arXiv:2408.00013v2 [math.AP] 27 Sep 2024

FACTORIZATIONS AND POWER WEIGHTED RELLICH AND HARDY–RELLICH-TYPE INEQUALITIES

FRITZ GESZTESY, MICHAEL M. H. PANG, JAKE PARMENTIER, AND JONATHAN STANFILL

Dedicated, with admiration, to Brian Davies on the occasion of his 80th birthday

Abstract. We revisit and extend a variety of inequalities related to power weighted Rellich and Hardy–Rellich inequalities, including an inequality due to Schmincke.

1. Introduction

Brian Davies had a keen interest in Hardy and Rellich-type inequalities (see, e.g., [27, Sect. 1.5], [28, Sect. 5.3], [29], [30], [31]), and we hope that our modest contribution to this subject will cause him some joy.

To set the stage, we briefly indicate the kind of inequalities that are considered in this paper: One of the inequalities we recover is the following sharp inequality by Caldiroli and Musina [22, Theorem 3.1] ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ C_{n,γ} ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, γ ∈ R, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, (1.1)

where C_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {[ 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2 + j(j + n − 2)

]_2} . (1.2)

In addition, we will also derive the sharp inequality (sometimes called the Hardy–Rellich inequality), ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ A_{n,γ} ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, γ ∈ R, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, (1.3)

where A_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {α_{n,γ,λj} }, (1.4) with α_{n,γ,λ0} = α_{n,γ,0} = 4^{−1}(n − γ)^2, α_{n,γ,λj} = [ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)(n − γ) + j(j + n − 2) ]_2/[ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)^2 + j(j + n − 2) ] , j ∈ N. (1.5) Date: October 2, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35A23, 35J30; Secondary: 47A63, 47F05. Key words and phrases. Weighted Rellich-type inequality, factorizations of differential operators. 1

In the unweighted case γ = 0 this simplifies to the known fact,

A_{n,0} = n^2/4, n ≥ 5, 3, n = 4, 25/36, n = 3, 0, n = 2, (1.6)

in particular, there is no nontrivial inequality of the type (1.3) in the case n = 2, γ = 0.

Actually, we derive a number of additional Hardy–Rellich-type inequalities, and, as a representative example, we mention the following weighted version of Schmincke’s inequality [87]: Consider the inequality ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ −s ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + [(γ + n − 4)/4]^2 [ (γ − n)^2 + 4s ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx. (1.7) γ ∈ R, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, the following assertions (i) and (ii) hold:

(i) If γ ∈ [ 2 − (n − 1)^{1/2}, 2 + (n − 1)^{1/2} ] , the estimate (1.7) holds

for s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 + (γ − 2)^2 } , ∞ ) . (1.8) (ii) If γ ∈ R \[ 2 − (n − 1)^{1/2}, 2 + (n − 1)^{1/2} ] , the estimate (1.7) holds

for s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } + 1 − n, ∞ ) . (1.9)

Given the enormity of the literature on (power weighted) Hardy and Rellich-type inequalities, one is hard pressed to give an appropriate historical account. This applies, in particular, to the case of Hardy-type inequalities and hence we only refer to the standard monographs such as, [5], [13, Chs. 1–5], [41, p. 350–352], [56, Parts 1–3], [62, Ch. 6], [64, Chs. 3–10], [65, Chs. 1–4, Sect. 7.7], [68, Sects. 1.3, 2.7], [78, Chs. 1–3], and [84, Ch. 2]. Also in the case of Rellich and Hardy–Rellich inequalities we feel we have to restrict ourselves to a few selected references and some monographs in this context, such as, [4], [8], [9], [11], [12], [13, Chs. 1, 3, 6], [24], [25], [22], [23], [26], [31], [38], [39], [40], [42], [43], [49], [55], [56, Part 2], [59], [62, Ch. 6], [63], [67], [68, Sects. 1.3, 2.7], [69], [70], [74], [75], [78, Ch. 2, Sect. 21], [79], [81], [82, Sect. II.7], [83], [84, Sects. 2.1.5, 2.3.1, 3.1, 3.3], [85], [88], [92], and the references cited therein.

Thus far we basically focused on inequalities in L^2(R^n ), yet much of the recent work on Rellich and higher-order Hardy inequalities aims at L^p(Ω) for open sets Ω ⊂ R^n (frequently, Ω is bounded with 0 ∈ Ω), p ∈ [1, ∞), appropriate remainder terms (the latter often associated with logarithmic refinements or with boundary terms), higher-order Hardy–Rellich inequalities, and the inclusion of magnetic fields and weights. Once more, it is impossible to achieve any reasonable level of completeness of the list of references cited in this paper. Hence we again restrict ourselves to Rellich and higher-order Hardy inequality references only and thus refer, for instance, to [1], [2], [4], [6], [7], [10], [13, Ch. 6], [14], [15], [16], [20], [21], [25], [31], [32], [33], [34], [35], [36], [37], [40], [43], [44], [45], [46], [47], [55], [56, Part 2],[60], [66], [69], [70], [71], [73], [74], [76], [77], [79], [80], [84, Sect. 3.1], [86], [89], [90], [91], and the extensive literature cited therein.

More specifically, we mention that Caldiroli and Musina [22] proved in 2012 that the constant C_{n,γ} in (1.1) is optimal. (For various restricted ranges of γ see also Adimurthi, Grossi, and Santra [1], Ghoussoub and Moradifam [55], [56, Sects. 6.3, 6.5, Ch. 7], and

Tertikas and Zographopoulos [89].) The special unweighted case γ = 0 was settled for n ≥ 5 by Herbst [58] in 1977 and subsequently by Yafaev [92] in 1999 for n ≥ 3, n ≠ 4 (both authors consider much more general fractional inequalities).

Under various restrictions on γ, Tertikas and Zographopoulos [89] obtained in 2007 optimality of A_{n,γ} for n ≥ 5 and R^n replaced by appropriate open bounded domains Ω with 0 ∈ Ω. This is revisited in Ghoussoub and Moradifam [55], [56, Part 2]. Similarly, Tertikas and Zographopoulos [89] obtained optimality of A_{n,0} for n ≥ 5; Beckner [18] (see also [17]), and subsequently, Ghoussoub and Moradifam [55], [56, Sects. 6.3, 6.5, Ch. 7] and Cazacu [24], obtained optimality of A_{n,0} for n ≥ 3.

Before briefly describing the content of each section, we next describe the essence of the factorization method with the help of the simplest possible illustration in the power weighted Hardy inequality context (for more details see Remark 2.9): Given α, γ ∈ R, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, one introduces the two-parameter family of homogeneous vector-valued differential expressions T_{α,γ} := |x|^{γ/2} [ ∇ + α|x|^{−2}x ] , x ∈ R^n \{0}, (1.10) with formal adjoint, denoted by T^+_{α,γ} , T^+_{α,γ} = |x|^{γ/2} [ − div( · ) + ( α − 2^{−1}γ ) |x|^{−2}x · ] , x ∈ R^n \{0}, (1.11) such that T^+_{α,γ} T_{α,γ} = −|x|^γ Δ − γ|x|^{γ−2}x · ∇ + α(α + 2 − n − γ)|x|^{γ−2}. (1.12) Thus, for f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), 0 ≤ ∫ R^n |(T_{α,γ} f)(x)|^2 d^nx = ∫ R^n f(x)(T^+_{α,γ} T_{α,γ} f)(x) d^nx = − ∫ R^n |x|^γ f(x)(Δf)(x) d^nx − γ ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx + α(α + 2 − n − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx. (1.13)

Standard integration by parts, substituting into (1.13), rearranging terms, and maximizing with respect to α yields the sharp weighted Hardy inequality, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − 2 + γ)/2]^2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ≥ 2, γ ∈ R\{2 − n}. (1.14)

We will employ the idea of factorizations in terms of homogeneous vector-valued differential expressions also in the more general case of Rellich-type inequalities, but with an additional twist: In order to arrive at sharp inequalities it will be necessary to involve an operator-valued coefficient involving the Laplace–Beltrami operator −Δ_Sn−1 in L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω), see, for instance, (3.7). While essentially all approaches to Rellich and Hardy–Rellich inequalities rely on decompositions into spherical harmonics, what permits us to go beyond existing approaches is our one-dimensional Lemma A.1 on power weighted Hardy and Rellich inequalities (a simplified version of [51, Lemma 2.1]) that will be applied to the radial variable r ∈ (0, ∞) in Appendix A with minimal assumptions regarding γ ∈ R.

In Section 2 we revisit factorizations without the additional spherical term containing −Δ_Sn−1. Following [49], we thus derive a first set of inequalities that contains power weighted Rellich, Hardy–Rellich, and Schmincke-type inequalities as special cases. Our novel factorizations including the additional spherical term are then the subject of Section 3 and once again we derive an improved set of inequalities that contains power weighted Rellich and

Schmincke-type inequalities as special cases. A sharp power weighted Hardy–Rellich inequality is then derived in Appendix A.

Of course, by restriction, the principal inequalities in this paper (such as (1.1)–(1.5), (1.7)–(1.9)) extend to the case where f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, is replaced by f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω\{0}), where Ω ⊆ R^n is open with 0 ∈ Ω, without changing the constants in these inequalities.

As a notational comment we remark that we abbreviate N_0 = N ∪ {0}, and denote by S^{n−1} the unit sphere in R^n , and by B_n(r_0; R) the open ball in R^n centered at r_0 ∈ (0, ∞) of radius R ∈ (0, ∞), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2.

In the remainder of this paper it will repeatedly be convenient to sometimes restrict to real-valued functions and in this context we note the following elementary observation:

Remark 1.1. For f = f_1 +if_2 ∈ C^2_0 (R^n ), with f_1 = Re(f), f_2 = Im(f), one has the obvious equalities

|f|^2 = |f_1|^2 + |f_2|^2,

|∇f|^2 = |∇f_1|^2 + |∇f_2|^2,

|Δf|^2 = |Δf_1|^2 + |Δf_2|^2,

(1.15)

and thus the inequalities stated in Theorems 2.1, 2.7, 3.11, A.4, 3.16, 3.19, Corollaries 2.3, 2.5, A.10, and Lemma 3.18 hold for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) if and only if they hold for all real-valued f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}). Thus, without loss of generality (w.l.o.g.), we will frequently assume that the functions f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) in the proofs of these results are real-valued. However, some of the proofs, for example those of Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6, only work for real-valued functions f and this will then be clearly indicated. ⋄

2. Factorizations and Hardy–Rellich-type Inequalities

Our main result for this section is the following theorem which is an extension of [49, Thm. 2.1], in particular, inequalities (2.1) and (2.2) found therein. We will assume that f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) (infinitely differentiable continuous functions with compact support and support away from zero) throughout.

Though many of the results proved in this section hold for n = 1, we will focus on the multidimensional case, that is, we will assume n ≥ 2. For results in one dimension, we refer the reader to the references cited in [50].

Theorem 2.1. Let α, β, γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [α(γ + n − 4) − 2β] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx (2.1) + β[(n − 4)(α − 2) − β + γ(n + α + γ − 6)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx. In addition, if α(α − 4 + 2γ) ≥ 0, then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [α(n − α − γ) − 2β] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx (2.2) + β[(n − 4)(α − 2) − β + γ(n + α + γ − 6)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx.

Proof. Given α, β, γ ∈ R and n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, we introduce the three-parameter n-dimensional differential expression T_{α,β,γ} = |x|^{γ/2} [ − Δ + α|x|^{−2}x · ∇ + β|x|^{−2} ] , x ∈ R^n \{0}, (2.3) and its formal adjoint, denoted by T^+_{α,β,γ} , T^+_{α,β,γ} = |x|^{γ/2} { − Δ − (α + γ)|x|^{−2}x · ∇ + [ β − α ( n − 2 ) − 2^{−1} ( 2^{−1}γ + α + n − 2 ) γ ] |x|^{−2} } , x ∈ R^n \{0}. (2.4)

Assuming f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) throughout the proof one computes for T^+_{α,β,γ}T_{α,β,γ} , ( T^+_{α,β,γ} T_{α,β,γ}f ) (x) = |x|^γ ( Δ^2f ) (x) + α(4 − α − 2γ)|x|^{γ−4} n∑ j,k=1 x_j x_kf_{xj ,xk} (x) + [α(γ + n − 4) − 2β + γ(γ + n − 2)]|x|^{γ−2}(Δf)(x) + [ − (n − 3)α^2 + 2(n − 2)α + 4β + (4α − αγ − α^2 − nα − 2β)γ ] |x|^{γ−4}[x · (∇f)(x)] + [ β^2 + (n − 4)(2β − αβ) − (n + α + γ − 6)βγ ] |x|^{γ−4}f(x) + 2γ|x|^{γ−2}x · (∇(Δf))(x). (2.5) One notes that for γ = 0 the last term of (2.5) vanishes.

Choosing (w.l.o.g., see Remark 1.1) f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) to be real-valued and integrating by parts (observing the support properties of f, resulting in vanishing surface terms) implies 0 ≤ ∫ R^n [(T_{α,β,γ} f)(x)]^2 d^nx = ∫ R^n f(x) ( T^+_{α,β,γ} T_{α,β,γ}f ) (x) d^nx = ∫ R^n |x|^γ f(x) ( Δ^2f ) (x) d^nx + α(4 − α − 2γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}f(x) n∑ j,k=1 x_j x_kf_{xj ,xk} (x) d^nx

+ [α(γ + n − 4) − 2β + γ(γ + n − 2)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)(Δf)(x) d^nx + [ − (n − 3)α^2 + 2(n − 2)α + 4β + (4α − αγ − α^2 − nα − 2β)γ ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx + [ β^2 + (n − 4)(2β − αβ) − (n + α + γ − 6)βγ ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx + 2γ ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇(Δf))(x)] d^n x. (2.6) We now make a few observations in order to simplify (2.6). First, standard integration by parts yields ∫ R^n |x|^γ f(x) ( Δ^2f ) (x) d^nx = ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx − γ(γ + n − 2) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)(Δf)(x) d^nx − 2γ ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇(Δf))(x)] d^n x, (2.7) and ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)(Δf)(x) d^nx = (2 − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx − ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.8)

Similarly, one obtains n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}f(x)x_j x_k f_{xj ,xk} (x) d^nx = (3 − n − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx

− ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.9)

Combining (2.6)-(2.9) and simplifying yields (2.1).

To arrive at inequality (2.2), note by Cauchy’s inequality, − ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ − ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, (2.10) one concludes as long as α(α + 2γ − 4) ≥ 0 the inequality (2.1) can be further estimated from below. □

Remark 2.2. When γ = 0, the inequalities (2.1) and (2.2) coincide with those found in [49, Eq. (2.1), (2.2)], and hence contain all the special cases included therein as well. ⋄

As a special case of (2.2) one obtains a power weighted Rellich inequality as follows:

Corollary 2.3. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. If n ≥ γ ≥ 2, or if n ≥ 4 − γ with γ ≤ 2, then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − γ)(γ + n − 4)/4]^2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx = [ (n − 2)^2 4 − (γ − 2)^2 4 ]_2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx (2.11)

Proof. Choosing β = α(n − α − γ)/2 in (2.2) results in ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ F_{γ,n}(α) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, (2.12) with F_{γ,n}(α) = α(n − α − γ)[(n − 4)(α − 2) − (α/2)(n − α − γ) + γ(n + α + γ − 6)]/2. (2.13) Maximizing F_{γ,n}(α) with respect to α yields maxima at

α = α_± = 2 − γ ± [( (γ − 2)^2 + (n − 2)^2 ) /2 ]_{1/2} . (2.14)

Taking the constraint α(α − 4 + 2γ) ≥ 0 into account results in (n − 2)^2 ≥ (γ − 2)^2, or n(n − 4) ≥ γ(γ − 4), hence one concludes n ≥ γ is needed if γ ≥ 2 or n ≥ 4 − γ if γ ≤ 2. The fact

F_{γ,n}(α_±) = [(n − γ)(γ + n − 4)/4]^2 = 16^{−1} [ (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2

]_2 , (2.15)

then yields the weighted Rellich inequality (2.11). □

Remark 2.4. (i) By setting γ = 0 in Corollary 2.3, one recovers Rellich’s classical inequality for n ≥ 5.

(ii) By setting γ = −α, the condition n ≥ 4 − γ for some γ ≤ 2 recovers Corollary 6.2.2 of [13, p. 214] (see also [31, Thm. 12], [72, Thm. 3.3], [89]).

The case n ≥ γ ≥ 2 is a special case of [22, Theorem 3.1], which is also the content of our Theorem 3.11. In particular, by assuming that 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2 ≥ 0, one infers that the minimum in (3.45) occurs for j = 0 so that the coefficient on the right-hand side of (3.44) coincides with that on the right-hand side of (2.11).

See Remark 3.12 concerning the optimality of the constant in (2.11) ⋄

Inequalities (2.1) and (2.2) also imply the following power weighted Hardy–Rellich-type result:

Corollary 2.5. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. If n ≥ γ ≥ 2, or if n ≥ 8 − 3γ with γ ≤ 2, then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − γ)/2]^2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.16) In addition, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ 4(n − 4 − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, n ≥ 4 + γ, γ ≥ 0, (2.17)

and∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ (4 − 2γ)(γ + n − 4) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, n ≥ 4 − γ, γ ≤ 2. (2.18)

Furthermore, if n ≥ γ ≥ 2, or if n ≥ 4 − γ with γ ≤ 2, then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − γ)/2]^2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.19) Proof. Again, we chose f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) real-valued for simplicity throughout this proof. Choosing β = 0 in (2.2) yields ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ α(n − α − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.20) Maximizing G_{γ,n}(α) = α(n − α − γ) with respect to α yields a maximum at α_1 = (n − γ)/2. Once again, considering the constraint α(α − 4 + 2γ) ≥ 0, equivalently, α ≥ 0 if γ ≥ 2 or α ≥ 4 − 2γ if γ ≤ 2, and noting G_{γ,n}(α_1) = [(n − γ)/2]^2 proves (2.16).

Choosing α = 4, β = 0 for γ ≥ 0 in (2.2) yields (2.17) with coefficient 4(n − 4 − γ), and requiring 4(n − 4 − γ) ≥ 0, in order to get a nontrivial inequality, yields n ≥ 4 + γ. In addition, choosing α = 4, β = 0 for γ ≤ 0 in (2.1) (thus allowing the omission of the second integral in (2.1)) yields (2.17) with coefficient 4(γ + n − 4) for n ≥ 4 − γ. Combining both of these, we obtain (2.17) with the constant 4(n − 4 − |γ|), instead of 4(n − 4 − γ), on the right-hand side for n ≥ 4 + |γ|, γ ∈ R. (See the proof of (2.18) below for omitting γ < 0 in (2.17).)

We can also accomplish the slightly different inequality (2.18) by choosing α = 4 − 2γ, β = 0 in (2.1) so that the coefficient is now (4 − 2γ)(γ + n − 4), thus we need n ≥ 4 − γ if γ ≤ 2 and n ≤ 4 − γ if γ ≥ 2 (the latter being thrown out) for this to be positive.

Note that inequality (2.18) is superior to (2.17) for all γ ≤ 0 and when n ≤ 8 − γ for 0 ≤ γ ≤ 2. Furthermore, (2.18) has a smaller lower bound on the dimension, n, than (2.17) for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ 2, and the inequalities are the same when γ = 0, hence why (2.17) is written only for γ ≥ 0 in the statement of the corollary.

The choice β = (n − 4)(α − 2) + γ(n + α + γ − 6) in (2.1) results in ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − 4)(4 − α) − γ(α + 2γ + 2n − 12)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.21) Next, one studies when the coefficient of the first integral on the right-hand side of (2.21) is greater than or equal to zero (to apply Cauchy’s inequality), which is equivalent to

−2γ^2 − (α + 2n − 12)γ + (n − 4)(4 − α) ≥ 0. (2.22)

The discriminant of the left-hand side of (2.22) can be written (α − 2(n − 2))^2, so that, assuming α ≤ 2(n − 2), one sees that (2.22) holds when 4 − 2γ ≥ α and n ≥ 4 − γ. Moreover, the requirement n ≥ 4 − γ is equivalent to 2(n − 2) ≥ 4 − 2γ, hence 4 − 2γ ≥ α implies the assumption α ≤ 2(n − 2) already. Therefore, for n ≥ 4 − γ and α ≤ (4 − 2γ), applying Cauchy’s inequality to the 1st term on the right-hand side of (2.21) now yields ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ H_{γ,n}(α) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, (2.23) where H_{γ,n}(α) = −α^2 + (8 − 3γ − n)α − 2γ^2 + 12γ − 2γn + 4n − 16. Requiring H_{γ,n}(α) ≥ 0 and maximizing H_{γ,n} subject to the constraints (4−n−γ) ≤ α ≤ (4−2γ) yields a maximum at α_2 = (8 − n − 3γ)/2. These constraints applied to α_2 further yield the requirement n ≥ γ in addition to the previous requirement n ≥ 4 − γ. These requirements can be equivalently written n ≥ γ with γ ≥ 2 (as this implies n ≥ 4 − γ) or n ≥ 4 − γ with γ ≤ 2 (as this implies n ≥ γ). Finally, noting H_{γ,n}(α_2) = [(n − γ)/2]^2 implies (2.19). □

Remark 2.6. A sequence of extensions of (2.16) on bounded domains containing 0, valid for n ≥ 5, was derived by Tertikas and Zographopoulos [89, Theorem 1.7]. For γ = 0, an extension of inequality (2.16) valid for n = 4 and for bounded open domains containing 0 was proved by [1, Theorem 2.1 (b)]. Moreover, an alternative weighted inequality whose special cases imply inequality (2.16) (under different parameter restrictions) appeared in [26].

While the constant (n − γ)^2/4 in (2.16) is known to be optimal (cf. [26] or [89]), the constant 4(n − 4 − γ) in (2.17) is not, the sharp constant also being (n − γ)^2/4 (cf. [26]). ⋄

The following special case of inequality (2.2) is an extension of Schmincke’s inequality [87] to the power-weighted case:

Theorem 2.7. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ −s ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + [(γ + n − 4)/4]^2 [ (γ − n)^2 + 4s ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, (2.24) s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } , ∞ ) . Proof. The choice β = 2^{−1}(γ + n − 4) [ α + γ − 2 − 2^{−1}(γ + n − 4) ] , and the introduction of the new variable

s = s_{n,γ} (α) = α^2 + 2(γ − 2)α + 2^{−1} [ (γ − 2)^2 − (n − 2)^2 ] , (2.25) renders (2.2) into the weighted Schmincke inequality (2.24). Here the requirement α(α − 4 + 2γ) = α^2 + 2(γ − 2)α ≥ 0, immediately yields the range requirement for s. Note that the inequality is trivially satisfied for the choice n = 4 − γ since, in this case, s ≥ 0 with the second coefficient equal to 0. □

Remark 2.8. Inequality (2.24) is precisely the content of Corollary 6 in Bennett [19], in particular, (2.2) thus recovers Bennett’s result which is itself an extension of Schmincke’s original inequality. However, Bennett’s result requires the additional restriction γ ∈ (−∞, 2) ∪ (n, ∞). Hence (2.24) is an extension of Bennett’s result to all γ ∈ R.

Moreover, assuming −2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } ≤ 0 (equivalently n(n − 4) ≥ γ(γ − 4)) permits the value s = 0 and hence implies Rellich’s inequality (2.11) under the same assumptions as in Corollary 2.3.

If −2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } ≤ −(γ − n)^2/4 (equivalently, n ≥ γ for some γ ≥ 2, or, n ≥ 8 − 3γ for some γ ≤ 2), the value s = −(γ − n)^2/4 is permitted, yielding inequality (2.16) under the same assumptions as in Corollary 2.5.

Finally, if γ ≥ n with γ ≥ 2 or 8 − 3γ ≥ n with γ ≤ 2, one has (γ − n)^2 + 4s ≥ 0 for all s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } , ∞ ) . Hence, one can choose s = −2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } in (2.24) to conclude ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, γ ≥ n, γ ≥ 2, or, 8 − 3γ ≥ n, γ ≤ 2. (2.26)

When comparing (2.26) to the previous results given in (2.17) and (2.18), different choices of γ and n (being mindful of parameter requirements) yield that none of the inequalities are superior for all choices. In particular, directly comparing the constants given in (2.17), and (2.26) allows one to conclude that (2.26) will be strictly superior provided that each are valid and

(n − 8)(n − 4) > γ(γ − 12). (2.27)

Similarly, (2.26) is strictly superior to (2.18) provided both are valid and

(γ + n − 4)(3γ + n − 8) ≥ 0. (2.28) ⋄ We conclude this section with a few additional remarks regarding our results.

Remark 2.9. The factorization approach was employed in the context of the classical Hardy inequality in [54] (and some of its logarithmic refinements in [48]). We now illustrate how this approach applies to a weighted Hardy inequality. Given α, γ ∈ R, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, one introduces the two-parameter family of homogeneous vector-valued differential expressions T_{α,γ} := |x|^{γ/2} [ ∇ + α|x|^{−2}x ] , x ∈ R^n \{0}, (2.29) with formal adjoint, denoted by T^+_{α,γ} , T^+_{α,γ} = |x|^{γ/2} [ − div( · ) + ( α − 2^{−1}γ ) |x|^{−2}x · ] , x ∈ R^n \{0}, (2.30) such that T^+_{α,γ} T_{α,γ} = −|x|^γ Δ − γ|x|^{γ−2}x · ∇ + α(α + 2 − n − γ)|x|^{γ−2}. (2.31)

Thus, for f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), 0 ≤ ∫ R^n |(T_{α,γ} f)(x)|^2 d^nx = ∫ R^n f(x)(T^+_{α,γ} T_{α,γ} f)(x) d^nx = − ∫ R^n |x|^γ f(x)(Δf)(x) d^nx − γ ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx + α(α + 2 − n − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.32)

By standard integration by parts, − ∫ R^n |x|^γ f(x)(Δf)(x) d^nx = ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + γ ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx (2.33)

and hence substituting into (2.32) and rearranging terms yields ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ α(n − 2 + γ − α) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.34) Maximizing α(n − 2 + γ − α) with respect to α yields the weighted Hardy inequality, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − 2 + γ)/2]^2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ≥ 2, γ ∈ R\{2 − n}. (2.35)

Again, it is well-known that the constant in (2.35) is optimal (cf., e.g., [75]).

One should note that applying (2.35) to the r.h.s. of (2.16) yields (2.11) but with more constraints on n when γ ≤ 2. ⋄

In fact, the factorization approach also yields a known improvement of the weighted Hardy inequality (see, e.g., [13, Theorem 1.2.5], specializing it to p = 2, ε = γ/2). We now sketch the corresponding argument.

Remark 2.10. Given α, γ ∈ R, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, one introduces the following modified two-parameter family of homogeneous vector-valued differential expressions ~T_{α,γ} := |x|^{γ/2}[(|x|^{−1}x) · ∇ + α|x|^{−1}], x ∈ R^n \{0}, (2.36) with formal adjoint, denoted by ( ~ T_{α,γ} )_+ , ( ~ T_{α,γ} )_+ = |x|^{γ/2} [ − ( |x|^{−1}x ) · ∇ + ( α − n + 1 − 2^{−1}γ ) |x|^{−1} ] , x ∈ R^n \{0}. (2.37) Exploiting the identity (for f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), for simplicity) with x ∈ R^n \{0}, [ |x|^{γ/2−1}x · ∇ ][ |x|^{γ/2−1}x · (∇f)(x) ] = |x|^{γ−2}2^{−1}γ[x · (∇f)(x)] + |x|^{γ−2} n∑ j,k=1 x_j x_kf_{xj ,xk} (x), (2.38) one computes ( ~ T_{α,γ} )_+ ~ T_{α,γ} = − |x|^{γ−2} n∑ j,k=1 x_j x_k∂_{xj} ∂_{xk} − (n − 1 + γ)|x|^{γ−2}[x · (∇f)(x)] + α(α + 2 − n − γ)|x|^{γ−2}, x ∈ R^n \{0}. (2.39)

Thus, appropriate integration by parts yield 0 ≤ ∫ R^n | |( ~T_{α,γ} f)(x) | |^2 d^nx = ∫ R^n f(x) (( ~ T_{α,γ} )_+ ~ T_{α,γ} f ) (x) d^nx

= − ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2} n∑ j,k=1 x_j x_k f(x)f_{xj ,xk} (x) d^nx − (n − 1 + γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx

+ α(α − n + 2 − γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, = ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2} { |x · (∇f)(x)|^2 + α(α − n + 2 − γ)|f(x)|^2 } d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}). (2.40)

Here we used n∑ j,k=1 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}x_j x_kf(x)f_{xj ,xk} (x) d^nx = − ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx − (n − 1 + γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}f(x)[x · (∇f)(x)] d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}). (2.41)

Thus, ∫ R^n |x|^γ | ||x|^{−1}x · ∇f(x) | |^2 d^nx ≥ α(n − 2 + γ − α) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx. (2.42) Maximizing α(n − 2 + γ − α) with respect to α yields the improved Hardy inequality, ∫ R^n |x|^γ | ||x|^{−1}x · ∇f(x) | |^2 d^nx ≥ [(n − 2 + γ)/2]^2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ≥ 2, γ ∈ R\{2 − n}. (2.43)

(By Cauchy’s inequality, (2.43) implies the weighted Hardy inequality (2.35).) Again, it is known that the constant in (2.43) is optimal (cf., e.g., [13, Theorem 1.2.5]). ⋄

3. Factorization With an Additional Spherical Term In this section, we extend Theorem 2.1 by introducing a spherical term into the computation by means of the Laplace–Beltrami operator. Before stating our main result, we introduce some notation:

Let S^{n−1} denote the (n − 1)-dimensional unit sphere in R^n , n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, with d^{n−1}ω := d^{n−1}ω(θ) the usual volume measure on S^{n−1}. We denote by −Δ_Sn−1 the nonnegative, selfadjoint Laplace–Beltrami operator in L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω) and we recall that in terms of polar coordinates, −Δ = −r^{1−n} ∂ ∂r r^{n−1} ∂ ∂r − 1 r^2

Δ_Sn−1 = −

∂^2 ∂r^2 − n − 1 r ∂ ∂r − 1 r^2

Δ_Sn−1. (3.1)

Our extension of Theorem 2.1 can then be stated as follows:

Theorem 3.1. Let α, β, γ, τ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [α(γ + n − 4) − 2β] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + β[(n − 4)(α − 2) − β + γ(n + α + γ − 6)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx − τ[(γ + n − 4)(2 − α − γ) + 2β] (3.2) × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

− 2τ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−2} | | | ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ∂f ∂r ) (r, θ) | | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr − τ(τ + 2) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. In addition, if α(α − 4 + 2γ) ≥ 0, then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [α(n − α − γ) − 2β] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + β[(n − 4)(α − 2) − β + γ(n + α + γ − 6)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx − τ[(γ + n − 4)(2 − α − γ) + 2β] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} |( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) |_2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr − 2τ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−2} | | | ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ∂f ∂r ) (r, θ) | | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr − τ(τ + 2) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. (3.3) Remark 3.2. Clearly, choosing τ = 0 in Theorem 3.1 recovers Theorem 2.1. Furthermore, one notes that choosing τ ∈ (−2, 0) and assuming (γ + n − 4)(2 − α − γ) + 2β > 0 in (3.2) and (3.3), all three of the new τ-dependent terms will have positive coefficients. This choice of τ ∈ (−2, 0) will be evident in many of the applications of Theorem 3.1 in this section. ⋄ Before proving Theorem 3.1, we recall some standard facts and prove a few needed general results. For j ∈ N_0 = N ∪ {0}, let λ_j = j(j + n − 2), j ∈ N_0 , (3.4) be the eigenvalues of −Δ_Sn−1, that is, σ(−Δ_Sn−1) = {j(j + n − 2)}_{j∈N0} , of multiplicity

m(λ_j ) = (2j + n − 2)(j + n − 2)^{−1} ( j + n − 2 n − 2 ) , j ∈ N_0 , (3.5)

with corresponding eigenfunctions φ_{j,ℓ}, j ∈ N_0 , ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , m(λ_j )}. We may (and will) assume that {φ_{j,ℓ}}_{j∈N0, ℓ∈{1,...,m(λj )}} is an orthonormal basis of L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω), and let F_{f,j,ℓ}(r) = (φ_{j,ℓ}, f(r, · ))_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)} = ∫ S^{n−1} φ_{j,ℓ}(θ)f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ), f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), r > 0, j ∈ N_0 , ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , m(λ_j )}. (3.6)

Given α, β, γ, τ ∈ R and n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, we now introduce the four-parameter ndimensional differential expression T_{α,β,γ,τ} = T_{α,β,γ} + τ|x|^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1), x ∈ R^n \{0}, (3.7) and its formal adjoint, denoted by T^+_{α,β,γ,τ} , T^+_{α,β,γ,τ} = T^+_{α,β,γ} + τ|x|^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1), x ∈ R^n \{0}. (3.8) In polar coordinates, one has for r ∈ (0, ∞), T_{α,β,γ,τ} = r^{γ/2} { − r^{−(n−1)} ∂ ∂r ( r^{n−1} ∂ ∂r ) + αr^{−1} ∂ ∂r + βr^{−2} + (1 + τ)r^{−2}(−Δ_Sn−1) } , (3.9) and T^+_{α,β,γ,τ} = r^{γ/2} { − r^{−(n−1)} ∂ ∂r ( r^{n−1} ∂ ∂r ) − (α + γ)r^{−1} ∂ ∂r (3.10) + [ β − α ( n − 2 ) − ( 2^{−1}γ + α + n − 2 ) 2^{−1}γ ] r^{−2} + (1 + τ)r^{−2}(−Δ_Sn−1) } . In direct analogy to the proof of Theorem 2.1, we now study the composition T^+_{α,β,γ,τ} T_{α,β,γ,τ} . We first prove a few technical lemmas that will be used to derive identities and estimates employed in the proof of Theorem 3.1. The first result shows that the square root of the Laplace–Beltrami operator nearly commutes with the radial partial derivative.

Lemma 3.3. Let f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then for all r_0 ∈ (0, ∞) and k ∈ N, one has d^k dr^k ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f(r, · ) ) (r_0) = (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ( ∂^kf ∂r^k (r_0, · ) ) ∈ L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω). (3.11)

In particular, for r ∈ (0, ∞), the function

r → (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f(r, · ) ∈ L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω) (3.12) lies in C^∞_0 ( (0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω) ) . Proof. First, we note that −Δ_Sn−1 and ∂/∂r commute on C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), that is, for f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), ∂ ∂r (−Δ_Sn−1f) = −Δ_Sn−1 ( ∂f ∂r ) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}). (3.13)

Hence, for r_0 ∈ (0, ∞) and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) real-valued (w.l.o.g., see Remark 1.1), lim_{ε↓0} ε^{−1}{(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r_0 + ε, · ) − (−Δ_Sn−1f)(r_0, · )}

= lim_{ε↓0} ε^{−1} { ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0 + ε)φ_{j,ℓ} − ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0)φ_{j,ℓ} }

= ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j F ∂f_{∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0)φ_{j,ℓ}, (3.14) therefore,

lim_{ε↓0} ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ^2_j | |ε^{−1}(F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0 + ε) − F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0)) − F_{∂f∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0) | |^2 = 0. (3.15)

As λ_j ≥ 1, j ≥ 1, this shows that

lim_{ε↓0} ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j | |ε^{−1}(F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0 + ε) − F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0)) − F_{∂f∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0) | |^2 = 0, (3.16)

implying

lim_{ε↓0} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ^{1/2}_j [ ε^{−1}(F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0 + ε) − F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0)) − F ∂f_{∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0) ] φ_{j,ℓ} ‖ ‖ ‖^2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω)

= 0.

(3.17)

Thus, for r_0 ∈ (0, ∞) and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), d dr ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f(r, · ) ) (r_0) = lim_{ε↓0} ε^{−1}{(−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f(r_0 + ε, · ) − (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f(r_0, · )}

= lim_{ε↓0} ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ^{1/2}_j [ ε^{−1}(F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0 + ε) − F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0)) − F ∂f_{∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0) ] φ_{j,ℓ}

+ ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ^{1/2}_j F ∂f_{∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0)φ_{j,ℓ}

= lim_{ε↓0} ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ^{1/2}_j [ ε^{−1}(F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0 + ε) − F_{f,j,ℓ}(r_0)) (3.18)

− F ∂f_{∂r ,j,ℓ}(r_0) ] φ_{j,ℓ} + (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ( ∂f ∂r (r_0, · ) ) . Hence, applying (3.17), one concludes that d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) (r_0) = (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ( ∂f ∂r (r_0, · ) ) . (3.19)

The lemma now follows by induction on k ∈ N. □

Lemma 3.4. Let g ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}, d^{n−1}ω)) and supposed that for all r > 0, g(r) is a real-valued function on S^{n−1}. Then, for n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, one has − ∫_∞ 0 ( r^{−(n−1)}(d/dr) ( r^{n−1}(d/dr) ( r^{−2}g )) , g ) L^2(S^{n−1},d^{n−1}ω)r n−1dr (3.20) = ∫_∞ 0 r^{−2}(g^′, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr + (n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 r^{−4}(g, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr. Proof. For f, g ∈ C^∞((0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}, d^{n−1}ω)), the product rule d dr (f, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} = (f^′, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} + (f, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} (3.21)

implies that for f, g ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}, d^{n−1}ω)) one has ∫_∞ 0 (f^′, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} dr = − ∫_∞ 0 (f, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} dr. (3.22)

Thus, if g ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}, d^{n−1}ω)) and if for all r > 0, g(r) is a real-valued function on S^{n−1}, then − ∫_∞ 0 ( r^{−(n−1)}(d/dr) ( r^{n−1}(d/dr) ( r^{−2}g )) , g ) L^2(S^{n−1},d^{n−1}ω) r n−1 dr = ∫_∞ 0 ( (d/dr) ( r^{−2}g ) , g^′ ) L^2(S^{n−1},d^{n−1}ω) r n−1dr = −2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{−3}(g, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr + ∫_∞ 0 r^{−2}(g^′, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr (3.23) = − ∫_∞ 0 r^{−3}(d/dr)[(g, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)}] r^{n−1}dr + ∫_∞ 0 r^{−2}(g^′, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr

= (n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 r^{−4}(g, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr + ∫_∞ 0 r^{−2}(g^′, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{,d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr. □

We now turn to applying Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 to show some useful identities and estimates

needed in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.5. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) be real-valued, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2} { r^{−(n−1)}(∂/∂r) × [ r^{n−1}(∂/∂r) ( r^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ) )]} f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = ( 2γ − 4^{−1}γ^2 − 2^{−1}nγ + n − 4 ) × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr + ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖(d/dr)(((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, · )) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Sn−1;dn−1ω)}r^{n−1}dr, (3.24) and hence, − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2} { r^{−(n−1)}(∂/∂r) [ r^{n−1}(∂/∂r) × ( r^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ) )]} f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr ≥ 4^{−1}n(n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. (3.25)

Proof. Since the resolvent of −Δ_Sn−1 is an integral operator with positive integral kernel, if f ∈ C^∞_0 ( R^n \{0} ) is real-valued, then by [57, Sect. 3.1], or, [61, eq. (V.3.45)], this implies

that (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f is real-valued. So we can apply Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 with g ∈

C^∞_0 ((0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}, d^{n−1}ω)) being the function r → r^{γ/2} ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, ·). (3.26)

One verifies that − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2} { r^{−(n−1)}(∂/∂r) × [ r^{n−1}(∂/∂r) ( r^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ) )]} f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} { r^{−(n−1)}(∂/∂r) [ r^{n−1}(∂/∂r) ( r^{γ2 −2}f(r, θ) )]} × (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}(r^{γ/2}f)(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{−(n−1)}(d/dr) [ r^{n−1}(d/dr) ( r^{γ2 −2} ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) )] × r^{γ/2} ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = − ∫_∞ 0 ( r^{−(n−1)}(d/dr) ( r^{n−1}(d/dr) ( r^{−2}g )) , g ) L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r n−1dr = ∫_∞ 0 r^{−2}(g^′, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr + (n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 r^{−4}(g, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)} r^{n−1}dr = ( 4^{−1}γ^2 + n − 4 ) ∫^∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

+ ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f(r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r^{n−1}dr

+ γ ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−3} ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f, (d/dr) ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f )) L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r n−1dr = ( 4^{−1}γ^2 + n − 4 ) ∫^∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

+ ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r^{n−1}dr + γ 2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−4}(d/dr) [( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f, (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) ] dr = ( 2γ − 4^{−1}γ^2 − 2^{−1}nγ + n − 4 ) × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

+ ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r^{n−1}dr, (3.27) where the last step follows from integration by parts and collecting similar terms. This

proves (3.24). Finally, by [50, Theorem 4.2], ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω)

r^{n−1}dr (3.28)

≥ 4^{−1}(γ + n − 4)^2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Thus, (3.25) follows from (3.24) and (3.28). □

The strategy of proof used for Lemma 3.5 is employed in a similar fashion in proving the

following lemmas. As such, we will mainly dwell on the important differences in the proofs

below.

Lemma 3.6. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) be real-valued, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2 −1} [ (∂/∂r) ( r^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ) )] f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = − n 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. (3.29)

Proof. The result follows similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.5 by applying Lemma 3.3. □

Lemma 3.7. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) be real-valued, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2 −2} [ (−Δ_Sn−1) ( − r^{γ2 −(n−1)}(∂/∂r) × ( r^{n−1}(∂f/∂r)(r, θ) ))] f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = −2^{−1}(γ − 2)(γ + n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

+ ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r^{n−1}dr, (3.30) and hence, ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2 −2} [ (−Δ_Sn−1) ( − r^{γ2 −(n−1)}(∂/∂r)

× ( r^{n−1}(∂f/∂r)(r, θ) ))] f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr (3.31) ≥ 4^{−1}(n − γ)(γ + n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Proof. A similar calculation as before, applying Lemma 3.3, yields ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2 −2} [ (−Δ_Sn−1) ( − r^{γ2 −(n−1)} × (∂/∂r) ( r^{n−1}(∂f/∂r)(r, θ) ))] f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−n−1} [ (n − 1)r^{n−2} ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}(∂f/∂r)(r, θ) ) + r^{n−1}(d/dr) ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}(∂f/∂r)(r, θ) )]( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = (1 − n) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−3}(d/dr) [( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) ] × ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr (3.32) − ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−2}(d^2/dr^2) [( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) ] × ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. When considering the first integral on the right-hand side of (3.32), integration by parts

yields ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−3}(d/dr) [( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) ]( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = −2^{−1}(γ + n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} |( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) |_2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. (3.33)

The second integral on the right-hand side of (3.32) differs slightly from previous consid-

erations due to the second derivative, however, it follows an analogous calculation by first

noting that given g ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, ∞), L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω)) with g(r) real-valued on S^{n−1} for all

r > 0, one has

(g^{′′}, g)_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)} = d dr (g, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)} − (g^′, g^′)_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)}. (3.34)

Next, letting g(r) = ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ), r > 0, applying (3.34), and two integrations by

parts, one gets ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−2}(d^2/dr^2) [( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) ]( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr = 2^{−1}(γ + n − 3)(γ + n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

− ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω) r^{n−1}dr. (3.35) Combining (3.32), (3.33), and (3.35) proves (3.30).

Finally, (3.31) follows from an application of [50, Theorem 4.2] as before. □

Lemma 3.8. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) be real-valued, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ2 −2} [ − Δ_Sn−1 ( r^{γ2 −1}(∂f/∂r)(r, θ) )] f(r, θ) d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr (3.36)

= −2^{−1}(γ + n − 4) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Proof. The result follows similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.5 by applying Lemma 3.3. □

We are now in a position to provide a proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 2.1 by first noting that ( T^+_{α,β,γ,τ} T_{α,β,γ,τ} f ) = ( T^+_{α,β,γ} T_{α,β,γ}f ) + τ [ T^+_{α,β,γ} ( r^{γ2 −2}(−Δ_Sn−1f) )] + τr^{γ2 −2} ( − Δ_Sn−1T_{α,β,γ} f ) + τ^2r^{γ−4} ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^2f ) . (3.37)

The remaining calculations are analogous to the previous results by applying Theorem 2.1 and Lemmas 3.5–3.8, expanding each integral, and gathering similar terms. □

We now turn to some implications of Theorem 3.1 that are extensions of the results presented in Section 2, beginning with an extension of Corollary 2.3.

Corollary 3.9. Let γ, τ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [ (n − 2)^2 4 − (γ − 2)^2 4 ]_2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx + 2^{−1} [ τ(γ + n − 4)^2 + (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 ] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr (3.38)

− 2τ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−2} | | | | ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ∂f ∂r ) (r, θ) | | | | 2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr − τ(τ + 2) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Proof. Without loss of generality (cf. Remark 1.1) we can assume that f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) is real-valued. As in the proof of Corollary 2.3, one chooses in (3.2)

α = α_± = 2 − γ ± [( γ^2 − 4γ + n^2 − 4n + 8 ) /2 ]_{1/2} and β = α(n − α − γ)/2. (3.39)

Direct computation with these choices yields

−τ[(γ + n − 4)(2 − α − γ) + 2β] = 2^{−1}τ(γ + n − 4)^2, γ, τ ∈ R, n ≥ 2. (3.40)

Next, letting ∇_Sn−1 denote the gradient operator on S^{n−1}, one notes that |(∇f)(x)|^2 = |(∂f/∂r)(r, θ)|^2 + r^{−2}|(∇_Sn−1f(r, · ))(θ)|^2. (3.41) Furthermore, with α and β chosen as in (3.39), one confirms that

α(γ + n − 4) − 2β = α(α − 4 + 2γ) = 2^{−1} [ (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 ] , (3.42)

so that by (3.39) and (3.42), the first two integrals on the right-hand side of (3.2) can be combined to give

2^{−1} [ (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 ] ∫^∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(∇_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr (3.43) = 2^{−1} [ (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 ] ∫^∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr, where equality comes from integration by parts and utilizing the L^2(S^{n−1}; d^{n−1}ω) inner product similar to previous calculations, completing the proof. □

Remark 3.10. Setting τ = 0 in (3.38) yields an extension of Corollary 2.3 in the sense of the additional spherical term given in (3.43), which, under the assumptions of Corollary 2.3, will have a positive coefficient. ⋄

Theorem 3.11 ([22, Theorem 3.1]). Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ C_{n,γ} ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, (3.44) where C_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {[ j(j + n − 2) + 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2

]_2}

. (3.45)

Proof. First, applying [50, Theorem 4.2] as in (3.28), one recalls that ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−2} | | | ( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2} ∂f ∂r ) (r, θ) | | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

= ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d dr (( (−Δ_Sn−1)^{1/2}f ) (r, · ) ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(S^{n−1};d^{n−1}ω)

r^{n−1}dr (3.46)

≥ 4^{−1}(γ + n − 4)^2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Therefore, for all τ ∈ (−∞, 0), (3.38) and (3.46) imply that ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [ (n − 2)^2 4 − (γ − 2)^2 4 ]_2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx + 2^{−1} [ (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 ] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr (3.47)

− τ(τ + 2) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Finally, choosing τ = −1 in (3.47) and applying the spectral theorem to −Δ_Sn−1 yields ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [ (n − 2)^2 4 − (γ − 2)^2 4 ]_2 ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx + 2^{−1} [ (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 ] ∫^∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr + ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(−Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

= ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−4} { ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=0 ([ (n − 2)^2 4 − (γ − 2)^2 4 ]_2

+ 2 [ (n − 2)^2 4 − (γ − 2)^2 4 ] λ_j + λ^2_j )| |F_{f,j,ℓ}(r) | |^2 r^{n−1}dr

≥ inf_{j∈N0} {[ 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2 + λ_j

]_2} ∫^∞ 0 r^{γ−4} ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=0 | |F_{f,j,ℓ}(r) | |^2 r^{n−1}dr

= C_{n,γ} ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, (3.48) with C_{n,γ} given in (3.45). □

Remark 3.12. It has been shown in [22, p. 148–149, Theorem 3.1] that the constant C_{n,γ} in (3.44), (3.45) is sharp for all γ ∈ R and n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Remark A.7 provides another proof. For γ > 4 − n, the sharpness of C_{n,γ} was shown in [56, Theorem 6.5.2] also. For all γ ∈ R and n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, there are now two proofs of this optimal Rellich inequality: the original proof in [22] and the proof by factorization given in Theorem 3.11 combined with Remark A.7. (We also note that [52, Theorem 3.5] derives inequality (3.44), but sharpness of C_{n,γ} was not demonstrated in [52].) ⋄

Remark 3.13. As discussed in [22], whenever, 4^{−1} [ (γ − 2)^2 − (n − 2)^2 ] equals one of the eigenvalues of −Δ_Sn−1 (i.e., one of the numbers j(j + n − 2), j ∈ N_0 ), then C_{n,γ} vanishes, rendering inequality (3.44) trivial. In this context we recall the following result from [52, Theorem 1.3]: ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ C_{n,γ} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx + {[ (n − γ)^2 + (n + γ − 4)^2 ]/ 16 }

× ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−4} (_N ∑ k=1 k∏ p=1 [ln_p(η/|x|)]^{−2} ) |f(x)|^2 d^nx, R ∈ (0, ∞), γ ∈ R, N, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, η ∈ [e_N R, ∞), f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)\{0}),

(3.49)

which yields an appropriate logarithmic refinement even if C_{n,γ} vanishes. Here B_n(0; R) denotes the ball in R^n , n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, centered at the origin 0 of radius R ∈ (0, ∞), the iterated logarithms ln_k( · ), k ∈ N, are given by ln_1( · ) = ln( · ), ln_{k+1}( · ) = ln ( ln_k( · ) ) , k ∈ N, (3.50) and the iterated exponentials e_j , j ∈ N_0 , are introduced via e_0 = 0, e_{j+1} = e^{ej} , j ∈ N_0 . (3.51) ⋄ Motivated by the estimation given in (3.46), one immediately arrives at the following inequality:

Lemma 3.14. Let α, β, γ ∈ R, τ ∈ (−∞, 0), and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [α(γ + n − 4) − 2β] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + β[(n − 4)(α − 2) − β + γ(n + α + γ − 6)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx − τ [ 2β + (γ + n − 4) ( 2^{−1}n − 2^{−1}γ − α )] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr − τ(τ + 2) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr.

(3.52)

Proof. Without loss of generality (cf. Remark 1.1) we can assume that f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) is real-valued. Applying (3.46) to (3.2) and noting that −τ[(γ +n−4)(2−α−γ)+2β]−2τ [ 4^{−1}(γ +n−4)^2 ] = −τ [ 2β +(γ +n−4) ( 2^{−1}n−2^{−1}γ −α )] (3.53) yields (3.52). □

Choosing τ ∈ (−2, 0) as previously mentioned in Remark 3.2 allows one to estimate the right-hand side of (3.52) further as follows.

Lemma 3.15. Let α, β, γ ∈ R, τ ∈ (−2, 0), and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then, ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [α(γ + n − 4) − 2β] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|x · (∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + β[(n − 4)(α − 2) − β + γ(n + α + γ − 6)] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx (3.54) − τ [ 2β + (γ + n − 4) ( 2^{−1}n − 2^{−1}γ − α ) + (τ + 2)(n − 1) ] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Proof. Without loss of generality (cf. Remark 1.1) we can assume that f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}) is real-valued. One notes that by the spectral theorem for −Δ_Sn−1 one has ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4}|(Δ_Sn−1f)(r, θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr

= ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ^2_j ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−4}|F_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 r^{n−1}dr

≥ (n − 1) ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−4}|F_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 r^{n−1}dr

= (n − 1) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr, (3.55)

from which substituting (3.55) into (3.52) for τ ∈ (−2, 0) yields (3.54). □

We end this section with a further extension of Schmincke’s inequality (see Theorem 2.7 and [87]) in this setting:

Theorem 3.16. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Consider the inequality ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ −s ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + [(γ + n − 4)/4]^2 [ (γ − n)^2 + 4s ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx. (3.56)

Then, the following assertions (i) and (ii) hold:

(i) If γ ∈ [ 2 − (n − 1)^{1/2}, 2 + (n − 1)^{1/2} ] , inequality (3.56) holds

for s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 + (γ − 2)^2 } , ∞ ) , (3.57) (ii) If γ ∈ R \[ 2 − (n − 1)^{1/2}, 2 + (n − 1)^{1/2} ] , inequality (3.56) holds

for s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } + 1 − n, ∞ ) . (3.58)

Proof. Choosing β = 2^{−1}(γ + n − 4) [ α + γ − 2 − 2^{−1}(γ + n − 4) ] and τ = −1 in (3.54), and applying (3.41), one obtains ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ [ 2^{−1}(n − γ)(γ + n − 4) − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ]

× ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + 4^{−1}(γ + n − 4)^2 [ (α + γ − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ + n − 4)^2 ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx (3.59) + [ α^2 + 2(γ − 2)α + (n − 1) ] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ−4} | |((−Δ_{Sn−1})^{1/2}f)(r, θ) | |^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) r^{n−1}dr. Hence, if 0 ≤ α^2 + 2(γ − 2)α + (n − 1), (3.60) one can further write∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ −s ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx + 16^{−1}(γ + n − 4)^2 [ (γ − n)^2 + 4s ] ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2d^nx, (3.61)

where we have introduced the new variable s = s_{n,γ} (α) = − [ 2^{−1}(n − γ)(γ + n − 4) − α(α − 4 + 2γ) ] = α^2 + 2(γ − 2)α + 2^{−1} [ (γ − 2)^2 − (n − 2)^2 ] . (3.62)

If the discriminant of the right-hand side of the constraint in (3.60), (2γ − 4)^2 − 4(n − 1), is nonpositive, then (3.61) holds for all α ∈ R. That is, if γ is in the range given in (3.57), then (3.56) holds for s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 + (γ − 2)^2 } , ∞ ) , (3.63) by minimizing s = s_{n,γ} (α) with respect to α, proving item (i).

If, on the other hand, we now suppose γ is in the range given in (3.58), that is,

γ < 2 − (n − 1)^{1/2}, or, 2 + (n − 1)^{1/2} < γ, (3.64)

then the discriminant of the right-hand side of the constraint in (3.60) is nonnegative, so the constraint will hold only if α satisfies α ≤ 2 − γ − ( γ^2 − 4γ − n + 5 )_{1/2} , or, 2 − γ + ( γ^2 − 4γ − n + 5 )_{1/2} ≤ α. (3.65)

Hence, (3.56) holds for all s_{n,γ} (α) such that α satisfies (3.65), in particular, substituting the constraints (3.65) into (3.62) yields s ∈ [ − 2^{−1} { (n − 2)^2 − (γ − 2)^2 } + 1 − n, ∞ ) , (3.66)

proving item (ii). □

Remark 3.17. We conclude with a few remarks relating the extension of Schmincke’s inequality proven in Theorem 3.16 to Corollary A.10.

(i) Letting γ = 0, n ≥ 5, n ∈ N, and s = −n^2/4 in Theorem 3.16 (i) recovers Corollary A.10 for n ≥ 5.

(ii) Letting γ = 0, n = 4, and s = −3 in Theorem 3.16 (ii) recovers Corollary A.10 for n = 4.

(iii) In order to recover the n = 3 case of Corollary A.10, one would need to be able to choose s = −25/36, however, this choice is not permitted in either case of the theorem when γ = 0 and n = 3. In fact, only item (ii) can be applied which yields the range s ∈ [−1/2, ∞). ⋄ Returning to Remark 3.2 once more, allowing τ ∈ (−2, 0) (rather than a fixed τ = −1 as in the proof of Theorem 3.16) allows one to prove an improved Schmincke-type inequality. We illustrate this idea here by focusing on γ = 0 and n = 3 in order to recover the remaining case of n = 3 in Corollary A.10.

Lemma 3.18. Let f ∈ C^∞_0 ( R^3 \{0} ) . Then ∫ R^3 |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^3x ≥ −s ∫ R^3

|x|^{−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^3x + 16^{−1}[4s + (25/9)] ∫ R^3 |x|^{−4}|f(x)|^2 d^3x, s ∈ [−25/36, ∞). (3.67)

Proof. Letting α ∈ R, γ = 0, n = 3, and τ = −(1 + ε) with ε ∈ (−1, 1) in (3.54), applying (3.41) once again, yields ∫ R^3

|(Δf)(x)|^2 d^3x ≥ − ( α^2 − 3α + 2β ) ∫ R^3 |x|^{−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^3x + β(2 − α − β) ∫ R^3 |x|^{−4}|f(x)|^2 d^3x + [ α^2 + (ε − 3)α + 2(1 + ε)β − (3/2)(1 + ε) + 2 − 2ε^2 ] × ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^2 r^{−4} |( (−Δ_S2)^{1/2}f ) (r, θ) |_2 d^2ω(θ) r^2dr.

(3.68)

Next, we let β = Aα + B, A, B ∈ R so that subject to the constraint 0 ≤ { α^2 + [(2A + 1)(1 + ε) − 4]α + [2B − (3/2)](1 + ε) + 2 − 2ε^2 } , (3.69)

(3.68) implies ∫ R^3

|(Δf)(x)|^2 d^3x ≥ − [ α^2 + (2A − 3)α + 2B ] ∫ R^3 |x|^{−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^3x + (Aα + B)[2 − B − (1 + A)α] ∫ R^3 |x|^{−4}|f(x)|^2d^3x. (3.70)

Next, we assume that A, B, and ε have been chosen such the discriminant of the right-hand side of (3.69) satisfies

0 ≤ (2A + 1)^2(1 + ε)^2 − 8(2A + 1)(1 + ε) − (8B − 6)(1 + ε) + 8ε^2 + 8. (3.71)

Then the constraint (3.69) is equivalent to α ≤ α_− or α_+ ≤ α where

α_± = 2^{−1} { 4−(2A+1)(1+ε)± [ (2A+1)^2(1+ε)^2 −2(8A+4B+1)(1+ε)+8ε^2+8 ]_{1/2}} . (3.72)

Motivated by Corollary A.10, one wants to choose A and B in (3.70) such that − [ α^2 + (2A − 3)α + 2B ] = 25/36, (3.73)

that is, α = α̂_± = 2^{−1} { 3 − 2A ± ( (2A − 3)^2 − 8B − (25/9) )_{1/2}} . (3.74) Thus, one looks for A, B, and ε such that α_± = α̂_±, that is,

4 − (2A + 1)(1 + ε) ± [ (2A + 1)^2(1 + ε)^2 − 2(8A + 4B + 1)(1 + ε) + 8ε^2 + 8 ]_{1/2} = 3 − 2A ± ( (2A − 3)^2 − 8B − (25/9) )_{1/2} . (3.75)

Given (3.75), one chooses A = −1/2 and studies the equation (after rearranging) 8ε^2 − (8B − 6)ε + (7/9) = 0. (3.76) Hence one wants ε = ε_± = 16^{−1} [ 8B − 6 ± ( 64B^2 − 96B + (100/9) )_{1/2}] , (3.77) from which one concludes that B must be chosen such that B ≤ B_− or B_+ ≤ B, where

B_± = 128^{−1} [ 96 ± ( 96^2 − (25600/9) )_{1/2}] = (3/4) ± (1/3)(7/2)^{1/2}. (3.78) Choosing B = B_± in (3.77) yields ε = ε_± = ±(1/6)(7/2)^{1/2}. (3.79) Finally, with A = −1/2, B = (3/4) ± (1/3)(7/2)^{1/2}, and ε = ±(1/6)(7/2)^{1/2}, one can check that (3.71) is satisfied. By (3.74), one has

α̂_± = 2 ± 2^{−1} [ (65/9) − (8/3)(7/2)^{1/2} ]_{1/2} , (3.80) and writing s = s(α) = α^2 − 4α + (3/2) + (2/3)(7/2)^{1/2}, (3.81) one concludes that (3.67) holds since s(α̂_+) = −25/36. □ Combining Theorem 3.16 and Lemma 3.18, one finally obtains the following result.

Theorem 3.19. Let f ∈ C^∞_0 ( R^3 \{0} ) . Then ∫ R^3 |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^3x ≥ −s ∫ R^3 |x|^{−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^3x + K(s) ∫ R^3

|x|^{−4}|f(x)|^2 d^3x, (3.82)

where K(s) = { 16^{−1}(4s + 9), s ∈ [−1/2, ∞), 16^{−1}[4s + (25/9)], s ∈ [−25/36, −1/2).

(3.83)

Remark 3.20. As expected (and by construction), choosing s = −25/36 in Theorem 3.19 recovers the case n = 3 in Corollary A.10. ⋄

Appendix A. Weighted Hardy–Rellich inequalities and optimal constants In this Appendix, we prove a weighted Hardy–Rellich inequality in Theorems A.4 and A.6 and show that the constants in the inequality are optimal. We begin by recalling the following simplified version of [51, Lemma 2.1]: Lemma A.1. For all γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, ∞)), ∫_∞ 0 r^γ |f^{′′}(r)|^2 dr ≥ 16^{−1}(1 − γ)^2(3 − γ)^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−4}|f(r)|^2 dr (A.1)

and ∫_∞ 0 r^γ |f^′(r)|^2 dr ≥ 4^{−1}(1 − γ)^2 ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ−2}|f(r)|^2 dr. (A.2) Moreover, the constant on the right-hand side of (A.1) and (A.2) is sharp and the inequality is strict, that is, equality holds in (A.1) and (A.2) if and only if f ≡ 0.

We remark that (A.1) and (A.2) are the one-dimensional analogs (now on (0, ∞) rather than R^n ) of (2.11) and (2.35), respectively.

The following remark gives two general observations that will be needed in the proofs of results to follow.

Remark A.2. (i) Let A, B, C, D, a ∈ R satisfy A, C, D, a > 0 and AD − BC ≥ 0. Then the function G(t) = (At + B)/(Ct + D), a ≤ t, (A.3) is non-decreasing on [a, ∞), and hence inf{G(t) | a ≤ t} = (Aa + B)/(Ca + D). (A.4) (ii) Let γ ∈ R and n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then

P_n(γ) = 5γ^2 + (2n − 24)γ + n^2 − 8n + 32 ≥ 0. (A.5)

This follows easily from the fact that the polynomial discriminant of P_n(γ) is −16(n−2)^2 ≤ 0 for n ≥ 2. ⋄

Lemma A.3. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 ((0, ∞)), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Let λ_j = j(j + n − 2), j ∈ N_0 , once again denote the eigenvalues of −Δ_Sn−1 as in (3.4). Then ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1} f^′(r)) + λ_j r^{−2}f(r) | |^2 dr ≥ α_{n,γ,λj} (∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|f^′(r)|^2 dr + λ_j ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|f(r)|^2 dr ) , (A.6)

where α_{n,γ,λ0} = α_{n,γ,0} = 4^{−1}(n − γ)^2, α_{n,γ,λj} = [ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)(n − γ) + λ_j ]_2/[ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)^2 + λ_j ] , j ∈ N. (A.7)

Proof. First note that ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1} f^′(r)) + λ_j r^{−2}f(r) |_2 dr (A.8) = ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} [ |f^{′′}(r)|^2 + 2(n − 1)r^{−1} Re ( f^{′′}(r)f^′(r) ) − 2λ_j r^{−2} Re ( f^{′′}(r)f(r) ) + (n − 1)^2r^{−2}|f^′(r)|^2 − 2λ_j (n − 1)r^{−3} Re ( f^′(r)f(r) ) + λ^2_j r^{−4}|f(r)|^2 ] dr. Furthermore, if f = f_1 + if_2 where f_1 and f_2 are real-valued, then Re ( f^{′′}(r)f^′(r) ) = f^{′′}_1 (r)f^′_1(r) + f^{′′}_2 (r)f^′_2(r), Re ( f^{′′}(r)f(r) ) = f^{′′}_1 (r)f_1(r) + f^{′′}_2 (r)f_2(r), (A.9) Re ( f^′(r)f(r) ) = f^′_1(r)f_1(r) + f^′_2(r)f_2(r).

Therefore, by (1.15) and (A.9) we can, and will, assume without loss of generality that f is real-valued for the rest of the proof. Then, by (A.8) and [52, Lemma 2.2], ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1}f^′(r))) + λ_j r^{−2}f(r) | |^2 dr = ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1}|f^{′′}(r)|^2 dr + [2λ_j + (n − 1)(1 − γ)] ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|f^′(r)|^2 dr + [ λ^2_j + λ_j (γ + n − 4)(2 − γ) ] ∫^∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|f(r)|^2 dr. (A.10) Applying Lemma A.1 to (A.10) yields ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1} f^′(r)) + λ_j r^{−2}f(r) | |^2 dr

≥ [ 4^{−1}(n − γ)^2 + 2λ_j ] ∫^∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|f^′(r)|^2 dr (A.11) + [ λ^2_j + λ_j (γ + n − 4)(2 − γ) ] ∫^∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|f(r)|^2 dr. Next, we want to compare (A.11) to the integrals on the right-hand side of (A.6), for which we will utilize Remark A.2 by introducing t = t(n, γ, f) = (∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|f^′(r)|^2 dr ) (∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|f(r)|^2 dr )_{−1} , A = A(n, γ, λ_j ) = 4^{−1}(n − γ)^2 + 2λ_j , B = B(n, γ, λ_j ) = λ^2_j + λ_j (γ + n − 4)(2 − γ), C = 1, D = λ_j , j ≥ 1. (A.12)

Then (A.11) and applying (A.2) yields ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1} f^′(r)) + λ_j r^{−2}f(r) | |^2 dr ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|f^′(r)|^2 dr + λ_j ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|f(r)|^2 dr ≥ (At + B)/(Ct + D), (A.13) where t ≥ 4^{−1}(γ + n − 4)^2. By Remark A.2 (ii), one concludes that

AD − BC = λ^2_j + 4^{−1}λ_j [ 5γ^2 + (2n − 24)γ + n^2 − 8n + 32 ] ≥ 0. (A.14)

Hence, one can apply Remark A.2 (i) to (A.13), proving (A.6) for λ_j , j ≥ 1.

The remaining case of λ_0 = 0 in (A.6) follows from directly comparing (A.11) with the right-hand side of (A.6), yielding

α_{n,γ,λ0} = α_{n,γ,0} = 4^{−1}(n − γ)^2, (A.15)

completing the proof. □

Theorem A.4. Let γ ∈ R and f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ A_{n,γ} ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, (A.16) where A_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {α_{n,γ,λj} }. (A.17) Proof. Without loss of generality, we once again assume f is real-valued. We intend to utilize (3.41) in the proof, so one first notes that by [52, Eq. (2.5)], ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|(∇_Sn−1f)(x)|^2 d^nx = ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5} ∫ S^{n−1} |(∇_Sn−1f(r, · ))(θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) dr = ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}(−Δ_Sn−1f(r, · ), f(r, · ))_L2_{(S}n−1_{;d}n−1_{ω)} dr

= ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5} ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j |F_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 dr

= ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 λ_j ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|F_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 dr. (A.18)

Similarly, one has by [52, Eq. (B.14)], ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∂f/∂r)(x)|^2 d^nx = ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|F^′_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 dr. (A.19) On the other hand, by [52, Eq. (2.7)] ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx (A.20)

= ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1}F^′_{f,j,ℓ}(r)) + λ_j r^{−2}F_{f,j,ℓ}(r) | |^2 dr.

Therefore, by (3.41), (A.6), (A.18), (A.19), and (A.20) one has A_{n,γ} ∫ R^n |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx = A_{n,γ} (∫ R^n |x|^{γ−4}|(∇_Sn−1f)(x)|^2 + |x|^{γ−2}|(∂f/∂r)(x)|^2 d^nx )

≤ ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 α_{n,γ,λj} ( λ_j ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−5}|F_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 dr + ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−3}|F^′_{f,j,ℓ}(r)|^2 dr )

≤ ∑ j∈N_0 m(λ_j )∑

ℓ=1 ∫_∞ 0 r^{γ+n−1} | | − r^{1−n}(d/dr)(r^{n−1}F^′_{f,j,ℓ}(r)) + λ_j r^{−2}F_{f,j,ℓ}(r) | |^2 dr

= ∫ R^n |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx. (A.21) □ Remark A.5. Whenever A_{n,γ} vanishes, inequality (A.16) is rendered trivial. In this context we recall the following result from [53, Theorem 2.3]: ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ A_{n,γ} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx

+ 4^{−1} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−2} (_N ∑ k=1 k∏ p=1 [ln_p(η/|x|)]^{−2} ) |(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx

+ 4^{−1} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−4} (_N ∑ k=1 k∏ p=1 [ln_p(η/|x|)]^{−2} ) |(∇_Sn−1f)(x)|^2 d^nx, R ∈ (0, ∞), γ ∈ R, N, n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, η ∈ [e_N R, ∞), f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)\{0}).

(A.22)

which yields an appropriate logarithmic refinement even if A_{n,γ} vanishes. (For the notation employed in (A.22) see Remark 3.13.) ⋄

Of course, by restriction, the inequalities 3.49 and (A.22) extend to the case where f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)\{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, is replaced by f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω\{0}), where Ω ⊆ B_n(0; R) is open and bounded with 0 ∈ Ω, without changing the constants in these inequalities.

Theorem A.6. Let R ∈ (0, ∞), γ ∈ R, and n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Excluding the cases (i) n = 2, γ = 2 and (ii) n = 3, γ = 1, the constant A_{n,γ} in the inequality ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ A_{n,γ} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)\{0}), (A.23) with A_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {α_{n,γ,λj} }, λ_k = k(k + n − 2), k ∈ N_0 , (A.24) implied by (A.16), (A.17), is sharp. Here α_{n,γ,λ0} = α_{n,γ,0} = 4^{−1}(n − γ)^2, α_{n,γ,λj} = [ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)(n − γ) + λ_j ]_2/[ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)^2 + λ_j ] , j ∈ N. (A.25)

In particular, the constant A_{n,γ} in Theorem A.4 is sharp (i.e., inequality (A.23) remains sharp as B_n(0; R) is consistently being replaced by R^n ).

Proof. We start with some notation. Let R ∈ (0, ∞) and ψ : (0, R) → [0, 1] be a C^∞- function satisfying

(i) ψ(r) = 0, 0 < r ≤ R/10, 1, R/5 ≤ r ≤ 4R/5, 0, 9R/10 ≤ r < R. (A.26)

(ii) ψ( · ) is strictly increasing on R/10 < r < R/5. (A.27) (iii) ψ( · ) is strictly decreasing on 4R/5 < r < 9R/10. (A.28) (iv) For all sufficiently small ε > 0, let ψ_ε : (0, R) → [0, 1] be a C^∞-function satisfying

ψ_ε(r) = ψ(r/ε), 0 < r ≤ εR/5, 1, εR/5 ≤ r ≤ 4R/5, ψ(r), 4R/5 ≤ r < R. (A.29)

We start by considering the case γ + n ≠ 4. Since lim_{j→∞} α_{n,γ,λj} = ∞ (cf. (A.25)), there exists j_0 ∈ N_0 such that A_{n,γ} = α_{n,γ,λj0} . For all sufficiently small ε > 0 let g_ε ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(o; R)\{0}) be defined by g_ε(r, θ) = r^pψ_ε(r)φ_{j0 ,1}(θ), x = (r, θ) ∈ B_n(0; R)\{0}, (A.30) where p = p(n, γ, ε) = (4 − n − γ + ε)/2. (A.31) Then (−Δg_ε)(r, θ) = [ − r^{1−n} ∂ ∂r ( r^{n−1} ∂ ∂r ( r^pψ_ε(r) ) )] φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)

+ r^{p−2}ψ_ε(r)(−Δ_Sn−1φ_{j0 ,1})(θ) = [ − r^{1−n} ∂ ∂r ( pr^{p+n−2}ψ_ε(r) + r^{p+n−1}ψ^′_ε(r) )] φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)

+ λ_{j0} r^{p−2}ψ_ε(r)φ_{j0 ,1}(θ) = { − r^{1−n} [ p(p + n − 2)r^{p+n−3}ψ_ε(r) + (2p + n − 1)r^{p+n−2}ψ^′_ε(r) + r^{p+n−1}ψ^{′′}_ε (r) ]} φ_{j0 ,1}(θ) + λ_{j0} r^{p−2}ψ_ε(r)φ_{j0 ,1}(θ) = [λ_{j0} − p(p + n − 2)]r^{p−2}ψ_ε(r)φ_{j0 ,1}(θ) − (2p + n − 1)r^{p−1}ψ^′_ε(r)φ_{j0 ,1}(θ) − r^pψ^{′′}_ε (r)φ_{j0 ,1}(θ), (A.32) and by (3.41), |(∇g_ε)(r, θ)|^2 = | | | | ∂ ∂r [ r^pψ_ε(r) ] | | | | 2 |φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)|^2 + r^{2p−2}ψ_ε(r)^2|(∇_Sn−1φ_{j0 ,1})(θ)|^2 = { p^2r^{2p−2}ψ_ε(r)^2 + 2pr^{2p−1}ψ_ε(r)ψ^′_ε(r) + r^{2p}[ψ^′_ε(r)]^2 } |φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)|^2 + r^{2p−2}ψ_ε(r)^2|(∇_Sn−1φ_{j0 ,1})(θ)|^2. (A.33)

Thus, by (A.32), ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^γ |(Δg_ε)(x)|^2 d^nx = ∫_R 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ+n−1} { [λ_{j0} − p(p + n − 2)]r^{p−2}ψ_ε(r) − (2p + n − 1)r^{p−1}ψ^′_ε(r) − r^pψ^{′′}_ε (r) }_2 |φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)|^2d^{n−1}ω(θ) dr = ∫_R 0 r^{γ+n−1} { [λ_{j0} − p(p + n − 2)]^2r^{2p−4}ψ_ε(r)^2

− 2[λ_{j0} − p(p + n − 2)](2p + n − 1)r^{2p−3}ψ_ε(r)ψ^′_ε(r)

− 2[λ_{j0} − p(p + n − 2)]r^{2p−2}ψ_ε(r)ψ^{′′}_ε (r)

+ (2p + n − 1)^2r^{2p−2}[ψ^′_ε(r)]^2 + 2(2p + n − 1)r^{2p−1}ψ^′_ε(r)ψ^{′′}_ε (r)

+ r^{2p}[ψ^{′′}_ε (r)]^2 } dr = [ λ_{j0} − 4^{−1}(4 − n − γ + ε)(n − γ + ε)

]_2 ∫^R 0 r^{−1+ε}ψ_ε(r)^2 dr − 2 [ λ_{j0} − 4^{−1}(4 − n − γ + ε)(n − γ + ε) ] (3 − γ + ε) ∫_R 0 r^εψ_ε(r)ψ^′_ε(r) dr − 2 [ λ_{j0} − 4^{−1}(4 − n − γ + ε)(n − γ + ε) ] ∫^R 0 r^{1+ε}ψ_ε(r)ψ^{′′}_ε (r) dr + (3 − γ + ε)^2 ∫_R 0 r^{1+ε}[ψ^′_ε(r)]^2 dr

+ 2(3 − γ + ε) ∫_R 0 r^{2+ε}ψ^′_ε(r)ψ^{′′}_ε (r) dr + ∫_R 0 r^{3+ε}[ψ^{′′}_ε (r)]^2 dr, (A.34)

and by (A.33), ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−2}|(∇g_ε)(x)|^2 d^nx = ∫_R 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ+n−3} {[ p^2r^{2p−2}ψ_ε(r)^2 + 2pr^{2p−1}ψ_ε(r)ψ^′_ε(r) + r^{2p}[ψ^′_ε(r)]^2 ]} |φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)|^2 + r^{2p−2}ψ_ε(r)^2|(∇_Sn−1φ_{j0 ,1})(θ)|^2 } d^{n−1}ω(θ) dr = ∫_R 0 { p^2r^{γ+n+2p−5}ψ_ε(r)^2 + 2pr^{γ+n+2p−4}ψ_ε(r)ψ^′_ε(r) + r^{γ+n+2p−3}[ψ^′_ε(r)]^2

+ λ_{j0} r^{γ+n+2p−5}ψ_ε(r)^2 } dr

= [ 4^{−1}(4 − n − γ + ε)^2 + λ_{j0} ] ∫^R 0 r^{−1+ε}ψ_ε(r)^2 dr + (4 − n − γ + ε) ∫_R 0 r^εψ_ε(r)ψ^′_ε(r) dr + ∫_R 0 r^{1+ε}[ψ^′_ε(r)]^2 dr. (A.35)

It is clear that one can choose a decreasing sequence {ε_k}_{k∈N}, with lim_{k→∞} ε_k = 0 such that φ_{εk+1} (r) ≥ φ_{εk} (r), r ∈ (0, R), k ∈ N. (A.36) For ℓ ∈ N, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 21, we denote constants c_ℓ that depend on ψ, n, γ, λ_{j0} , R, but are

independent of ε_k, k ∈ N. Then one obtains lim_{k→∞} ∫_R 0 r^{−1+εk} ψ_{εk} (r)^2 dr = ∞, (A.37) | | | | ∫_R 0 r^{εk} ψ_{εk} (r)ψ^′_{εk} (r) dr | | | | ≤ ∫_{εk R/5} ε_k R/10 r^{εk} ε^{−1}_k dr c_1 + ∫_{9R/10} 4R/5 r^{εk} |ψ^′(r)| dr ≤ c_1ε^{−1}_k (1 + ε_k)^{−1} [ (R/5)^{1+εk} − (R/10)^{1+εk} ] ε^{1+εk}_k + c_2

≤ c_3ε^{εk}_k (1 + ε_k)^{−1} + c_2 ≤ c_4, (A.38) | | | ∫_R 0 r^{1+εk} ψ_{εk} (r)ψ^{′′}_{εk} (r) dr | | | ≤ ∫_{εk R/5} ε_k R/10 r^{1+εk} ε^{−2}_k dr c_5 + ∫_{9R/10} 4R/5 r^{1+εk} |ψ^{′′}(r)| dr ≤ c_5ε^{−2}_k (2 + ε_k)^{−1} [ (R/5)^{2+εk} − (R/10)^{2+εk} ] ε^{2+εk}_k + c_6

≤ c_7ε^{εk}_k (2 + ε_k)^{−1} + c_6 ≤ c_8, (A.39) | | | | ∫_R 0 r^{1+εk} [ψ^′_{εk} (r)]^2 dr | | | | ≤ ∫_{εk R/5} ε_k R/10 r^{1+εk} ε^{−2}_k dr c_9 + ∫_{9R/10} 4R/5 r^{1+εk} [ψ^′(r)]^2 dr

≤ c_9ε^{εk}_k (2 + ε_k)^{−1} + c_{10} ≤ c_{11}, (A.40) | | | ∫_R 0 r^{2+εk} ψ^′_{εk} (r)ψ^{′′}_{εk} (r) dr | | | ≤ ∫_{εk R/5} ε_k R/10 r^{2+εk} ε^{−3}_k dr c_{12} + ∫_{9R/10} 4R/5 r^{2+εk} |ψ^′(r)ψ^{′′}(r)| dr ≤ c_{12}ε^{−3}_k (3 + ε_k)^{−1} [ (R/5)^{3+εk} − (R/10)^{3+εk} ] ε^{3+εk}_k + c_{13}

≤ c_{14}ε^{εk}_k (3 + ε_k)^{−1} + c_{13} ≤ c_{15}, (A.41) | | | | ∫_R 0 r^{3+εk} [ψ^{′′}_{εk} (r)]^2 dr | | | | ≤ ∫_{εk R/5} ε_k R/10 r^{3+εk} ε^{−4}_k dr c_{16} + ∫_{9R/10} 4R/5 r^{3+εk} [ψ^{′′}(r)]^2 dr

≤ c_{16}ε^{−4}_k (4 + ε_k)^{−1} [ (R/5)^{4+εk} − (R/10)^{4+εk} ] ε^{4+εk}_k + c_{17}

≤ c_{18}ε^{εk}_k (4 + ε_k)^{−1} + c_{17} ≤ c_{19}. (A.42)

Thus, (A.34), (A.35), (A.37)–(A.42) imply ∫ B_n(0;R)

|x|^γ |(Δg_{εk} )(x)|^2 d^nx (A.43) = [ λ_{j0} − 4^{−1}(4 − n − γ + ε_k)(n − γ + ε_k)

]_2 ∫^R 0 r^{−1+εk} ψ_{εk} (r)^2 dr + F (λ_{j0} , n, γ, R, ψ, ε_k), and∫

B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−2}|(∇g_{εk} )(x)|^2 d^nx = [ 4^{−1}(4 − n − γ + ε_k)^2 + λ_{j0} ] ∫^R 0 r^{−1+εk} ψ_{εk} (r)^2 dr + G(λ_{j0} , n, γ, R, ψ, ε_k), (A.44) where |F (λ_{j0} , n, γ, R, ψ, ε_k)| ≤ c_{20}, |G(λ_{j0} , n, γ, R, ψ, ε_k)| ≤ c_{21}. (A.45) From (A.37) and (A.43)–(A.45) one then obtains lim_{k→∞} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x| γ |(Δg_{εk} )(x)|^2 d^nx ∫ B_n(0;R) |x| γ−2|(∇g_{εk} )(x)|^2 d^nx = [ λ_{j0} + 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)(n − γ)

]_2

λ_{j0} + 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)^2 = α_{n,γ,λj0} = A_{n,γ} , (A.46)

hence, A_{n,γ} is sharp in the case γ + n ≠ 4.

It remains to treat the case γ + n = 4. Then

A_{n,4−n} = min { (n − 2)^2, λ_1 } = min { (n − 2)^2, n − 1 } . (A.47)

If A_{n,4−n} = (n − 2)^2, then (n − 2)^2 ≤ n − 1, hence either n = 2 and γ = 2, or, n = 3 and γ = 1, which, however, are the two excluded cases. Thus, we assume that

A_{n,4−n} = n − 1 = λ_1 > 0. (A.48)

But in this case the arguments in the proof for the case γ + n ≠ 4 still apply and one again arrives at (A.46), proving that A_{n,4−n} is sharp.

Since C^∞_0 (B_n\{0}) ⊂ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), the constant A_{n,γ} in Theorem A.4 is sharp. □

Remark A.7. Using arguments analogous to those in the proof of Theorem A.6, one can show that the constant C_{n,γ} in the inequality ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^γ |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ C_{n,γ} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−4}|f(x)|^2 d^nx, f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)\{0}), (A.49) where C_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {[ 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2 + j(j + n − 2)

]_2} , (A.50)

implied by (3.44), (3.45), is sharp.

To see this one notes that lim_{j→∞} [ λ_j + 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2

]_2

= ∞, λ_k = k(k + n − 2), k ∈ N_0 , (A.51)

and hence there exists j_0 ∈ N_0 such that C_{n,γ} = [ 4^{−1}(n − 2)^2 − 4^{−1}(γ − 2)^2 + λ_{j0}

]_2

. (A.52)

By (A.30), (A.31) one obtains ∫ B_n(0;R) |x|^{γ−4}|g_{εk} (x)|^2 d^nx = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{n−1} r^{γ+n−5+2p}ψ_{εk} (r)^2|φ_{j0 ,1}(θ)|^2 d^{n−1}ω(θ) dr = ∫_R 0 r^{−1+εk} ψ_{εk} (r)^2 dr −→_{k→∞} ∞. (A.53)

By (A.37), (A.43), (A.45), (A.52), and (A.53) one infers lim_{k→∞} ∫ B_n(0;R) |x| γ |(Δg_{εk} )(x)|^2 d^nx ∫ B_n(0;R) |x| γ−4|g_{εk} (x)|^2 d^nx = [ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)(n − γ) + λ_{j0}

]_2

= C_{n,γ} , (A.54)

and hence C_{n,γ} is sharp.

In particular, the constant C_{n,γ} in (3.44) remains sharp as B_n(0; R) is consistently being replaced by R^n , recovering once more a result in [22, p. 148–149, Theorem 3.1]. ⋄

We now give two lemmas regarding the number of terms one needs to check when calculating A_{n,γ} in Theorem A.4.

Lemma A.8. Let γ ∈ R, n ≥ 2, n ∈ N. Then in Theorem A.4, A_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {α_{n,γ,λj} } = min{α_{n,γ,λ0} , α_{n,γ,λ1} } (A.55) = min{α_{n,γ,0}, α_{n,γ,n−1}}, if for all j ∈ N, one of the following three conditions is satisfied: (i) γ ∈ [−8j + 2, 2]; (ii) γ ∈ R\[−8j + 2, 2] and n ≥ −2(γ − 3 + j) + 2 [ 4^{−1}γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1 ]_{1/2} ; (A.56) (iii) γ ∈ R\[−8j + 2, 2] and n ≤ −2(γ − 3 + j) − 2 [ 4^{−1}γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1 ]_{1/2} . (A.57) Proof. From (A.7), we define for γ ∈ R, n ≥ 2, n ∈ N, f_{n,γ} (j) = [ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)(n − γ) + λ_j

]_2 / [ 4^{−1}(n + γ − 4)^2 + λ_j ] , j ∈ N (A.58) We want to study when f_{n,γ} (j) is an increasing function in j, so we consider when f^′_{n,γ} (j) ≥ 0, which, after some straightforward calculations, is equivalent to (1/4)n^2 + (γ − 3 + j)n + 8 + j(j − 2) + γ[(3/4)γ − 5] ≥ 0. (A.59) Now one considers the discriminant g_j (γ) = (γ − 3 + j)^2 − 4(1/4){8 + j(j − 2) + γ[(3/4)γ − 5]} = (1/4)γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1, γ ∈ R, j ∈ N.

(A.60)

To understand the sign of g_j (γ), one next considers the discriminant h(j) = (2j − 1)^2 − 4(1/4)(1 − 4j) = 4j^2, j ∈ N. (A.61) Thus g_j (γ) ≤ 0 for all γ ∈ R such that γ ≤ −2(2j − 1) + 2 √ 4j^2 = 2, (A.62) or, γ ≥ −2(2j − 1) − 2 √ 4j^2 = −8j + 2. (A.63) Thus, by (A.59), f^′_{n,γ} (j) ≥ 0 if Condition (i) holds.

On the other hand, if γ ∈ R\[−8j + 2, 2], j ∈ N, then by (A.59), f^′_{n,γ} (j) ≥ 0 if

n ≥ −2(γ − 3 + j) + 2 [ 4^{−1}γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1 ]_{1/2} , (A.64) or, n ≤ −2(γ − 3 + j) − 2 [ 4^{−1}γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1 ]_{1/2} , (A.65) which are Conditions (ii) and (iii), respectively. □

Considering the proof of Lemma A.8, one notices that Lemma A.8 can be extended as follows. If (i)–(iii) in Lemma A.8 hold for all j ≥ j_0 for some j_0 ∈ N, then only the first j_0 + 1 terms need to be checked rather than all j ∈ N. This is the content of the following result.

Lemma A.9. Let γ ∈ R, n ≥ 2, n ∈ N. Suppose there exists j_0 ∈ N such that for all j ∈ N with j ≥ j_0, one of the following three conditions is satisfied: (i) γ ∈ [−8j + 2, 2]; (ii) γ ∈ R\[−8j + 2, 2] and n ≥ −2(γ − 3 + j) + 2 [ 4^{−1}γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1 ]_{1/2} ; (A.66) (iii) γ ∈ R\[−8j + 2, 2] and n ≤ −2(γ − 3 + j) − 2 [ 4^{−1}γ^2 + (2j − 1)γ − 4j + 1 ]_{1/2} . (A.67) Then in Theorem A.4, A_{n,γ} = min_{j∈N0} {α_{n,γ,λj} } = min_{j∈N0, 0≤j≤j0} {α_{n,γ,λj} }. (A.68) The following classical result now follows as a corollary of Theorem A.4 and an application of Lemma A.8:

Corollary A.10. Let f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), n ∈ N, n ≥ 2. Then ∫ R^n |(Δf)(x)|^2 d^nx ≥ A_{n,0} ∫ R^n |x|^{−2}|(∇f)(x)|^2 d^nx, (A.69) where

A_{n,0} = n^2/4, n ≥ 5, 3, n = 4, 25/36, n = 3, 0, n = 2, (A.70)

and the constant A_{n,0} is sharp. In particular, (A.69) reduces to a trivial inequality for n = 2, that is, there is no A_{2,0} ∈ (0, ∞) such that (A.69) holds for n = 2.

Proof. The result follows from letting γ = 0 in Theorem A.4 (with sharpness as an immediate consequence) and applying Lemma A.8. In particular, since γ = 0 satisfies Condition (i) of Lemma A.8 for all j ∈ N, from (A.55) one has A_{n,0} = min{α_{n,0,0}, α_{n,0,n−1}}, (A.71) where α_{n,0,n−1} = [ 4^{−1}n(n − 4) + n − 1

]_2 / [ 4^{−1}(n − 4)^2 + n − 1 ] , α_{n,0,λ0} = α_{n,0,0} = n^2/4. (A.72)

Hence, setting n = 3, 4 in (A.72) shows the minimums occur when j = 1 yielding A_{3,0} = 25/36 and A_{4,0} = 3. Furthermore, setting n = 2 in (A.72) yields a minimum of zero at j = 1 showing that (A.69) does not hold for any A_{2,0} > 0 (see also [24] in this context).

Finally, we note that for n ≥ 5, α_{n,0,λ1} = [ 4^{−1}n(n − 4) + n − 1

]_2

4^{−1}(n − 4)^2 + n − 1 = n^4 − 8n^2 + 16 4n^2 − 16n + 48 = n^2 4 · n^2 − 8 + 16n^{−2} n^2 − 4n + 12 ≥ n^2 4 = α_{n,0,0}, (A.73) since 16n^{−2} ≥ −4n + 20 for n ≥ 5, implying n^2 − 8 + 16n^{−2} ≥ n^2 − 4n + 12, n ≥ 5. (A.74) Therefore, for n ≥ 5, the minimum occurs at j = 0 implying A_{n,0} = n^2/4, n ≥ 5. □

Remark A.11. (i) The inequalities proven in this paper were typically formulated for the smallest natural function space such as f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n \{0}), or, f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)\{0}). Thus, at least in principle, the optimal constants could have increased in the process when compared to the function spaces f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n ), or, f ∈ C^∞_0 (B_n(0; R)) typically employed in [1], [18], [24], [55], [56, ], [89], etc. Interestingly enough, the result in [22] and those in the present paper demonstrate this possible increase in optimal constants is not happening. (ii) We conclude by mentioning that factorization would also work for other homogeneous and singular interactions, for instance, for point dipole interactions, where |x|^{−2} is replaced by |x|^{−3}(c · x), with c ∈ R^n a constant vector (cf. [3]). ⋄

References

[1] Adimurthi, M. Grossi, and S. Santra, Optimal Hardy–Rellich inequalities, maximum principle and related eigenvalue problem, J. Funct. Anal. 240, 36—83 (2006).

[2] Adimurthi and S. Santra, Generalized Hardy–Rellich inequalities in critical dimensions and its applications, Commun. Contemp. Math. 11, 367–394 (2009).

[3] S. B. Allan and F. Gesztesy, On critical dipoles in dimension n ≥ 3, J. Diff. Eq. 300, 881–924 (2021). [4] W. Allegretto, Nonoscillation theory of elliptic equations of order 2n, Pacific J. Math. 64, 1–16 (1976). [5] W. Amrein, A. Boutet de Monvel-Berthier, and V. Georgescu, Hardy type inequalities for abstract differential operators, Memoirs Amer. Math. Soc. 70, No. 375, 1–119 (1987).

[6] F. G. Avkhadiev, Rellich type inequalities in domains of the Euclidean space, Russ. Math. 60, 60–63 (2016).

[7] F. G. Avkhadiev, Hardy–Rellich inequalities in domains of the Euclidean space, J. Math. Anal. Appl.

442, 469–484 (2016).

[8] F. G. Avkhadiev, The generalized Davies problem for polyharmonic operators, Sib. Math. J. 58, 932– 942 (2017).

[9] F. Avkhadiev, On Rellich’s inequalities in Euclidean spaces, Russ. Math. 62, 71–75 (2018). [10] F. Avkhadiev, On extremal domains for integral inequalities in the Euclidean space, Russ. Math. 63, 74–78 (2019).

[11] F. Avkhadiev, Selected results and open problems on Hardy–Rellich and Poincaré–Friedrichs inequalities, Anal. Math. Phys. 11, No. 134 (2021), 20pp.

[12] F. G. Avkhadiev, R. G. Nasibullin, and I. K. Shafigullin, Hardy-type inequalities with power and logarithmic weights in domains of the Euclidean space, Russian Math. 55, 76–79 (2011).

[13] A. A. Balinsky, W. D. Evans, and R. T. Lewis, The Analysis and Geometry of Hardy’s Inequality, Universitext, Springer, 2015.

[14] G. Barbatis, Improved Rellich inequalities for the polyharmonic operator, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 55, 1401–1422 (2006).

[15] G. Barbatis, Best constants for higher-order Rellich inequalities, Math. Z. 255, 877–896 (2007). [16] G. Barbatis and A. Tertikas, On a class of Rellich inequalities, J. Comp. Appl. Math. 194, 156–172 (2006).

[17] W. Beckner, Pitt’s inequality with sharp convolution estimates, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136, 1871–1885 (2008).

[18] W. Beckner, Weighted inequalities and Stein–Weiss potentials, Forum Math. 20, 587–606 (2008). [19] D. M. Bennett, An extension of Rellich’s inequality, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 106, 987–993 (1989). [20] E. Berchio, On some higher order Hardy–Rellich type inequalities with boundary terms, Nonlinear Anal.

70, 2834–2841 (2009).

[21] E. Berchio, D. Cassani, and F. Gazzola, Hardy–Rellich inequalities with boundary remainder terms and applications, Manuscripta Math. 131, 427–458 (2010).

[22] P. Caldiroli and R. Musina, Rellich inequalities with weights, Calc. Var. 45, 147–164 (2012). [23] F. Catrina and Z.-Q. Wang, On the Caffarelli–Kohn–Nirenberg inequalities: Sharp constants, existence (and nonexistence), and symmetry of extremal functions, Commun. Oure Appl. Math. 54, 229–258 (2001).

[24] C. Cazacu, A new proof of the Hardy–Rellich inequality in any dimension, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh 150A, pp. 2894–2904 (2020).

[25] C. Cazacu, The method of super-solutions in Hardy and Rellich type inequalities in the L^2 setting:

an overview of well-known results and short proofs, Rev. Roumaine Math. Pures Appl. 66, 617–638 (2021).

[26] D. G. Costa, On Hardy–Rellich type inequalities in R^N , Appl. Math. Lett. 22, 902–905 (2009). [27] E. B. Davies, Heat Kernels and Spectral Theory, Cambridge Tracts in Math., Vol. 92, Cambridge Univ.

Press, Cambridge, 1989.

[28] E. B. Davies, Spectral Theory and Differential Operators, Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math., Vol. 42, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1995.

[29] E. B. Davies, The Hardy constant, Quart. J. Math. Oxford (2) 46, 417–431 (1995). [30] E. B. Davies, A review of Hardy inequalities, in The Maz’ya Anniversary Collection, Vol. 2: Rostock Conference on Functional Analysis, Partial Differential Equations and Applications, J. Rossmann, P. Takáč, and G. Wildenhain (eds.), Operator Th.: Adv. Appls., Vol. 110, Birkhäuser, Basel, 1999, pp. 55–67.

[31] E. B. Davies and A. M. Hinz, Explicit constants for Rellich inequalities in L_p(Ω), Math. Z. 227, 511–523 (1998).

[32] A. Detalla, T. Horiuchi, and H. Ando, Missing terms in Hardy–Sobolev inequalities, Proc. Japan Acad.

80A, 160–165 (2004).

[33] A. Detalla, T. Horiuchi, and H. Ando, Missing terms in Hardy–Sobolev inequalities and its applications, Far East J. Math. Sci. 14, 333–359 (2004).

[34] A. Detalla, T. Horiuchi, and H. Ando, Sharp remainder terms of the Rellich inequality and its applications, Bull. Malaysian Math. Sci. Soc. 35, 519–528 (2012).

[35] B. Devyver, M. Fraas, and Y. Pinchover, Optimal Hardy weight for second-order elliptic operator: An answer to a problem of Agmon, J. Funct. Anal. 266, 4422–4489 (2014).

[36] N. T. Duy, N. Lam, and G. Lu, p-Bessel pairs, Hardy?s identities and inequalities and Hardy–Sobolev inequalities with monomial weights, J. Geom. Anal. (2022) 32:109, 36pp.

[37] N. T. Duy, N. Lam, and L. L. Phi, A note on the second order geometric Rellich inequality on half-space, Monatshefte Math. 195, 233–248 (2021).

[38] N. T. Duy, N. Lam, and N. A. Triet, Hardy–Rellich identities with Bessel pairs, Arch. Math. 113, 95–112 (2019).

[39] N. T. Duy, N. Lam, and N. A. Triet, Improved Hardy and Hardy–Rellich type inequalities with Bessel pairs via factorization, J. Spectral Th. 10, 1277–1302 (2020).

[40] D. E. Edmunds and W. D. Evans, The Rellich inequality, Rev. Mat. Complut. 29, 511–530 (2016). [41] D. E. Edmunds and W. D. Evans, Spectral Theory and Differential Operators, 2nd ed., Oxford Math.

Monographs, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 2018.

[42] D. E. Edmunds, W. D. Evans, and R. T. Lewis, Inequalities of Rellich type, Funct. Anal. Appl. 55, 130–139 (2021).

[43] W. D. Evans, Recent results on Hardy and Rellich inequalities, in Further Progress in Analysis, H. G.

W. Begehr, A. O. Gelebi, R. P. Gilbert, and H. T. Kaptanoğlu (eds.), World Scientifc, New Jersey, 2009, pp. 33–44.

[44] W. D. Evans and R. T. Lewis, On the Rellich inequality with magnetic potentials, Math. Z. 251, 267–284 (2005).

[45] W. D. Evans and R. T. Lewis, Hardy and Rellich inequalities with remainders, J. Math. Inequal. 1, 473–490 (2007).

[46] V. A. Galaktionov, On extensions of higher-order Hardy’s inequalities, Diff. Integral Eq. 19, 327–344 (2006).

[47] F. Gazzola, H.-C. Grunau, and E. Mitidieri, Hardy inequalities with optimal constants and remainder terms, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356, 2149–2168 (2003).

[48] F. Gesztesy, On non-degenerate ground states for Schrödinger operators, Rep. Math. Phys. 20, 93–109 (1984).

[49] F. Gesztesy and L. Littlejohn, Factorizations and Hardy–Rellich-type inequalities, in Non-Linear Partial Differential Equations, Mathematical Physics, and Stochastic Analysis, The Helge Holden Anniversary Volume, F. Gesztesy, H. Hanche–Olsen, E. R. Jakobsen, Yu. Lyubarskii, N. H. Risebro, and K. Seip (eds.), EMS Congress Reports, EMS, ETH-Zürich, 2018, pp. 207–226.

[50] F. Gesztesy, L. L. Littlejohn, I. Michael, M. M. H. Pang, A sequence of weighted Birman–Hardy–Rellich inequalities with logarithmic refinements, Integral Eq. Operator Theory 94, No. 13 (2022), 38pp.

[51] F. Gesztesy, I. Michael, and M. M. H. Pang, A new proof of the power weighted Birman–Hardy–Rellich inequalities, in Operator and Norm Inequalities and Related Topics, R. M. Aron, M. S. Moslehian, I. M. Spitkovsky, and H. J. Woerdeman (eds.), Birkhäuser, 2022, pp. 577–600.

[52] F. Gesztesy, I. Michael, and M. M. H. Pang, Extended power weighted Rellich-type inequalities with logarithmic refinements, 23pp., Pure Appl. Funct. Anal. (to appear).

[53] F. Gesztesy, M. M. H. Pang, and J. Stanfill, Logarithmic refinements of a power weighted Hardy– Rellich-type inequality, 9pp., Ann. Funct. Anal. (to appear).

[54] F. Gesztesy and L. Pittner, A generalization of the virial theorem for strongly singular potentials, Rep.

Math. Phys. 18, 149–162 (1980).

[55] N. Ghoussoub and A. Moradifam, Bessel pairs and optimal Hardy and Hardy–Rellich inequalities, Math. Ann. 349, 1–57 (2011).

[56] N. Ghoussoub and A. Moradifam, Functional Inequalities: New Perspectives and New Applications, Math. Surv. Monographs, Vol. 187, Amer. Math. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013.

[57] M. Haase, The Functional Calculus for Sectorial Operators, Operator Th.: Adv. Appls., Vol. 169, Birkhäuser, Basel, 2006.

[58] I. Herbst, Spectral theory of the operator (p^2 + m^2)^{1/2} − Ze^2/r, Commun. Math. Phys. 53, 285–294 (1977).

[59] A. M. Hinz, Topics from spectral theory of differential operators, in Spectral Theory of Schrödinger Operators, R. del Rio and C. Villegas-Blas (eds.), Contemp. Math. 340, 1–50 (2004).

[60] H. Kalf, A note on the domain characterization of certain Schrödinger operators with strongly singular potentials, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh 97A, 125–130 (1984).

[61] T. Kato, Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators, 2nd ed., Grundlehren math. Wissensch., Vol. 132, Springer, Berlin, 1980.

[62] J. Kinnunen, J. Lehrbäck, and A. Vähäkangas, Maximal Function Methods for Sobolev Spaces, Math.

Surveys Monographs, Vol. 257, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2021.

[63] I. Kombe and A. Yener, Weighted Rellich type inequalities related to Baouendi-Grushin operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 145, 4845–4857 (2017).

[64] A. Kufner, L. Maligranda, and L.-E. Persson, The Hardy Inequality. About its History and Some Related Results, Vydavatelský Servis, Pilsen, 2007.

[65] A. Kufner, L.-E. Persson, and N. Samko, Weighted Inequalities of Hardy Type, 2nd ed., World Scientific, Singapore, 2017.

[66] N. Lam, Hardy and Hardy–Rellich type inequalities with Bessel pairs, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fennicae Math.

43, 211–223 (2018).

[67] S. Machihara, T. Ozawa, and H. Wadade, Remarks on the Rellich inequality, Math. Z. 286, 1367–1373 (2017).

[68] V. Maz’ya, Sobolev Spaces. With Applications to Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Grundlehren math. Wissensch., Vol. 342, 2nd rev. and augmented ed., Springer, Berlin, 2011.

[69] G. Metafune, L. Negro, M. Sobajima, and C. Spina, Rellich inequalities in bounded domains, Math.

Ann. 379, 765–824 (2021).

[70] G. Metafune, M. Sobajima, and C. Spina, Weighted Calderón–Zygmund and Rellich inequalities in L^p, Math. Ann. 361, 313–366 (2015).

[71] G. Metafune, M. Sobajima, and C. Spina, Rellich and Calderón–Zygmund inequalities for an operator with discontinuous coefficients, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 195, 1305–1331 (2016).

[72] E. Mitidieri, A simple approach to Hardy inequalities, Math. Notes 67, 479–486 (2000). [73] A. Moradifam, Optimal weighted Hardy–Rellich inequalities on H^2 ∩ H^1_0 , J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 85, 22–40 (2012).

[74] R. Musina, Optimal Rellich–Sobolev constants and their extremals, Diff. Integral Eq. 27, 579–600 (2014).

[75] R. Musina, Weighted Sobolev spaces of radially symmetric functions, Annali di Matematica 193, 1629– 1659 (2014).

[76] R. Nasibullin, Hardy and Rellich type inequalities with remainders, Czech. Math. J. 72, 87–110 (2022). [77] Q. A. Ngô and V. H. Nguyen, A supercritical Sobolev type inequality in higher order Sobolev spaces and related higher order elliptic problems, J. Diff. Eq. 268, 5996–6032 (2020).

[78] B. Opic and A. Kufner, Hardy-Type Inequalities, Pitman Research Notes in Mathematics Series, Vol. 219. Longman Scientific & Technical, Harlow, 1990.

[79] M. P. Owen, The Hardy–Rellich inequality for polyharmonic operators, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh 129A, 825–839 (1999).

[80] B. G. Pachpatte, On some extensions of Rellich’s inequality, Tamkang J. Math. 22, 259–265 (1991). [81] F. Rellich, Halbbeschränkte Differentialoperatoren höherer Ordnung, in Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians 1954, Vol. III, J. C. H. Gerretsen and J. de Groot (eds.), E. P. Nordhoff, Groningen, North-Holland Publ. Co., Amsterdam, 1956, pp. 243–250.

[82] F. Rellich, Perturbation Theory of Eigenvalue Problems, Gordon and Breach, New York, 1969.

[83] M. Ruzhansky and D. Suragan, Hardy and Rellich inequalities, identities, and sharp remainders on homogeneous groups, Adv. Math. 317, 799–822 (2017).

[84] M. Ruzhansky and D. Suragan, Hardy inequalities on Homogeneous Groups. 100 Years of Hardy Inequalities, Progress in Math., Vol. 327, Birkhäuser, 2019.

[85] M. Ruzhansky and N. Yessirkegenov, Factorizations and Hardy–Rellich inequalities on stratified groups, J. Spectral Th. 10, 1361–1411 (2020).

[86] M. Sano, Improvements and generalizations of two Hardy type inequalities and their applications to the Rellich type inequalities, Milan J. Math. 90, 647–678 (2022).

[87] U-W. Schmincke, Essential self-adjointness of a Schrödinger operator with strongly singular potential, Math. Z. 124, 47–50 (1972).

[88] B. Simon, Hardy and Rellich inequalities in non-integral dimension, J. Operator Th. 9, 143–146 (1983).

Addendum, J. Opertor Th. 12, 197 (1984).

[89] A. Tertikas and N. B. Zographopoulos, Best constants in the Hardy–Rellich inequalities and related improvements, Adv. Math. 209, 407–459 (2007).

[90] C. Xia, Hardy and Rellich type inequalities on complete manifolds, J. Math. Anal. 409, 84–90 (2014). [91] Y.-X. Xiao and Q.-H. Yang, An improved Hardy–Rellich inequality with optimal constant, J. Inequalities Appls. 2009, Art. ID 610530, 10 pp.

[92] D. Yafaev, Sharp constants in the Hardy–Rellich inequalities, J. Funct. Anal. 168, 121–144 (1999).

Department of Mathematics, Baylor University, Sid Richardson Bldg., 1410 S. 4th Street, Waco, TX 76706, USA

Email address: Fritz_Gesztesy@baylor.edu URL: http://www.baylor.edu/math/index.php?id=935340

Department of Mathematics, University of Missouri, Columbia, MO 65211, USA Email address: pangm@missouri.edu URL: https://www.math.missouri.edu/people/pang

Department of Mathematics, University of Missouri, Columbia, MO 65211, USA Email address: jmpft4@missouri.edu

Department of Mathematics, The Ohio State University, 100 Math Tower, 231 West 18th Avenue, Columbus, OH 43210, USA

Email address: stanfill.13@osu.edu URL: https://u.osu.edu/stanfill-13/