Moser-Trudinger and Beckner-Onofri’s inequalities on the CR sphere
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Abstract. We derive sharp Moser-Trudinger inequalities on the CR sphere. The first type is in the
Adams form, for powers of the sublaplacian and for general spectrally defined operators on the space of CR-
pluriharmonic functions. We will then obtain the sharp Beckner-Onofri inequality for CR-pluriharmonic
functions on the sphere, and, as a consequence, a sharp logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality

in the form given by Carlen and Loss.
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0. Introduction
Motivations and history.

The problem of finding optimal Sobolev inequalities continues to be a source of inspi-
ration to many analysts. The literature on the subject is vast and rich. Besides its intrinsic
value, the determination of best constants in Sobolev, or Sobolev type, inequalities has
almost always revealed or employed deep facts about the geometric structure of the un-
derlying space. More importantly, such constants were often the crucial elements needed
to identify extremal geometries, and to solve important problems such as isoperimetric
inequalities, eigenvalue comparison theorems, curvature prescription equations, existence
of solutions of PDE’s, and more.

This kind of research has produced a wealth of conclusive results in the context of
Euclidean spaces and Riemannian manifolds. In contrast, very little is known in subRie-
mannian geometry, even in the simplest cases of the Heisenberg group or the CR sphere;
this is especially true with regards to best constants in Sobolev imbeddings and sharp
geometric inequalities.

In order to motivate our work, we present three by now classical sharp inequalities on
the Euclidean R™, S™. First, there is the standard Sobolev imbedding W®/2:2 — [2n/(n—d)
(0 < d < n) represented by the optimal inequality

2n
n—d

|F||2 < C(d,n)/ FAGF q= (0.1)
X

with C(n,d) = wgd/”F(”T’d)/F(”TH), and where w,, denotes the volume of S™. For
X = R" the operator A, is A%2 and the extremals in (0.1) are dilations and translations
of the function (1 + |z|?)™™/9. For X = S" the operator Aq is the spherical picture of
A%2 obtained from it via the stereographic projection and conformal invariance. These
operators act on the kth order spherical harmonics Yy of S” as
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AdYV].C = Y. (0.2)
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When d = 2, Ay =Y = Agn + ”(”472), the conformal Laplacian; for general d € (0,n)
Ay, is the intertwining operator of order d for the complementary series representations of
SO(n+1,1), and it is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator with the same leading symbol
as (Agn)%2. The fundamental solution of Ay is given by the chordal distance function
cal¢ — 0|, with ¢,n € S™, where ¢4 is the same constant appearing in the fundamental
solution (Riesz kernel) for A%2 on R™. Higher order invariant operators where studied by
Branson [Br], and also Graham, Jenne, Mason, Sparling [GJMS].

The extremals for the inequality (0.1) in this case are functions of type |J,|'/? where

|.J;| denotes the density of the volume change via a conformal transformation 7 of S™.
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Both in R™ and S™ inequality (0.1) is invariant under the action of their conformal
group; for example on R" in addition to the usual dilation/translation invariance, there
is also an invariance under inversion: the action F — F(z/|z|?)|x|~2"/ leaves both sides
of (0.1) unchanged. It is this particular aspect that makes this type of operators and
inequalities interesting.

For d = 2 it was Talenti [Ta] who first derived (0.1) on R", followed by Aubin [Aul]
on S™. For general d the inequality is the dual of the sharp Hardy-Littlewood- Sobolev
inequality obtained by Lieb [L], a fundamental inequality which concerns the minimization
of [|F * |z|=*||;/||F|l, in the case p = 2; as stated, (0.1) appears in [Bec].

Next, there is the limit case d = n of the above imbedding, which gives the so-called

exponential class imbedding W"/22 — el

and more generally W"/PP — el itself a
limiting case of W¥P < L"/("=kp) Tn concrete terms the Sobolev imbedding in the

critical case kp = n is represented by a Moser-Trudinger-Adams inequality of type

/ exp {anp(ﬁ)p} < ¢ (0.3)
X ’ HBn/pFHp

where B,,/, is a suitable, possibly vector valued, pseudodifferential operator of order n/p,
and where the constant a, , is best, i.e. it cannot be replaced by a higher constant. Here
F runs through an appropriate subspace of W™/P? where B,, /p 1s invertible.

Estimate (0.3) was first studied in the case p = n by Trudinger [Tr] and later by
Aubin [Au2], who showed that el is locally integrable if F' € W™, The first sharp result
is due to Moser [Mosl]| on domains of R", later extended to operators of higher order and
general p by Adams [Ad]. On the sphere, the first result is by Moser himself [Mos2], in
the case n = p = 2 and for and general compact Riemannian manifolds of dimension n,
and operators of arbitrary order the best optimal inequality is due to Fontana [F]. The
operators involved there were either integer powers of the Laplace Beltrami operators, or
gradients ot those powers; in particular for (0.3) in the case p = 2 we get:

n(2m)"  nlw,

Qp2 =
Wn—1 2

One of the key ingredients needed in the proof of (0.3) was the precise asymptotic
expansion of the fundamental solutions for the operators involved.

Both (0.1) and (0.3) have important applications to isoperimetric problems, curvature
prescription equations, and other nonlinear PDE’s.



On S™ there is also another form of the exponential class imbedding, namely the
so-called Beckner-Onofri inequality

1
— uAnu—f—][ u—log][ e" >0, (0.4)

271' Sn

where ][ denotes the average operator, and where A,, is the intertwining operator defined

by (0.2) in the limit case d = n , namely with eigenvalues k(k+1)...(k+n—1). Such A, is
sometimes referred to as the Paneitz operator on the sphere, in honor of S. Paneitz who first
discovered a fourth order conformally invariant operator on general manifolds. Note that
Ao = A. Due to the particular nature of A,,, the functional in (0.4) is invariant under the
group action F' — F ot +log|J,|, where 7 is a conformal transformation of S™ and |J.| its
associated volume density; this action preserves the exponential integral. This important
inequality was first derived by Onofri in dimension 2, but its general n—dimensional form
was discovered later by Beckner [Bec|, via an endpoint differentiation argument based on
(0.1) and the sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality. Later, Chang and Yang [CY]
gave an alternative proof of (0.4) by a completely different method, based on an extended
and refined version of the original compactness argument used by Onofri.

Estimate (0.4) has relevant applications in spectral geometry and mathematical physics,
from comparison theorems for functional determinants to the theory of isospectral surfaces.
[Br], [BCY], [CY], [CQ], [O], [OPS].

For the past 15-20 years there has been a growing interest in finding the analogues of
the above results in the context of CR geometry. The biggest motivations are certainly the
isoperimetric inequality, the isospectral problem, extremals for spectral invariants such as
the functional determinant, and several other eigenvalue comparison theorems.

In the CR setting, the first and only known sharp Sobolev embedding estimate of
type (0.1) with conformal invariance properties is due to Jerison and Lee [JL1],[JL2], and
it holds on the Heisenberg group H" and on the CR sphere S?"*! in the case d = 2, for
the CR invariant Laplacian (which is the standard sublaplacian in the case of H"). The
corresponding version for operators of order 0 < d < Q = 2n+2, d # 2, is only conjectured,
and involves the intertwining operators A, for the complementary series representations
of SU(n + 1,1). The explicit form of such operators has been known for quite some
time, for example by work of Johnson and Wallach [JW], and also Branson, Olafsson
and QOrsted [BOQ], and can be described as follows. Let H,; be the space of harmonic
polynomials of bidegree (j,k) on S*"*! for j,k = 0,1, ...; such spaces make up for the
standard decomposition of L? into U(n + 1)-invariant and irreducible subspaces. The
intertwining operators of order d < @ are characterized (up to a constant) by their action
on ij S ij :

P+459).
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when d = 2 this gives the CR invariant sublaplacian. As it turns out these operators have
d—

a simple fundamental solution of type c4|1 — ¢- 7] % where ¢, n € §?"*1 for a suitable

constant ¢g. The conformally invariant sharp Sobolev inequality that is conjectured to be

_
= o

with extremals of type \JTW P 1 a conformal transformation of S?"*!; this is the Jerison-

true is
1

1|2 < —— ][ FALF ¢
g2n+1

S oar (0.6)

Lee inequality for d = 2 but it is an open problem for general d. This conjecture does
not seem to appear on any published articles, but it is well known within the group of
researchers interested in this type of questions. One of the aspects that makes the CR
treatment more difficult, is the lack, to date, of an effective symmetrization technique on
the CR sphere or the Heisenberg group, that would allow for example to show the dual
version of (0.6), namely the CR Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality.

Regarding Moser-Trudinger inequalities at the borderline case d = @/p, Cohn and
Lu recently made some progress [CoLul], [CoLu2|, deriving the CR analogue of (0.3) with
sharp exponential constant in the case of the gradient, p = @, both on H" or the CR S27+!
(see also [BMT] for similar results on Carnot groups). In regards to the “correct” CR
analogue of Beckner-Onofri’s inequality (0.4), the situation is not so obvious. One would
certainly start to consider the operator Ag = limgy_.g A4, the intertwining or Paneitz
operator at the end of the complementary series range; the kernel of this operator is the
space of CR-pluriharmonic functions on S$?"*!, given by P := @j (Hjo @ Hoj;). On the
basis of (0.4) the natural conjecture would be that for a suitable constant ¢,

cn][FAQF — log][ e~ >0, VF € WQ/22 (0.7)

where 7 F' denotes the Cauchy-Szego projection of F' on the space P. The Euclidean version
(0.4) can be cast in a similar form, with 7F being just the average of F. This inequality
however is not invariant under the conformal action that preserves the exponential integral,
ie. F'— Fort+log|J:|. On the other hand, the fact that Ag has such large kernel P
combined with the invariance of P under the conformal action (see Prop. 3.2) leads one to
think that there should be a CR version of (0.4) which is conformally invariant and whose
natural “milieu” is the space of CR-pluriharmonic functions; in this work we show that
this is indeed the case.

Main results.

The CR version of Beckner Onofri’s inequality proven in this paper is described as
follows. Let A’Q be the operator acting on CR-pluriharmonic functions as

'QZ(YJ‘O + Yo;) = ZAJ‘(Q)(on +Y05),  N(Q) =4+ 1)..(j+n)
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where Yo € Hjo, Yo; € Hoj. In Theorem 3.1 we prove that for any real F' € wWe/22np

we have )
S FA’F+][ F—lo][ et > 0. 0.8
2(’/’L + 1)' ]ézn+1 Q S2n+1 g S2n+1 - ( )

The functional in (0.8) is invariant under the conformal action ' — F o7 + log|J;|,
where 7 is a conformal transformation of S?"*1 (i.e. 7 is identified with an element of
SU(n+1,1)), and |J.| its Jacobian determinant. The extremals of (0.8) are precisely the
functions log |.J|.

A few remarks are in order. First, the conformal action is an affine representation
of SU(n +1,1), and the minimal nontrivial closed (real) subspace of L? that is invariant
under such action is precisely the space of real CR~pluriharmonic functions (Prop. 3.2).
This is in contrast with the Euclidean case, for the action induced by SO(n+1, 1), since in
that case the only invariant closed subspaces of L? are the trivial ones. This observation
seems to justify (at least partially) that inequality (0.8) could be regarded as the direct
CR analogue of (0.4) from the point of view of conformal invariance.

Secondly, the key character in (0.8) is the operator A}, which we call the conditional
intertwinor of order @ on P. This operator is the CR analogue on P of the Paneitz, or
GJMS, operator A,, on the standard Euclidean sphere, and coincides, up to a multiplicative
constant, with the d—derivative at d = Q) of Ay restricted to P. Moreover, we have

AQF = H 2L+(F, FeP

where L is the standard sublaplacian on the sphere. To our knowledge such operator is
introduced here for the first time.

Finally, if conjecture (0.6) were true then (0.8) would result by the same endpoint
differentiation argument used by Beckner to obtain (0.4). The meaning of this is that even
though we do not know whether (0.6) holds, we can still consider the functional

1 2/(1 2@
o J GG - (][ 'G'qu) S o g

and take its d—derivative at () under the restriction I’ € P; the result of this operation is
the functional in (0.8). This argument will in fact be used to prove the conformal invariance
of (0.8) (see Prop. 3.2).

Our proof of (0.8) follows the same general strategy used by Chang-Yang and Onofri.
The first step is to show that the functional in (0.8) is bounded below. This is accomplished
by a “linearization” procedure from a sharp Adams inequality on the CR sphere derived
here for the first time. Indeed a substantial portion of this work is dedicated to inequalities

of type
/ e {A <7‘F‘ )p}d§<(] (0.9)
Xp d ~ .
s2ot 1BaF Iy "
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where 0 < d < @, dp = Q). We will obtain (0.9) for what we call d—type operators on
Hardy spaces HP?, or PP (LP boundary values of pluriharmonic functions on the ball), and
which are essentially finite sums of powers of the sublaplacian, restricted to such spaces,
with leading power equal to d/2. When p = 2, the case of interest for (0.8), we have
Agje = %(n + 1)lway, 41 and this constant is sharp, i.e. in (0.9) it cannot be replaced by a
larger constant, For general p we can only provide upper and lower bounds for the sharp
constant. We will also obtain (0.9) on the full WP for By = L%? or By = D2 where
L is the sublaplacian of the CR sphere, and D = L + "72 is the conformal sublaplacian.
In this case the constants are sharp for any p. In a forthcoming paper we will treat sharp
Adams inequalities for more general spectrally defined operators on WP,

Various instances of inequality (0.9) in different settings and forms can be found in
the literature. The most common and basic strategy to prove them goes back to Adams.
It reduces the problem to a sharp exponential inequality for the convolution with the
fundamental solution of the operator involved. A tipical obstacle comes from the fact that
in many cases such fundamental solution is only approximately known, but in [F] Fontana
showed that only suitable asymptotics are really needed, and that it is not even necessary
to have a convolution operator. Fontana’s original work was for a class of differential
operators on compact Riemannian manifolds without boundary. In this paper we present
a general unified abstract result on exponential integrability in the Adams form, but valid
in arbitrary measure spaces, and with rather minimal assumptions. The proof of such
result relies on extensions and refinements of the methods used in [F], and its proof will
appear in a separate work [FM]. With this approach the key step in the proof of (0.9)
consists in proving only a precise asymptotic expansion for the distribution function of the
fundamental solution.

Finally, but not less importantly, (0.8) implies the following sharp logarithmic Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality:

1
(n+ 1)][][log o7 G(¢)G(n)d¢dn g][GlongC (0.10)

valid for all G > 0 with the right hand side finite, and ][ G = 1. The inequality is confor-

mally invariant under the action G — (G o 7)|J;|, and its extremals are the functions |.J;|,
with 7 any conformal transformation. The logarithmic kernel in (0.10) is a fundamental
solution of A’Q as an operator acting on CR-pluriharmonic functions:

(A/Q)*l(C,ﬁ) = _F(g)w2 o

In the Euclidean context (0.10) was obtained by Carlen and Loss [CL] from the sharp
inequality (0.1), cast in its dual form, via endpoint differentiation. In some precise sense
(0.10) and (0.8) are dual of one another. Finally we will derive an equivalent version of
(0.10) on the Heisenberg group, using the conformal invariance of such inequality.

log |1 —¢- 7.



Ideas for related research

The inequality obtained by Beckner and Onofri turned out to be central in the prob-
lem of finding extremal geometries for the functional determinant of certain operators on
compact Riemannian manifolds. We expect the same to be true in the case of CR ge-
ometry, namely that an explicit computation of functional determinants of conformally
invariant operators, at least in low dimensions, would involve the functional in (0.8), and
that (0.8) itself would be useful in solving extremal problems.

At the dual end, the third author has shown in [M1] that the logarithmic Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on S™ was the analytic expression of an extremal problem
for the regularized zeta function of the Paneitz operators. Likewise we expect the same to
be true on the CR sphere.

We hope that the results presented in this paper will serve as an incentive to pursue
these matters, and in particular to motivate the explicit calculation of functional determi-
nants for low dimensional CR-manifolds.

In memory of Tom Branson.

Tom Branson wrote: “What I have in mind is to generalize Beckner’s sharp, invariant
Moser-Trudinger inequality on S™, which is a fact about conformal geometry, to a fact
about CR geometry, and eventually other rank 1 and higher rank geometries” [Br1]. Chang
and Yang gave an alternative, symmetrization-free proof of Beckner’s inequality on S";
it was Branson’s idea that we might attempt to “play the same game” on the CR sphere.
“This is not just any example; it’s the one people will be by far most interested in, because
of CR geometry” [Brl]|. The present paper is the result of our efforts to prove that Tom
Branson’s original intuition was indeed correct: yes, we can play the same game, but on
the space of CR-pluriharmonic functions (and with considerably more difficulties).

Tom Branson suddenly passed away in March 2006.
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1. Intertwining operators on the CR sphere.

The Heisenberg group, the complex sphere and the Cayley transform

The Heisenberg group H" is C" x R with elements u = (z,t), z = (21, ..., 2n), and with
group law
(2, )2\ t)=(z+2,t+t +2Imz2-7)

where we set z-w = Y| z;w;, for w = (w1, ...,w,). The Lebesegue-Haar measure on H"
is denoted by du = dzdt.



Throughout the paper we will often use the standard notation for the homogeneous
dimension of H":
Q =2n+2.

The sphere S2"*! is the boundary of the unit ball B of C"*'. In coordinates, ¢ =
(C1y oy Cngr) € 827 if and only if ¢-¢ = 327 |¢;]? = 1. The standard Euclidean volume
element of S?"*1 will be denoted by d(.

The Heisenberg group and the sphere are equivalent via the Cayley transform C :
H" — §27*1\ (0,0, ...,0,—1) given by

2z 1—\z\2—z’t>
L+ |22 +dt’ 14|22 + it

C(2,t) = (

and with inverse

-1 . Cl Cn 1- Cn-i—l
¢ (C)_<1+Cn+17m71+Cn+1,Iml+Cn+1>.

We will use the notation
N =C(0,0) = (0,0,...,1).

The Jacobian determinant (really a volume density) of this transformation is given by
22n+1

|Je(z,t)] = (<1 )2+ t2)n+1

so that
/ Fd¢ = (FoC)|Jc|dzdt
S2n+1 H”

The homogeneous norm on H" is defined by
(2, 8)] = (|2|* +¢2)1/*

and the distance from u = (2,t) and v = (2/,¢) is

d((2, 1), (2,1)) = v " = (2 = 2/|" + (= — 2m (2 - 7)) /"

On the sphere the distance function is defined as

d(Cm?2 =21 —¢-m = ||¢ = = 2iTm (C-7)| = (I¢ = nl* + 4-Tm (¢ - 7)) */*

and a simple calculation shows that if u = (2,t),v = (/,t'), and { = C(u), n = C(v). then

1-¢q _
2

—1/2

o ul2((1+ 12122 +62) 72+ 1222 + ()?) (1.1)
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i.e.

o= (i) (wepmmer) - 09

Sublaplacians on H" and S*"*1.
The sublaplacian on H" is the second order differential operator

n

1

Lo=—7 2 (X7+Y7)
j=1
0 0 0 0 0
where X; = 8—903 + 2yj&, Y, = 3—% — 2%@’ and e denote the basis of the space of

left-invariant vector fields on H". It’s easy to check that

1 . _
,C()—_E Z(ZjZ3+Z3ZJ)
j=1
where 9 o o 0
10 e YT o
and with 8—zj = §<ax3 _Zayj)’ afj N 5(8—1‘] +Za—yj).

The fundamental solution of £y was computed by Folland [Fol] and

B 2n—2r(%)2
- 7Tn+1

Eal(u, v) = Cyd(u, U)Q*Q, Cs

so that
G(u) = / Colv]*~CF (v u)dv = / Lo (u,v)F(v)dv

solves LoG = F.

On the standard sphere, the sublaplacian is defined similarly as

1 n—+1 o o
L= D) Z(TjTJ +1;T5)
j=1
where
P _ n+1 o
T = — — (. = — 1.3
=56 ~GR R=D Gge (1.3)
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and where the T} generate the holomorphic tangent space T4 oS ntl — TLOC”HH(CTS 2ntl
Explicitly

n+1 2
n _
L=-A+ +-(R+R 1.4
chckamk LR+ (1.4
62
with A =>". —. The trasversal direction is the real vector field

and CT'S?"*! is generated by the T;,T,,7 .
The conformal sublaplacian on the sphere is defined as
2
n
D=L+ —.
* 4

The fundamental solution of D has been computed by Geller [Ge] (Thm. 2.1 with a =0
and modulo volume normalization)

2n—1F n\2
_1(C7T’> =C2 d((ﬂ?)z_Q, Coy = T(lz) = 202 (16)

in the sense that for smooth F : S2*t1 — C the function
GO =D = [ eadCw* P )y

satisfies DG = F'.
The peculiarity of D is its direct relation with Ly via the Cayley transform:

Q-2 Q+2
£o((@1e) ¥ (Fo0)) = (214e)) ¥ (DF) o C (1.7)
which can be readily established by using the explicit formulas for the fundamental solu-
tions and (1.2). The multiplicative factor 2 in the above formula appears because we use
the standard volume elements for H" and S?"*! instead of the volume forms associated
with the standard contact forms 6, and 6 of these two spaces. In this case indeed we have

that

fOoANdby...Adby =2""n! | fdzdt = / FOANdO...NdO = 22”+1n!/ Fd¢
H™ H™ S2n+1 S2n+1

11



where f = (FoC)(2|J¢|) (see Jerison-Lee [JL1)]. This also accounts for the factor 2 in the
relation c; = 2C5.

Spherical and zonal harmonics on the CR sphere.

The Hilbert space L?(S?"T1), endowed with the inner product
(F,G) = / FGd¢
g2n+1

can be decomposed as L?(S?" 1) = @ H,;.k, where H;  is the space of harmonic poly-
7,k>0

nomials on C"! which are homogeneous of degree 7, k in the (’s and (’s respectively, and

restricted to the sphere. The dimension of H; j, is

G+n—Dlk+n—D(j+k+n)

nl(n —1)!5k! (1.8)

dim('Hj,k) = mjk =

and if {Y’ k} is an orthonormal basis of H,; then the zonal harmonics are defined as

®;k(¢,m) =D Y5OV ()

The ®; ;, are invariant under the transitive action of U(n) and it turns out that

(G+n—D+k+n)

want1n!y!

©(C,n) = 0 (C-7) = (¢ * P lc P - 1) (1.9)

if k < j, and ®x(C,n) = (¢ 7) = iy (C7), if 5 < k, where P\ are the Jacobi
polynomials (see [VK], Section 11.3.2).

In particular, since Pén_l’j ) =1 we have also

L@G+%)
I'(j+ 1)F( )want1

(7 +n)!
j!n!w2n+1

and @oi(C- 1) = Pro(C- M) = Pro(C-7).

If F € L? then
Z /,5’2n+1 ]k C 77)

7,k>0

Djo(C-7) = ¢ = ¢-7) (1.10)

the series being convergent in L2.

12



Hardy spaces and CR-pluriharmonic functions.

In the sequel we will use the following notations
H=6 j>0 Hjo = {L boundary values of holomorphic functions on the unit ball }
H= &P >0 Ho; = {L boundary values of antiholomorphic functions on the unit ball }
P =H & H = {L? CR-pluriharmonic functions }
RP = {L2 real-valued CR-pluriharmonic functions }
Ho, Ho, Po, RPy = functions in H, H, P, RP with 0 mean.

The space H is the classical Hardy space for the boundary of the unit ball of C™*!.

The Cauchy-Szego projection g : L2(S2”+1) — H is given by the Cauchy-Szego kernel

(I)OC 77
w2n+1(1—C ) ; J

The projection operator on P
7 LA(S*"Th) P

has kernel 2Re K ({,n) — . Denote by P+ the orthogonal complement of P, with
Wan+1

respect to the standard Hermitian product ¢- 7, i.e.

L2($%" ) = P& P,

The Hardy spaces for p > 1 are defined similarly. HP will denote the LP closure of
boundary values of holomorphic functions on the unit ball, and likewise for all the other
spaces Hb, PP, Pl ... etc. The Cauchy-Szego projection 7 sends L into H? boundedly.

Sobolev spaces.

The Sobolev, or Folland-Stein, spaces on H" and S?"*! can be defined in terms of
the powers of the corresponding conformal sublaplacians. The main references here are for
example [ACDBJ, [ADB], [Fo2]. We summarize the main properties below.

It is well known (see e.g. [St]) that for Y}, € H;x

. n
DY = AjAkYjk, Aj =7+ B (1.11)

For F € L*(S?"1), we can write F' = 37 o > ¢y (F)Y}),, and ¢}, (F) = /FYék,
in particular, if F € C*°(S?"1) then (1.11) implies that

m]k

SN AR ()P < (1.12)

3,k>0 £=1
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For F € C*°(S?"1) we then define for any d € R

mik

DIE = 3 S (A ()Y (113
7,k>0 ¢=1

so that D%?2 extends naturally to the space of distributions on the sphere. For d > 0, p > 1
we let
WeP = {F e LP: DY?F ¢ LP}

endowed with norm
IFlyan = 1DV F||;

the space WP is the completion of C°°(S?"*1) under such norm.
W2 is the space of F in L? so that (1.12) and (1.13) hold, and it’s a Hilbert space
with inner product and norm

(F,G)yan =/ DY F D@, |Flwaz = (F,F)/5 .
S§2n+1

Clearly ||(I 4+ £)%2||y yields an equivalent norm on W%2. Also, if L? denotes the classical

Sobolev space on S?"*!, defined as above but using the Laplace-Beltrami A rather than
D, and with norm |||z = [|(I + A)Y/2F ||y, then

L3 Wit I,

in fact
allFllz , < [Flwas < el Fllzs

for some ¢y, co > 0, as one can easily see by comparing the eingenvalues of D with those
of I+ A (ie. 14+ (7 +k)(j+k+2n)).
The dual of W%2 is the space of distributions

(Wd,Q)/ — {Dd/2F,F c LQ}

and it coincides with WW~%2 defined as the space of distributions 7" such that D~%2T ¢ L2.

The operators D%?2 and £4? are positive and self-adjoint in their domain W%2. The
quadratic form (Dd/ 4 DI 1@) allows us to further extend D2 and £Y2 to operators
defined on W9%/22 (the form domain) valued in W~%/2:2. In the sequel we will denote such
extensions by D2, £4/2 with domain W%/2:2,

On the Heisenberg group the Sobolev spaces are defined analogously as the completion
of C2°(H") under the norm ||(I 4+ L)% ?2||5. The resulting space is still denoted by W2

14



Intertwining and Paneitz-type operators on the CR sphere

The group SU(n + 1,1) acts as a group of conformal transformations on $?"*! and
therefore on H" by means of the Cayley projection (see [KR1-2]). Recall that a conformal
(or contact) transformation, is a diffeomorphism h : H" — H" that preserves the contact
structure, i.e. if #y is a contact form, then h*6y = \Jh]2/Q00, where |J,| is the Jacobian
determinant of h. An analogue of the Euclidean Liouville’s theorem holds: every C*
conformal mapping on H" comes from the action of an element of SU(n+1,1), and it can
be written as composition of

left translations (z,t) — (2/,t')(2, 1)
dilations (z,t) — (6z,0%t), § >0
rotations (z,t) — (Rz,t), R € U(n)
inversion (z,t) — (— G ,— t )
|z|2 + it |z|* + 2

Let us denote the spaces of conformal transformations of H" by CON(H"), and the space
of conformal tranformations of S?"*1 by CON(S?"*1) := {7 : 7 = CohoC™! some
h € CON(H")}. Note that the inversion on H" corresponds to the antipodal map ( — —(
on S+l

The functions |J,| with A € CON(H"), are obtained from |J¢| by left translations and
dilations and can be written as (cf [JL2])

B C
|22+ it + 22w+ A

| ()] }Q’ C>0,weC", ANeC,ReA> |w* u=(z1t) € H"
From this formula it’s easy to see that the family of functions |.J,| with 7 € CON(S?"+1)
can be parametrized as

C

L@ C>0,weC" |w <1, e st (1.14)

|J7(O)

The following formulas hold:

d(h(u), h(v)) = d(u, v>|Jh<u>|;—Q 'jhwf’ vh € CON(H") (1.15)

()] V1 € CON(SQ”H)

These formulas are trivially checked on traslations, rotations, dilations of H", and on
the inversion of S?"*!; using (1.2) one can cover the remanining cases.

=
—~
9
—
Y
~
3
~
=
SN—
~—
I
—
~~
I
=
=
=
—~
Iy
=
N
O

The operators £y and D are intertwining in the sense that for each f, F € W2
[ | QR CD(Lof) 0 b= Lo(|Ju| Q7P ED(f o b)), Vh € CON(H")
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’JT‘(QJr?)/(?Q)(DF) oT = D(‘JT‘(Q*@/(?Q)(F o 7-)>7 vr € CON(S>+1) (1.16)

To check these formulas it’s enough to rewrite them in terms of the inverse operators
Ly 1. D=1, and then use the explicit formulas for their kernels and (1.15).

For 0 < d < @ the general intertwining operator A, of order d is defined by the
following property:

|| @D/ CRA( A FY o 7 = Ag(|J-|@=D/CD(F o)), ¥re CON(S™T)  (1.17)

for each F' € C*(5?"*1) and hence for each F' € W%/22 (in fact for each distribution F).
In other words, the natural pullback of A, by a conformal transformation 7 satisfies

T* Ag(r7h)* = || T@FD/2Q) 4 ) g |(@-D)/(2Q)

where 7" F = F o .

The concept of intertwining operator is more properly understood in the context of
representation theory of semisimple Lie groups, in our case SU(n + 1,1), see e.g. [Br],
[BO®],[C], [JW]. In particular, for d € C the map uq : 7 — {F — |J;|(@+D/CO(For)}
is a representation of the group SU(n + 1,1), modulo identification of the latter with
CON(S?"*1); these ug are known as principal series representations of SU(n + 1,1), and
the ones corresponding to d € (—@Q, Q) are called complementary series. The relation (1.17)
says that A, intertwines the representations ug and u_4. The present formulation is given
in elementary differential-geometric terms, which for our purposes is more than enough
(see however [Br], pp 18-19, for a digression on the uy4 in more Lie-theoretic language).

It is known, from the above works (see also Appendix A, Prop. A.1), that an operator
satisfying (1.17) is diagonal w.r. to the spherical harmonics, and its spectrum is completely
determined up to a multiplicative constant by the functions

Q+d | -
F( 1 tJ ) o ad/2
(%54 +)
in the sense that up to a constant the spectrum is precisely {\;(d)A\x(d)}. From now on
we will choose such constant to be 1, i.e. Ay will be the operator on W2 such that

A, (d) = (1.18)

AaYje = A(d)Ae(d) Yk, Yk € Hjg (1.19)

The form (Ai/ °F, A;/ ’@) allows us to extend Ay to an operator with domain W4/2:2
valued in W~%22 which we still denote by Ag. The eigenvalues of such operators are
still A;(d)Ax(d), i.e. (1.19) holds, in the sense of forms. Since A;(d) > 0 for all j > 0
then KerA,; = {0}, and eigenvalue estimate shows easily that [|Ag/2F |2 or [|(Aqa)'/?|2
are equivalent to ||F||yaz2, for 0 < d < Q. Observe that in the case d = 2 we have
Ai(2) = A\; = j + 5, and we recover the conformal sublaplacian i.e.

Ay =D.
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A fundamental solution of A, is given by

GalCm) = A7 G = 3 % = cad((, )" @ (1.20)
j,k>0 "
with 4 o2
cq = 2N (1.21)

()

and where the series converges unconditionally in the sense of distributions, and also in L? if
Q/2 < d < Q. The proof of (1.20) is somehow implicit in the work of Johnson and Wallach
[JW], and a similar formula (still quoted from [JW]) appears in [ACDB] (formula (11)),
but with different normalizations. The case d an even integer was treated by Graham [Gr],
including the expression for the fundamental solution. For the reader’s sake in Appendix
A we offer a self-contained proof of the spectral characterization of intertwining operators,
in the sense of (1.17), and of formula (1.20), using only the explicit knowledge of the zonal
harmonics. We note here (but see also Appendix A) that the intertwining property can
be checked directly using (1.20) and formulas (1.15), after casting (1.17) in terms of the
inverse A7 .

We shall be concerned with the intertwining, Paneitz-type operators of order ). Notic-
ing that

r(5Y) Q-d.Q
e~ @)

Ao(d) = 5
we easily obtain from (1.17) that the operator Ag : W42 — PL defined as

d—Q (1.22)

AgF = dhné) AqF (1.23)

the limit being in L?, satisfies for ' € W2
|J-|(AgF) o7 = Ag(F o7), ¥r € CON(S*"*1) (1.24)

or

T A(r7)T = |77 Aq. (1.25)
The operator A can be extended via its quadratic form to an operator, still denoted
by Ag, with domain W®/22 kernel KerAg = P, valued in (WQ/2’2)/ = W~9/22 The
identity (1.24) is still valid for F € W®/22 and
AQYjr = X(Q)Me(Q)Yje = j(G +1)..( + n)k(k + 1)...(k + n)Yji.

Observe that ||(I +.Ag)*/?F||2 is equivalent to || F||jye/22 on the space W®@/22 Pt

In the case d an even integer it is possible to write down a more explicit formula for

Ag as a product of Geller’s type operators. In fact, we can recover the operators found by
Graham in [Gr]:
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Proposition 1.1. Ifd < Q) is an even integer, then Ay is a differential operator and

¢ d
Z—l
H(D—Mﬂ(%ﬂﬁ)(l)—@—i(%ﬂﬁ) if geN
Ag = L2
d—2
D D—0 20T ) (D—-0? 20T if —~= €N,
[T (0 +207) (0 - 27) 4

Proof. We have
1

Mld) =TT g +e-1+3)
£=0

N,

from which it’s easy to check that (recall: \; = j + 5)

(%—1
L0228 - 57 it Len
A(dAu(d) = { =0

d—

T
AAkH A2 -2 (A: - 0?) if —=€eN.
The proof is completed noticing that 7Y}, = %(] — k)Y, for Y, € H,i, and that
(N~ 82) (3 — ) = (e — B2 4003 — K)) (g — 62— () — ).

1

Note in particular that when d = 4

2

Ai=(£+ )

Also, note that since 72 = —|7|? then on can isolate the highest order derivatives in
the above expression, counting 7" as an operator of order 2, and obtain

‘d/2 F(L’|2T\_1 2+d)

=27
A= R e 2

+ lower order derivatives. (1.26)

The formula above needs of course to be suitably interpreted, as 7 is invertible only on
the space €. ; ¢k jk- For d not an even integer, we speculate that there might still be a
way to make sense out of (1.26), as the “leading operator” appearing in that formula, has
the same form as the intertwinor on the Heisenberg group (see (1.33)).
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Remark. It is possible to show that a fundamental solution for Ag : P+ — P~ is given
by
2 d?
5 5 10g2 (gﬂ?)
wont11(F)

(up to a CR-pluriharmonic function). This calculation can be effected using the explicit

A (¢m) =

formula for the fundamental solution of A4, and differentiating twice with respect to d at
d = @ (note that the constant ¢, has a pole of order two ad d = Q).

Conditional intertwinors.

Of particular importance for us, is the existence of another intertwinor of order @)
defined on P, which we call the conditional intertwinor or Paneitz operator on P. This
is defined on C*°(S?"*1) (and hence on the space of distributions) by its action on the
spherical harmonics in the following way:

AgYj0 = A (Q)Yj0 = j(j +1)...(J +n)Yjo, ApYor = Ak(Q)Yor (1.27)

and ApYj, = 0, if jk > 0. Observe that [|(I + Afp)"/?F|| is equivalent to || F||yyq/2.2 on
we22np.

We summarize the properties of A’Q in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.2. Aj, as defined as in (1.27) is a positive semidefinite, self-adjoint oper-
ator, with Ker Ay, = Pg-. For each F € WR/22 NP we have

A =2 00 (R = tim AR (1.28)

F(%) od d=Q d—Q )\o(d)

and for every 7 € CON(S?n+1)

2
\JT|(A’QF) oT = A’Q(F oT)+ QT@AQ(IOg |J-|(F o 7')) (1.29)
2
Moreover, A’Q is a differential operator with
AP =Tl QTI+0OF =] (RL+0F,  VFeC™(S*)nP (1.30)
£=0 =0
and it is injective on Py with fundamental solution
- 2 d*(¢,m)
Go(Gm) = (Ag) "M (Gm) = —— oy B (1.31)
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Note that (1.29) says that the intertwining property in the form (1.24) or (1.25)
continues to hold for A’Q, but modulo distributions that annihilate P (or modulo functions
in P+, if F € W??2). Also, A'Q is an intertwining operator if seen as an operator from
P to L?/PL. In particular, the representations intertwined by A’Q are the standard shift
7—={F—For},onP,and 7 — {[F] — [(Fo7)|J;|]}on L?/P+.

Proof. The eigenvalues of A’Q vanish when j = 0 hence KerA'Q = Pg-. The first identity

follows easily from (1.22). To prove (1.29), it’s enough to take the d-derivative at @) of
(1.17):

| Inl(AQF) o7 |- log |J-|(AgF) o = Ap(F o)+ Ag (log |J-|(F o))

2 2
Qr(%) Qr(s)

for each F' € C>°(S?"*1). We can trivially check (1.30) when F is a spherical harmonic.
The last statement (1.31) follows from the formula

o @ X

)w2n+1

Go(¢n)

/

Intertwining operators on the Heisenberg group.
For completeness we say a few words for the case of the intertwining operators on H".

We already know from (1.7) that there is a direct connection between Az = D and Ly,
via the Cayley transform. To find the analogue situation for A4 one basically has to find
the operator on H" with fundamental solution |u|?~%, since this operator is easily checked
to be intertwining. This has been done by Cowling [C] and the result can be formulated
as follows. Consider the U(n)—spherical functions

Oy (2, t) = MNP LT (N 22), A #£0,keN

where Lz_l denote the classical Laguerre polynomial of degree k and order n — 1. These
are the eigenfunctions of the sublaplacian £y and of T' = 0;:

ﬁoq))\’k = ’)\’(2]{ + n)q))\,k, T(I))\,k = Z.)\q))\’k.

On H" there is a notion of “group Fourier transform”, which on radial functions (i.e.
functions depending only on |z| and ¢) takes the form

Foub = [ anoftdd, e L(E),
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With this notation we have

~ — ~

LofNK) = Nk +n)FNEK),  TFOLK) = —iAf(\ k).

In analogy with the sphere situation, on can show that up to a multiplicative constant
there is a unique operator L4 such that

|Jh|(Q+d)/(2Q)(£df) oh = ﬁd(‘Jh|(Q_d)/(2Q)(f o h)), Vh € CON(H”)
for f € C>°(H"), and such L is characterized by (under our choice of the constant)

(k%)

Laf(\ k) = 29/2|\|/2

= 24/2| X2 )\, (d), (1.32)

or, otherwise put,
D(Lol2T| 7t + 2£9)

Ly = |2T|Y* : 1.33
@ = 27| T(Lo2T|~" + 239) (1.33)

With this particular choice of the multiplicative constant we have

Lo=Ly, Lyi=Li+T*=L5—|T|
Q—d Q+d
La((21Ie) 57 (Fo0)) = (21Je) 52 (AaF) o€
and a fundamental solution of L is
1 1,1d—Q 1 QH_%_lr(%f

£d (U,U) = Od |’U U| s Od =3 Cq = ﬂ-n—i-ll"(g) . (134)

The proofs of these facts are more or less contained in [C], Thm 8.1, which gives the
computation of the group Fourier transform of |u|9~%. Note however, that our proof of
the corresponding facts on the sphere (Appendix A) can easily be adapted to this situation.

We remark here that in the case d an even integer the operator £, coincides with the
operator found by Graham in [Gr].

The intertwinors at level d = Q on H" are obtained in the same manner as those for
the sphere. There’s the operator
Lo= lim L
Q d—Q d

whose kernel is the space of boundary values of pluriharmonic functions on the Siegel
domain (modulo identification of its boundary with H"). In terms of Ay we have

Lo(FoC)=2|Jc|(AgF)oC. (1.35)
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For the conditional intertwinor, we recall that f is the boundary value of a holomorphic
resp. antiholomorphic function on the Siegel domain if and only if f(A, k) =0 if k # 0 or
A < O0resp. A > 0. So for f a smooth CR-pluriharmonic function on H" we can define, in

analogy with Ay and via (1.32),

/ 4: a . ]_ Q/2
f=——Fv—5 Laf = lim —— Lyf = [2T|%/*f.
¢ I($) 9dl4—q T ame Mo(d) 271

With this definition we have for a smooth F' € P

2|Je|(AQF) o C = LG(FoC) + LLQ(log(zucy)(F 0C))

Q
Qr(3)
which basically says that the conditional intertwinor on S2"*! is nothing but |27%/2 on
the H"-pluriharmonic functions, “lifted” from H" to S?"*! via the Cayley map (note that
the second term on the right is orthogonal the the pluriharmonics). Also, we have

[Tnl(Lgf) o h=Lo(foh)+ Lq(loglJu|(foh)), he CON(H")

2
Qr(%)
analogous to (1.29).

Intertwining operators and change of metric.

The sublaplacian and conformal sublaplacian can be defined intrinsecally on any com-
pact, strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold M, in terms of the contact form 6; see e.g. [JL1],
[St]. If D, is such conformal sublaplacian, then for any positive, smooth W on M there
is a simple transformation formula for the conformal sublaplacian under conformal change
of contact structure:

Dyy =W~ 5 D,W 5 (1.36)
where, as usual, () = 2n+ 2, and 2n+ 1 is the dimension of the manifold. We would like to
extend this process to the operators A, and A’Q on the CR sphere. Unfortunately, there
does not exist a general theory of such operators on general CR manifolds, i.e. we do not
have available an intrinsic expression of Ay in terms of the contact structure. However,
we are just interested in conformal changes of the standard CR structure of the sphere,
and in the eigenvalues of the corresponding operators, so we can easily bypass the above
difficulty as follows.

In order to motivate our construction, first observe that the sublaplacian Dy, on
(S2n+1 W6,) satisfies (1.36) i.e. Dy = WD W, and that it is a positive self-
adjoint operator densely defined on L?(S?"*1 Wd(). By standard facts (which will be
recalled below) Dy has eingevalues 0 < A;(W) T oo, and by the intertwining property
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(1.16) (see proof of Prop. 1.3 below) such eigenvalues are invariant under the conformal
action that preserves L9/2 norms:

A (W) = X (W om)|J[29).

We can now extend all this to the operators Ay. For 0 < W € C°°(S?"*+1) and
0 < d < @, the L? Hermitian products

(F,G) = / FGdc, (F,G)w = / FGW®/dqc¢
S2n+1 S2n+1

are obviously defining equivalent norms on L? and the sequilinear forms
ag(F,G) = (AY°F, AYV?G), oV (F,G) = (AY?F, AY?G)w

are continuous on W%22 and define equivalent norms on such space. Likewise, the forms
ag(F,G) = (A F,AY’G), ol (F.G) = (AY’F, A C)w

are continuous on W%/22 and (F,G) + ag(F,G), (F,G)w + agy (F,g) define equivalent
norms on W%/22 1 P+ and the forms

aQ(F,G) = ((AQ)'/*F, (AQ)'*G), ()" (F.G) = ((AQ)'/*F, (Ap)'*G)

are continuous on W%/22 and (F, G) +an(F,G), (F,G)w+(ap)" (F, G) define equivalent
norms on W&?/2:2 0 P.

By the equivalence of the norms in L?(d¢) and L?(Wd() we have that P and PL are
closed subspaces (in general not orthogonal!) of L?(Wd(). Therefore, there are orthogonal
complements to such spaces, and projections

mw: L? — P, T o L2 — PE.

Proposition 1.3. Let W € C>(S?"™1), with W > 0. For 0 < d < Q the operator
Q+d

Ag(W) = W% A,W 5" is positive, self-adjoint and invertible, and

(AN A WG, = (AR AG)  vEGew . (137)

w

There is a sequence {(bJW} of eigenfunctions of Ag(W') which form an orthonormal basis of
L? w.r. to the product (F,G)w. The corresponding eigenvalues {\;(d, W)} are positive,
nondecreasing, and for any T € CON(S2"T1).

Nj(d, W) =X (d, W), W, =(Wor)|J,|¥? (1.38)
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When d = () the operators
AG(W) =y WA, Ag(W) = 7y W1 Ag (1.39)

are positive semidefinite, self-adjoint and invertible on W®/22 NPy and W<@/22 0 pL
respectively, and in such spaces

((AQ)P(W)F, (AQ) 2 (W)G),,, = ((AQ)'/°F, (AR)'/?G) (1.40)
(A W)F, AL (W)Q),, = (AY°F,AY?G). (1.41)

There is a sequence {¢}"' } of eigenfunctions of Ay, (W) which form an orthonormal basis of
Py w.r. to the product (F,G)w. The corresponding eigenvalues {\;(Q, W)} are positive,
nondecreasing, and satisfy (1.38) with d = Q. Similarly for Aqg(W).

Proof. This proposition follows in a more or less straightforward way from the standard
spectral theory of forms and operators (e.g. see [Sh|, Theorem 7.7). For 0 < d < @ identity
(1.37) is immediate, and the form (AE/QF, AE/QF) is equivalent to || F||yya/2.2. Since W4/2:2
is compactly imbedded in L? we can find an o.n. basis of eigenfunctions of A4(W). Identity
(1.38) follows easily from the intertwining property (1.17). Indeed, using (1.17) one checks
that if A\ is an eigenvalue of A4(W,) with eigenfunction ¢ then X is also an eigenvalue of
Aq(W), with eigenfunction ¢ o 771, The proof of the case d = @ is similar, except that
the background Hilbert spaces are now P or PL, and that (1.40), (1.41) follow from (1.29)
and (1.17) respectively.

I

The operators Aq(W) and A (W) are natural generalizations of the corresponding
operators Ag, Ag, under conformal change of contact form via W. Indeed, from (1.17),
(1.24), (1.29)

T AW (T = Aa(Wr) (0<d<Q) 7 AG(W)(r7h)*" = Ap(W7).

2. Adams inequalities

Adams inequalities in measure spaces.

Let (M, du) be a measure space with p(M) < co. Consider an integral operator

Tf(z)= /M k(z,y)f(y)du(y)

where f is a nonnegative measurable function on M, and k(z, y) a nonnegative measurable
function on M x M. Define

k*(t) = max { 52}\% k*(x,-)(t), ysg]\pi[ E(Ly)(t)}, t>0 (2.1)
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where k*(x, ) denotes the nonincreasing rearrangement of k(z,y) with respect to the vari-
able y, for fixed x. Note that for convolution operators of type Tf = K * f on a homoge-
neous space, the function K*(t) defined by (2.1) coincides with the distribution function
of K.

Theorem 2.1. If
m(k*,s) = [{t >0: k*(t) > s}| < As7P(1+O(log™ " 5)) (2.2)

as s — +oo, for some 3,y > 1, then there exists a constant C > 0 s.t.

fio () s

/ 1 1
for each f € LP (M), with 3 + 7 =1.
The condition v > 1 is best possible, in the sense that it is possible to find explicit

examples with v <1 for which (2.3) fails.

The proof of this theorem is measure-theoretic in nature and it is based on the ar-
guments originally used by Adams in [Ad], and later extended by Fontana [F] to a more
general setting. A complete proof of the theorem will appear in a forthcoming paper [FM].
In fact, in [FM] a slightly more general result is proven: the conclusion of Theorem 2.1
holds if the integral operator T acts from L'(M, du) to L*(N,dv), where (M,du) and
(N, dv) are two (possibly different) measure spaces with finite measure; moreover, it is
only required that condition (2.2) holds for sup, ¢ k*(z, -)(¢), rather than k*(¢).

To the authors knowledge almost all the known results concerning Moser-Trudinger
inequalities in the Adams form are immediate consequences of the above theorem, where
the integral operator T' is used to represent f in terms of its derivatives of borderline
order. One of the main features of theorem 2.1 is to highlight the fact that exponential
integrability in the form (2.3) is a consequence of a single asymptotic estimate on the
distribution function of the kernel of T', and that it is stable under suitable perturbations.

The simplest case is on a bounded domain of R", with k(x,y) = |z — y|*™", p = n/d,
in which case m(k*, s) = <=L 57", and one recovers Adams’ original results. Other known
and new situations are discussed in [FM].

We also remark that in all the known cases where (2.2) holds with an equal sign, the
constant A% in (2.3) turns out to be sharp, i.e. if it is replaced by a larger constant then
(2.3) is not true uniformly in f. This fact can be also formalized in the abstract setting of

theorem 2.1, under suitable conditions on the kernel k(z,y) [FM].
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Adams inequalities for convolution operators on the CR sphere

We would now llike to apply Theorem 2.1 to a wide class of convolution operators on
the CR sphere. Let us first introduce some notation:

u=(zt)eH", Y¥={ueH":|ul=1}, u*=(2"1t")= HGE
u
1—¢, . |
¢ =C(z,t) € §2T 1= 2% 4 it = |u|?e, (2.4)
1+Cn+1

E=C(2) ={(C1,..sCn+1) € S 1 Re(ny1 = 0}.

It’s easy to see that a function ¢((,n) is U(n + 1)—invariant, i.e. g¢(R(, Rn) =
g(¢,n), YR € U(n + 1), if and only if ¢g({,n) = ¢g(¢-7) for some g defined on the unit
disk of C. Furthermore, from (2.4) the function ¢g(¢-N) = ¢g((n+1) is independent on
Re (ptt, i.e. it is defined on &, if and only if it is a function of the angle § = sin™' t*.

[_71'77

A measurable function ¢ : oL 5} — R can be viewed as a function on X, via

#(0) = p(sin™! t*), and we will use the notation

/2
/¢du = /¢s1n du* = woy, 1/ /2¢(9)(cos0)"1d9 (2.5)

whenever the integrals make sense. The formula on the right in (2.5) is easily checked via
polar coordinates. Finally, for w € C, |w| < 1 we let

9=0(w):arg11;:j € [—I z}.

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 2.2. Let 0 <d < Q and p = % Define

TR = [ GCmFmdn  Fe s

where

G(¢, )—go< (¢ 7)) d(¢, >d—Q+O< <<, )d‘Q“):
“90(0C-M) 1= ¢ + 01— ¢

), (#n

d— Q+e

Q+6)

for bounded and measurable g : [— 5 g} — R, with }O(

some € > 0, and with C' independent of (, .
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Then, there exists Cy > 0 such that for all F € LP(S*"+1)

\TF|)p/}
xp |A;] ——— dc < C, 2.6
/p{ d(HFHp (<o (26)

(2.7)

with 5
A= @
/ gol? du”
>

for every F' € LP(S™), with 11—? + i = 1. Moreover, if the function go(0) is Hélderian of
order o € (0, 1] then the constant in (2.7) is sharp, in the sense that if it is replaced by
a larger constant then there exists a sequence F,, € LP(S?"*1) such that the exponential
integral in (2.6) diverges to +00 as m — 0.

In [CoLul] Cohn and Lu give a similar result in the context of the Heisenberg group,
and for kernels of type G(u) = g(u*)|u|¢~?, i.e. without any perturbations. It will be
clear from the proof below that a version analogous to Theorem 2.2 holds also on H" (thus
extending the result in [CoLul)).

In view of Theorem 2.1 it is enough to find an asymptotic estimate for the the distri-
bution function of G. This is provided by the following:

Lemma 2.3. Let G : S?"H1 x 271\ [(¢ (), ¢ € 8?1} — R, be measurable and such
that
G(¢m) =g(0C M) L =Cal™*+0(1-¢-77"), C#n

some bounded and measurable g : [—%,%] — R, with ’O(\l—@ﬁ]*a*e)’ < Cl1—=¢m|~ts,
some € > 0, and with C independent of ,n. Then, for each n € S*"*! and as s — 400

— o 2Q/2_1 g, % - a—o
{¢: |G(¢,m)| > s}| = s79/2 T/Z|9|Q/2 du* + O(s~?/?*7) (2.8)
for a suitable o > 0.

Proof. Let
1G(¢,n)| < [g@)]1—¢-7~*+C|L—¢-7| 7>

Since the right hand side is rotation invariant we have
A(s) == [{C: IG(C,m) > sH < HC: [g(O) |1 = Cuaa |7 + CI1 = Gy |27 > s}
Now

1/a

9OL—Cua] HOL—Cua | *H > s = [1-Cuna| < s7(|g(O)[+C|1—Cua[) ' < Cs7 Y0
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hence 1
A(s) < HC: 1= Gusal < 572 (1g(0)] + C5/) /)],

Let
$(u”,s) = s~/ (|g(0)] + Cs~/*) "/

so that from (1.2) and polar coordinates

<1, s> 8o

20-1

A(s) <
{2 s <otwr) ) (14222 + |ult

)n+1du
(1+2|2|2+|ul?)

201
:/du* 5 n+1d,r
{2 <ot o)} (14202272 + 1)
2Q-1,Q-1
/du / .
{22 <o) (1o 9) b ((1+ 2r2]2[2 + 1)

Q/
_2 2— 1/¢u SQ/2(1+¢(U s))Q/du

,Q/Qa Q/ - /|g|Q/2adu +O( Q/2a O’)

dr

the last inequality being a consequence of |(z + y)* — y?| < Cax™™{1.a} valid for a > 0,
x,y € [0, K] some fixed K > 0, and with C' depending only on K and a.
To show the reverse inequality, by hypothesis

G(¢,m) = 1g(O)][1 = ¢- 77 = D|1 = ¢ 7| =
for some D > 0, so that
A(s) 2 HC  1g(@) 11 = Guga| ™ = DI1 = Gupa |77 > s},
If [g(0)|]1 — Cny1]™@ — D1 — (1| 72T > s, then
1 Gorl <57/ (g(0)] — DL~ Gunl) ' < 57/ (g(0)] .
Hence
{C: lg@1 >Dlg@)[/*s™/7, 1= Guial < 57/ (1g(0)] - Dlyt@)1/s7/) "} <

¢ =Gl < 57 (1g®] - D1 = Gunl) )

Without loss of generality we can assume that € < «, so that if
By ={u €% g(0)] > Dlg(0)| s~} = {u" : |g(6)| > D/~ )5~/ (@=9}
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and
1/c
o(u*,s) =57 (Ig(0)] = Dlg(@)] =5 ™/*) " xp, () <1, 525
then
20-1

A(s) > 1= Cugt] < d(u*,8)}H = du
(8) > HC: [1 = Cuyal < @(u™,5)} (ot ) (1 2Pt )
A
ﬁdu:QQ_l/ (14 O(u)) =
{2luz<s(u )} (1 + [ul?) {2lulr<g(ur,s)}
_ 207 © Q2 1L Oo(ut. $)@0/2)] gy
=5 g [q&(u ,S) + ((b(u ,8) )] u

2Q/271 ’
_ SfQ/2o¢ 5 / ]g]Q/Qo‘du* + O<S—Q/2afa )

2@/2-1
—Q/2a /’g’Q/2adu —|—O( —-Q/2a— O')

for suitable o, 0’ > 0.
/1]

Theorem 2.2 is a straight consequence of Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.3. The statement
about sharpness, on the other hand, follows from the same general philosophy originally
used by Adams and later by Fontana, Cohn-Lu and many others. In our case it is possible
to check that the sequence F), in the statement of Theorem 2.2.; can be chosen as

GO, )|V @D son(G(N, 1)) if [GON,n)| < m, d(N,7) > 2m~2/ Q=)
Fin(n) = { (2.9)

0 otherwise.

The calculations are similar in spirit as those in [CoLul], with some added complications
given that we are now working on the sphere rather than H". The smoothness hypothesis
on g can be also relaxed a little to a Dini-type condition such as that of [CoLul]. More
detailed work on this will appear in [FM], where the proof of the sharpness statement
appears as an immediate application of general “abstract” theorems on measure spaces.

Adams inequalities for operators of d—type on Hardy spaces

For a given d € (0,Q), we say that a densely defined and self-adjoint operator P, on
H is of d—type if
PaYjo = pjoYjo,  VYj0 € Hjo (2.10)

for a given sequence {p;o} such that for j — oo

0< oo < p1o < pio < oo o = Y2+ a1 Y9 4 P 4 O(jY P em)
(2.11)
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for some 0 < €1 < €3 < ... < €41 With % < €m41. From this condition it follows
that Ker(P;) is finite dimensional, and that P, is a continuous operator from W%2 N H
to H. More generally, one defines operators of d—type on H? as densely defined operators
satisfying (2.10) and (2.11). Note that by (2.11) the operator P; can be written on C*°NHP
as a finite sum of powers of the sublaplacian, up to a smoothing operator. Py is a continuous
operator from WP NHP to HP and invertible if restricted to Ker(P;)* with

Ker(P;)* := {F € HP: /

§2n+1

zwkzak:me}

and where ¢1, ..., ¢,,, denote a basis of Ker(Py), the null space of P;. Operators of d—type
on H' and PP are defined similary, and the spectrum of such operators is denoted by {1o;}
and {0, fo;} respectively, where the s satisfy a condition of type (2.11).

From the previous section it is clear that in order to obtain Adams inequalities for
operators of this sort, all we need to do is to have an estimate on their fundamental
solutions. Here’s the result we need:

Proposition 2.4. If P; is an operator of d—type on 'HP then a fundamental solution of
P, is defined by the formula

D;0(¢- M) Ri

in the sense of distributions and pointwise for ( # n and . Moreover, the following expan-

sion holds:
d

D(954 a _
Pd*(c,n):ﬁu—cm Z o1 ¢l

for a suitable € > 0. Likewise, if Py is an operator of d—type on PP then a fundamental
solution of P, is defined by the formula

Di0(C-Mm) Oy (C-7) .
P7Y(¢,m) = lim { Z M[W—k Z MRJ}
R—1— ' /J’jO ' ,LLOj
Hyo 70 to; 70
in the sense of distributions and pointwise for ( # n. Moreover,

2T (<4 a

P (¢n) = mfn!)Re(l—C'ﬁ)% +O0(1—¢-7| 2Q+€)

= g4(0) d(¢, )@+ O(d(¢, ) 9F) =

a-Q _d=Q _d-e .,
=27 ga(0)1 -7 T +O(1-¢7m = ™)
for a suitable € > 0, with
Q _
297 (%)
0) = 2 Q-dg). 2.12
gul0)= 2L s (3500) 212



Proof. Suppose that jjo > 0 for j > jo, so that for 0 <r <1

> %Rj:;ZF(H %) (R¢-m)

pao0 10 mwznst 5 TUHD - ko

The given hypothesis on the p¢’s implies (in fact it is equivalent to)

1 F(j+%> Q—-d_4 —1— —1- !
— 2] o T L, T T e T O3, J — oo.
pjo T'(G+1) G™)

for possibly a new set of €’s such that 0 < €; < €3 < ... < €,,,, With % — €y > 0, and for
some € > 1. Here we use that

I'(z + «)
I'(z+p)

any N > 0, for |z] — co. Using the above expansions we can then write

= zafﬁ(l tez M ez P4 ey N + O([N))

1 T(i+9) F(]+Qd u“ +Qd—ep) 1 -
— == = +aj t+ 0

and the same expansion, with possibily different a’s and €’s, holds for the p;. Using the
binomial expansion we get

d+€p—Q

—5£)(1 = R¢-1m) 5

ZP(J+ 2) (REM _ piooay (g _ g™ +Z%

S TO+D o
—alog(l1—R(¢-7) + O(1).

This identity implies the statements in the case P; defined on HP. The case P; defined on
PP follows immediately.

1

Theorem 2.5. Let P; be an operator of d-type on PP, then there is Cy > 0 such that for

any F € WP NPP N Ker(Py)! and with p = %, — 4+ — =1 we have
p
/ e {A ( ] )p}dg«c (2.13)
Xp |44 = CGo .
san+1 [Pkl
with

(2.14)



and gq(0) as in (2.12). In the special case d = Q/2 (i.e. p=p' =2)

n +1)!

and this constant is sharp, i.e. it cannot be replaced by a larger constant in (2.13).
If P, is of d—type on HP, then for any F € W4PNHPNKer(P;)* both (2.13) and (2.14)
291 (%)

nlwan 41
2(n + 1)7"*™1 and this constant is sharp.

hold with g4 = . In the special case d = QQ/2 we have Ag /s = woni1(n+1)! =

Remark. The proof below does not seem to yield the sharp constants for p # 2 (see
(2.19)).

Proof. Estimate (2.13), for P, acting either on PP or HP, follows at once from Theorem
2.1, Lemma 2.3 and Prop. 2.3. As for the case d = ()/2, the computation of Ag /s is based
n (2.5) and the formula

together with the duplication formula I'(n) = (27)~22" 2T (2)T ().

To find an upper bound for the best constant in (2.13), we consider for 0 < R < 1

Fk—}- ) - .,
ReEj RECF. = Re(1— Réui1) % +0(1
2 Tk +1) +1 ( Cnt1) (1)

where pgopor > 0 for k > k.
From the proof of Prop. 2.3 we know that

m

Nwan 1 P7HCn) = 20 (S Re (1 - ¢ )7 + Y al () (1—¢m) 2

=1

d+o'j7Q

¢
+ ijr(Q*é*“j)u — )2 —alog(l—¢-7) — blog(1 — C-n) + O(1),

for some constants a;,b;,a,b,¢; > 0,0; > 0. If ng is the operator with fundamental

(%) e 1 KTk
(1—C-77) - n!w2n+1; F(]{J—}-l)

solution

(¢-m".
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then from (1.10)

oo

~ 1 T'(k+ )0 (k+ <54) 1 1
Fa Jr©) =3 ;; DOk + DT (k+ 2) B+ 01 = 2I'(4) log 7= RGnt1 +ol)
and the corresponding formula is valid for the conjugate operator. Likewise, for an operator
P, with fundamental solution of type (1-— ¢ 77) QQ, d < d < Q or of type log(1 — (- 7),
and their conjugate operators, we obtain P 1fr(¢) = O(1). Hence we obtain
1

1
r(d) 1= Rt

Let Fr(¢) = fr(OT(2)(log =%) " and Qz = {¢ € 21 : |1 = ¢yua| < 1 — R}. Then
Fr € PP NKer(P;)* and

Pyl fr(C) =

log +0(1)

Pl Fr(Q) =1+va(C),  [Wa(Q) < C(log——=)"" =o(1), (€ Qp, R—1 (2.16)

1-R

(use that, on Qg, ‘log ﬁ) <log(1+ |Crt1]) < log2).
Now if (2.13) holds with constant B, then

It’s easy to check that |Qgr| ~ ¢(1 — R)"™ as R — 1 (for example as in the proof of
Lemma 2.3), with a = 1,5 = (1 — R)™!, which also gives ¢ = 2"|%|Q~!). From this we
obtain

Q .. 1 /
< = p .
B < 7 lim log -—— || FRl|} (2.17)

provided that the limit exists, which is what we are going to prove now.
We have
d
(5)

/ F d p/ . p/—].
e Dy
1—-R n—+1

so it’s enough to evaluate

1 -1 a, <
lim (1 ) Re (1 — Réuy1) " %] 7 dC. 2.18
Rlinl 08 1-R /Szn+1 } e( Cn+1) } C ( )
) 5 i - 1— ‘u|2ei0
To this end let us recall that 1 — (1 = (14 (pp)|ul?e”, ie. (ny1 = ———5—5. Observe
1+ |ul?e
that in (2.18) we only need to integrate over the region |u| < 1. Letting € = %, and

¢c(u) = arg(e + |ul?e?) we have, for |u| < 1,
Re (1 — RCpp1) 2 ~ 279/2Re [(e + |ul?e?) =42 (1 + |u|26i9)d/2]
= 272 (2 4 2¢|u)? cos O + |u|*) "4 [cos (S¢c) + O(Jul?)].
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Using the Cayley transform and polar coordinates

1 -1 4,9
<log1_R) /San]Re(l—RgnH) 3% ac

Q_Q/2/ 2271 cos (L) |9/ + O(Ju)?)]
~ U
log 1 <1 (€2 + 2¢|ul? cos O + |u|)Q/4(1 + 2|u|?|z*|? + |u]*)n+1

Q
/ / A 1’ e SOE)’ d drdu®
log 2 474 4 2r2e cos 0)Q/4
2n 1 /1/6/ } t aing )’% 7“2 Q/4drd .
cos (4 tan™ —
log T coss 1+ 72+ 2rcosf r

~ onl /2 } cos (gﬁ)}gdu*

so finally we obtain

d
Q. Q Q-a
B<2(r(g)7 [2@/2—2/ | cos (£6)| 7 du*} .
b
If Bgharp is the sharp constant in (2.13) then we have the bounds

(2Q)1/*' L nlwon i1
Ty = Bty < (2Q)7 —s 9g-dll» (2.19)
p

where g4 is defined as in (2.12) and where ||gq4||, is the norm in the space LP(X). The right
hand side in (2.19) is strictly bigger than the left hand side, unless p = 2, i.e. d = Q/2, in
which case they are equal. This can be seen via Holder’s inequality

8

;> 0 0)du* = 2.20
Isg-dlplllls > | gq-aO)su®)au” = ——— (2:20)
where the last identity follows from
/2 27"xw(n)
n—1 _
/0 cos(af)(cos )"~ db = NEEDN e (2.21)

which can easily be verified by induction. Equalities in (2.19) hold if and only if equality
holds on the left in (2.20), which happens if and only if g4 is a multiple of 9gg_aord= Q/2.
Moreover in this case we obtain the sharp constant given in (2.15).

The argument for the case P; acting on H” is similar. This time we consider

frQ) =Y mR‘“ K1 =Re(l—R(u1)"2 +0(1)
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where puro > 0 for k > kg, which obviously belongs to H N Ker(P;)*. The argument
proceeds as before. We have now

nlwan 1Py, n) = (Q d)Re (1-¢-7m) =2y ( more regular kernels )
and

1 1
I(

Pl fR(C) =

7))

so if we let Fr(¢) = fr(Q)T(£)(log 125) , then (2.16), (2.17) still holds and

/ (4) o \"7
| Fr|? ~( 2 ) (/ 11—R<n+1—7d<)
logl R S2n+1

and one can proceed as before (with easier calculations) with g; constant, given in the
statement of the theorem. Details are left to the reader.

/1

Adams inequalities for powers of sublaplacians and related operators

In this section we obtain sharp Adams inequalities for £42, and more generally for
powers of operators of type L, = alm + bLrt, where 7+ := I — m on LP. We will
need these inequalities later on (see the proof of Prop. 3.4). Again, the first step is to
have estimates on the fundamental solutions of these operators; for sake of exposition we
postpone the proofs of these estimates at the end of this section.

The starting point is an explicit formula for the fundamental solution of the powers
of the H" sublaplacian:

£57%(u,0) = 1 Gg(6)|ul?~9 (2.22)

ontip Q-d LO— o %—1 —ns
Ga(h) = #Re {a%f)/ <%23> - € — ds} (2.23)
0

7r"+11“(g) 1—e 6210 + 6723) 5

which was derived first by [BDR] in case d an even integer, and later by [CT] for any d < @
using the heat kernel approach.

Proposition 2.6. The fundamental solution of D2, for 0 < d < Q, satisfies

DY2(¢,m) = Gd< )d(¢,m)* @ +0( << ) 9te)

d d— Q+e (2'24)
= 2T GuO - ¢ T +O(1 = ¢ TE)
with G4(0) as in (2.23), a bounded and positive function. Moreover,
D=2 <O+ logll=¢l]), D2 mI<C if d>Q.  (2.25)
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Corollary 2.7. The fundamental solution of L¥? (0 < d < Q) satisfies
L=Y2(¢,n) = Ga(0)d(¢, )2 + O(d(¢,m) ™ 9F) (2.26)
with G4(0) as in (2.23).
Corollary 2.8. Let 0 < d < Q and
Loy :=alm+ bLrt, a,b>0.

Then LZ/ bQ is continuous on WP and invertible on the subspace of functions with zero
mean. Its fundamental solution satisfies

d—Q L d—Q d—Q
La/ (G =27 mij(;))d/ﬁgﬁdif) 1-¢a T o1 =) (22)
g7 (0) = Ga(0) — % (2.28)

for a suitable € > 0, and with g4(0) as in (2.12), and G4(0) as in (2.23).

The following result yields more information on the function G4(f), and it will be
useful in the explicit computation of sharp Adams constants for the case p = 2.

Proposition 2.9. G,4(0) has the following trigonometric expansion

 gr,a(0)

Gq(0) = NE (2.29)
k=0 "k
where
Q-d k
277 1 ~1)(k—0+d/2—-1)T(l+n—d/2+1 _
w2rn+1n! —0 F(d/? — 1)P(k5 — K + 1)F(€ —|— 1)
(2.30)
if d # 2, with the series converging in the sense of distributions, and
—F2n Tt T(k+n
Gra(6) = (1) Lk +n)
w2rn+1n! F(l{i + 1)
Moreover,
AT(k+n)
o—qdu™ = 0 - 2.31
/Zg’“dgm T T )Lk + 1) (2:81)

In particular note that gq(6)(n/2)~%?2 is the first term in the expansion (2.29), and
this justifies the notation g7 in (2.28) (Cf. also (2.20)). Formula (2.29) appeared in [BDR],
for the case d an even integer, while the orthogonality relation (2.31) seems to be new.
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The following is now an immediate consequence of the above results combined with
Theorem 2.2, (for the sharpness statement see (2.9) and the comment thereafter):

Theorem 2.10. Let L, = alm+bLrt (a,b > 0). Then there is Cy > 0 so that for any

1 1
F € WP with zero mean and with p = 9, -+ =1
d p p
Fl \*
/ exp [Ad(a, b) (J/iz‘) ]d{ < Cy (2.32)
s2nt1 Lo Flip
with 5
Ad(a, b) = Q N o (233)
s | Tan/2)72 © n
and the constant Ag(a,b) is sharp. If d = %, orp=p =2
. 1
Agyaa,b) = want1(n ¥ 1) (2.34)

(R G T |

Corollary 2.11. There is Cy > 0 so that for any F € WP with zero mean and with

Q 1 1
— -1
P=a p P’
Fl
Agl ——=— d¢ < C,
/ o [ d(uzd/2Fup =
with 5
Ay = ¢ (2.35)
[ 1Gao)
b
and the constant A, is sharp. If d = %, orp=p =2
1)(n — 1)l 7"+
Ag), = N Dn = DI (2.36)
i (k+n—1)!
n n+1
im0 Kl (k+5)
In particular,
(4 ifn=1
187 ifn=2
Age =
19272
STEr=EE
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Remarks.

1. The constant in (2.36) can be computed in principle for any given n, by using partial
fractions and the values of the Hurwitz zeta function > ;°(k + a) %, when a = n/2 and s
is even.

2. By means of Prop. 2.6 Corollary 2.11 above holds also for D%? with the same constant
as in (2.35) (and for all functions in W%P).

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Start with formula (1.7), which for convenience we rewrite

as
£0<J%(FoC)) — J(DF) oC (2.37)
with
2 4
J=(2]Jc|)? = T3 Tl =44 O(Jul%) (2.38)
for any 0 < e < 2.
By (1.2), if ¢ = C(u), n =C(v)
d(¢,m) = d(u,v)J (u)¥J ()7, (2.39)

Let’s first assume that d = 2N is an even integer. If N = 1 then use (1.6). If N > 1,
from (1.6)

N

DV = | [ d(¢i=t, ¢i)2=9dct...dch— (2.40)

(§2n+1)N -1 iy

with (* = ¢, (N = n. It’s easy to see that this quantity is bounded in ({,7n) over the
region d(¢,n) > 1, (write S2"*! as a union of the regions {(¢%,...,¢VN71) € (§2n+)N-1 .
d(¢771,¢7) = maxy<;<n d(CL,¢HY, j = 1,..., N — 1; in that region d(¢/71,¢7) > N71),
so it’s enough to consider the case d(¢,n) < 1.
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From (2.39) and (2.38) with suitably small ¢, and with ¢* = C(u")

N-1
N(¢m) = CéVJ(UO)QZQ J(UN)% n)N_l Hd(u 1)@ H J(u") (u®)|dut...
- le_l
= o~ (N=D N j(0) %5 Q/ Hd 9T Jwhdut..du™

— oN=1.N 7, 0) %532 _1,ui)2_Q<1 +O(lul|c + ...\uN—1\6>)du1
n)N 17; 1
= 92N-1 7 (40) %5 QJ(uN)TEON(u uN)+
oN-1.N g 2 / 1@12de duN-1
2V () anl 2 ...

(2.41)
By translation and homogeneity each term in the sum is O(|(u®)~1u®|2N+¢=Q) where
e very small, and so from (2.22) we obtain

\@
<0

N(Cm) = 4N (u)

= 4N (u) 2

J(v)* 5 [GQN(Q)d(u, )N =@ 4 O (d(u, v)2N+6*Q)]

J(©) 7 [Gan (O)d(C,m)* N2 + O(d(u, )N 79)]

By rotation invariance of D, we can assume that n = N, i.e. v = 0, and the condition
d(¢,n) < 1 implies (using (2.39)) that |u| < 37'/2. Under these condition the above
formula immediately gives (2.24).

Now assume d = 2a, with a € (0,1). By a well known formula ([RS], p. 317) for
0<ax<l

D= = Smm/ A"H(D + M)A
m 0
From (2.37) we obtain
_ —1 _
((D+)\)*1F> oC = (r¥ En +>\> (FoC)=J (Lo + \) LTS5 (F o)

that is, if ( = C(u), n = C(v) and using (2.38)

2-Q 2-@ Sin T

(D+X)7HCm) = 2J(u) T J(v) 5

/ ALy + AT) " H(u, v)dA
0

™

and also -
(Lo + M) Hu,v) = / e TE A (4 v)dr
0
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Now we would like to invoke the Feynman-Kac formula, in order to write e~ 7(£o+A/) (u,v)
explicitly, and so a small preamble is necessary. First, the heat kernel P(7,u,v) for the
sublaplacian Ly is a symmetric, positive C*° function [G], that defines a strongly continu-
ous, positivity preserving contraction semigroup on Cy(H™). The corresponding Brownian
motion with initial distribution §,=Dirac’s measure at u € H" is defined by a measure p,,
on the Skorohod space P of sample paths B (right continuous functions with left limits
on [0, 00), valued in the compactification of H", and staying at the point at infinity after
hitting it), endowed with the o-algebra F( generated by the coordinate functions on P.
The conditional or pinnned measure ugiw on P is the probability measure defined by the

transition function
P(1 —o,v,w)P(0,w,u)

Por(oyu,w) = P(t,u,v)

(2.42)

on the space (P, Fy ), where Fy - is generated by the coordinate functions in ® up to time
7. Such measure identifies the paths that with probabiliy 1 start at v and end at v at time
7. The nonhomogeneous pinned measure, or conditional Wiener measure, is then defined
as

Huv,r = P(Tauav)ﬂg,v,ra

ad the Feynman-Kac formula (or one version of it) states that

e~ (LM (3 ) = / exp ( — / J(Ba>da) At 0.7(B)
P 0

with continuity in (u,v) (see DvC]...).
With the aid of this formula we easily conclude that

D (Cn) = 20T 70 (1 0 | / ( / da)a_lduu,v,T<B)dT
=270 (0 s [T / ( / B, da) At (B) dr

( /0 1 J(BUT)da)al

by Jensen’s inequality and the fact that J < 4, so that

1

0

2-Q

() =2 (u) 3

J(U)¥ [4a1£00‘(u, v)+

o0 1
© (/ Tail / / (|BUT|2(17Q) + |BUT|4(17Q))dUdMU,U,T(B) dT>:| .
0 PJo



By rotation invariance of D we can assume v = 0, from which we can handle the first term
of the above identity as we did for (2.41):

2—Q 2—-Q 2—

2. 4971 T (u) 5 T (v) T Ly (u,v) = 4% LT (0) T T (0) 5 Gaa (0)d(u, v)2* @
= 4971 () T (1) 3 Gaa (0)d(¢, 1)** ™2 = Gaa (O)d(¢, 1)**~2 + O((d(¢, m)**+)

To estimate the error term note first the formula
1 1
| [ 1ot (B) = [ [ Peouw)Plr = ro.w s w)dodu
P Jo n Jo

which is a consequence of (2.42), and valid for nonnegative measurable f. From (4.7) of
[BGG] we have the estimate

P(1,u,0) < Cr=Q/2¢clul®/7

for some constants C, ¢ > 0 and therefore, for v = 2(1 — a) or v = 4(1 — «)

(o) 1
/Tal// |Bor|"dodpiy, - (B) dr <

0 P Jo
1 0

< C/ (a(l—a))Q/Qda/ TalQ/ e*C|w_1U|2/(TU)*CIw|2/(T*m)’wyvdwdT_
0 0 n
We estimate the (o, 7) integral by splitting the o-interval in half.
1/2 > —-Q/2 —1_ 2 2
/ dO’/ (0.(1 _ O')) Taflerfdw ul|®/(ro)—clw| /(Tfra)dT <
0 0
1/2 00
< C/ da/ o~ Q2 0=1-Q —clw™ ul?/(ro)=2¢c|w|? /T 7
N 0 0
g/ dO'/ O'Q/2_2TQ_Q_16_CTUC|w71u|2_267—|w|2d7-
1 0

Using the estimate [~ c*e=74do < CA=*~1e=4/2 (for A\, A > 0) we get that the
above integral is bounded above by

o0
’w—lu‘2—Q/ Q/2—a,—crlw ul? /2=2¢r|w|? g _ C\w_lu\2_Q<]w_1u\2 + |w|?

)Q/2+a1
; .

Likewise,

1 00
/ da/ (o—(1—g))‘Q/%a*Hzefclw‘1u|2/<ra>fc|w|2/<r—m>d7 <
1/2 0
> —1,2 2 —-Q/24a—-1
< |w|2Q/ 7_(,2/27()¢67207'|w u|®—c7|w| /2d7' _ C|w|2—Q<|w71u|2+ |w|2) .
0
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Combining these two estimates together

o) 1
/ Tal/ / |Bor|"dodpiy - (B) dr <
0 P Jo

< C/ (‘w—lu‘27Q + ’wIQfQ)(‘wfluP + ’w’g)_Q/%_a_l‘dew < C‘u’%ﬁQJr’Y
Hn

where the last inequality comes from the homogeneity in u of the last integral, and the
fact that the integrand is in L, for v = 2(1 —a) or v = 4(1 — a) and u # 0, (which makes
the whole thing continuous on the Heisenberg sphere |u| = 1). Note that 2a+v <4 < Q.

The general case d/2 =N +a, N € N, a € (0,1) can be handled by writing D~%2 =
D~ND~* and combining the asymptotic expansions so far obtained.

Notice that the positivity and boundedness of G4 is simply due to the homogeneity
of the Heisenberg heat kernel P(7, Au,0) = A=9P(7A~2,u,0). With this formula we have

1 / a1
= — T P(r,u*,0)dr
r(5) Jo
which is positive and bounded, as the heat kernel is smooth and positive away from the
origin.
Finally, if d > @, from (2.40) (which is valid for any N) we need only assume d(¢,n) <
1, and also 7 =N, v = 0, and |u| < 37/2. Moreover

d—Q+1
2

DT () < C d(¢, €)1 294(¢, ) e =

S2n+1

D~2(¢,n) =D~
’w—lu‘d+1—2Q‘w‘—1

n 1+ |w|?

d+1-2Q

=CJw) =T J(v) T / d(u, w) 129 (w, v) 2T (w) Y *dw < C / dw

and by splitting the integral over the two regions {w : |w™lu| <5|u|} and {w: |w™tu| >
5|u|} one can easily see that the integral is bounded in u if d > Q or O(log|u|™1) if d > Q.

1

Proof of Corollary 2.7. Recall that D = L + ”742 =L+ \3. For any N € N

— AQ p
VS _)\2 d/2 —d/2 ( 0 ) O((X:\ —N-1
(AjAk = A5) E p+1 %) o) T ((AAe) ™)

for (j,k) # (0,0). Now it’s easy to see that for any fixed « > @)/2 and any j, k

1jlloc = AAR) 2D 204 |00 < CNAR) 2[Rk l2 =
= Cme(AAe)2 < CN + ) (AjA) e/
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with C independent of j, k. This means that for NV large enough the series ka()\j M) TNTID
converges absolutely and uniformly on $?7*! x §27*1 and that the asymptotic expansion
of £7%/2 is determined by that of D=2 4+ ¢, D=2 4 . 4 anyD~ %2~V some constants
a;, which gives (2.26) by the previous proposition.

1

Proof of Corollary 2.8. It’s enough to observe that the operator (%E) 4/ 1 satisfies
the hypothesis of Prop. 2.3, as an operator on P. The rest is a consequence of Prop. 2.3
and Corollary 2.7.

/M

Proof of Proposition 2.9. The expansion (2.29) follows easily as in [BDR], but using
formula (2.23) and writing (1 — e=2%)%/2=1 and (%" 4 ¢725)~(2=9)/2 a5 binomial series.
To show (2.31) we proceed by brute calculations, leaving some details for the reader to
check.

Assume for now that d is not an even integer. From (2.21) it is straightforward to
check that for given ¢/ € N

/2
/ gr,acos (20 + )0} du* = 2ws,,— 1/ gr,a(0) cos [(2¢' + g)&} (cos0)"~1dh =
by 0

922 i )Tk =L+ 24— 1)P(l+n+1-9)
Tk — z+1 0+

ri-1= WU+ (= +n+1—DT(0 -0+ 9)

(2.43)

The sum in (2.43) can be evaluated explicitly as follows. Write the right hand side of
(2.43) as

P D1 (-0 - §+1)

. X
(e -D)Tk+1) D(—k—§+2)0(~C +n+1-9) (2.44)
X 3F2(—k:,n—g+1,—£’—g+1;—k—g+2,—£’+n+1—g>

where 3 F5(—k, a, b; ¢, d) denotes the classical terminating Saalschiitzian (balanced) hyper-
geometric series (evaluated at 1), i.e. with d = 1+a+b—c—k. Such sum can be explicitly
evaluated using Saalschiitz’s formula (see e.g. [EMOT] 2.1.5 (30), 4.4 (3))

(c—a)k(c—b)k
(c)r(c—a—Db)’
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With this formula we obtain that (2.44) vanishes if ¢/ < k, whereas if ¢/ = k then (2.43)

equals
22=4/2(_ 1)k T'(k + n)
T'(n)T(k+ )

If now j <k, write g; g—q using (2.30), but as a sum over ¢ and integrate against gy 4: if
J < k each term is 0, if j = k then the only term that survives is the one corresponding to
¢" = k which yields precisely (2.31).

The case d an even integer follows now by continuity.

I

3. Beckner-Onofri’s inequalities

The goal of this section is to establish the sharp Beckner-Onofri inequality for real
CR-pluriharmonic functions on the sphere:

Theorem 3.1. For any F € WQ/22 N\ RP we have the inequality

1 / F
m][FAQFd§+][Fd§—Iog][e d¢ > 0. (3.1)

The inequality is invariant under the conformal group of S?"*1, in the sense that the
functional on the left hand side is invariant under the action F — F, = F o1 + log|J,|,
for 7 € CON(S?"*1). Equality in (3.1) holds if and only if F = log|J,|, for some T €
CON(S§?+1),

There is a corresponding version of (3.1) for general complex-valued CR-pluriharmonic
functions F':

1 T A/ Re F
- — > (.
2(n+1)!][FAQFdC+][ReFdC log][e d¢c >0

but it is a trivial consequence of the real-valued case.

As we mentioned in the introduction, the proof of this theorem is based on the original
compactness argument given by Onofri in dimension 2, and later perfected and extended
to any dimensions by Chang-Yang, to provide an alternative proof of Beckner’s result.

Define once and for all

1

J[F] = m][FA’QFdC—F][FdC—Iog][eFdC,

for any F' € WY9/22 N RP.
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We divide the proof in three main steps:
I. Conformal invariance of J
II. Existence of a minimum for 7

III. Characterization of the minimum.
Step I: Conformal invariance of [J .

Proposition 3.2. The conformal action F — F, = F o1 + log|J;| preserves RP and
WQ/2:2MRP. Moreover, such spaces are the minimal closed subspaces of L?(S?***1), W®/2:2
respectively, which are invariant under the conformal action. Finally, J[F.| = J[F], for
all F € W@/22NRP.

Proof. Since the conformal transformations are restrictions of biholomorphic mappings
on the ball, then For € RP if F € RP, and likewise for the invariance of W<?/22NRP. For
T conformal, using (1.14) we see that that log|J,| € RP. Any subspace M of L? invariant
under the action must contain the orbit of the function 0, i.e. all functions of type log|.J;|;
thus (still from (1.14)) every function of type C' — @ Re log(1 — ¢ - w) must be in M, for
any given w € C" |w| < 1. If M is also closed, then it contains all w-partial derivatives
of such functions, evaluated at w = 0, and therefore M contains every real pluriharmonic
polynomial and hence all of RP.

Next consider the functional

74l6) = ﬁ oG ac- ( / rGW%) !
Q_

with 6 = ETR This functional is invariant under the action G — G, = (G o 7)|J,|%;

this follows from (1.17). One easily checks that as § — 0 (i.e. d — Q)

2

97)2 ][ FA F d¢ + 29][ng — 2910g][ ef'd¢ + 0(6?)

Jall +0F] = M(d

so that if F € WQ/22 N RP, using (1.28) we obtain

do

Ja[l + 6F] = 27 [F]
6=0

On the other hand G, 9 = (1+ 0F), = 1+ 0F, + O(6?) so that Jy[(1+ 0F),] = Ju[1 +
0F.] + O(6?) and by differentiation this implies J[F] = J[F,] if F € W?/22 O RP.

I
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Note. In the Euclidean S™ the minimal subspace of L? invariant under the conformal
action is the whole L2. Indeed, in that case, the log|J;| are of type C' —nlog|l —w - (|,
with w € R"™™! |w| < 1. An argument similar to the one used in the above proof shows
that the orbit of the function 0 is dense in L2.

We remark that the proof above is an adaptation of Beckner’s argument in [Bec].
Another possible proof of Prop. 3.2 can be given directly as in [CY], without appealing
to the intertwining property of A4, but working directly with A’Q. We chose Beckner’s
argument since it shows how the putative sharp, conformally invariant Sobolev inequality

jd[G] 2 0 i.e. o
][GAdec > EE;H IGlZ,  a= QQ—?CZ (3:2)

would imply Beckner-Onofri’s inequality (3.1), for the Hardy space. Inequality (3.2), or

its dual “Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev” form, is only known for d = 2, and due to Jerison
and Lee [JL1,2].

Step II: Existence of a minimum for [J.

From now one we will denote the average of F' € L!(S?"*1) by

~ 1
F :][ F = / F.
Wan+1 Jg2n+1

Proposition 3.3 (Provisional Beckner-Onofri’s inequalities). For F € W®/22NRP
we have

1 / F
m][FAQFd§+][F—log][e d¢+C >0 (3.3)

for some C' > 0. If A > 0 then for all F € W®/%22 and with L = %ﬁﬂ' +N\2/QLpt

An(N) ][ FLY?Fd¢ +][ F— log][ ef'd¢+Cy >0 (3.4)

for some C\ > 0 and with

An(N) = 2+ 1) [H ) ; (n— 1)k (k + %)”“}

(3.5)

Proof. This is a standard argument based on the Adams inequalities (2.13) and (2.32)
for the operators (Ag,)/? and L?M = (2£)%47 + VA L4 L If an inequality of type

|F - ﬁP)
exp ( B d¢ < Cy
/52n+1 ( ITF|3
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holds for one of the above operators T’ and for either W®/22NRP or F € W%/22 and with
zero mean, then letting = BY/?(F — F), v = $B~1/2|TF||} and expanding (1 —v)% > 0
we get

1 ~
1B ITF|3 - log/eF_FdC+ logCy >0

which implies (3.3) and (3.4).
1

Remark. We note that (3.3) is valid with ng /2 in place of A’Q, where Pg /5 is any operator
as in Prop. 2.3, with d = /2 and with kernel Hyg (i.e. the constants).

From (3.3) we now know that J is a functional that is bounded below on W&/220RP.
The goal now is to show that the minimizing sequence is actually bounded on such space.
The first key step is the following Aubin’s type inequality, used in the Euclidean setting
first by Onofri and Aubin and then by Chang-Yang:

Proposition 3.4 (Aubin’s type inequality). For given o > %, there exist constants

C (o), Co(o) such that for any WS/22 N RP with Jg2ni1 G ef'd¢=0forj=1,2...,n+1,
the following estimate holds

o . 0
72(71_}_ 1)' ][FAQFCZC —|-][ch —lOg][eFdC—}—Cl(o')H[, I FH% —|-02(0) > () (36)

The proof below is an adaptation of the one in [CY], Lemma 4.6. We present it here
because in our case there is an added difficulty, namely that the localization argument
(multiplication by cutoff functions) inherent in the proof does not preserve the class P.

Proof. Assume for the moment that I’ € WQ/Q’Q, and WLOG assume that fs%ﬂ el =
wani1. Cover S2" 1 with 2(2n + 2) = 2Q congruent spherical caps, by considering a cube
inscribed inside the sphere, with side L = 2/+/2n + 2. By rotation we can assume that if

1
O ={2e82t . § <mopia <1}, &< —
5 =1 LS T2 S 1} " 2t 2
then
F Wan+1
> 3.7
/916 - 2Q ( )

It’s not hard to show that using the hypothesis fSQnH x2n+26F =0, if

)
Qi ={r e S 1< w10 < 0o}, Jy < —

4Q
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then
u/ﬂ epwzf(&XUQn4,1. (3.8)
Q

2
P}

Let ¢1, 2 be cutoff functions such that 0 < ¢; <1 and

1 on ng

¢ =

0 on §27t! \ng/2

Consider the operator Ly = 2Lm + A\*/@Lxt, so that from (3.4), (3.7) we obtain

Wan+1 S/ f < eﬁ/ e(F_ﬁ)qﬁl Seﬁw%ﬂ][ew—ﬁ)qﬁl
2Q) Q ol
81 (3.9)

< want1ee® exp [Anu) ][ (F = F)p LY*(F — F)y + ][ (F - ﬁwl}

1
51

with A4,,(A) as in (3.5), and likewise, using (3.4) and (3.8)
52W2n+1 S (,<)2n+1€F€CA exp |:An()\) ][(F - ﬁ)gbgL?/z(F - ﬁ)(ﬁg +][(F - ﬁ)§b2:| . (310)
Now we claim that, for k£ an even integer and € > 0

’/SQN—H(F — F)¢; L (F - F)¢; — (%)k[S

< e/ (L5?F)* + e)/ FLELR, (3.11)
S2n+1 S2n+1

B(rLHPF) -39 [ @ ()

2n+1 S2n+1

whereas if k is odd then
’/ (F — F); LE(F — F)g, — (%)’“/ $2|VurL T F|*— (3.12)
§2n+1 §2n+1

- A%/Q/ @\ Vurt LT P
S2n+1

< e/ (LEF)? —|—C()\,e)/ FLF'F,
S2n+1 S

2n+1
Here V denotes the so-called horizontal gradient defined on complex valued functions as
n+1
VuF =) (T,FT; + T;FT;)
j=0
the T, being the generators of 77 ¢(S?""!) defined in (1.3). Such gradient satisfies the

identities
n+1

- 1 - —
VuG-VuF =3 > (T;GT;F + T;GT;F)

Jj=1
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/ GLF = / VuG - -VyF
S2n+1 S2n+1

k-1 k
Note that [goni1 [VEL\? F|? = [g2ni1 (L3 F)?. The proof of these estimates is given in
the appendix, but the gist of it is that one can commute ¢; with either the projection
or L5, gaining one derivative of F. If n is odd, using (3.11) (with k = n + 1) we get for
j=0,1

/ (F - F)o, LY (F - F)g, < / |
g2n+1 Qéj/2

Q _
+e/ (L F)2+O(A,e)y|c%F||§.
S2n+1

{(%)‘“(mﬂp)? L N/Q (e ph2 )

Using these last inequalities in (3.9), (3.10) multipliying the resulting estimates out, and
taking square roots we get

o < e exp | (14,0 +¢) f FLEF + 0 QLT FIE + Ca(0).

or

(%An()\) + E) ][FLAF —l—][F + C1(A, E)HL:%FH% + Ca(X) >0

for some constants C1(A,€), Ca(A). The case n even is the same, just use (3.12) rather
than (3.11).
o

Now, for given o > % we can certainly find A, € so that %An()\) +e= m, and
n !

specializing to F' € W®/22 1P we obtain

sy f FGOYPdc+ f Fdc+ o)L FIE + Cato) 2 0

Since on P we have (%E)Q/Q < Ap we also obtain (3.6), under the condition][eF =1

(for the unconstrained case just replace F' in the above inequality by F' — log ][ el).

/M

We would like to make an important remark at this point. The very nature of the
center of mass hypothesis in the above lemma makes it almost impossible to avoid the
use of cutoff functions, in order to proceed with the localization argument; the authors
were unable to conceive a different argument working exclusively inside the class P. This
justifies our choice of the operator Ly, which allows us to temporarily exit the space P. Our
choice is not the only one. For example, in the same spirit as in [CY] one could try to use
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the operator 2L, i.e. L with A*/@ = 2. This operator satisfies fF(%E)Q/2F < [FALF

n
for F' in the Hardy space, however to make the argument work the Adams constant Ag /2

Q/2

corresponding to (2L , should satisfy 2A o > Ag/o with Ag/o as in (2.15). Using
n Q/ Q/ Q/

(2.34) we obtain

which is less than 2 only for n = 1,2 (in which cases one can indeed use 2L to prove (3.6)),
and seems to have exponential growth in n.

The proof of the existence of the minimum for 7 can now proceed in more or less the
same way as in [CY]. Let

SO:{FGLV@@2HRP:f¥fd§:L(%Qfdgzo}

and let us prove that a minimum of J exists in Sy. First note that for any F € W<Q/2:2
there exists 7 € CON(S?"*1) such that f (e’ = 0. The proof of this is the same as the

corresponding statement in the Euclidean case (see e.g. [O],[CY1]). Next observe that
minimizing J over W@/22NRP is equivalent to minimizing 7 over Sy, byt the above fact
and conformal invariance of 7.

Pick a minimizing sequence Fy € Sy, with J[Fy| — inf J. Let’s first prove that

f&%ﬁg@+qm%mﬁ. (3.13)

From (3.6), for a fixed £ < o < 1,

l1—0

L 2 /
Fillz + Ca(0) > 2+ 1) ][FkAQFk

Q—
4

J[Fe] + Ci(0)|| £

and since Fj, is minimizing we obtain (3.13). Now let’s prove that Fj can be chosen so
that

Q—1
4

IL5 Fylls < C. (3.14)

For this we use the Ekeland principle (see e.g. [DeF], Thm 4.4.) to ensure that J'[Fj] — 0
in W=%9/22 N RP, where J’ denotes the Gateaux derivative of 7. Thus, < J'[Fy], ¢ >=
f Hkgb with

Hy = ALF, — (n+ D)lx(e™ —1) -0 in W-9/220RP
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If0 < 2a < @, such as a = 2=L, the operator A’QE*O‘/QW, with eigenvalues (%k)fa/Q)\Q(k),

2
is of the type described by (2.10), (2.11), with d = @ — «, hence by Proposition 2.4 we
have
L2 (AQ) M (¢,m)| < CL—¢7g /2,

So

2
/ }Ea/2(A/Q)flﬂ_(eFk _ 1)}2dC <C (/ 11— ¢-7|/2|eFkm) — 1|d77) d¢
g2n+1 S2ntl Szntl

gc(/ / !eF’“(”)—lldndC>/ [ =G~ andc < ¢
g2n+1 Jg2nt1 g2n+1 Jg2nt1

(here we used that ][eF" =1 and that /|1 — (M| = C, for any n € S**T1 since
2a < Q). On the other hand, looking at the eigenvalues of EO‘/2(A'Q)_1

o _ 2
o 1224 G < Cl Lo < Oy e < €

since ||Hy|ly-as2.2 — 0. All this with (3.15), 2a = Q — 1, and L*/2(F}, — F},) = L~/2F,
proves (3.14). N

Finally, by Jensen’s inequality F' < 0 and since J[F)] — inf J then

1
2(n+1)!

by (3.13) and (3.14). From this we deduce

\ﬁ‘k\z_][Fk:—j[Fk]Jr ][FkA’QFkgC+2 '][FM’QFkg(J’

1
(n+1)

][|F‘“|2 :][ |Fr — B> + | Fi)? < C1|| L9 F |3+ C, < ©

and therefore the minimizing sequence is bounded in W®/2:2. Now the standard argument
goes like this: find a subsequence F}, converging in L? and pointwise a.e. to an Fy, and
weakly in W®/2.2. Clearly F, € RP, and from the Adams inequality as i — oo, perhaps
along another subsequence,

1:][(3%—»][@% ozfgjeFki%][gjeFo, j=1,2...,n+1

(this is because ef*i is bounded in L?, hence up to a subsequence it is weakly convergent,

and its weak limit coincides with e a.e.). Since ][ F, — ][ Fy and J[F}] converges, then

also ][ FkA'QFk converges, and by standard results its limit is > ][ FOA'QFO, but it cannot

be greater, since the sequence is minimizing for J. This shows that J[Fy] — J[Fo] =

inf J.
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Step III: Characterization of the minimum.

As in [CY] the problem of describing the minimum will be related to the first nonzero
eigenvalue of a conformally invariant operator in the conformal class of the standard contact
form, specifically the operator A (W) introduced in Prop. 1.3. According to Prop. 1.3,
if W e C°°(52"*1) then Ap, (W) acting on W?/22 N RPy, with inner product (F, G)w =
[ FGW, have positive eigenvalues 0 < A\1(Q, W) < X2(Q, W) < ... (each counted with its
multiplicity), and

(¢, AQ®)
, We/22 N RP, Wd :0} 3.16
G 0T f o (310

Note that (¢, AjH¢) = (¢, Al (W)d)yy-

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that Fy € Sy is a minimum for J, then Fy € C*°(S?" 1) and
Ap(efo) > (n+ 1)L

A (Q, W) = inf{

Proof. The function Fy must satisfy

dt

J[Fo +té)] :][¢<m¢4/@Fo+(eFo—l)) =0 V¢EWQ/272(‘]R’P

t=0

Le. 5o Jrl),AQFO + m(ef* — 1) = 0, from which and from (1.31) we easily deduce that
Fy € C°(S8?"*1). On the other hand Fy must also satisfy

t:OJ[F0+t¢ ][qu ¢+ (][¢eF0>2—][¢2eF° >0

and from (3.16) we have \;(ef?) > (n + 1)L

2

dt?

I

The next result is a Hersch’s type “isoperimetric” inequality for the first ) reciprocal
eigenvalues. In the Euclidean case the inequality appeared first in [H] and it was later
extended in [CY].

Notice that in our notation, when W =1 on S?"*! we have
M@, 1) =MQ)=Mn+1), k=1,2,....,2n+2

since the bottom eigenvalue for Ay, is (n+1)! counted with multiplicity mo; +mio = 2n+2
(see (1.8)), its eigenspace being generated by the coordinate functions (i, ...,(,+1 and

Clv "'7Cn+1‘
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Proposition 3.6. For W € C>®(S*"t1) W >0 and][W =1 we have

2n + 2 2
ZAQW ZAQl M@ (3.17)

In particular,
MQ W) €A (Q.1) = (n+ 1)1 (3.18)

and equality holds in (3.17) or (3.18) if and only if W = |J.| for some T € CON(S?"*1).

Proof. The proof of this uses the variational characterization of the sums of reciprocals
(see [CY], or [Ban], (3.7))

2n+2 2n+2 2n+2

o < ¢j?¢j - < (¢j>¢j)W 3.19
ZAQW S ey T Tdpe) 1)

the maximum being over those ¢; € WQ/2:2NRP such that ][gbjW :][ oy ’Qqﬁk = 0, for

g k=1,...2n+ 2, 7 # k. It’s easy to see that the maximum is attained at ¢, ..., pan42
if and only if each ¢; is an eigenfunction of A\;(W). By conformal invariance of the eigen-

values, we can assume that ][CjW =0,5=1,...,n+ 1. Hence, choosing CjaZj as ¢; in
(3.19), and since

(G AQG) =M@ [ 1GPA = 2220, (Q)

n+1
we obtain
2n+2 nt1 " , 2t 1)
ZA QW wanZfs% (6 + G, 2w (¢ = 2

which is (3.17). Equality in (3.17) implies that each (j, Zj is an eigenfunction of Ag (W)

with eigenvalue A1 (Q), which implies (gb, A’Q(W)Cl)w = M (Q)(9, 1)y forall p € C(§2n+1),

but this means (¢, (1) = (¢, 1)y for all ¢ and this implies W =1 on S?**1. So if W has
vanishing center of mass then equality holds if and only if W = 1, so if we start from any
W by conformal invariance we have equality in (3.17) if and only if W is in the conformal
orbit of the constant function 1, i.e. W = |J;|, some 7.

Estimate (3.18) follows from the monotonicity of the eigenvalues, and equality in
(3.18) implies equality in (3.17).

I
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To finish up the proof of Theorem 3.1, if Fj is a minimum for J then Fy € C>°(S?"*1)
and by the previous propositions A;(ef©) = A\;(Q) = (n + 1)!, which is true if and only if
efo = |J,| for some 7 € CON(S?"*1) and this concludes the proof.

4. The logarithmic Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalities

In this final section we use the Beckner-Onofri inequality (3.1) to give a proof of (0.10),
i.e. the CR version of the inequality due to Carlen and Loss in the Euclidean setting [CL].
The procedure is at this point fairly standard, see for example [Bec] and [Ok]. The proof
below is essentially the one in [Ok].

Theorem 4.1 (Log HLS inequality). For any measurable G : S?"™1 — R, with G >0
and][G = 1 we have

1
(n+1) ][ ][ log 71 COGn)dCn < ][ Glog G dC (4.1)

with equality if and only if G = |J,|, some T € CON(S?"+1).

In view of (1.31) the inequality (4.1) can be restated as

m;l)!][( 1)(AL) (G- 1) ][GlogG (4.2)

Just like the Fuclidean case it is possible to state an equivalent result on the Heisenberg
group, via the Cayley transform:

Corollary 4.2 (Log HLS inequality on H"). For any measurable g : H" — R with
g>0, / g = wapt1 and / glog(1 + |ul?) < oo we have
n HTL

2
(n+ 1)][ ][ log mg(u)g(v)dudv g][ glog g +log?2 (4.3)
1
Where][ = / . Equality in (4.3) occurs if and only if g = (|J¢| o h)|J,| for some
n Wan+1 n
h € CON(H").

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let G € L?, with +G = 1 and let F' = (n+ 1)!(.,4’62)*1GY € RPy,

so that mgG = A’ F, where mg = m — ][ is the projection on RPy. Using Beckner-

(n+1)! +1)'
Onofri’s inequality
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(n—gl)!][G(A’Q)1G=%][GF:][GF_m][FA,QF ngF—log][eF. (4.4)

Now use Jensen’s inequality to deduce

log][ el = log][ ef'7loe G > ][(F —logG)G (4.5)

and so we obtain (4.2). Moreover, equality in (4.2) implies equality in (4.4) and (4.5),
i.e. (by Theorem 3.1) F = log|J,| some 7 € CON(S?"*1) and F — log G =constant, or
G = C|J;|; since G has mean 1, then we finally have G = |J;| for some 7.

I

Proof of Corollary 4.2. First observe that if ¢ : H® — R and G : S?"*! — R are
related by g = (GoC)|Jc| then][ G z][ g = 1 (with the above convention on the average

on H"). Moreover, since |1 — (-7 = 27757 |Je (u)|@ | Je ()| @ |v=1u|? (if C(u) = ¢ C(v) = n)
then

(n+1) ][][ log m G(¢)G(n)d¢dn —][ GlogG
—(n+1) ][ n ][ tog (275 fo~tul 2| w) | 7# e ()] 7 ) g(u)g (o) dud—

—][ glogg +][ glog|Jc|
n Hn

2
=(n+ 1)][n][n log mg(u)g(v)dudv —][n glog g — log 2.

This identity easily implies the statement. The given integral condition on g is to guarantee
that [ glogg is finite if and only if [ GlogG is finite, where g and G are related as above.

1

Note that with the same argument as in the proof of the Corollary above one can see
that the log HLS functional (on S$?**1 or H") is invariant under the conformal action.
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5. Appendix

A. Intertwining operators on S§?"*1

In this appendix we give an explicit calculation of the spectrum of the intertwining
operators Ay, as defined by (1.17); a consequence of this calculation will be formula (1.20)
up to a constant, and a further calculation will yield the explicit constant given in (1.21).
The proof below is inspired by the method used by Johnson and Wallach [JW], but it is
rather self-contained and uses no apparatus from representation theory, other than the
knowledge of the zonal harmonics ®;;,. We believe that our calculation is actually sligthly
simpler than that in [JW], at least in our context. In [Br] and [BOQ] there is another
derivation of the spectrum of intertwining operators, again via the theory of spherical
principal series representations of semisimple Lie groups (SU(n + 1,1) in our case), and
the results there are quite general.

Proposition A.1. Suppose that an operator A; (0 < d < Q) is intertwining, i.e.

|30 (AgF) o = Aq(|J,| 3@ (For)), ¥r € CON(S2H) (5.1)
for each F' € C>°(S?"*T1). Then Ay is diagonal with respect to the spherical harmonics,
and for every Y, € Hj

AaYjr = eXj(d) Ak (d) Yk

for some constant ¢ € R. In particular, the operator A, with eigenvalues \;(d)\i(d) is
intertwining, and has fundamental solution

on—% 1 (Q=d)?
AT = cadCn), ea= W(F( )>.

Proof. The fact that A, is diagonal follows from Schur’s lemma, and the irreducibility
of the spaces H;j. Suppose that A P, = \; P, with A; = A ; € R recall that

ol

(k+n—D!(j+k+n)

= —ipn—1,k—3 _
powererT Rl (RO M VAL IS My

©;j(Cm) = @51(C-7) =

if j <k, and ®;(¢,n) = ®jx(¢-7) := Py;(¢-7), if £ < j. From now on we choose n =N
and denote

Ui p(CN) = Wy 5(2) = 2P TP (222 2 1), 2= N= (o
so that still AgV; . = X\ x V.
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Consider the family of dilations of H", which on the sphere take the form

2X¢ L+ Gy — A2 (1 — gn+1))
1 + Cn—l—l + )\2(1 - Cn—l—l), 1 + Cn—i—l + )\2(1 - Cn—i—l)

Q) = T3¢ Gunn) = (

The Jacobian of the map is given by (with z = (,,41)

2) @
1+2z4+A2(1—2)

1= |

and
d

d\

Jr |9 = Sz 4 2).
A=1 2

Also, a4

(- N) = 22 — 1 so that
d\ A

A=1

d

d\

(o) = Sz 4+ 2P T (g - )+
+ (k=) (~1+72)zh It p D g2 1)y (5.2)
+2(z+72)(|2)> —1)z* %P;”l’kj)(leP ~1).

The above quantity is a polynomial in z,Z, with highest order monomials that are multiples

of 27Z*! and 27*1z*. The projection of (5.2) on H,i1k D H,r+1 gives, for fixed 0 <

Jj<k

d

—_— ‘JT ’a/Q(\Ifj’kOT)\) -

dA A=1 g Hir1,OHj k41 (53)

= Azhmim p R (952 1) 4 BERmat L p(t I (g2 )
and for j =k

d

TN |Jr ‘G/Q(‘I!J}kOT)\) -

dX A=1 * Hjit1,;OH;  j+1 (54)

= AzP" V(222 — 1) + Bz PNV (222 - 1)

and the goal is to determine A and B. In order to do this we consider the case z real and
z imaginary, and compare the coefficients of the highest order powers in (5.2) and (5.3);
the formula we need here is that for a Jacobi polynomial of order j the coefficient of 7 is

id_jp(o"m(x)— 1 T(2j+a+p5+1)
gldxi™ 7 2 T(j+a+B+1)
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For z real, a comparison of the coefficients of z**/*1 from (A.3) and (5.3), (5.4) gives

T(k+j+n+1) Dk+j+n+l)
(7+ DIT(k +n) JIT(k+n+1)

L(k+j+n)
JI0(k+n)

(a+k+j)=A

or
titn pktjtn

J+1 E+n (5:5)

a+k+j=A

On the other hand, if z is purely imaginary the same comparison yields

N LT(k+7+n wpi g L(k+7+n+1 pii LE+7+n+1
(i () IR gy FELTER A D | ey T :
JI0(k +n) (7 + DIT(k +n) JI(k+n+1)
o k+j+ k+j+
, j+n j+n
k—j=-A B . 5.6
J Jj+1 + k+n (56)
Solving (5.5) and (5.6) in A and B
a N\ Jj+1 a k+mn
A= (L4 )2 g (L)
<2+J>k+j+n’ <2+ >k+j+n
which means, for 0 < j <k,
d
| e (Yo =
A=1 Hjr1,kOHj k41 (5.7)
a N\ Jj+1 a k+n
— (L)L g, ) g
<2+ﬁk+j+nJ“*+<2+@k+j+n9&”

Differentiating in A the intertwining relation (5.1) applied to ¥, j i.e.

G+ Q-a)
Jr |20 (U 07y) = Aa(|J- 1772 (¥ 07y))

Ak

(it’s easy to see that differentiation in A commutes with A4) and using (5.7)

+d . )+ 1 +d k+n
)‘j,k<Q7 +J) Ji‘llj+1,k + )\j,k<L + k)i\lfmkﬂ =

4 k+ji+n 4 k+j+n
Q—-d N j+1 Q-d k—+n
=Ny ), N B) o -
e T k+j+ngﬂw+.MH 1 ktjtn okt
which implies

Q+d | +d
Qtd 4 j Qtd 4

N1k = Nk o N1 =Nk g k=j>0

j J Q4 d ny J J - d +k



and therefore
(93 +) D92 +J) T( + k)
D) T ) (S )
The proof of the last statement follows from the fact that the convolution operator
By with kernel d(¢,7)?~? is intertwining, but with d replaced by —d:

Nk = Aok

Ba(|7-) 5 (G o 1)) = |J.| 5= (BuG) o 7

which can be checked directly on the dilations, translations (and trivially rotations and
the inversion), using formulas (1.15).

From this and the previous calculations (which are valid also for —Q < d < 0) we
deduce (note: \;(—d) = \;(d)™1)

d(¢C, )Y ipdy = ————— Y.
/SZn+1 (C?ﬁ) ]k‘ Ir/ )\y(d))\k(d) _7]6

Now set j = k = 0, and by an elementary computation

Q\p(d
/ ()" Yy =273 yl_C'ﬁ‘¥dn:2%W2n+erd(22)
§2n+1 §2n+1 F(Q )
so that (Q) (d> (Q (d)
r=)r((s Q1 (4 1
2 2 2 5 _ 1
¢ = doldf i QQQdF(—Id)2 o 2Q7d11(_ ) e

/1

B. Proof of (3.11)

Let F' have zero mean, and assume k even. We have L’f\ = (%)kwﬁk + \2k/Qpl ok
and (for ¢ € C)

/ SFLEOF = (2)" / [wk/2(¢F)]* 4+ A2+/Q / (L LE2(6F)]° (5.8)
S2n+1 S2n+1 S2n+1

so let us first consider the first term. Using the definition of £ we can write

LY2(¢F) = oL**F + Y " ¢,T/F
I

where the sum is finite, over a suitable set of multiindeces I = {iy,...,is}, £ < k, and
where T7 = T}, ...T},, the T being either T} or T;, and ¢ a smooth function. Apply 7 to
this formula and square it; the leading term is (ﬂ(bﬁk/ 2F)2, and the remainder terms are

estimated using the following inequalities:

99



i) 7Gll2 < [|G]2
ii) ||T;F|j2 < C||L"F F||, if T has length < k
iii) [[wLY2FT |y < e mLY2F |3+ C(o)|| £ FII3

For ii) see for example [ADB], for an o.n. base of T} ¢ rather than the T;. Observe
that ii) is also valid for I empty, i.e. for ||F||2, since F' has zero mean.

Thus we are reduced to estimate the last two terms of the identity

/[ (6LH2F))? /¢ (nLF/2F)? /([W,¢]£k/2F>2+2/<[ﬂ-,¢]£k/2F>¢ﬂ_£k/2F

where [7,¢] = m¢ — ¢m. In order to do this we just have to justify that if 7, is as in
(1.3) then the operator T = Tj[m, ¢| (and hence [m, ¢]T};) is bounded on L?. This is
a consequence of the famous 7T'1—theorem by David-Journe, in the context of spaces of
homogeneous type (such as the CR sphere); see for example [DJS]. Indeed one can write
down explicitly the kernel of such operator, using the Cauchy-Szego kernel, and check that
it is a Calderon-Zygmund kernel, with 71 =T*1 = 0.
ThlS glven we can easily estimate the second and third term with || CF/2F||3 +
Cle )HE FH2 This takes care of the first term on the right-hand side of (5.8); to deal
with the second term in (5.8), we argue exactly in the same manner. This shows (3.11) in
case k even.
For k odd, the proof of (3.12) is completely similar, except one has to start from
[rL'= L (Pg)m L
estimate, the leading term is given by

(F¢). Using the same product rule as above and the commutator

2 k-1 E+1 2 k-1 2 k-1 2 k-1
¢*nL T FrL > F= | ¢*|Vunl ™= F|"+ [ 7L (F$)Vued*Vynl = F
and it’s easy to see that the second term is bounded above by
kolog)2 Bl o2 k/2 2 E=Loo2
€ ’VHﬂﬁ P F} +C(e)||[L77 F||5 = €||L%*nF||5+ C(e)||L 72 F5.

The remainder terms are estimated similarly.

I
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