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WEIGHTED NORM INEQUALITIES FOR FRACTIONAL INTEGRALS
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ABSTRACT. The principal problem considered is the determination of all nonnegative
functions, ¥(x), such that | T f(x)V(x)l, < C|lf(x)V(x)l|, where the functions are defined
on R, 0< y<n 1 <p<nly, I/g=1p—y/n Cis a constant independent of f and
L,f(x) = f f(x — y)|y|""dy. The main result is that ¥{(x) is such a function if and only if

L weras) (L f v a)” < x
lol ol

where Q is any n dimensional cube, |Q| denotes the measure of Q, p’ = p/(p — 1) and K
is a constant independent of Q. Substitute results for the cases p = 1 and ¢ = o0 and a
weighted version of the Sobolev imbedding theorem are also proved.

1. Introduction. The first norm inequality for fractional integrals was the one
proved by Hardy and Littlewood in [6] for the one dimensional case with
V(x) = 1; they also proved a result for ¥(x) = |x|*. The result in n dimensions
with ¥(x) = 1 was obtained by Sobolev in [8] and with V(x) = |x|* by Stein and
G. Weiss in [10]. T. Walsh in [12] obtained a result for other weight functions and
with a more general operator but did not characterize all such ¥ ’s.

A slightly stronger result is obtained here than stated in the abstract. It is
shown that

(L1) (g folvere) (& f verra)” < k

implies the norm inequality for fractional integrals, but the necessity of (1.1) is
shown with only the assumption of a weak type estimate on the fractional
integrals.

The proof that (1.1) implies the norm inequality consists of two main parts.
The first is the proof of a norm inequality between 7,f and a suitable maximal
function, f3, defined in §2. This norm inequality is obtained in §2. We would like
to acknowledge that the proof in §2 is an adaptation of certain proofs by
Coifman and Fefferman in [1], and would like to thank them for showing us these
proofs. In [1] Coifman and Fefferman greatly simplified the proofs in [5] and [7]
to prove the principal result in [5].
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The rest of the proof that (1.1) implies the norm inequality for fractional
integrals consists of proving a norm inequality for f%; this is done in §3. In §4
these results are combined to prove the asserted inequality and the necessity of
(1.1) for the weak type inequality.

The cases p = 1 and g = oo are also considered here. In the case p = 1, (1.1)
should be interpreted to mean

(1.2) ('-é—I j;z [V(x)]"dx)l/q(es’?esgp 17-:35) <K;

this is necessary and sufficient for a weak type inequality. This is also proved in
§§2-4. For ¢ = oo the proper interpretation of (1.1) is shown in §5 to imply that
T.f has a property resembling bounded mean oscillation; this generalizes the
unweighted result contained in [11, Theorem 2(a), p. 341]. The necessity of (1.1)
for this property is proved in §6. Finally, in §7 a weighted version of the Sobolev
imbedding theorem is proved as an application of the main theorem.

Throughout this paper it is assumed that a fixed positive integer, n, has been
taken as the dimension of the space and that functions are real-valued measura-
ble functions on R”. The letter C will denote a constant not necessarily the same
at each occurrence, 0- oo will be taken as 0, |E| will denote the Lebesgue
measure of E, my(E) = fr W(x)dx and given a cube Q, mQ will denote the
cube with the same center as Q and with sides parallel to those of Q and m times
as long.

2. Comparison of T, f to f%. In [1] norm inequalities for the conjugate function
were obtained by comparing it to the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. The
same general procedure will be used here; the fractional integral of a function
will be compared to a maximal function called £*.

Two definitions will be needed. First, given a real-valued function f{x) on R"
and v satisfying 0 < y < n, define

£6) = suplol™" [ 1f(ldy

where the sup is taken over all cubes Q with center at x. Second, a nonnegative
function W(x) will be said to satisfy the condition 4, if given € > O there exists
a 8 > 0 such that if Q is a cube, E is a subset of Q and |E| < §|Q|, then
Je W(x)dx < € fp W(x)dx. The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 1. If W(x) satisfies the condition A, 0 < g < o and0 < y < n, then
there is a C, independent of f, such that

[ B W ax < C [, £ F W(x)dx
and

? q
pis S j;ﬂfl>a W(x)dx < C sup @ f/;>. W(x)dx.
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Theorem 1 will be proved by first establishing the following lemma.

Lemma 1. If 0 < y < n, there exist constants B and K, depending only on y and
n such that ifa > 0,d > 0, b > B,f(x) is nonnegative, Q is a cube in R" such that
T.f(x) < a at some point of Q and E is the subset of Q where both T, f(x) > ab and
f3(x) < ad, then | E| < K|Q|[d/b}/™.

To prove Lemma 1 let g(x) = f(x) on 2Q and O elsewhere; let A(x)
= f(x) — g(x). Assume that there is a ¢ in Q such that f%(#) < ad; otherwise the
conclusion is trivial. By [9, Theorem 1, p. 119], there is a constant C, depending
only on n and y, such that for any positive a and b

@) (589 > b/ < ¢ 3 [, 8]

Let P be the cube with center ¢ and sides parallel to and three times as long as
those of Q. Then since 2Q C P,

[8@ax < [, fx)dx < F3OIPIO" < adj3|edh,
Using this in (2.1) shows that

22) {T,g(x) > ab/2}| < €3"|Q|[d/b]".

Now let s be a point of Q such that T,f(s) < a. There is a constant L,
depending only on n and greater than 1, such that if x is in Q and y is not in 20,
then |s — y| < L|x — y|. Therefore, for x in Q,

[ *DD ey [ _HD)Y
T.;h(x) = o <L O

< I'Tf(s) < L'a.

Let B = 2L". Then if b > B, T h(x) < ab/2 for all x in Q and E is a subset of
the set where T,g(x) > ab/2. The conclusion of Lemma 1 then follows from
2.2).

In the proof of Theorem 1 it may be assumed that f{x) is nonnegative since
replacing f(x) by | f(x)| only increases the left sides of the conclusions and does
not affect the right sides. It can also be assumed that f{x) is locally integrable
since if it is not the conclusions are trivial. Local integrability of W(x) can also
be assumed; otherwise the right sides of the conclusions are infinite unless f{x) is
0 almost everywhere.

Now assume that f{x) has compact support. Given a > 0, decompose the set
where T,f(x) > a into cubes {Q;} with disjoint interiors such that, for every j,
Tf(x) < a at some point of 4Q;; this is possible by [9, Theorem 1, p. 167]. Let
B and K be as in Lemma 1 and let » = max(1, B). Let § correspond to ¢ = }b™¢
in the definition of A4, for W(x). Choose D so that § = K4'[D/b]"/™™, Let d
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satisfy 0 < d < D and let E; be the subset of Q; where T,f(x) > ab and
£ (x) < ad.

By Lemma 1, |E;| < K|4Q;|[d/b]"™™ < 8|Q;| so by the definition of &,
my(E;) < 1b™7my(Q;). Summing on j shows that

my((Tf > ab and § < ad)) < 157 'my (T > a)).
This implies that

23) my(Tf > ab}) < my(fy > ad}) + }6~my (T,f > a})

for any d satisfying 0 < d < D.

Now let Q be a cube such that f(x) = 0 for x outside Q. Given x outside 3Q
let u be the point in Q closest to x and let P be the smallest cube with center at
x and sides parallel to Q that contains Q. Then there is a constant, L, depending
only on n and greater than 1 such that |P| < L|x — u|". Furthermore,

(n—y)/n
B0 < x =™ [, 10 < P40 < 1730,

Now define d = min(D, 1/L); it follows immediately that
(249 {Tf>a} 0 (3Q) C {f}> ad}
where (3Q)° denotes the complement of 3Q. From (2.3) and (2.4) it follows that

2.5) my((Lf > ab}) < 2my(f3} > ad}) + 167'my(Tf > a} N 3Q).

Next, multiply both sides of (2.5) by a?~! and integrate a from 0 to some
positive N. After a change of variables the left side becomes

(2.6) b j; & a” 'my((T.f > a})da.

Similarly, with a change of variables for the first integral on the right, the right
side becomes

@7) 27 [ tmy (5 > a)da +457 " at-imy(5f > 6} 1 30)da.

Since W has been assumed to be locally integrable, the second term in (2.7) is
finite; it is also bounded by half of (2.6) since & > 1. Therefore,

08) 37 [ e imy(51 > a)da < 27 [ atimy (13) > a)) da

Now let N approach oo; (2.8) then reduces to

o) 5 [ 1mrerweme <22 [ e
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To prove (2.9) for an f{x) that does not have compact support, let f,(x) equal
f(x) for | x| < m and equal 0 for |x| > m. Then (2.9) can be applied to f,; taking
the limit as m — oo and using the monotone convergence theorem then gives
(2.9) for general f{x). This completes the proof of the first part of Theorem 1.

To prove the second part of Theorem 1, multiply both sides of (2.5) by a?.
Given N > 0, take the sup of both sides for 0 < a < N and use the fact that
sup(u + v) < sup u + sup v. This shows that

(2.10) sup a’my({T,f > ab})
0<a<N
is bounded by
211)  sup 2a'my({f* > ad}) + sup 1a®b7'my({Tf> a} N 3Q).
0<a<N 0<a<N
Now (2.10) and (2.11) are equal respectively to

sup 5" my (L1 > a})
<a<bN

(2.12) o

and
(213)  sup 2a%d7'my({f%Y > a}) + sup $a'b7'my,({T,f > a} N 3Q).
0<a<Nd 0<a<N

The second term in (2.13) is finite and bounded by half of (2.12); therefore,

. %p q 2471 q *>a).
2.19 W my({T,f>a}) < <P, my({f5 > a}).
Letting N approach oo in (2.14) shows that

q 949 q

(2.15) sup a fT 15a Wz < 4b%dsup a ff >

for an f{x) with compact support. For general f{x) let f,(x) equal f{x) for |x| < m
and equal O for |x| > m. Then (2.15) can be applied to f,; taking the limit as
m — oo gives (2.15) for general f. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

. W(x)dx

3. Norm inequalities for f3. This section consists of the proofs for the following
two theorems.

Theorem 2. If 0 < y < n,1 < p<nfy,1/qg = 1p—v/n,a >0, E, is the set
where f%(x) > a, and V(x) is a nonnegative function on R" such that, for every cube
Q, (1.1) holds with K independent of Q, then there is a C, independent of f, such that

(3.1) (. voorar)” <E(f, wvera)”.

Theorem 3. If 0<y<n 1<p<nf/y, l/g=1p—y/n and V() is a
nonnegative function on R" such that, for every cube Q, (1.1) holds with K
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independent of Q, then there is a C, independent of f, such that
p

62 ([ rswrera)” < o f.lrevers)”.

To prove Theorem 2 fix M > 0 and let E, ,, be the intersection of E, and the
sphere about the origin of radius M. For each x in E, ,, there is a cube Q centered
at x such that

(33) o=+ [ 15l dx > a.

Using [2, Corollary 1.7, p. 304] pick a sequence {Q,} of these cubes such that
E,u C UQ; (note that the opposite conclusion stated in conclusion a of this
corollary is a misprint) and no point of R" is in more than C of these cubes where
C depends only on n. Then

64 (J,. vera)" < (3 f, voora)™,

and since p/q < 1, the right side of (3.4) is bounded by

(3.5) 3 ( L, [V(x)]"dx)’/".

Since the Q, are cubes that satisfy (3.3), (3.5) is bounded by

3 (f, i)™ (ao f, I5elas).

Using Hoélder’s inequality on the last integral shows that this is bounded by

/e /4
3 (o) smar(f, vevra) (f wora)”
Using the fact that V satisfies (1.1) shows that this is bounded by
(36) ca? 3 [, VeI ds,

and since no point of R" is contained in more than a fixed number of Q,’s, (3.6)
is bounded by

3.7) ca [, |f(x)V(x)|? dx.

Therefore, the left side of (3.4) is bounded by (3.7), and since the C in (3.7) does
not depend on M, (3.1) follows from the monotone convergence theorem.

To prove Theorem 3, define W(x) = [V(x)]? and note that (1.1) is equivalent
to
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(33) (é fg W(x)dx)(ié fo [W(x)]"/"")dx)’_l <c

where r = 1 + gq/p’. Therefore, by the definition [7,p. 214], W satisfies the
condition 4,. By Lemma 5 of [7] (extended to n dimensions on pp. 222-223 of
[7]), there is an s satisfying 1 < s < r such that W is in A4,. Then there are
numbers p, and ¢, such that 1/g, = 1/p, — y/n, 1 < p<pands =1+ q/p
By Theorem 2 there is a C such that

69 ([ wew)" < cn [, 15 woomn

Now define a sublinear operator T by Tg(x) = (g(x)[W(x)"")%. Then with
f(x) = g(x)[W(x)]"", (3.9) can be written in the form

(3.10) I o Wx)dx < Ca ( [ Iz W(x)dx)"'/".

Similarly, there is a p, satisfying p < p, < n/y. Then with ¢, defined by
1/g, = 1/p, — y/n it is immediate from Hélder’s inequality that W satisfies 4,
with ¢ = 1 + ¢,/p5 since ¢ > r. Then Theorem 2 shows that (3.9) is true with p,
and g, replaced by p, and g,. The procedure used to derive (3.10) then shows that

6 [, v < cn(f, @i wa)

where T is the same operator as in (3.10). The Marcinkiewicz interpolation
theorem, [13, Vol. II, p. 112}, shows that

6 ([ imerwes)" < o f, s wes) "

Then letting g(x) = f(x)[W(x)]™* and W(x) = [V(x))? transforms (3.12) into
(3.2). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.

4. The principal theorems. This section consists of the proof of the main result
stated in the abstract and the substitute for p = 1. The theorems to be proved
are as follows.

Theorem 4. Assume that 0 < y<nm 1<p<nfy, Yg=1p—y/n P
= p/(p — 1) and V(x) is a nonnegative function on R" such that, for every cube Q,
(1.1) holds with K independent of Q. Then there is a C, independent of f, such that

@ (fnevers) < o[, soveras)”.
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Theorem 5. Assume that 0 <y < n,q =n/(n—vy),a> 0, E, is the set where
|T,f(x)| > a and V(x) is a nonnegative function on R" such that, for every cube Q,
(1.2)holds with K independent of Q. Then there is a C independent of f and a such
that

42) f. Woras < e[ [ lrevwa]

Theorem 6. Assume that 0 <y <n 1<p<nfy, YYg=1/p—v/n, P
= p/(p — 1) and let V(x) be a nonnegative function on R" such that fora > 0

@) ([ vora)” < £(f.1s0vera)”

where C is independent of a and f. Then, for every cube Q, (1.1) holds with K
independent of Q.

Since (4.1) implies (4.3) by Tchebycheff’s inequality, this is a stronger result for
1 < p < n/y than just showing that (4.1) implies (1.1).

To prove Theorems 4 and 5 observe that if ¥(x) satisfies (1.1), then, by the
definition [7, p. 214], [V(x)]’ satisfies the condition 4, with r = 1 + g/p’. If V(x)
satisfies (1.2), [V(x)])? satisfies A4,. In either case by (3.19) of [7] (extended to n
dimensions [7, pp. 222-223]), there is an s > 1 and a C, both independent of
Q, such that

(44) f, i < ciot=(f, vwiras)

for every cube Q. If E is a subset of Q, then by (4.4) and Hoélder’s inequality

[ veoras < 1w ( [, vearax)” = caEl/ieh [, veras

Therefore, [V(x)]? satisfies A,, and Theorems 1, 2 and 3 can be applied to prove
Theorems 4 and 5.

To prove Theorem 6 for p > 1 fix a cube, Q, in R" and let 4 = f, [V(x)] 7 dx.
If A = 0, there is nothing to prove because of the convention 0 - oo = 0. If
A = oo, then 1/V is not in L” on Q so there is a nonnegative function, g, in I?
on Q such that f, g(x)/V(x)dx = oo. Let f(x) = g(x)/V(x) on Q and 0
elsewhere. Then T,f = oo and since f(x)V(x) < g(x)

Jo VP ax < f, gl ds.

By (4.3), fo [V(x))?dx < Ca™ for all a > 0. Therefore, f, [V (x)l'dx = 0; this
completes the proof if A = oo.
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If 0< A< oo, let f(x) =[V(x)]” on Q and O elsewhere. On Q, Tf
> A|Q|™"*"/" 50 using this as a in (4.3) shows that

f, e < ctaior [ f,orerrveaya]”.

This reduces easily to (1.1).

If p =1, fix a cube, Q, in R" and let 4 = ess inf,co V(y). If 4 = o0, (1.1) is
true. Otherwise, given € > 0 there is a subset, E, of Q with positive measure such
that ¥(x) < 4 + € for all x in E. Define f(x) = 1 on E and 0 elsewhere. Then
for x in Q, T,f(x) > |E||Q|""*"* and (4.3) with a = | E||Q|™"*¥/" shows that

@5) (f,vera)” < cierier* [, viax

Using the fact that fz V(x)dx < |E|(4 + €) in (4.5) shows that

( fy [V(x)]"dx)w < Clof™4 + ¢).

Since e is arbitrary, this completes the proof of (1.1).
5. A sufficiency result for ¢ = .

Theorem 7. Assume that 0 < y<n,p=n/y,p =n/(n—7v) and V(x) is a
nonnegative function on R" such that for every cube Q

5.1) (s s0p v6)) (5., v 1 )" <k

where K is independent of Q. Then for every cube Q

62) (es30 V) b [, 1576) - B delas < ¢ [, iereax)”

where C is independent of Q and (T,f)q = (1/1Q]) fp T;f(x) dx.

This generalizes [11, Theorem 2(a), p. 341]; in [11], however, the conclusion
contains the L(p, ) norm of f instead of the I” norm. Theorem 7 can be
strengthened in this way; a sketch of how this could be done is given after the
proof of Theorem 7.

To prove Theorem 7 fix a cube, Q, and let S be the cube with the same center
and orientation as Q with sides twice as long. Let T be the complement of S.
Then T;f(x) is the sum of
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(53) [5G x =y ay
and
(54 L) x =y dy

and it is sufficient to prove (5.2) with T, f replaced by (5.3) and (5.4).
Let E = ess sup, ¢ V(x). Then the left side of (5.2) with T, f replaced by (5.3)
is bounded by

L UL Gl ] o)

This is bounded by

2E dx
55 2o [ e |
(5.5) 10l slf(.V)I le_yln-v dy
performing the inner integration shows that (5.5) is bounded by
(5.6) CElQI™* [ 1£(»)]dy.

Holder’s inequality shows that (5.6) is bounded by

60 celor[ flrwvers] fvwra]”

Condition (5.1) then shows that (5.7) is bounded above by the right side of (5.2)
as desired.
The left side of (5.2) with 7, f replaced by (5.4) can be written in the form

69 il |l [ O =5 = = s | a.

Since x and t are in Q and y is in T,

[lx = yI"™" = |t = y""I< ClQI"|x =yl
Using this fact in (5.8) shows that (5.8) is bounded by
CE 5162 IQI""dy]
59 CE [ YOllg*ay
9) 10l Jo LJr |x =y

Interchanging the order of integration and performing the inner integration
shows that (5.9) is bounded by

In
(5.10) e [ 12U
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where ¢ is the center of Q. A use of Hélder’s inequality shows that (5.10) is
bounded by the product of the right side of (5.2) and

V)
6.1 Elo( [, la = ARG )

The proof of Theorem 7 can be completed by showing that (5.11) has a bound
independent of Q.

Let O, be the cube with the same orientation and center as Q and sides 2%
times as long. Then T = UX.,[Q — Q«—] and (5.11) is bounded by

Yn S
(5.12) CElol" 3

('[Q*’QH [2k |Qll/n ](M |)(-pf)[ V(.V)]_’ dy)l/’ .

The facts that |Q,| = 2**|Q| and n — y = n/p’ show that (5.12) is bounded by

) _ 1 _ 1V/'4
(5.13) ce3 2 k(@l £, o ’dy) .

The hypothesis (5.1) then shows that (5.13) is bounded.

The strengthened version of Theorem 7 consists of showing that the left side
of (5.2) is bounded by a constant times || (x)V (x)|l,,.; for the definition of | ||,,
see [4]. To do this the following lemma will be needed.

Lemma 2. If V(x) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 7, then for every cube Q

/4
(.14 Ixe@/¥ @l < ( f, W &)
where C is independent of Q and x,, denotes the characteristic function of Q.

To prove this let g(x) be the nonincreasing rearrangement of x,(x)/¥(x). By
[4, p. 258], the left side of (5.14) is bounded by a constant times

(5.15) ‘L e g(x)x~VYrdx.

By the definition (3.8), [V'(x)]™ satisfies condition 4,. By [7, Lemma 6, p. 214],
there is an s > p’ such that [V(x)]™ also satisfies condition 4,. By Holder’s
inequality (5.15) is bounded by

s vy
(5.16) ( e [g(x)]’dx) ( e x“’/de) .
Using the fact that s’ < p and the definition of g shows that (5.16) is bounded by
s
(5.17) clot*(ig [, vearax) g,

The fact that [V'(x)]™* satisfies 4, shows that (5.17) is bounded by

-1/
Cloi# (ess suplv )

x€
and this is clearly bounded by the right side of (5.14).
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The proof of the strengthened version of Theorem 7 is the same as that of the
original Theorem 7 except at two points. In passing from (5.6) to the appropriate
version of (5.7) the L(p, g) Hélder inequality [4, p. 262], is used to show that (5.6)
is bounded by

CE|QI™ || )V (0)llpeo l1xs (6 / V()15
the desired inequality for (5.3) then follows from Lemma 2.

Similarly the estimation-of (5.4) is the same up through (5.10); (5.11) is

replaced by

(5.18) E|QI"lIxr(»)/1g = /T V(D)lys-
Since these norms satisfy the triangle inequality [4, p. 259], (5.18) is bounded by
~ X0,-0,,(») ”
CE I/n %~ Qk-1
0" 2% || @i s v
and this is bounded by
S ()
cr 5 a2,
1‘22 le | V( y) /,l

The proof is then completed by using Lemma 2 and (5.1).

6. Necessity for ¢ = co.

Theorem 8. Assume that 0 <y < n,p=n/y, p =n/(n—7) and V(x) is a
nonnegative function on R" such that (5.2) is true with C independent of Q and f.
Then (5.1) is true with K independent of Q.

To prove this it will first be shown that there is a kK > 1 such that for every
cube, Q, and every y in Q,
(6) fiolx = ax <5 [ lx = yia,
where kQ denotes the cube with the same orientation and center as Q and sides
k times as long. To prove the existence of k let S be the sphere with center y and
radius equal to the diameter of kQ. Then kQ C S and the radius of S is
knV2|Q|"". The ieft side of (6.1) is bounded by the integral over S of the same
integrand and a simple computation with polar coordinates shows that the left
side of (6.1) is bounded by (4/y)[kn¥2|Q|V*]" where A is the “area” of the unit
sphere in R". Similarly the integral on the right side of (6.1) is bounded below by
27" times the integral of |x — y|"™" over the sphere with center y and radius
}|Q|V». This shows that the integral on the right side of (6.1) is bounded below
by (4/v)27"[}|Q|Y"]". The ratio of the integral on the left side of (6.1) to the one
on the right is then bounded by [2nY2k]"2" and for k sufficiently large this is

bounded by }k".
Now fix a cube, Q, let f{x) be a nonnegative function integrable on Q and 0 off
Q and let k be a number for which (6.1) is true. Then (T )g — (7, )io equals

I_é_lfc ['/;2 |x ‘y|7-"f()’)dy] dx — %ﬁe [fc |x —yI""f(y)dy] dx.
Fubini’s theorem shows that this equals
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1 n -n n
e f O fy e =ommas — ke [ 1x = 5ia] o
Then (6.1) shows that this is bounded below by

361 o fy 15 = o] &

and this is just (7, f )o. Therefore,
(6.2) (Bf)o < 2A(Tf)g — (Tf ho):
By Minkowski’s inequality the right side of (6.2) is bounded by

1 1
63) 21 [ (5o~ Tl + 15 [ 156D = (R hglee).

Changing the range of integration in the second integral to kQ and then using
(5.2) on both integrals shows that (6.3) is bounded by

_l /
C[essesgp V(x)] ( j; LV (x))? a'x)I p.
Since fis 0 off Q this finally shows that

6.4) (Tf)e < C[essesgp V(x)]-l ( fQ [ f(x)V(x)]de)l/p.

Now if fo [V(x)]7dx = 0, (5.1) is immediate because of the convention
0-00=0.If 0 < fp[V(x)]7dx < o0, let f(x) = [V(x)]” on Q and 0 else-
where. From the fact that

llafo[ 0 Egﬁ; y] ax |Q|f UQ leV(y;]Iz’dy] a

it follows that

©5) oI [ VO™ dy < C(5f)g-

Then combining (6.4) and (6.5) and replacing the f on the right side by its
definition leads immediately to (5.1).

If fp [V(x)]7dx = oo, then there is a nonnegative function, g(x), such that
[g(x)]? is integrable on Q but g(x)/V(x) is not. Choose a positive integer, m, and
let f(x) be the smaller of m and g(x)/V(x) on Q and 0 outside Q. Then the left
side of (6.4) approaches oo as m approaches co. Since the integral on the right
side of (6.4) is a bounded function of m, ess sup,eq V(x) = 0 and (5.1) is proved
in this case also.

1. A weighted version of the Sobolev imbedding theorem. The usual version of
Sobolev’s theorem can be found, for example,on p.1240f [9). The theorem stated
below is a weighted version of part of Sobolev’s theorem; more general results
could be proved as mentioned at the end of this section.

Theorem 9. If 1 < p < n, 1/q = 1/p — 1/n and V(x) satisfies(1.1), then
reve, < c(ween + 3 | 42ve

Jj=1

)
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where C is independent of f and 3f(x)/dx; is taken in the sense of distributions.
Suppose f is infinitely differentiable with compact support. As shown on p.125
of [9],
fx=y) ¥
=— =t )
f(x) "’n—l & axj |y|n ly

where w,_, is the “area” of the unit sphere $*~! in R". Therefore, for such f,

o< 3 [ Y52

Now multiplying both sides by V(x) and taklng L7 norms, it follows that
1 af (x
el <=3 |5(|%2[)re| .

Py .

A weighted version of Proposition 1, p. 122 of [9] then completes the proof.
An induction argument can be used to generalize Theorem 9 to functions f
with derivatives up to order k in weighted L? spaces, k < n.

1 j=1

By Theorem 4
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