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Abstract
We study the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequalities in the case of p = 1 and
generalize them adopting weight functions w(|z|) on R™ with w(t) € W(R+). Here W(R4)
is a general class of weight functions on R including non-doubling weights like e*1/%, *

1 Introduction

The main purpose of the present paper is to study the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg type inequal-
ities, which are abbreviated as the CKN-type inequalities. The CKN-type inequalities were
introduced in [2] as multiplicative interpolation inequalities, but here we refer to the simple
weighted Sobolev inequalities. There is a great deal of research in that case alone and we also
studied in [5, 6, 9, 3, 4]. Recently in [8, 1, 7], we revisited the CKN-type inequalities in the
case that p > 1 and established the CKN-type inequalities involving non-doubling weights.
Furthermore, the CKN-type inequalities, which differ greatly in critical and non-critical cases,
were successfully unified by adopting a new framework. In the present paper we will proceed
to study the CKN-type inequalities in the case of p = 1.

First we define a class of weight functions W (R ) which is a slight modification of the space
introduced in [8] to suit our purpose (c.f. Remark 2.2). By C%!(R,) we denote the space of
all Lipschitz continuous functions on R.

Definition 1.1 Let Ry = (0, 00).
1. For a € [0,00] we define

Wa(Ry) ={we C¥(Ry) :w > O’tgrfow(t) =a} (1.1)
and
W(R+) = UaG[O,oo]Wa(RJr)‘ (1.2)

2. In particular we set
V(R4) = Wo(R4) U W (R4). (1.3)
We will study the CKN-type inequalities for weights w(t) € V(R4 ) mainly in the subsequent.
If w(t) € W(Ry) \ V(R,), then w(t) € C¥1(R1) N C([0,00)) and 0 < tlir}rlow(t) < 00, hence
—

w(t) behaves tamely as t — +0.
We introduce a kind of monotone rearrangement of weight functions w(t) € V(R4).
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Definition 1.2 1. For w(t) € Wo(Ry) and 0 < n < oo, we define

inf w(s) (0<t<n),
w(t;n) = 1SS (1.4)
e {w<n> (n <)

Here o, € Wo(Ry) and ¢y, is called the largest increasing function with respect to w
statisfying @ (t;n) < w(t) for 0 <t <.

2. For w(t) € Woo(Ry) and 0 < n < oo, we define

Oinftw(s) (0<t<n),
wltin) = ¢ 055 1.5
PEDZ w0 -

Here ¢, € W (Ry) and 1., is called the largest decreasing function with respect to w
satisfying 1, (t) < w(t) for 0 <t <.

3. For w(t) € V(Ry) and 0 < n < oo, we define

oty — Pl w(t) € Wo(Ry),
w(t;n) {ww(t;nL w(t) € W (R, ). (1.6)
4. Forw(t) e V(R4), ¢ > 1 and 0 < n < oo, we define VI(t;n) € L. ((0,n]) by
a(ry ) ar(ew(tin), w(t) € Wo(R4),
vt {—i(ww(t; n)e, w(t) € Wao(Ry). (1.7)
5. ou(t;n), Yuw(t;n), vy(t;n) and VA(t;n) are abbreviated as pq,(t), ¥y (t), vy (t) and V()

respectively.

Remark 1.1 Since ¢, (t) and ¥, (t) are Lipschitz continuous on Ry for w(t) € V(RL), they
are differentiable a.e. on Ry. In particular the first order derivatives in the distribution sense
ol (8), 05, (t) : Ry — R coincide with those in the classical sense a.e. on R, i.e.

.1
@, (t) = Dy (t) (: }}Hn —(pw(t+h) — <p1,,(t))> for a.e. t € Ry.
-0t
In particular we see that ¢!, (t),,,(t) € L7S.((0,n)).

Then we study inequalities of the following type: For 1 < ¢ < o0, 0 < 1 < o0 and
w € V(Ry), there exists a positive number C' = C(g,n,w) > 1 such that we have for any
u(z) € C°(By \ {0})

1/q
[ 1vu@luleja " do > € ( [ @Iva(al of - dx> Cay
BTI B'ﬂ

where Bo, = R™ and B, = {# € R" : |z| < n}. It is worth saying that the inequality (1.8)
does not hold unconditionally, unless n = 1 or ¢ = 1. In order to study the validity of (1.8) for
each w € V(R,), we introduce the non-degenerate condition (NDC) in Section 3, which
controls the behavior of w near ¢ = 0, and then we make clear the validity of (1.8) under
(NDC) as Theorem 2.2. Roughly speaking, (NDC) assures that w(t) does not behave so badly
as t — 40, and hence the function function K(r) given by Definition (2.2) is bounded away
from 0. On the contrary if Tl_iglo K (r) = 0is assumed, then by Theorem 2.3 the inequality (1.8)

is not valid. In Theorem 2.4 we also characterize a set of weight functions for which (NDC)
is violated. The proofs of Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4 are given in Section3,
Section 4 and Section 5 respectively.



2 Main results
First we state a result in the one dimensional case which is rather simple.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that 1 < q < oo, 0 <n < 400 and w(t) € V(R4). Then, there exists a
positive number C' = C(q,n,w) > 1 such that for any u € C}((0,7)) we have

n n 1/q
/ [u' () |w(t)dt > C (/ lu(t)]TVI(¢) dt> . (2.1)
0 0
Moreover either if w(t) € Wo(Ry) or if w(t) € W (R4), n = 00 and tli}m w(t) = 0, then the
oo
best constant C' in (2.1) equals 1.

Remark 2.1 If w(t) € V(Ry) is monotone, then (2.1) simply becomes

n n 1/q
AhﬂMMﬂﬁ>C<Alwmqw&Wﬂ) L wed((0). (22

Theorem 2.1 can be derived from classical one-dimensional inequalities with some modifications,
but for the sake of self-completion we give a direct proof in §3 (c.f.[10]). In order to proceed to
the the n-dimensional case, let us prepare more notations.

Definition 2.1 For a locally Lipschitz continuous v(r) on Ry we define the followings:

Zvl = {r € Ry : v is differentiable at r and v'(r) # 0}, (2.3)
Zylv] = {r € Ry : v is differentiable at v and v'(r) = 0}. (2.4)

Here, local Lipschitz continuousness of v(t) means that v(t) is Lipschitz continuous over each
compact set of Ry, hence v(t) is differentiable a.e. on Ry.

Definition 2.2 For w(r) € V(Ry) we set

(r € Zvy)), (2.5)

where vy, s defined by Definition 1.2,3.

Now we introduce the non-degenerate condition (NDC) on K (r) which assures that K(r)
is bounded away from 0 as r — +0.

Definition 2.3 (the non-degenerate condition) Let n > 0 and w € V(Ry). A weight
function w is said to satisfy the non-degenerate condition (NDC) if

Co = K(r) > 0. (NDC)

inf
7€(0,n)NZ[vw]

Then we state the n-dimensional CKN-type inequality as a natural extension of Theorem 2.1
and the classical CKN-type inequalities in Appendix, and the proof will be given in §4.

Theorem 2.2 Letn > 1,1 < ¢g<o00,0<1—-1/g <1/n andn > 0. Assume that w(r) €
V(R4). Moreover assume that if 1 < q, K(r) satisfies (NDC). Then, there exists a positive
number C = C(q,n,w) such that we have for any u € C° (B, \ {0})

1/q
/ memwmxlmmzc</wmm&mwxP"M> | (2.6)

n n



Conversely we have the following which is proved in §5:

Theorem 2.3 Letn > 1,1 < ¢g<o00,0<1—-1/g <1/n andn > 0. Assume that w(r) €
V(Ry). If
lim sup K(r)=0, (2.7)
=40 1 (0,6]NZ[vw]
then the inequality (2.6) does not hold.

Roughly speaking, either if w vanishes infinitely at the origin or if w blows up infinitely
at the origin, then (NDC) is violated. To explain more accurately, we introduce the following
notion.

Definition 2.4 For w(r) € V(R4) we define the following:

1. For w(r) € Wo(R4), w(r) is said to vanish in infinite order at the origin, if and only if
for some C > 0 and for an arbitrary positive integer m there exists positive number r,
satisfying v, — 0 as m — oo such that we have

w(rm) < Clrym)™. (2.8)

2. For w(r) € Weo(Ry), w(r) is said to blow up at the origin in infinite order, if and only
if for some C' > 0 and for an arbitrary positive integer m there exists a positive number
Tm Satisfying vy, — 0 as m — oo such that we have

w(ry) > Clry,)™ ™. (2.9)

By Definition 1.2 and Remark 1.1 we immediately have the following;:

Lemma 2.1 1. Assume that w(r) € Wo(Ry). Then w(t) vanishes in infinite order at the
origin, if and only if v, (1) vanishes in infinite order at the origin.

2. Assume that w(r) € Woo(R4). Then w(t) blows up in infinite order at the origin, if and
only if pu(r) blows up in infinite order at the origin.

Proof: Assume that w(r) vanishes in infinite order at the origin. Since ¢, (r) < w(r) for
t € [0,n], s0 @, (r) does. Conversely assume that ¢, (r) vanishes in infinite order at the origin,
namely, we have (2.8) for some sequence of positive numbers {r,, }. Since ¢, () is a constant on
each component Zy[p,, |, we can assume @, (r,,) = w(ry,), m =1,2,---. Hence the assertion 1
follows. The assertion 2 can be shown in a similar way. O

Then we have the following which is proved in §6:

Theorem 2.4 Let w(r) € V(Ry). If w vanishes in infinite order at the origin or if w blows
up in infinite order at the origin, then then (NDC) is violated.

To make the theorem easier to understand, we present typical examples.

—a

Example 2.1 Let a > 0. When either w(r) =e™" ~ € Wo(R4) or w(r) =e”
K(r)=0(r%) as r — +0.

€ WOO(R+)7

Example 2.2 Let 1 < g < oo and 0 <n. Let w(r) =r7.
1. If v > 0, then w(t) € Wo(Ry) and we have K(r) = 1/~.
2. If v <0, then w(r) € W (R4) and we have K(r) = —1/~.



Remark 2.2 1. In [8], we have established the CKN-type inequalities for p > 1 with C!-
weight functions, and they remain valid for weight functions in W(R4) defined by (1.1).

2. According to [8], if we define subclasses P(R4) and Q(Ry) by
P(Ry) = {w(t) € W(R,) : w(t)™ ¢ L'((0,n)) for somen > 0},
QRy) ={w(t) e W(R4) : w(t)~" € L1((0,n)) for any n > 0},
then, we see that W(Ry) = P(Ry) U Q(Ry). Here we have the relations
P(R+) C WO(R+), WOQ(R+) C W(R+)\W0(R+) C Q(R+) and Wo(R+)ﬁQ(R+) # (,ZS

(2.10)

Remark 2.3 Interestingly the inequality (2.1) can be proved by taking the limit (p — 1+0) in
the one-dimensional CKN-type inequalities for p > 1 in [8](Theorem 3.1 with wP~' = vP (v €

V(R4)))-

3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Without loss of generality we assume that u(t) > 0. First we consider the case that w(t) €
Wo(R4). Recall Vq( )= dt (<pw( ))? > 0a.e. in (0, n]. For u(t) € CL((0,n)) weset f(t) = |[u/(t)].
Noting that 0 < u(t) < ft s)ds, we have

</On lu(t)|7VA(t) dt)l ! < </O” qvg(t) dt>1/q
- ( 0” /onf(s)v’g(t)l/qxw(s)ds )l/q—/ </ PNV )X e () dt >1/q ds
= [T ([ vee dt)l/q s < [ 17O oule)? o0 ds

S/On [u' ()] pw(s) dsg/on i/ (s)]w(s) ds.

Therefore we have (2.1) with C' > 1.
Secondly we assume that w € W (Ry). Recall V(1) = —£(4,(1))7 > 0 (0 < t < n).
Then by noting that u(t) < fo s)ds with f(t) = |u/(¢)|, we have

(/O" lu(t)|9V2(t) dt>1/q ( )dt> 1/q
- </n ' FEVE®)  x10,0(5) ds ' dt)l/q < /n </n )TV (5) dt)l/q .

/lf( >|(/77V‘I<> ) d8</\f |(Wur ()T = (1)) ds
/If Mtbw (s ds</|f Y w(s) ds.

Thus we have (2.1) with C > 1.

s)ds

ds

Proof of Optimality: First we assume that w(t) € Wy(Ry), then we have (2.1). By the previous
argument, we also have for an arbitrary measurable function f(t) >0

c( On dt)l/q < /O " F(s)vuls) ds

s)ds




Now we assume that supp f C (x,z+h) with z € (0,1) N (Z[vw]U Zo[vw]),0 < b < n—x. Then

z+h z z+h q 1/q x+h
/a: f)ve(t)dt > C (/0 (/x f(s) ds) V(1) dt) = Cgow(x)/x f(s)ds.

Setting f(t) = @ (t)~! in (z,2 + h), we have

x+h
1> C@%(I)/ ww(s)ds.

x

By letting h — 0 we see C' < 1. This proves the assertion.
Secondly we assume that = co and tlim w(t) = 0. We have for an arbitrary measurable
—00

function f(¢) > 0 having a compact support

(/ "o dt) < [7 somte

Now we assume that supp f C (x — h,z) with © € Z[vy,] U Zp[v,] and 0 < b < x. Then

L:fwwwﬁZC(Lw([;ﬂ$%YK%MOUtﬂwMﬂA:ﬂ$%

Setting f(t) = ¥ (t) "t in (z — h, x), we have

s)ds

By letting h — 0 we see C < 1. This proves the assertion. [

4 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Assume that w(t) € V(Ry), 0 < p < oo and 0 < 1—-1/¢g < 1/n. By w1 we denote (1-
dimensional) Lebesgue measure. Then we prepare the following.

Lemma 4.1 Assume that w(t) € VR,).

1. We have for an arbitrary compact set K C Ry
(R \ (Z(vw) U Zo(vw)) =0 and 1 (vw(Zo(vw)) N K) =

2. We have vy, (r) = w(r) for all v € Z[vy]. In particular we have v, (r) = w'(r) for all
T € Zvy).

3. Let 7= vy (n). Then, p = vy(r) is invertible on (0,n] \ Zo[vy] and the inverse mapping
:p € (0,7 \vw(Zo[vw]) = 7 € (0,n]\ Zo[vw] is differentiable a.e. to obtain (vy') (p) =

l/vw( )-

Proof: 1.From Remark 1.1 for w(r) € V(R4) both ¢, (r) and v,,(r) are monotone continuous
piecewise C'! function on R . Hence v, (r) is a locally Lipschitz continuous function on R, and
is differentiable a.e. on R . In particular we have p; (R4 \(Z[vw] U Zy[vy])) = 0. Moreover we
have for an arbitrary Borel set A C (0,00)

ummmﬂmﬁ/ [ ()] dr

AN(vw) ~H(K)



Here, v, (A) = {v,(r) : 7 € A} and (vy) 1K) = {r : v,(r) € K}. Particularly we have

11 (v Zofv]) N K) < /

vl (r)|dr = / | Dvy, (r)|dr = 0.
ZO[Uu7]m(U'Ll7)71(K) Zo['“w]m(vw)il(K)

2. This follows direct from Definition 1.2.
3. vy (r) is monotone and v (1) # 0 over (0,7n] \ Zy[vy], hence the assertion follows.
([
We use a polar coordinate system z = rw for r = |z| and w € S"~!. By Ay we denote
the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a unit sphere S”~!, and by dS we denote surface elements
on S"~1. Then a gradient operator A on S™~! is defined by

/ (—Agnr1)EdS = / A&y A&dS for &,6 € CP(S™7). (4.1)
Sn—l Sn—l
Here we note that
1 1 1
A& = — 0,710 6) + 5 Aga&, VG = 0,6 + SH&l (4.2)

where 0,&1(z) = /|z|- V&1 (x). By a polar coordinate system, the inequality (2.6) is transformed
to the following: There exists a positive number C' = C(g,n,w) such that we have for any
u(z) = u(rw) € G (B, \ {0})

/S dS/On ((aru)z+ ([:Z)2>1/2w(r) dr > C (/S ds/OT7 |7V (r) dr)l/q. (4.3)

Define a change of variables in harmony with subclasses as follows:
1. If w(r) € Wo(Ry), then we set vy, (r) = p, (0 <r <n).
2. fw(r) € W (Ry4), then we set v, (r) =1/p, (0<r <n).

First we consider the case 1 to show (4.3). From Lemma 4.1, v,,(r) is invertible on (0,7] \
Zy[vw]. We employ a polar coordinate system x = rw for r = |z| and w € S"~ 1.
By the change of variable v,,(r) = p for r € (0,n]\ Zo[vy] , we have for u(rw) € C°(B;\{0})

! W (r)dr = urwqivrqr: w)|4d(p?
[ wervimar= [ o L= | Upo)led(o)

0,71\ vw (Zo[vw])

where U (pw) = u(v,,' (p)w) € C(B; \ {0}) for p € (0,7] \ vw(Zo[vw]) and vy (1) = 7.
Since U (pw) is differentiable a.e. on {(p,w) : p € (0,7] \ vw(Zo[vw]), w € S*71}, we have

[ (s (A?) w(r)dr > /(OWD\ZM ((@u)u(fg)?)m vulr) dr

9N 1/2
-/ (@0 + kP25 o
(0,7)\vaw (Zo[vw]) p

where 7 = v, 1(p) for p € (0,7] \ vw(Zo[vw]) and K(r) is given by

1/2

(1) w(r)

A

K(r) = = (r € (0,7 N Z(vw)). (4.4)

rw’ (r)

Since p11((0,7] \ (Z(vw) U Zp(vy)) = 0 and p1((0,7] N vy (Zo[vw])) = 0 hold, together with a
density argument w.r.t. U(y) in C2°(Bj \ {0}), the inequality (4.3) is reduced to the following:
For U(y) = U(pw) € C°(B7 \ {0})

1/4q

/Sm1 s /Oﬁ <(6,)U)2 +H(P)2(A/g)2>l/2pdp >C (/51 ds /Oﬁ U d(pq)> . (45)



where 7 = v,,(n) and
H(p) = K(vg' () = 'W\ for p € (0,7 N vu(Zlou])). (4.6)

If ¢ = 1 holds, then (4.5) follows direct from the classical Hardy inequality, hence we assume
that ¢ > 1. From (NDC), the left hand side of (4.5) is estimated from below in the following
way. For p = [yl,

/Bﬁ ((8pU)2 + H(p)? (AZ)Q)W PP dy > min(CO71)/JBﬂ ((apU)2 n (/1;)2>1/2 2y

:min(CO71)/ |V, U|p* ™ dy

By
1/q
> min(Cy, 1)SH41 (/ |U|2p9~" dy) .
Bj

In the last step we used the CKN type inequality (7.1) with v = 1. This proves (4.5) with
C' = min(Cp, 1)ST91 g1/,

Secondly we consider the case 2. By the change of variable v, (1) = 1/p for r € (0, ]\ Zo[vw],
we have for u(rw) € C2°(Bj; \ {0})

! WVa(r)dr = — urwqivrqr: w)|9d(p~ 9
[ wervimar == [ e geuir= | Upo)led(p)

0,1\ v (Zo[vw])

where vy, = 1/vy, U(pw) = u(vy'(1/p)w) € C(B; \ {0}) for p € (0,7] \ vw(Zo[vew]) and
Zi%(n) (hz 1/vy(n)). Since U(pw) is differentiable a.e. on {(p,w) : p € (0, 7]\vew(Zo[vw]), w €

/071 ((&u)2 + <ATZ)2>1/2 w(r)dr > /(O,n])\Zo[vw] ((&u)2 + <A1;)2>1/2 Uy (1) dr

(@07 + K(r)?%fﬁy) "

‘/(Ovﬁ])\'ﬁ(zﬂ [vw])

where r = v 1(1/p) for p € (0,7] \ v (Zo[vw]) and K(r) is given by (4.4). Since u1((0,7] \
(Z(vw) U Zo(vy)) = 0 and p1((0,7] Ny (Zo[vw])) = 0 hold, together with a density argument
wrt. Uy) in C&(Bj \ {0}), the inequality (4.3) is reduced to the following: For U(y) =
U(pw) € C(B; \ {0})

/S ds /Oﬁ ((apU)2 + H(p)? (A/g)Q)m p~ldp>C (/S ds /077 |U|qd(p“1)> Uq, (47)

where

vy
H() = K(v'1/p) = | s

As in the previous case, it suffices to show (4.7) for U(y) = U(pw) € C°(Bj; \ {0}). Again we

\ for p e (0,7 N 7w (Zlvw))) (48)



assume that ¢ > 1 and we have

/Bﬁ <(5'pU)2 + H(p)® (Aplg)2>1/2 % dy > min(Ce, ) /Bﬁ ((6pU)2 N (ApU2)2>1/2 -

:min(Co,l)/ v, Ul dy

7

1/q
> min(Cp, 1)SH% 1 (/ |U|%p~7" dy> .
B_.

n

In the last step we used the CKN type inequality (7.1) with v = —1. This proves (4.7) with
C = min(Cy, 1)SH%1g~1/9. We note that S1#! = Sha—l = G = w}fl/qql/q holds by
Theorem 7.1. Here by w,, we denote a surface area of an n-dimensional unit ball. O

Remark 4.1 1. If Cy > 1, then C > Shwlg=1/a,

2.IfCo>1and 0 <y <n-—1, then C = Slatg=1/a — glai—1g=1/a — Squ*l/q = wrll_l/q
is the best constant. In fact, by Theorem 7.1, SV = §hai=1 = ghail — gha=l _ g, —

rad rad
w}l_l/qql/q holds. Then one can assume U € C°(Bj \ {0})raa so that we have AU = 0.
Therefore the assertion is now clear.

5 Proof of Theorem 2.3

Proof: Casel. First we assume that w(r) € Wo(R4). Then v, (r) = @, (r) and liIEO Uy (r) =
T—

0. By a change of variable v,(r) = p for r € (0,n] \ Zo[vw], 7 = vu(n) and € = v, (e), the
inequality (2.6) is equivalent to (4.5). From the assumption (2.7) and (4.6) we have

lim sup  K(r)= lim sup H(p) =0. (5.1)
e 10 7(0,enZ (v ) €210 e (0,8)]Nvw (Z[vw])

Let B(w) € L'(S" 1) with B(w) ¢ L9(S™ ') (¢ > 1). Let Bj(w) be a mollification of B such
that Bj(w) € C*(S"~1), B; — B in L*(S"~!) but

/ |B;j(w)|9dS — 00 (j — 00). (5.2)
Sn—1
Let {e;} be a sequence of numbers such that 0 <e; <1,e; — 0 as j — oo and
H(p) /S ABjw)[dS <1 (p € (0,e57] N (vu(Z[vu]) \ vu(Zolvw])), 7 =1,2,3,...). (5.3)
We take and fix an A(p) € C°((0,7)) \ {0} satisfying
ii
| 10,a)lpdp=1. (5.4)

Define
Ajlp) =e7 Alp/ey)  (1=1,2,3,...). (5.5)
Then, we see that for j =1,2,3,...

4;(p) € C((0,¢;m)),

0775.7' 0,4 (p)|pdp = foﬁ |@,A(p)|p dp =1, (5.6)
Jo 7 1A (0|70t~  dp = [ 1A(p)[1p"~" dp < +oo.



Then we define a sequence of test functions U; = A;(p) - B;j(w) € C((0,7)) x C>°(S"~1). If
we show the following properties, then the assertion clearly follows:

e AU )2 1/2
[oas [ (@ w2 pdp < . (5.7)
Sn—1 0 p
€ e
</ dS/ |U;|7p971 dp) — 00 as j — oo. (5.8)
Sn—1 0
From (5.2) and (5.6) we have (5.8), hence it suffices to show (5.7). We note that

nej

| easlodn [ iwas = [ Bl < . (5.9)

From (5.3), (5.3) and the fact p1(vy(Zo[vw]) Nsupp 4;) = 0 we have

| el [ aselas< [ aeld = [Caeld<o 610

Since (a? 4+ b%)1/2 < 21/2(a +b), (a,b > 0), we have (5.4), hence the assertion is proved.
Case 2. Secondly we assume that w € W, (R4) and (2.7). From the assumption (2.7) and
(4.8) we have
lim sup K(r)= lim sup H(p) =0. 5.11
=70 re(0.enZvu] )= A, PE(0,8)INT (Z[vu]) ) 10

Let Bj(w) € C>°(S™" 1) (j =1,2,3,...) be the same function as before. We take an A(p) €
C22((0,7)) \ {0} satisfying
7
| oA dp=1. (5.12)
Define
A5(p) =& A(pfe))  (G=1,2.3,...), (5.13)
Then, we see that for j =1,2,3,...
Aj(p) € C((0,e5m),
1310, 4,(0) o~ dp = [ 10,A(p) o~ dp = 1, (5.14)
J7 1A ()%™ " dp = [o | A(p)|9p™! "0 dp < +o0.

Now we define a sequence of test functions U; = A;(p) - B;j(w) € C°(0,7g;) x C(S™1). If
we can show the following properties, then the assertion follows in a similar way:

ne; AU 2\ 1/2
/ dS/ ((8,)Uj)2 + H(p)z(U;j)> p~tdp < oo, (5.15)
Sn—1 0 P
e 1/q
(/ dS/ U;|9p7 174 dp) — 00 as  j — oo. (5.16)
sn—1 0
Since (5.16) follows direct from (5.2) and (5.14), it suffices to show (5.15). Again we note that
7€

| ool [ ipas = [ Bw)ds < . (5.17)

0 n—1 n—1

Then we have

[ G [ Bl as
0 st (5.18)

< [Tl 2ao= [Mlapld <0 (G3)

Hence we have (5.15) as before, and the assertion is proved. O
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6 Proof of Theorem 2.4

Proof: First we treat the case that w(r) € Wo(R4). Then vy, (r) = ¢, (r) and lirEO vy (1) = 0.
r—r

From Lemma 2.1, v,, vanishes in infinite order at the origin. Namely we assume that for some
C > 0 and for an arbitrary positive number m there exists a positive r,, such that r,, — 0 as
m — oo and

U (rm) < Clrm)™. (6.1)

Now we assume on the contrary that for some positive numbers Cy and (a small) 7,
K(r)>Co,  0<r<n. (6.2)

Then Cyvl,(r)/vy(r) < 1/r holds for r € (0,71] \ Zo[vw]), hence this holds over (0,7n]. By
integrating the both side over an interval [r, ] we have

r 1/Co
wm (5) 7 <u, reol (63)
Then from (6.1) we have
r 1/00
V(1) (:7") < Clrm)™, m=1,2,---. (6.4)

If m is sufficiently large, then this does not hold, hence the assertion is proved by a contradiction.
Secondly we treat the case that w(r) € W (R4). Then v, (1) = ), (r) and lin+10 Uy (1) = 00.
r—

From Lemma 2.1, v,, blows up in infinite order at the origin. Then we assume that for some
C > 0 and for an arbitrary positive number m there exists a positive r,, such that r,, — 0 as
m — oo and

w(ry) > Clry)™ ™, m=1,2,---. (6.5)

As in the previous step we assume (6.2). Noting that K(r) = —uv,,(r)/(rvl,(r)) for r € (0,1] \
Zo[vw], we have —Cyvl, (r) /vy (r) < 1/r holds for r € (0,7] \ Zo[vy], hence by integrating the
both side over an interval [r, 7] we have

-\ ~1/Co
vwm)(n) > uu(r), e (0). (6.6)

Then from (6.5) we have

vw (1) (T;“)_UCO >Crp)™™, m=12,---. (6.7)

If m is sufficiently large again, then this does not hold, hence the assertion is proved by a
contradiction. ]

7 Appendix: The non-critical CKN-type inequalities

In the non-critical case, the CKN-type inequalities have the following form:

1/q
| va@la ez st ([ i) e @ o,
R" Rn
where n > 1 and ¢,y are real numbers satisfying
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Here SP-%7 is called the best constant and given by

SHY = mf{ EM 7 u] | u € C&(R"\{0})\{0}}, (7.3)

where
Jr» Vu(@)|[z] 77" dzx

(fRn lu(x)|4]z|ra— d;v) 1/q

We also define the radial best constant as follows.

BEY[y] = for u € C°(R™\{0}). (7.4)

Definition 7.1 Let 2 be a radially symmetric domain. For any function space V(£2) on {2,
we set
V(2)0a = {u e V(02) | u is radial }. (7.5)

Then we define
SEEY = inf{ EY7[u] | u € O (R™\{0}),0q\{0}}. (7.6)

rad

Remark 7.1 Here we remark that the best constants S“%7 is invariant if the whole space R™
is replaced by an arbitrary bounded domain Q containing the origin. Srlégw is also invariant if
R"™ is replaced by a radially symmetric domain 2. For the detailed information see [8], [9].

Definition 7.2 Let w, be a surface area of an n-dimensional unit ball. For1 < q < oo, we set

S, =wi Vagt/a, (7.7

»d

Theorem 7.1 (Symmetry) Let n > 1. Assume that 1 < g <oc andm,=1-1/¢<1/n.
Then it holds that:

45y — qlgi— Lay _ ¢lg—
1. SLY = GLaim G LY = G LTy fory #0.
1,q; —
2. Sra(c}i 7= Sl,qh/‘l ha fO’F Yy 7& 0.
3. S = SLAT = G| |y[t e foro<|y|<n—1,n>1
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