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SOME KORN-HARDY INEQUALITIES WITH POWER WEIGHTS

WEN QI ZHANG

Abstract. In [1] Bousquet and Van Schaftingen derive a duality estimate for a certain class of
canceling operators, and as an application prove new multidimensional Hardy inequalities. These
methods were generalised by [4], [3] to cover Hardy-Sobolev inequalities and Stein-Weiss inequalities
for cocanceling vector fields. We are motivated by these works to study Hardy-Sobolev inequalities
with power weights, where the weight may grow towards infinity. These inequalities were previously
inaccessible due to this growth. This note demonstrates a specific example of where the original
duality estimate for canceling operators can be improved, and as an application prove Korn-Hardy
inequality with power weights on R

2 with sub-quadratic growth at infinity.

1. Introduction

Let Dsym denote the symmetric derivative, symmetrized gradient, or Korn operator. That is for a
vector field u ∈ C1(R2,R2), write

Dsymu =

[

∂1u1
∂1u2+∂2u1

2
∂2u1+∂1u2

2 ∂2u2

]

=
1

2

(

Du+ (Du)T
)

.

Our goal is to prove the following power weight Korn-Hardy inequalities:

Theorem 1.1.

Suppose that q ∈ [1, 2) and a, b > −2 satisfy 2+b
q

= 1 + a. If 1 ≤ a < 2, then

(
∫

R2

|x|b|u(x)|qdx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|x|a|Dsymu(x)|dx

for all u ∈ C∞
c (R2,R2) with implied constant independent of u.

When a < 1 this is implied by a stronger result (see Theorem 1.3) in [3]. It can also be deduced
for a < 1 by modifying the proof of Proposition 2.3 from [1] and similar modifications can also
be made to [4]. However in all of these cases, the methods fail at a = 1. Our methods are
similar to [1], and what is novel in our work is Lemma 3.1, which allows us to bypass the a = 1 ob-
stacle and prove the result for a < 2. The other details of the proof of Theorem 1.1 are in Section 4.

Like the earlier mentioned work of [1] (and [3],[4]), our goal was to prove Theorem 1.1 for a general
class of differential operators (see Definition 2.3). However Lemma 3.1 is not easy to generalise,
for instance certain representations of the gradient on R

3 may fail to satisfy certain (convenient)
conditions, which would be sufficient to close. However, given the vast family of Caffarelli-Kohn-
Nirenberg inequalities (see e.g. [6]) we expect some argument along these lines to work. These
examples are discussed in Section 5.

The (missing) endpoint q = 2 corresponds to 0 = a− b
q
and this endpoint represents Korn-Sobolev

inequalities with power weights, as q = n
n−1 when n = 2. Both in this work and [1] this endpoint

is missed, but the case a = b
q
= 0 is covered by [9] via a another duality method.
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The other endpoint q = 1 corresponds to a − b
q
= 1, which are Korn-Hardy inequalities with

power weights. When a = 1, a trivial integration by parts proof exists, which implies this result.

Lemma 1.2.

For u ∈ C∞
c (Rn) one has

∫

Rn

|u(x)|dx ≤

∫

Rn

|x||∂x1
u(x)|dx.

This lemma can be checked by using 1 = ∂x1
(x1), and approximating |u(x)| by

uε(x) =
(

u(x)2 + ε
)

1

2 − ε
1

2 .

2. Preliminaries

Even though we could not prove Theorem 1.1 for a general class of differential operators, the
following definitions motivate some of the methods we employ later. They also highlight how one
may generalise our current result.

Definition 2.1 (Constant Coefficient).
Given finite dimensional vector spaces V,E we say that A(D) is a constant coefficient differential
operator (homogeneous of order k) on R

n from V to E if there exists Aα ∈ L(V,E) such that for
every u ∈ C∞

c (Rn, V ) and x ∈ R
n one has

A(D)u(x) =
∑

|α|=k

Aα∂
αu(x).

Definition 2.2 (Injectively Elliptic).
Given finite dimensional vector spaces V,E we say that A(D) is a (constant coefficient) injectively
elliptic differential operator (on R

n from V → E) if for every ξ ∈ R
n \ {0} one has

kerA(ξ) = {0V }.

Definition 2.3 (Canceling).
Given finite dimensional vector spaces V,E we say that A(D) is a (constant coefficient) canceling
differential operator (on R

n from V to E) if one has
⋂

ξ∈Rn\{0}

Image[A(ξ)] = {0E}.

Definition 2.4 (Cocanceling). Given finite dimensional vector spaces E,F we say that L(D) is a
(constant coefficient) cocanceling differential operator (on R

2 from E to F ) if one has
⋂

ξ∈R2\{0}

ker[L(ξ)] = {0E}.

With these definitions, we can restate a lemma of [1]. Note that our Lemma 3.1 represents an
improvement in a special case.

Lemma 2.5 ([1], Lemma 2.2). Let A(D) be a linear differential operator of order k on R
n from

V to E. If A(D) is injectively elliptic and canceling, then there exists C ∈ R and m ∈ N \ {0} such
that for every u ∈ C∞

c (Rn, V ) and every ϕ ∈ Cm(Rn\{0}, E) that satisfies for every j ∈ {0, . . . ,m},
|x|j |Djϕ| ∈ L1

loc(R
n),
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

ϕ · A(D)u

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

m
∑

j=1

∫

Rn

|A(D)u(x)||x|j |Djϕ(x)|dx.
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The special case of the above lemma we are interested in is for A(D) = Dsym and for a specific,
radial ϕ which we denote by ρ. In this case, one has m = 2 (see Lemma 3.1) and the precise
statement is

Corollary 2.6. Given ρ ∈ C∞
c ([0, 12 ]) with ρ = 1 on [0, 14 ], then for each x ∈ R

2\{0}, the inequality
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

Dsymu(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∫

|y|≈|x|
|Dsymu(y)|dy

holds for all u ∈ C∞
c (R2,R2). Here |y| ≈ |x| denotes the region

{

y ∈ R
2 : 1

4 ≤ |y|
|x| ≤

1
2

}

.

Note that on the left hand side, ρ
(

|y|
|x|

)

is supported when |y| ≤ |x|
2 , whereas on the right hand side

we also exclude the region |y| < |x|
4 . This is critical to show the main results of [1].

To see why Lemma 2.6 implies the corollary, note that on the support of
∣

∣

∣
ρ′
(

|y|
|x|

)∣

∣

∣
and

∣

∣

∣
ρ′′
(

|y|
|x|

)∣

∣

∣

one has 1
4 ≤ |y|

|x| ≤
1
2 . This also simplifies the powers of |y|

|x| which appear when applying the lemma.

3. Key Improvement

We improve Corollary 2.6 by

Lemma 3.1.

Given ρ ∈ C∞
c ([0, 12 ]) with ρ = 1 on [0, 14 ], then for each x ∈ R

2 \ {0}, the inequality
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

(y ·D)G(x)Dsymu(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
1

|x|

∫

|y|≈|x|
|Dsymu(y)|dy

holds for all u ∈ C∞
c (R2,R2). Here |y| ≈ |x| denotes the region

{

y ∈ R
2 : 1

4 ≤ |y|
|x| ≤

1
2

}

.

Here, |y · DG(x)| . |y||x|−2 which is controlled by a constant multiple of |x|−1 on the support of

ρ
(

|y|
|x|

)

. The improvement is again the region of integration appearing on the right hand side.

Note that Lemma 2.5 does not imply this result, as we would want to set (for each fixed x ∈ R
2\{0})

ϕx(y) := y ·DG(x)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

.

Applying the product rule to compute Dϕ results in terms which do not have derivatives of ρ,

which allow us to exclude the region |y| < |x|
4 . This essential to prove Theorem 1.1 and hence

an improvement is needed. The key steps involved are the observations leading to (5), the rest is
essentially the same as Lemma 2.5.

Proof.
It is convenient to pick the following representation for Dsym, for a vector field u ∈ C∞

c (R2,R2)
pick

A(D)u :=





∂1u1
∂2u1 + ∂1u2

∂2u2



 .

In this setting, our Green’s function is represented by (a scalar multiple of)

G(x) :=

[

∂x1
∂x2

−∂x1

−∂x2
∂x1

∂x2

]

log |x|
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and this can be seen as
[

∂x1
∂x2

−∂x1

−∂x2
∂x1

∂x2

]

A(D)u(x) =

[

∆u1
∆u2

]

.

Since A(D) was canceling, we find the following choice of cocanceling L(D) such that L(D)A(D)u =
0 appropriate:

L(D) :=
[

1 0 0
]

∂2
y2

+
[

0 −1 0
]

∂y1∂y2 +
[

0 0 1
]

∂2
y1

= L(0,2)∂y2y2 + L(1,1)∂y1y2 + L(2,0)∂y1y1 .

Also define K(y) by

K(y) =







y2
2

2
−y1y2

y2
1

2






.

and note that
∑

|α|=2

∂α
y K(y)Lα = IdR3 .

Hence we have

(y ·D)G(x)A(D)u(y) =
∑

|α|=2

(y ·D)G(x)∂α
y K(y)LαA(D)u(y)

=
∑

|α|=2

(

∂α
y (y ·DG(x)K(y))LαA(D)u(y)

−
∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α−ei

y K(y)LαA(D)u(y)

)

.

With this in mind our desired estimate is implied by
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y (y ·DG(x)K(y))LαA(D)u(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

1

|x|

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)|

(∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ′
(

|y|

|x|

)∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ′′
(

|y|

|x|

)∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dy

(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α−ei

y K(y)LαA(D)u(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

1

|x|

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)|

(∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ′
(

|y|

|x|

)∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ′′
(

|y|

|x|

)∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dy

(2)

as 1
4 ≤ |y|

|x| ≤
1
2 on the support of

∣

∣

∣
ρ′
(

|y|
|x|

)
∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
ρ′′
(

|y|
|x|

)
∣

∣

∣
.

We consider (1) first. We want to rewrite the integrand which appears on the left hand side

by moving the ρ
(

|y|
|x|

)

term under ∂α
y . Since it depends on y, a rearrangement of the product rule
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gives the following identity:

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)
)

LαA(D)u(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

=
∑

|α|=2

(

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

)

LαA(D)u(y)

−
∑

β≤α
|β|≥1

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)
)

LαA(D)u(y)∂α−β
y

[

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)]

)

.

The first term on the right hand side cancels when integrated in y. Integrating by parts and using
L(D)A(D)u = 0 we obtain

∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

)

LαA(D)u(y)dy = 0. (3)

Hence integrating both sides of the product rule identity would yield the better identity

∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)
)

LαA(D)u(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy =

−

∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

(

∑

β≤α
|β|≥1

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)
)

LαA(D)u(y)∂α−β
y

[

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)]

)

dy.

Applying absolute values to both sides, and using triangle inequality and simplifying |y|
|x| terms on

the right hand side leads to

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y

(

y ·DG(x)K(y)
)

LαA(D)u(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

1

|x|

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)|

(
∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ′
(

|y|

|x|

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ′′
(

|y|

|x|

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dy.

This verifies (1). To verify (2), recall that in (1) we used an integration by parts step (3), which
worked because we could move ∂α

y off of a term which was independent of α and hence apply the
canceling relation L(D)A(D)u = 0. As written, the corresponding term in (2) would be

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α−ei

y K(y).

If we find Ki such that ∂yiKi(y) = K(y) to write

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α

y Ki(y) (4)

step (3) would fail without further analysis as the above term is not independent of α. If we view
∂α
y as a linear operator on homogeneous polynomials of degree 3 we notice that ker ∂α

y is large and
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so we can make (4) independent of α by choosing

K1(y) :=







y22y1
2

y3
2

6 −
y2
1
y2
2

y3
1

6







K2(y) :=







y3
2

6
y31
6 −

y21y2
2

−
y1y

2
2

2






.

Note that

∂yiKi(y) = K(y)

so we just need to confirm (4) can be written independent of α. We claim for all |α| = 2,

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α−eiK(y)Lα =

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂αKi(y)Lα

= 2∂x1
G(x)

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y (K1(y))Lα. (5)

The last line may be surprising, but it follows because ∂x1
G(x)K1(y) = ∂x2

G(x)K2(y). Indeed a
calculation shows:

∂x1
G(x)K1(y) =





(

y22y1
2 −

y31
6

)

∂2
x1

+
(

y32
6 −

y21y2
2

)

∂x1
∂x2

(

−
y2
2
y1
2 +

y3
1

6

)

∂x1
∂x2

+
(

y3
2

6 −
y2
1
y2
2

)

∂2
x1



 log |x|

and

∂x2
G(x)K2(y) =





(

y3
2

6 +
y1y

2
2

2

)

∂x1
∂x2

+
(

y3
1

6 −
y2
1
y2
2

)

∂2
x2

(

−
y32
6 +

y1y
2
2

2

)

∂2
x2

+
(

y31
6 −

y21y2
2

)

∂x1
∂x2



 log |x|.

By using ∂2
x1

log |x| = −∂2
x2

log |x| for all x ∈ R
2 \ {0} we conclude

∂x2
G(x)K2(y) =





(

y3
2

6 +
y1y

2
2

2

)

∂x1
∂x2

+
(

−
y3
1

6 +
y2
1
y2
2

)

∂2
x1

(

y3
2

6 −
y1y

2
2

2

)

∂2
x1

+
(

y3
1

6 −
y2
1
y2
2

)

∂x1
∂x2



 log |x|

= ∂x1
G(x)K1(y).

Thus we may apply the same argument as (1), deducing (in place of (3)) that
∫

R2

∑

|α|=2

∂α
y

(

2∂x1
G(x)K1(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

)

LαA(D)u(y)dy = 0

and hence by the same product rule manipulations that follow we conclude (2). �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We now have the tools to prove our main result:

Proof of Theorem 1.1.
Fix a function ρ ∈ C∞

c (R) with ρ = 1 on [0, 14 ] and supp ρ ⊂ [0, 12 ] with bounded (by a large
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constant) first and second derivatives. Then set

H(x, y) = ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

(G(x) + y ·DG(x))

K(x, y) = G(x− y)− ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

(G(x) + y ·DG(x)) .

By triangle inequality for weighted Lq, one has
(
∫

R2

|x|b|u(x)|qdx

)
1

q

≤

(
∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

H(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

+

(
∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

and so it suffices to demonstrate that
(
∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

H(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dy

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|y|a|A(D)u(y)|dy (I1)

(
∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|y|a|A(D)u(y)|dy. (I2)

We first prove I2. Write the LHS as
(

∫

R2

|x|b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

2|y|<|x|
K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

+

(

∫

R2

|x|b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

2|y|≥|x|
K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

When 2|y| < |x| we claim

|K(x, y)| . |y|2|x|−3. (6)

This is follows by Taylor expanding G(x − y) when 2|y| < |x|
2 , and noting that |x| ≈ |y| when

|x|
2 < 2|y| < |x|. It remains to check the remainder term from Taylor expanding G(x − y). The

naive estimate for this term is |y|3|z|−4, for some z on the line segment between x, x− y. This can
be improved by realising that as 4|y| < |x|, any z on the line segment between x, x− y must satisfy

both |y| < |z| and 3|x|
4 ≤ |z|. This would then verify (6). Using (6), and Minkowski’s inequality we

obtain
(

∫

R2

|x|b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

2|y|<|x|
K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)||y|2

(

∫

2|y|<|x|
|x|b|x|−3q

)
1

q

dy.

We have b = q + aq − 2, and a < 2 which implies integrability on R
2 when 2|y| < |x| giving

(

∫

2|y|<|x|
|x|b|x|−3q

)
1

q

. |y|−2+a

and so

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)||y|2

(

∫

2|y|<|x|
|x|b|x|−3q

)
1

q

dy .

∫

Rn

|A(D)u(y)||y|ady.

On the other hand, when 2|y| ≥ |x| we use

|K(x, y)| . |x− y|−1

and combining with Minkowski,
(

∫

R2

|x|b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

2|y|≥|x|
K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)|

(

∫

2|y|≥|x|
|x− y|−q|x|bdx

)
1

q

dy.
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By decomposing B(0, 2|y|) into B
(

y,
|y|
4

)

and B(0, 2|y|) ∩ B
(

y,
|y|
4

)c

, one can use both −q > −2

and b > −2 to conclude
(

∫

2|y|≥|x|
|x− y|−q|x|bdx

)
1

q

dy . |y|
−q+b+2

q .

Noting that 2+b
q

= 1 + a we conclude

(

∫

R2

|x|b

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

2|y|≥|x|
K(x, y)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)||y|ady

and so (I2) follows.

To demonstrate (I1), it suffices to show

(
∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

G(x)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|y|a|A(D)u(y)|dy (I1,1)

(
∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

y ·DG(x)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|y|a|A(D)u(y)|dy. (I1,2)

For (I1,1), using the homogeneity of G(x) one has

(

∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

G(x)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

qdx

)
1

q

.

(

∫

R2

|x|b−q

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

and applying Lemma 2.6 gives
(

∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

G(x)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

(

∫

R2

|x|b−q

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|y|≈|x|
|A(D)u(y)|dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

For (I1,2), applying Lemma 3.1 we again obtain

(

∫

R2

|x|b
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

y ·DG(x)A(D)u(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

(

∫

R2

|x|b−q

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|y|≈|x|
|A(D)u(y)|dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

Recall that |y| ≈ |x| means the region
{

y ∈ R
2 : 1

4 ≤ |y|
|x| ≤

1
2

}

, it suffices to show

(

∫

R2

|x|b−q

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|y|≈|x|
|A(D)u(y)|dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)
1

q

.

∫

R2

|y|a|A(D)u(y)|dy. (Ĩ1)

Applying Minkowski to the left hand side, one arrives at

∫

R2

|A(D)u(y)|

(

∫

|y|≈|x|
|x|b−qdx

)
1

q

dy
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and noting that

(

∫

|x|
2
≤|y|≤|x|

|x|b−qdx

)
1

q

. |y|
b−q+2

q

= |y|a

where the last line follows since 2+b
q

= 1 + a, we conclude (Ĩ1) completing the proof.

�

5. Future Work

It isn’t too hard to see how the proof of Lemma (3.1) can be modified to prove the following:

Proposition 5.1.

Suppose that A(D) is a constant coefficient differential operator on R
n from V to E of order k.

Suppose also that A(D) is elliptic and canceling. If A(D) admits

(A1) a Green’s function, G(x),
(A2) a cocanceling operator L(D) of order ℓ on R

n from E to F satisfying L(D)A(D) = 0,
(A3) and a collection of linear mappings {Kα}|α|=ℓ from F to E satisfying

∑

|α|=ℓKαLα = IdE

such that there exists a finite dimensional vector space M , and maps T (x), P (y) (independent of
|α| = ℓ) which satisfy:

(C4) T (x) maps M → V and is homogeneous of degree k − n− 1,
(C5) P (y) maps F → M and is homogeneous of degree ℓ+ 1,
(C6) and either:

(a) As linear mappings F → V ,

∑

|α|=ℓ

∂α
y (T (x)P (y))Lα =

∑

|α|=ℓ

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α−ei

y K(y)Lα. (Weak C6)

(b) For every |α| = ℓ, as linear mappings F → V ,

∂α
y (T (x)P (y)) =

∑

ei≤α

(

α

ei

)

∂xi
G(x)∂α−ei

y K(y) (C6)

where K(y) =
∑

|α|=ℓKαy
α in both of the above.

Then it can be shown
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

y ·DG(x)A(D)u(y)ρ

(

|y|

|x|

)

dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

ℓ
∑

j=1

∫

Rn

|x|k−n|A(D)u(y)|

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ(j)
(

|y|

|x|

)∣

∣

∣

∣

dy.

However we know very few examples of differential operators which satisfy C6, which suggests that
more work is needed in this direction. For now we give the following observations:
Example 5.2. ∇ on R

2:
Choose

L(D) =
[

∂y2 −∂y1
]

K(y) =

[

y2
−y1

]

G(x) =
[

∂x1
∂x2

]

log |x|
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and

T (x) =
[

∂2
x1

∂x1
∂x2

]

log |x|

P (y) =

[

y1y2
y2
2
−y2

1

2

]

.

One may check

∂x1
G(x)K(y) = ∂y1T (x)P (y)

∂x2
G(x)K(y) = ∂y2T (x)P (y)

which would imply (C6). Note that here we again used the identity ∂2
x1

log |x| = −∂2
x2

log |x| for all

x ∈ R
2 \ {0}.

Non-Example 5.3. ∇ on R
3:

Choose

G(x) =
[

∂x1
∂x2

∂x3

] 1

4π|x|
.

The representation

L(D) =
1

2





0 −∂y3 ∂y2
∂y3 0 −∂y1
−∂y2 ∂y1 0





K(y) = y1





0 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 0



+ y2





0 0 −1
0 0 0
1 0 0



+ y3





0 1 0
−1 0 0
0 0 0





does not admit a solution to the system

∂α
yKα,i(y) = yiKα

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)Kα,i(y) =

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)Kα′,i(y)

even if it is underdetermined. Note that

∂α
y

(

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)Kα,i(y)

)

=

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)yiKα

and hence

∂e1
y ∂α

y

(

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)Kα,i(y)

)

= ∂x1
G(x)Kα.

If we choose α = e2, and α′ = e1, then the second condition gives

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)Ke2,i(y) =

3
∑

i=1

∂xi
G(x)Ke1,i(y)

but if we apply ∂e1+e2
y to both sides, by the previous calculation one has

∂x1
G(x)Ke2 = ∂x2

G(x)Ke1

which requires that
[

∂x1
∂x3

0 −∂2
x1

]

|x|−1 =
[

0 −∂x2
∂x3

∂2
x2

]

|x|−1

which is clearly false.
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In contrast to the previous non-example, we leave open the following question:

Question 5.4.

Does the following representation of ∇ on R
3 admit property (Weak C6)?

We have in mind:

L(D) =
[

∂y2∂y3 ∂y1∂y3 −2∂y1∂y2
]

K(y) = y1y2





0
0
−1

2



+ y1y3





0
1
0



+ y2y3





1
0
0



 .

Then construct

K1(y) =







y1y2y3
y21y3
2

−
y2
1
y2
4







K2(y) =







y22y3
2

y1y2y3

−
y1y

2
2

4







K3(y) =







y2y
2
3

2
y1y

2
3

2
−y1y2y3

2






.

One has that ∂yiKi(y) = K(y). We set

T (x)P (y) = ∂x1
G(x)K1(y) + ∂x2

G(x)K2(y) + ∂x3
G(x)K3(y).

Can we use

∂x3
G(x) = −∂x1

G(x)− ∂x2
G(x)

for all x ∈ R
3 \ {0} in some way to show (Weak C6)?

Acknowledgements

The author would like to express his heartfelt gratitude to Po Lam Yung for his patience and su-
pervision throughout this work. The author is also deeply indebted to Jan Kristensen for hosting
him as an exchange student while some of this work was completed, and would like to thank the
University of Oxford Mathematical Institute for their hospitality. Finally, the author wishes to
acknowledge Carlos Perez’s encouragement.

The author is supported by an Australian Government Research Training Program Scholarship
and by Australian Research Council Grant FT20010039. They also received support from the AIM
research community on Fourier restriction and the ANU Vice-Chancellor’s HDR Travel Grant.

References

[1] P. Bousquet and J. Van Schaftingen, Hardy-Sobolev Inequalities for Vector Fields and Canceling Linear

Differential Operators, Indiana University Mathematics Journal, Vol. 63, No. 5 (2014), pp. 1419-1445.
[2] A. P. Calderón and A. Zygmund, On the existence of certain singular integrals, Acta Math, Vol. 88 (1952),

85-139.
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