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SHARP WEIGHTED SOBOLEV TRACE INEQUALITIES AND
FRACTIONAL POWERS OF THE LAPLACIAN

JEFFREY S. CASE

ABSTRACT. We establish a family of sharp Sobolev trace inequalities involving
the Wk’2(R7}r+1,y“)—norm. These inequalities are closely related to the real-

ization of fractional powers of the Laplacian on R" = BRTrl as generalized
Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators associated to powers of the weighted Lapla-
cian in upper half space, generalizing observations of Caffarelli-Silvestre and
of Yang.

1. INTRODUCTION

In their seminal paper [5], Caffarelli and Silvestre recovered the fractional Lapla-
cian (—A)7, v € (0,1), on R” as a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator associated to the
weighted Laplacian A, := A + my~19, in R} 1= R" x (0,00) for m = 1 — 2,
where y is the coordinate on (0, 00). Specifically, if U is a solution of

AU =0, inR7H
(1.1) i
U=f, on R™,
then
~ . oy P —7)
1.2 ~AY f=—d ' lim y"9,U,  d,=2"""—-.
( ) ( ) f 0% yi}%l+y Yy vy F(’Y)
Applying the Dirichlet principle, one deduces that
(1.3) / |VUPPy' "V dedy >d, ¢ f(—A) fdx
RiJrl R~

for any U € W1>2(R1+1,y1_27), where f := U(-,0). Moreover, equality holds if
and only if U satisfies (IT]). We may regard (I3)) as a functional inequality for the
Sobolev trace embedding W2(R' !, y1=27) — HY(R"), while the extension (L)
implies the existence of a bounded right inverse. Combining (L3)) with Lieb’s sharp
fractional Sobolev inequality [2I] yields the sharp Sobolev trace inequality

n—2y

n+2’)’ 2y 2n n
(1.4) / VU y' =" dw dy > (,17_227) Vol(S™) = d,, (7{ |7 dx)
F(=2) 3

2

for any U € WH2(RH, y1*27), where f := U(-,0). Moreover, equality holds if and
only if U satisfies (ILT)) and there are constants a € R and € > 0 and a point £ € R"
such that

n—2

f@)=ale+]z—¢?) 2
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2 JEFFREY S. CASE

One can also recover the fractional Laplacian (—A)Y, v € (0,00) \ N, from
the extension (), though one must replace (I2)) by a limit involving additional
derivatives in y; see [I1]. However, this approach fails to recover a sharp Sobolev
trace inequality. Instead, R. Yang [12] 25] showed that one should replace (L))
by a higher-order degenerate elliptic boundary value problem. Roughly speaking,
one can obtain (—A)” through a formula similar to (L2)) by finding the solution of
AF U = 0 with Dirichlet boundary data, where m := 1 —2[y] and k := |v] + 1.
Here |v]| is the unique integer satisfying |v] < v < |v] + 1 and [y] := v — |v] is
the fractional part of . The Dirichlet principle for this higher-order problem gives
rise to sharp Sobolev trace inequalities analogous to (IL3)) and (I4]), at the cost of
imposing (unnecessary) boundary conditions. We have avoided explicitly stating
the sharp constants here because of a computational error in [12], 25]; see (I.10)
and (LI8) below, or [24], for the correct inequalities.

With some care, the above discussion extends to asymptotically hyperbolic man-
ifolds. Specifically, Graham and Zworski [I9] constructed conformally covariant
pseudodifferential operators on the boundary with principal symbol that of (—A)?Y
using scattering theory for the interior Laplacian. Chang and Gonzélez [I1] ob-
served (see also [9]) that, in the Poincaré upper half space model of hyperbolic
space, this construction is equivalent to the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension [5]. Chang
and the author [9] showed that in the special case of asymptotically hyperbolic Ein-
stein (AHE) manifolds, the Graham—Zworski operators are equivalent to particular
generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators associated to (weighted) GJMS oper-
ators [0, @) [I8] in the compactification of the AHE manifold. When restricted to
the Poincaré upper half space, this recovers the Yang extension [12], 25].

Surprisingly, the higher-order fractional Laplacian (—A)Y, v € (1,2) U {5/2},
can be recovered from an underdetermined (degenerate) elliptic boundary value
problem [7, [8, [10]. For example, if AU = 0 and f = U(-,0), then 9,A%U(-,0) is
proportional to (—A)%/2 f; see [10]. A more refined version of this observation man-
ifests as a sharp Sobolev trace inequality controlling the embedding W32(R%H!) —
H5(R™)@ H3(R")@® H' (R") and an extension giving a continuous right inverse [10].
This improves the sharp Sobolev trace inequalities deduced by Yang [12 25] by
removing the need to impose boundary conditions. Similar results hold for sharp
weighted Sobolev trace inequalities involving W22(R} ™!, y*), s € (—1,1); see [7,8].

The discussion of the previous paragraph extends to a large class of compact
manifolds [7, [8, [10], including all compactifications of conformally compact Ein-
stein manifolds. In this setting, one realizes the Graham—Zworski operators [19] as
generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators associated to a (weighted) GIMS op-
erator. The operators involved, and indeed the extension problem, are conformally
covariant. As a consequence, one readily deduces sharp Sobolev trace inequalities
in the Euclidean disk from those in Euclidean upper half space.

The purpose of this article is to extend the observations described in the last
two paragraphs to all v € (0,00) \ N in the setting of Euclidean upper half space.
In the hopes of making our results more broadly accessible, we present our proofs
with a minimal amount of geometric background. We expect many of these results
to extend to compactifications of Poincaré—FEinstein manifolds.

The remainder of this introduction is devoted to explaining our main results in
the special case of generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators associated to the
poly-Laplacian. These recover half-integer fractional powers of the Laplacian; i.e.
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(— A)k+2 k € Ng := {0,1,2,...}. This is done both for clarity of the exposition
and because we expect these cases to be of the most geometric interest. Comments
describing the general results will be given in the introduction, but only detailed in
later sections.

Fix k € Np. The boundary operators B2+1: C®(R}T!) — C®(R"), 0 < s <
2k + 1, associated to the poly-Laplacian (—A)*+! are defined recursively in terms
of the Laplacian A and the derivative 9, in Rﬁ“ and the induced Laplacian A on
R™ as follows:

J . 1
* i_ efJ (k- 'F(z"'k_j 6)—3'*4 2k+1
voA _ZH( b (e) (k=) T(:+k—20) A By

J . 3
j_ g+1z NE=0! T(E—k+20) 2k+1
ooy A= (1) (é)(k—j)!r(%—k+j+€)A et

£=0
where ¢*: C°(R"T!) — C°°(R") is the restriction operator, (:*U)(z) = U(z,0).
See Definition B for the corresponding definitions for the boundary operators
associated to the weighted GJMS operators.
These definitions are justified by three properties. First, they are such that the
associated Dirichlet form

(1.5) Qa1 (U, V) ::/ U (=AY da dy
Rn+1

[k/2] k—|k/2]-1
+ Z j{ B (U) B, (V) di Z j{ B (U)BEL (V) da

is symmetric. Denote

<Ak+1U A > ' (A(k:”/QU) (%@H)/Qv), %f k is odd,
(VAF2U VARV, if k is even.

We in fact prove that
Qor+1(U, V) —/ <Ak;1U,Ak;1V> dz dy
Rn+1

can be written as a symmetric boundary integral which depends only on the Dirich-
let data B2*+1(U) and B?**1(V), 0 < s < k. See Theorem for an explicit
formula for this difference in the general case of the boundary operators associated
to the weighted GJMS operators.

Second, the boundary operators associated to (—A)**! are covariant with re-
spect to the group of conformal isometries of (]Ri“;R”); i.e. the group, under
composition, of maps generated by translations, rotations, and spherical inversions
which fix the boundary R™ = BRi“. Indeed, if ®: R’}rﬂ — R’}rﬂ is a conformal
isometry of (Ri“; R™), then

n—1—2k+4j

n—1-—2k
(16) @* (B§f+lU) — (L*J.:I)) BPICES B2k+1 (Jqf(n+1) @*U>
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for all 0 < j < 2k + 1, where Jg is the determinant of the Jacobian of ®. Recall
that (—A)**! is also conformally covariant,

S AV BT AVE+L [ 7 ERTD g
(1.7) o (AT = J, (=AY (770 oy )

In particular, the right composition factors of (L) and (7)) are the same and
Qo1 is conformally covariant. See Theorem [£.4] for the precise statement of con-
formal covariance for general v € (0,00) \ N.

Third, the boundary operators associated to (—A)**! are such that the gener-
alized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators recover the fractional Laplacians (—Z)%H ,
0 < j < k. More precisely:

Theorem 1.1. Let k € Ny and suppose that A¥1U = 0. Then

(18)  BXEH ,.(U) = ciu(~AN)F2HEBIH (W), 0<j<|k/2),
(19)  Byfy.(U)=—djp(-X)27 2B U), 0<j<k—[k/2)] -1,
where

(k — N2k — 2 + 1!

3127 — D2k — 45 — D2k — 45 + DI’
(k— )2k — 25 — 1)

125+ DNk — 45 — D2k — 45 — 3)II”

Here (2j + 1)!1:=1-3-5---(2j 4+ 1) is defined for all integers j > —1, with the
convention (—1)!! = 1.

In particular, Theorem [[.1] states that the fractional Laplacian (—Z)’”% fofa
function f can be recovered by applying Bglljjg to any solution of A*+1U on Rﬁ“
with U(-,0) = f. When k = 0, solutions are unique and this recovers the Caffarelli-
Silvestre extension [5]. When k > 1, there is freedom to specify higher-order bound-
ary data, and hence Theorem [[.T]is more general than the Yang extension [12] 25].
Indeed, we readily recover the Yang extension as follows (cf. [24]):

Given a function f on R™, let U be the unique solution of
AT =0, in R+
U=f, on R,

AU = BB DL A f, on R™ for 1 < j < [k/2),
IyANU =0, on R for 0 <j <k-—|k/2| - 1.

(1.10) cjp =282

(1.11) djp =221

(1.12)

These choices ensure that Bgf“(U) =0for 1 <j<|k/2] and that Bgﬁrll(U) =0
for 0 < j <k—|k/2] —1. Applying Theorem [[T] we deduce that

A\k+3 k1 (26— DN
(1.13) (B = (-l
This is precisely Yang’s result [12}[25], except that the constants have been corrected
so that the solution to (LT2]) agrees with the solution of the Poisson equation used
by Graham and Zworski [19] to define (—A)**+2 via scattering theory.

Theorem below gives a more general version of Theorem [[.T] which in partic-
ular recovers the fractional Laplacian (—A)” as a generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann
operator associated to the (|v] 4 1)-th power of a suitable weighted Laplacian, also
generalizing the result of Yang [12] 25].

Dy A*U(-,0).
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One reason to desire the symmetry of the quadratic form (IH) is that it implies
that many boundary value problems involving A**! and the boundary operators
szk"’l are variational. For example, if B C {BJ%H ‘ 0<7<2k+ 1} contains
exactly k41 elements, then the boundary value problem ((—A)’”‘l ; B) is variational
if and only if B has the property that Bf-k"’l € B if and only if Bglkfﬂﬁ. ¢ B. Such
boundary value problems are well-posed if the compatibility condition of Agmon,
Douglis and Nirenberg [2] is also satisfied. For example, the Dirichlet problem

AL =0, in R
(1.14) Byit'U = f2), on R" for 0 < j < |k/2],
ByiHU=6¢%), onR"for0<j<k—|k/2]—1

is well-posed. Here we are specifying B = {B?lﬁLl | 0<75< k}; we have writ-

ten (LI4) in this somewhat strange way to highlight a distinction between the

“even” and “odd” boundary operators which is more pronounced for the Dirichlet

problem associated to the fractional Laplacian (—A)7, v € (0,00) \ (N); cf. ).
The Dirichlet problem (IL.I4]) can be solved by minimizing the energy

Eopy1(U) = Qapy1 (U, V)

among all functions U with prescribed Dirichlet data. Combining this with Theo-
rem [[T] yields the following sharp Sobolev trace inequality:

Theorem 1.2. Let k € Ny. Given any function U on Ri“, it holds that

Lk/2]
(115) g2k+l(U) 2 Z cj,k% f(z])(_Z)k?—Q]Jr%f(Q]) d:E
7=0 R

k—k/2)—1
+ Z d; 1 ¢(2j)(_Z)k—2j—%¢(2j) dz,
=0 R
where f27) .= Bgf“(U) and ¢2) = Bgﬁrll(U), and the constants ¢ and d;
are gien by (LIQ) and (LII), respectively. Moreover, equality holds if and only if
U is the unique solution of ([L14]).

We refer to (L)) as a sharp Sobolev trace inequality because it easily establishes
the (well-known) embedding
k
1
Wk+1,2(R:zL+l) N @ Hitz (R”)
j=0
as well as the existence of a continuous right inverse. The analogue of Theorem [[.2]

involving fractional Laplacians of general order is stated as Corollary [6.2] below.
Consider for the moment the special class of functions

Cy:={U e WHLARIY) | B*U)=0,1<j <k};

note that U satisfies the boundary conditions of (LI2)) if and only if U € C4 and
U(-,0) = f. Theorem [[.2] implies that

2k L

(1.16) Eopy1(U) > i F=D)F*2 fda
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for any U € C4, where f := U(-,0). Moreover, equality holds if and only if U
solves (LI2). This inequality provides a starting point for many of the sharp
Sobolev trace inequalities on manifolds recently considered in the literature; e.g.
I, &, [0, 2.

Combining Theorem [[L2 with the sharp fractional Sobolev inequalities [21] yields
the following more typical formulation of a sharp Sobolev trace inequality.

Theorem 1.3. Let k € Ny and suppose that n > 2k + 1. Given any function U on
RV, it holds that

[k/2] [(nk2k—4j+1 o _
(117) En(U) = Y i p i) YOS [P
2

< n—2k+4;—1
Jj=0

k—|k/2]—1 45—
\_/J I—\(n+2k 45—1 sh_aj_1

5 n 24))12
X g VO O e
2

3=0
where f27) .= Bgf“(U) and ¢%) = Bgﬁrll(U), and the constants cj i and d;j
are given by (LIQ) and (LII), respectively. Moreover, equality holds if and only if
U satisfies (L14)) and there are constants aj, by € R and €;,¢ € (0,00) and points
&5, Ce € R™ such that

. _ n—2k+4j—1
O () = a; (g5 + |z — §1?) = 0<j<|k/2],
_ n—2k+44j+1
P (z) = by (€0 + |z — Cef?) CE 0<l<k—|k/2]—1.

The special case k = 0 was proven by Escobar [I5]; the special case k = 1 was
proven by the author [§]; and the special case k = 2 by Luo and the author [10].
As a special case of Theorem [[.3] we deduce that
okfl  T(nt2kily ok

22 Vol(S™) 55U (-, 0)]| 2.
(2k — N (=2l m=2k=1

(1.18) Eopr (U) >

with equality if and only if there are constants a € R and ¢ € (0,00) and a point
& € R” such that U is the extension by (I.I2)) of

f@)=a(e+]e—g?) 7

Q. Yang [24] recently gave a similar proof of ([LI8) which also leads to the corre-
sponding sharp inequality in the Euclidean ball; see also [Il 22] for the low-order
cases. We expect the aforementioned conformal covariance of the boundary opera-
tors B%”l to lead to the analogue of (II7) in the Euclidean ball.

Theorem [6.4] below gives the analogue of Theorem [[.3] which applies to functions
in weighted Sobolev spaces.

The replacement of the sharp Sobolev inequality (I.I8) in the critical dimension
n = 2k 4+ 1 is the following sharp Lebedev—Milin-type inequality.

Theorem 1.4. Let k € Ny and set n := 2k+1. Given any function U € C, (Ri+l),
it holds that

E(U) > 2212k + 1)(k!)? Vol (S") In 7{ =1 d,

n
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where f :=U(-,0) and f is the average of f with respect to du := W (1f7)ndx
Moreover, equality holds if and only if U is the solution of (LI2) and there are

constants a € R and e € (0,00) and a point & € R™ such that

etle—¢P?
f(z)=a—In T

The special case k = 0 was proven by Osgood, Phillips and Sarnak [23]; the
special case k = 1 was proven by Ache-Chang [I] and the author [8]; the special
case k = 2 was proven by Luo and the author [I0]. In order to avoid unnecessary
redundancies, we have opted to state our sharp Lebedev—Milin inequality for C;
only; for general functions, the sharp inequality will also include LP-norms on the
boundary data f*) 1 < j < [k/2], and ¢*), 0 < j < k — [k/2] — 1, as in
Theorem [T.31

As previously noted, we expect many of our results extend to the compactifi-
cation (X,3) of a Poincaré-Einstein manifolds (X™*+1, g, ). Specifically, we expect
that there are boundary operators associated to the (weighted) GJMS operators on
any Riemannian manifold with boundary, as is already known for the (weighted)
conformal Laplacian [7, 13, [15], the (weighted) Paneitz operator [7, [§], and, under
a mild assumption on the boundary, the sixth-order GJMS operator [10]. However,
we only expect a relationship to the fractional GJMS operators as in Theorem [T1]
when there is a Poincaré-Einstein metric g4 in the interior, as our argument relies
heavily on the factorization of the (weighted) GJMS operators at Einstein met-
rics [9) [16, 7). In the Poincaré-Einstein setting, one can use the recursive formula
for the formal solution of the scattering equation [I9] to find candidate boundary
operators in terms of geodesic compactifications, in the sense that the appropriate
generalization of Theorem [[1] holds. However, these recursive formulae are not
completely explicit (cf. [20]), making it difficult to prove that the induced Dirichlet
form @ is symmetric or better understand the geometric content of the boundary
operators.

This article is organized as follows:

In Section [2] we recall the identification of fractional powers of the Laplacian
on Euclidean space via scattering theory for the hyperbolic Laplacian in Poincaré
upper half space [19] and give a direct relationship between powers of the weighted
Laplacian in upper half space and weighted GJMS operators in hyperbolic space
(ct. [A)).

In Section [3] we introduce the boundary operators associated to powers of the
weighted Laplacian and study their role in recovering fractional powers of the Lapla-
cian as generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators. The key results here link our
boundary operators to the asymptotics of solutions to a Poisson equation relevant to
scattering theory [19] and show that the Dirichlet form determined by our boundary
operators is symmetric.

In Section [4] we prove that the boundary operators associated to powers of the
weighted Laplacian are conformally covariant with respect to the conformal group
of (R R).

In Section Bl we prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the weighted
analogue of ([L.I4]), which is a higher-order degenerate elliptic boundary value prob-
lem. This enables us to prove the main result of this section, Theorem [5.2] which
asserts the analogue of Theorem [I.T] for all fractional powers of the Laplacian.
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In Section[Glwe prove various sharp trace inequalities. There are two main results
in this section. First, Theorem asserts a Dirichlet principle for solutions of the
Dirichlet problem considered in Theorem[B.Il As a result, we obtain in Corollary[6.2]
the analogue of Theorem for all fractional powers of the Laplacian. Second,
Theorem asserts a sharp Sobolev trace inequality which passes through all
fractional powers of the Laplacian, generalizing Theorem The same argument
in the critical dimension establishes Theorem [I.4

2. FRACTIONAL POWERS OF THE LAPLACIAN VIA SCATTERING THEORY

Conformally covariant pseudodifferential operators with principal symbol that
of a fractional Laplacian were defined by Graham and Zworski [I9] using scat-
tering theory for the Laplacian of an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold. In the
special case of Euclidean space, these operators are equivalent to the definition of
the fractional Laplacian via Fourier transform; see, for example, [I1]. Given our
expectation that many of our results generalize to boundaries of AHE manifolds
(cf. [, 8, [10]), we study fractional powers of the Laplacian via scattering theory.
Here we summarize this construction in the special case of Euclidean space as the
conformal boundary of the Poincaré upper half space model of hyperbolic space.

Let (z,y) € R" x (0,00) =: R! denote coordinates in upper half space, regard
R"™ = R" x {0} as the boundary of R", and let g := y~%(dz? + dy?) denote the
hyperbolic metric on R}, Given v € (0,00) \ N, for each f € C=(R") N HY(R"),
there is a unique solution P (% + v)(f) of the Poisson equation

TL2 2 -
(2.1) Ag+V+<I—”y)V—O

with yfnghp(% +9) () y) = f() as y — 0F. See [14, 24] for a Poisson kernel
for (21). For our purposes, it suffices to know that there are functions F,G €
C>=(R'T*") such that

n n—2y
(2:2) P(S+7) () =y F+y

and F(-,0) = f. Set S(% +7)(f) := G(-,0). The fractional GJMS operator Pa, of
order 2 is

n42y
2

G

. 92y F(FY) n
(2.3) Py =25 058 (5 +9).

Graham and Zworski [19] showed that Ps, = (—A)".

The function F in (2.2)) is determined modulo O(y*°) by f by finding the Taylor

series solution to
2

<Ag+ + - 72> (v F) = 0w™)

with F(-,0) = f. Similarly, the function G is determined modulo O(y>°) by P» f
by finding the Taylor series solution to

(Ag+ + %2 — 72) (y"? G) =0(y™)

with G(-,0) = S(% +7)(f). For this reason, we want to understand the formal
solutions of Ay, V 4 s(n—s)V =0 when s = § £+, v € (0,00) \ N.
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Proposition 2.1. Let (R, g.) denote (n+ 1)-dimensional hyperbolic space with
boundary (R",dz?) and let s € R. Given u € C*(R"), set

(2.4) Ulay) =y ) 22jj!1;((‘°’j_+§ - ; v (B ule),
§=0
where A =" | 02 . Then
(2.5) Ag, U+ s(n—s)U=0(y>).
Proof. A straightforward computation verifies that
(2.6) Ay, =y?0; — (n — 1)yo, + y*A.
Let W € C®(R"T*") be such that 9,W = 0. For any p € R it holds that
(2.7) Ay, (WPW) =4 (pp — M)W + y*AW) .
It follows immediately from (2.7)) that if {c;}32, is the sequence such that
(2.8) co=1, ¢ = ! ¢j—1 for j > 1,

2j(2s+ 25 —n)
then

Ulx,y) =y° Y c;y™ (—B) u(x)
=0
satisfies ([25]). We readily check that the solution to (Z8) is

I‘(s—%—i—l)
JT(G+s—2+1)

O

Cj:2

There are two ways to study the fractional Laplacian via an extension. The first
approach is to identify solutions of (21]) as elements of the kernel of a second-order
weighted Laplacian on Euclidean space (cf. [11]):

Lemma 2.2. Let v € (0,00) \ N. Set mo :=1— 2v and define

(2.9) Ay = A +moy ™10,
Then
_n—2y n

(2.10) Ay 0y~ "2 073(5—1—’7) = 0.
Proof. A direct computation using (2.0 shows that

—2y n—2y 2
(2.11) A, (y_TzU) =y (Ag+ + % - ~y2) U
for all U € C=(R'}™). The conclusion follows from the definition of the Poisson
operator P (% + 7). O

The operator (2.9)) is formally self-adjoint with respect to the measure y™° dzx dy

on R’frl. However, this measure is only locally finite in Rffl when v € (0,1),
precluding us from using Lemma to obtain energy estimates for the fractional
Laplacian in terms of interior energy estimates in general.

The second approach to studying the fractional Laplacian via extensions is to
identify solutions of (2] as elements of the kernel of powers of a weighted Laplacian
(cf. [12], 25]). This can be done as follows:
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First, let v € (0,00) \ N. Set k := |y] +1 and m := 1 — 2[y]. The weighted
poly-Laplacian determined by -y is

(2.12) Loy, := AF

where A, is given by (Z9)).
Second, let v € (0,00) \ N. Set s := % 4 and

Dy := Ay, +5(n—s).

The hyperbolic poly-Poisson operator determined by v is
k—1
(2.13) Ly, = [ Ds-2s-

=0

The operators Log and L;rk are closely related. Succinctly, they are the weighted
GJMS operators of order 2k determined by the smooth metric measure spaces
(RTFI, y2g9.,y™ dx dy,m—1) and (RTFI, g+,dvoly, ,m—1), respectively, and hence,
by conformal covariance, these operators are the same on densities (see [9]). The
following two lemmas capture the essential features of this relationship as needed
to study sharp Sobolev trace inequalities in upper half space.

First, the factorization (2I3) is the factorization of weighted GJMS operators [9].
However, to understand the boundary operators, it is more useful to write the
factorization in a different form.

Lemma 2.3. Let v € (0,00) \ N and consider the hyperbolic poly-Poisson opera-

tor 213). Then

/2]
n N\ /n _
(2.14) L3, = jI;[o Ag, + (5 +7- 2]) (5 -7+ 2])

v)=lv/2]-1
T A+ G+ -0-2) (5 -l +h+2) ¢
j=0

with the convention that the empty product equals one.

Proof. Let £ = |v/2]. Separating (Z13)) into terms with s —2j > n and s —2j < n,
we compute that

L k—1
Ly, = [ Ds-2 I D2
=0

j=t+1
¢ k—0—2

=[] Ds-2 [T Ds-orroses g,
Jj=0 Jj=0

where the second equality follows by reindexing. Rewriting the latter expression in
terms of 7 yields the desired result. (Il

Second, elements of the kernel of D,_5; are also in the kernel of Lg; when
weighted against a suitable power of y; this power is precisely the one required by
conformal covariance [9]. To prove this without appealing to conformal covariance
requires the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.4. Fiz m € R and denote Ay, := A +my~10,. Then for any k € N it
holds that
Am+2kAfy;1Am72k = AfnJrl-
Proof. First observe the commutator identity
(2.15) A, y™ 10, = —2(y10,)>.
On the other hand, it follows from the definition of A,,, that
(216) Aok ARTTA L, oy = ARFL _2K[AF yT10,] — 4Ky o, ARy,

It thus suffices to show that [AF y~10,] = —2ky~10,Ak 1y=19, for all k € N.
The proof is by induction:
Denote Y :=y~19,. Suppose k € N is such that [AF | Y] = —2kYA*~1Y. Then

(AL Y] = Ap[AR, Y]+ [An, Y]AL,
= —2kA, YAF-1y —9y2AF
= 2k +1)YARY — 2k[A,,, YIAE Y —2Y[Y, A™]
= 2k+1)YAFY O
We now prove that elements of the kernel of Ds_5; are also in the kernel of Loy
when weighted against a suitable power of .
Lemma 2.5. Let v € (0,00) \N. Set k:= |v] +1 and m :=1— 2[y]. Denote
I ={y-2j[0<j< |v/2yu{ly) - -2/ 10<j < |v) = |v/2] -1}
For each 5 € TV it holds that

.[/2;7€<33J_717722’Y O’P(g-i-ﬁ) =0.

Proof. 1t is clear from Lemma that

(2.17) LfoP (5+7) =0
for each 7 € Z?7. Thus it suffices to prove that
(2.18) Loy "2 =y 7 Lj.

To that end, observe that ([2I3)) and a repeated application of (21I1]) implies that

k—1

n—2vy+4k n—2y
— + —
(219) Yy 2 L2k = H Am72k+4j+2 S 2 9
Jj=0
where
k—1
H Amokyajre = Amgor—2 0 Amgar—60 -0 Dy _oky2.
Jj=0

An induction argument using Lemma [2.4] implies that
k—1
H Apy—optajro = Ak
j=0

Inserting this into (2.19)) yields (2.18) O
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3. BOUNDARY OPERATORS IN UPPER HALF SPACE

In this section we introduce the boundary operators associated to the weighted
poly-Laplacian Lo, determined by v € (0,00) \N. By Lemma 23] the kernel of Lo
contains solutions of the Poisson equation (21 for any ¥ € Z%7. Our boundary
operators are designed to pick out the functions F'(-,0) and G(-,0) of solutions
to (ZI). They also give rise to formally self-adjoint boundary value problems; in
fact, Theorem [3.0 gives a stronger result. To that end, it is convenient to introduce
the space

€ = O REM) +4"0ICS,

(R

associated to a given y € (0,00)\N, where C22, (R""!) denotes the space of smooth

even

functions on R’}rﬂ whose Taylor series expansions in y at y = 0 contain only even
terms. Note that

(1) if v € & + N, then C?' = C=(R*"); and

(2) for any ¥ € I, it holds that P(% +7): C=(R") N HY(R") — C?.
The second point means that the space C7 is well-suited to studying all of the
scattering problems formed from the factors of the hyperbolic poly-Poisson op-
erator (2I3). A similar definition of C?? should be made for compactifications
of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds; see [7] for a discussion of the case v €
(0,1)U (1,2).

As in the introduction, let ¢*: C*7 — C°°(R") denote the restriction operator,

(t*U)(z) = U(z,0). Our boundary operators are elements of the set

(31) B = {BY:c® 5 o=®Y) [0 <[]}
U {ngy]+2j: C* = C¥([R")|0<j < UJ}
defined as follows:

Definition 3.1. Let v € (0,00) \ N and set m := 1 — 2[y]. Given 0 < j < |v], we
define Bg}: C*' — C(R"™) recursively by

! (y) (145~ PP +2j—20—7) —

B = (—1)/* 0T — A By
2 = (~1)'07e ; )T+ —C— )T +2j—C—r) " 2720

where T := 97 + my~'0, and the empty sum equals zero by convention. Likewise,

given 0 < j < |v], we define Bg{fy]ﬂj; C?" — C(R™) recursively by

2 ] * m 1
B2[’Zy]+2j = (=11 o y™o, T

P\ T +5+ DT +25 = 20— [v] 4+ [V]) —t 2y
_ZZQ)F( A'B;

4=+ BT +2j— €= [+ b)) 20

It is straightforward to show that any operator Bj) € B2 is a homogeneous
differential operator of degree 2o which can be written as a polynomial in A,
T:= 85 +my~19,, and y™d,; in fact, it is a polynomial in A and T" when o € Ny
and the composition of y™d, with such a polynomial when a ¢ Ny. Moreover,
the leading coefficient — in the sense that it corresponds to the term in which A
does not appear — is 1. These properties are relevant for computing the energy
associated to Loy and the boundary operators B27; see Section [f for details.
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The first goal of this section is to show that the boundary operators B2 are
relevant for picking out the Dirichlet data F'(-,0) and the Neumann data G(-,0) of
solutions of the Poisson equation ’P(% + 7) for 5 € I?7. This is accomplished by
the following two propositions.

Proposition 3.2. Let v € (0,00) \N. Given 0 < j < |v/2], set ¥ :=~ —2j. Let
V=y" n;%’P(% + 7)]‘ for some f € C®(R™) N HY(R"). It holds that

v _ in2i LA +7 =[]
(3:2) ng (V) =(-1)2 J!Wfa
(3.3) B2 _y;(V) = (~1)l) 419210 =241 | | _])'F(ll“_([i];— v)ﬂ

where f = S(% +7)f. Moreover, BJ1(V) =0 for all B3) € B2\ {BSJ,BS;Y 9}
Proof. To begin, note that

T (y¥) =4 — hDy? 2,
(3.4) T (y2[7]+2j) = 4§(j + [])y2 22

for all j € Np.
By (22, it holds that

no ~
P(5+7)f=U+T,
O(y>) with s = § -7

where U solves y_SU—> fasy— 0and Ay, U+s(n—s)U
and U solves y—*U — f asy — 0 and Ag+U—|—s(n—s)ﬁ O(y*>) with 5 = & +7.
It follows from Proposition 211 that

L(1+25—7)

_ 2j+2¢( A\

(85) V ;2%£!F(€+1+2j—7)y (=A)f
(1-2j+19) 2y—2j4+20(_ AV T
NG
+222W'1"€+1—2j+7)y (=A)]

We separate the proof into two cases:
First consider B for integers 0 < ¢ < |v]. From (34) and B3] we immediately

deduce that Bgz (V) = 0 if ¢ < j and that ([32]) holds. Suppose now that there is
an integer ¢o > 0 such that B2J+26(V) = 0 for all integers 1 < ¢ < /j; note that
this holds trivially when £y = 0. We compute that

2y _ o2 UH L+ DD+ 5+ [P + 25 — 7) 1e+1
Bajraere(V) = SV 2 = st + 2 40— &
JHL+INTR2 4+ L= DT+ 25 = 9) b1 oy 00
_( (+1 )F(1+j—[7])F(2+2j+€—7)A B3 (V) =0.

The claim follows by induction.
Next consider Bz[ Y for integers 0 < ¢ < |v]. Computing as above, we deduce

that (3.3 holds and that B2[7]+2£( ) =0if £ # |v] —J. O
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Proposition 3.3. Let v € (0,00) \ N. Given 0 < j < |v] — [v/2] — 1, set
Fi=|v] =[] —27. Let V = le;hP(% +73)¢ for some ¢ € C°(R") N HY(R").
It holds that

(3.6) 2[7]+2j( ) = (=1)712? 1J!W¢7
(3.7) BSHJ 230 )= (—1)L Jmig2bl=2 (Iv) =) F(z [i]) 4 0,

where ¢ := S(%+7)¢. Moreover, B3Y(V) =0 for all By € BQV\{BQ’Y 4257 B;Uﬂ_%}.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 2] that

(1= [y]+2j+[) oy|+2j4+2¢/ K
(38) V= Z2WT(1+Z—L Jj+ 25+ )" A AYe

+ Z 220017 11: LZJJrI ij—_2[3 ]_) M)yz IR R,
Using (34) and B8) and computing as in the proof of Proposition yields the
desired result. O
Let
/2]

(3.9) Q2 (U,V) ::/ U LoV y™ dx dy + Z?{ B3 (U) Byl (V) dx
Ry

lv]=lv/2]-1 ’
B Z f{ BQ[’Y]+2J B2m 2J(V)d$

be the Dirichlet form determined by v € (O, 00) \N. The second goal of this section
is to prove that Qg is symmetric. This implies that boundary value problems
involving Lo, and B?7 are variational (e.g. Theorem [B.1). It also implies that
the generalized Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators associated to Lo are formally self-
adjoint (cf. [7, 8, [10]).

The proof that Q. is symmetric is essentially a lengthy computation involving
integration by parts. To that end, it is useful to express t* o AJ, and ¢* o y™9, A,
in terms of the boundary operators of Definition B.11

Proposition 3.4. Let vy € (0,00) \ N. Given 0 < j < |v], it holds that

IR o (7] = O' O = = Ot pon
L Am‘g O e

« ma Aj 1 1] )' P1+20— |y +[V]) —i—¢ 2y
oy Oy A = (-1 Z<> (V) —NTA+j+L— |y J+h])A Baar

Proof. First we compute t* o AJ . Since A,, = T + A, we readily deduce from
Definition 3] that

(3.10) oA ;( 1) (6)7“1%_[7])1?(5 — 4,y —j)A

~i—t 27y
BQE’



SHARP WEIGHTED SOBOLEV TRACE INEQUALITIES 15

where

14

(3.11) F(ji ) = (=1 @ F€1(1++gj_+ei; [j])w)'

A straightforward induction argument yields
(N +0'TA+5 -]
Iyt TA+5-9)
Inserting B12)) into BI0) and using the identity I'(z)I'(1 — z) = «/sin(nz) yields

the desired formula for t* o AJ .
Similarly, the identity A,, = T 4+ A and Definition [3.1] together yield

(3.12) F(j,0,7) = (-1)

oumg AF — S pyeer (YDA 20— 3]+ b))
O =2 () ) st

. y _‘_é j
X F((+ 1,5~ 61—+ [v] - )& BY ..

where F' is given by @II). Combining the above display with B12) yields the
desired formula for c* o y™d,AJ,. O

Remark 3.5. The result of Proposition [3.4] gives recursive formulas for B;; (resp.
ng]wj) in terms of t* o AJ, (resp. t* o y™d,AJ,) and A. Tt is possible to solve
these recursive relations to deduce formulas for the boundary operators involving

only interior and tangential Laplacians and the weighted normal derivative. These
operators will necessarily be, up to a choice of sign, the highest-order terms of the
boundary operators associated to weighted GJMS operators (cf. [7 [8, [10]).

We now prove that Q.. is symmetric by giving an explicit formula for Q..
Especially notable in this formula is that the boundary integration involves only
the Dirichlet data

By = {ng € B* } 0<a< 7/2}
of the inputs.

Theorem 3.6. Let v € (0,00) \N. Set k= |v] +1 and m =1 —2[y]. Then

Q9 (U, V) :/ (AR ARV y™ da dy

Ry
[v/2] [v]=1v/2]-1 ) ]t o
- Z Z f C(j,é,y)(BQ;Y(U)A BZEZVHM(V)
j=0 (=0 R

~lv)-it
+ B3 (V)R gy H%(U)) dz
where

(Afn/QU) (AfnﬂV), if k is even,

ANPU, ANV =
(B m V) (VAF D20 g AED2YY itk s odd,
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and

; - 2 W) =0 (v =3\ () =i —¢-1
COba= = i < ‘ >< 17/2) - j )

o L= +20+4 BTy = [7/2] = J)
(W] =3 +0OT(y =25)0([7] = [v/2] +0)

In particular, Qa2 is symmetric.

Proof. To begin, set
QW)= [ (ULan(v) = (AU AKPY)) g dady,
Rn+1

A direct computation shows that

(3.13) QY (U, V) = By(U,V) = Bo(U, V),
where
Lv/2] }
Bi(U,V) = (-1 Z}é (A3 U)y™ 0, ATV da,
[vl=1lv/2]-1
By(U, V) = (-l ¥~ 7{ (ALI=IVYy™ma, A U da.
j=0 "

We begin by simplifying B;. It follows from Proposition [3.4] that

0= EEE L))

o PO =5 = OPA+2s — [y + 1)) oy pyx ) =t-5 g2
B, (U)A B3 V)d
O e AU 226V 42

Reindexing the summations in terms of ¢, s, and j — £ yields

/2] -t

_ ] =6\ (] =)' T +25 — [v] + [7])

BUVI==3 ) fi < s 17 T(y — 20)

=0 s=|v]—|v/2]

—l—s
x H(|y] = €= s, 3] — € s,y —20BZ WA B2, (V) da
[v/2] Ivl=lv/2)-1
v W f{ <L7J—€>(M—S)!F(1+2S—M+M)
= pore n s 0! I'(y—20)
—l—s

< H (|7/2) = £, |7} = = 5,7 — 20 By OB °BE (V) da

where
- A\  T(y-0
H(n,d,v) =) (-1)
)= 2V () ==

for n,d € Ny and v € R. A straightforward induction argument shows that

(3.14) H(n,d,») = (~1)" <d - 1> I'(y—n)

n )(y=dl(y—-n-d)’
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with the convention that (_01) = 1. Therefore

/2]

Z %n 27 2J(V) dx

. ij “J‘%Q“ § cprmnlalo (b =3) (1) =it
= = " j! l [v/2] =
PA+20- [y + PPy = [0/2] = J)
(=3 +0OT(y =2)T(] = /2] + 4)
We now simplify Ba. Following the strategy used to simplify B;, we deduce from
Proposition B4 and reindexing that

Lv)-3—¢
2R Byl p(V)de

vl=lv/2]-1  [v]-¢
B Iv] =\ ([y] =s)! T+ 20— [v] + [4])
sov- 3 3 ()RR

x H(|7] —€—s,17] —t—s, 7] — b] - 20 BLV)EY "B (V) da
lv]— L7/2J 11v/2]
7] = ) T(1+ 20— 3] + )
* Z j{( ) 4 Ty —2s)
x H(hJ /2l = =1, 3] — £ = s, 3] — ] — 20 BBV OB L (U) da

Applying (3I4), we conclude that
[v]—lv/2]-1
By(U, V) = — Z j{ Bl112;U) Byl o, (V) do

) m/zj 11/2) . .
v =0 (v =\ (v —i—€-1

fo3 n e R () ()
" F(1+21—L ]+ DIy = [v/2] =)
(V] = €+ 5)T(y =200 (7] = [v/2] + )

Inserting the final expressions for By and By into (BI3]) and using the definition
of Qo yields the desired conclusion. O

%( )A\_’YJ —j— fBz»y

2pr+25(U) 42

4. CONFORMAL COVARIANCE

In this section we establish the conformal covariance of the weighted poly-
Laplacian Loy, and the boundary operators B2 determined by a given v € (0, 00)\N.
The former result is readily deduced from [6, [9], while the latter result is new.

To prove these results we need to commute powers of 7?(x,y) = |z|> + y?,
regarded as a multiplication operator, through powers of the weighted Laplacian
Ap, and their composition with ¢*y™0d,. This is summarized in the following two
lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Lety € (0,00)\N, set m := 1—2[], and define A, by 29). Denote
r?(x,y) == |z + v Let k € Ny and s € R, and regard r** as a multiplication
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operator. As operators, it holds that

s gge ()0

j=0 £=0
D(s+1)I(2+1+s+k—j—[)
D(s+1-—)T(24+1+s+k—2j+(—[])

T2S_2J VZVrz Afn_] )

where
Ve,:U = VU(Vr?, ... Vr?)
for all U € C?.

Remark 4.2. We will also apply Lemma [£1] in R™ with the induced Laplacian,
where it holds that

ko J .
ZkF% — Z Z 92j—¢ (k) (J)
j=0 ¢=0 J ¢
C(s+1)T(% +5+k—j)
D(s+1—j0(5+s+k—2j+)

_2s—2jt  Ak—J
TQS 2JV§;2A 5

where 72 (z,y) := |z|? and
Verou =V u(Vi2,. .., Vi?)
for all u € C*°(R").
Proof. Observe that
A (r¥u) = 15 Au + 257272V V) + 2s(n + 25 — 2[y])r** 2u

for all u € C>=(R’/™"). Hence, as operators,

(4.1) At =125 N, + 28(n 4 25 — 2[y])r2 72 4 2512 2V g 0.
Let £ € Ng. The fact that V2r? = 2(dz? + dy?) implies that
(4.2) AV, 2u = Vo2 Au+ 4VG LAu + 40(0 — 1)V 2 A,

(4.3) (y~'Vy, Vo,2u) = VT u(y =1 Vy, Vit Vr?)
+20V%(y VY, V2, .. Vr?)
for all u € C=(R'}™"). The fact that V2y = 0 implies that
Viy ' Vy)(X, V2, VR = (=2)%y (VY X)
for all vector fields X on Ri“. In particular,
¢

B .
SRR W

Combining this with [@3)) yields

Vi iy =vy, Vit L Vr?).

(y~ vy, Vfwgm = Vfwg (Vu,y 'Vy) + 4€VZV;12<Vu, Yy~ 'Vy)
+40(0 - 1)VG 2 (Vu, y = Vy).
Combining this with (£2]) implies that, as operators,

(4.4) ARV, =400 — D)VE A, + 40V LA, + VG A,
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Finally, combining (1)) and (£4) with a simple induction argument yields the
desired conclusion. O

Lemma 4.3. Let vy € (0,00)\N, set m := 1—2[], and define A, by (Z3). Denote
r?(z,y) := |z|* + y*. Let k € Ny and s € R, and regard r** as a multiplication
operator. As operators, it holds that

k J .
ceyraal =33 e (V) (1)
§j=0 ¢=0 J
P(s+DL(5+1+ 0] +5+k—))

=25—2i 0 x _.m h—j
T Vo2 0t oy, A7
T(s+1-)T(2+1+[]+s+k—2j+) vre y" oA,

where 7 and V%?z are as in Remark[{.3
Proof. On the one hand, the identity
V&2 0 Vg2 = VEI 4 2kVE

r2

and a straightforward induction argument imply that

k
(B _TA+20]) ki
L*Oyma kar _ 2]() ! V_F oa*oyma
o JZ:; J)TA+20 - v !
on C¥. On the other hand, it is clear that t* o y™d, o r?® = 725.* 0 y™9, on C27.
Combining these observations with Lemma [£.1] yields

k 7 .
(KN (7\ T(s+1)
* m ﬁk 2s:§ E 2j—¢ [ A
v oy O AnT ? (j><€>r($+1—j)

7=0 £=0
x K (g 1= +s+k—=2j+61+20],j— e) P22 01 0y, AR

where ‘
J . .
: 7\ _Tla+5)r®)
K(a,b,j) = ( )—
; t)T(a+t)I'(b—1)
The conclusion follows from the readily verified identity
Fla+b+j—-1)
Ia+b-1)
We are now able to prove the conformal covariance of the weighted poly-Laplacian
and its associated boundary operators. It is clear that these operators are all in-
variant under translations and rotations which fix the boundary of RT‘l. Thus

it suffices to check that they are conformally covariant with respect to the Kelvin
transform:

K(a,b,j) = O

Theorem 4.4. Fiz~y € (0,00)\N. Let Loy denote the weighted poly-Laplacian ([212])
and let B?Y denote the set [3.1)) of boundary operators associated to Loy as given
by Definition [31]. Let ng and B¥' denote the same operators defined in terms of
the inverted metric g := r~*(dz? + dy?) and § := r~2y. Then, as operators,

(4.5) Loy = r 2001444200 1, 20

$2Y _ =n—2v+4a p2v,2v—n
(4.6) Byl =T B3)r
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27 ~ 132
for all B3, € B*".

Proof. The well-known conformal invariance of the Laplacian in R™*! implies that

~

A =P AptTn,
On the other hand, it is straightforward to compute that
y=10, = r'y='9, — 2r°0,.

From this we readily deduce that

~

(4.7) A, — pdtmtnppl-m-n.
A straightforward induction argument using Lemma [£1] and (7)) yields
(48) Ek — T2k:+l+m+nAk T2k:—m—n—1

for all k& € Ny. In particular, (@3] holds.
Consider now the operators B;;’, 0 <j < |y Ttis clear that By is conformally

covariant in the sense of (6). Suppose that j € Ny is such that B;Z is conformally
covariant in the sense of (6] for all 0 < ¢ < j. It follows from this assumption,
Proposition B4 and (48] that

129 B Y B . .
(—1)‘]+1B2;»Y+2’I”n 2y _ ,r2]+4+n 2[v]L* OA_ZT—J-ITZ] 2|v]

& i1 (=0 T—j—e-1)
:0( 1)< ¢ )(M—j—l)! T(y — 20)

_2j _op A It l—L_o; — 2
XT2J+2+n 22A T2g+2+2l Q’YBQZ'

14

It follows readily from Proposition B.4] and Lemma [4.1] that B§;+2 is conformally
covariant in the sense of (LG). Thus (L) holds for all « € {0,1,...,|v]}.

A similar argument using Proposition3.4 Lemma [T and Lemma3lyields ([4.0)
fora € {[y], 7] +1,...,7}. O

5. THE GENERALIZED CAFFARELLI-SILVESTRE EXTENSION

The main result of this section is that solutions of the Dirichlet boundary value
problem

LoV =0, in R,
(5.1) BI(V) = f3), for 0 < j < [v/2],
Byl o (V) =@, for0<j < |y]—[v/2],

can be used to recover the fractional Laplacian (—A)7 for any 5 € Z. To that end,
we first characterize the solutions of (G1)):

Theorem 5.1. Let v € (0,00) \N. Given functions f29) € C>(R™) N HY~2 (R"),
0<j < [v/2], and 63 € CXR™) N HYITBI2(RY), 0 <5 < |y] = [v/2] - 1,
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there is a unique solution V of ([B1l). Indeed,
lv/2]

o—2j_ L =[] :
52) V= _1yjo___ o U p(2)
62 V=L VP an o
l=1r/2]-1
4 1o-2j— (D) :
+ S DYARD e NS LS VAR (€8
2, D T Eae)
where
FE) = =5 p (ﬁ fy— 2]») 72
2 )
@) =y~ TP (24 7] — 1] - 25) 6.
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 2.5 Proposition and Proposition B3] that V'
satisfies (5.1I).
Suppose now that U is a solution of (5I]). Then W := U — V solves
Lo W =0, in R,
(5.3) B/ (W) =0, for 0 < j < [v/2],
Byl (W) =0, for0<j<|y]—[v/2] -1

Thus Qa, (W, W) = 0. It follows from Theorem B.6] that AL W = 0, where ¢ =
[(y+1)/2]. If v € (0,1), we deduce that W = 0. If v > 1, we deduce that W
solves the analogue of (53] with v/ =+ — |7/2] — 1. Continuing in this way in the
latter case, we deduce again that W = 0. Therefore U = V. O

We now present our general analogue of the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension [5].
In fact, the following result implies that the fractional Laplacian (—A)7 can be
determined without fully specifying the Dirichlet data (cf. [12] 25]). For example,
one can recover (—A)Y by applying Bg,'yy to any U € ker Loy for which U(-,0) = f.
Theorem 5.2. Let v € (0,00) \ N and suppose that V is a solution of (G.1l).

(1) Given 0 < j < |v/2], it holds that
(5.4a) BZ (V) = ¢y j(—A)~2 f29),

2y—=2j

where
e ; = (—1)1+lrlg1-2D] (] =)TA = [DI'A —j+1I(2)5 =)
i JT(DTA 45 = [YDE(=25 +7)
(2) Given 0 < j < |v]—|v/2] —1, it holds that

(5.4b) Bi& 10, (V) = —dy j(— ) =1=2 g25)

where
d,; = (=1)llgzii-1 (Lv) - DD + LjJ —Jj- [v])}“@j —bl+DbD)
’ JTA = DI +5+ WDE(=25+ 7] = 1)
Proof. By Theorem [5.1] V is given by (5.2]). We separate the proof into two cases
B3} € B2 depending on whether a € Ny or a ¢ Ny.
Let 0 <~ < |v/2]. Using (5.2) and Proposition B.2] we see that

27y = (1)l trg2ly) - (] = DTA =5+ T = [7]) 70
Bay2y(V) = () e e ra v -
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where f(2) := S(2 4+~ —24)f@). Applying 23) yields (G4a).
Let 0 < j < |v]—|v/2] — 1. Using (52) and Proposition B3l we see that

2y VPN =it (] = DTODTA + [v] =5 =[] 2
R e e (e o (e ol
where ¢(27) := S(2+ [v] — [7] — 24)¢*). Applying 23) yields (5.45). O

6. THE SHARP SOBOLEV TRACE INEQUALITIES

The purpose of this section is to use the boundary operators of Section Bl to
prove sharp Sobolev inequalities which imply the Sobolev trace embeddings of the
weighted Sobolev space Wk’2(R7fr+l, y™). A key tool in this endeavor is the Dirichlet
energy

52’7(U) = Q2’Y(U7 U),
where Qo is given by (B3).
Our first result is a Dirichlet principle for solutions of (&1).

Theorem 6.1. Let v € (0,00) \ N. Fiz functions 29 € C>(R") N HY~%(R"),
0<j<|v/2], and ¢*) € C=R") NHI-DIZ2(R™), 0 <5 < 7] = [7/2] -1,
and denote
cp ={UeC™ | B (U)=f*) 0<j<|v] and
ngy]+2j(U) = ¢(2j)70 <j< |_’7J - |_’7/2J - 1}-
Then it holds that
Ex(U) = E2¢(Up)
for allU € C?, where Up € C? is the unique solution of (B.IJ).

Proof. Fix an element Uy € C? and set
Co'={UeC®|B}(U)=0,0<j< |y, and

BY i (U) =0,0< < [v] - /2] - 1}.
Observe that
CHl =Us+C.
Let V € C3”. Tt follows from Theorem .6 that

&y (V) = ‘/RH+I|A,]§L/2V|2ym dx dy
+

and that
d
dt
Moreover, equality holds if and only if V' = 0, and hence &>, is strictly convex in
C}. Since the solution Up € C3 of (B)) is a critical point of &,: C3y — R, the
result follows. O

Eay(U + V) = 260,(V) > 0.

The following corollary, obtained by evaluating £+ (V') using Theorem [5.2] gives
a sharp Sobolev trace inequality for the embedding
[v/2] [vl=1v/2]-1
WL7J+1’2(R1+1,y1_2[7]) N @ HY"%(R™) & @ HWI=01=21(Rm),
j=0

Jj=0
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Corollary 6.2. Let v € (0,00) \N. Then
L7/2] o
Eary (U Z c%J% FED (=AY~ £(20) gy

- L7/2J 1
n d,, j{ $29) ()Ll =bl=2d 4(20) g

for all U € C*' N WL7J+1’2(R1+1,y1_2[V]), where 21 = Bg}(U), 0<j<[v/2]
and ¢%) .= ng]+2j(U)’ 0<j<|v]—17v/2] —1, and the constants ¢, ; and d ;
are giwen in Theorem[5.2. Moreover, equality holds if and only if U is the solution

of GI).

Proof. Set C? =U+ Cgv. By Theorem [6.1] there is a unique minimizer Up of
a2 C2) = R. Since Up satisfies (5.1)), we deduce from Theorem [5.2 that

[v/2] o
527 UD Z c%J% f(2a A~ 2Jf(2J) dr

- Lv/ 2]-1
+ dy; f ) (=AY =D1=25 (29) gy,
The conclusion readily follows. (Il

Specializing to the case when B3 (U) = 0 for By} € By \{B;"} yields an energy
inequality relating a weighted GJMS operator in the interior and the fractional
Laplacian (—A)? in the boundary. This result makes explicit the sharp constants
in [25 Corollary 3.5].

Corollary 6.3. Let v € (0,00) \ N and denote
27*{U R”+1—>R|B (U)=0,1<j<|y], and
B3l 12,(U) = 0,0 < j < 7] = [7/2] - 1}.
Then
60 )2 (o D Ay i

forallU € C , where f:=U(-,0). Moreover, equahty holds if and only if U is the
unique solutzon of

Ak U =0, in R,
U=f, on R™,
(6.2) j _ vt POy=i) A n i
AU = o o A f, on R, for 1< < [/2),
ym0,AI U =0, on R"™, for 0<j < |v]—|v/2] -1,

where A, := A+ (1 —2[y))y~t0, and k = |v] + 1, and (—A)" f can be recovered
from the solution of ([G.2) by

N vy /YF( ) Y
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Proof. 1t follows immediately from Corollary that (6] holds for all U € Ci'y
with equality if and only if U is the unique solution of (&I with BSW(U )= f
and B3 (U) = 0 for B3! € B*'\ {B}"}. Using Proposition 34} we see that (6.2)
is equivalent to (BI) when the latter is restricted to functions U € Ciﬂy. Using
Theorem 52 we see that B2v 2;(U) =0 for all 1 < j < |v]. Proposition [3.4] and
Theorem [5.2] then imply the relation (6.3]). O

Our next result, obtained by applying the sharp fractional Sobolev inequalities [3]
4, 21] to Corollary [6:2] gives a sharp Sobolev trace inequality for the embedding

[v/2] ) [v]=1v/2]-1 )
WL Rt 120y @ L2715 (R™) & @ L7242+ (R™)
_ phurd

when n > 27.
Theorem 6.4. Let v € (0,n/2) \N. Then

Y ﬂ 2.]) 2y—4j .
2 n ‘Yn J (25112
Ea,(U 2::0 (o 23)6”” Vol(s™) 5 F D2y
[v]—1v/2]-1 .
I'(g + — -2 v)—2(v]—4j
ey PEEDIEDIENL, v e,
= TE-bhl+bl+2) RIS

for all U € C* A WIFL2(RAF! 41=200) where f29) .= BIY(U), 0 < j < |7/2],
and ¢29) .= BQEYH_%(U), 0 <j<|v)]—1v/2] —1, and the constants ¢, ~ and
dn~ are as in Theorem[ZA Moreover, equality holds if and only if U is the unique
solution of (BI) and there are constants aj,by € R and €j,¢¢ € (0,00) and points

&, Ce € R such that

. _n—2y+4j
fO) (@) =a; (g5 +1x =7 * 0<j<[v/2l,
_n=2[y]+2[v]+4j
P (x) = bj (ec + |z — ¢|?) 2 . 0<e< |y - v/l -1

for all x € R™.

Proof. Recall (see [3, 4, 21]) that if n > 2+, then
(n+2'y

7)V 1(5™) = || 112
() VSIS,
for all f € HY(R™), with equality if and only if there is are constants a € R and
€ € (0,00) and a point £ € R™ such that

_n—2y
f@)=ale+lz—¢?) 72
Combining this with Corollary [6.2] yields the desired conclusion. (Il

f(=A) fde>
Rn

By applying the sharp Onofri inequality [3], we can also use Corollary to
prove Theorem [[L4l This result gives a sharp Lebedev—Milin inequality for the
embedding

CJQFkJrl n Wk+1,2(R%rk+2) N EL (R2k+l)
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for any k € Nog. The general sharp inequality for W*+1:2(R2*"2) involves adding
extra LP-norms corresponding to f(2), 1 < j < |k/2], and ¢(*), 0 < j < k —
|k/2] — 1 as in Theorem [6.4]

Proof of Theorem[I-j} Recall (see [3]) that

F(=B)™2f dz > 2(n!) Vol(S™) log 7{ T dy
R

n

with equality if and only if there are constants a € R and ¢ € (0,00) and a point
& € R™ such that

e+ |z —¢?
= — 1 _
f(.I) a n 1+ |.’IJ|2
Combining this with Corollary [6.3] yields the desired conclusion. O
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