1) ™~ |2 ,p/ p
= D p — R —
/‘U‘ UHU}HLP 1 p /exp (( ) + p) /( _ 1) T

p—1 1 N(I;l)
v opr -
car(2pty) T o)
P P
B N(p—1) N(p—1)
)\%p% P tl/p P
S \a=-Dx+1p \1-1/p+t/p ’
where t = p/A. By (3.14),
Y N(p—1)
t/P P
0<1—|+—7——— < 4e. 3.15
- <1 —1/p+ t/p) - (3.15)
It is easy to see |t — 1] < 1/2 as long as € < 1. Since
. 1—=at . —qz?t
I o = Im——=—=4¢>0, VeeR,,
(3.15) implies
ti/p - ( )
—— <e 3.16
1—1/p+t/p
Finally, we calculate the distance of W and v:
p N(p—1) ||P/ (P—1) N(p—1) |eP/(P—1) |P
H || ,T; —0 = C{’/ p 11:2 e P /-1 — )\ 52 e_>‘ p/(p—1) dx
wl| Lp p
N(p—1) P/ (P—1) o/ (P—1) |P
:C{)/ t » e —t D — e p/lp-D) dx
N(p—1) ~p/(p—1) |P
N Cp/ / e~ Ny e | drd
SN-1
=GV [Tt ) - g,
where
N(p—1) (1—s) p/(p—1)
fr(s) =s p? e p/(p=1) | (317)

For |s — 1| < 1/2, we have

o (Np—1)  r/eD
11(5) = fuls) < 75 pl- 1))
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— rp/(p=1)
— |fi(s)] < <2N“) D) ) )|

p? p/(p—1)

- 2N(§;1) 2N(p—1) N rp/(p—1) . 1 ¢p/(p—1)
X PYNYTEEEEEEY )
- p? p/p—1) ) P\ 2p/—1)

/(p—1)
mm—mmsp4@%m@mu4m+WW%m(%%£ﬁ> (3.8

and so

Hence, when ¢ < 1, we have

P
HL ol ST —t)P /Oo e_pTilT’p/(pil)rN_l(l + P/ P=D\P gy
[[w|| e Lr 0 (3.19)
= O(|1 —t|P).
Since
1 1 =—1 1 1 =—2
T IR LA
lim P p2 = lim 2 = lim 2 b ——(1——>>0,
z—1 (1—x) z—1 —2(1 —x) z—1 2 2p D
(3.16) implies
¢/ 2 < 1/2
Taking (3.19) and (3.20) into (3.13), we get
w
ll_t‘ Z HHU)HL?’ - Z HU_MUHLP —4de
P
—> Jlu—pollr Sde+[1—t] Se+ e/ SV
and we complete our proof. [l

Proof of Theroem 1.10: the case p > 2. We first prove it for (a,b) = (—p%l, 0). If §(u) > pdy, then

=l + o= Dllu =l
inf . - —1/(p—1) <1 S 6(u)1/107
B A T
1

and we are done. Next, assume g(u) < pda, then §(u) < 2, and P, # &. Thus, we can pick v € P,,

p= [|v[P~20u > 0. Since ||v||z» = 1, we may assume v = v(1, ). By the maximality of v,
0= %/\v(l,)\)\p_zv(l,)\)u
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— (1) [ 1ol Pudre
N(p—1)32 —1)2 p
= 7(1;2)\ ) /]v[p_zuv— =17 5 ) /]az\?pl\v\p_%U.

Thus,
2
oo P Ne-1* Ny S
/‘x’p o uw -2 2 TN T

By (2.2), for any v € My, . and v € H} N L;, we have

/ [P VP2V - Vu + (p— AP / P2 o P20 — SpAP—) / [P o] 2 = 0.

By (3.22),
/|Vv|p_2Vv -Vu = Spar~t / [o[P2uw — (p — 1)AP / |x|ﬁ lv[P~ 2w
= SpXNP "t — (p— 1))\”% = SAPTly
Note that
lollie,, = S/, Vel = A(S/A)M.

Write ¥ = pw, then the following orthogonality conditions hold:
1o 2ot o) =t [ ol ~2ou = ol = o
/ 27T [BP~25(u — 7) = P! / |7 [o]P~2vu — P |[o||7 =0,
Lo
/ Vo2V - (Vu — Vo) = 2! / Vo2V - Vu — @[ Vo|2, = 0.
Applying (3.2) with (y,2) = (Vo, Vu — Vo) and integrate over RV, we find that

IVull?, > IVo]2, +p / VoP2Va - (Vi — V)

1 _
+ H</p|Vﬁ|p_2|Vu—Vﬁ|2

+plp—2) [ (Ve TP 210 - \w)?)

+ COHVU - VZ_}HIZJ,
> Vo7, + col[Vu — Vo[,
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1 1
Similarly, taking (y, z) = (|z|»~19, |2|>~T (u — ©)) and integrating over RY we obtain

lullfr 2z oIz : +eolu ol - (3.26)

1/(p—1 /(p—1 —1/(p—1)

Lastly, taking (a,b) = (0,u — ¥) and integrating over R, then use Hélder’s inequality, it holds
Julls < o1+ [ foP~2o(u— 0
i (@ +H> /!v!”‘2!u—v\2 +enflu = o, (3.27)
< ol + (2252 4 ) ol = o + cllu ol
Now (3.25), (3.26) and (3.27) imply that

IVul, + (0= Dl = Splullf,
—1/(p—1)
> Vol + -V, = Sploll,
—1/(p—1)
+eo(IVu = Vo, + (= Dlu—ol, )
—1/(p—1)

p(p— 1) _p—2 12 _
~ (B ) ol = ol = calu = i
Since
—_ —1p—2— —_np—1 _
ol = [ 1oi=20u < ol el = olzs < oo

and by Proposition 3.6,
lu—=]lze S 5(w)" P flul| 1o,

we finally obtain

IVu = Vol + (p— Dlju — 27, [Vu = Vo, + (p—1)[u 2|7,
—1/(p—1) —1/(p—1)

IVull, + (0 = Dllullfs Spllullz,

—1/(p—1)

and we get (1.12) with (a,b,c) = (—p%l,0,0).
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By our former discussions, for general (a,b) it holds

Sp,a,b(u) 2 gp,—l/(p—l)ﬂ(ul)a
and (1.12) can be deduced directly from the above result. O

Finally, similar to the proof of Theorem 1.8, we can deduce Theorem 1.9 directly from Theorem
1.10:

[[ul
Proof of Theorem 1.9. Set A = ﬁ and let a(x) = u()\_bﬁ*aa:), then [[al|g» = [l@l|,z, and
Ly @

Op.ap(@) = pdpqp(u). For any v € My, o4,

&=l + (= Dlla = ol AP =3l + (o — DNu 511,

=[P =[P - - ~1p—1
allzp + (P = Dllall, pllal g llalfy,

~ ~np—1
= ol gl — 317

1 9
Tl Nl

1
where 9(x) = v(A” #¥1=az). By the symmetry of M, 45, we know © € M, and hence, applying
(1.12) to u we obtain

lu—vllgellu—vlf"
” — 3 5p7a,b(u)l/p S 5p,a7b(u)l/p- O

n p—1
veMyan lullgp lul

4 Stabilities for the second-order CKN inequalities

To prove the weak stability result, we first state a weighted LP-Poincaré inequality, which was used
in Do [13]:

Lemma 4.1 ([13, Corollary 4.1]). For some m >0, N —p > pu >0,y > N%f;” and X > 0, we
have for v € C°(RN\{0}) that

~ p < — clP <
A]\Jr\rup_p_ﬂ/ |V'U(y)| e—fn|)\y|'Y dyZC(N,p,’}/,m,/J) lnf/ |U(y) C| e—m|>\y|’Y dy
Np
RV [yl* ¢ JRN |y|N

Proof of Theorem 1.11. For p > 2, there exists m,, € (0,1) such that

Rp(s,t) > mpls —t[P.
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From (1.6), when pb+ (p — 1)N < 0 (i =

—1), it holds that

1Aul gl — Kpapllulye

—1
2 % / W )\l/p]x\b_a_lx . VU+ )\_pTAu
T

)\1 p _p/\mb a+1 Mz‘b a+1
V.le =T Vu

b—a+1
i
e v—a+1 u/(r), the divergence term becomes

p
dzx

P
dz.

Arb7a+1
When u is radial, set w(r) = =1

V- (w(r)z) w' (r) + Nw(r) = r1 =N Nw(r)).
Thus, we obtain
[Aull e llullye — Kpabllullye
mp )\1 P _pMai\b at! N P
/ e T |Vl
Hence, by setting p =pb+p(N —1),y=b—a+1, m= b—£+1 and \ =
follows that

= Ab=e+1 in Lemma 4.1, it
-1
[ Aullzp flulfe _KpabHqu

_pAJzbmatl
> C(N,p,a,b) mf/

b—a+1
2] 77

2 Veo(fa]) - o do
= C(N,p,a,b) mf/

\:c\b a+1
W\W R A
|| ~¥=»

1
C(N7p7 a, b) lI'le HMTIVU_ V'U(C )\)‘pdx
x| N-p

By our conditons for (p,a,b), we have NN—_”p + (N — 1)p = pc, and the proof is done

0

Remark 4.2. The conditions for (p,a,b) in Theorem 1.11 are set such that (ju,~,m,\) meet the
requirement of Lemma 4.1.

The process from weak stability to strong is similar to Section 3. Let (), be the set of v € ./\/lp ab
attaining

w€M2

sup /]Vw[p 2Vw - Vu.

IIU)IIHP g
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Since

B 1-N _Mx‘bfaﬁ»l T
Vou(k,\) = —CskA’|x|' ™ Ve ~t=atT Tl
x
and 8 = lfi’z‘_ﬁ > 0, using the methods in Proposition 2.1 and 3.4, we can show

Proposition 4.3. There exists oy > 0 such that for any u € Hff with oy, 4 p(w) < 0, the following

nfimum and supremum are attainable:

inf  lu—w| g, sup / \VwP~2Vu - Vw. (4.1)
12,7(1’1, wGM?)ya,b
l[wll p=1

Next, we can check each step in Proposition 3.6 and obtain

Proposition 4.4. There exist 01 < g and Cy > 0 depending only on N,p,a,b s.t. for any u € Hlf’f

with op qp(u) < o1, we have

1/2
o = povllse C4< - uu—wqu> < o)V, (42)

b
veQu  lullmz weM?,, lullmz ~one

where for v € Qu, py = [ |Vo[P72Vv - Vu > 0.

<

By (2.6) and the maximality property of @,, for v € Q,, v = p,v satisfies the following

orthogonality conditions:

1
/ |Vo|P~2V7 - (Vu — Vi) =0,

|[Pe

1
/ Va2V - (Vu — Vo) = 0, (4.3)

|z [P
1
x
Proof of Theorem 1.12. When p = 2, pick v € M%%b that attains infweM% \ lu — wl| v, we can

show v satisfy (4.3) and the proof is similar to that of (1.9).
When p > 2, pick v € Q, and let p = p,, = [ |[Vo[P72Vv - Vu. By Lemma 3.2,

|Aul, > A0, + collAu — AT,

lullyy > 512, + collu — Bl

—1 _ _ _
”UHII){g < H@H’I’{f + <I% + /€> / |Vo|P~2|Vo — Vu|* 4 ¢1|ju — ?)H%g.
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As a result,
18wl + (o= Dl ~ pKpaslully,

> | A0], + (0 = Dol — pEpasloly

4.4
+eo( 1w~ Ap2, + (o~ 1)]u 77, 4
b a
p(p—1) —1p—2 _ _
— (B2 ) ol - ol = callu = .
Define » »
[Aull7y + (p = D)ful[gp
~ b a
olu) = D _pr,a,ba
Tl
then &(u) > pop qp(u) > 0, and (4.4) indicates
[Au — AT, + (p — 1)flu — [l
T 5 6(u) + 0pap(W)? + 0p ()P S 5 (w)P.
[l
Hence, the proof is done by using the transformation as in the proof of Theorem 1.9. O

Remark 4.5. When u is not radial, it is hard to get the weak stability as in Theorem 1.11, but

once it is done, we can deduce a strong-form result by using our methods.
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