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ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV

INEQUALITIES

T. V. ANOOP1∗, NIRJAN BISWAS1, AND UJJAL DAS2

Abstract. Let k,N ∈ N with 1 ≤ k ≤ N and let Ω = Ω1 × Ω2 be an open set in R
k × R

N−k. For

p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ (0,∞), we consider the following weighted Sobolev type inequality:
∫
Ω

|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(y, z)|
q dydz ≤ C

Å∫
Ω

|∇u(y, z)|p dydz

ã
q

p

, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (Ω), (0.1)

for some C > 0. Depending on the values of N, k, p, q 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 D1,p
0 (Ω)-the completion of C1

c (Ω) with respect to ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω).
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1. Introduction and the Main Results

Let k,N ∈ N be such that 1 ≤ k ≤ N. For an open set Ω in R
N and g ∈ L1

loc(Ω), we assume the

following:

• Ω = Ω1 × Ω2, where Ω1 and Ω2 are open sets in R
k and R

N−k respectively,

• g(x) = g1(y)g2(z), x := (y, z) ∈ Ω1 ×Ω2, where g1 ∈ L1
loc(Ω1) and g2 ∈ L1

loc(Ω2),

• If k = N , then Ω = Ω1 and g = g1.















(A)

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

∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω), (1.1)

for some C > 0.

Definition 1.1 ((p, q) -Hardy potential).

(1) A weight function g ∈ L1
loc(Ω) satisfying (1.1) is said to be a (p, q)-Hardy potential. The set

of all (p, q)- Hardy potentials is denoted by Hp,q(Ω). i.e.,

Hp,q(Ω) = {g ∈ L1
loc(Ω) : g is a (p, q)-Hardy potential }.

(2) If g is of the form g(x) = g1(y)g2(z) for some g1 and g2, then we say g is a cylindrical

potential. If g is not a cylindrical potential, then we say g is a non-cylindrical potential.

It is not difficult to produce examples of weight functions g in Hp,q(Ω). For example, if Ω1 or Ω2

is bounded in one direction, then the Poincaré inequality shows that

L∞(Ω) ⊂ Hp,p(Ω).

For N > p, let p∗ := Np
N−p

. Then for Ω ⊂ R
N with N > p, the Sobolev inequality

∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

∗
dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

p∗

p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω) (1.2)

ensures L∞(Ω) ⊂ Hp,p∗(Ω). Furthermore, using the duality of the Lebesgue spaces together with the

Hölder’s inequality will give L
N
p (Ω) ⊂ Hp,p(Ω). In the literature, there are many existing results that

provide various sufficient conditions for g to be a (p, q)-Hardy potential. Before we discuss some of

them, we introduce two functions that will be appearing more frequently in this manuscript.

α(p, q): For any N, p, q, we define

α(p, q) :=
Np

N(p− q) + qp
.



ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES 3

Notice that, α(p, p) = N
p

and for N > p,

α(p, q) =
p∗

p∗ − q
=

Å

p∗

q

ã′

, ∀ q ∈ (0, p∗].

P ∗(s): For N > p and s ∈ [0, p], we define

P ∗(s) :=
p(N − s)

N − p
.

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

α(p, P ∗(s)) =
N

s
, P ∗

Å

N

α(p, q)

ã

= q.

1.1. Various sufficient conditions for (p, q)-Hardy Potentials. Now we discuss various sufficient

conditions for a (p, q)-Hardy Potential available in the literature.

(i) Fefferman-Phong type conditions: In [25], for V ∈ L1
loc(R

N ) with V ≤ 0, Fefferman-Phong

estimated the lowest bound of the Schrodinger operator −∆ + V . Their result ensures that there

exists C > 0 such that
∫

RN

|∇u(x)|2dx+

∫

RN

V (x)|u(x)|2dx ≥ −CEbig

∫

RN

|u(x)|2dx, ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

N ),

where

Ebig := sup
Q





Ç

1

|Q|

∫

Q

|V (x)|sdx

å
1
s

− c diam(Q)−2



 with c > 0 and s > 1,

where Q ranges over cubes in R
N with sides parallel to the axes, |Q| and diam(Q) are respectively the

measure and the diameter of Q. Later, in the definition of Ebig, Fefferman [24, Theorem 5] replaced

the cubes with the balls as bellow:

Ebig := sup
{x∈RN ,r>0}





Ç

1

|Br(x)|

∫

Br(x)
|V (x)|s dx

å
1
s

− cr−2



 with c > 0 and s > 1.

Now if there exists c > 0, and s > 1 such that

Ç

1

|Q|

∫

Q

|V (x)|sdx

å
1
s

≤ c diam(Q)−2, ∀ Q, (1.3)

or
Ç

1

|Br(x)|

∫

Br(x)
|V (x)|sdx

å
1
s

≤ c r−2, ∀x ∈ R
N ,∀ r > 0, (1.4)

then Ebig ≤ 0 and hence
∫

RN

|V (x)|u(x)2 dx ≤

∫

RN

|∇u(x)|2 dx, ∀u ∈ C∞
c (RN ).

In particular, if for some c > 0 and s > 1, V satisfies (1.3) or (1.4), then by applying the result of

Fefferman-Phong to −∆− |V | we get V ∈ H2,2(R
N ).

Next, we see Fefferman-Phong type conditions for general p and q via weighted inequalities for the

fractional integrals. For N ≥ 3 and u ∈ C∞
c (RN ), the Newtonian potential Γ ∗ (∆u) of ∆u coincide
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with u ([60, Theorem 2, Pg-147]), where Γ is the Fundamental solution of the Laplacian. Thus using

the integration by parts we get

u(x) =
1

NωN (2−N)

∫

RN

∆u(y)

|x− y|N−2
dy =

1

NωN

∫

RN

(x− y) · ∇u(y)

|x− y|N
dy.

Therefore,

|u(x)| ≤
1

NωN

∫

RN

|∇u(y)|

|x− y|N−1
dy =

1

NωN
I1(|∇u|), (1.5)

where Iγ is the Riesz potential operator defined as

Iγ(f)(x) :=

∫

RN

|f(y)|

|x− y|N−γ
dy; γ ∈ (0, N).

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

RN

|I1(f)(x)|
q|g(x)|dx ≤ C

Å∫

RN

f(x)p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀ f ∈ Cc(R
N ), f ≥ 0. (1.6)

For N ≥ 3, 1 < p ≤ q < ∞, many authors provided various sufficient conditions on g, h and γ so that

the following weighted inequality for the fractional integral holds:
∫

RN

|Iγf(x)|
q|g(x)|dx ≤ C

Å∫

RN

f(x)|h(x)|dx

ã
q
p

, ∀ f ∈ C1
c (R

N ), f ≥ 0. (1.7)

For example, see [52] (p = q = 2 and h ≡ 1), [20] (p = q), [36, 43, 55] (p ≤ q). In particular, for

γ = 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 c > 0 such that

|Q|
γ
N
+ 1

q
− 1

p

Ç

1

|Q|

∫

Q

|g(x)|s dx

å
1
qs
Ç

1

|Q|

∫

Q

|h(x)|(1−p′)s dx

å
1

p′s

≤ c, ∀Q, (1.8)

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

|Q|
1

α(p,q)
− 1

s

Ç

∫

Q

|g(x)|s dx

å
1
s

≤ c, ∀Q. (1.9)

Thus g satisfying (1.9) lies in Hp,q(R
N ). Notice that, for p = q = 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 Ω = BR(0) with 0 < R ≤ ∞, and let g, h be two positive, radial, C1

functions on Ω. A pair (g, h) is called Bessel pair if (g(r)r′)′ + h(r)r = 0 has a positive solution on

(0, R). In [28], the authors showed that, if (rN−1g, rN−1h) is a Bessel pair with
∫ R

0
dr

rN−1g(r)
= ∞ and

∫ R

0 rN−1h(r)dr < ∞, then the following inequality holds:
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|2 dx ≤ C

∫

Ω
|h(x)||∇u(x)|2 dx, ∀u ∈ C1

c (Ω). (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 F⊂⊂R
N , the

p-capacity of F with respect to Ω is defined as

Capp(F,Ω) = inf

ß∫

Ω
|∇u|p : u ∈ C1

c (Ω), u ≥ 1 on F

™

.
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For 1 < p ≤ q < ∞, Maz’ya proved that g ∈ Hp,q(R
N ) if and only if

‖g‖Hp,q := sup
F⊂⊂RN















∫

F

|g|

[Capp(F )]
q
p















< ∞ .

It is easy to see that Hp,q(Ω) =
{

g ∈ L1
loc(Ω) : ‖g‖Hp,q < ∞

}

; 1 < p ≤ q < ∞ and ‖g‖Hp,q defines a

Banach function space norm on Hp,q(Ω).

1.2. More admissible spaces of (p, q)-Hardy potentials. The results mentioned in the previous

subsection assumes k = N and q ≥ p or assumes k = N and g is radial. In this article, we allow

the cases 0 < q < p and 1 ≤ k ≤ N. In these cases, depending on the values of N, k, p, q and the

geometry of Ω, we provide various classes of function spaces that lie in Hp,q(Ω) mainly using two

different techniques:

(i) symmetrization, (ii) polar decomposition.

(i) The symmetrization method relies on the classical inequalities concerning symmetrization such

as Pólya-Szegö inequality, Hardy-Littlewood inequality and the Muckenhoupt condition [49] for the

one-dimensional weighted Hardy inequalities.

(ii) The polar decomposition method is based on the use of the fundamental theorem of integration

for various functions and the Hölder’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 D1,p
0 (Ω)-the completion of C1

c (Ω) with respect to the the norm
(∫

Ω |∇u(x)|p dx
)

1
p (if it is a well defined function space). For example, the Lorentz-Sobolev embed-

ding and Moser-Trudinger embedding of D1,p
0 (Ω) provide certain Lebesgue spaces, Orlicz spaces, and

Lorentz spaces that lie in Hp,q(Ω) (Theorem 1.3). Notice that, if Ω is bounded in one direction, then

D1,p
0 (Ω) coincides with the classical Sobolev space W 1,p

0 (Ω). Unfortunately, for N ≤ p, D1,p
0 (RN ) is

not a function space. In fact, Hörmander-Lions in [33] showed that D1,2
0 (R2) contains objects that

do not belong to even in the space of distributions. To ensure that D1,p
0 (Ω) is a well defined function

space, we need to make some restrictions on Ω. For r ≥ 0, a open ball and a closed ball centred at

x with the radius r are denoted by Br(x) and Br[x] respectively. Henceforth, we make the following

assumptions on the open set Ω:

N > p : Ω is any open set in R
N ,

N = p : Ω ⊂ R
N \Ba[x] for some x ∈ R

N , with a > 0,

N < p : Ω ⊂ R
N \ {x} for some x ∈ R

N .

(B)

For N ≤ p and for Ω as given in (B), then we will show that D1,p
0 (Ω) is always a well defined function

space and it is continuously embedded in Lp
loc(Ω) (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 Ω = Ω1 and g = g1. If N > p,

then using (1.2) and the Hölder’s inequality, it is easy to see that, for each q ∈ (0, p∗],

Lα(p,q)(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω).

Furthermore, the classical Hardy-Sobolev inequality
∫

Ω

|u(x)|p

|x|p
dx ≤

Å

p

N − p

ãp ∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ C1

c (Ω) (1.11)
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ensures that the Hardy potential 1
|x|p belongs to Hp,p(Ω). Notice that, if Ω contains the origin, then

1
|x|p does not lie in any Lebesgue space. The inequality (1.11) has been improved by adding lower

order radial weights to 1
|x|p , for example, see [2, 16, 26, 29] and the references therein. Indeed,

all these improved Hardy-Sobolev inequalities provide examples of radial weights in Hp,p(Ω). 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
1

|x|p . The following version of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality [18] extends (1.11) for q ∈ [p, p∗]:

∫

RN

|u(x)|q

|x|
N

α(p,q)

dx ≤ C

Å∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

N ). (1.12)

Thus g(x) = |x|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(R
N ) for q ∈ [p, p∗].

Remark 1.2. For q ∈ [p, p∗], set s = N
α(p,q) . Then (1.12) takes the following form:

∫

RN

|u(x)|P
∗(s)

|x|s
dx ≤ C

Å∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
N−s
N−p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

N ),

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 q = P ∗(s) and s ∈ [0, p] are

necessary for |x|−s ∈ Hp,q(R
N ).

Observe that, g = |x|
− N

α(p,q) lies in the Lorentz space Lα(p,q),∞(Ω) (see Example 2.7). In [61], for

p = 2 and N > 2, using the Lorentz-Sobolev embedding the authors have shown that Lα(2,q),∞(Ω) ⊂

Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ [2, 2∗]. For N = p and Ω = B1(0), Edmunds-Triebel in [23] obtained an analogue of

(1.11), namely:
∫

Ω

|u(x)|N

(|x|(log( e
|x|))

N
dx ≤

Å

N

N − 1

ãN ∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|N dx, ∀u ∈ C1

c (Ω). (1.13)

Thus (|x|(log( e
|x|)))

−N ∈ HN,N(B1(0)). It is not hard to verify that g = (|x|(log( e
|x|)))

−N lies in

the Lorentz-Zygmund space L1,∞;N(B1(0)) (see Example 2.7). Indeed, following the same treatment

as in [5], one can show that L1,∞;N(Ω) ⊂ HN,N (Ω). Our first theorem improve all these results to

general N , p and also to a bigger range for q.

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω be an open set in R
N . Let γ = p

p−q
for q ∈ (0, p) and γ = ∞ for q ≥ p.

(i) Let N > p. Then

X := Lα(p,q),γ(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω), ∀ q ∈ [0, p∗].

(ii) Let N = p and Ω be bounded. Then

X :=

®

L
1,γ; q

p′ (Ω), q ∈ (0, 1) ∪ [p,∞);

L1,γ;q−1(Ω), q ∈ [1, p),

´

⊂ Hp,q(Ω).

(iii) Let N < p and Ω be bounded in one direction. Then

X := L1(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω), ∀ q ∈ [0,∞).

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

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g‖X

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (1.14)



ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES 7

Our proof for the above theorem is based on the embeddings of D1,p
0 (Ω) into various function

spaces with respect to the values of N and p. For N > p, in [51] O’Neil proved that D1,p
0 (Ω) is

embedded in the Lorentz space Lp∗,p(RN ). For N = p and Ω bounded, D1,p
0 (Ω) is embedded in the

Lorentz-Zygmund space L∞,N ;−1(Ω), proved independently by Hansson [31] (N = p = 2), Brezis-

Wainger [17, Lemma 1] (for N = p). For N < p and Ω bounded in one direction, D1,p
0 (Ω) coincides

with W 1,p
0 (Ω) and hence embedded into the Lebesgue space L∞(Ω). 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 Pólya-Szegö

inequality, Hardy-Littlewood inequality. We also prove that, if g is radial, radially decreasing, then

for g to be a (p, q)-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, q)-Hardy potentials on certain symmetric open sets via the

polar decomposition method.

Definition 1.4 (The sectorial sets). Let 1 ≤ k ≤ N and S be an open subset of S
k−1 and

a, b ∈ [0,∞] with a < b. Then consider the open set

Ωa,b,S = int

Åß

x ∈ R
k : a ≤ |x| < b,

x

|x|
∈ S if x 6= 0

™ã

, (1.15)

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

Notice that, 0 ∈ Ωa,b,S , only if a = 0, S = S
k−1. If S1 = {x = (x1, ..., xk) ∈ S

k−1 : x1 > 0}, then

Ω0,∞,S1 becomes the half space R
k
+ =

{

x ∈ R
k : x1 > 0

}

. Next we associate a radial function to a

L1
loc(Ωa,b,S) function via the notion of radial majorant.

Definition 1.5 (The radial majorant). For f ∈ L1
loc(Ωa,b,S), we define the radial majorant of f

as below:

f̃(r) = ess sup{|f(rω)| : ω ∈ S}, r ∈ (a, b), (1.16)

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

Notice that, f̃(r) is finite a.e. in Ωa,b,S ([27, Theorem 2.49]) and for a radial function f , f(x) = f̃(|x|).

Moreover, every function defined on Ωa,b,S is dominated by it’s radial majorant.

In [8], for Ω1,∞,SN−1 (= Bc
1-the exterior of the unit ball centred at the origin) and for q = 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 ∈ L1((1,∞), rp−1) ([8, Theorem 1.1]),

then g ∈ Hp,p(B
c
1). Observe that, the radial majorant g̃ ≤ w and hence the same result is true, if

g̃ ∈ L1((1,∞), rp−1). In this article, we extend this result for q ∈ [0, p∗] and for the general sectorial

sets.

Theorem 1.6. For S ⊂ S
N−1 and a, b ∈ [0,∞] with a < b, let Ω = Ωa,b,S be the sectorial set as given

in (1.15) and let g̃ be the radial majorant of g ∈ L1
loc(Ω). For q ∈ (0,∞), let

X :=







L1((a, b), r
N

α(p,q)
−1

), p 6= N ;

L1
(

(a, b), rN−1
(

log
(

r
a

))

q

N
′

)

, p = N.

(i) N > p: For q ∈ (0, p∗], let g̃ ∈ X and in addition g̃ be strictly decreasing for q ∈ [P ∗(1), p∗].

Then g ∈ Hp,q(Ω).

(ii) N = p : For q ∈ (0, p], let g̃ ∈ X and a > 0. Then g ∈ Hp,q(Ω).
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(iii) N < p : For q ∈ (0, p], let g̃ ∈ X and 0 /∈ Ω. Then g ∈ Hp,q(Ω).

Furthermore, there exists C = C(N, p, q) > 0 so that
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g̃‖X

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

As the immediate consequences of the above theorem, for Ω as given in Theorem 1.6, we have the

well definedness of the Beppo-Levi space D1,p
0 (Ω) for N ≤ p. Recall, Br[x] is the closed ball centred

at x with the radius r.

Corollary 1.7. Let Ω = R
N \ Ba[0] with a > 0 if N = p and a = 0 if N < p. Then D1,p

0 (Ω) is

continuously embedded in W 1,p
loc (Ω), i.e., for every compact set K in Ω, there exists C = C(K, p) > 0

such that
∫

K

(|u(x)|p + |∇u(x)|p) dx ≤ C

∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω).

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 Hp,q(Ω). In [11], for N > p, q ∈ [p, p∗] and
N

α(p,q) < k ≤ N (equivalently, q ∈ (P ∗(k), p∗] if k ≤ p, and q ∈ [p, p∗] if k > p) Badiale-Tarantello

obtained the following cylindrical version of the C-K-N inequality for Ω = R
N and k ≥ 2:

∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|
N

α(p,q)

dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (1.17)

In [10, 11, 54], using the above inequality, it has been proved that, if r
N

α(p,q)φ(r) ∈ L∞((0,∞)), then

the cylindrical weights g(x) = φ(|y|) ∈ Hp,q(R
N ). 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 ⊂ S
k−1 and a, b ∈ [0,∞] with a < b, let

Ω = Ωa,b,S × R
N−k.

(i) Then |y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈

®

[p, p∗], k > p;

(P ∗(k), p∗], k ≤ p.

(ii) If 0 6∈ Ω1 and k < p, then |y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ [p, P ∗(k)].

Remark 1.9. (i) If a = 0 and b = ∞, then for |y|−s to be in Hp,q(Ω), it is necessary that s = N
α(p,q) ,

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|−s with s ≥ N
α(p,q) , and if b < ∞, then Theorem 1.8 holds for |y|−s with s ≤ N

α(p,q) .

Since |x|−s ≤ |y|−s, the restriction p ≤ q ≤ p∗ is also necessary for (1.17) (see also Remark 1.2).

(ii) In [40, Theorem 1.1], authors extended (1.17) by replacing |y| (which is the distance of x from

R
N−k) with distance function δE from general closed set E in R

N and also allow the case k = 1.

More precisely, for q ∈ [p, p∗], they have established
∫

RN

|u(x)|q

|δE(x)|
N

α(p,q)

dx ≤ C

Å∫

RN

|∇u|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

N ),

if and only if, the Assouad dimension of E is strictly less than Nq
p∗

. In particular, for E = R
N−k, the

Assouad dimension of E is N − k and δE(x) = |y| and hence, (1.17) holds if and only if N − k < Nq
p∗

.



ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES 9

Thus for (1.17) to hold, we must have q > P ∗(k) as given in part (i) of the above theorem. In part

(ii), we addresses the complementary case: q ∈ [p, P ∗(k)] for k < p on a sectorial set with a hole at

the origin.

(iii) For q ∈ (0, P ∗(k)], |y|
− N

α(p,q) is not locally integrable on any open set in R
k that contains the

origin. On the other hand, if Ω1 does not contain the origin and k < p, then the above theorem

ensures that |y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ [p, p∗]. In particular, by taking k = 1, S = {1}, a = 0, and

b = ∞, we obtain (1.17) for Ω = R
N
+ and for q ∈ [p, p∗].

The following corollary is immediate from the above theorem.

Corollary 1.10. Let Ω, q be as given in Theorem 1.8. Let g(x) = g1(y) be such that g̃1 ∈ L∞((a, b), r
N

α(p,q) ).

Then the same conclusions of Theorem 1.8 hold for g in place of |y|
− N

α(p,q) .

Next, we consider the case in which both g1 and g2 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, q)-Hardy potential.

Theorem 1.11. Let p ∈ (1, N) and let t ∈ [0, 1]. Let k > p if t > 0, and N − k > p if t < 1. Let Ω

and g be as given in (A).

(i) For s, t ∈ [0, 1] with st < 1, let (g1, g2) ∈ X1 × X2 := L
k

(k−p)st+p
, 1
st (Ω1) × L

1
st (Ω2). Then

g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q = (1− st)p.

(ii) For s, t ∈ [0, 1], let (g1, g2) ∈ X1 ×X2 := L
k

(1−s)tp
,∞

(Ω1) × L
N−k
(1−t)p

,∞
(Ω2). Then g ∈ Hp,q(Ω)

for q = (1− st)p+ stp∗.

Furthermore,
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g1‖X1

‖g2‖X2

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

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 q ∈ (0, p∗], we set

β(p, q) :=
p∗ −N ′p

p∗ −N ′q
.

Theorem 1.12. Let p ∈ (1, N) and k < N . For S ⊂ S
k−1 and a, b ∈ (0,∞] with a < b, let

Ω = Ωa,b,S × R
N−k and g be as given in (A). If k 6= p and

(g̃1, g̃2) ∈ X1 ×X2 :=















L1((a, b), r
(p−k)q

p
+k−1

)× L
p

p−q ((0,∞), rN−k−1), q ∈ (0, p);

Lβ(p,q)((a, b), rp−1)× L
β(p,q)

β(p,q)−1 ((0,∞)), q ∈ [p, P ∗(1));

L∞((a, b)) × L
α(p,q)

N ((0,∞)), q ∈ [P ∗(1), p∗] ,

then g ∈ Hp,q(Ω). Furthermore,
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g̃1‖X1

‖g̃2‖X2

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

where C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0.
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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 ∈ Hp,q(Ω) with g ≥ 0, let Bq(g) be the best constant in

(1.1). Then

1

Bq(g)
= inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p

(∫

Ω g|u|q
)

p
q

: u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω) \ {0}

}

= inf

ß∫

Ω
|∇u|p : u ∈ Ng

™

, (1.18)

where Ng =
¶

u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω) :

∫

Ω g|u|q = 1
©

. If 1
Bq(g)

is attained for some u ∈ Ng, then one can verify

that for q > 1, u satisfies the following equation:
∫

Ω
|∇u|p−2∇u · ∇v =

1

Bq(g)

∫

Ω
g|u|q−2uv, ∀ v ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω).

In other words, for λ = 1
Bq(g)

, u solves the following nonlinear partial differential equation weakly:

−∆pu = λg(x)|u|q−2u, u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω), (1.19)

where ∆p is the p-Laplace operator defined as ∆pu = div(|∇u|p−2∇u). Observe that, for q 6= p,

v = (λBq(g))
− 1

q−pu solves the above equation for any λ > 0. For q = p, (1.19) is a nonlinear

eigenvalue problem and a non-zero solution exists only for certain λ 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 q = p. One of the sufficient conditions that

ensure the best constant Bq(g) is attained in D1,p
0 (Ω) is the compactness of the following map:

Gq(u) :=

∫

Ω
g|u|q, u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω).

Indeed, for g ∈ Hp,q(Ω), from (1.1) it is clear that Gq is continuous.

For q = p, in the context of studying weighted eigenvalue problems, many authors considered g in

various Lebesgue and Lorentz spaces so that the map Gq is compact. For example, for g ∈ Lγ(Ω),

see [46] (N > p = 2, γ > N
2 ), [3] (N > p = 2, γ = N

2 ), [4, 58] (N > p, γ = N
p
). For g ∈ L

N
p
,γ(Ω), see

[61] (N > p = 2,γ < ∞), [9] (N > p = 2, γ = ∞), [5] (N = p = 2). In [8], the authors obtained the

compactness of Gp for g dominated by a certain radial function. For q 6= p, there are few results where

the compactness of Gq is proved. For example, for p ∈ (1, N) and q ∈ (0, p∗), g ∈ L∞(Ω)∩Lα(p,q)(Ω)

[63], for q ∈ [2, 2∗), g ∈ Lα(2,q),γ(Ω) with 1 ≤ γ < ∞ [61] and g in the closure of C∞
c (Ω) in Lα(2,q),∞(Ω)

[9]. In this article, we state certain general assumptions on g that ensures the compactness of Gq and

unify all the above compactness results.

For i = 1, 2, let Xi(Ωi) be Banach (function) space containing C∞
c (Ωi). We define FXi

:= C∞
c (Ωi)

Xi
.

Theorem 1.13. Let Ω and g be as given in (A) and (B) and let g ≥ 0. For i = 1, 2, let gi ∈ FXi

and the following inequality holds:

∫

Ω
g(x)|u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g1‖X1

‖g2‖X2

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (1.20)
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Then the map Gq =
∫

Ω g|u|q is compact on D1,p
0 (Ω) for q ∈ (0, δ), where δ = p∗ (if N > p), and

δ = ∞ (if N ≤ p). Moreover, for q ∈ (1, δ), (1.19) admits a non-negative solution in D1,p
0 (Ω).

Remark 1.14. (i) For q < p, C∞
c (Ωi) is dense in the function spaces Xi as considered in Theorem

1.3 and Theorem 1.11. Thus by the above theorem, for gi ∈ Xi, the map Gq is compact. For q ≥ p,

the map Gq is compact for gi in FXi
-a proper closed subspace of the respective space Xi. 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,∞).

(ii) Since C∞
c ((a, b)) is dense in X given in Theorem 1.6, for g̃ ∈ X using Theorem 1.13 the map

Gq is compact. For q ∈ (0, P ∗(1)), C∞
c ((a, b)) is dense in Xi given in Theorem 1.12, and hence for

(g̃1, g̃2) ∈ X1 ×X2, Gq is compact.

(iii) Some of the non-compact cases for p = q 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 Hp,q(Ω) 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
0 = ∞.

• ωN := π
N
2

Γ(N
2
+1)

is the measure of a unit ball in R
N .

• For q ∈ [1,∞], q′ denote the conjugate of q, i.e., 1
q
+ 1

q′
= 1.

• For a, b, c ∈ [1,∞] we say (a, b, c) is a conjugate triple, if 1
a
+ 1

b
+ 1

c
= 1, and we say (a, b) is

a conjugate pair if (a, b,∞) is a conjugate triple.

• If a ∈ [0, 1] and b ∈ [1,∞), then ( 1
a
, 1
1−a

) and (b, b
b−1) are conjugate pairs. If a, b ∈ [0, 1], then

( 1
a
, 1
b
, 1
1−a−b

) is a conjugate triple.

• For u : RN 7→ R and z ∈ R
N−k, the z-section of u is denoted by uz i.e., uz(y) = u(y, z)

∀ y ∈ R
k. Similarly, the y-section of u is denoted by uy i.e., uy(z) = u(y, z),∀ z ∈ R

N−k.

• For u ∈ C1(RN ) and z ∈ R
N−k, ∇yu(y, z) := ∇yuz(y) =

Ä

∂uz

∂x1
, ∂uz

∂x2
, ..., ∂uz

∂xk

ä

.

2.1. Symmetrization. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be an open set and M(Ω) be the set of all extended real

valued Lebesgue measurable functions that are finite a.e. in Ω. Given a function f ∈ M(Ω) and

for s > 0, we define Ef (s) = {x ∈ Ω : |f(x)| > s}. The distribution function µf of f is defined as

µf (s) = |Ef (s)|, where | · | denotes the Lebesgue measure in R
N . We define the one dimensional

decreasing rearrangement f∗ of f as

f∗(t) = inf{s > 0 : µf (s) < t}, for t > 0.
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The map f 7→ f∗ is not sub-additive. However, we obtain a sub-additive function from f∗, namely

the maximal function f∗∗ of f∗, defined by

f∗∗(t) =
1

t

∫ t

0
f∗(τ) dτ, t > 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 R
+ ∪ {0}. Let f(x) := g(|x|)

for x ∈ R
N . Then for s ∈ Range(g),

Ef (s) =
¶

x ∈ R
N : g(|x|) > s

©

=
¶

x ∈ R
N : |x| < g−1(s)

©

,

and µf (s) = ωN (g−1(s))N . Hence for t > 0,

f∗(t) = inf {s > 0 : µf (s) ≤ t} = inf {s ∈ (inf g, sup g) : µf (s) ≤ t}

≤ inf
¶

s ∈ Range(g) : ωN(g−1(s))N ≤ t
©

= inf

ß

s ∈ Range(g) : s ≥ g

Å

ω
− 1

N

N t
1
N

ã™

= g

Å

ω
− 1

N

N t
1
N

ã

.

Further, notice that if g is onto, then we have f∗(t) = g(ω
− 1

N

N t
1
N ).

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
∫

Ω
f(x)g(x) dx ≤

∫ |Ω|

0
f∗(t)g∗(t) dt.

(b) Pólya-Szegö inequality: Let u ∈ D1,p
0 (RN ). Then

Npω
p
N

N

∫ ∞

0
sp−

p
N |u∗′(s)|p ds ≤

∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p dx.

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

Proposition 2.3. Let q ≥ 1. Then, for any measurable function f : RN 7→ R the following inequality

holds
∫ ∞

0
f∗(t)q dtq ≤

Å∫ ∞

0
f∗(t) dt

ãq

.

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 Ω be an open set in R
N and f ∈ M(Ω). For (p, q) ∈ (0,∞)× (0,∞] we consider the following

quantity:

|f |p,q :=
∥

∥

∥
t
1
p
− 1

q f∗(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lq((0,∞))
=















Å∫ ∞

0

(

t
1
p
− 1

q f∗(t)
)q

dt

ã
1
q

, q < ∞;

sup
t>0

t
1
p f∗(t), q = ∞.

(2.1)



ADMISSIBLE FUNCTION SPACES FOR WEIGHTED SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES 13

The Lorentz space Lp,q(Ω) is defined as

Lp,q(Ω) := {f ∈ M(Ω) : |f |p,q < ∞} ,

where |f |p,q is a complete quasi norm on Lp,q(Ω). For (p, q) ∈ (1,∞] × (0,∞],

‖f‖p,q :=
∥

∥

∥
t
1
p
− 1

q f∗∗(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lq((0,|Ω|))

is a norm on Lp,q(Ω) and it is equivalent to |f |p,q [22, Lemma 3.4.6]. Note that Lp,p(Ω) = Lp(Ω) for

p ∈ (0,∞) and Lp,∞(Ω) coincides with the weak-Lp space := {f ∈ M(Ω) : sup
s>0

s(αf (s))
1
p < ∞}.

Remark 2.4. For 0 < s < p and f ∈ Lp,∞(RN ), we consider the following quantity:

|||f |||p,∞ := sup
{E⊂RN ,|E|<∞}

|E|
1
p
− 1

s

Å∫

E

|f(x)|s dx

ã
1
s

.

Then ‖f‖p,∞ ≤ |||f |||p,∞ ≤
Ä

p
p−s

ä
1
s ‖f‖p,∞ (see [19, Theorem 5.18]).

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

Proposition 2.5. Let p, q, p̃, q̃ ∈ [1,∞].

(i) For α > 0, ‖|f |α‖ p
α
,
q
α
= ‖f‖αp,q.

(ii) Generalized Hölder inequality: Let f ∈ Lp1,q1(Ω) and g ∈ Lp2,q2(Ω), where (pi, qi) ∈ (1,∞) ×

[1,∞] for i = 1, 2. If (p, q) be such that 1
p
= 1

p1
+ 1

p2
and 1

q
= 1

q1
+ 1

q2
, then

‖fg‖p,q ≤ C‖f‖p1,q1‖g‖p2,q2 ,

where C = C(p) > 0 is a constant such that C = 1, if p = 1 and C = p′, if p > 1.

(iii) If q ≤ q̃, then Lp,q(Ω) →֒ Lp,q̃(Ω), i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖f‖p,q̃ ≤ C‖f‖p,q, ∀ f ∈ Lp,q(Ω). (2.2)

(iv) If p̃ < p, then Lp,q(Ω) →֒ Lp̃,q̃
loc(Ω).

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]. �

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 Ω ⊂ R
N be

a bounded open set and let l1(t) = log(e|Ω|
t
). Given a function f ∈ M(Ω) and for (p, q, α) ∈

(0,∞] × (0,∞] × R, we consider the following quantity:

|f |p,q,α :=
∥

∥

∥
t
1
p
− 1

q l1(t)
αf∗(t)

∥

∥

∥

Lq((0,|Ω|))
=



















Ç

∫ |Ω|

0

(

t
1
p
− 1

q l1(t)
αf∗(t)

)q

dt

å
1
q

, 0 < q < ∞;

sup
0<t<|Ω|

t
1
p l1(t)

αf∗(t), q = ∞.

Then the Lorentz-Zygmund space Lp,q;α(Ω) is defined as

Lp,q;α(Ω) := {f ∈ M(Ω) : |f |p,q,α < ∞} ,
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where |f |(p,q;α) is the quasi norm on Lp,q;α(Ω), and for (p, q, α) ∈ (1,∞) × [1,∞] ×R,

‖f‖p,q,α =
∥

∥

∥
t
1
p
− 1

q l1(t)
αf∗∗(t)

∥

∥

∥

Lq((0,|Ω|))
(2.3)

is a norm in Lp,q;α(Ω) equivalent to |f |p,q,α [12, Corollary 8.2]. In the following proposition we list

some important properties of the Lorentz-Zygmund spaces.

Proposition 2.6. Let p, q, q̃ ∈ [1,∞] and α, β ∈ (−∞,∞).

(i) Let p, q ∈ (1,∞], α ∈ R, and γ > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that ‖|f |γ‖ p
γ
,
q
γ
,αγ ≤

C‖f‖γp,q,α, ∀ f ∈ Lp,q;α(Ω).

(ii) If p̃ > p, then Lp̃,q̃;β(Ω) →֒ Lp,q;α(Ω), i.e., there exists C > 0 such that

‖f‖p,q,α ≤ C‖f‖p̃,q̃,β, ∀ f ∈ Lp,q;α(Ω).

(iii) If either q ≤ q̃ and α ≥ β or, q > q̃ and α+ 1
q
> β + 1

q̃
, then Lp,q;α(Ω) →֒ Lp,q̃;β(Ω).

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

(ii) and (iii) Proof follows using [12, Theorem 9.1 and Theorem 9.3]. �

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−d, t ∈ (0,∞) and f(x) = g(|x|), x ∈ R
N . Since

g is strictly decreasing and onto, by Remark 2.1, f∗(t) = g(ω
− 1

N

N t
1
N ) = (ωN

t
)

d
N . Consequently,

f∗∗(t) =
1

t

∫ t

0

(ωN

s

)
d
N

ds =
N

N − d

(ωN

t

)
d
N

.

Therefore, f ∈ L
N
d
,∞(RN ) and ‖f‖N

d
,∞ =

Nω
d
N

N

N − d
.

(ii) Consider g(t) = t−N (log(e(R
t
)N ))−N , t ∈ (0, R1) with R1 = Re

1−N
N and f(x) = g(|x|), x ∈

BR1(0). One can verify that g is strictly decreasing and onto. Then using Remark 2.1, we obtain

f∗(t) =
ωN

t

Ç

log

Ç

e
ωNRN

t

åå−N

≤
ωN

t

Ç

log

Ç

e
ωNRN

1

t

åå−N

.

Hence

|f |1,∞;N = sup
0<t<|BR1

(0)|
t

Å

log

Å

e
|BR1(0)|

t

ããN

f∗(t) ≤ ωN .

Therefore, f ∈ L1,∞;N(BR1(0)).

3. The space Hp,q(Ω)

In this section, we provide various methods for constructing functions in Hp,q(Ω). We also discuss

some properties and inclusion relations of the function space Hp,q(Ω), which will be used frequently

in the subsequent sections.

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω be an open set in R
N with N ≥ 1. For t ∈ [0, 1], define gt(x) = |g1(x)|

t|g2(x)|
1−t.

(i) For q1, q2 ∈ (0,∞), let g1 ∈ Hp,q1(Ω) and g2 ∈ Hp,q2(Ω). Then gt ∈ Hp,q(Ω) with q =

tq1 + (1− t)q2.
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(ii) Let g1 ∈ Hp,p(Ω) and g2 ∈ L1(Ω). Then for t ∈ (0, 1], gt ∈ Hp,q(Ω) with q = tp.

Proof. (i) For t ∈ [0, 1], let q = tq1 + (1 − t)q2. For t = 0, 1, clearly, gt ∈ Hp,q(Ω). For t ∈ (0, 1), for

u ∈ C1
c (Ω), we use the Hölder’s inequality to the conjugate pair (1

t
, 1
1−t

) and (1.1) for g1 and g2 to

obtain the following inequalities:
∫

Ω
|gt(x)||u(x)|

q dx =

∫

Ω
|g1(x)|

t|g2(x)|
1−t|u(x)|tq1 |u(x)|(1−t)q2 dx

≤

Å∫

Ω
|g1(x)||u(x)|

q1 dx

ãt Å∫

Ω
|g2(x)||u(x)|

q2 dx

ã1−t

≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ãt
q1
p
Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã(1−t)
q2
p

= C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

.

(ii) For t ∈ (0, 1], let q = tp. For t = 1, clearly gt = |g1| ∈ Hp,p(Ω). Let t ∈ (0, 1). For u ∈ C1
c (Ω), we

use the Hölder’s inequality and (1.1) for g1 to obtain the following:
∫

Ω
|gt(x)||u(x)|

q dx =

∫

Ω
|g1(x)|

t|g2(x)|
1−t|u(x)|tp dx

≤

Å∫

Ω
|g1(x)||u(x)|

p dx

ãt Å∫

Ω
|g2(x)|dx

ã1−t

≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

.

�

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

Hp,q1(Ω) ∩Hp,q2(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω), ∀ q ∈ [q1, q2]. (3.1)

In particular,

Hp,q(Ω) ⊃

®

Hp,p(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), q ∈ [p, p∗];

Hp,p(Ω) ∩ L1(Ω), q ∈ (0, p].
(3.2)

(ii) By the Sobolev inequality, 1 ∈ Hp,p∗(Ω). Thus by Proposition 3.1, for g1 ∈ Hp,p(Ω) we get

g(x) = |g1(x)|
p∗−q
p∗−p ∈ Hp,q(Ω), for q ∈ [p, p∗].

Proposition 3.3. Let Ω and g be as given in (A). For q ∈ (0, p], let g1 ∈ Hp,q(Ω1) and g2 ∈

L
p

p−q (Ω2). Then g(x) = g1(y)g2(z) ∈ Hp,q(Ω).

Proof. Let q ∈ (0, p] and u ∈ C1
c (Ω). Since g1 ∈ Hp,q(Ω1) and |∇yu(y, z)| ≤ |∇u(y, z)|, we easily

obtain
∫

Ω
|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(y, z)|

q dydz ≤ C

∫

Ω2

|g2(z)|

Å∫

Ω1

|∇yu(y, z)|
p dy

ã
q
p

dz

≤ C

∫

Ω2

|g2(z)|

Å∫

Ω1

|∇u(y, z)|p dy

ã
q
p

dz ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(y, z)|p dydz

ã
q
p

‖g2‖ p
p−q

, (3.3)

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

f(z) := (
∫

Ω1
|∇u(y, z)|p dy)

q
p . Thus g ∈ Hp,q(Ω). �

Remark 3.4. Let q ∈ (0, p], and Ω2 be bounded if q < p. Then g2 = 1 ∈ L
p

p−q (Ω2) for every

q ∈ (0, p]. For q ∈ (0, p] and g1 ∈ Hp,q(Ω1), define g(x) = g1(y). Then by the above proposition,

g ∈ Hp,q(Ω).
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For Ω = Ω1 ×Ω2 with Ω ⊂ R
k and Ω2 ⊂ R

N−k, and for u ∈ C1
c (Ω), uz : Ω2 → R is the z-section of

u, defined as uz(y) := u(y, z). In the following proposition, we provide a sufficient condition for g to

be in Hp,q(Ω) on certain symmetric domains.

Proposition 3.5. Let p ∈ (1, N) and 1 ≤ k ≤ N . For S ⊂ S
k−1 and a, b ∈ (0,∞], let Ω =

Ωa,b,S ×R
N−k, g be as given in (A). Assume that

(i) g̃1 ∈ X1 := L1((a, b), rk−1h(r)), for some measurable function h : (a, b) 7→ (0,∞), and

(ii) for some δ > 0 and γ ≥ 0 with 0 < γ + δ ≤ 1,

g̃2 ∈ X2 :=

®

L
1

1−(γ+δ) ((0,∞), rN−k−1), for γ + δ < 1;

L∞((0,∞)), for γ + δ = 1.

(iii) C = C(k, p, q) > 0 be such that for each z ∈ R
N−k, r ∈ (a, b), ω ∈ S, the following inequality

holds:

|uz(rω)|
q ≤ Ch(r)

Ç

∫ b

a

τk−1|uz(τω)|
p∗ dτ

åγ Ç∫ b

a

τk−1|∇yuz(τω)|
p dτ

åδ

, (3.4)

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

Then g = |g1g2| ∈ Hp,q(Ω) with q = δp+ γp∗, and

∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g̃1‖X1

‖g̃2‖X2

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

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

Proof. We consider two cases separately.

γ + δ ∈ (0, 1): Let γ > 0. By noting that ( 1
γ
, 1
δ
, 1
1−γ−δ

) is a conjugate triple, we integrate both sides

of (3.4) over S and apply the generalized Hölder’s inequality to get
∫

S

|uz(rω)|
q dS ≤ Ch(r)

Å∫

S

dS

ã1−δ−γ
Ç

∫

S

∫ b

a

τk−1|uz(τω)|
p∗ dτdS

åγ

Ç

∫

S

∫ b

a

τk−1|∇yuz(τω)|
p dτdS

åδ

. (3.5)

Multiply the above inequality by rk−1g̃1(r) and integrate over (a, b) to get
∫

Ωa,b,S

g̃1(|y|)|uz(y)|
q dy ≤ C

Ç

∫ b

a

g̃1(r)r
k−1h(r) dr

åÇ

∫

Ωa,b,S

|uz(y)|
p∗dy

åγ

Ç

∫

Ωa,b,S

|∇yuz(y)|
p dy

åδ

,

where C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0. Now multiply both sides by g̃2(|z|), integrate over RN−k and then apply

the Hölder’s inequality, so that the above inequality and the Fubini’s theorem gives
∫

Ω
g̃1(|y|)g̃2(|z|)|u(y, z)|

q dx ≤ C

Å∫

RN−k

g̃2(|z|)
1

1−(γ+δ) dz

ã1−(γ+δ)
Ç

∫ b

a

g̃1(r)r
k−1h(r) dr

å

Å∫

Ω
|u(y, z)|p

∗
dx

ãγ Å∫

Ω
|∇yu(y, z)|

p dx

ãδ

.
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Further, using the embedding of D1,p
0 (Ω) into Lp∗(Ω),

∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C

Å∫ ∞

0
g̃2(r)

1
1−(γ+δ) rN−k−1 dr

ã1−(γ+δ)
Ç

∫ b

a

g̃1(r)r
k−1h(r) dr

å

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ãδ+γ
p∗

p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

Therefore, g ∈ Hp,q(Ω). For γ = 0, by noting that (∞, 1
δ
, 1
1−δ

) is a conjugate triple, from the above

calculations we also obtain g ∈ Hp,q(Ω).

γ + δ = 1: In this case we have g̃2 ∈ L∞((0,∞)) and ( 1
γ
, 1
δ
,∞) is a conjugate triple. Then proof

follows along the same lines except that in (3.5) (there is no term with the exponent 1− δ − γ). �

The following proposition is analogous to Proposition 3.5, where we exchange the roll of g1 and g2.

Proposition 3.6. Let p ∈ (1, N) and 1 ≤ k ≤ N . For S ⊂ S
k−1 and a, b ∈ (0,∞], let Ω =

Ωa,b,S ×R
N−k, g be as given in (A). Assume that

(i) for some δ > 0 and γ ≥ 0 with 0 < γ + δ ≤ 1,

g̃1 ∈ X1 :=

®

L
1

1−(γ+δ) ((a, b), rk−1), for γ + δ < 1;

L∞((a, b)), for γ + δ = 1,

and g̃2 ∈ X2 := L1((0,∞), rN−k−1h(r)), for some measurable function h : (0,∞) 7→ (0,∞).

(ii) C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0 be such that for each y ∈ Ωa,b,S and (r, ω) ∈ (0,∞) × S
N−k−1 the

following inequality holds:

|uy(rω)|
q ≤ Ch(r)

Å∫ ∞

0
τN−k−1|uy(τω)|

p∗dτ

ãγ Å∫ ∞

0
τN−k−1|∇zuy(τω)|

p dτ

ãδ

,

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

Then g = |g1g2| ∈ Hp,q(Ω) with q = δp+ γp∗, and
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g̃1‖X1

‖g̃2‖X2

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

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 Hp,q(Ω). This section contains the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6. The well-

definedness of D1,p
0 (Ω) 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 q ∈ (0, p∗] (if N > p), q ∈ (0,∞) (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

∫ |Ω|

0
g∗(τ)u∗(τ)q dτ ≤ C‖g‖X

Ç

∫ |Ω|

0
τp−

p
N |u∗′(τ)|p dτ

å

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).
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Now using the Hardy-Littlewood and Pólya-Szegö inequality (Proposition 2.2), we conclude that

g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) and

∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g‖X

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

(iii) Let N < p, q ∈ (0,∞), Ω be an one-sided bounded domain and g ∈ L1(Ω). Then
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ ‖u‖q

L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω
|g(x)|dx, ∀u ∈ C1

c (Ω).

Now using the embedding D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) (for N < p), g ∈ Hp,q(Ω). �

Remark 4.1. (i) Let N > p. Notice that, α(p, q) ≤ p
p−q

, for q ∈ (0, p), and α(p, q) ≤ ∞, for q ∈

[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 Hp,q(Ω):

Lα(p,q)(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω), for q ∈ (0, p∗].

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

Hp,q(Ω) ⊃

®

Lα(p,q),s(Ω), for q ∈ (0, p), s ∈
î

1, p
p−q

ó

;

Lα(p,q),s(Ω), for q ∈ [p, p∗], s ∈ [1,∞].

(iii) If Ω is a bounded domain and q ∈ (0, p∗], then we have

Lr,s(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω), r ∈ [α(p, q),∞], s ∈ [1,∞].

In particular, Lr(Ω) ⊂ Hp,q(Ω) for r ∈ [α(p, q),∞].

Now we identify various weighted Lebesgue spaces in Hp,q(Ω). Recall that, for S ⊂ S
N−1 and

a, b ∈ [0,∞] with a < b, we set Ωa,b,S = int
Ä

{x ∈ RN : a ≤ |x| < b, x
|x| ∈ S if x 6= 0}

ä

.

Proof of Theorem 1.6: (i) Let Ω = Ωa,b,S and u ∈ C1
c (Ω). For τ ∈ (a, b) and ω ∈ S, using the

polar decomposition we define ϕ(τ) = u(τω). We consider three separate cases.

q ∈ (0, p): Using the fundamental theorem of integration, we write

ϕ(r) = −

∫ b

r

ϕ′(τ) dτ = −

∫ b

r

ϕ′(τ)τ
N−1

p τ
1−N

p dτ.

By the Hölder’s inequality,

|ϕ(r)| ≤

Ç

∫ b

r

τ
1−N
p−1 dτ

å
1
p′
Ç

∫ b

r

τN−1|ϕ′(τ)|p dτ

å
1
p

.

The above inequality yields

|ϕ(r)|q ≤

Å

p− 1

N − p

ã
q

p′

r
(p−N)q

p

Ç

∫ b

r

τN−1|ϕ′(τ)|p dτ

å
q
p

.

Set C =
Ä

p−1
N−p

ä
q

p′ . Now ϕ′(τ) = ∇u(τω) · ω. Hence for each ω ∈ S,

|u(rω)|q ≤ Cr
(p−N)q

p

Ç

∫ b

a

τN−1|∇u(τω)|p dτ

å
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (4.1)
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Thus for q ∈ (0, p) and g̃ ∈ L1((a, b), r
N

α(p,q)
−1

), by taking γ = 0, δ = q
p
, and h(r) = r

(p−N)q
p one can

verify that all the assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ (0, p).

q ∈ [p, P ∗(1)): In this case, for q ≥ p using the fundamental theorem of integration,

|ϕ(r)|q = −

∫ b

r

d

dτ
|ϕ(τ)|q dτ = −q

∫ b

r

|ϕ(τ)|q−1ϕ′(τ) dτ

= −q

∫ b

r

|ϕ(τ)|q−1ϕ′(τ)τ
N−1

p τ
1−N

p dτ.

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

|ϕ(r)|q ≤ q

Ç

∫ b

r

τdp1 dτ

å
1
p1

Ç

∫ b

r

τN−1|ϕ(τ)|(q−1)p2 dτ

å
1
p2

Ç

∫ b

r

τN−1|ϕ′(τ)|p dτ

å
1
p

, (4.2)

where (p, p1, p2) is a conjugate triple and d = (1 − N)(1
p
+ 1

p2
). We set p2 = p∗

q−1 and hence p1 =
Np

N(p−q)+qp−p
. Now the first integral of (4.2) can be estimated as

∫ b

r

τdp1 dτ ≤ −
rdp1+1

dp1 + 1
,

where dp1 + 1 = qp1(p−N)
p

< 0. Set C = − 1
dp1+1 . Thus for each ω ∈ S, (4.2) yields

|u(rω)|q ≤ Cqr
q(p−N)

p

Ç

∫ b

a

τN−1|u(τω)|p
∗
dτ

å
1
p2

Ç

∫ b

a

τN−1|∇u(τω)|p dτ

å
1
p

, (4.3)

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). For q ∈ [p, P ∗(1)) and g̃ ∈ L1((a, b), r

N
α(p,q)

−1
), by taking γ = 1

p2
, δ = 1

p
, and h(r) =

r
q(p−N)

p , one can verify that all the assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g ∈ Hp,q(Ω)

for q ∈ [p, P ∗(1)).

q ∈ [P ∗(1), p∗]: Let g̃ be strictly decreasing. Then for u ∈ C∞
c (Ω), using the Hardy-Littlewood

inequality (Proposition 2.2) and Remark 2.1, we get
∫

Ω
g̃(|x|)|u(x)|q dx ≤

∫ |Ω|

0
g̃(ω

− 1
N

N r
1
N )u∗(r)q dr. (4.4)

For u ∈ C∞
c (Ω), by Pólya-Szegö inequality (Proposition 2.2) u∗ ∈ W 1,p((0, |Ω|)) and hence u∗ is

absolutely continuous. Thus using the fundamental theorem of integration, we write

u∗(r)q = −q

∫ ∞

r

u∗(τ)q−1u∗′(τ) dτ = −q

∫ ∞

r

u∗(τ)q−1u∗′(τ)τ
N−1
N τ

1−N
N dτ.

Therefore, by the Hölder’s inequality,

u∗(r)q ≤ q

Å∫ ∞

r

τ
1−N
N

p′u∗(τ)(q−1)p′ dτ

ã
1
p′
Å∫ ∞

r

τ
N−1
N

p|u∗′(τ)|p dτ

ã
1
p

. (4.5)

Notice that, for q ≥ P ∗(1), (q−1)p′

p∗
≥ 1 and also 1−N

N
− q−1

p∗
+ 1

p′
= 1

α(p,q) − 1. Now we estimate the

first integral of (4.5) using Proposition 2.3 as shown below:

p∗

(q − 1)p′

∫ ∞

r

τ
1−N
N

p′
Ä

u∗(τ)p
∗ä

(q−1)p′

p∗ dτ =

∫ ∞

r

τ
1−N
N

p′− (q−1)p′

p∗
+1

(u∗(τ)p
∗

)
(q−1)p′

p∗ d

Å

τ
(q−1)p′

p∗

ã

≤ r
1−N
N

p′− (q−1)p′

p∗
+1
∫ ∞

r

(u∗(τ)p
∗

)
(q−1)p′

p∗ dτ
(q−1)p′

p∗ ≤ r
( 1
α(p,q)

−1)p′
Å∫ ∞

0
u∗(τ)p

∗

dτ

ã

(q−1)p′

p∗

.
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Hence using (4.5) we obtain

u∗(r)q ≤ Cr
1

α(p,q)
−1
Å∫ ∞

0
u∗(τ)p

∗

dτ

ã

q−1
p∗
Å∫ ∞

r

τ
N−1
N

p|u∗′(τ)|p dτ

ã
1
p

,

where C = C(N, p, q) > 0. Next multiply the above inequality by g̃(ω
− 1

N

N r
1
N ) and integrate over

(0,∞) to get
∫ ∞

0
g̃(ω

− 1
N

N r
1
N )u∗(r)q dr ≤

C

Nω
1
N

N

Å∫ ∞

0
g̃(ω

− 1
N

N r
1
N )r

1
α(p,q)

−1
dr

ã

×

Å∫ ∞

0
u∗(τ)p

∗

dτ

ã
q−1
p∗
Å∫ ∞

r

τ
N−1
N

p|u∗′(τ)|p dτ

ã
1
p

.

By change of variable,
∫ ∞

0
g̃(ω

− 1
N

N r
1
N )r

1
α(p,q)

−1
dr = ω

1
N
+ 1

α(p,q)
−1

N

∫ ∞

0
τ

N
α(p,q)

−1
g̃(τ) dτ.

Therefore, using the Pólya-Szegö inequality (Proposition 2.2) and (4.4), we obtain that

∫

Ω
g̃(|x|)|u(x)|q dx ≤ C

Å∫ ∞

0
r

N
α(p,q)

−1
g̃(r) dr

ãÅ∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

∗
dx

ã
q−1
p∗
Å∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
1
p

,

for some C = C(N, p, q) > 0. Further, the embedding D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp∗(Ω) gives

∫

Ω
g̃(|x|)|u(x)|q dx ≤ C

Å∫ ∞

0
r

N
α(p,q)

−1
g̃(r) dr

ãÅ∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C∞
c (Ω).

Therefore, g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ [P ∗(1), p∗].

(ii) and (iii): Let Ω = Ωa,b,S with a > 0 if N = p and a ≥ 0 if N < p. For τ ∈ (a, b) and ω ∈ S, we

define ϕ(τ) = u(τω). Then we express

ϕ(r) =

∫ r

a

ϕ′(τ) dτ =

∫ r

a

ϕ′(τ)τ
N−1

p τ
1−N

p dτ .

Thus,

|ϕ(r)| ≤

Å∫ r

a

τ
1−N
p−1 dτ

ã
1
p′
Å∫ r

a

τN−1|ϕ′(τ)|p dτ

ã
1
p

,

and for each ω ∈ S,

|u(rω)|q ≤























Å

p− 1

p−N

ã
q

p′

r
(p−N)q

p

Ç

∫ b

a

τN−1|∇u(τω)|p dτ

å
q
p

, if N < p;

(

log
( r

a

))
q

p′

Ç

∫ b

a

τN−1|∇u(τω)|p dτ

å
q
p

, if N = p,

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). Clearly, by taking h(r) = r

(p−N)q
p (if N < p),

(

log
(

r
a

))
q

p′ (if N = p), γ = 0, and δ = q
p
,

all the assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ (0, p]. �

Remark 4.2. (i) Suppose Ω0 ⊂ Ba[x0]
c for some x0 ∈ R

N where a > 0 for N = p, and a = 0 for

N < p. Let g0 ∈ L1
loc(Ω0). Take Ω = −x0 + Ω0 and g(x) = g0(x + x0) for x ∈ Ω. Now, if the zero

extension of g to Ba[0]
c satisfies one of the assumptions of the above theorem, then it is easy to see

that g0 ∈ Hp,q(Ω0).
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(ii) For a measurable function h : Ωa,b,S 7→ R with h̃(r) ≤ g̃(r), ∀ r ∈ (a, b), where g̃ : (a, b) 7→ R as

in Theorem 1.6, we get h ∈ Hp,q(Ωa,b,S). In this way, for q ∈ [P ∗(1), p∗], we can relax the strictly

monotonicity (decreasing) of h̃.

Proof of Corollary 1.7: Let N ≤ p and Ω = R
N \Ba[0]. We choose

w(r) :=







Ä

rN+1 log( r
a
)(N−1)

ä−1
, for N = p, a > 0;

(1 + r)−(p+1), for N < p, a = 0.

It is easy to see that w ∈ L1((a,∞), (r log( r
a
))N−1) (if N = p) and w ∈ L1((0,∞), rp−1) (if N < p).

Therefore, by Theorem 1.6,

∫

K

|u(x)|p dx ≤

Ñ

1

inf
x∈K

w(|x|)

é

∫

Ω
w(|x|)|u(x)|p dx ≤ C

∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω),

where K ⊂ Ω is compact and C = C(N, p,K) > 0. Further, |∇u| ∈ Lp(Ω) for u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω). Hence

from the above inequality we get D1,p
0 (Ω) ⊂ W 1,p

loc (Ω), and
∫

K

(|u(x)|p + |∇u(x)|p) dx ≤ C

∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω),

where C = C(N, p,K) > 0. �

5. The cylindrical (p, q)-Hardy potentials

In this section, we identify product of functions from certain Lorentz spaces and weighted Lebesgue

spaces in Hp,q(Ω1×Ω2), where Ω1 ⊂ R
k and Ω2 ⊂ R

N−k. This section contains the proof of Theorem

1.8, Theorem 1.11, and Theorem 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.8: For S ⊂ S
k−1, let Ω1 = Ωa,b,S, and Ω, g be as in (A). For u ∈ C1

c (Ω), as

before, we let uz(y) = u(y, z), ∀ y ∈ Ωa,b,S . For a fixed ω ∈ S, define ϕ(r) = uz(rω) for r ∈ (a, b) and

ϕ(r) = 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ a and 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 q > 1 and r ∈ (a, b), we can write

|ϕ(r)|q = −

∫ ∞

1

d

dλ
|ϕ(λr)|q dλ = −q

∫ ∞

1
|ϕ(λr)|q−1ϕ′(λr)r dλ.

Now ϕ′(r) = ∇yuz(rω) · ω. Thus for each ω ∈ S and z ∈ R
N−k,

|uz(rω)|
q = −q

∫ ∞

1
|uz(λrω)|

q−1∇yuz(λrω) · ωr dλ.

Next we multiply both sides of the above inequality by rk−1−s and integrate over Ω2 × S × (a, b) to

obtain
∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx ≤ q

∫ ∞

1
dλ

∫

Ω2

dz

∫

S

dS

∫ b

a

rk−1−s|u(λrω, z)|q−1|∇yu(λrω, z)|r dr

= q

∫ ∞

1
dλ

∫

Ω2

dz

∫

S

dS

∫ λb

λa

(ρ

λ

)k−s

|u(ρω, z)|q−1|∇yu(ρω, z)|
dρ

λ

≤ q

∫ ∞

1

dλ

λk+1−s

∫

Ω2

dz

∫

S

dS

∫ b

a

ρk−s|u(ρω, z)|q−1|∇yu(ρω, z)|dρ,
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where the last inequality holds since λ > 1 and u(rω, z) = 0 for r ≥ b. Observe that,
∫ ∞

1

dλ

λk+1−s
< ∞ ⇐⇒ s < k ⇐⇒

N(p − q) + qp

p
< k ⇐⇒ q >

p(N − k)

N − p
= P ∗(k). (5.1)

Thus for q > P ∗(k) and s = N
α(p,q) , we get

∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx ≤ C

∫

Ω

1

|y|s−1
|u(y, z)|q−1|∇u(y, z)|dx. (5.2)

Next we estimate the right hand side of (5.2) for q ∈ [p, P ∗(1)] i.e., for s ∈ [1, p]. If s ∈ (1, p), then

one can verify that ( s
s−1 ,

sp
p−s

, p) is a conjugate triple and

(q

s
− 1
) sp

p− s
= p

q − N
α(p,q)

p− N
α(p,q)

= p
Nq −Np

p2 −Np+Nq − pq
=

Np

N − p
.

Now using the Hölder’s inequality we get
∫

Ω

1

|y|s−1
|u(y, z)|q−1|∇u(y, z)| dx =

∫

Ω

1

|y|s−1
|u(x)|q(

s−1
s

)+ q
s
−1|∇u(x)|dx

≤

Å∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx

ã

s−1
s
Å∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

∗
dx

ã

p−s
sp
Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
1
p

≤ C

Å∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx

ã
s−1
s
Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
ps

, (5.3)

where the last inequality follows since (p−s
sp

)p
∗

p
+ 1

p
= N−s

(N−p)s = q
ps
. If s = 1 or s = p, then the above

conjugate triple become (∞, p′, p) or (p′,∞, p) and the similar estimates as above yields (5.3) for

s = 1, p. Further, if s < k (equivalently, if q > P ∗(k)), then (5.2) yields

∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|
N

α(p,q)

dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (5.4)

Therefore,

|y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω), q ∈ [p, P ∗(1)] with q > P ∗(k). (5.5)

Next we consider q ∈ (P ∗(1), p∗). In this case one can write q = tP ∗(1)+ (1− t)p∗ for some t ∈ (0, 1).

Therefore,

t =
q − p∗

P ∗(1)− p∗
=

(N − p)q −Np

−p
=

N

α(p, q)
= s.

Now we apply the Hölder’s inequality and use (5.4) for q = P ∗(1) to get

∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx ≤

Ç

∫

Ω

|u(x)|P
∗(1)

|y|
dx

ås Å∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

∗
dx

ã1−s

≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

,

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). For q = p∗, the above inequality follows from the Sobolev inequality. Therefore,

|y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω), q ∈ (P ∗(1), p∗] . (5.6)

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

|y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω), for q ∈

®

[p, p∗], k > p;

(P ∗(k), p∗], k ≤ p.
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(ii) Let Ω = Ωa,b,S × Ω2 where 0 6∈ Ωa,b,S . Let u ∈ C1
c (Ω) and ϕ, s be as in (i). Then for q > 1 we

write

|ϕ(r)|q =

∫ 1

0

d

dλ
|ϕ(λr)|q dλ = q

∫ 1

0
|ϕ(λr)|q−1ϕ′(λr)r dλ.

Thus for each ω ∈ S and z ∈ R
N−k,

|uz(y)|
q = q

∫ 1

0
|uz(λrω)|

q−1∇yuz(λrω) · ωr dλ.

Multiply the above inequality rk−1−s and integrate over Ω to get
∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx ≤ q

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫

Ω2

dz

∫

S

dS

∫ b

a

rk−1−s|u(λrω, z)|q−1|∇yu(λrω, z)|r dr

= q

∫ 1

0
dλ

∫

Ω2

dz

∫

S

dS

∫ λb

λa

(ρ

λ

)k−1−s

|u(ρω, z)|q−1|∇yu(ρω, z)|
ρ

λ

dρ

λ

≤ q

Ç

∫ 1

0

dλ

λk+1−s

å

∫

Ω2

dz

∫

S

dS

∫ b

a

ρk−1−s|u(ρω, z)|q−1|∇yu(ρω, z)|ρdρ,

where the last inequality holds since λ < 1 and u(rω, z) = 0 for r ≤ a. Notice that
∫ 1

0

dλ

λk+1−s
< ∞ ⇐⇒ s > k ⇐⇒ q < P ∗(k).

Thus for q < P ∗(k) the above inequality yields
∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|s
dx ≤ C

∫

Ω

1

|y|s−1
|u(x)|q−1|∇u(x)|dx.

Now, for q ∈ [p, P ∗(k)) we estimate the right hand side of the above inequality as before. Clearly, in

this range of q 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
∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|
N

α(p,q)

dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (5.7)

Therefore, |y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ [p, P ∗(k)). Next we consider q = P ∗(k). In this case, we have
N

α(p,q) = k and p(q−k)
p−k

= p∗. For k < p, and u ∈ C1
c (Ω), we apply the Hölder’s inequality with the

conjugate pair ( p
k
, p
p−k

) to get

∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|
N

α(p,q)

dx =

∫

Ω

|u(x)|k

|y|k
|u(x)|q−k dx ≤

Å∫

Ω

|u(x)|p

|y|p
dx

ã
k
p
Å∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

∗
dx

ã
p−k
p

.

Further, using (5.7), |y|−p ∈ Hp,p(Ω). Therefore, using the embedding D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp∗(Ω), we get

the right hand side of the above inequality is lesser than
(∫

Ω |∇u|p
)

q
p . Thus, |y|

− N
α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for

q = P ∗(k). �

Proof of Corollary 1.10: Let g(x) = g1(y) and g̃1 ∈ L∞((a, b), r
N

α(p,q) ). If |y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ Hp,q(Ω), then
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ ess sup

y∈Ω1

g̃1(|y|)|y|
N

α(p,q)

∫

Ω

|u(x)|q

|y|
N

α(p,q)

dx

≤ C‖g̃1‖
L∞((a,b),r

N
α(p,q) )

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),
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for some C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0, i.e., g ∈ Hp,q(Ω). Thus the same conclusions of Theorem 1.8 hold for

g in place of |y|
− N

α(p,q) .

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 Ω = Ω1×Ω2 where Ω1 and Ω2 be any two open sets in R
k and

R
N−k respectively. Let Ω1 be bounded if k ≤ p, and Ω be bounded for q ∈ (0, p). Let t ∈ [0, 1] and

g1 ∈ X :=











L
k
tp
,∞(Ω1), if k > p;

L
1
t
,∞,t(k−1)(Ω1), if k = p;

L
1
t (Ω1), if k < p.

Then for q = tp+ (1− t)p∗ or q = tp with t > 0, g(x) = g1(y) ∈ Hp,q(Ω). Moreover,

∫

Ω
|g1(y)||u(x)|

q dx ≤ C‖g1‖X

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

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

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, 1] and q = tp + (1 − t)p∗. For t = 0, we have q = p∗ and g1 ∈ L∞(Ω1). Hence

the proof follows from the Sobolev embedding. For t ∈ (0, 1], and u ∈ C1
c (Ω), we apply the Hölder’s

inequality to get
∫

Ω
|g1(y)||u(x)|

q dx ≤

Å∫

Ω
|g1(y)|

1
t |u(x)|p dx

ãt Å∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

∗
dx

ã1−t

. (5.8)

Using (i) of Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6,

|g1|
1
t ∈ Y =











L
k
p
,∞

(Ω1), if k > p;

L1,∞,k−1(Ω1), if k = p;

L1(Ω1), if k < p,

and
∥

∥

∥
|g1|

1
t

∥

∥

∥

Y
≤ C‖g1‖

1
t

X for some C > 0. Consequently, by Theorem 1.3, it follows that |g1|
1
t ∈

Hp,p(Ω1) and
∫

Ω2

∫

Ω1

|g1(y)|
1
t |u(y, z)|p dydz ≤ C

∥

∥

∥
|g1|

1
t

∥

∥

∥

Y

∫

Ω2

∫

Ω1

|∇yu(y, z)|
p dydz

≤ C‖g1‖
1
t

X

∫

Ω2

∫

Ω1

|∇u(y, z)|p dydz,

where C = C(k, p, q) > 0. Therefore, using the embeddings of D1,p
0 (Ω) into Lp∗(Ω) in (5.8), we get

∫

Ω
|g1(y)||u(x)|

q dx ≤ C‖g1‖X

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ãt+ (1−t)p∗

p

= C‖g1‖X

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

,

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω) and for some C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0. For q = tp with t ∈ (0, 1], using the boundedness

of Ω, the result follows along the same line except that in (5.8) (there is no term with the exponent

1− t). �

Remark 5.2. Let t ∈ [0, 1] be such that q = tp+ (1− t)p∗. Then

k

tp
=

k

p

Å

p∗

p∗ − q
−

p

p∗ − q

ã

= kα(p, q)

Å

1

p
−

1

p∗

ã

=
α(p, q)k

N
.
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Further, from (i) of Example 2.7, g1(y) = |y|
− N

α(p,q) ∈ L
α(p,q)k

N
,∞(Rk), for k > N

α(p,q) . Moreover, it is

easy to see that for q ≥ p, p ≥ N
α(p,q) . Thus for k > p and q ∈ [p, p∗], from the above proposition we

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

RN

|g1(y)||u(x)|
q dx ≤ C‖g1‖α(p,q)k

N
,∞

Å∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (R

N ).

Proof of Theorem 1.11: We consider two cases.

q ∈ (0, p): Let s, t ∈ (0, 1). Let k > p, g1 ∈ L
k

(k−p)st+p
, 1
st (Ω1) and g2 ∈ L

1
st (Ω2). By part (i) of

Theorem 1.3, we have g1 ∈ Hp,q(Ω1) with q = (1 − st)p. Hence Proposition 3.3 infers |g1g2| = g ∈

Hp,q(Ω). Moreover, using (1.14) and (3.3), we obtain
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(y, z)|q dydz ≤ C‖g1‖ k

(k−p)st+p
, 1
st

∫

Ω2

|g2(z)|

Å∫

Ω1

|∇yu(y, z)|
p dy

ã1−st

dz

≤ C‖g1‖ k
(k−p)st+p

, 1
st
‖g2‖ 1

st

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(y, z)|p dydz

ã1−st

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

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

q ∈ [p, p∗]: Let s ∈ [0, 1] and write q = (1 − st)p + stp∗. If t = 0, then we have q = p, N − k > p,

g1 ∈ L∞(Ω1) and g2 ∈ L
N−k

p
,∞

(Ω2). By interchanging the roles of Ω1 and Ω2, we obtain from

Proposition 5.1 that
∫

Ω
|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(x)|

p dx ≤ C‖g1‖∞‖g2‖N−k
p

,∞

∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ C1

c (Ω).

For t = 1, we have k > p, q = (1 − s)p + sp∗, g1 ∈ L
k

(1−s)p
,∞

(Ω1) and g2 ∈ L∞(Ω2). Thus, again by

Proposition 5.1,
∫

Ω
|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(x)|

q dx ≤ C‖g1‖ k
(1−s)p

,∞‖g2‖∞

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

Next we consider the case t ∈ (0, 1) and q = (1 − st)p + stp∗. In this case, we have both k > p

and N − k > p, g1 ∈ L
k

(1−s)pt
,∞

(Ω1) and g2 ∈ L
N−k
(1−t)p

,∞
(Ω2). Then |g1|

1
t ∈ L

k
(1−s)p

,∞
(Ω1) and

|g2|
1

1−t ∈ L
N−k

p
,∞

(Ω2). Hence by Proposition 5.1, we obtain that |g1|
1
t ∈ Hp,q1(Ω) with q1 = (1 −

s)p+ (1− (1− s))p∗ = (1− s)p+ sp∗ and |g2|
1

1−t ∈ Hp,p(Ω). Therefore, (i) of Proposition 3.1 assures

that g = |g1g2| = ||g1|
1
t |t||g2|

1
1−t |1−t ∈ Hp,q(Ω) since

q = tq1 + (1− t)q2 = t((1 − s)p+ sp∗) + (1− t)p = (1− st)p+ stp∗.

Moreover, using the Hölder’s inequality and Proposition 5.1,
∫

Ω
|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(x)|

q dx ≤

Å∫

Ω
|g1(y)|

1
t |u(x)|q1 dx

ãt Å∫

Ω
|g2(z)|

1
1−t |u(x)|p dx

ã1−t

≤ C‖g1‖ k
(1−s)tp

,∞‖g2‖ N−k
(1−t)p

,∞

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

where C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0. �

Now we prove Theorem 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.12: Let Ω = Ωa,b,S ×R
N−k and g̃1, g̃2 be as in Theorem 1.12. Let u ∈ C1

c (Ω).

For a fixed ω ∈ S and τ ∈ (a, b), let ϕ(τ) = uz(τω).
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q ∈ (0, p]: We express

|ϕ(r)|

=



















∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ r

a

ϕ′(τ)τ
k−1
p τ

1−k
p dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

Å∫ r

a

τ
1−k
p−1 dτ

ã
1
p′
Å∫ r

a

τk−1|ϕ′(τ)|p dτ

ã
1
p

, if k < p;
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∫ b

r

ϕ′(τ)τ
k−1
p τ

1−k
p dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

Ç

∫ b

r

τ
1−k
p−1 dτ

å
1
p′
Ç

∫ b

r

τk−1|ϕ′(τ)|p dτ

å
1
p

, if k > p.

As ϕ′(τ) = ∇yuz(τω) · ω for each ω ∈ S and z ∈ R
N−k, we get

|uz(rω)|
q ≤























Å

p− 1

p− k

ã
q

p′

r
(p−k)q

p

Ç

∫ b

a

τk−1|∇yuz(τω)|
p dτ

å
q
p

, if k < p;

Å

p− 1

k − p

ã
q

p′

r
(p−k)q

p

Ç

∫ b

a

τk−1|∇yuz(τω)|
p dτ

å
q
p

, if k > p,

(5.9)

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). Thus for q ∈ (0, p], by taking γ = 0, δ = q

p
, and h(r) = r

(p−k)q
p one can verify that the

assumptions of Proposition 3.5 are satisfied. Therefore, g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ (0, p].

q ∈ (p, P ∗(1)]: We write q = tp + (1 − t)P ∗(1) for some t ∈ [0, 1). First, we consider t = 0 (i.e.,

q = P ∗(1)), g̃1 ∈ L∞((a, b)) and g̃2 ∈ L1((0,∞)). Let uy(z) = u(y, z) be the y-section of u. For a

fixed ω ∈ S
N−k−1, set ϕ1(τ) = uy(τω) where τ ∈ (0,∞). Then we make the following estimate:

|ϕ1(r)|
P ∗(1) = −P ∗(1)

∫ ∞

r

|ϕ1(τ)|
P ∗(1)−1ϕ′

1(τ)τ
N−k−1

p τ
1+k−N

p dτ

≤ P ∗(1)

Å∫ ∞

r

τ
1+k−N

p−1 |ϕ1(τ)|
(P ∗(1)−1)p′ dτ

ã
1
p′
Å∫ ∞

r

τN−k−1|ϕ′
1(τ)|

p dτ

ã
1
p

≤ P ∗(1)r1+k−N

Å∫ ∞

r

τN−k−1|ϕ1(τ)|
p∗ dτ

ã
1
p′
Å∫ ∞

r

τN−k−1|ϕ′
1(τ)|

p dτ

ã
1
p

.

From the above inequality, for each ω ∈ S
N−k−1 and y ∈ Ωa,b,S, we get

|uy(rω)|
P ∗(1) ≤ P ∗(1)r1+k−N

Å∫ ∞

0
τN−k−1|uy(τω)|

p∗ dτ

ã
1
p′

Å∫ ∞

0
τN−k−1|∇zuy(τω)|

p dτ

ã
1
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

For q = P ∗(1), g̃1 ∈ L∞((a, b)) and g̃2 ∈ L1((0,∞)), by taking γ = 1
p′
, δ = 1

p
, and h(r) = r1+k−N , the

assumptions of Proposition 3.6 are satisfied. Therefore, g = |g1g2| ∈ Hp,P ∗(1)(Ω) and

∫

Ω
|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(x)|

P ∗(1) dx ≤ C‖g̃1‖L∞((a,b))‖g̃2‖L1((0,∞))

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

P∗(1)
p

, (5.10)

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω) and for some C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0. For q = p, we have

∫

Ω
|g1(y)||g2(z)||u(x)|

p dx ≤ C‖g̃1‖L1((a,b),rp−1)‖g̃2‖L∞((0,∞))

∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, (5.11)

∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω) and for some C = C(N, k, p) > 0. Now we consider t ∈ (0, 1), g̃1 ∈ Lβ(p,q)((a, b), rp−1)

and g̃2 ∈ L
β(p,q)

β(p,q)−1 ((0,∞)). Since

t =
q − P ∗(1)

p− P ∗(1)
=

p∗ −N ′q

p∗ −N ′p
=

1

β(p, q)
,
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we have g̃
1
t

1 ∈ L1((a, b), rp−1) and g̃
1

1−t

2 ∈ L1((0,∞)). Hence from (5.11) and (5.10), we get |g1|
1
t ∈

Hp,p(Ω) and |g2|
1

1−t ∈ Hp,P ∗(1)(Ω) respectively. Therefore, using (i) of Proposition 3.1, we conclude

that g = |g1g2| ∈ Hp,q(Ω) with q = tp + (1 − t)P ∗(1). Moreover, there exists C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0

such that
∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤

Å∫

Ω
|g1(y)|

1
t |u(x)|p dx

ãt Å∫

Ω
|g2(z)|

1
1−t |u(x)|P

∗(1) dx

ã1−t

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

g̃
1
t

1

∥

∥

∥

∥

t

L1((a,b),rp−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

g̃
1

1−t

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

1−t

L1((0,∞))

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã

q
p

= C‖g̃1‖Lβ(p,q)((a,b),rp−1)‖g̃2‖
L

β(p,q)
β(p,q)−1 ((0,∞))

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω).

q ∈ (P ∗(1), p∗]: Let q = tP ∗(1) + (1 − t)p∗ for some t ∈ [0, 1). Then t = N
α(p,q) . For t ∈ [0, 1),

g̃1 ∈ L∞((0,∞)) and g̃2 ∈ L
α(p,q)

N ((a, b)), using the Hölder’s inequality, (5.10) and the embedding

D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp∗(Ω), we similarly get g = |g1g2| ∈ Hp,q(Ω) for q ∈ (P ∗(1), p∗]. We also get

∫

Ω
|g(x)||u(x)|q dx ≤ C‖g̃1‖L∞((0,∞))‖g̃2‖

L
α(p,q)

N ((a,b))

Å∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω),

for some C = C(N, k, p, q) > 0. �

6. Compactness and the existence of solution

In this section, we prove the compactness of Gq 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 Ω be as given in (B). Then D1,p
0 (Ω) is compactly embedded into Lq

loc(Ω) for

q ∈ (0, δ), where δ = p∗ (if N > p), and δ = ∞ (if N ≤ p).

Proof. For u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω), |∇u| ∈ Lp(Ω). If N > p, then using the Sobolev embedding, we also obtain

u ∈ Lp
loc(Ω). In particular, for each K compact set in Ω, there exists C = C(N, p,K) > 0 such that

∫

K

(|u(x)|p + |∇u(x)|p) dx ≤ C

∫

Ω
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω). (6.1)

Thus D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ W 1,p

loc (Ω). If N ≤ p, then using Corollary 1.7, D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ W 1,p

loc (Ω). Further, by

Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem,

W 1,p
loc (Ω) →֒ Lq

loc(Ω) compactly for q ∈

®

[1, p∗], for N > p;

[1,∞), for N ≤ p.
(6.2)

For q ≤ 1, u ∈ L1
loc(Ω), using the Hölder’s inequality with the conjugate pair (1

q
, 1
1−q

), we get
∫

K

|u(x)|q dx ≤

Å∫

K

|u(x)|dx

ãq

|K|1−q,

for every compact set K in Ω. Therefore, L1
loc(Ω) →֒ Lq

loc(Ω) and hence by (6.2), we conclude that

W 1,p
loc (Ω) →֒ Lq

loc(Ω) compactly for q ∈ (0, 1) as well. This completes the proof. �

Indeed, the above proposition shows that the map Gq is compact on D1,p
0 (Ω) for g = χK , where χK

is the characteristic function of K in Ω. However, in the following lemma, we prove the compactness

of Gq for g in a more general class of weight functions.
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Lemma 6.2. Let p ∈ (1,∞). For i = 1, 2, let gi ∈ FXi
:= C∞

c (Ωi)
Xi

and (1.20) holds. Then the map

Gq(u) =

∫

Ω
|g||u|q , ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω),

is compact on D1,p
0 (Ω) for q ∈ (0, δ), where δ = p∗ (if N > p), and δ = ∞ (if N ≤ p).

Proof. Let un ⇀ u in D1,p
0 (Ω) and let ǫ > 0 be given. Set M = sup{‖|∇un|‖

q
p + ‖|∇u|‖qp}. For

gi ∈ C∞
c (Ωi)

Xi
(i = 1, 2), we split gi = gǫ,i+(gi−gǫ,i) where gǫ,i ∈ C∞

c (Ωi) such that ‖gi − gǫ,i‖Xi
< ǫ

M
.

Then we write
∫

Ω
|g1||g2||(|un|

q − |u|q)| ≤

∫

Ω
|g1 − gǫ,1||g2||(|un|

q − |u|q)|+

∫

Ω
|gǫ,1||g2 − gǫ,2||(|un|

q − |u|q)|

+

∫

Ω
|gǫ,1||gǫ,2||(|un|

q − |u|q)|. (6.3)

We estimate the first two integrals in the right hand side of (6.3), using (1.20) as
∫

Ω
(|g1 − gǫ,1||g2|+ |gǫ,1||g2 − gǫ,2|)|(|un|

q − |u|q)|

≤ C
Ä

‖g1 − gǫ,1‖X1
‖g2‖X2

+ ‖gǫ,1‖X1
‖g2 − gǫ,2‖X2

ä Ä

‖|∇un|‖
q
p + ‖|∇u|‖qp

ä

. (6.4)

Further, using Proposition 6.1, there exists n1 ∈ N such that
∫

Ω
|gǫ,1||gǫ,2||(|un|

q − |u|q)| =

∫

K1×K2

|gǫ,1||gǫ,2||(|un|
q − |u|q)| < ǫ, ∀n ≥ n1,

where Ki ⊂ Ωi is the compact support of gǫ,i. Therefore, from (6.3) and (6.4),
∫

Ω
|g||(|un|

q − |u|q)| =

∫

Ω
|g1||g2||(|un|

q − |u|q)| < Cǫ, ∀n ≥ n1.

Thus, Gq(un) → Gq(u) as n → ∞. �

Proof of Theorem 1.13: The compactness of Gq follows from Lemma 6.2. Now for q > 1, we show

the existence of non-negative solution to the problem (1.19). Recall that

1

Bq(g)
= inf {J(u) : u ∈ Ng} = inf

¶

R(u) : u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω) \ {0}

©

, (6.5)

where J(u) =
∫

Ω |∇u|p, Ng = {u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω) : Gq(u) = 1}, and R(u) = (

∫

Ω g|u|q)−
p
q
∫

Ω |∇u|p. Let (un)

be a minimizing sequence for J on the set Ng. By the coercivity of J , the sequence (un) is bounded

in D1,p
0 (Ω) and hence admits a subsequence (unk

) such that unk
⇀ u1 in D1,p

0 (Ω). Now using the

compactness of Gq, we have u1 ∈ Ng. Further, the weak lowersemicontinuity of the norm ‖∇(·)‖p
gives

1

Bq(g)
= lim

k→∞

∫

Ω
|∇unk

|p ≥

∫

Ω
|∇u1|

p ≥
1

Bq(g)
.

Therefore, 1
Bq(g)

is attained and J admits a minimizer u1 over Ng. Moreover, from (6.5), u1 also

minimizes R over D1,p
0 (Ω) \ {0}, and hence 〈R′(u1), v〉 = 0 for v ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω). Therefore, as u1 ∈ Ng

and q > 1, we obtain
∫

Ω
|∇u1|

p−2∇u1 · ∇v =
1

Bq(g)

∫

Ω
g|u1|

q−2u1v, ∀ v ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω). (6.6)

Since |u1| ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω) and R(|u1|) = R(u1), we easily see that |u1| is a non-negative solution of

(1.19). �
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Remark 6.3. Let N > p. For v ∈ C∞
c (Ω) with v ≥ 0, we have

∫

Ω
|∇(|u1|)|

p−2∇(|u1|) · ∇v =
1

Bq(g)

∫

Ω
g|u1|

q−1v ≥ 0.

Then for q ∈ [p, p∗), |u1| ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω) satisfies all the assumptions of Proposition [35, Proposition 3.2].

Therefore, by the strong maximum principle, |u1| > 0 a.e. in Ω.

The following proposition shows that Gq is not compact for the cylindrical weight g(x) = |y|
− N

α(p,q) .

Proposition 6.4. Let q ∈ [p, p∗] and 0 ∈ Ω. Then the map Gq is not compact for g(x) = |y|
− N

α(p,q) .

Proof. Let q ∈ [p, p∗], s = N
α(p,q) and 0 ∈ Ω. Then using the Maz’ja’s criteria [47, Section 2.4.2,

Theorem 1, page 130], one can verify that the map Gq is not compact for |x|−s. Now suppose, Gq

is compact for |y|−s. Then for a sequence un ⇀ u in D1,p
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω
|un|q

|y|s →
∫

Ω
|u|q

|y|s , as n → ∞. By

Brézis-Lieb lemma [15],

lim
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

|un|
q

|y|s
−

∫

Ω

|u|q

|y|s
−

∫

Ω

|un − u|q

|y|s

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

Therefore,
∫

Ω
|un−u|q

|y|s → 0, as n → ∞. Further, using |x|−s ≤ |y|−s, we get
∫

Ω
|un−u|q

|x|s → 0 as n → ∞,

a contradiction. Therefore, Gq is not compact for |y|−s. �

Remark 6.5. For q ∈ [p, p∗] and g(x) = |y|
− N

α(p,q) , using the concentration compactness principles,

the existence of the solutions of (1.19) is obtained on Ω = R
N [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.

Example 7.1. (i) The spaces Lα(p,q),r(RN ) and L1((0,∞), r
N

α(p,q)
−1

) are not comparable. For N > p

and q ∈ [p, p∗), consider the following functions on R
N :

g1(x) = |x|
− N

α(p,q) and g2(x) = (|x|+ 1)
−
Ä

N
α(p,q)

+1
ä

.

Then g1 ∈ Lα(p,q),∞(RN ) and g2 /∈ Lα(p,q),∞(RN ). Further, g̃1 /∈ L1((0,∞), r
N

α(p,q)
−1

) and g̃2 ∈

L1((0,∞), r
N

α(p,q)
−1

).

(ii) 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 Ω =
(

R
2 \B1(0)

)

×R, for which Theorem 1.6

is not applicable. On the other hand, consider the following function:

g(x) =

®

|x|−
1
2 , |x| ≤ 1;

0, otherwise.

Since g̃ ∈ L1((0,∞)), we can apply Theorem 1.6 to show g ∈ Hp,P ∗(1)(R
N ). Although, Theorem 1.12

(for q = P ∗(1)) is not applicable as g̃ /∈ L∞((0,∞)).

Next we see that not all products of g1, g2 give rise to (p, q)-Hardy potentials.
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Example 7.2. For q ∈ (0, P ∗(k)), we consider g1(y) = |y|
− N

α(p,q) , y ∈ R
k. Hence g∗1(t) =

(

ωk

t

)
N

α(p,q)k

and |g1|α(p,q)k
N

,∞
= ω

N
α(p,q)k

k . Therefore, g1 ∈ L
α(p,q)k

N
,∞(Rk). Since g1 is not locally integrable on R

k,

g(x) = g1(y)g2(z) /∈ Hp,q(R
N ) for q ∈ (0, P ∗(k)) and for any non-zero g2 ∈ L1

loc(R
N−k).

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 q ∈ [p, p∗], every weight function in Lα(p,q),∞(RN ) satisfies (1.9)

(by Remark 2.4) and hence Lα(p,q),∞(RN ) ⊂ Hp,q(R
N ). This gives an alternate proof for Theorem

1.3 -(i) without involving the embedding of D1,p
0 (RN ).

(ii) We claim that for N > p and q > p∗, if g ∈ Ls
loc(R

N ) satisfies (1.9), then g ≡ 0. We choose

x0 ∈ R
N and consider a sequence (Qn) of cubes centred at x0 and |Qn| → 0 as n → ∞. Since g

satisfies (1.9),

lim
n→∞

|Qn|
s

α(p,q)

Ç

1

|Qn|

∫

Qn

|g(x)|s dx

å

≤ c1, (7.1)

where c1 = C1(p, q) > 0. By the Lebesgue-Besicovitch differentiation theorem,

lim
n→∞

1

|Qn|

∫

Qn

|g(x)|s dx = |g(x0)|
s.

Moreover, since α(p, q) < 0, we have |Qn|
s

α(p,q) → ∞, as n → ∞. Thus, (7.1) ensures that g(x0) = 0.

Since x0 ∈ R
N is arbitrary, we get g = 0 a.e. in R

N .

(iii) Let N ≤ p ≤ q, Ω be bounded and g ∈ L1
loc(Ω). Let gext be the zero extension of g outside Ω,

such that gext satisfies (1.9). Choose Q0 ⊇ Ω. Then

|Q0|
s

α(p,q)
−1
∫

Q0

|gext(x)|
s dx ≤ sup

{Q⊂RN ,|Q|<∞}

|Q|
s

α(p,q)
−1
∫

Q

|gext(x)|
s dx ≤ c1.

Consequently, g ∈ Ls(Ω). We would like to point out that Ls(Ω) ⊆ L
1,∞, q

p′ (Ω) ⊆ L1(Ω) (by (ii) and

(iii) of Proposition 2.6). Thus, for a bounded domain, Theorem 1.3 -(ii), (iii) 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 Hp,q(Ω). For

example, consider the weight functions of the form

g(x) = g1(y)g2(z)g3(w), x = (y, z, w) ∈ R
k × R

l × R
N−k−l,

where 1 ≤ k, l ≤ N; k+ l ≤ N. In general, corresponding to si ∈ {1, 2, ...N} with 1 ≤ i ≤ m ≤ N and
∑m

i=1 si = N, consider the weight functions of the form

g(x) =

m
∏

i=1

gi(yi), x = (y1, y2 . . . ym) ∈

m
∏

i=1

R
si .

One can provide conditions on g1, g2 . . . , gm so that g is in Hp,q(Ω).

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 Ω = BR(0) with

R ∈

®

(0,∞], if N > p;

(0,∞), if N = p.
and q ∈

®

[p, p∗], if N > p;

(p,∞), if N = p.

If g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) is radial, radially decreasing, then

g ∈ X :=

®

Lα(p,q),∞(Ω), if N > p;

L1,∞,
q

N′ (Ω), if N = p.

Proof. N > p: Let g ∈ Hp,q(Ω) be a radial and radially decreasing. For each r ∈ (0, R), consider the

following function:

ur(x) =

®

r − |x|, for |x| ≤ r;

0, for |x| ≥ r.

Clearly,

∇ur(x) =

®

− x
|x| , for |x| ≤ r;

0, for |x| ≥ r,
and

∫

Ω
|∇ur(x)|

p dx =

∫

Br

dx = ωNrN . (7.2)

Thus for each r ∈ (0, R), ur ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω). Furthermore, since g ∈ Hp,q(Ω),

∫

Ω
g(x)|ur(x)|

q dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇ur(x)|

p dx

ã
q
p

, ∀r ∈ (0, R). (7.3)

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

below:
∫

Ω
g(x)|ur(x)|

q dx ≥

∫

B r
2

g(|x|)|ur(x)|
q dx ≥

(

r −
r

2

)q
∫

B r
2

g(|x|) dx

=
(r

2

)q
∫ ωN ( r

2
)N

0
g∗(s) ds.

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

(r

2

)q
∫ ωN ( r

2
)N

0
g∗(s) ds ≤ Cr

Nq
p .

Now by setting ωN ( r2 )
N = t and since 0 < r < R is arbitrary, we conclude that

sup
t∈(0,

|Ω|

2N
)

t
1

α(p,q) g∗∗(t) ≤ C.

Moreover, t
1

α(p,q) g∗∗(t) is bounded on ( |Ω|
2N

, |Ω|). Therefore, g must belong to Lα(p,q),∞(Ω).

N = p: Let R < ∞ and q ∈ [N,∞). For each r ∈ (0, R), we consider the following function:

ur(x) =

®

log
(

R
r

)

, for |x| ≤ r;

log
Ä

R
|x|

ä

, for |x| ≥ r.

Clearly,

∇ur(x) =

®

0, for |x| ≤ r;

− x
|x|2 , for |x| ≥ r,

and

∫

Ω
|∇ur(x)|

N dx = ωN

∫ R

r

dt

t
= ωN log

Å

R

r

ã

. (7.4)
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Thus for each r ∈ (0, R), ur ∈ D1,N
0 (Ω). Furthermore, since g ∈ Hp,q(Ω),

∫

Ω
g(x)|ur(x)|

q dx ≤ C

Å∫

Ω
|∇ur(x)|

N dx

ã
q
N

, ∀r ∈ (0, R). (7.5)

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

below:
∫

Ω
g(x)|ur(x)|

qdx ≥

Å

log

Å

R

r

ããq ∫

Br

g(|x|) dx =

Å

log

Å

R

r

ããq ∫ ωNrN

0
g∗(s) ds.

Now using (7.4) and (7.5) we obtain
∫ ωN rN

0
g∗(s)ds ≤ C

Å

log

Å

R

r

ãã− q

N′

.

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

sup
t∈(0,|Ω|)

t

Å

log

Å

|Ω|

t

ãã

q

N′

g∗∗(t) ≤ C.

Therefore, g ∈ L1,∞,
q

N′ (Ω). �

Appendix A.

In this section, we provide various Lorentz and Lorentz-Zygmund spaces in Hp,q(Ω). 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 q = p), also see, [14, Theorem 2] (for q ≥ p), [47, 57] (for 0 < q < p). For further

readings on these inequalities, we refer to [37, Chapter 5].

Proposition A.1 (Muckenhoupt condition). For b ∈ (0,∞], let v,w be non-negative measurable

functions on (0, b) with w > 0. Let p ∈ (1,∞), q ∈ (0,∞), and γ = pq
p−q

.

(i) If 0 < q < 1 and

A1 =

(

∫ b

0

Å∫ s

0
v(t) dt

ã
γ
p

Ç

∫ b

s

w(t)1−p′ dt

å
γ

p′

v(s) ds

)

1
γ

< ∞,

then
Ç

∫ b

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

s

f(t) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

v(s) ds

å

1
q

≤ (p′)
1
γ q

1
pA1

Ç

∫ b

0
|f(s)|pw(s) ds

å
1
p

(A.1)

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

(ii) If 1 ≤ q < p < ∞ and

A2 =

(

∫ b

0

Å∫ s

0
v(t) dt

ã
γ
q

Ç

∫ b

s

w(t)1−p′ dt

å

γ

q′

w(s)1−p′ ds

)

1
γ

< ∞,

then
Ç

∫ b

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

s

f(t) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

v(s) ds

å

1
q

≤ (p′)
1
q′ q

1
qA2

Ç

∫ b

0
|f(s)|pw(s) ds

å
1
p

(A.2)

holds for any measurable function f on (0, b).
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(iii) If 1 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞ and

A3 = sup
0<t<b

Å∫ t

0
v(s) ds

ã

1
q
Ç

∫ b

t

w(s)1−p′ ds

å
1
p′

< ∞,

then
Ç

∫ b

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

s

f(t) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

v(s) ds

å

1
q

≤ (p′)
1
p′ p

1
qA3

Ç

∫ b

0
|f(s)|pw(s) ds

å
1
p

(A.3)

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

Proposition A.2. Let N > p and

X :=

®

Lα(p,q), p
p−q (Ω), for q ∈ (0, p);

Lα(p,q),∞(Ω), for q ∈ [p, p∗].

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

∫ |Ω|

0
g∗(t)u∗(t)q dt ≤ C‖g‖X

Ç

∫ |Ω|

0
tp−

p
N |u∗′(t)|p dt

å

q
p

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (A.4)

Proof. In Proposition A.1 we set f = u∗′, v = g∗ and w(t) = tp−
p
N . Then we calculate

∫ s

0
v(t) dt = s (g∗∗(s)) and

∫ |Ω|

s

w(t)1−p′ dt ≤
N(p− 1)

N − p
s

p−N
N(p−1) .

Let C1(N, p) = N(p−1)
N−p

. We consider three cases.

q ∈ (0, 1): In this case,

Aγ
1 =

∫ |Ω|

0

Å∫ s

0
v(t) dt

ã
γ
p

Ç

∫ |Ω|

s

w(t)1−p′ dt

å

γ

p′

v(s) ds

≤ C
γ

p′

1

∫ |Ω|

0
(sg∗∗(s))

γ
p s

γ(p−N)
Np g∗(s) ds ≤ C

γ

p′

1

∫ |Ω|

0
s

γ
N (g∗∗(s))

1+ γ
p ds,

where γ = qp
p−q

. Therefore,

A1 ≤ C
1
p′

1

Ç

∫ |Ω|

0
s

qp
N(p−q) (g∗∗(s))

p
p−q ds

å

p−q
qp

= C
1
p′

1 ‖g‖
1
q

α(p,q), p
p−q

.

Thus for g ∈ Lα(p,q), p
p−q (Ω), the Muckenhoupt condition ((i) of Proposition A.1) is satisfied. There-

fore, using (A.1) we obtain

∫ |Ω|

0
g∗(t)u∗(t)q dt ≤ C‖g‖α(p,q), p

p−q

Ç

∫ |Ω|

0
t(p−

p
N
)|u∗′(t)|p dt

å

q
p

,

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

q ∈ [1, p): In this case, we calculate

Aγ
2 =

∫ |Ω|

0

Å∫ s

0
v(t) dt

ã
γ
q

Ç

∫ |Ω|

s

w(t)1−p′ dt

å

γ

q′

w(s)1−p′ ds

≤ C
γ

q′

1

∫ |Ω|

0
(sg∗∗(s))

γ
q s

1
N(p−1)

Ä

γ(p−N)

q′
−p(N−1)

ä

ds, (A.5)
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where γ = qp
p−q

. Moreover,

γ

q
+

1

N(p− 1)

Å

γ(p−N)

q′
− p(N − 1)

ã

=
qp

N(p − q)
.

Therefore, using (A.5), A2 ≤ C
1
q′

1 ‖g‖
1
q

α(p,q), p
p−q

. Thus for g ∈ L
α(p,q), p

p−q (Ω), the Muckenhoupt condi-

tion ((ii) of Proposition A.1) is satisfied, and hence using (A.2) we obtain (A.4).

q ∈ [p, p∗]: In this case,

A3 = sup
s∈(0,|Ω|)

Å∫ s

0
v(t) dt

ã
1
q

Ç

∫ |Ω|

s

w(t)1−p′ dt

å
1
p′

≤ C1 sup
s∈(0,|Ω|)

(sg∗∗(s))
1
q s

p−N
Np = C1

Ç

sup
s∈(0,|Ω|)

g∗∗(s)s
N(p−q)+qp

Np

å
1
q

= C1‖g‖
1
q

α(p,q),∞.

Now for g ∈ Lα(p,q),∞(Ω) using (A.3) we obtain (A.4). �

Proposition A.3. Let N = p and Ω be bounded. Let

X :=











L1, N
N−q

; q

N′ (Ω), for q ∈ (0, 1);

L1, N
N−q

;q−1(Ω), for q ∈ [1, N);

L1,∞; q

N′ (Ω), for q ∈ [N,∞).

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

∫ |Ω|

0
g∗(t)u∗(t)q dt ≤ C‖g‖X

Ç

∫ |Ω|

0
tN−1|u∗′(t)|N dt

å

q
N

, ∀u ∈ C1
c (Ω). (A.6)

Proof. We only consider the case where q ∈ [N,∞). For the other cases proof follows using similar

set of arguments. As before, we set f = u∗′, v = g∗ and w(t) = tN−1. We see that
∫ |Ω|
s

w(t)1−N ′

dt ≤

log(e|Ω|
s
), and compute

A3 = sup
s∈(0,|Ω|)

Å∫ s

0
v(t) dt

ã
1
q

Ç

∫ |Ω|

s

w(t)1−N ′
dt

å
1
N′

≤ sup
s∈(0,|Ω|)

(sg∗∗(s))
1
q

Å

log

Å

e|Ω|

s

ãã
1
N′

=

Ç

sup
s∈(0,|Ω|)

sg∗∗(s)

Å

log

Å

e|Ω|

s

ãã

q

N′
å

1
q

= ‖g‖
1
q

1,∞, q

N′
.

Thus for g ∈ L1,∞; q

N′ (Ω), the Muckenhoupt condition ((iii) of Proposition A.1) is satisfied. Therefore,

using (A.3) we obtain (A.6). �

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 Ω be an open set in R
N and p ∈ (1, N ].

(i) The Lorentz-Sobolev embedding: Let N > p. Then D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp∗,p(Ω), i.e., there exists

C = C(N, p) > 0 such that

‖u‖p∗,p ≤ C‖u‖D1,p
0 (Ω), ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω). (A.7)
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(ii) The Brezis-Wainger embedding: Let N = p and Ω be bounded. Then D1,p
0 (Ω) →֒

L∞,p,−1(Ω), i.e., there exists C = C(p) > 0 such that

‖u‖∞,p,−1 ≤ C‖u‖
D1,p

0 (Ω)
, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (Ω). (A.8)

Proof. (i) For g = |x|−p ∈ L
N
p
,∞

(RN ), from (i) of Example 2.7, we have g∗(t) =
(

ωN

t

)
p
N and

‖g‖N
p
,∞ =

Nω
p
N
N

N−p
. Then using (A.4),

∫ ∞

0
t−

p
N u∗(t)p dt ≤ C

∫ ∞

0
tp−

p
N |u∗′(t)|p dt, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (RN ),

where C = C(N, p) > 0. Notice that the left hand side of the above inequality is |u|p∗,p and it is

equivalent to ‖u‖p∗,p. Thus from the Pólya-Szegö inequality (Proposition 2.2), we obtain

‖u‖p∗,p ≤ C‖u‖D1,p
0 (RN ), ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (RN ).

For u ∈ D1,p
0 (Ω), where Ω is an open set in R

N , one can consider the zero extension of u to R
N to

get (A.7).

(ii) Let Ω = BR(0) where R > 0. We consider the following function

g(x) =

{

|x|−p
Ä

log
Ä

e
Ä

R
|x|

äpää−p
, for x ∈ BR1(0);

(p|x|)−p, for x ∈ BR(0) \BR1(0),

where R1 = Re
1−p
p . Since g is radial and radially decreasing on BR(0), using Example 2.7,

g∗(t) =

{

ωp

t

Ä

log
Ä

e|Ω|
t

ää−p
, for t ∈ (0, |BR1(0)|);

p−p ωp

t
, for t ∈ (|BR1(0)|, |BR(0)|).

From (ii) of Example 2.7, g ∈ L1,∞;p(BR(0)). Hence using (ii) of Proposition 2.6 and (ii) of Theorem

1.3, we conclude that g ∈ Hp,p(BR(0)). Moreover, from (A.6) and the Pólya-Szegö inequality, there

exists C = C(p) > 0 such that

∫ |BR(0)|

0

(

u∗(t)

log(e|BR(0)|
t

)

)p
dt

t

≤

∫ |BR1
(0)|

0

(

u∗(t)

log(e|BR(0)|
t

)

)p
dt

t
+

∫ |BR(0)|

|BR1
(0)|

(u∗(t))p

t
dt

≤ C

∫ |BR(0)|

0
g∗(t)(u∗(t))p dt

≤ C

∫

BR(0)
|∇u(x)|p dx, ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (BR(0)),

where the first inequality holds since (log(e|BR(0)|
t

))−1 ≤ 1 for t ≤ |BR(0)|. Notice that, the left hand

side of the above inequality is |u|∞,p;−1 (equivalent to ‖u‖∞,p;−1). Therefore,

‖u‖∞,p;−1 ≤ C‖u‖D1,p
0 (BR(0)), ∀u ∈ D1,p

0 (BR(0)).

Furthermore, every bounded open set Ω is contained in BR(0) for some R > 0. Thus the extension

by zero to BR(0) together with above inequality yields (A.8). �
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