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ON SHARP ANISOTROPIC HARDY INEQUALITIES

XIA HUANG AND DONG YE

Abstract. Recently, Yanyan Li and Xukai Yan showed in [7, 8] the following interesting Hardy inequal-
ities with anisotropic weights: Let n ≥ 2, p ≥ 1, pα > 1 − n, p(α + β) > −n, then there exists C > 0
such that

‖|x|β |x′|α+1∇u‖Lp(Rn) ≥ C‖|x|β |x′|αu‖Lp(Rn), ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

n).

Here x′ = (x1, . . . , xn−1, 0) for x = (xi) ∈ R
n. In this note, we will determine the best constant for the

above estimate when p = 2 or β ≥ 0. Moreover, as refinement for very special case of Li-Yan’s result in
[8], we provide explicit estimate for the anisotropic Lp-Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality.
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1. Introduction

Recently, Li-Yan studied in [7] the asymptotic stability of the (−1)-homogeneous axisymmetric sta-
tionary solutions to Navier-Stokes equations in R

3. A key estimate was

(1.1)

∫

R3

|∇u|2dx ≥ C

∫

R3

u2

|x′||x|dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

3)

where x′ = (x1, x2, 0). Li-Yan [7] obtained (1.1) by proving the following strengthened inequality:

(1.2)

∫

R3

|x′|
|x| |∇u|2dx ≥ C

∫

R3

u2

|x′||x|dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

3).

It is worthy to remark that (1.2) improves also the classical Hardy inequality
∫

R3

|∇u|2dx ≥ 1

4

∫

R3

u2

|x|2 dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

3).

This motivated them to show the following general anisotropic Hardy inequalities, see [7, Theorem 1.3]
and [8, pages 6-7].

Theorem A. Let n ≥ 2, x′ = (x1, . . . , xn−1, 0) for x = (xi) ∈ R
n. Assume that p ≥ 1, pα > 1 − n,

p(α+ β) > −n, then there exists positive constant C depending on n, p, α and β, such that

(1.3)
∥∥|x|β |x′|α+1∇u

∥∥
Lp(Rn)

≥ C
∥∥|x|β |x′|αu

∥∥
Lp(Rn)

, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

n).

The interesting estimates (1.3) were used by Li-Yan to establish a generalized and improved anisotropic
version of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg’s interpolation inequalities, see [8, Theorem 1.1], which established
necessary and sufficient conditions to have

‖|x|γ1 |x′|αu‖Ls(Rn) ≤ C ‖|x|γ2 |x′|µ∇u‖aLp(Rn)

∥∥|x|γ3 |x′|βu
∥∥1−q

Lq(Rn)
, ∀ u ∈ C1

c (R
n).(1.4)

Our main purpose here is to study the best constant for the inequalities (1.3). A first remark is that
for any n ≥ 2, p ≥ 1, |x|β |x′|α ∈ Lp

loc(R
n) if and only if

pα > 1− n and p(α+ β) > −n.(1.5)

This fact can be seen by spherical coordinates. Our first result gives a complete answer for best constant
of (1.3) when p = 2.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2, p = 2, and α, β ∈ R satisfy (1.5). Denote by Cn,α,β the sharp constant in

(1.3) with p = 2, i.e. the best constant to claim

(1.6)

∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇u|2dx ≥ Cn,α,β

∫

Rn

|x′|2α|x|2βu2dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

n).

1
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Then we have

(1.7) Cn,α,β =
(n− 1 + 2α)2 −

[√
max(K, 1)− 1

]2

4

where K = −4β(n+ 2α+ β) = (n+ 2α)2 − (n+ 2α+ 2β)2.

For more general p ≥ 1, we obtain the following partial result where the best constant is determined
when β ≥ 0.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2, p ≥ 1 and α, β ∈ R satisfy (1.5). Denote still by Cn,α,β the best constant in

(1.3), then

Cn,α,β =
(n− 1 + pα

p

)p

for any β ≥ 0.

Moreover, Cn,α,β ≥
(

n−1+pα+pβ
p

)p

if β < 0 and p(α+ β) > 1− n.

Furthermore, we give an alternative proof for the anisotropic Lp-Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities,
i.e a very special case of Li-Yan’s general result (1.4) with s = p = q > 1 and a = 1

p
. Let n ≥ 2, p ≥ 1,

we know that |x′|µ|x|γ2 , |x′|β |x|γ3 , |x′|α|x|γ1 ∈ Lp
loc(R

n) if and only if

min(α, β, µ) >
1− n

p
, min(α+ γ1, µ+ γ2, β + γ3) > −n

p
.(1.8)

Notice also that in our special case, the assumptions [8, (1.10)-(1.13)] are equivalent to

α+ γ1 =
µ+ γ2 − 1

p
+

(p− 1)(β + γ3)

p
, γ1 ≤ γ2 − 1

p
+

(p− 1)γ3
p

.(1.9)

Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 2, p > 1. Assume that α, β, µ, γ1, γ2, γ3 satisfy (1.8)-(1.9), then for any u ∈
C1

c (R
n), there holds

‖|x|γ2 |x′|µ∇u‖
1
p

Lp(Rn)

∥∥|x|γ3 |x′|βu
∥∥

p−1

p

Lp(Rn)
≥ n+ p(α+ γ1)

p
‖|x|γ1 |x′|αu‖Lp(Rn) .(1.10)

If moreover α = β = µ and γ3 − γ2 + 1 > 0, the constant
n+p(α+γ1)

p
is sharp.

Our approach departs from an elementary identity: Let Ω ⊂ R
n be an open set, V ∈ C1(Ω) and

f ∈ C2(Ω) be positive, then
∫

Ω

V |∇u|2dx = −
∫

Ω

div(V∇f)

f
u2dx+

∫

Ω

V f2
∣∣∣∇

(u
f

)∣∣∣
2

dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (Ω).(1.11)

The above equality can be showed using integration by parts; or by taking ~F = −∇f
f

in the more general

equality ∫

Ω

V |∇u|2dx =

∫

Ω

[
div(V ~F )− V |~F |2

]
u2dx+

∫

Ω

V
∣∣∇u+ u~F

∣∣2dx.(1.12)

These identities suggest to find weighted Hardy or Poincaré inequalities by testing suitable positive
functions f ∈ C1

c (Ω), and provide a natural way to study Hardy type inequalities. This idea has been
used in many situations in the literature, and summarized in [6]. For example, the Bessel pair with radial
potential (V,W ) introduced by Ghoussoub-Moradifam [5] is a special case of (1.11) for radial function
f(x) = f(|x|), since

f ′′(r) +
(n− 1

r
+

V ′

V

)
f ′(r) +

cW

V
f(r) = 0 is equivalent to say −div(V∇f) = cWf.

Furthermore, we remark that the last integral in (1.11) is zero if and only if u/f is a constant. It is
well known that the optimal Hardy inequality cannot be reached in general, that is, the best choice of
f does not belong to the proper functional space. However, we can check eventually sharpness of the

subsequent weight W := −div(V∇f)
f

by choosing appropriate functions u to approximate f .

The last term in (1.11) can be interpreted also as a kind of stability, since it measures in some sense
the distance between u and the eventual linear space generated by the optimal choice f .

To prove Theorem 1.1, according to V , we will apply (1.11) with f(x) = |x′|θ|x|λ, and try to optimize
the subsequent weight W with suitable choice of the parameters θ, λ ∈ R. As θ or λ are allowed to be
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negative, the corresponding anisotropic Hardy inequalities are firstly proved in C1
c (R

n\{x′ = 0}), then
extended to C1

c (R
n) by density argument. Moreover, we study the sharpness by trying to approximate

the optimal choice of f .

An equality similar to (1.11) exists for general p > 1, where we replace the last integral by a Piconé
type term, see [6, section 10.2]. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold, consider V ∈ C1(M) and
~F ∈ C1(M, TgM), then for any u ∈ C1

c (M), there holds
∫

M
[V |∇u|p + (p− 1)V |~F |p|u|p]dg =

∫

M
div

(
V |~F |p−2 ~F

)
|u|pdg +

∫

M
VR(∇u, u ~F )dg,(1.13)

where

R( ~X, ~Y ) = (p− 1)‖~Y ‖p + ‖ ~X‖p + p‖~Y ‖p−2〈~Y , ~X〉 ≥ 0.

In particular, let ~F = −∇f
f

and M = Ω, we get that (see also [2, 3, 4] with f depending on one variable)

∫

Ω

V |∇u|pdx = −
∫

Ω

div
(
V |∇f |p−2∇f

)

fp−1
|u|pdx+

∫

Ω

VR
(
∇u,−u

∇f

f

)
dx.(1.14)

Hence we obtain the Lp-Hardy inequality (with suitable V , f and u)
∫

Ω

V |∇u|pdx ≥ −
∫

Ω

div
(
V |∇f |p−2∇f

)

fp−1
|u|pdx.(1.15)

Here again, we need not any symmetry assumption on V or f , again the residual term in (1.14) is zero
if and only if u/f is constant. Therefore we can proceed similarly as for L2 case to handle Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.4. The identity (1.15) holds also for p = 1, if V ∈ C1(Ω), f ∈ C1,1(Ω) satisfies |∇f | > 0. In

that case,
∫

Ω

V |∇u|dx ≥ −
∫

Ω

div

(
V

∇f

|∇f |

)
|u|dx, ∀ u ∈ C1

c (Ω).

Moreover, notice that for any κ > 0, (κ−1V, κ
1

p−1 ~F ) does not change the subsequent weight W =

div(V |~F |p−2 ~F ) on the right hand side of (1.13). Taking

κ
p

p−1

0 =

∫

Ω

V |∇u|pdg
∫

Ω

V |~F |pupdg

,

we obtain a special weighted Lp-Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequality as follows.

(∫

Ω

V |∇u|pdg
) 1

p
(∫

Ω

V |~F |p|u|pdg
) p−1

p

=
1

p

∫

Ω

div(V |~F |p−2 ~F )|u|pdg +
∫

ω

V

pκ0
R
(
∇u, uκ

1
p−1

0
~F
)
dg

≥ 1

p

∫

Ω

div(V |~F |p−2 ~F )|u|pdg.

(1.16)

We will choose suitable ~F to prove Theorem 1.3.

Remark 1.5. For Li-Yan’s inequality (1.4) with p = 2 and q = 1, Bao-Chen [1] considered recently the

existence, the symmetry and the symmetry breaking region of extremal functions.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let n ≥ 2 and x′ = (x1, · · ·, xn−1, 0) for x = (xi) ∈ R
n. Let V = |x′|2α+2|x|2β with α, β satisfying

(1.5) with p = 2. Consider f = f1f2, then

div(V∇f)

f
=

div(V∇f1)

f1
+

div(V∇f2)

f2
+ 2V

∇f1 · ∇f2
f1f2

=: I1 + I2 + I3.
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Choose now f1 = |x′|θ, f2 = |x|λ, directly calculus yields that in R
n \ {x′ = 0},

∇V =
[
(2α+ 2)

x′

|x′|2 + 2β
x

|x|2
]
V, ∇f1 = θ|x′|θ−2x′, ∇f2 = λ|x|λ−2x

and

∆f1 = θ(n− 3 + θ)|x′|θ−2, ∆f2 = λ(n− 2 + λ)|x|λ−2.

Hence

I1 =
∇V · ∇f1 + V∆f1

f1
=

[θ(2α+ 2)

|x′|2 +
2θβ

|x|2
]
V + V

θ(n− 3 + θ)

|x′|2

=
[θ(n− 1 + θ + 2α)

|x′|2 +
2θβ

|x|2
]
V,

and

I2 =
∇V · ∇f2 + V∆f2

f2
=

λ(n+ λ+ 2α+ 2β)

|x|2 V, I3 =
2θλ

|x|2 V.

Therefore we get

−div(V∇f)

f
= −

[θ(n− 1 + θ + 2α)

|x′|2 +
λ(n+ 2α+ 2β + 2θ + λ) + 2βθ

|x|2
]
V

= H1(θ, λ)
V

|x′|2 +H2(θ, λ)
V x2

n

|x′|2|x|2
(2.1)

where

H1(θ, λ) = −
[
θ(n− 1 + θ + 2α+ 2β) + λ(n+ 2α+ 2β + 2θ + λ)

]
:= H(θ)−H2(θ, λ)

with

H(θ) = −θ(n− 1 + 2α+ θ), H2(θ, λ) = λ(n+ 2α+ 2β + 2θ + λ) + 2βθ.

Seeing Li-Yan’s estimate (1.3), we aim to find the maximum value of H1 under the constraint H2 ≥ 0.
As lim|θ|→∞H(θ) = −∞, and lim|λ|→∞ H1(θ, λ) = −∞ uniformly for bounded θ, maxH2≥0 H1 exists.

It is easy to see that ∂θH1−∂λH1 ≡ 1, hence H1 has no critical point in R
2 and maxH2≥0 H1 is reached

on the subset {H2 = 0}, i.e. when
λ(n+ 2α+ 2β + 2θ + λ) + 2βθ = 0.(2.2)

If K = −4β(n+ 2α+ β) ≤ 0, then for any θ ∈ R, there exists λ such that H2(θ, λ) = 0, because the
discriminant for the quadratic equation (2.2) of λ satisfies

(n+ 2α+ 2β + 2θ)2 − 8βθ = 4θ2 + 4(n+ 2α)θ − (n+ 2α+ 2β)2 ≥ 0 in R.

This means that

max
H2=0

H1 = max
R

H(θ) = H(θ0) =
(n− 1 + 2α)2

4
, where θ0 =

1− n− 2α

2
.(2.3)

Let K > 0, then (2.2) holds true for λ 6= −β and

θ = θ(λ) := −λ(n+ 2α+ 2β + λ)

2(λ+ β)
.

Clearly,

min
λ<−β

θ(λ) = θ(λ1) = − (n+ 2α)−
√
K

2
=: θ1, with λ1 = −β −

√
K

2
(2.4)

and

lim
λ→−∞

θ(λ) = lim
λ→−β−

θ(λ) = +∞.

If K ∈ (0, 1], then θ(λ0) = θ0 for λ0 = −β − 1+
√
1−K
2 , which yields

max
H2=0

H1 = H1(θ0, λ0) = θ20 , if K ∈ (0, 1].(2.5)
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Consider now K > 1, we can check that

max
H2=0,λ<−β

H1 = H(θ1).

By the same, for any K > 0, there holds

max
H2=0,λ>−β

H1 = H(θ2) with θ2 = − (n+ 2α) +
√
K

2
.

Notice that H(θ2) < H(θ1) for any K > 0, hence for K > 1, there holds

max
H2=0

H1 = H1(θ1, λ1) = H(θ1) = −θ1(n− 1 + 2α+ θ1)

=
n+ 2α−

√
K

2
× n− 2 + 2α+

√
K

2

=
(n− 1 + 2α)2

4
− (

√
K − 1)2

4
.

(2.6)

Finally, we obtain

max
H2≥0

H1 = max
H2=0

H1 =
(n− 1 + 2α)2 −

[√
max(K, 1)− 1

]2

4
= Cn,α,β

with K = −4β(n+ 2α+ β). Seeing (2.1) and the equality (1.11),
∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇u|2dx ≥ Cn,α,β

∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2−2|x|2βu2dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

n\{x′ = 0}).(2.7)

Under the assumption (1.5) with p = 2, i.e. 2α > 1−n, 2(α+β) > −n, there holds (using the spherical
coordinates)

lim
ǫ→0+

∫

|x′|≤Mǫ,|x|≤R

|x′|2α|x|2βdx = 0, ∀ M,R > 0.

For any u ∈ C1
c (R

n), we consider uǫ(x) = u(x) − u(x)η(|x′|/ǫ) for ǫ ∈ (0, 1), with a standard cut-off
function η ∈ C1

c (R). Applying (2.7) to uǫ and tending ǫ → 0+, we can claim the estimate (1.6).

Now we show the sharpness of the constants Cn,α,β in (1.7). We will use the spherical coordinates for
n ≥ 2, that is






x1 = r sinϕ1 sinϕ2 · · · sinϕn−2 sinϕn−1,

x2 = r sinϕ1 sinϕ2 · · · sinϕn−2 cosϕn−1,

. . .

xn−1 = r sinϕ1 cosϕ2,

xn = r cosϕ1

where r ∈ R+, ϕk ∈ [0, π] for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 if n ≥ 3 and ϕn−1 ∈ [0, 2π], so

dx = rn−1(sinϕ1)
n−2(sinϕ2)

n−3 . . . sinϕn−2drdϕ1 · · · dϕn−1.

Let v(x) = h(s)g(r), s = |x′| and r = |x|, then

∇v(x) = h′(s)g(r)
x′

s
+ h(s)g′(r)

x

r
,

and

|∇v(x)|2 = h′(s)2g2(r) + h2(s)g′(r)2 + 2h(s)h′(s)g(r)g′(r)
s

r
.

Hence

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇v(x)|2 = h′(s)2g2(r)s2α+2r2β + h2(s)g′(r)2s2α+2r2β + 2h(s)h′(s)g(r)g′(r)s2α+3r2β−1

= h′(s)2g2(r)(sinϕ1)
2α+2r2β+2α+2 + h2(s)g′(r)2(sinϕ1)

2α+2r2β+2α+2

+ 2h(s)h′(s)g(r)g′(r)(sinϕ1)
2α+3r2β+2α+2

=: J1 + J2 + J3.
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Denote Σ = (0, π), we have
∫

Rn

J1dx

=

∫

R+×Σn−2×(0,2π)

h′(r sinϕ1)
2g2(r)rn+2α+2β+1(sinϕ1)

n+2α(sinϕ2)
n−3 . . . sinϕn−2drdϕ1 . . . dϕn−1

= ωn−1

∫

R+×Σ

h′(r sinϕ1)
2g2(r)rn+2α+2β+1(sinϕ1)

n+2αdrdϕ1

where ωn−1 stands for the volume of the unit sphere in R
n−1. For the estimates of Ji, we consider three

subcases.

Case K > 1. Seeing (2.6), we choose the test function v = hg with h(s) = sθ1 , g(r) = (r2 + ǫ2)
λ1
2 η(r)

and η ∈ C1
c (R) a standard cut-off function. Then

h′(r sinϕ1)
2g2(r)rn+2α+2β+1(sinϕ1)

n+2α = θ21(sinϕ1)
√
K−2g2(r)r2β−1+

√
K ,

so
∫

Rn

J1dx = ωn−1θ
2
1

∫

Σ

(sinϕ1)
√
K−2dϕ1

∫ +∞

0

g2(r)r2β−1+
√
Kdr.

For any λ > −1, there holds
∫ π

0

(sin s)λds = B
(λ+ 1

2
,
1

2

)
,(2.8)

where B(·, ·) stands for Euler’s Beta function

B(t, γ) :=

∫ 1

0

st−1(1− s)γ−1ds, ∀ t, γ > 0.

We know also that

B(t+ 1, γ) =
t

t+ γ
B(t, γ), ∀ t, γ > 0.(2.9)

On the other hand, for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

∫ +∞

0

g2(r)r2β−1+
√
Kdr =

∫ +∞

0

(r2 + ǫ2)λ1r2β−1+
√
Kη2(r)dr

=

∫ +∞

0

(t2 + 1)−β−
√

K
2 t2β−1+

√
Kη2(ǫt)dt

= − ln ǫ+O(1).

Here and after, O(1) means a quantity uniformly bounded for ǫ ∈ (0, 1). Indeed, we used the following
fact.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that ξ ∈ L1
loc(R+) and ξ(s) − s−1 ∈ L1([1,∞)). Let ζ ∈ C1

c (R) be a standard

cut-off function, then there is C > 0 such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

∣∣∣
∫ +∞

0

ξ(t)ζ(ǫt)dt + ln ǫ
∣∣∣ ≤ C.

There holds then
∫

Rn

J1dx = ωn−1θ
2
1B

(√K − 1

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+O(1), ∀ ǫ ∈ (0, 1).

Similarly, as

g′2(r) = λ2
1r

2(r2 + ǫ2)λ1−2η2(r) + 2λ1r(r
2 + ǫ2)λ1−1ηη′(r) + (r2 + ǫ2)λ1η′2(r),
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for ǫ ∈ (0, 1) we have

∫ +∞

0

g′2(r)r2β+1+
√
Kdr = λ2

1

∫ +∞

0

(r2 + ǫ2)λ1−2r2β+3+
√
Kη2(r)dr

+ 2λ1

∫ +∞

0

(r2 + ǫ2)λ1−1r2β+2+
√
Kηη′(r)dr

+

∫ +∞

0

(r2 + ǫ2)λ1r2β+1+
√
Kη′2(r)dr

= λ2
1

∫ +∞

0

(t2 + 1)−β−
√

K
2

−2t2β+3+
√
Kη2(ǫt)dt+O(1)

= λ2
1| ln ǫ|+O(1).

We see that
∫

Rn

J2dx = ωn−1

∫

Σ

(sinϕ1)
√
Kdϕ1

∫ +∞

0

g′(r)2r2β+1+
√
Kdr

= ωn−1λ
2
1B

(√K + 1

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+O(1),

and also
∫

Rn

J3dx = 2ωn−1 × θ1

∫

Σ

(sinϕ1)
√
Kdϕ1

∫ +∞

0

g(r)g′(r)r2β+
√
Kdr

= 2ωn−1θ1B
(√K + 1

2
,
1

2

) ∫ +∞

0

g(r)g′(r)r2β+
√
Kdr

= 2ωn−1θ1λ1B
(√K + 1

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+O(1).

Finally, using (2.9), we arrive at

∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇v|2dx = Aωn−1B
(√K − 1

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+O(1)(2.10)

where

A = θ21 + (λ2
1 + 2θ1λ1)

√
K − 1√
K

.

Recall that θ1 = −(n+2α)+
√
K

2 , λ1 = −β −
√
K
2 and K = −4β(n+ 2α+ β), so λ2

1 = 2βθ1 and

A = θ21 + θ1(2β + 2λ1)

√
K − 1√
K

= θ21 + θ1(1 −
√
K)

=
(n− 1 + 2α)2

4
− (

√
K − 1)2

4
.

Moreover,
∫

Rn

|x′|2α|x|2βv2(x)dx = ωn−1

∫

R+×Σ

(sinϕ1)
n+2α+2θ1−2g2(r)rn+2α+2β+2θ1−1drdϕ1

= ωn−1

∫

R+×Σ

(sinϕ1)
√
K−2g2(r)r2β+

√
K−1drdϕ1

= ωn−1B
(√K − 1

2
,
1

2

) ∫ +∞

0

g2(r)r2β+
√
K−1dr

= ωn−1B
(√K − 1

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+O(1).
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Therefore,

lim
ǫ→0+

∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇v(x)|2dx
∫

Rn

|x′|2α|x|2βv2(x)dx
=

(n− 1 + 2α)2

4
− (

√
K − 1)2

4
.

Notice that the function h(s) = sθ1 is not smooth at s = 0, however as all involved integrals converge,
we may use eventually a family of smooth functions to approximate h, so we omit the details. This means

that for K > 1, the constant (n−1+2α)2

4 − (
√
K−1)2

4 is sharp to claim (1.6).

The analysis for other cases are similar, we will go through quickly.

Case K = 1. Here we take v(x) = h(s)g(r) with h(s) = sθ0+σ, g(r) = (r2 + ǫ2)
λ0−σ

2 η(r), where
s = |x′|, r = |x|, σ > 0 and λ0 = −β − 1

2 . Remark that (1.5) with p = 2 yields

n+ 2α+ β =
n+ 2α+ 2β

2
+

n+ 2α

2
>

1

2
.(2.11)

Therefore K = 1 implies 2β ∈ (−1, 0). We get then
∫

Rn

|x′|2α|x|2βv2(x)dx = ωn−1

∫ π

0

(sinϕ1)
2σ−1dϕ1 ×

∫ +∞

0

r2β+2σ(r2 + ǫ2)−β− 1
2
−ση2(r)dr

= ωn−1B
(
σ,

1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+Oσ(1).

Here ξ(r) = r2β+2σ(r2 + ǫ2)−β− 1
2
−σ satisfies all assumptions of Lemma 2.1, and Oσ(1) stands for a

quantity uniformly bounded for ǫ ∈ (0, 1) when σ > 0 is fixed. By the same, there holds
∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇v|2dx = ωn−1| ln ǫ|
[
(θ0 + σ)2B

(
σ,

1

2

)
+
(
λ2
0 + 2λ0θ0 + 2λ0σ

)
B
(
σ + 1,

1

2

)]
+Oσ(1)

= ωn−1| ln ǫ|
[
(θ0 + σ)2 +

(
λ2
0 + 2λ0θ0 + 2λ0σ

) σ

σ + 1

]
B
(
σ,

1

2

)
+Oσ(1).

Taking first ǫ → 0+ and secondly σ → 0+, we see that Cn,α,β ≤ θ20 for K = 1.

Case K < 1. Let v(x) = h(s)g(r) with h(s) = sθ0+σ, g(r) = (r2 + ǫ2)
λ0
2 η(r). Remark that β > − 1

2
by (2.11), let

0 < σ <

√
1−K

2
and λ0 = −β − 1 +

√
1−K

2
.

The above choice is motivated by (2.5). There holds then
∫

Rn

|x′|2α|x|2βv2(x)dx = ωn−1

∫ π

0

(sinϕ1)
2σ−1dϕ1 ×

∫ +∞

0

r2β+2σ(r2 + ǫ2)−β− 1+
√

1−K
2 η2(r)dr

= ωn−1B
(
σ,

1

2

)
ǫ2σ−

√
1−K ×

∫ +∞

0

t2β+2σ(t2 + 1)−β− 1+
√

1−K
2 η2(ǫt)dt

= ωn−1B
(
σ,

1

2

)
ǫ2σ−

√
1−K ×

[
A1 + oσ(1)

]
.

Here oσ(1) stands for a quantity tending to zero as ǫ goes to 0 for fixed σ > 0, and

A1 =

∫ +∞

0

t2β+2σ(t2 + 1)−β− 1+
√

1−K
2 dt < ∞.

Similarly, we get
∫

Rn

|x′|2α+2|x|2β |∇v|2dx = ωn−1ǫ
2σ−

√
1−K ×

[
A1 + oσ(1)

]
(θ0 + σ)2B

(
σ,

1

2

)

+ ωn−1ǫ
2σ−

√
1−K ×

[
A2 + oσ(1)

]
B
(
σ + 1,

1

2

)

= ωn−1ǫ
2σ−

√
1−K

[
A1θ

2
0 +O(σ) + oσ(1)

]
B
(
σ,

1

2

)
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with

A2 = λ2
0

∫ +∞

0

t2β+2σ+4(t2 + 1)−β− 1+
√

1−K
2

−2dt+ 2λ0θ0

∫ +∞

0

t2β+2σ+2(t2 + 1)−β− 1+
√

1−K
2

−1dt < ∞.

Taking first ǫ → 0+ and secondly σ → 0+, we see that Cn,α,β ≤ θ20 for K < 1. �

Remark 2.2. Take α = β = − 1
2 and n ≥ 3, we have

(2.12)

∫

Rn

|x′|
|x| |∇u|2dx ≥

[n2 − 6n+ 6

4
+

√
2n− 3

2

] ∫

Rn

u2

|x′||x|dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

n).

Here the constant n2−6n+6
4 +

√
2n−3
2 is sharp. In particular, the best constant for (1.2) is 2

√
3−3
4 .

Remark 2.3. The estimate (2.12) is trivial when n = 2, but an anisotropic Leray type inequality exists.

Let B2 denote the open unit disc in R
2, there holds

∫

B2

|x1|
|x| |∇u|2dx ≥ 1

4

∫

B2

|x1|
|x|3(ln |x|)2 u

2dx, ∀ u ∈ C1
c (B

2).

Here we consider f(x) =
√
− ln |x| and check that

−div(|x1||x|−1∇f)

f
=

|x1|
4|x|3(ln |x|)2 in B

2\{0}.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let V = |x′|(α+1)p|x|βp and f = |x′|γ , then

∇V =
[
(α+ 1)p

x′

|x′|2 + βp
x

|x|2
]
V,

and ∇f = γ|x′|γ−2x′, ∆f = γ(n− 3 + γ)|x′|γ−2. There hold also

|∇f |p−2 = |γ|p−2|x′|(γ−1)(p−2), ∇(|∇f |p−2) = |γ|p−2(γ − 1)(p− 2)|x′|γp−2γ−px′.

According to the Hardy inequality (1.15), we will calculate

−div(V |∇f |p−2∇f)

fp−1
= −

[
div(V∇f)|∇f |p−2

fp−1
+

V∇f · ∇(|∇f |p−2)

fp−1

]
=: −

(
K1 +K2

)
.

More precisely,

div(V∇f)

f
=

∇V · ∇f + V∆f

f
=

[γ(n− 3 + (α + 1)p+ γ)

|x′|2 +
γβp

|x|2
]
V.

This yields

K1 =
div(V∇f)

f
× |∇f |p−2

fp−2
= V |γ|p−2

[γ(n− 3 + (α+ 1)p+ γ)

|x′|p +
γβp

|x′|p−2|x|2
]
.

On the other hand,

K2 = V |γ|p−2 γ(γ − 1)(p− 2)

|x′|p .

Hence

W = −div(V |∇f |p−2∇f)

fp−1
= −V |γ|p−2

[γ(n− 3 + (α+ 1)p+ γ) + γ(γ − 1)(p− 2)

|x′|p +
γβp

|x′|p−2|x|2
]

= V |x′|−p
{
−|γ|p−2γ

[
(p− 1)γ + n− 1 + pα

]
− |γ|p−2γβp

|x′|2
|x|2

}

=: V |x′|−p
[
H1(γ) +H2(γ)

|x′|2
|x|2

]
.

We consider respectively two cases according to the sign of β.

Case β ≥ 0. Recall that pα > 1− n. Let n− 1 + pα = −pγ0, then γ0 < 0,

max
R

H1(γ) = H1(γ0) = |γ0|p and H2(γ0) = βp|γ0|p−1 ≥ 0.
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Thanks to (1.14) or (1.15), we have

‖|x|β |x′|α+1∇u‖Lp(Rn) ≥ |γ0|p‖|x|β |x′|αu‖Lp(Rn), ∀ u ∈ C1
c (R

n\{x′ = 0}).

Recall that |x|β |x′|α ∈ Lp
loc(R

n) under the condition (1.5), similarly as for the case p = 2, we can extend
the above estimate for u ∈ C1

c (R
n) by approximation, so Cn,α,β ≥ |γ0|p.

Now we prove the sharpness of the above estimate. Consider v = |x′|γg(r) with g(r) = (r2 + ǫ2)
λ
2 η, a

cut-off function η and

γ = −n− 1 + pα

p
+ σ = γ0 + σ, λ = −β − 1

p
− σ, ǫ, σ > 0.

Then for ǫ ∈ (0, 1), applying Lemma 2.1 and (2.8),

∫

Rn

|x′|pα|x|pβ |v|pdx = ωn−1

∫ π

0

(sinϕ1)
n−2+(α+γ)pdϕ1

∫ +∞

0

rβpgp(r)dr

= ωn−1B
(pσ

2
,
1

2

)
× | ln ǫ|+Oσ(1)

(3.1)

where Oσ(1) stands for a quantity uniformly bounded for ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and fixed σ ∈ (0, 1). On the other
hand,

|∇v|2 = |γ|x′|γ−2x′g(r) + |x′|γg′(r)x
r
|2

= |x′|2γ−2

[
γ2g2(r) + |x′|2g′2(r) + 2γ

|x′|2
r

gg′(r)

]
=: |x′|2γ−2G(r).

In B
n the unit ball of ⊂ R

n, as η ≡ 1, we have

G(r) = γ2(r2 + ǫ2)λ + λ2(r2 + ǫ2)λ−2|x′|2r2 + 2γλ(r2 + ǫ2)λ−1|x′|2.

Therefore

|x′|p(α+1)|x|βp|∇v|p = |x′|p(γ−1)G
p
2 (r)

= |x′|p(α+γ)|x|pβ(r2 + ǫ2)
pλ
2

(
γ2 + λ2 |x′|2r2

(r2 + ǫ2)2
+ 2γλ

|x′|2
r2 + ǫ2

) p
2

.

Let ǫ, σ ∈ (0, 1), clearly

∣∣∣λ2 |x′|2r2
(r2 + ǫ2)2

+ 2γλ
|x′|2

r2 + ǫ2

∣∣∣ ≤ C
|x′|2

r2 + ǫ2
in R

n.

By mean value theorem, as |x′| ≤ r, there holds
∣∣∣∣∣

(
γ2 + λ2 |x′|2r2

(r2 + ǫ2)2
+ 2γλ

|x′|2
r2 + ǫ2

) p
2

− |γ|p
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

|x′|2
r2 + ǫ2

in R
n.

Using spherical coordinates, we see that
∫

Bn

|x′|p(α+1)|x|βp|∇v|pdx

= ωn−1

∫ π

0

(sinϕ1)
n−2+p(α+γ)

×
∫ 1

0

rn−1+p(α+β+γ)(r2 + ǫ2)
pλ
2

(
γ2 + λ2 |x′|2r2

(r2 + ǫ2)2
+ 2γλ

|x′|2
r2 + ǫ2

) p
2

dr

=: ωn−1|γ|p
∫ π

0

(sinϕ1)
pσ−1

∫ 1

0

rp(β+σ)(r2 + ǫ2)
pλ
2 dr + L1

= ωn−1|γ|pB
(pσ

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+Oσ(1) + L1.

(3.2)
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Moreover,

|L1| ≤ C

∫ π

0

(sinϕ1)
pσ+1

∫ 1

0

rp(β+σ)+2(r2 + ǫ2)
pλ
2
−1dr ≤ C

[
B
(pσ

2
+ 1,

1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+Oσ(1)

]

= C
pσ

pσ + 1
B
(pσ

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ|+Oσ(1).

(3.3)

On 2Bn \ Bn, directly calculation gives

|∇v|2 = |x′|2γ−2

[
γ2g2(r) + |x′|2g′2(r) + 2γ

|x′|2
r

gg′(r)

]
≤ C|x′|2γ−2.

Consequently

|x′|(α+1)p|x|βp|∇v|2 ≤ C|x′|n−1+pσ|x|βp,
and then ∫

B2\B1

|x′|(α+1)p|x|βp|∇v|2dx ≤ CB
(pσ

2
,
1

2

)
.(3.4)

Combining (3.2)-(3.4), for small enough σ > 0 and ǫ ∈ (0, 1), we can claim
∫

Rn

|x′|(α+1)p|x|βp|∇v|2 = ωn−1|γ|pB
(pσ

2
,
1

2

)
| ln ǫ| ×

[
1 +O(σ)

]
+B

(pσ
2
,
1

2

)
×O(1) +Oσ(1).

Tend first ǫ → 0+, secondly set σ → 0+, we conclude that Cn,α,β ≤ |γ0|p seeing (3.1). So Cn,α,β = |γ0|p
for p > 1 and β ≥ 0.

Case β < 0. Here we take still f(x) = |x′|γ , but rewrite

W = V |x′|−p
[
− |γ|p−2γ(n− 1 + (α+ β)p+ (p− 1)γ) + |γ|p−2γβp

x2
n

|x|2
]

=: V |x′|−p
[
H̃1(γ) + H̃2(γ)

x2
n

|x|2
]

where

H̃1(γ) = −|γ|p−2γ(n− 1 + (α+ β)p+ (p− 1)γ), H̃2(γ) = |γ|p−2γβp.

Denote γ̃0 = −n−1+(α+β)p
p

. If p(α+ β) > 1− n, there hold γ̃0 < 0 and

max
R

H̃1(γ) = H̃1(γ̃0) = |γ̃0|p, H̃2(γ̃0) ≥ 0.

Seeing (1.15) and using approximation with functions in C1
c (R

n\{x′ = 0}), we claim Cn,α,β ≥ |γ̃0|p. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Thanks to (1.9), we need only to prove (1.10) for

αp = β(p− 1) + µ, hence γ1p = γ3(p− 1) + γ2 − 1.(4.1)

Let V (x) = |x′|pµ|x|pγ2 and ~F (x) = |x′|β−µ|x|γ3−γ2−1x, direct calculation yields that in R
n \ {x′ = 0},

|~F | = |x′|β−µ|x|γ3−γ2 , V |~F |p−2 = |x′|β(p−2)+2µ|x|γ3(p−2)+2γ2

and

div(~F ) = (n− 1 + β − µ+ γ3 − γ2)|x′|β−µ|x|γ3−γ2−1.

Hence we have, with (4.1),

W = div(V |~F |p−2 ~F ) = V |~F |p−2div(~F ) +∇(V |~F |p−2) · ~F
= [n+ p(α+ γ1)]|x′|αp|x|γ1p.

Applying (1.16), as V |~F |p = |x′|βp|x|γ3p, we get immediately (1.10) for u ∈ C1
c (R

n\{x′ = 0} with
(4.1). Recall that under the condition (1.8), |x′|α|x|γ1 , |x′|β |x|γ3 , |x′|µ|x|γ2 ∈ Lp

loc(R
n). Similarly as for

Theorem 1.1 and 1.2, we can extend the estimate for u ∈ C1
c (R

n) by approximation.
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Furthermore, if α = β = µ, then the above ~F (x) = |x|γ3−γ2−1x. Then u0(x) = e−κ

1
p−1

0
|x|γ3−γ2+1

(with
suitable value κ0 > 0) satisfies that the residual term in (1.16),

R(∇u0, u0κ
1

p−1

0
~F ) ≡ 0 in R

n\{0}.
Hence with γ3 − γ2 + 1 > 0 and standard approximation, we can be convinced easily that the estimate
(1.10) is sharp. �

Remark 4.1. The same proof provides also a generalization of [2, Corollary 1.2] to the anisotropic case.

Let p > 1, pα > 1− n and γ1p = γ3(p− 1) + γ2 − 1, there holds

‖|x|γ2 |x′|α∇u‖
1
p

Lp(Rn) ‖|x|
γ3 |x′|αu‖

p−1

p

Lp(Rn) ≥
|n+ p(α+ γ1)|

p
‖|x|γ1 |x′|αu‖Lp(Rn) , ∀ u ∈ C1

c (R
n\{0}).

Moreover, for either γ3 − γ2 + 1 > 0, (γ2 + α)p ≥ p− n; or γ3 − γ2 +1 < 0, (γ2 + α)p ≤ p− n, the above

estimate is sharp.
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