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EMBEDDING THEOREMS FOR SOBOLEV AND
HARDY-SOBOLEV SPACES AND ESTIMATES OF
FOURIER TRANSFORMS

V.I. KOLYADA

ABSTRACT. We prove embeddings of Sobolev and Hardy-Sobolev
spaces into Besov spaces built upon certain mixed norms. This
gives an improvement of the known embeddings into usual Besov
spaces. Applying these results, we obtain Oberlin type estimates
of Fourier transforms for functions in Sobolev spaces Wi (R™).

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to the study of some inequalities for functions
in the Sobolev spaces W} (R") and Hardy-Sobolev spaces HIW} (R").

The Sobolev space W, (R") (1 < p < 00) is defined as the class of all
functions f € LP(R™) for which every first-order weak derivative exists
and belongs to LP(R™). The classical Sobolev theorem (see [26, Ch. V])
states the following.

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2,1 < p < mn, and p* = np/(n —p). Then for
any f € W, (R")
fllpe < eVl (1.1)

The Lebesgue norm at the left-hand side of (1) can be replaced
by the stronger Lorentz norm. Namely, for any f € Wpl(]R”), n > 2,
I<p<n,

1

e <[Vl (1.2)
(see [1], [19], [24], [25]).

Let a function f be defined on R™ and let k € {1,...,n}. Set
Ag(h)f(x) = f(z + hey) — f(x), z€R", heR (1.3)

(ex is the kth unit coordinate vector).
The following theorem holds.
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Theorem 1.2. Let n € N. Assume that 1 < p < oo andn > 1, or
p=landn>2. Ifp<g<ooands=1-—n(l/p—1/q) >0, then for
any f € W, (R")

n

x A" &
Z(/ h-spuAk(h)fns,p—) <SPSl (1)
0 h k=1

k=1

For p > 1 inequality (4] (with the weaker norm ||Ag(h)f]|, at the
left-hand side) was obtained by Herz [10]. For p = 1,n > 2 Theorem
was proved in [II] (see also [12]). The case p = 1 is of special
interest; we stress that Theorem fails for p = n = 1. However, this
theorem holds for any function f from the Hardy space H'(R) such
that f/ € HY(R), if we replace the L'— norm of f’ by its H'— norm
(see [22], [L1]).

One of the main results of this paper is the refinement of the inequal-
ity (L) given in terms of mixed norms.

Let © = (xy,...,2,). Denote by ) the (n — 1)—dimensional vector
obtained from the n-tuple x by removal of its kth coordinate. We shall
write © = (xg, Tg).

If X(R) and Y/(R"!) are Banach function spaces, and k € {1, ..., n},
we denote by Y[X]; the mixed norm space obtained by taking first the
norm in X with respect to xj, and then the norm in Y with respect to
L/L’\k e R 1.

We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < p < ocoandn > 2, orp =1 and n > 3.
Ifp <g<ooanda =1—(n—-1)(1/p—1/q) > 0, then for any
feW (R

n

o0 dh\ " "
S ([ s, T < e IDl 05)
k=1

k=1

We show that the left-hand side of (I.4]) is majorized by the left-hand
side of (LE). Thus, for the indicated values of n and p, Theorem [L3
provides a refinement of Theorem We stress that inequality (L.H)
holds for n = 2, p > 1. However, the question of the validity of this
inequality for n = 2,p =1 remains open.

As we have observed above, Theorem fails for p = n = 1, but
in this case there holds a weaker inequality with L'—norm of f’ re-
placed by its H'—norm. Similarly, we supplement Theorem by the
following result.

As usual, for any 1 < p < oo we denote p’ = p/(p —1).
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Theorem 1.4. Let f € W!(R") (n > 2) and assume that all partial
deriwatives D;f (j =1,...,n) belong to the Hardy space H'(R™). Then
foranyl <qg<(n—1)/(n—2)

nope dh
Z/o B AR fll gz - < D IDef . (L6)
k=1 k=1

That is, inequality (LH) holds for p = 1,n = 2 if the L' —norms of
the derivatives are replaced by the Hardy H'—norms. Of course, for
n > 3 (L6) follows from (LH).

We should note that this work was partly inspired by the Oberlin
estimate [2I] of Fourier transforms of functions in the Hardy space
HY(R™). We apply inequality (LH) to obtain an analogue of this es-
timate for the derivatives of functions in W} (R"). In particular, we
prove the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Let f € W(R") (n > 3). Then

D2 sup [ [f@ldo(§) < VAL (L)
eZ 2k <p<ohtl J g,
where S, is the sphere of the radius r centered at the origin in R™ and
do (&) is the canonical surface measure on S,.

For n > 3 this theorem gives a refinement of the Hardy type inequal-
ity
[FONENTdE < [V £,
Rn

which was proved for f € W (R") (n > 2) by Bourgain [4] and Petczyniski
and Wojciechowski [23].

As in the case p = 1 in Theorem [L.3] it is an open question whether
Theorem [ is true for n = 2.

The paper is organized as follows. We give some definitions and
auxiliary results in Section 2. In Section 3 we prove inequalities between
Besov norms built upon the spaces LP¥(R") and LP*(R"1)[L"(R)],
1 < r,v <p. In Section 4 we prove Theorem [[.3l Section 5 contains
the proof of Theorem [[L4l Section 6 is devoted to estimates of Fourier
transforms of functions in W}'(R").

2. SOME DEFINITIONS AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

Denote by Sp(R™) the class of all measurable and almost everywhere
finite functions f on R”™ such that

Ar(y) ={xz € R" : |f(x)] > y}| < oo for each y > 0.
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A nonincreasing rearrangement of a function f € Sy(R") is a non-
negative and nonincreasing function f* on R, = (0,4o00) which is
equimeasurable with |f|, that is, Ay« = Ay. The rearrangement f* can
be defined by the equality

f*(t) = sup inf |f(z)|, 0<t< oo (2.1)

|E|= —_+TEL

(see [B], p. 32]).
The following relation holds [2 p. 53]

%%/Lf W%—/f? (2.2)

In what follows we denote
1 t
= —/ f*(u)du. (2.3)
tJo

For any t > 0 there is a subset £ C R" with |E| =t such that

¢ [ 1@ = 5o (2.4)

(see [2, p. 53]).
Let 0 < p,r < oo. A function f € Sy(R"™) belongs to the Lorentz
space LP"(R™) if

00 - d 1/r
[l = 1l = ( NGO g) <.

We have that ||f||,, = ||f||,- For a fixed p, the Lorentz spaces LP"
strictly increase as the secondary index r increases; that is, the strict
embedding LP»" C LP*® (r < s) holds (see [2, Ch. 4]).

We will use the following Hardy’s inequality (see [2 p. 124]).

Proposition 2.1. Let ¢ be a nonnegative measurable function on (0, 0o)
and suppose —o00 < A <1 and 1 < p < oo. Then

(/om (" /ot“‘)(“)d“)p%)% <15 (/Oo (o)’ %)/

Applying Hardy’s inequality with p > 1, A = 1/p, we obtain that
the operator f +— f** is bounded in L” for p > 1,

kk p
177 < 2= [ fllp, T <p < o0 (2.5)

We say that a measurable function ¢ on (0, 00) is quasi-decreasing
if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that ¥(t;) < ci(ty), whenever
0<ty <ty <oo.
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It is well known that in the case 0 < p < 1 Hardy-type inequali-
ties are true for quasi-decreasing functions. We will use the following
proposition (a short proof can be found, e.g., in [17]).

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢ be a non-negative, quasi-decreasing function
n (0,00). Suppose also that « > 0,3 > —1 and 0 <p < 1. Then

/0 N u—a—1< /0“¢(t)tﬁdt)pdu <c /0 h = ((u) )P du.

Let a function ¢ € LP(R). Set
A(h)p(x) = p(z+h) —p(r), heR, (2.6)

and
w(ps;t), = sup |[A(h)pll,, ¢ > 0.

|R|<t

Ul'yanov [28] proved the following estimate: for any ¢ € LP(R), 1 <
p < 00

P (1) — () < 27w (pst),.
It easily follows that

o d

FO<2 [ 5 (e, (2.7)

’ s

(see also [14, p. 149], [27]). Using these estimates, Ul’'yanov obtained
that if 1 <p < ¢ < oo and ¢ € LP(R), then

00 1/q
el < ([ iaoela) 29
0

and

s 1/q
st <e( [ riameya) 29)
0
(some discussions and generalizations of these results can be found in
[14] and [16]).
In the next section we consider functions (z,y) — f(x,y), where
r €R, y € R" ! and we denote

AW f(x,y) = f(z+hy) — f(z,y), heR (2.10)

Let V = V(R") be a Banach function space over R™ (see [2, Ch. 1]).
shall assume that V' is translation invariant, that is, whenever f €
then 7,f € V and ||m.f|lv = ||f||v for all h € R™, where 7,f(x) =
f(x—h). Let f € V. Set

wi(f;0)v = sup ||[Ai(R)fllv, 6 >0.
|h|<6

¢}
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In these notations, the subindex 1 indicates that the difference is taken
with respect to the first variable x.
We have the following inequality

)
anlfio) <7 / 1A (h) | vdh. (2.11)

Indeed, if t, h € [0, 6], then
AL fllv < AR fllv + [[Ax(E = R) fl]v.

Integrating with respect to h in [0, 4] (for a fixed t € [0,4]), and then
taking supremum over t, we obtain (2.1T]).

3. DIFFERENT NORM INEQUALITIES

Throughout this paper we use the notation ([L.3]).
Let 0 < a<1,1<p<oo,and 1 < 0 < oo. The Besov space
By o(R™) consists of all functions f € LP(R") such that

n 00 d /0
||fr|B;9=||pr+;( / (ol i) 7)< .

The classical different norm embedding theorem states that if 1 <
p<q<ooand a>n(l/p—1/q), then for any 1 <6 < oo

By o(R") C Bqﬁﬂ(R"), where g =a—n(l/p—1/q),
and for any f € By,(R")
1fllgz, < ellFllsg, (3.)

(see [20, Ch. 6]).

Roughly speaking, passing from L? to L4, we lose n(1/p — 1/q) in
the smoothness exponent.

We shall be especially interested in the one-dimensional case of this
theorem. Note that for n = 1 [BI) follows immediately from (2.8]),
(29) and Hardy’s inequality.

In this section we obtain different norm inequalities for the Besov
spaces defined in some mixed norms. First of all, we are interested
in these results in connection with embeddings of Sobolev spaces (in
particular, for the comparison of Theorems [[.3] and [L.2]).

We keep notations introduced in Section 2. Namely, we use the
notation A(h)p for functions of one variable (see (2.0)). The notation
Aq(h)f (see ([ZI0)) is applied to functions (x,y) — f(x,y), where
reR, ye R (n>2).
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Let 1 <0< oo, 0<a<l1 Let V=V(R") (n>2) be a translation
invariant Banach function space. Denote by Bg; (V) the class of all
functions f € V such that

> dh\ "’
||fHB&1<V>=Hf|Iv+</O [h‘awl(f;h)v]f’%) < .

As above, the subindex 1 indicates that the difference is taken with
respect to the first variable z. Applying (Z.11]) and Hardy’s inequality,
we obtain that

[ttt G < [ ismnnr g 62

As in Introduction, if X (R) and Y (R"~!) are Banach function spaces,
we denote by Y'[X]; the mixed norm space obtained by taking first the
norm in X (R) with respect to the variable z, and then the norm in
Y (R"!) with respect to y. In this section the interior norm will be
taken only in variable x. Therefore in this section we write simply
Y[X] (omitting the subindex 1).

First, we have the following simple proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 <0 <oo, 1 <r<p<oo, and 1/r—1/p <
a<1. Set3=a—1/r+1/p. Then By, (LP[L"]) C Bg;l(Lp(R")); more
evactly, for any f € Bg, (LP[L"])

11y < el fllsg, ez (3.3)

and

o _ dh © dh
|G <o [ n s il G 64

0
Proof. Denote V' = LP[L"]. Let f € Bg,(V). For a fixed y € R 1 set
fy(x) = f(z,y), v € R. By (28), we have

< e / NI

Integration with respect to y gives

Il < e [ e ian i
0
Applying standard reasonings (see, e.g., [2, Ch. 5.4]), we get

oo 1/p
( / t—P/’“||A1<t>f||%dt)

< lllfllv v 1[t-9a||A1<t>f||v]9%)w] .
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These estimates imply (B.3)).
Further, inequality (2.9]) gives that

h
AR IIE < e / 1A f, |7t

Integrating with respect to y, we get
B )P )dndy = [ (M fdy

R7—

R

h h
<e [ [ia@slzerrady=c [iawigea
Rnfl 0 0

This implies that
< dh
/0 PN

00 h 0/p dh
<o [T ([Ciaosigera)
0 0 h

If # > p, then we apply Proposition 1] and we obtain (3.4]). Let
0 < p. Observe that the function ©(t) = wy(f;t)y /t is quasi-decreasing.
Hence, applying Proposition 2.2] and inequality (3.2]), we get

/ NG

0

o) h 0/p
<c / h~9% ( / wi ( f;t)’{/t‘p/rdt) dn
0 0 h
dh

< / B0y (£ 1) SR < o / B A ) 11 S
0 h 0 h
This implies (3.4]). u

Note that, in contrast to (B.]), the loss in the smoothness exponent
given by (B4) is only 1/r — 1/p. It is natural because the integrability
exponent changes in only one variable.

Now, we replace the LP-norm in (8.3]) and (3.4]) by the L»*—Lorentz
norm. In this case simple arguments similar to those given above can-
not be applied. Indeed, it was shown by Cwikel [6] that if p # v,
then neither of the spaces LP*(R?) and LP"(R)[LP¥(R)] is contained in
the other. Therefore we apply different methods; namely, we shall use
iterated rearrangements.

Let g € So(R™), n > 2. For a fixed y € R"!, denote by R1g(s,y) the
nonincreasing rearrangement of the function g,(x) = g(z,y), v € R.
Further, for a fixed s > 0, let R4 2¢(s, t) be the nonincreasing rearrange-
ment of the function y — R1g(s,y), y € R*L

A
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The iterated rearrangement R 2 is defined on R . It is nonnegative,
nonincreasing in each variable, and equimeasurable with |g| function
(see [3, [15] 16]).

Let 0 < p,v < 00, and n > 2. For a function g € Sp(R"™), denote

lgllzow = ( /
RZ

+

(see [3]). The following inequalities hold [29]:
19llpy < cllgllere if 0 <v<p<oo (3.5)

1/v
(st)/P7IR 9g(s, )" dsdt)

and
gllcer < |lgllp, i 0<p<v<oo. (3.6)

Proposition 3.2. Let 1 <0 < o0, 1 <v<p<oo,1<r<p, and
I/r—=1/p <a <1 Setf =a—1/r+1/p. Then By, (LP[L"]) C
Bg;l(va”); more exactly, for any f € Bg, (LPV[L"])

Ao < [ f] g, wrvizr) (3.7)

and
© dh © dh
| G <o [ h s e T 69

Proof. Let f € Bg (LP"[L7]). Set pu(z,y) = [A1(h)f(z,y)|. Let s
and h be fixed positive numbers. We consider the function y ~—
Ripn(s,y), y € R"1 As in Section 2 above (see (Z.4))), we can state
that for any ¢ > 0 there exists a set £ = F,;; C R"! with mes,,_; £ =
t such that

Ri20n(s,t) /Ruph s,y)d (3.9)
By 27), for any s > 0
Rign(s) £2 [ wlenl)i o (3.10)
Set gun(y) = wlen(-,y); w)r. By [2.2), we have
+ [ sty < g0 (311)

Applying inequalities (3.9), (3.10), and (3.11]), we obtain

R12<Ph5t / /guh dy 1+1/r

< 2/ gz*h(t)m
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Further, we shall estimate

1AL (R) ][ = / / (5877 1R (s, 1) dslt
0 0

Fix t > 0. Applying Hardy’s inequality, we have

oo o0 & du v
/ SPIR Y oo (s, 1) ds < 2”/ s/t (/ gZTh(t)iul.;-l/r) ds
0 0 3

< C/OO s”/p_”/r_lg;k;(t)”ds.
0
Thus,
[AL(h) fl|Zpe = /R2 (st)/P7IRy oon(s, t)” dsdt
=
< c/oo gv/p—v/r—1 /OO t”/p_lg:fh(t)”dtds
0 0
=¢ / gl
0
By (2I1), we have
9sn(y) = w(en(-y); 8)r < g/o A W) en(-, y)||-du.
Thus, by the Minkowski inequality,

c S
lgealline << [ IBs@gnlvdu, where V= L7717
0

Using this estimate and applying Hardy’s inequality, we obtain

[e.e] 1 S 14
AR Il < / sv/pvir=1 (; / ||A1<u>soh||vdu) s
0 0

<d / S| A, ()nl [0 ds.
0

Obviously,
1A1(s)enllv < 2[[Ar(min(s, h)) f][v-
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Thus,

< dh
[ s 5
0

< x " dn
<c [T ([T amings ) sllas) 5
0

0

[e'e) h 9/’/ dh
<e|[Twe ( / s”/p—”/f—wml(s)f\\;ds) dn
0 0 h’

- o0 o dn
; / TN (/ s”/p‘””‘ldS) 7| =Ah L)
0 h

First,

e dh
h=c [ el amil (3.12)
0
Further, if # > v, then by Proposition 2.1l we obtain
& dh
nse [ rlamAaRg (3.13)
0

If & < v, we obtain estimate (B.I3]) exactly as in Proposition Bl
Namely, using the fact that the function (t) = wi(f;)y/t is quasi-
decreasing, we apply Proposition and inequality (3.2]). Estimates

BI12) and [B.I3) give that
dh

o9 B dh o9 b
NGV ey A R IOV
0 0
Since v < p, the latter inequality implies (3.8) (see ([3.3])).
Inequality (B.7)) follows by similar arguments; we omit the details.
U

Remark 3.3. In this work we apply Proposition only for v =
r < p. It would be interesting to consider other cases and further
generalizations in this direction.

4. EMBEDDINGS OF SOBOLEV SPACES W (R")

In this section we prove a refinement of Theorem [[.2L For 1 <
p,q < oo and k = 1,...,n, denote by V,, x(R") the mixed norm space
LeP(R*1)[LP(R)], obtained by taking first the norm in LP(R) with
respect to the variable zy, and then the norm in L9?(R"~!) with respect
to /SL’\k

We shall use the following simple fact.
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Proposition 4.1. Let a function ¢ be defined on R and assume that
v 1s locally absolutely continuous (that is, ¢ is absolutely continuous in
each bounded interval [a,b] C R). Let ¢ = |p|. Then ¢ also is locally
absolutely continuous and

|V (z)] < |¢'(x)]  for almost x € R.
Indeed, this statement follows immediately from the inequality
(x4 h) —¢(x)] < |o(z+h) —o(z)].

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < oo andn > 2, orp =1 and n > 3.
Ifp <g<ooanda =1—(n—-1)(1/p—1/q) > 0, then for any
fe W (R)

n

= . dh\'"
S ([Ceiamsi,, ) <dws, @

k=1

Proof. We estimate the last term of the sum in (4.1]). Set

1/p
</|A |pdxn>
5 (@ =(/|Df |pda:n) Y it

We consider the integral

and

J= /0 s O"’K(h)dhh (4.2)
where .
K(0) = 18uf I, = [ 0 ey
Set "

Ki(h) :/hoo p/a=1 o (t)Pdt, Ky(h) = /Oh” 1151’/11 Lox(t)rdt.  (4.3)

n—1

For any h > 0

h
AL(R) ()] < / (D f (3 + e, | du.

Raising to the power p, integrating over z,, in R, and applying Holder’s
inequality, we obtain

h p
on(T,)? < /R (/0 |D, f(z —l—uen)|du) dz, < hPy,(T,)P.
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Thus,
on(t) < by (2). (4.4)

/OO Pl 1¢ pdt
h

n—1

From here (see (£3)

and therefore

) < hP
o dh * dh
o [ < [T [ et rad
0 0 hn—1
00 $1/(n—1)
— / P/ (4)P / pa-aw g,
0 0 h

— (= [ wierde = DL,

This estimate holds for all p > 1 and n > 2.
Estimating K5(h), we first assume that p =1 and n > 3. Set

— [ 1@z,
R
Then ||g]| 12 @n-1) = || f||r1®n). Moreover, g € W (R"™!) and
||ng||L1(R"*1) S ||D]fHL1(R")7 j = 1, ey N — 1 (45)

Indeed, since f € W (R"), then for any j = 1,...,n and almost all
z; € R™! the function f is locally absolutely continuous with respect
to z; (see, e.g., [30], 2.1.4]). Thus, we can apply Proposition 4.1l

We have

on(En) < / (@) d, + / (@ + hey)|dz, = 29(Z,).
Thus (see (43))),

K7 1
Ky(h) < 2/ Yl g* (t)dt
0

o) pn—1
J2:/ h™*Ky(h)— <2/ / tHa=tgx( dtd—;il
0

:Q/wtl/q 1g*(t)/ p(=1/q)(n=1)— 1d_h
0 £1/(n=1) h

—c [N e = gl
0

and
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Taking into account (4.3 and applying inequality (I.2)), we get

n—1

T < cllgllm-rya < ¢ I1D;

J=1

Together with the estimate J; < ¢||D, f||1 obtained above, this gives

@1 forp=1,n > 3.

Let now p > 1, n > 2. In what follows we write * = (u,x,), u =

T, € R*L.

For a fixed u € R"™! and ¢ > 0, denote by @, (t) the cube in R""!

centered at u with the side length (4¢)Y/™=1). Let

Autn ={v € Qu(t) : pn(v) < ¢} (20)}.
Then mes,,_1 Ay ¢ > 2t. Thus, we have

1
— 5 (2t) < - d
ouln) = 20 < )~ e [ e

1

<[ lenw) = gn)ldv.
2t Qu (t)

Further,

lon(u) — @n(v)| = '(/R |f(u, z, +h) — f(U,a:n)|Pda:n) Up

— (/R \f(v, 2, +h) — f(v,xn)|pdxn) v

§2<4UWJ0—f@JJWM0U{

We have (see [I8, p. 143])

(4.6)

n—1 1
If (u, ) — f(v,2,)] < |u—v|Z/0 |D;f(u+7(v—u),x,)|dr.
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If v € Qu(t), then |u—v| < v/n — 1(2t)"/®™=1 Thus, by the Minkowski
inequality, for any v € Q,(t)

|on(w) = n(v)]

n—1 P 1/p
<o S ([ ([ 103500 70— zuiar) e,
R 0

j=1

n—1 1/p
< et/ (=) Z/ </\Df u+7(v—u),z,)P dxn) dr
= ¥/ Z/ Yi(u+7(v—u))dr.

j=1"0

From here and (4.0)),

on(u) — @ (2t) < ett/(=D-1 / / Yi(u+T2)drdz.  (4.7)
Qo(?)
Taking into account that

Gi(t) < w>1/wMM

mes, 1 F= tt

and applying (A7), we get

Gh(t) — gh2) < sup 1/m<>¢wmm

mes,_1 F= tt

n—1 1
1
< et/ ==l Z sup / / ;/ Y (u+ 72)dudrdz.
j=1 MeSn—1 E=t JQu(t) JO E

Let £ C R™™ mes, | E =t. Then for all 7 € [0,1] and z € Qq(t)

: [E by T2)du < 07 (E).

Thus, we have that

>_A

n—

Ph(t) — @h(2t) < et/ (t). (4.8)
1

<.
Il

Now, for any ¢ > 0, we have

1/&‘ pr—1 dh p
@@W:(/ e | ﬁW1wyﬁ7)
£ en—1
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[e'e) Y -1 Jao1 dh
< h=oP P (t) — e (2t)]”dt—
0 0 h
1/e -1 dh 1/p
+ / her / el el ) =TI

By @.8) and ([.3),

hn— 1 1/10
I' < CZ </ ap/ p/a+p/(n=1) 1w**( )pdt—)

— 20 Ldh
=c P/ atp/(n=1)=1, xx / h dt)
j; (/0 w ( ) tl/(nfl) h

n—1 oo 1/p n—1 n—1
—o ([Turera) < Sl = S I0,1)
j=1 j=1 Jj=1

Further,

1/e o2pn—1
]// (2 p/q// ap/ p/a=1 * )pdtd—}?>
2en—1
hn— 1
<2 1/q (/ ap/ p/a—1 * pdtd_h>
h
492 1/q( ap/ /a1 ok pdtd_h>
hn— 1 h

— 9-1/a <J2(5)1/7’ + Jf/p) .

As we have proved above, Jll/p < ¢||Dypf]|p- Thus,
Jo(e)P < T +1"(e) < 279 )y(e 1“”+cZ||D I

and

Ja(e)? < &y |ID; fllp-

j=1
This implies that

o hn—1 dh e -
= ([T [ eeratt) <> in,
j=1
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Thus, we have (see notations (£.2) and (4.3]))

T < P 1< S D e

j=1
In turn, this yields (@1]) for p > 1, n > 2. O
Remark 4.3. By Proposition 3.2 inequality (4.1]) gives a refinement

of (I.4).

We stress that (A1) is true for p > 1,n = 2. As it was already
observed, we do not know whether this inequality is true forp =1, n =
2. However, we shall show that similar inequality holds forp =1, n = 2
if we replace the L'—mnorms of derivatives by the Hardy H'—norms.

5. EMBEDDINGS OF HARDY-SOBOLEV SPACES

For a function f € L'(R") the Fourier transform is defined by

~

flor= [ f@etar, ger

Let f € L'(R"). The Riesz transforms R;f (j = 1,...,n) of f are
defined by the equality

) = I Yj _T(n+1)/2)
R;f(z) = lim ¢, A/>a |y|n+1f(x —y)dy, ¢, = T2

The space H'(R™) is the class of all functions f € L'(R") such that
R;f € L*(R™) (j =1,...,n). The H'—norm is defined by

111 = 111+ D IR f]s

J=1

(see [7, p. 144], [8, Ch. III1.4]).
If f € H'(R™), then we have (see [8, p. 197])

ey = S

Let P, be the Poisson kernel in R". We consider n + 1 harmonic
functions in R = R" x (0, +00)

uo(x,t) = (B * f)(x), uj(z,t) = (Bx R f)(2) (7 =1,....n).  (5.1)
These functions satisfy the equations of conjugacy

8’&]' 8uk . - 8Uj
82Uk al’j (O > k = n)v — 825']‘ 0 (xO t) (5 2)

J
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(see [8, Ch. III.4]).
For any = € R", denote by I'(x) the cone

P(z) ={(y.t) R Jo —y| <t}
Let f € L'(R™). The non-tangential maximal function N f is defined
by
Nf(z)= sup [(F*[f)(y)l-

(y,t)el(z)
A function f € L'(R") belongs to H'(R") if and only if N f € L*(R"™).
In this case
dlfllar < NNl < I fllm (e >0) (5.3)

(see [8, Ch. II1.4], [9, Th. 6.7.4]).
The non-tangential maximal function N f is controlled by the vertical
maximal function

Ny f () = sup |(Fy* f)(x)]

>0
Namely, N f € L}(R") if and only if N, f € L'(R"), and in this case
[INuflle < [INFlle < el Nofla (5.4)

(see [7, p.170], [9, Th. 6.4.4]).
Furthermore, if f € H'(R"), then

D INSill < ell flla, (5.5)
j=0

where fo = f, f; = R;f (j =1,....,n) (see 26, Ch. VIL.3.2])).
Inequalities (5.3) — (5.5) imply that for any f € H'(R") its Riesz
transforms R;f (j =1, ...,n) belong to H*(R") and

R flla < cl[fllar (G =1,...n) (5.6)

(see also [8, pp. 288, 322]).
Denote by HW/'(R") the space of all functions f € H'(R™) for which
all weak partial derivatives D;f exist and belong to H*(R™).

Lemma 5.1. Let f € HW}(R"™) and let u(x,t) = (P, * f)(z), t > 0.
Set
ou

Nf(:c): Sup | ar

(y,t)el(2)

(v, t>\ . (5.7)
Then .
Nj(w) < N0 ) (5.8)
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and
INfIL < e (1D an (5.9)
j=1
Proof. Let u;(z,t) = P* (R, f)(z) (j = 1,...,n). By the Fourier inver-

sion,

wlent) = = [ Fleggemere i

Further,

—(l',t) = _/n 27TZ€]f( )|§]| 627”55’3 _27T|f|td€

Indeed, differentiation under the integral sign is justified by the con-
vergence of the integral

E1F(©)]e 2 ae, ¢ > 0.

Thus,
%(x,t) = (Pox (By(D))(@) (=1, .m) (5.10)

By (B.2),

8Uj

S| <Y

Applying (BI0) and (EI0), we get (5.8). By (5.3) and (5.6), this
implies (B.9). O

As it was mentioned above, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that f € HW}(R") (n € N) and 1 < g < n/.

Then
3§ RUERNCTTIEES S VS

For n > 2 this result follows from Theorem [£.2} for n = 1 it was
proved in [22] (see also [11]).

In this section we obtain a refinement of Theorem for n > 2.
For 1 < ¢ < oo and £ = 1,...,n, denote by V,; the mixed norm
space L&Y (R"1)[L*(R)]; obtained by taking first the norm in L'(R)
with respect to the variable x;, and then the norm in L9*(R"~!) with
respect to Ty.
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Theorem 5.3. Assume that f € HWR") (n > 2). Let 1 < q <
n—1) anda=1—(n—1)/q. Then

n 0o ~ dh n
S [ Al G < e Dl (a2
k=10 k=1

Proof. For n > 3 (5.12)) follows from the stronger inequality (£.1]). We
assume that n = 2. Set

=AU@www¢mwm,h>o

We consider the integral

J:/ h—l/q—l/ sY171ox (5)dsdh. (5.13)
0 0

J:/OO pYat /OO Va=1ox (s)dsdh
0 h

00 h
+/ h—l/q—I/ Va1 (s)dsdh = Jy + Ja.
0 0

As in Theorem .2] we have the estimate

We have

Gi(s) Shg'(s), where g(o) = [ IDafepldn (514
Applying this estimate, we immediately get that
J1 < d|Da f]]s- (5.15)

Further, for the simplicity, we may assume that Jy < oo (otherwise
we can apply the same arguments as ones given at the final part of
the proof of Theorem for estimation of Jy). We first consider the
difference ¢ (s) — ¢7(2s). Denote

=/Nwmumw,

/NmDmmm@,% /N&Dmmw@

and ¥ =9 + 91 + 1s.
Let z € R and s > 0. There exists 7 = 7(x, s) € (0,2s) such that

on(x+27) < pp(2s) and Y(z +27) < U*(s). (5.16)

Indeed, let A be the set of all u € (0,4s) such that at least one of the
inequalities

ol +u) > @p(2s) or V(zr+u)> U (s) (5.17)
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holds. Then mes; A < 3s and therefore there exists u € (0,4s) for
which both the inequalities (5.17) fail.
Further, we have

pn(x) — 5 (28) < on(x) — @n(e +27)

<2 [ |G+ 2m9) = fle.ldy (515)
For fixed z, y, and s, cogfsider the cones
Iy =I(z,y) and I'y=T(z+27y).
The point (z + 7,y,7) belongs to both of them. Let w = P, x f. Then

|f($lf+27',y) - f(x,y)|
< |f($ay) —U(ZL’—I—’T,y,T)| + |f(:)3+27‘,y) —U(I’+T,y,7)|

/T(au
< -
- 0 8:1:

+/OT(8u

ozr
ou ou
< - !
<71 sup <'ax(af,y,t)‘ (%(afyt)')

(z',y' t)elr

(:L’+t,y,t)‘ + ‘%(z—i—t,y,t)‘) dt

(x+T174+s,y,7m—5) (x+T174+s,y,7—25)

) as

Lo
ot

v e ([ 2ol

(z',y' t)€l2
<7 [N ) ) + N+ 27,0) + B () + N7 +27.)

(we have used the notation (5.7))). Applying (5.8)), we have
|f(x+27,y) = f(z,y)| < 7 (N(D1f)(2,y) + N(Dof)(x + 27, 9)
+N(R1(D1f))(z,y) + N(Ei (D1 f))(z + 27, y)

TN (Ro(D2f))(@,y) + N(Re(Dof))(z + 27, y)) -
By (5.18]), this implies that
on(®) — @y(2s) < 27(¥(2) + ¥(z + 27)),

where W = 1) + 11 + 1)5. Taking into account (5.16]), we obtain

on(s) — @n(2s) < BsW(s).

From here

00 h
By= [T [ ) - g 2oldsan
0 0
00 h 0o
gs/ h—l/‘H/ sl/q\If*(s)dsdh:8q/ U*(s)ds = 8q||¥||,.
0 0 0
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Applying (5.3]) and (5.6), we get
[y = [IN(DL)l 4 [IN(Ru(D1f)) [l + [N (R (D2f))] |1
< c([|Dufllar + | D2f || 11)-
Thus,
Jy < (D fllm + || Daf|lm). (5.19)
Further, we consider

00 h
Jg:/ h—l/q—l/ sl/q_lapZ(Qs)deh.
0 0
We have (see (5.13))
00 2h
Jé/:2—1/q/ h—l/q—l/ gl/a—1 o (s)dsdh < 2~ Vay. (5.20)
0 0

Using estimates (5.15), (5.19), and (5.20), we obtain
J <27V9 + (|| Dif||a + || Daf | m). (5.21)

We assumed that J, < co and hence J = J; + J; < oo. Thus, (5.21)

implies (5.12) for n = 2.
U

6. ESTIMATES OF FOURIER TRANSFORMS

By Hardy’s inequality, for any f € H(R") (n € N)

G
/ S de <cllf (6.1)

It was first discovered by Bourgain [4] that for n > 2 the Fourier
transforms of the derivatives of functions in the Sobolev space W (R")
satisfy Hardy’s inequality. More exactly, Bourgain considered the peri-
odic case. His studies were continued by Pelczynski and Wojciechowski
[23]. The following theorem holds (Bourgain; Pelczyniski and Woj-
ciechowski).

Theorem 6.1. Let f € W} (R") (n > 2). Then

- IFE)]€]F ™ dg < ||V £ (6.2)
Equivalently,
|(Dy )" "
Z ) W DN g < o3 |Duf. (6.3)
)

This is Hardy type mequahty. These results were extended in [13], [15].
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In contrast to (6.1]), inequalities (6.2)) and ([6.3]) fail to hold for n = 1.
Oberlin [21] proved the following refinement of Hardy’s inequality
610 valid for n > 2.

Theorem 6.2. Let f € H'(R") (n >2). Then

S 20 s [ Qo <clslm,  64)
YeZ 2k <p<ohtl J g,

where S, is the sphere of the radius r centered at the origin in R™ and
do (&) is the canonical surface measure on S,.

Inequality (€.4]) was used in [21] to obtain the description of radial
Fourier multipliers for H*(R™) (n > 2). Observe that these results fail
forn = 1.

In this section we prove some estimates of Fourier transforms of
functions in W/ (R") (n > 3). In particular, these estimates provide
Oberlin type inequalities for the Fourier transforms of the derivatives
of functions in W} (R").

We shall use the notation (2.3)).

Theorem 6.3. Let f € W} (R") (n > 3). Then

Z/ Frrm)dt < ||V £, (6.5)

where
Fy (&) = sup |f(&)] (t>0). (6.6)

|€51>t

Proof. We estimate the first term of the sum in (G.5). Set ¢,(z) =
Aq(h)f(x). Then

() = (e —1).
Let t > 0 and 7 = 1/t. Assume that |£;| > ¢. Then

I . 1/
—/ |e?™her _ 1|dh > —/ (1 — cos(2n&1h))dh
T Jo 7 Jo
:1_sin(27r£17')>1_ 1 >1_i
2r&T 2| &) 21

It follows that
2 [T o
2 [gelan> 1ol it Jal >
0

and

—sup/ |on(€ |dh>Ft1(§1)

T |&|>t
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By (2.2)), we have

2t1—n T - .
R < sup —swp [ [ Gy
EJO

T mes,_1 E=tn—1|¢&1]>t

<

Qtl_" T e .
< sup sup |on(&)|dérdh.
0 E

T [€1]>t mes,_1 E=tn—1

Let 1 < g < (n—1); then ¢ < 2. By Holder’s inequality, for any set
E Cc R* ! with mes,,_; £ = t"! and any fixed & € R

~ , L\ Ve
o [ig@nE < e ([ gerad)

Observe that for fixed h > 0 and & € R, ¢,(€) = (¢n)g (El) is the
Fourier transform of the function

%1 / Ay(B) ()62 iy
R

Applying the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we obtain

([ 1@a@ra) <([
< (/R (/R A (R) f(2) d:cl)qdfl)l/q.

Thus, we have

q 1/q
dfl)

/ N
R

2t1—n T . .
sup  sup |Pn (&) |dhd,
EJo

T mes,—1 E=tn—1|¢&1]>t

1/t
S 2t1—(n—1)/q / ||A1(h)f||Lq[L1]dh
0
It follows that

- - 1t
/ F;:T(tn_l) dt < 2/ tl—(n—l)/q / HAl(h)fHLq[Ll]dh’dt
0 0 0

o / dh
= [T RO 8y )l G
0

Applying Theorem [£.2] we obtain that

/ Er (Y dt < cl|V ]|
0

Similarly, we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 6.4. Let f € HW}(R?). Then

/0 [F1 () + Fs(Oldt < e([[Duf[lar + |[D2f|[a1),

where

~ ~

Fi1(§) = sup [f(§,m)|,  Fia(n) = sup | f(& ).

In|>t &>t

Applying Theorem [6.3] we obtain the following Oberlin type esti-
mate.

Theorem 6.5. Let f € W (R") (n > 3). Then
S 2K qp / FOldo©) < dIVfll,  (6.7)
keZ 2k§7“§2k+1 S

where S, is the sphere of the radius r centered at the origin in R™ and
do (&) is the canonical surface measure on S,.

Proof. Let B’ be the ball in R"™! of the radius 7/v/n’ centered at the
origin. Set

r - r
S;fj:{£€Sr:£jZ%} and Sr,j:{gesr:gjg—\/ﬁ}.
Clearly,

S;US,={¢€S,:&eB} and S =[J(SHUS).  (68)

J=1

The surface S:,f ; 1s given by the equation

&=\ =g &€ B
Using notation (6.6]), we have
] (T | E——

IRGECEYS _

f- 2 |E2
< n / Fyy s (6)dE;.
Bl

Further, mes, _; B, = c,r" 1 If 28 < r < 2! then mes, ; B! <
2k(=1) Tt easily follows that

200 sup [ (F(E)do )

2k§r§2k+1

ok(n—1)
0

r

(u)du < ¢35 (57,

tk,J
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where t;, = 2% /y/n. Similar estimates hold for integrals over S, ;- Taking
into account (6.8)), we obtain

FE2=n) gy fl o
S p / F(€)ldo(©)

k k+1
k)eZ 2 <7”<2 +

<CZZQ’“F;;*J (1) <CZ/ Fr(m)

71=1 keZ

By Theorem [6.3] this implies (6.7).

We observe that (6.7)) is equivalent to the inequality

Zz2k(1—n) sup /S‘(Djf) &)|do (& <cZ||DfH1

=1 kez 2h<r<ahtt

which is a direct analogue of the Oberlin inequality (IEZI)

Clearly, Theorem can be used to derive other Oberlin type esti-
mates. For example, one can replace spheres by the surfaces of cubes.
For k € Z and 1 < 7 < n, denote

QU =1{G  enl <25 1<m<n, m# ).
Applying Theorem [6.3] we obtain the following

Corollary 6.6. Let f € WH(R") (n > 3). Then

SN2k sup /Q(j) F©)IdE; < e[V fIL. (6.9)

j=1 kez 2k <|g | <2k+1

Let Qp = [—2%,2"" and P, = Q) \ Qi—1 (k € Z). We have

sup [ IF©1dE = 2 [ [fiede
QY Py

o3 2bLglgl<ok
Thus, ([6.9) gives the strengthening of the inequality (6.2]) (for n > 3).

Acknowledgments: The author is grateful to the referee for the care-
ful revision which has greatly improved the final version of the work.
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