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ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV
INEQUALITIES

T. V. ANOOPY*, NIRJAN BISWAS!, AND UJJAL DAS?

ABSTRACT. Let k, N € N with 1 < k£ < N and let Q = Q1 x Q2 be an open set in R* x RY~*, For
p € (1,00) and ¢ € (0,00), we consider the following weighted Sobolev type inequality:

q

[1a@lls@luty, 2 vz <€ ([ 1Vuw P dgas)”, veecko, @)
Q Q

for some C' > 0. Depending on the values of N, k, p, ¢ we have identified various pairs of Lorentz spaces,
Lorentz-Zygmund spaces and weighted Lebesgue spaces for (g1, g2) so that (0.1) holds. Furthermore,
we give a sufficient condition on g1, g2 so that the best constant in (0.1) is attained in the Beppo-Levi
space Dy (2)-the completion of C}(€) with respect to IVull Lo (o)
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1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

Let k, N € N be such that 1 < k < N. For an open set Q in RV and ¢ € L}OC(Q), we assume the
following:

e 0 =) x Oy, where Q; and Qy are open sets in R* and RV " respectively,
L g(ﬂf) = gl(y)g2(z)7 T = (y7 Z) € Ql X QQ? where g1 € Llloc(Ql) and g2 € Llloc(Q2)7 (A)
o [fk=N, then Q=Q and g = g1.

Let p € (1,00) and ¢ € (0,00). For Q and g as given in (A), we look for sufficient conditions on g1, g2
so that the following weighted Sobolev type inequality holds:

/Q ()| [u(z)|" dz < C (/Q |Vu(x)|pd:1:> " Yuecl), (1.1)
for some C > 0.

Definition 1.1 ((p, q) -Hardy potential).
(1) A weight function g € L, .(Q) satisfying (1.1) is said to be a (p, ¢)-Hardy potential. The set
of all (p, q)- Hardy potentials is denoted by Hy 4(€2). i.e.,

Hyo(Q) = {g € L,.(Q) : g is a (p,q)-Hardy potential }.

(2) If g is of the form g(x) = g1(y)g2(2) for some g; and go, then we say g is a cylindrical
potential. If g is not a cylindrical potential, then we say ¢ is a non-cylindrical potential.

It is not difficult to produce examples of weight functions g in H, ,(€2). For example, if € or
is bounded in one direction, then the Poincaré inequality shows that

L>(Q) C Hpp(Q).

For N > p, let p* := NN—_’;). Then for Q ¢ RN with N > p, the Sobolev inequality

lu(x)P" dz < C |Vu(z)P dz g , Yuecl) (1.2)
J (frorar)

ensures L>°(Q) C Hpp+(2). Furthermore, using the duality of the Lebesgue spaces together with the

N
Hélder’s inequality will give L» () C Hp p(€2). In the literature, there are many existing results that
provide various sufficient conditions for g to be a (p, ¢)-Hardy potential. Before we discuss some of
them, we introduce two functions that will be appearing more frequently in this manuscript.

a(p, q): For any N, p,q, we define
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Notice that, a(p,p) = % and for N > p,

* *\ /
D _(p) .
a(p,q) = =|(=—],Vqe (0,p"].
(p,q) e . q € (0,p"]

P*(s): For N > p and s € [0, p|, we define

p(N —s)
N-—-p

Observe that, P*(0) = p*, P*(p) = p, and for N > p,

alp, P'(s) =2, P <a<§,q>> .

P*(s) :=

1.1. Various sufficient conditions for (p, ¢)-Hardy Potentials. Now we discuss various sufficient
conditions for a (p, ¢)-Hardy Potential available in the literature.

(i) Fefferman-Phong type conditions: In [25], for V € L} _(RY) with V < 0, Fefferman-Phong
estimated the lowest bound of the Schrodinger operator —A 4+ V. Their result ensures that there
exists C' > 0 such that

[ Vu@Pde+ [ V@l 2 By, [ uo)Pde, vue ciEY)
RN RN RN
where

1 s
Epig :=sup <@ / |V(x)|sdx> — ¢ diam(Q) ™2 with ¢ > 0 and s > 1,
Q Q

where Q ranges over cubes in RY with sides parallel to the axes, |Q| and diam(Q) are respectively the
measure and the diameter of Q). Later, in the definition of E,,, Fefferman [24, Theorem 5| replaced
the cubes with the balls as bellow:

1 s
Eyig :=  sup <7 |V (x)]® dx) —cr™2| with ¢ > 0 and s > 1.
(werN 03 | \|Br(@)] JB, ()
Now if there exists ¢ > 0, and s > 1 such that
1
1 s
(—/ |V(x)|5d$> < cdiam(Q)2, VO, (1.3)
Ql Jg
or
1 B
— \V(m)\sdaz> <cr 2, VreRYN Vr>0, (1.4)
(’Br(l’)’ Bo(x)

then Ey;y < 0 and hence

/ V (x)|u(z)? dz < / \Vu(z)|*dz, YueCPRY).

RN RN

In particular, if for some ¢ > 0 and s > 1, V satisfies (1.3) or (1.4), then by applying the result of
Fefferman-Phong to —A — |V| we get V € Ha2(RY).

Next, we see Fefferman-Phong type conditions for general p and ¢ via weighted inequalities for the
fractional integrals. For N > 3 and u € C2*(RY), the Newtonian potential I * (Au) of Au coincide
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with u (|60, Theorem 2, Pg-147]), where T is the Fundamental solution of the Laplacian. Thus using
the integration by parts we get

1 Au(y) 1 (z —y) - Vu(y)
/]R dy /]RN dy.

u(w) = Nwn(2—=N) Jgny |z —y|N—2 ~ Nwy |z — y|NV
Therefore,
1 [Vu(y)| 1
< dy = 1 1.5
)| < g || Tty = (1), (15
where I, is the Riesz potential operator defined as
1f(y)]
I = ——=—dy; v€ (0,N).
’Y(f)(x) /RN ’x_y’N_.y ys ( ) )

From (1.5) it is evident that (1.1) holds, if the following weighted inequality holds:

q

P
[ nh@rls@iae <o ([ swra)’ viec@).szo (16
For N > 3,1 < p < ¢ < oo, many authors provided various sufficient conditions on g, h and ~ so that
the following weighted inequality for the fractional integral holds:

q

[ ns@is@la<c ([ f@ih@la)’ . vrec@) rzo.
RN RN

For example, see [52] (p = ¢ = 2 and h = 1), [20] (p = q), [36, 43, 55] (p < ¢). In particular, for
v =1 and h = 1, their results provide examples of (p,q)-Hardy potentials. In [56, Theorem 1(A)],
Sawyer-Wheeden have shown that, if there exist s > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that

Clha (ﬁ/cgigwdas) (ﬁ/@h@n“""’s d) <o VQ. (19

then (1.7) holds. In particular, for v = 1 and h = 1 the above condition reads as

1

ol ( /Q |g<x>|8da:)s <e VQ. (19)

Thus g satisfying (1.9) lies in H,, ,(RY). Notice that, for p = ¢ = 2, (1.9) coincides with the Fefferman-
Phong condition (1.3). For recent developments concerning the weighted Sobolev inequalities and
Feferman-Phong type conditions, we refer to [45, 59] and the references therein.

(ii) Bessel’s pair: Let Q = Bgr(0) with 0 < R < oo, and let g,h be two positive, radial, C*
functions on . A pair (g,h) is called Bessel pair if (g(r)r’) 4+ h(r)r = 0 has a positive solution on

(0, R). In [28], the authors showed that, if (r¥~1g,»N=1h) is a Bessel pair with fOR T,Nj'lif’g(r) = oo and
fOR rN=1h(r)dr < oo, then the following inequality holds:
/Q\g(a:)Hu(a:)]z dx < C/Q\h(a:)HVu(a;)]z dz, YuellQ). (1.10)

For further improvements in this direction, we refer to [38, 39] and the references therein.

(iii) Maz’ya’s capacity conditions: Using p-capacity, Maz'ya has provided a necessary and suffi-
cient condition (Theorem 8.5 of [48]) on g so that (1.1) holds. Let us recall that, for FCCRY, the
p-capacity of F' with respect to €2 is defined as

Cap,(F, Q) = inf {/ \VaulP :u € CH(Q),u>1on F} .
Q
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For 1 < p < g < oo, Maz’ya proved that g € H,, q( ) if and only if

/ "

l9lln,, == sup < 0.
e FCCRN Capp )]%

It is easy to see that H,4(Q) = {g € L},.(Q) : lglln,, <oo}; 1 <p<q<oo and ||g|s,, defines a
Banach function space norm on #,, 4(2).

1.2. More admissible spaces of (p, ¢)-Hardy potentials. The results mentioned in the previous
subsection assumes k = N and ¢ > p or assumes k = N and g is radial. In this article, we allow
the cases 0 < ¢ < pand 1 < k < N. In these cases, depending on the values of N, k,p,q and the
geometry of €2, we provide various classes of function spaces that lie in H, ,(€?) mainly using two
different techniques:

(1) symmetrization, (i) polar decomposition.

(¢) The symmetrization method relies on the classical inequalities concerning symmetrization such
as Polya-Szego inequality, Hardy-Littlewood inequality and the Muckenhoupt condition [49] for the
one-dimensional weighted Hardy inequalities.

(74) The polar decomposition method is based on the use of the fundamental theorem of integration
for various functions and the Hoélder’s inequality for various conjugate pairs and conjugate triplets.

One can also identify some admissible function spaces for (p,q)-Hardy potentials using the em-
bedding of the Beppo-Levi space Dé’p (2)-the completion of C!(€2) with respect to the the norm

(Jo [Vu(z)P dz)» z (if it is a well defined function space). For example, the Lorentz-Sobolev embed-
ding and Moser-Trudinger embedding of Dé’p (Q) provide certain Lebesgue spaces, Orlicz spaces, and
Lorentz spaces that lie in H, 4(€2) (Theorem 1.3). Notice that, if {2 is bounded in one direction, then
DyP () coincides with the classical Sobolev space W, ?(€2). Unfortunately, for N < p, Dy (RN) is
not a function space. In fact, Hérmander-Lions in [33] showed that Dé’z(Rz) contains objects that
do not belong to even in the space of distributions. To ensure that Dé’p (Q) is a well defined function
space, we need to make some restrictions on €. For r > 0, a open ball and a closed ball centred at
x with the radius r are denoted by B, (z) and B, [z] respectively. Henceforth, we make the following
assumptions on the open set €2:

N >p: Qisany open set in RV,
N=p: QcR"\ B,[z] for some z € RY, with a >0, (B)
N<p: QcRY\{z} for some z € RV,

For N < p and for 2 as given in (B), then we will show that Dé’p () is always a well defined function
space and it is continuously embedded in L} (€) (Corollary 1.7 and see also [8, Corollary 2.4]).

1.2.1. The (p,q)-Hardy potentials (k = N). In this case, we have @ = Q; and g = g1. If N > p,
then using (1.2) and the Holder’s inequality, it is easy to see that, for each ¢ € (0, p*],

LPD(Q) C Hy ().

Furthermore, the classical Hardy-Sobolev inequality

deﬁ(

o |zlP

p
Vu(z)|P dz, VuecCHQ 1.11
=) e @ (111)
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ensures that the Hardy potential ﬁ belongs to H,, ,(£2). Notice that, if © contains the origin, then
ﬁ does not lie in any Lebesgue space. The inequality (1.11) has been improved by adding lower
order radial weights to #, for example, see [2, 16, 26, 29] and the references therein. Indeed,
all these improved Hardy-Sobolev inequalities provide examples of radial weights in H, ,(€2). The
improvements of (1.11) involving the distance functions are available in [38, 39, 40]. Many authors
are also interested to extend (1.11) by considering more general class of weight functions in place of
ﬁ. The following version of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality [18] extends (1.11) for ¢ € [p, p*]:

aq

/]R M dz< </RN|Vu(x)|de)” , YueCRM). (1.12)

N |gj|a(P,Q)
N
Thus g(x) = |z| o € Hpg(RN) for ¢ € [p,p*].

Remark 1.2. For ¢ € [p,p*], set s = %. Then (1.12) takes the following form:

P*(s) -
/mdxgc(/ Vu@)Par)" " e cHEY),
RN RN

|z|®
with s € [0,p]. The above inequality is also known as the classical Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequal-

ity. In [30, Lemma 3.1], the authors have shown that the conditions ¢ = P*(s) and s € [0, p] are
necessary for |x|=% € H, ,(RY).

Observe that, g = |x|_a(gq) lies in the Lorentz space L*®9):°(Q) (see Example 2.7). In [61], for
p=2and N > 2, using the Lorentz-Sobolev embedding the authors have shown that L*29:>(Q) ¢
Hpq(Q) for g € [2,2%]. For N = p and Q = B;(0), Edmunds-Triebel in [23] obtained an analogue of
(1.11), namely:

Ju(z) [V ( N )N / N 1
v dr < | —— |[Vu(x)|™ dz, Yue (). (1.13)
/Q (|| (log (757))™ N—=1/"Jq
Thus (|:E|(10g(|76|)))_N € Hyn(B1(0)). It is not hard to verify that g = (|x|(log(|76|)))_N lies in
the Lorentz-Zygmund space L1 (B;(0)) (see Example 2.7). Indeed, following the same treatment
as in [5], one can show that L**N(Q) C Hy n(Q). Our first theorem improve all these results to
general N, p and also to a bigger range for q.

Theorem 1.3. Let 2 be an open set in RN, Let v = 522 for g € (0,p) and v = oo for g = p.

(i) Let N > p. Then
X = LoPDY(Q) € H,4(Q), Vg € [0,p7].
1) Let N =p an e bounded. en
Let N d 2 be bounded. Th

Loy
L>"Y(Q), qe€(0,1)U[p,00);
X = C Hpqe().

{ LY77HQ), g€ [Lp), pal®)

(111) Let N < p and Q be bounded in one direction. Then
X = L'(Q) C Hpg(Q), Vg € [0,00).

Furthermore, for g € X, there exists C = C(N,p,q) > 0 so that

| ls@lut@rds < lgly ([ 1Vu@paz)” . vuecko. (1.14)
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Our proof for the above theorem is based on the embeddings of Dé’p (©) into various function
spaces with respect to the values of N and p. For N > p, in [51] O’Neil proved that D(l]’p(Q) is
embedded in the Lorentz space LP"P(RY). For N = p and Q bounded, Dé’p(Q) is embedded in the
Lorentz-Zygmund space L>"i=1(Q), proved independently by Hansson [31] (N = p = 2), Brezis-
Wainger 17, Lemma 1| (for N = p). For N < p and Q bounded in one direction, Dé’p () coincides
with VVO1 P(Q) and hence embedded into the Lebesgue space L>(2). In the appendix, we give simple
alternate proofs for all these embeddings (Theorem A.4) using the Muckenhoupt condition for the
one-dimensional weighted Hardy inequalities and certain classical inequalities such as Poélya-Szego
inequality, Hardy-Littlewood inequality. We also prove that, if g is radial, radially decreasing, then
for g to be a (p, ¢)-Hardy potential, it is necessary that g lies in the spaces given in the above theorem
(see Proposition 7.5).

Next we produce another class of (p, ¢)-Hardy potentials on certain symmetric open sets via the
polar decomposition method.

Definition 1.4 (The sectorial sets). Let 1 < & < N and S be an open subset of S¥=! and
a,b € [0,00] with a < b. Then consider the open set
meﬁ:mt({:neRk:ag|$|<b,|i—|€Sifx750}>, (1.15)

where int(A) denotes the interior of a set A.

Notice that, 0 € Qup.5, only if a = 0,5 = Sk-L If S = {z = (z1,...,) € S*71 : 21 > 0}, then
0,00,5, becomes the half space R'j_ = {x eRF 2 > O} . Next we associate a radial function to a
Ll

1o (84,5 5) function via the notion of radial majorant.

Definition 1.5 (The radial majorant). For f € L} (Qu4.5), we define the radial majorant of f
as below:
f(r) =esssup{|f(rw)| : w € S}, € (a,b), (1.16)

where the essential supremum is taken with respect to the (k — 1)-dimensional surface measure.

Notice that, f(r) is finite a.e. in Q4.5 (|27, Theorem 2.49]) and for a radial function f, f(z) = f(|z).
Moreover, every function defined on €2, ¢ is dominated by it’s radial majorant.

In [8], for Q;  gv-1 (= Bf-the exterior of the unit ball centred at the origin) and for ¢ = p,
authors have considered class of weight functions that are dominated by radial functions. They have
shown that, if g is dominated by a radial function w and w € L'((1,00),7P~!) ([8, Theorem 1.1]),
then g € H,,(Bf). Observe that, the radial majorant § < w and hence the same result is true, if
g € L'((1,00),7P71). In this article, we extend this result for g € [0, p*] and for the general sectorial
sets.

Theorem 1.6. For S C S¥=! and a,b € [0, 00] with a < b, let @ = Qqup.5 be the sectorial set as given
in (1.15) and let § be the radial majorant of g € L}, (). For q € (0,00), let

L3 ((a,), 7o "), p#N;
9
Lt ((a, b),rN-1 (log (2)) N’) , p=N.
(i) N > p: For q € (0,p*], let g € X and in addition g be strictly decreasing for g € [P*(1),p*].

Then g € Hy 4(82).
(i) N =p: Forq€ (0,p], let € X and a > 0. Then g € Hp4(Q).
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(iii) N <p: Forqe (0,p], let g € X and 0 ¢ Q. Then g € H, 4(S2).

Furthermore, there exists C = C(N,p,q) > 0 so that
[ls@liuta)az < Clgl ([ [Futpas)”, vuecia)
Q Q

As the immediate consequences of the above theorem, for ) as given in Theorem 1.6, we have the
well definedness of the Beppo-Levi space Dé’p (Q) for N < p. Recall, B;[z] is the closed ball centred
at = with the radius r.

Corollary 1.7. Let Q = RV \ B,[0] witha > 0 if N = p and a = 0 if N < p. Then Dé’p(Q) is
continuously embedded in VV&)’?(Q), i.e., for every compact set K in ), there exists C = C(K,p) >0
such that

/ (Ju(@)P + |Vu(@)P) de < c/ Vu(z)]P dz, Vue DLP(Q).
K Q

1.2.2. The cylindrical (p,q)-Hardy potentials (1 < k < N). The weight functions provided by
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6 do not exhaust the entire H, 4(£2). In [11], for N > p, ¢ € [p,p*] and
aéjq) < k < N (equivalently, ¢ € (P*(k),p*] if & < p, and ¢ € [p,p*] if k& > p) Badiale-Tarantello
obtained the following cylindrical version of the C-K-N inequality for Q = RY and k > 2:

g

. .
Ju@ 4, <o /|vu |pd:13> . Yue Q). (1.17)
Q’y‘a(pq)

In [10, 11, 54], using the above inequality, it has been proved that, if rﬁ’q) o(r) € L*((0,00)), then
the cylindrical weights g(z) = ¢(|y|) € Hp4(RY). In this article, we consider more general class of
domains and the weight functions of the form given in (A) and also allow k£ = 1. For brevity, we only
consider the case N > p. First we extend (1.17) for more general sectorial sets.

Theorem 1.8. Let p € (1,N) and 1 < k < N. For S C S*! and a,b € [0,00] with a < b, let
Q= Qa,b,S x RNk,

. N 0], k> p;
(i) Then y|” 00 € Hyy() for g € { %}fu]c) Fl k<p

(i1) If 0 & 1 and k < p, then ]y\_a(g»q) € Hpq(Q2) for g € [p, P*(k)].

Remark 1.9. (i) If a = 0 and b = oo, then for |y|™* to be in H, 4(€2), it is necessary that s = %,
one can see this by considering the scaling of a function. On the other hand, if a > 0 then Theorem

1.8 holds for |y|~° with s > a(p o> and if b < 0o, then Theorem 1.8 holds for |y|~* with s < (gq)

Since |z| 7% < |y|~*, the restriction p < ¢ < p* is also necessary for (1.17) (see also Remark 1.2).

(74) In [40, Theorem 1.1], authors extended (1.17) by replacing |y| (which is the distance of z from
RN=F) with distance function dg from general closed set F in RY and also allow the case k = 1.
More precisely, for ¢ € [p,p*], they have established

‘ q
/ @l <o (/ Vul? dl‘)p . VueCHRY),
BV |3 ()| o0 .

if and only if, the Assouad dimension of E is strictly less than ]I\ff. In particular, for E = RN=F, the
Assouad dimension of E is N — k and dg(x) = |y| and hence, (1.17) holds if and only if N —k < ]1\7[5'
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Thus for (1.17) to hold, we must have ¢ > P*(k) as given in part (i) of the above theorem. In part
(73), we addresses the complementary case: ¢ € [p, P*(k)] for k < p on a sectorial set with a hole at
the origin.

(1ii) For ¢ € (0, P*(k)], \y]_ﬁﬂ is not locally integrable on any open set in R¥ that contains the
origin. On the other hand, if 21 does not contain the origin and k < p, then the above theorem
ensures that ]y\_% € Hpq(Q) for ¢ € [p,p*]. In particular, by taking k = 1,5 = {1},a = 0, and
b = oo, we obtain (1.17) for @ = RY and for ¢ € [p, p*].

The following corollary is immediate from the above theorem.

N
Corollary 1.10. LetQ,q be as given in Theorem 1.8. Let g(z) = g1(y) be such that g1 € L*°((a,b),ro@d).
N

Then the same conclusions of Theorem 1.8 hold for g in place of |y| «@.

Next, we consider the case in which both ¢g; and go are in certain Lorentz spaces. Indeed, the
product of any two functions from the Lorentz spaces need not be a (p,q)-Hardy potential (see
Example 7.2). Here we provide a two-parameter family of compatible pairs of Lorentz spaces so that
the product of functions from these Lorentz spaces always give rise to a (p, ¢)-Hardy potential.

Theorem 1.11. Letp € (1,N) and let t € [0,1]. Let k >p if t >0, and N —k >p if t <1. Let Q
and g be as given in (A).

1

(i) For s,t € [0,1] with st < 1, let (g1,92) € X1 X Xg := Lm@({h) X Lé(Qg). Then
g € Hpq(Q) for g=(1— st)p. . .

(i3) For s,t € [0,1], let (g1,92) € X1 X X := LT=9%"(Qy) x LT-02"°(Qg). Then g € H,4(Q)
for g = (1 — st)p + stp*.

Furthermore,

)

D

L@@ ds < Clarli el ( [ [Va@Pde)”, vueclio
for some C = C(N, k,p,q) > 0.

In the following theorem, we consider the compatible pairs of (g1, g2) from the weighted Lebesgue

spaces. For ¢ € (0,p*], we set
ﬁm@fw_wq

Theorem 1.12. Let p € (1,N) and k < N. For S C S*' and a,b € (0,00] with a < b, let
Q=Qqps X RN~ and g be as given in (A). If k # p and
(

L ((a,b),r 7Y x L5 ((0,00), 7V F1), g € (0,p);
(91.92) € X1 % Xo 3= { [50a)((a,b),17~1) x L7007 (0, 00)), 1€ b, P*(L);
L>%((a,b)) x L™ ((0,00)), g€ [P*(1).p],
then g € Hyp (). Furthermore,

i

P

Lls@lu@ds < Clanl laal, ( [ [Tu@Pds)”, vue o,

where C = C(N, k,p,q) > 0.



10 ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

Having obtained a large class of cylindrical and non-cylindrical (p,q)-Hardy potentials, next we
consider the existence of solution for the Euler-Cauchy equation associated to (1.1).

1.3. The existence of solution. For g € #, ,(2) with g > 0, let B,(g) be the best constant in
(1.1). Then

. Jo|VulP D s P.
Bola) _1nf{97.ueDé (Q)\{O}}_1nf{/Q|Vu| .uENg}, (1.18)

(Jo 9|u|q)§

where N, = {u € Dé’p(Q) s fqglul? = 1}. If % is attained for some u € Ny, then one can verify

that for ¢ > 1, u satisfies the following equation:

1
Vup_2Vu-Vv:—/guq_2uv, Vv € DIP(Q).
[ 1w 5 o (@)

1

) U solves the following nonlinear partial differential equation weakly:
q

In other words, for A =
—Apu = Mg(x)|u|"%u, u e DyP(Q), (1.19)

where A, is the p-Laplace operator defined as Ayu = div(|Vul[P=2Vu). Observe that, for ¢ # p,

1
v = (ABy(g)) a7u solves the above equation for any A > 0. For ¢ = p, (1.19) is a nonlinear
eigenvalue problem and a non-zero solution exists only for certain A that are precisely the eigenvalues
of (1.19).

The above partial differential equation appears in many important problems in mathematics as well
as in physics. For example, radial g in the Matukuma’s models for the dynamics of globular cluster of
stars [41, 50, 62], cylindrical potentials in the study of dynamics of galaxies [13, 21|, scalar curvature
problem [42], the weighted eigenvalue problems (1.19) for ¢ = p. One of the sufficient conditions that
ensure the best constant By(g) is attained in Dé’p (Q) is the compactness of the following map:

Gq(u) == /Qg]u\q, u € DyP(Q).

Indeed, for g € H, 4(€2), from (1.1) it is clear that Gy is continuous.

For ¢ = p, in the context of studying weighted eigenvalue problems, many authors considered g in
various Lebesgue and Lorentz spaces so that the map G, is compact. For example, for g € L7(Q),

see [46] (N >p=2,v> %), B (N >p=2,7v=5), [4, 58] (N > p,v = %) For g € L%’V(Q), see
[61] (N >p=2y<00),[9] (N>p=2,v=00), [5)] (N=p=2). In [8], the authors obtained the
compactness of G, for g dominated by a certain radial function. For ¢ # p, there are few results where
the compactness of G, is proved. For example, for p € (1, N) and ¢ € (0,p*), g € L>=(Q)N LoP9)(Q)
[63], for q € [2,2*), g € L*ZD7(Q) with 1 < v < oo [61] and ¢ in the closure of C2°(€2) in L*(2:9):°(Q)
[9]. In this article, we state certain general assumptions on g that ensures the compactness of G, and
unify all the above compactness results.

Fori = 1,2, let X;(9;) be Banach (function) space containing C2°(€2;). We define Fy, := gO(QZ)Xz
Theorem 1.13. Let Q and g be as given in (A) and (B) and let g > 0. Fori = 1,2, let g; € Fx,
and the following inequality holds:

q

[ s@u@lrde < Clarli laell, ([ [Vut@pPas)”, voecko. @20
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Then the map G = [, glul? is compact on Dé’p(Q) for ¢ € (0,6), where 6 = p* (if N > p), and
d =00 (if N < p). Moreover, for q € (1,6), (1.19) admits a non-negative solution in Dé’p(Q).

Remark 1.14. (i) For ¢ < p, C2°(2;) is dense in the function spaces X; as considered in Theorem
1.3 and Theorem 1.11. Thus by the above theorem, for g; € X;, the map Gy is compact. For ¢ > p,
the map G, is compact for g; in Fx,-a proper closed subspace of the respective space X;. As a
consequence, Theorem 1.13 together with Theorem 1.3 extends the compactness results of [9, 61] to
q € (0,p%), [5] to q € (0,00).

(74) Since C°((a,b)) is dense in X given in Theorem 1.6, for § € X using Theorem 1.13 the map
Gy is compact. For g € (0,P*(1)), C((a,b)) is dense in X; given in Theorem 1.12, and hence for
(G1,02) € X1 x X9, Gy is compact.

(7i1) Some of the non-compact cases for p = ¢ are discussed in [6] using the variant of concentration
compactness lemma and Maz’ya’s capacity conditions.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly discuss symmetrization and
recall the Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces. In Section 3, we prove some important properties
of H, 4(£2) that are required in subsequent sections. Section 4, Section 5, and Section 6 contain the
proofs of theorems 1.3-1.13. In Section 7, we discuss some examples and the necessary conditions.
In Appendix, we prove some results on Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces and present alternative
proofs of certain classical embeddings.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly describe the symmetrization and the one dimensional decreasing rear-
rangements. Using this, we define the Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces and list some of their
properties.

Firstly, we list some of the notations and conventions we used in this article:

1 _
QG—OO.

vfz

e e . . . N
o Wy = ey is the measure of a unit ball in R*".

For ¢ € [1,00], ¢’ denote the conjugate of ¢, i.e., % + % =1.

For a,b,c € [1,00] we say (a,b,c) is a conjugate triple, if % + % + % =1, and we say (a,b) is
a conjugate pair if (a,b, 00) is a conjugate triple.

If a € [0,1] and b € [1,00), then (1, +1-) and (b, 2;) are conjugate pairs. If a,b € [0, 1], then
(%, %, l—tlz—b) is a conjugate triple.

e For u : RY — R and z € RNV7F, the z-section of u is denoted by u, i.e., u.(y) = u(y, 2)
Vy € R*. Similarly, the y-section of u is denoted by wuy i.e., u,(2) = u(y, ),V z € RN 7F,

e For u € CY(RY) and z € RV=% YV, u(y, 2) == Vyu,(y) = (a“Z Juz a“z) .

Oxy1’ Ox2? """ Oxyp

2.1. Symmetrization. Let Q C RY be an open set and M(2) be the set of all extended real
valued Lebesgue measurable functions that are finite a.e. in Q. Given a function f € M(Q) and
for s > 0, we define Ef(s) = {& € Q : |f(x)| > s}. The distribution function puy of f is defined as
pr(s) = |Ef(s)|, where |- | denotes the Lebesgue measure in RY. We define the one dimensional
decreasing rearrangement f* of f as

f*(t) =inf{s > 0: ps(s) < t}, fort>0.
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The map f — f* is not sub-additive. However, we obtain a sub-additive function from f*, namely
the maximal function f** of f*, defined by

t
f**(t):%/o F(r)dr >0,

Next, we explicitly compute the rearrangement of certain class of functions.

Remark 2.1. Let g be a non-negative strictly decreasing function on Rt U {0}. Let f(z) := g(|z|)
for x € RN. Then for s € Range(g),

E¢(s) = {a; eRY : g(|z|) > s} = {x cRY :|z| < g_l(s)} ,
and p17(s) = wn(g71(s))V. Hence for ¢ > 0,
F7(t) = inf {5 > 0 jup(s) < t} = inf {s € (inf g, 5up ) : pis(s) < 1}
<inf {s € Range(g) : wn (g~ (s))" <t}

2=

).

1 1
= inf {S € Range(g) :s> g <wNNt%>} =g <wNNt

_1
Further, notice that if g is onto, then we have f*(t) = g(wy"t¥).

2=

Now we state two important inequalities concerning symmetrization. For more details we refer to
the books [32, 53].

Proposition 2.2. Let N > 2.

(a) Hardy-Littlewood inequality: Let f and g be nonnegative measurable functions. Then
1€2]

/Q f@)e)ds < [ g a.

0
(b) Pélya-Szegé inequality: Let u € DyP(RN). Then

p

prfs’/ sp_N\u*'(s)]pdsg/ |Vu(z)P dz.
0 RN

The following inequality is due to Maz’ja [47, Lemma 1, Pg-49].

Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ > 1. Then, for any measurable function f : RN — R the following inequality

holds
/000 FH) A < (/OOO a0 dt>q.

2.2. The Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces. The Lorentz spaces are two parameter family
of function spaces introduced by Lorentz in [44] that refine the classical Lebesgue spaces. For more
details on the Lorentz spaces, we refer to [1, 22].

Let © be an open set in RY and f € M(Q). For (p,q) € (0,00) x (0,00] we consider the following
quantity:

_ </OOO (t%_%f*(t))q dt)q . g < od; 2.1)

La((©,00)) sup t%f*(t), = 00.
t>0

e ()

‘f‘p,q =
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The Lorentz space LP9(2) is defined as
LPAQ) :={f € M(Q) : [[flpg < o0},

where |f|, 4 is a complete quasi norm on LP9(2). For (p,q) € (1, 00] x (0, 00],

11
= |[tr T fF(¢t
0= 57570 o
is a norm on LP4(Q) and it is equivalent to |f], 4 [22, Lemma 3.4.6]. Note that LPP(Q2) = LP(2) for
p € (0,00) and LP*°(Q) coincides with the weak-LP space := {f € M(Q) : sup S(Oéf(S))% < 00}
>0

Remark 2.4. For 0 < s < p and f € LP*®°(R"), we consider the following quantity:

Il = s (e (f \f(x)\m)?

{ECRN |E|<o0}

1
Then || f]l, o < flllp.oo < (1%) “|Ifll, 00 (see [19, Theorem 5.18]).

b, —
In the following proposition we list some properties of the Lorentz spaces.

Proposition 2.5. Let p,q,p,q € [1,00].

(i) Fora >0, [1f°l 0 = 1712,
(ii) Generalized Hélder inequality: Let f € LPV7(Q) and g € LP>»%2(Q), where (p;, ;) € (1,00) X
[1,00] fori=1,2. If (p,q) be such that % =14 p% and % = q% + q%, then

1

17 9llp.q < Cllfllpy g 1911y 20

where C = C(p) > 0 is a constant such that C =1, if p=1and C =9/, if p > 1.
(iii) If g < q, then LP49(Q2) — LP9(Q), i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that

1fllpg < Cllfllpg ¥ f€LPIQ). (2.2)
(iv) If p < p, then LP9(Q) < LPI(Q).

loc
Proof. Proof of (i) directly follows using the definition of the Lorentz space. Proof of (ii) follows
using [34, Theorem 4.5]. For the proof of (iii) and (iv), see [22, Proposition 3.4.3 and Proposition
3.4.4]. 0

The Lorentz-Zygmund spaces are three parameter family of function spaces that refine the Lorentz
spaces. For more information on Lorentz-Zygmund spaces, we refer to [12, 23]. Let Q C RY be
a bounded open set and let I;(t) = log(@). Given a function f € M(Q) and for (p,q,a) €

(0,00] x (0,00] x R, we consider the following quantity:

_ </0|Q (t%_%ll(t)af*(t)y dt)q L 0<q< oo

posem sup 00y (£)" (1), q=oc.
0<t<|Q|

SRNONA0]

’f’p7q7a =

Then the Lorentz-Zygmund space LP%*(Q) is defined as
LPEEQ) = {f €e M(Q) = |[lpga <0},
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where || 4:0) 18 the quasi norm on LP%%(Q), and for (p,q,a) € (1,00) x [1,00] x R,
11

1l g = 77007 (0)

is a norm in LP%*(Q) equivalent to |f|p q.a [12, Corollary 8.2]. In the following proposition we list

(2.3)

La((0,1€2]))

some important properties of the Lorentz-Zygmund spaces.
Proposition 2.6. Let p,q,q € [1,00] and «, 8 € (—00,00).
(i) Let p,q € (1,00],a € R, and v > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that |||f||[ a ., <
'Y”Y’
Cliflpqar ¥ f € LPTQ).

p’q’a,
(ii) If p > p, then LPGA(Q) < LPTHX(Q), i.c., there exists C > 0 such that

1fllpga <Cliflzqs VFELPEUQ).
(iii) If either ¢ < q and o > 3 or, ¢ > q and o + % >0+ %, then LP9(Q) «— LP3B(Q).

Proof. (i) This assertion immediately follows using the definition of Lorentz-Zygmund spaces.

(73) and (#4i) Proof follows using [12, Theorem 9.1 and Theorem 9.3]. O

Next we give some examples of functions that lie in certain Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces.

Example 2.7. (i) For 0 < d < N, consider g(t) = t~¢,t € (0,00) and f(z)
1

= g(|z|), = € RN Since
d

g is strictly decreasing and onto, by Remark 2.1, f*(t) = g(wy t%) = ()~ . Consequently,

() = l/t (w_N)fi e N <w_N>f5
t )y \s CN-—-d\t '

_ Nw

O N-—d

(i1) Consider g(t) = t~N(log(e(£)N))™N,t € (0,Ry) with Ry = Re'¥ and flx) = g(|z|), z €

Bpg,(0). One can verify that g is strictly decreasing and onto. Then using Remark 2.1, we obtain

-N -N
e () )

| fl1,00:N = sup t <log (6M>>N () <wn.

0<t<|Bg, (0)| t
Therefore, f € L2V (Bg, (0)).

2z

Therefore, f € L%’OO(RN) and HfH%OO

Hence

3. THE SPACE H,, 4(S2)

In this section, we provide various methods for constructing functions in H, ,(£2). We also discuss
some properties and inclusion relations of the function space H, 4(2), which will be used frequently
in the subsequent sections.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q be an open set in RN with N > 1. Fort € [0,1], define g;(x) = |g1(z)[*|g2 ()| .

(1) For qi,q2 € (0,00), let g1 € Hp g, () and g2 € Hpg,(Q). Then g € Hpqo(Q) with g =
tqr + (1 = t)ga.
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(ii) Let g1 € Hpp(Q) and g2 € LY(Q). Then fort € (0,1], g: € Hpo() with ¢ = tp.
Proof. (i) For t € [0,1], let ¢ = tq1 + (1 — t)g2. For t = 0,1, clearly, g; € H, 4(2). For t € (0,1), for
u € CL(Q), we use the Holder’s inequality to the conjugate pair (1, L) and (1.1) for g; and gy to
obtain the following inequalities:

11—
Jla@llutz)tdz = [ [g:(@)ga(e)*fu(e) @ [u(w)] 0% do
Q Q

< ([In@inerm i) ([ln@ip@ee)
i 1t g

SC’(/Q|Vu(x)|pd:E> ’ </Q|Vu(:1:)|pdx)( 7 :C’</Q|Vu(x)|pdx)p.

(i1) For t € (0,1], let ¢ = tp. For t = 1, clearly g; = |g1] € Hpp(2). Let t € (0,1). For u € C1(Q2), we
use the Holder’s inequality and (1.1) for g; to obtain the following:

/!gt(w)HU(w)!qdw=/!gl(w)!t\gz(w)\l_t\U(w)!t”dfc
Q Q

< ([ln@ivera) ([lw@ie) <o ([ puepa)

Remark 3.2. (i) By taking g = g1 = g2 in the above proposition, we obtain the following inclusions:

%p7q1(Q) N ,Hpqu(Q) - ,Hpvq(Q% Vg€ [Q1aQ2]- (3-1)

0

In particular,

Hoal®) 2 { @, selonl 32
(7i) By the SoPolev inequality, 1 € #,,+(2). Thus by Proposition 3.1, for g1 € H, () we get
9(x) = |1 (@)|77 € Hyg(Q), for g € [p.p"].

Prl(,)position 3.3. Let Q and g be as given in (A). For g € (0,p], let g1 € Hpq(21) and g2 €
Lv=4(Qg). Then g(z) = g1(y)g2(2) € Hpq(Q).

Proof. Let ¢ € (0,p] and u € C}(Q). Since g1 € Hpo(Q1) and |V u(y, 2)| < [Vu(y, 2)|, we easily
obtain

Lottt ayaz < ¢ [ o1 ([ 9,00, ray)’ as

<c [ loeI( [ 1vur w) ax<o ([ opans) Il 69

where the last inequality follows from the Holder’s inequality applied to the functions |g2(z)| and

a

f(z):= (le |Vu(y, z)|P dy)». Thus g € Hyp4(2). O

Remark 3.4. Let ¢ € (0,p], and Qy be bounded if ¢ < p. Then go = 1 € Lﬁ(Qg) for every
q € (0,p]. For ¢ € (0,p] and g1 € Hpq4(Q1), define g(z) = g1(y). Then by the above proposition,
g € Hpq(2).
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For Q = Q; x Q9 with Q ¢ R* and Qy ¢ RV=% and for u € CL(Q), u, : Qs — R is the z-section of
u, defined as wu,(y) := u(y, z). In the following proposition, we provide a sufficient condition for g to
be in H, 4(€2) on certain symmetric domains.

Proposition 3.5. Let p € (1,N) and 1 < k < N. For S C S¥! and a,b € (0,00], let Q =
Qabs x RN7F g be as given in (A). Assume that

(i) g1 € X1 := L'((a,b),7* 1 h(r)), for some measurable function h : (a,b) — (0,00), and
(i) for some d >0 and vy >0 with0 <~y +0 <1,

1
G2 € X» { L7075 ((0,00),rN 1), for v+ <1;

L*((0, 00)), for y+d=1.

(i) C = C(k,p,q) > 0 be such that for each z € RN=F r € (a,b),w € S, the following inequality
holds:

b vy b 4
mxmm4g0m0</jﬁ—w%wwwﬂh> (/T“vaxnwwm> , (3.4)

Vu e CH).

Then g = |g192| € Hp4(Q) with ¢ = dp + vp*, and

B

L@@ ds < Clarli, Il ( [ [Vu@Pds)”, vueclo).

where C = C(N, k,p,q) > 0.

Proof. We consider two cases separately.

v+ 6 € (0,1): Let v > 0. By noting that ( ) 6’ - }Y 5) is a conjugate triple, we integrate both sides
of (3.4) over S and apply the generalized Holder s inequality to get

lu, (rw)|7dS < Ch(r) ds 0 ka_lluz(Tw)W* 4rdS v
° s sJa
( / /a ’ F 1V yu, (rw) P dfds>6. (3.5)

Multiply the above inequality by 771§, (r) and integrate over (a,b) to get

b ol
/ g1(ly])Juz(y |qdy<0(/ g1 (r)r*h(r)dr ) (/ |z (y) P dy)
Qa,b,S Qa,b,S
é
< / !Vyuz(y)!pdy> :
Qab,s

where C' = C(N, k,p,q) > 0. Now multiply both sides by §2(|2|), integrate over RY=* and then apply
the Hélder’s inequality, so that the above inequality and the Fubini’s theorem gives

[ameaaras < e ([ ain=ma) " ([ aer o)
lu(y, z)|p*dx ! |Vyu(y, 2)|P da 6.
U, ), )
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Further, using the embedding of Dé’p (Q) into LP"(Q),
) 1 1—(v+9) b
[ls@luirar <o ([~ goy=imnar) ( [ ot dr)
Q 0 a

6+’y%
</ |Vu(z)P dx) , YuelQ).
Q
Therefore, g € H, 4(2). For v = 0, by noting that (oo, %, ﬁ) is a conjugate triple, from the above
calculations we also obtain g € H, 4(€2).
~ 4+ 6 = 1: In this case we have g, € L*°((0,00)) and (%, %,oo) is a conjugate triple. Then proof
follows along the same lines except that in (3.5) (there is no term with the exponent 1 —§ — ). O

The following proposition is analogous to Proposition 3.5, where we exchange the roll of g; and gs.

Proposition 3.6. Let p € (1,N) and 1 < k < N. For S C S¥7! and a,b € (0,00], let Q =

Qap,s X RN=F g be as given in (A). Assume that

(i) for some d >0 and v >0 with0 <~y +0 <1,

T k—1 .
gl c Xl = L1 (W+5)((CL7 b),?‘ ), for fy_|_§ < 17
L>((a,b)), for v+6 =1,

and gz € Xo := L'((0,00), 7V *=Lh(r)), for some measurable function h : (0,00) — (0,00).
(ii) C = C(N,k,p,q) > 0 be such that for each y € Qup5 and (r,w) € (0,00) x SN=F=1 the
following inequality holds:

[e's) ¥ [ é
()t < o) ([ P ar) ([T TP ar)
0 0
Vu e ClQ).

Then g = |g192| € Hp,q() with ¢ = 6p + yp*, and

i

P

L@@l do < Claly, Ialx, [ [Va@Pde)”, vuecle)

where C = C(N, k,p,q) > 0.

Proof. Proof follows from the similar set of arguments as given in the proof of Proposition 3.5. [

4. THE (p,q)-HARDY POTENTIALS (k = N)

This section considers the case k = N and identifies various Lorentz spaces and weighted Lebesgue
spaces in Hy, 4(£2). This section contains the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6. The well-
definedness of Dé’p (Q) for the case N < p is also discussed in this section. First, we prove Theorem
1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3: (i) and (ii): For N > p and g € (0,p*] (if N > p), ¢ € (0,00) (if N = p),
let g, X be as given in Theorem 1.3. Then using Proposition A.2 and Proposition A.3, there exists
C = C(N,p,q) > 0 such that

o] o] b
/ g (r)u*(r)?dr < Cllgl x </ PR [u* (1) [P dT) . YueCi().
0 0
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Now using the Hardy-Littlewood and Pdlya-Szegd inequality (Proposition 2.2), we conclude that
g € Hpq(2) and

g9
[l as < Clgl ([ vut@pas)”, vuecl@)
Q Q
111) Let N < p, q € (0,00), e an one-sided bounded domain and g € . Then
Let N Qb ded b ded d d LY(Q h
| ls@la(@* do <l [ lota)ldo, Vel

Now using the embedding Dé’p(Q) — L>®(Q) (for N <p), g € Hpq4(Q). O

Remark 4.1. (i) Let N > p. Notice that, a(p,q) < p%q, for ¢ € (0,p), and a(p,q) < oo, for g €
[p, p*]. Therefore, as a consequence of Theorem 1.3 and the inclusions of the Lorentz spaces ((iii) of
Proposition 2.5) we obtain the following Lebesgue spaces in H, 4():

La(p,q)(Q) C Hpqe(Q), for qe (0,p"].

(74) Using the inclusions of Lorentz spaces, we have

Loe(p#l)ys(Q)’ for q € (0,]9),8 € [1’ ﬁ} ;

H, () D
pal®) { L5 (Q), for g € [p,p*], s € [1, q].

(797) If Q is a bounded domain and ¢ € (0, p*], then we have
L™(Q) C Hpq(R), 7€ lalp,q),],s € [1,00].
In particular, L"(Q) C H, 4(2) for r € [a(p, q), o0].
Now we identify various weighted Lebesgue spaces in #H, 4(€2). Recall that, for S C SN=1 and
a,b € [0,00] with a < b, we set Q5 g = int ({x eERY:a< x| < b €5 ifa:;éO}).

Proof of Theorem 1.6: (i) Let @ = Q,,5 and u € C}(Q). For 7 € (a,b) and w € S, using the
polar decomposition we define ¢(7) = u(Tw). We consider three separate cases.

g € (0, p): Using the fundamental theorem of integration, we write

N—-1 1-N

o(r)=— /Tb o (r)dr = — /Tb O(r)yr e v dr.

By the Holder’s inequality,

lo(r)| < </7an211“ dT)”l' </TbTN‘1I<,o’(T)|pdT>;

The above inequality yields

-1 (p—N) b v
i< (2=)7 (/ TN-lreo'wpdT)

9
Set C = (]I\),;l) P Now ¢'(1) = Vu(rw) - w. Hence for each w € S,

(p—N)q

b »
u(rw)? < Or ( / TN—1|vu(m)|pdT> . VueclQ) (4.1)
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(p—N)q

N
Thus for ¢ € (0,p) and § € L'((a, b),ra(%fﬁ_l), by taking v =0, § = %, and h(r) =r »  one can
verify that all the assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g € H,, 4(€2) for ¢ € (0,p).

g € [p, P*(1)): In this case, for ¢ > p using the fundamental theorem of integration,

b b
o)l == [ Llemirdr =—q [ el dr

b 1, N-1 1N
=—q [ lpM)|" ¢ (r)r » 77 dr.
T

Using the generalized Holder’s inequality we estimate the right hand side of the above identity as

: L L :
reomrng( / po1d7> ( / TN-H@(T)\@—”de) ( / TN-lw'(T)\pdT) L u

where (p,p1,p2) is a conjugate triple and d = (1 — N)(% + p%) We set py = qp_—*l and hence p; =
Np

No—ora—p Now the first integral of (4.2) can be estimated as

where dp; + 1 = W < 0. Set C = —ﬁ. Thus for each w € S, (4.2) yields

1 1
a(p— b * P2 b P
u(ra)l? < Car™'5 </ T Hu(rw) P dT) 2 </ TN_lWU(Tw)""”) ; (4.3)

a

N
Vu € CLQ). For q € [p, P*(1)) and § € L*((a, b),ra(%q)_l), by taking v = p%, §= %, and h(r) =
(p—N)
P , one can verify that all the assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g € H,, 4(2)

for q € [p, P*(1)).

g € [P*(1),p*]: Let g be strictly decreasing. Then for u € C°(2), using the Hardy-Littlewood
inequality (Proposition 2.2) and Remark 2.1, we get

12| 1,
/§(|<L"|)|u($)|q dr < / glwy M )ut(r)? dr. (4.4)
Q 0

For u € C(f2), by Polya-Szegd inequality (Proposition 2.2) u* € WHP((0,|€2])) and hence u* is
absolutely continuous. Thus using the fundamental theorem of integration, we write

N—-1

wrt = / ()t (r) dr = —Q/ W) W () R R dr

Therefore, by the Holder’s inequality,

[e'e) i, 00 a 1
woy <o [T @e an)” ([T e wpar)” (45)

Notice that, for ¢ > P*(1), (q%)p/ > 1 and also 355 — qp_*l + Z% = m — 1. Now we estimate the
first integral of (4.5) using Proposition 2.3 as shown below:
* © N, oy (a=0¢/ © 1N (a=1p . a=1)p (a=1)p’
[ G e [ )
T T

(qfi)p'

1-N s (a=1p" 4 [ « (a=1)p’ (a—1)p’ 1)y o0 * P
<p NPTt / W ()P ) 7 dr 7 <rlewa P u ()P dr
r 0
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Hence using (4.5) we obtain

00 a1 00 _ 1
u*(r)? < Crama ! ( / u*(T)P*dT)” ( / TWP\U*’(T)\PdT>”,
0 T

1
where C' = C(N,p,q) > 0. Next multiply the above inequality by g(w,y™ r%) and integrate over
(0,00) to get

o0 1 C o0 _1 ) .
/ g(wN TN) ( )q d’r < T (/ g(wNN Tﬁ)fr(x(p,q) d,r>
0 0

N
NwN
q

. (/ wiryar) " ( / P ()P ar)
0 r
By change of variable,

00 1, 1 41 00 N
~ 1y —-1 ————1~
/ g(wNNrN )7‘ ape) T dr = ]IVV a(p @ / T o(p,q) 9(7-) dr.
0 0

Therefore, using the Polya-Szego inequality (Proposition 2.2) and (4.4), we obtain that

dleDlu@)rde < c ([ rava G dr [ Iuta B Vu(z)? dz %,
Q 0 RN

for some C' = C(N,p,q) > 0. Further, the embedding Do’p(Q) < LP"(Q) gives

[ataburaz < ([ 7 gmar) [ [vu@Pde)” vaeex@),

Q 0 Q

Therefore, g € Hy 4(Q2) for g € [P*(1),p*].

(#7) and (4i7): Let Q = Qup g witha > 0if N =panda>0if N <p. For 7 € (a,b) and w € S, we

define ¢(7) = u(Tw). Then we express
q
G=n)"
1 ; _ Mg . AN _ _ _ g
Vu e Cl(Q). Clearly, by taking h(r) =7~ » (if N <p), (log (%))? (if N=p),y=0,and 6 = 25

o(r) :/ ¢ (r)dr :/ S(r)yr v e dr.
Thus,
(p=Na b vy P )
/ [Vu(rw)Pdr ] , if N<p;
P
<1°g< ) (/ N Vu(rw)? dT> , if N=p,
all the assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g € H,, 4(€2) for ¢ € (0, p)]. O

and for each w € S,

a
I

u(ra)l? <

roo, ﬁ r %
el < ([ ar)” ([ eopar)”

Remark 4.2. (i) Suppose Qg C By[zo]¢ for some 2o € RY where a > 0 for N = p, and a = 0 for
N < p. Let go € L}, (Q0). Take Q = —x + Qo and g(z) = go(z + x¢) for z € Q. Now, if the zero
extension of g to B,[0]° satisfies one of the assumptions of the above theorem, then it is easy to see
that gy € /Hp,q(Qo).
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(i7) For a measurable function h : Qqp 5 — R with h(r) < §(r), Vr € (a,b), where §: (a,b) — R as
in Theorem 1.6, we get h € M, 4(Qgp.s). In this way, for ¢ € [P*(1),p*], we can relax the strictly
monotonicity (decreasing) of .

Proof of Corollary 1.7: Let N < p and Q = RV \ B,[0]. We choose

(rNHlog(g)(N_l))_l, for N =p,a > 0;

(1 +7)~@+D), for N < p,a=0.

It is easy to see that w € L'((a,00), (rlog(£))N~1) (if N = p) and w € L*((0,00),r?~1) (if N < p).
Therefore, by Theorem 1.6,

w(r) =

Pdx _ w(|z|)|u(z)P de u(x)P dz u P
[ @ o < FTRGED [wtahiu@las < € [ |Vu@P dz, vue Dy(@)

where K C Q is compact and C = C(N,p, K) > 0. Further, |Vu| € LP(Q) for u € Dé’p(Q). Hence
from the above inequality we get Dy () € W,2P(Q), and

loc
/ (Ju(@)P + |Vu(z)]P) dz < c/ V()P dz, Vu e DIP(Q),
K Q

where C' = C(N,p,K) > 0. O

5. THE CYLINDRICAL (p, q)-HARDY POTENTIALS

In this section, we identify product of functions from certain Lorentz spaces and weighted Lebesgue
spaces in H, 4(€21 x Q2), where Oy C RF and Q9 ¢ RY=*. This section contains the proof of Theorem
1.8, Theorem 1.11, and Theorem 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.8: For S C S¥71, let Q) = Qu45, and Q, g be as in (A). For u € C}(Q), as
before, we let u.(y) = u(y,z), Vy € Qqp s. For a fixed w € S, define (1) = u.(rw) for r € (a,b) and
o(r) =0 for 0 <r <aand for r > b.

(i) Our proof follows the similar arguments as in the proof of [11, Theorem 2.1]. By fundamental
theorem of integration, for ¢ > 1 and r € (a,b), we can write

[ee] d [e.e] _
el == [ ety == [ Ol e dn
Now ¢/(r) = Vyu,(rw) - w. Thus for each w € S and z € RV7F,

lu, (rw)|? = —q/ s (Arw) |71V yu, (Arw) - wr dA.
1

1

Next we multiply both sides of the above inequality by 7*~'~% and integrate over Qy x S x (a,b) to

obtain
lu(x)|?

o |yl

0o Ab k—s
:q/ d)\/ dz/dS (B) [u(pw, 2)|97 |V u(pw, 2)| dp
1 Qs S Ao A A

B b »
q —_ dz dS/ P u(pw, 2)|7 7 [ Vyu(pw, 2)| dp,
|5 [ s a8 [ ot i 9 )

00 b
dz < q/ dA dz/dS/ P u(Arw, 2)| 97V u(Arw, 2) |r dre
1 Qo S a

IN
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where the last inequality holds since A > 1 and u(rw, z) = 0 for r > b. Observe that,

< _dA N(p—q)+ap p(N—k) .
/1 )\k+1_8<oo<:>s</<:<:> p <k<=q> N o = P*(k). (5.1)
Thus for ¢ > P*(k) and s = a(]gq), we get
7 1
]u(xZ\ dr < C/ — \u(y,z)]q_l\Vu(y,z)] dz. (5.2)
o |yl alyl

Next we estimate the right hand side of (5.2) for g € [p, P*(1)] i.e., for s € [1,p]. If s € (1,p), then
one can verify that (5, p S, p) is a conjugate triple and

N
<g_1> P _ q_a(p‘,q):p Ng— Np _ Ny
s P=s "p—abm PP~ Np+Ng—pg N-—p

Now using the Hélder’s inequality we get

1 B 1 .
/Q’y‘s_1|u(y,z)|q 1|Vu(yvz)|d$:/w|u($)|q( V()| de

([ ) o) ([
gc( Q|”| ; ) (/\vu ypdx) ‘, (5.3)

where the last inequality follows since (E 7 ) >ty =1 N p)

conjugate triple become (oo, p’,p) or (p’,00,p) and the simllar estlmates as above yields (5.3) for
s =1, p. Further, if s < k (equivalently, if ¢ > P*(k)), then (5.2) yields

. If s =1 or s = p, then the above

q q
Ju@? 4, < ¢ /\vu ]pdx> . YueClQ). (5.4)
Q’y‘a(z’ q)
Therefore,
N
ly| o9 € H,ql(Q), g€ lp, P*(1)] with ¢ > P*(k). (5.5)

Next we consider ¢ € (P*(1),p*). In this case one can write ¢ = tP*(1) + (1 —t)p* for some ¢ € (0,1).
Therefore,

po_a—p» _(N-plg-Np_ N _
pPr(1) —p* —p a(p, q)

Now we apply the Holder’s inequality and use (5.4) for ¢ = P*(1) to get

Q|u|(y$|2|qu < (/Q% dx)s (/Q|u(x)|p* d:n)l_s <C (/Q|Vu(;p)|:n d$>g :

Yu € CL(). For ¢ = p*, the above inequality follows from the Sobolev inequality. Therefore,

__ N
ly| 5ea € H,l(), qe (P*(1),p"]. (5.6)

Now by (5.5) and (5.6), we conclude that

N v, p*] k> p;
a(p,q) H
[yl € Hpg(Q), forg € { (P*(k),p*], k<p.
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(i1) Let Q@ = Qqps x Q2 where 0 € Qqp.5. Let u € CL(Q) and ¢, s be as in (7). Then for ¢ > 1 we
write

1 1
)1 = [ S3leOnitar =g [ ool e ax

Thus for each w € S and z € RN_k,

1
luz(y)|? = (J/O |Uz(>\rw)|q_1vyuz()\rw) ~wrdA.

k—1—

Multiply the above inequality r 8 and integrate over {2 to get

q 1 b
@I 4, < / a\ / s / as / P (e, 2) 7 Wy u(Arw, 2)lr dr
(92 a

o lyl*

Ao, o\ k—1s d
P _ p dp
/0 d\ N dz/dS <X) lu(pw, z)|? 1|Vyu(pw,z)lxy

SQ( 0 Ak-i-l S)/ dZ/dS/ k—1— s‘u pw Z)‘q 1’V U(,OOJ Z)’pdp,

where the last inequality holds since A < 1 and u(rw, z) = 0 for r < a. Notice that

1
dA %

Thus for ¢ < P*(k) the above inequality yields
g 1
‘“(”“’Z’ dz < 0/ —|u()|" | Vu(z)| dz.
o |yl lyl

Now, for ¢ € [p, P*(k)) we estimate the right hand side of the above inequality as before. Clearly, in
this range of ¢ we have s € (k, p]. Moreover, since k > 1, we also have s € (1, p] and hence following

the arguments that gives (5.4), we obtain

q q
@ 4, < ¢ /\vu ]pdx) . YueClQ). (5.7)
Q|y|a(pQ)

N
Therefore ly| P9 € Hy4(Q) for g € [p, P*(k)). Next we consider ¢ = P*(k). In this case, we have
(p 7= k and p( k) = p*. For k < p, and u € C}(Q), we apply the Hélder’s inequality with the
conjugate pair (’—,; ﬁ) to get

q k -t
LIETLY T Y | 4T ) ([ o w) 7
Q |y|at a |yl Q |y|p

Further, using (5.7), |y|™® € Hpp(2). Therefore, using the embedding Dé’p(Q) — LP"(Q), we get
N
the right hand side of the above inequality is lesser than ( [, ]Vu\p)%. Thus, |y| *@9 € H,y 4(Q) for

q = P*(k). O
N N
Proof of Corollary 1.10: Let g(z) = ¢1(y) and g1 € L*((a,b),re®d ). If |y| «®9 € H, ,(£2), then
q
Lls it i < s (ot =7 [ 9L 00
yeM Q |y|(¥(P,CZ)

]

<clal,_ o ([Ivutpra)’, vuecio)
Loo((a7b)7ra(p,q) ) Q
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for some C' = C(N,k,p,q) >0, i.e., g € Hp4(2). Thus the same conclusions of Theorem 1.8 hold for
__N_

g in place of |y| o@a).

Next we proceed to prove Theorem 1.11. For proving Theorem 1.11 we require the following
proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Let p € (1, N). Let Q = Qy x Qo where Q; and Qs be any two open sets in R* and
RN=F respectively. Let Qy be bounded if k < p, and Q be bounded for q € (0,p). Let t € [0,1] and

L ™(Qy), if k> p;
g1 € X = L%voovt(k—l)(gl)7 if k=p;
Li (), if k<p.

Then for g =tp+ (1 —t)p* or g =tp witht > 0, g(x) = g1(y) € Hp (). Moreover,

i

P

Linlu@(ds < Clal ([ Fu@pa)”, vueclo),

for some C = C(N, k,p,q) > 0.

Proof. Let t € [0,1] and g = tp + (1 — t)p*. For t = 0, we have ¢ = p* and g1 € L*°(1). Hence
the proof follows from the Sobolev embedding. For t € (0,1], and u € C}(Q2), we apply the Holder’s
inequality to get

[in@iur < ([ lnwruepa) ([ wp ) 6.9

Using (i) of Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6,

1 Ly*(Qy), it k> p;
|t €Y =9 LLeok=l(Qy), if k=p;
Ll(Ql), if k<p,

1
; < Cllg1]| % for some C' > 0. Consequently, by Theorem 1.3, it follows that |gl|% €

i [
Hpp(21) and

1 1
| [ ottt o ase < it [ ] 19yt d:
Qz Ql Y Q2 Q1

1
< Cllgllk /Q /Q Vu(y, 2)|P dydz,
2 1

where C = C(k,p,q) > 0. Therefore, using the embeddings of Dé’p(Q) into LP"(Q2) in (5.8), we get

(1-t)p* q

91 (W)l|u(2)[! dz < Cllgllx | [ [Vu(2)P de R Clarlly ([ IVut@)Pdz)” .
Q Q Q

Yu € CHQ) and for some C' = C(N,k,p,q) > 0. For ¢ = tp with ¢ € (0,1], using the boundedness
of €, the result follows along the same line except that in (5.8) (there is no term with the exponent

1—1t). O
Remark 5.2. Let t € [0, 1] be such that ¢ = tp+ (1 — ¢)p*. Then

kK k p* P 1 1 a(p,q)k

_:_<* _— >:ka(p,q)(___*): (P @)k

tp p\p*—q P*—q p p N
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Further, from (i) of Example 2.7, gl( )=yl < (RF), for k > a(p 7+ Moreover, it is
easy to see that for ¢ > p, p > (p R Thus for k > p and q € [p,p*], from the above proposition we

get the following generalized cylindrical C-K-N inequality:

q

[ Sl de < Clonl g ([ [Vut@)Pae)”. vuecl@y)

Proof of Theorem 1.11: We consider two cases.

k 1
g € (0,p): Let s,t € (0,1). Let k > p, g1 € LErstir’si () and g2 € Li(Qg). By part (i) of
Theorem 1.3, we have g1 € Hp 4(€1) with ¢ = (1 — st)p. Hence Proposition 3.3 infers |g1g2| = g €
Hp,q(2). Moreover, using (1.14) and (3.3), we obtain

1—st
Lol apas < ol e o [l ([ woumaray) s
(k— p)st+p’ t

1—st
el ([ (Ve P anaz) L vueck,
s Q

k
(k—p)st+p’ st

< Cllg1ll

where C' = C(k,p,q) > 0.
q € [p,p*]: Let s € [0,1] and write ¢ = (1 — st)p + stp*. If t = 0, then we have ¢ = p, N — k > p,

N—k
g1 € L®(Q1) and g2 € L™ » "(Q). By interchanging the roles of {; and 3, we obtain from
Proposition 5.1 that

/Q|gl(y)||gg(z)||u(:p)|p dz < CHQIHOOHEDHNpkpo/Q|Vu(:1:)|p dz, VYueChQ).

k
For t = 1, we have k > p, ¢ = (1 — s)p + sp*, g1 € LT-97""°(Q) and gy € L>(Q3). Thus, again by
Proposition 5.1,

Ln@la@lu@(ds < Clarl ol ([ [Vu@Paz)” . vuecko),

Next we consider the case t € (0,1) and ¢ = (1 — st)p + stp*. In this case, we have both k > p
and N —k > p, g1 € Lﬁ’w(Ql) and g2 € L%’M(Qg). Then ]91]% € Lﬁ’w(Ql) and
|gg|ﬁ € L¥’°O(Qg). Hence by Proposition 5.1, we obtain that |gl|% € Hpq () with ¢ = (1 —
s)p+(1—(1—38))p*=(1—s)p+ sp* and \gg\ﬁ € Hp p(Q). Therefore, (i) of Proposition 3.1 assures
that g = [g1gz| = [|g1| ']lg2] 7|~ € H () since

g=ta+(1—-t)ga=t((1 —s)p+sp™)+ (1 —t)p = (1 — st)p+ stp™.

Moreover, using the Holder’s inequality and Proposition 5.1,
¢

1
[1a@oeluwra < ([ lnwHuwe ) ([eeorere)

9
P
sollg2ll 2o o (/Q\vu(g;)yp dx> , YueckQ),

where C' = C(N, k,p,q) > 0. O

< Ollgr]l_»
(i=s)

Now we prove Theorem 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.12: Let 0 = Q,; g x RN~ and §1, §» be as in Theorem 1.12. Let u € CcL(Q).
For a fixed w € S and 7 € (a,b), let o(7) = u,(Tw).
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g € (0, p]: We express
lo(7)]

if k<p;

roo, r 1
< </ 7ot dT)p (/ =L ()P dT> ’
a b i, a ,
% P k=1, 7 p .
< Tr=1dr "' (m)|Pdr |, if k>p.

As /(1) = Vyu,(Tw) - w for each w € S and z € RN F, we get

|
Sl >

q

— 1\ =k b
<p—>p roe </ TV u, (Tw) P dT) . if k< p;
uGra)r < { P ‘

< q q
— 1\ =k b P
<pr)p e </ T’f—lyvyuz(m)ypd7> it k>,

(p—k)g

Yu € CH(Q). Thus for ¢ € (0,p], by taking v = 0, = %, and h(r) =r » one can verify that the
assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g € H, 4(Q2) for g € (0, p].

DI

(5.9)

q € (p, P*(1)]: We write ¢ = tp+ (1 —t)P*(1) for some ¢t € [0,1). First, we consider ¢t = 0 (i.e.,
qg = P*(1)), g1 € L>®((a,b)) and o € L*((0,00)). Let uy(2) = u(y, z) be the y-section of u. For a
fixed w € SN7F71 set 1 (7) = uy(Tw) where 7 € (0,00). Then we make the following estimate:

N—

PAGIASE —P*(l)/ ()" O ()

00 L 00 1
<P ([ @O ) ([T )

o) l, 00 1
< Pty < / T e ()l d7>p ( / TN_k_l\sO’l(r)\”dT>p‘

From the above inequality, for each w € SV =*=1 and y € Qg b5, we get

00 L
|uy(,r,w)|P < P*( ) 1+k—N </0 7_N—k—l|,LLy(7_(’u)|p* dT)p

</ TNV, (Tw) P ) Yu e ClQ).
0
§=

k—1 1+k7N
P

dr

For ¢ = P*(1),1 € L>=((a,b)) and go € L'((0,00)), by taking v = 1%’ , and h(r) = 115N the
assumptions of Proposition 3.6 are satisfied. Therefore, g = [g192| € H,, (1)(9) and
P
* -~ -~ p
L@l d < Ol iy e losoon ([ [Fulelae) ™ 610
Yu € CL(Q) and for some C = C(N, k,p,q) > 0. For ¢ = p, we have
/ngl(y)ng(Z)Hu(w)!p dz < CH@ll!Ll((a,b),w1)H§2|!Loo((o,oo))/Q!Vu(x)\p dz, (5.11)

Yu € CH(Q) and for some C' = C(N,k,p) > 0. Now we consider ¢ € (0,1), g € LPP9((a,b),rP~1)
B(p,q)
and g2 € LB(P»Z;)q*l((O,oo)). Since
qg—P*(1) p*—N'q 1

t:p—P*(l) TP —Np B9’
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1

we have g € Ll((a b),rP~1) and g, " € L'((0,00)). Hence from (5.11) and (5.10), we get |gl|% €
Hpp(2) and [ga| T e Hp,pr1)(2) respectively. Therefore, using (i) of Proposition 3.1, we conclude
that g = |g192| € Hp¢(Q) with ¢ = tp+ (1 — t)P*(1). Moreover, there exists C' = C(N, k,p,q) > 0
such that

1-t
Lls@lutode < /rgl ) ()P dz) /\92 75 () )
q
p
/|Vu |pdx)
L1((0,00))
q

P
= Clirlsoa ool _ssar ([ [Fu@par)” vuecle)

p,q)—1

L
i—

<O‘ 9

L1((ab),rr—1)

qg € (P*(1),p*]: Let ¢ = tP*(1 ) (1 — t)p* for some t € [0,1). Then t = —L—~. For t € [0,1),

(p.9)
g1 € L*((0,00)) and g2 € L ((a, b)), using the Holder’s inequality, (5.10) and the embedding

D(l]’p(Q) < LP" (), we similarly get g = |g192| € Hp4(Q) for ¢ € (P*(1),p*]. We also get

P

q
94z < C||g1| oo 32| atpa (/v pd>p,Vele,
L@@ dz < Clanllieoopliel g ([ IVu@Pda)”, vuecl@)
for some C' = C(N, k,p,q) > 0. O

6. COMPACTNESS AND THE EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION

In this section, we prove the compactness of G, for g as given in Theorem 1.13 and then show the
existence of solutions to the problem (1.19). First, we prove the following compactness result:

Proposition 6.1. Let Q be as given in (B). Then Dé’p(Q) is compactly embedded into L} () for
€ (0,9), where § =p* (if N >p), and § = oo (if N < p).

Proof. For u € Dé’p(Q), |Vu| € LP(2). If N > p, then using the Sobolev embedding, we also obtain
w e LP (Q). In particular, for each K compact set in §2, there exists C = C(N,p, K) > 0 such that

loc

/ (Ju(@)P + [Vu(@)]P) dz < C/ V()P dz, Vu e DIP(Q). (6.1)
K Q

Thus Dé’p(Q) — VVlif(Q) If N < p, then using Corollary 1.7, Dé’p(Q) — VVlif(Q) Further, by
Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem,

L, [1,p],  for N >p;
W, 2(Q) < L} () compactly for ¢ € { 100), for N<p. (6.2)
For ¢ <1, u € L}, (), using the Hélder’s inequality with the conjugate pair (%, lflq), we get

/|u )9 dar < /|u |dx YK

(©2) and hence by (6.2), we conclude that
Q) compactly for ¢ € (0,1) as well. This completes the proof. O
( y

for every compact set K in 2. Therefore, L, OC(Q — L;]OC
17
Wlof(Q) - L?oc

Indeed, the above proposition shows that the map G is compact on Dé’p (Q) for g = x k', where x g
is the characteristic function of K in 2. However, in the following lemma, we prove the compactness
of G, for g in a more general class of weight functions.



28 ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

Lemma 6.2. Letp € (1,00). Fori=1,2, let g; € Fx, = W& and (1.20) holds. Then the map
Gulw) = [ lalll’, vu e D),

is compact on Dé’p(Q) for q € (0,0), where 6 =p* (if N >p), and § = oo (if N < p).

Proof. Let u, — u in DyP(R2) and let € > 0 be given. Set M = sup{[||Vun|[I7 + [[|Vull[1}. For

e ne Sy .
9i € C°(Q;) " (i = 1,2), we split g; = gei+(gi —ge,i) Where ge; € C2°(€%) such that [g; — ge.ill x, < 77-
Then we write

/Q|91||92||(|un|q — |l < /ngl = Geallg2l(lun|* = |u|®)] + /nge,1||92 = e2l[(Jun|* = [u]?)]
+ [ geallocell (e = ul?). (63
We estimate the first two integrals in the right hand side of (6.3), using (1.20) as
/Q(Im = geallgz] + 19e1llg2 — ge 2D (lunl® — ful?)|

< C (g1 = gerllx, lgallx, + lgetllx, oo = geallx,) (IIVuallld + [1Vull2) . (6.4)
Further, using Proposition 6.1, there exists n; € N such that

lsealigealual? = ) = [ lgeallgeall(unl? = i) < e, ¥z,
Q K1><K2
where K; C Q; is the compact support of g ;. Therefore, from (6.3) and (6.4),
/Q|9||(|un|q = [u|")] = /Q|91||92||(|un|q —ul)] < Ce, Vn=>mny.
Thus, Gq(u,) = G4(u) as n — oo. O

Proof of Theorem 1.13: The compactness of G, follows from Lemma 6.2. Now for ¢ > 1, we show
the existence of non-negative solution to the problem (1.19). Recall that

1 . . 17
By(g) =inf {J(u) : v € Ny} = inf {R(u) tu € DyP(Q) \ {O}} , (6.5)
where J(u) = [, [VulP, Ny = {u € DyP(Q) : Gy(u) = 1}, and R(u = (fq 9lul?) 3 7 [o |VulP. Let (uy)
be a mlmmlzmg sequence for J on the set N,. By the coercivity of J, the sequence (uy) is bounded
in Dé’p(Q) and hence admits a subsequence (uy,) such that w,, — u; in D(l]’p(Q). Now using the
compactness of G4, we have u; € N,. Further, the weak lowersemicontinuity of the norm HV()HP
gives

1
—— = lim Vu, /Vu P>
By = [Vl >[IVl 2 g

Therefore, B#@ is attained and J admits a minimizer u; over Ng. Moreover, from (6.5), u; also
q

minimizes R over Dé’p(Q) \ {0}, and hence (R'(u1),v) =0 for v € Dé’p(Q). Therefore, as u; € Ny
and g > 1, we obtain

1
/Q\Vul\p_QVul Vo = B—@/Qg\ul\q_zulv, Vv e DyP(Q). (6.6)
a

Since |u1| € Dé’p(Q) and R(|u1]) = R(u1), we easily see that |uj| is a non-negative solution of
(1.19). O



ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES 29

Remark 6.3. Let N > p. For v € C°(Q2) with v > 0, we have
1
V(|lur NP2V (|Jug -Vv:—/gul =1y > 0.
19 D29 ) - 9= s | gl

Then for g € [p,p*), |u1| € 'D(l]’p(Q) satisfies all the assumptions of Proposition [35, Proposition 3.2].
Therefore, by the strong maximum principle, |u;| > 0 a.e. in Q.

N
The following proposition shows that G is not compact for the cylindrical weight g(x) = |y| *@a) .

_ __ N
Proposition 6.4. Let g € [p,p*] and 0 € Q. Then the map G, is not compact for g(x) = |y| @9 .

Proof. Let ¢ € [p,p*], s = a(gq) and 0 € Q. Then using the Maz’ja’s criteria [47, Section 2.4.2,

Theorem 1, page 130], one can verify that the map G, is not compact for |z|~*. Now suppose, G,
is compact for |y|=. Then for a sequence u, — u in DiP(€), Jo % - o %, as n — oo. By

Brézis-Lieb lemma [15],

R T T N
n—oolfo [yl* Jalylt Ja o [yl
Therefore, [, |"’|‘Jsu‘q — 0, as n — oo. Further, using |z|~* < |y[~*, we get [, |"’|‘m_|s"‘q — 0 as n — oo,

a contradiction. Therefore, G, is not compact for |y|=*. n

N
Remark 6.5. For g € [p,p*] and g(x) = |y| @9, using the concentration compactness principles,
the existence of the solutions of (1.19) is obtained on Q = RY [11, Remark 2.6|.

7. EXAMPLES AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this section, we provide examples to show that the functions spaces given by Theorem 1.3,
Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.12 are mutually independent. We also prove the necessary conditions.

N
Example 7.1. (i) The spaces L*® 9" (RY) and L'((0,0), ra(qu>_1) are not comparable. For N > p
and ¢ € [p,p*), consider the following functions on R¥:

N N
g1(@) = || 70T and  go(e) = (| + 1) (T,
N N ~ 1 o1 -
Then g € Lo®PD°(RN) and gy ¢ LPD°RN). Further, §; ¢ L'((0,00), 7@ ) and §p €
N
Ll((O,oo),ra@»q)_l).

(74) The function spaces provided by Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.12 are independent. For instance,
Theorem 1.12 provides weight functions on the domain = (R? \ B1(0)) x R, for which Theorem 1.6
is not applicable. On the other hand, consider the following function:

1
|72, x| <1;
M@:{\r 2] <

0, otherwise.

Since § € L'((0,00)), we can apply Theorem 1.6 to show g € H,, p«(1)(R"Y). Although, Theorem 1.12
(for ¢ = P*(1)) is not applicable as g ¢ L>°((0, 00)).

Next we see that not all products of g1, g2 give rise to (p, q)-Hardy potentials.
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N
Example 7.2. For ¢ E (0, P*(k)), we consider ¢1(y) = \y]_a(g’q),y € R*. Hence gj(t) = (£&) @k

e a9k
and |91|7‘1(1’1\’,‘”’“ o = Wk o . Therefore, g € L™~ *°(RF). Since g1 is not locally integrable on R¥,

9(z) = g1(y)g2(2) & Hpo(RY) for g € (0, P*(k)) and for any non-zero go € Li, (RN7F).

In the following remark, we describe the connection between Fefferman-Phong type conditions and
Theorem 1.3.

Remark 7.3. (i) For N > p and ¢ € [p,p*], every weight function in LeP2):(RN) satisfies (1.9)
(by Remark 2.4) and hence LYP0):(RN) C H,, ,(RY). This gives an alternate proof for Theorem
1.3 -(7) without involving the embedding of Dl’p(RN).

(1) We claim that for N > p and ¢ > p*, if g € L; (RY) satisfies (1.9), then g = 0. We choose
rg € RV and consider a sequence (Q,,) of cubes centred at ¢ and |Q,| — 0 as n — co. Since g
satisfies (1.9),

lim |Q,| a(p ) < x)|* d:p) <e, (7.1)
n—o0 n|
where ¢; = C1(p,q) > 0. By the Lebesgue—Besicovitch differentiation theorem,
1
lim x)|* dz = |g(xo)°.
Jm oy L o dr = o)

Moreover, since a(p, q) < 0, we have |Qn|a(m) — 00, as n — 00. Thus, (7.1) ensures that g(xg) = 0.
Since o € RY is arbitrary, we get g = 0 a.e. in R,

(iii) Let N < p < g, Q be bounded and g € L}, (2). Let gest be the zero extension of g outside €,
such that ge,; satisfies (1.9). Choose Qp 2 2. Then

s 9 s 1
Qol G / Gemt@Pdz < sup  |Q|F6® / Geat (2)]° dz < 1.
Q

Qo {QCRY |Q|<o0}

Consequently, g € L*(€2). We would like to point out that L*(Q2) C Ll’oo’ﬁ(Q) C LY() (by (i) and
(7it) of Proposition 2.6). Thus, for a bounded domain, Theorem 1.3 -(ii), (ii7) gives a bigger class of
weight functions than the Sawyer’s condition (1.9).

Remark 7.4. The weight functions provided in this article do not exhaust the entire #, 4(2). For
example, consider the weight functions of the form

9(x) = 1(¥)g2(2)gs(w), = = (y,z,w) € R x R x RN+,

where 1 < k,1 <N;k+1 < N. In general, corresponding to s; € {1,2,...N} with 1 < <m < N and
Yo, s; = N, consider the weight functions of the form

= Hgi(yi)7 r=(y1,Y2-- - Ym) € HRSi_
=1

i=1
One can provide conditions on g1, g2 ..., gm so that g is in H, 4(Q2).
7.1. The necessary conditions. In the following proposition we show under certain conditions on

g that the spaces mentioned in Proposition A.2 and Proposition A.3 are necessary for g to satisfy
(1.1). A similar result for the Hardy-Rellich inequalities is obtained in [7].
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Proposition 7.5. Let Q = Bgr(0) with

(0,00],  if N>p; p,p*],  if N>p;
R e ) and q € .
{ (0, 00), if N=np. q (p, 00), if N =np.
If g € Hpo(Q) is radial, radially decreasing, then

X :: ) )
g€ { Lho%(Q),  if N=p.

Proof. N > p: Let g € H, 4(2) be a radial and radially decreasing. For each r € (0, R), consider the
following function:

up(z) = r— |z, for |z| <wr;
0, for |z| >r.
Clearly,
- f <7
Vu, () = |z[? or || <7 and /|Vur(:17)|p dz = dz = wyr?. (7.2)
0, for |z| >, Q B,

Thus for each r € (0, R), u, € D(l]’p(Q). Furthermore, since g € Hp 4(€),

/Qg(x)|ur(:17)|q dz < C (/Q |Vur(x)|pd$>g Vre (0,R). (7.3)

Since ¢ is radial and radially decreasing, we estimate the left hand side of the above inequality as
below:

Am@mxmmuzlémmmwuwwwz@—%fﬁ%mumu
)N

rya [9N (3 N
= <§> /0 g (s)ds.

Therefore, from (7.2) and (7.3) we obtain

wn (5)N a
GY/ g (s)ds < o
0

Now by setting wN(%)N =t and since 0 < r < R is arbitrary, we conclude that

1
sup tetra) g™ (t) < C.
te(0, 53
1
Moreover, to@®9 g**(t) is bounded on (%, |Q|). Therefore, g must belong to L*®:2):>°(()).

N =p: Let R < 0o and g € [N,o0). For each r € (0, R), we consider the following function:

() = log (%) , for |z| <r;
] log (|7R|) , for |z| >r.

Clearly,
0 f <r; R
Vu,(z) = { . orJa] <73 and / |V, (z)|N dz = wN/ % = wy log (%) . (74)
Q r

—T for |z| >,
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1,N .
Thus for each r € (0, R), u, € Dy (). Furthermore, since g € H, 4(12),

aq

/Q o(@) | (2)]7 dz < C /|Vur )|Ndx) e (0, R). (7.5)

Since ¢ is radial and radially decreasing, we estimate the left hand side of the above inequality as

below:
N

L@t @pas = (g (7)) [ gt as= (e (£)) [ g(s)as

T

Now using (7.4) and (7.5) we obtain

N q

/Ori g (s)ds < C <10g (?))—N, |

=t and since 0 < r < R is arbitrary, we conclude that

AN .
sup t|log|— gr(t) < C.
te(0,/2) t
Therefore, g € Ll’w’%(Q). O

By setting wyr?™

APPENDIX A.

In this section, we provide various Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces in H,4(€2). Then we
supply alternative proofs for the Lorentz-Sobolev and Brezis-Wainger embeddings. First, we state a
sufficient condition for the one-dimensional weighted Hardy inequalities due to Muckenhoupt in [49,
Theorem 2| (for ¢ = p), also see, [14, Theorem 2| (for ¢ > p), [47, 57] (for 0 < g < p). For further
readings on these inequalities, we refer to [37, Chapter 5].

Proposition A.1 (Muckenhoupt condition). For b € (0,00], let v,w be non-negative measurable
functions on (0,b) with w > 0. Let p € (1,00),q € (0,00), and v = %.
(i) If0 < g <1 and

~

A1:</Ob</osv(t)dt)”</: ()1Pdt>
(/Ob /Sbf<t>dtqv<s>ds);< qu1</ () Pus) ) (A1)

holds for any measurable function f on (0,b).
(1) If 1 < g <p< oo and

Ay = </Ob (/:Mt)dt)z </sbw(t)1—p’ dt)
([ [ sy

holds for any measurable function f on (0,b).

el
o’

v(s) ds) ' < 00,

then

;

w(s)' 7 ds) < 00,

ol
Py

then

% 1 1 b %
v(s) dS) < (p’)7q5A2< ; If(S)Ipw(S)d8> (A-2)
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(111) If 1 <p < q < oo and

t
As = sup (/ v(s) ds>
o<t<b \Jo

(/Ob /Sbf(t)dt

holds for any measurable function f on (0,b).

Q[

then

=
Q=

q 2 b s
v(s) dS) < (p')7 pAs </0 |f(s)[Pw(s) ds) (A.3)

Proposition A.2. Let N > p and

.o | POaQ), for g€ (0p);
LewD=(Q), for g€ [p,p].

If g € X, then there exists C = C(N,p,q) > 0 such that

o] [T »
/ g (®)ur () dt < Cllgll x (/ PN [u* (1) dt) , Yuel(Q). (A4)
0 0

Proof. In Proposition A.1 we set f = u*, v = ¢g* and w(t) = "=~ . Then we calculate
S 1€2] , N(p—1 -N
/ u(t)dt = s (g (s)) and / wit) ™ ar < Y=
0 s

sN(-1)
Let C1(N,p) = %__;). We consider three cases.

g € (0,1): In this case,

Al = /Oﬂl (/Osv(t) dt)% (/Sﬂl w(t) 7 dt) ’ v(s)ds

5 [ (=N ERAte]
= /0 (sg™(s))rs” M g*(s)ds < CF /0 5™ (g™ (5)) 7 ds,

where v = z%' Therefore,

Thus for g € L ’q)’ﬁ(ﬁ), the Muckenhoupt condition ((7) of Proposition A.1) is satisfied. There-
fore, using (A.1) we obtain

9
p

2] 1]
/ g (Ou* () dt < Cligllagp,q),-2. (/ £ (1) dt) ;
0 rema \ Jo

for some C' = C(N,p,q) > 0.
g € [1,p): In this case, we calculate

Al = /0QI </08v(t) dt>

x|
<ci /0 (s9™(5))

2

X

Q

2] , I )
</ w(t)P dt) w(s) P ds

s (Mo ND) g (A.5)

QR
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where v = qp . Moreover,

v 1 (’Y(P - N) ) ap
L4 —p(N-1)) =1
TN\ M) TR g
1
Therefore, using (A.5), As < Cl | gH g > Thus for g € L7 ’q)’ﬁ(Q), the Muckenhoupt condi-
—q

tion ((é¢) of Proposition A.1) is satlsﬁed, and hence using (A.2) we obtain (A.4).

q € [p,p*]: In this case,

s : 19| ,
As = sup </ v(t) dt> (/ w(t)! =P dt)p
s€(0,|2]) 0 s
l

o 1 p—N o N(p—a)+ap
<Cp sup (sg™(s)es ™ =Ci| sup g™ (s)s™ v —Cl\lgll
s€(0,|9]) s€(0,|9])

a(p,q),00
Now for g € L*P9:°(Q) using (A.3) we obtain (A.4). O
Proposition A.3. Let N = p and Q) be bounded. Let
LMYR(Q), for g€ (0,1)
Xi={ ' 7NQ),  for g€ [LN);
Ll’m;%(Q), for q € [N,0).

If g € X, then there exists C = C(N,q) > 0 such that

g9

€] Y] N
/ g*(t)u*(t)thscugux(/o tN—lru*’a)\th) C vueck@). (4.6)

Proof. We only consider the case where ¢ € [N, 00). For the other cases proof follows using similar
set of arguments. As before, we set f = u*’, v = ¢* and w(t) = tN 1. We see that fs‘m w(t)l_Nl dt <

log(=+ el ), and compute

s i [ ;O\ ,
A= s ([ v(t)dt)q< [ wr dt) < s (s (1og (42))"
se(olal) 20 . s€(0,12) s
1
. e|) a 1
=( sup 5™ (s) (1o (221)) ™ ) =gl g,
s€(0,0)) s 00, 2

Thus for g € LY (€2), the Muckenhoupt condition ((ii7) of Proposition A.1) is satisfied. Therefore,
using (A.3) we obtain (A.6). O

In the following theorem we provide simple alternate proofs for the Lorentz-Sobolev embedding
(N > p) and the Brezis-Wainger embedding (N = p).
Theorem A.4. Let Q be an open set in RN and p € (1, N].

(i) The Lorentz-Sobolev embedding: Let N > p. Then D(l]’p(Q) s LP"P(Q), i.e., there erists
C = C(N,p) > 0 such that

lllye p < Cllullpgrgay:  ¥u € Dy"(9). (A7)
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(ii) The Brezis-Wainger embedding: Let N = p and Q be bounded. Then Dé’p(Q) —
LP—1(Q), i.e., there exists C = C(p) > 0 such that

lulle p—1 < Cllullpinggys ¥ € DpP(Q). (A8)

2

Proof. (i) For g = |z|™P € L%’OO(RN), from (i) of Example 2.7, we have ¢g*(t) = (“TN)
p

N
_ Nuwy

HQH%OO = N—p - Then using (A.4),

and

/ R uF ()P dE < c/ PN M )P dt, Vu e DyP(RY),
0 0

where C' = C(N,p) > 0. Notice that the left hand side of the above inequality is |u|,*, and it is
equivalent to [ull,. ,. Thus from the Pélya-Szegd inequality (Proposition 2.2), we obtain

1,
lullye < Cllullpregeny  Vu € Dy"(RY).
0" (RY)

For u € Dé’p (©), where © is an open set in RY, one can consider the zero extension of u to RN to
get (A.7).

(77) Let 2 = Br(0) where R > 0. We consider the following function

g(x) = { o] (log (e (5)")) " for @ € B, (0);
(plz])7", for = € Br(0) \ Bg, (0),

where R = Rel%p. Since g is radial and radially decreasing on Br(0), using Example 2.7,
w e -P
s = F (los ()", forte (0,Br, (0));
PP, for t € (|Br,(0)],|Br(0)]).

From (ii) of Example 2.7, g € L1*P(Bg(0)). Hence using (i) of Proposition 2.6 and (ii) of Theorem
1.3, we conclude that g € H,, ,(Br(0)). Moreover, from (A.6) and the Polya-Szegd inequality, there
exists C'= C(p) > 0 such that

|Br(0)] u*(t) P
/0 log(d22@Ly |t

t

|Br, (0) * P IBRO)| (4% (4))P
= / 1 —ZIB(_t)(O_H F / O g
0 log(2200y |t JiBg ) 1

t

|Br(0)]
<C /0 g (1) (u* ()P dt

<C \Vu(z)|Pdz, Yu e DyP(Bgr(0)),
Br(0)

where the first inequality holds since (log(w))_1 <1 for t < |Br(0)|. Notice that, the left hand
side of the above inequality is |u|oop;—1 (equivalent to ||ul|, ;). Therefore,

Hu”oo,p;—l < C”uHDé»P(BR(O))a Vue Dé’p(BR(O))-

Furthermore, every bounded open set 2 is contained in Bgr(0) for some R > 0. Thus the extension
by zero to Bgr(0) together with above inequality yields (A.8). O
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