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Abstract: This paper focuses on remainder estimates of the magnetic LP-Hardy inequalities for
1 < p < 2. Firstly, we establish a family of remainder terms involving magnetic gradients of the
magnetic LP-Hardy inequalities, which are also new even for the classical LP-Hardy inequalities.
Secondly, we study another family of remainder terms involving logarithmic terms of the mag-
netic LP-Hardy inequalities. Lastly, as a byproduct, we further obtain remainder terms of some
other LP-Hardy-type inequalities by using similar proof of our main results.

Furthermore, this paper answers the open question proposed by Cazacu et al. in [Nonlinearity

37 (2024), Paper No. 035004] and can be viewed as a supplementary work of it.
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1 Introduction and main results

The purpose of this paper is to study remainder estimates of LP-Hardy inequalities with magnetic

fields for 1 < p < 2. The novelty of this paper is stated as follows.

(a) By adding remainder terms involving magnetic gradients or logarithmic terms, we improve
the magnetic LP-Hardy inequalities for 1 < p < 2.

(b) Compared with [8] where the authors study remainder terms of the magnetic LP-Hardy
inequalities for p > 2, this paper fills it for the case 1 < p < 2.

(¢) This paper replies the open question proposed in [8, Remark 1.1], and can be viewed as a
supplementary work of it.

(d) Using similar proof of our main results, we further establish remainder terms of some other
LP-Hardy-type inequalities.

We recall some enlightening results of Hardy-type inequalities in Section 1.1. In Section 1.2,

we describe our main results and some comments. Section 1.3 contains the outline of the rest

of this paper.

*Corresponding author.
E-mail address: tangcl@swu.edu.cn (C.-L. Tang); xpchen_maths@163.com (X.-P. Chen).


http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.17249v1

1.1 Overview and motivation

1.1.1 The classical LP-Hardy inequalities

The classical LP-Hardy inequalities state as follows: for 1 < p < N,

N fzfP

/RN VulPdz > (Np—p>p/]R [P e, v e C®RN N\ {0)), A

see [17] for details. Moreover, the constant (%)p is optimal, but there exists no nontrivial
function such that the equality of (1.1) occurs. In the study of elliptic and parabolic equations,
the classical LP-Hardy inequalities (1.1) and their improved versions serve as indispensable tools
(see [5, 16] etc.).

In the present paper, we are interested in remainder estimates of LP-Hardy-type inequalities.
It is worth pointing out that the analysis of remainder estimates has been given a lot of attention
after the open question proposed by Brezis and Lieb in [4]. Next, we describe the research status
of remainder estimates for LP-Hardy-type inequalities.

For the special case p = N = 2, under some extra assumptions on u, there still exist some
nontrivial Hardy-type inequalities for the operator —A when the weight ﬁ instead of a weaker

one involving an additional logarithmic term. Namely,

Ju? ,
|Vul?dz > C dz, if u(z)dz = 0.
/R? 2 [22(1 + | In |z|[?) {]=1}

See for example, [21, 26]. For 2 < p < N, it has been established in [24] that
p N — p D _ P
/ dx — < p) / wdx > Csup/ de
RN p RN |Z[P R>0 JRN |x|p‘1n|7R|‘

_N N—
for some C' = C(p, N) > 0, where v(z) = \x]pTRTpu (R1>. To obtain more related results

|z

L Vu

]

about remainder estimates of LP-Hardy-type inequalities (including bounded domains), we refer

to [5, 9, 10, 15, 23] and the reference therein.

1.1.2 The magnetic LP’-Hardy inequalities

We say that the magnetic tensor B : RN — RY*N (2-form) is exact if there exists a magnetic
potential A : RV — RN (smooth 1-form) satisfying dA = B. In particular, B is closed, that is,
dB = 0, where “d” is the exterior derivative. From the Poincaré lemma (see [27, Corollary 18]),
B is closed if and only if B is exact.

We define the magnetic p-Laplacian
Ap pu = diva <’VAu‘p_2 VAu>

on C$°(RY), where diva f := divf +iA - f is the magnetic divergence and Vau := Vu +iA(z)u
is the magnetic gradient. Obviously, Ag, = A,.
We also denote

Da, = CE RN\ {0}) !,



with the norm

1
| == [/ \vAuyde/ \u\pdxr
RN RN

Furthermore, from [22, Theorem 7.21], the diamagnetic inequality
[Vau| = [V]ul] (1.2)
holds for a.e. z € RY and all u € Da . Then, due to (1.1), if 1 <p < N,

N—p\” p
/ \VAu]pdmZ/ \V\qude< p) / [l 4
RN RN D RN |Z[P

For simplicity, let us denote

—p\P p
Hap(u) == /RN |VaulP dz — <N p) / %dx > 0. (1.3)

p

Now, we present some results about remainder estimates of (1.3). When p = N = 2, Laptev
and Weidl in [21] obtained that, for all smooth A : R? — R? satisfying B = curlA,

2 |u|2
dx > C(B d
/R2|VAU| x> C( )/ﬂ§21+|x|2x

provided that

L Bdz
27 J{ja|<r}
is not an integer. Recently, with no other assumptions on magnetic field B # 0, it was established
by Cazacu and Krejcifik in [7] that, when N > p = 2, for all smooth A such that dA = B,
Ha2(u) > C(B N)/ de.
ST e T [ In ]2

For more related results of LP-Hardy-type inequalities, we refer to [3, 11, 19] in general magnetic
fields, [1, 13, 20] in Aharonov-Bohm magnetic fields (a special case of magnetic fields), [6] in the
Heisenberg groups, [12, 20] for Rellich inequalities, etc.

More importantly, Cazacu, Krej¢ifik, Lam and Laptev in [8] obtained the following results

which improve the results presented in [7] from L? to general LP.

Theorem A ([8, Theorem 1.3]). Assume that 2 < p < N, B is nontrivial, smooth and closed.
Then for all A satisfying dA = B,

p
Hap(u) = C(B,p, N)/ i dz, Vu € Da,,

gy [2[P (14 [In|z|[P)
for some constant C'(B,p, N) > 0.

Here we point out that the above result is heavily dependent on the following result, which is

another type remainder terms of (1.3) for p > 2.

Theorem B ([8, Theorem 1.2]). Assume that 2 < p < N, B is nontrivial, smooth and closed.
Then for all A satisfying dA = B,

N-p\ |P
Haplu) > c(p)/ |z[P~N ‘VA <u|x| Pp>‘ dz, Yu € Dap,
RN
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where ,
2

—1—ps

2 2
ep) = inf (t + s —|—28—|—1)

= i - € (0,1].
52+t2>0 (t2 + 32)5

The results mentioned above make it natural to ask an open question: if 1 < p < 2, whether
the results related to Theorems A and B hold? An affirmative answer will be given in Theorems
1.2, 1.4 and 1.8 below.

1.2 Owur main results and some related remarks

Before stating our main results, we present the following identities that are essential in analyzing

the remainder terms of (1.3).

Lemma 1.1 ([8, Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4]). Assume that 1 < p < N. For any magnetic potential
A and any complez-valued functions u € C§°(RN \ {0}), there holds

p=N N=—p
Hap(u) = / Ky <VAu, |z| 7 Va <u]m\ P )) dz, (1.4)
RN
where
Kp(0,€) =’ —|n = ¢P = pln =P Re (= ¢) - ¢, n,¢eCV. (1.5)
Especially, if A =0,
p=N N—p
Hop(u) = / I, <Vu, lz| 7V (u!m\ P )> dz. (1.6)
RN

Studying remainder terms of (1.3) suffices to consider the right-hand side term of (1.4).

1.2.1 Remainder estimates involving magnetic gradients for the magnetic LP-Hardy
inequalities

We first analyze a family of remainder estimates involving magnetic gradients of (1.3).

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < p < 2 < N. Suppose that B is nontrivial, smooth and closed, then for
all A satisfying dA = B,

N —pM
|z

P=2  apon) N-p\ |2
Hap(u) > cl(p)/N <\VAul + ) |z|~ ‘VA (u!m\ P )‘ dz, Yu € Da,,
R

where c1(p) is an explicit constant defined by

[SIiS)

t2+s2+25+1)2 —1—ps —1

c(p) : = 2ir12f ( ) = P € <O, plp—1) )] )
8+t>0<\/t2+82—|—28—|—1—|—1) (t2 + s2)

Furthermore, the remainder term is optimal due to the fact that

N — pM)pz ‘x’%zﬂv)

Hap(u) < 02(1?)/ P ‘VA (u!x\y) ‘de, Vu € Da p,

(\vAur n
RN

]

where ca(p) is an explicit constant defined by
)
(P4 s*+2s+1)2 —1—ps »
< [2?*1”%0) '

co(p) = 2Su2p )
A0 (VPR 2T 141) (24 2)




If B =0, let us choose A =0, then Vo = V and the following corollary holds.

Corollary 1.3. Let 1 < p <2 < N. Then the following inequality

N — p=2 2(p=N) N-p\ |2
<|Vu| + TPM> || % ‘V (u|x|Nﬂp>‘ dz

%MMZQ@/

RN |z|

holds for allu € WHP(RN\{0}), with c1(p) defined in Theorem 1.2. Furthermore, the remainder
term is optimal due to the fact that

N — P2 apen N-py |2
<|Vu|+ g p%) | (v(um )‘ de,

for all u € WEP(RN \ {0}), with co(p) defined in Theorem 1.2.

%Aws@@/

RN

From [14, Lemma 2.1], for 1 < p < 2 and n,{ € RV,

Kp(n,¢) > co(p) min {[¢[P, [n = ¢P7*C7}

for some cy(p) > 0. This inspired us to study another improved version of (1.3) for 1 < p < 2.

Theorem 1.4. Let 1 < p < 2 < N. Suppose that B is nontrivial, smooth and closed, then for
all A satisfying dA = B,

N-p\|P [N— p=2 _p_2N N-p\|2

Hapl) 2 o) [ nun{wwfﬂwa(Mw|pp),(——l§ up=2af* vg(Mx|pf)}dm

RN p
for all w € Da p, where c3(p) is an explicit constant stated by

. . (t2—|—82—|—28—|—1)%—1—p5 . (t2—|—52+25—|—1)%—1—p8
c3(p) == min{ inf - , inf 5

s24+t2>1 (2 + 52)2 0<s24+12<1 t*+s

satisfying
pp—1
) € (0,221,

A direct consequence of Theorem 1.4 is the following corollary with A = 0.

Corollary 1.5. Let 1 < p < 2 < N. Then the following inequality

N-p\|P [(N— P2 _p_2N N-p\|2
min{|x|p_N‘V<u|x|Npp>‘ ,<—p> u|P~2|z* P 5 V<u|x|Npp>‘ }dx
N p

holds for all w € WHP(RN \ {0}), where the constant c3(p) is defined in Theorem 1.4.

Ho(u) 2 calr) [
R
Remark 1.6. Let 1 <p <2 < N, for n,{ € CV, there holds

(Inl + I = <P 1¢? < min {[CI7, [n = CP72I¢1P} < 37 (Inl +In = <DP2IC, (1)
and Lemma A.1 will provide a detailed proof of (1.7) in Appendix A. Choosing

p=N N—p
n="Vau, ¢=la|" Va (ulz|7")
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and

p=N N—p J N—p N—p
—(¢=Vau—|z| » Va <u|x| P ) Vu+iAu —|z| » <u|x| P >—|—iAu|:U| P
;P
= Vu— |27V (ule] 7")
N
p o lzlfa]’
n (1.7), we see that
N —plul\?2%, 20-m 2
(1wt + 20 1ot o ()
p |zl
p N — p=2 oy N-p\ |2
gmin{|x|pN1vA (ulet ") ( p) fulP =[] * 7 (ulel ") }
p
N — P=2 4w 2
<3P <!VAU\+ p p%) |z 7 ‘VA (u\x! P >‘ , (1.9)

which indicates that the results of Theorem 1.2 is equivalent to those of Theorem 1.4.

Remark 1.7. Some discussions about our main results mentioned above are presented below.

(1) By adding remainder terms that involve magnetic gradients, Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 improve
the magnetic LP-Hardy inequalities (1.3) for 1 < p < 2, which reply the question presented
in [8, Remark 1.1]. Thus, this paper can be regarded as the supplementary work of [8].
(2) The remainder estimates obtained in Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 are new even if A = 0.

(3) Corollaries 1.3 and 1.5 improve the classical LP-Hardy inequality (1.1) for 1 <p < 2.

1.2.2 Remainder estimates involving logarithmic terms for the magnetic LP-Hardy
inequalities

Now, we turn our attention to establishing another class of remainder terms involving logarithmic

terms of (1.3).

Theorem 1.8. Let 1 < p <2 < N. Assume that B is nontrivial, smooth and closed, then for
all A satisfying dA = B,

s uf?
d Yu € D
Haol) 2 500 Jox TP A+ mlalE + map) o> 7€ Paw

for some constant Cgp N > 0, where c3(p) is defined in Theorem 1.4.

Remark 1.9. We present some comments about Theorem 1.8 below.

(1) Theorem 1.8 provides an improved version of (1.3) by adding remainder estimates involving
logarithmic terms.

(2) Theorem 1.8 fills the results of [8, Theorem 1.3] (see also Theorem A above) for 1 < p < 2.

(3) [8, Proposition 1.2] indicates that, for 1 < p < N, the operator —A,, — <M>p L2

5 o 1S
critical. However, we infer from Theorem 1.8 that, for 1 < p < N, the operator —Ap , —

P
(Npp ) | ‘f‘ ® becomes suberitical after adding a magnetic field to the p-Laplacian.



1.3 Structure of this paper

e In Section 2, we aim to investigate a family of remainder terms involving magnetic gradients
of the magnetic LP-Hardy inequalities with 1 < p < 2, and prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.4,
Corollaries 1.3 and 1.5.

e In Section 3, we establish another family of remainder terms involving logarithmic terms
of the magnetic LP-Hardy inequalities for 1 < p < 2, and prove Theorem 1.8.

e In Section 4, we present remainder estimates of some other LP-Hardy-type inequalities by

using similar proof of our main results.

2 Remainder estimates involving magnetic gradients of the mag-
netic [’-Hardy inequalities: proof of Theorem 1.2 and Corol-
lary 1.3, Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5

In this section, we improve (1.3) when adding remainder terms involving magnetic gradients on
the sign-hand side of it, and prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.4, Corollaries 1.3 and 1.5.

We first provide a preliminary calculation that will be used frequently.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that 1 < p < 2. For all s> +t> > 0,

P
2

(*+s*+2s4+1)°> —1—ps > 0.

Proof. We validate this lemma in two cases: t = 0 and t # 0.
O If t = 0, then for s2 >0 (i.e., s € R\ {0}),

[SIiS)
[SIiS)

(t2+82—|—2s—|—1) —1—ps= (52+25+1) —1—ps = gp(s).
Observe that, for all s € R\ {0},
gp(s) :p[(sz—l—Qs—i-l)g_l(s—l—l) —1} : (2.1)
gu(s)=p(p—1) (s*+2s+1) e > 0. (2.2)

It is easy to verify that g;/(s) > 0 for s # —1. Based on this, g,(—1) = —p < 0 and g,,(0) = 0, it
follows that g, (s) < 0 for s € (—00,0) and g,(s) >0 for s € (0,+00). Then,

gp(s) > gp(0) =0, forall se R\ {0}.

O If t # 0, then for s € R,

[SIS]
[SIS)

(45" +25+1)2 =1 —ps > (s* + 25 +1)* — 1= ps = gy(s)-

From (2.1) and (2.2), we obtain g, (s) > 0 and g,,(0) = 0, then g,(s) <0 for s <0 and g,(s) > 0
for s > 0. This together with g,(0) = 0, we get g,(s) > 0 for all s € R, as our desired result. O



2.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 <p <2< N, forn,( € CN, it holds that

Kp(n,¢) > c1(p) (In] + |n — <P 2 ¢,

where
D
2

. (P+s*+25+1)2 —1—ps
al(p):= inf p=2 .
$2412>0 <\/t2 +s2+2s+1+ 1) (2 + s2)

Moreover, ¢1(p) € <O p(pfl)}.

y 9p—1
Proof. Inspired by [8], let n — ( = a + bi and ¢ = ¢+ di for a,b,c,d € RV,
|? = la+c*+[b+df

= la|* + [b]* + 2(a-c+b-d) + |c|* +|d],
I — ¢ = lal® + [b]?,

IC17 = |ef” + 1df?, (2.3)
then
b
Kp(n,€) = |lal* + 6% + 2(a - ¢+ b-d) + [e]* + |d]?|?
2 215 2 912-1
—[lal® + B2 = plal* + [b]*|> " (a-c+b-d),
and

_ p—2
(Il + =< 1P = (ViaP + o+ 2(a -+ b-d) + [e? + [dP +\/[aP + bP) " (Ief* + |aP?)

If |a]? + |b]> = 0 or |c|> + |d|? = 0, it is easy to get the desired estimate.
If |a|? + |b]? # 0 and |c|? + |d|? # 0, then it is enough to take into account that

llaf? + 82| + 2(a - ¢+ b- d) + [cf2 + 2|
o D __
— [lal* +1b]%|2 = p|lal® + [b]*|? 1(a-c—|—b-d)

—  inf
c1(p) \a\21+r\1b\2¢o

p—2 ’
bl (VIaP P +2(a- et b-d) + [P + 1P + VIaP + ) (Iel? + [d]?)

-c4b-d S c+b-d)? 211402 )
Let s = |Z\§i|b|2 and s2 + 2 = }Z||2+“b}2 given that s? = ((‘ZEHW))Q < }Z||2+“b}2. Then, the equality

above is reduced to

o
2

. (t2—|—52—{—25—|-1) —1—ps
alp) = inf P2 '
524120 <\/t2 +524+25+1+ 1) (2 + s2)

For simplicity, let

2 . 2 5_1_
Gls.t) = (P +s*+2s+1)> —1—ps . (2.4)

p—2
<\/t2+52+25+1+1) (t2 4 52)




To complete the proof of this lemma, it remains to check that

a(p) = inf g(s,t)€<0,p(p7j11)].

s2412>0 2p

Actually, choosing t = 0 and s — 07, we arrive at

2 p

s“+2s+1)2 —1—ps
lim G(s,1) = lim ( ) -
sot §=0 <\/32—|—23+1+1) 52

. (s+1)P—=1-ps
= lim —
s—0t (5 + 2)p g2
= lim p(S + 1)p—1 —p
s—0+ (p — 2)(s + 2)P~352 + 2s(s + 2)P~2
p(s+ 1P —p

im
s—0t (ps? +4s)(s 4+ 2)P~3

. p(p—1)(s +1)7?
lim
s—0+ 2(ps + 2)(s +2)P73 + (p — 3)(ps? + 4s)(s + 2)P~4

_plp—1)
=

which indicates that ¢;(p) < %.

Now, it suffices to verify ¢;(p) > 0. According to Lemma 2.1, it can be shown that G(s,t) > 0
for all s2 +12 > 0. As 52 +t? — +o0, we get G(s,t) — 1. As s2 +12 — 07,

limsup G(s,t)

24120t
P
. (t2—|—82—|—28—|—1)2—1—p8
= limsu
s2+t2—>g+ 272(2 + 52)

> inf L (7“2—1—27”(:080—1—1)%—1—]97“(3039
- 061%,#] rir(r)l‘F 20—2p2
i p(T2+27‘0089+1)§_1(r+cos€)—pcos9
= in im
6e[0,7] r—0+ 2p—1y
o L p(p—2) (T2+2TCOSH—|—1) _2(T+COSH)2+p(T2+2rcos€+1)
= in im
0c[0,7] r—0+ op—1
_ 2
_ it p(p —2)cos® 0 +p
0e[0,7] 2p—1

_ p(gp—ll) >0, (2.5)

where t = rsinf and s = r cos . Considering this, ¢;(p) > 0 obviously. This ends the proof. O

[SIS]
[NIiS)

-1

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 <p <2< N, forn,( € CV, there holds

Kp(n,¢) < ea(p) (In] + |n — P2,

where
Y4
2

(*+s*+25+1)2 —1—ps

co(p) == 25112p ) .
A (VPRS2 141) (24 2)




Moreover, c3(p) € |5, +00).

Proof. If |a|?> +|b]?> = 0 or |¢|> +|d|? = 0, it is evident that the result is valid. So we will assume
that |a|? + |b|? # 0 and |c|? + |d|? # 0, then it suffices to consider that
o
[lal? + 6% + 2(a - ¢+ b~ d) + [cf* + |d]*|?
P B_
— [l + bP[*  plaP + BP* " (@ c+b-d)

c2(p) = m\?il\lblx)?;éo 2 2 2 2 2 5\ 02 2y
el (VIaP+ TP + 20 e+ b-d) + e + [P + /TP +P)" (e + |d]?)
Let s = % and s + 2 = ;Z';ﬂ‘il;. Then the above equality turns into

D
(t2—|—52+25—|—1)2 —1—ps
o) = sup “1om
$2412>0 <\/t2 T2t 25+ 14 1) (12 + 52)

Thus, it remains to demonstrate that

ca(p) = sup G(s,t) € [%,—FOO) )
s$2+t2>0 2P

where G(s,t) is defined by (2.4). Indeed, choosing s = 0 and t — 07, we get

P P p_q
2+1)2 -1 2+1)2 —1 2+1)2 ¢
lim G(s,t) = lim ( ) p—— = lim ( 2p)2 g — = lim a 2p1) - 2;11’
=0, 10+ < T T4 1) P 10+ t t—0+ t

which suggests that ca(p) > =r.
As 52 + 1% — +00, we obtain G(s,t) — 1. As 52 +12 — 0%,

liminf G(s,t)

s24+12—0T
lim inf (t2+32+23+1)g 1 —ps
= limin
244250+ 2p—2(t2 4 82)
< i (T2+2TCOSQ+1)%—1—])TC089
su im
- 496[01,)#] r—0t Ip—2:2
2 21
1. p(’r +2TCOS€+1)2 (r_'_cose)_pcose
= su im
96[01;] r—0t op—1p
li pip—2) (TQ +2rcost + 1)%—2 (r+cos)® +p (T2 + 2rcos 6 + 1)§_1
= su im
96[01,1] r—0t op—1
~ sup p(p—2)cos®0 +p
0€[0,m] 2p—1
_ P
= 5T

this, along with (2.5), indicates that 0 < limg2 .2 ,0G(s,t) < 400. The proof is completed. [

Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. One hand, from (1.4), (1.8) and Lemma 2.2, we derive that

Hap(uw) = ci(p) /RN [[VAu\ + ‘VAu — ‘x’%VA (u]x\%) Hp—Q ‘x’2(p;1v) ‘VA (um¥) ‘Qdm
=) [ (19w + 22 5 o (w5

where ¢1(p) is a constant defined in Lemma 2.2 satisfying c;(p) € <0, %}.

On the other hand, it can be seen from (1.4), (1.8) and Lemma 2.3 that

pP=2  2(p—N)

Ha p(u) < c2(p) /]RN [|VAU| + ‘VAu — |x|%VA (u|x|¥) H Ehs: ‘VA (u|x|¥) ‘2(1;,;

N —plu\*"?, 20-m Nop\ |2
—ealp) [ (19mul+ L ol 5 (O (k)
RN p |z

where ¢3(p) € [57,400) is a constant defined in Lemma 2.3. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. By substituting (1.4) for (1.6) and using similar arguments to those
of the proof of Theorem 1.2, we can complete the proof of Corollary 1.3. O

2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 <p <2< N, forn,( € CN, we get

Kp(n,¢) = es(p) min {7, | — ¢[P72(¢*},

where

[S1S)

1mn
T0<s2 <1 12 + 52

(S]4S)

4+ s +25+1
c3(p) == min{ inf ( )

—1—ps g (t2+32+23+1)g—1—ps
$2H21 (t2 + s2) '

Moreover, c3(p) € <0, @}.

Proof. The transformations as (2.3) give

min {[¢[7, [n — CPP2I¢I} = min {|[ef2 + [dP?|%, [laf? + 122" (1ef? + 1d]2) }

It is obvious that the result holds when |a|? + [b|> = 0 or |c|> + |d|? = 0. So we will assume that
la|? 4+ 162 # 0 and |c|? + |d|* # 0, it is sufficient to consider that

p
llal? + [ + 2(a - c+ b~ d) + [ + |d|?|?
P p_
—Ha|2—|—|b|2{2 —p‘|a|2—|—|b|2‘2 1(a-c—|—b-d)

e3(p) = la|24b|2£0 2 215 2 2151 (112 2 '
ize min {]Jef2 + a2, [Jal2 + bf2| 27 (1ef2 + [dJ2) }
Let s = % and s2 +t? = ;zl‘iilgl‘z. Therefore, the above equality changes into

S

P+ s*+2s+1
c3(p) = inf ( )

2420 min{(tZ +52)% 12 +32}

11



Indeed, choosing t = 0 and s — 0", we deduce that

[Nl
[Nl

lim (t2—|—32+23+1) —1—ps lim (s2+23+1) —1—ps
=0 - 2 28 2. 2l soot s?
o0t mm{(t +s2)2 2+ s } s
. (s+1)P—1-—ps
=1
5—1>I(];17L 52
i ROV
s—0F 2s
D) (s 1
s—07F
_plp—1)
2 )

: p(p=1)
this means that c3(p) < =5~

In the following, we will show that c3(p) > 0. We proceed with the proof in two cases.

— Case 1: s +t? > 1. In this case, it is obvious that

P
2

[SIiS)

P+ +2541)2 —1— 2452 +254+1)2 —1—
(2 +s*+2s+1) ps _ (P+52+2s+1) P _ Fis.t),

min{(t2+s2)g,t2+s2} (12 + s?)

[SIiS]

Lemma 2.1 allows us to prove that Fi(s,t) > 0 for all s? +¢2 > 1.

As s2 + 1% — +o0, we obtain Fi(s,t) — 1. When s? +t? = 1, then s € [~1,1] and F(s,t) =
2% (s+ 1)% —1—ps := hy(s). Notice that hy(s) = p 2571 (s 4 1)%71 - 1]. Let hy,(s«) = 0, then
sy = —%, and hy(sy) = L > 0 thanks to p € (1,2). Furthermore, hy,(s) > 0 for s € [~1,5,], and
hi,(s) < 0 for s € [s4,1]. Hence, we deduce that

Fi(s,t) = hp(s) > min {hy(—1),hp(1)} =min{p — 1,27 —p —1} > 0,

when s? + 1% = 1.
~ Case 2: 0 < 52+t < 1. In this case, we get
(t2—|—52+25+1)§—1—p8 B (t2—|—52+25—|—1)%—1—p8.
min{(t2+82)g,t2+s2} t? + s .

= Fa(s,t).

It deduces from Lemma 2.1 that Fa(s,t) > 0 for all 0 < s? +#2 < 1.
When s2+12 — 17, Fy(s,t) ~ 23 (s + 1)% —1—ps, then similar to the Case 1 when s2+#% = 1,
we have limg2 2,1~ Fa(s,t) > 0. Now, we consider s? + > — 0. Observe that

P

it (t2+82—|—28—|—1)%—1—p5> (> +s2+2s+1)°

$2 1250+ p(p—1) 149 2 - 525212130+ p(p—1) 149 2
PE—1(t2 + s2) PE=(t2+ %) +ps+1

p

t2+s2+2s+1)2

> liminf 1(0 5 5 )
s24250+ (12 +52) +ps+1
o (4 s*+2s+1)
= liminf 5
2201 B(12 4 52 425+ 1) + P

D
2

12



o
2

) . (7’2+2r0059—|—1)
> inf lim
oefo,m] r—0+ B(r2 4+ 2rcosf + 1) + Tp

where t = rsinf and s = r cos @, and the first inequality follows from lim,, o ‘Z—: > lim,,— 00 ‘;Zigz ,
if limy, o0 Z"*C” >1, b, >0 and ¢, > 0. Therefore,

P
P4+ s?+2s+1)> —1—ps -1
liminf Fo(s,t) = liminf ( ) 4 > plp—1)
24250+ s2H1250+ t? 4 52 2

> 0.

To summarize, Case 1 and Case 2 reveal that c3(p) > 0. This ends the proof of Lemma 2.4. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. From (1.4), (1.8) and Lemma 2.4, we get
Hap(w)

. _N N—p\|P p=N N—p\|P™ 2(17 N) N-p\|2
203(]))/ min § 1ol |V (ufe] 5 ) [Vau—fa]*5 vA(u|x| P el O (e 5| L e
RN
_ Nop N — =2 |ulp2 2(p=) Nop) |2
- n ol [V (ulel ) [ (5 Vi (ulel )] g
a) [ mm{|z| Va (wel ) () el a (ul2] :
-p\ |P N — p—2 2 -\ |2
— ¢s(p) / min{wv’N]vA (ul21 ) ( pp> a2 =7~ % |Va (ul2 7)) }dz.
RN

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is completed. O

Proof of Corollary 1.5. By replacing (1.4) with (1.6) and using arguments analogous to those
used in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we finish the proof of Corollary 1.5. O

3 Remainder estimates involving logarithmic terms of the mag-
netic [’-Hardy inequalities: proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we focus on improving (1.3) by adding remainder estimates involving logarithmic

terms, and prove Theorem 1.8.
Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < p < N. For all R > 0, let us denote Bz(0) :={z e RV : |z] < ﬁ} and
B%(O) = {z eRN : |z] > ﬁ}, then

(1) for all u € C§°(By(0)),

Juf”
/BA — — p) dx

RO ||p (‘hl%‘ + ‘hq‘—f‘

§6’/ min |x|p7N‘V<
B (0)

R

)

p (N —p\? |ulp—2 2p=n) —p
’ p ||P— zlel 7 ‘ ( ’ )

2
dz,

where




(2) for all u € CSO(B]%(O)),

Jul”

/ — — dz
BEO) |g|p <’1n%’ + lln‘% >

§6’/ min{|x|p_N’V(
B%(0)

Proof. (1) Let us define

_ _ _ -2 o p—2 p—2
0= {w e BY : o] 5| (ullaf F) [ 2 (R) T
“\p |z[P=2

(p—2)(p—N) N-p\ |P—2 N — - -
Oy 1= xERN:]x\p a ‘V (\uHx! Pp>‘ < P — (-
p [P

Notice that

(lulla] 5 )‘2} dz.

p N_p P2 |u|p— |
"\ p |z[P—2

)

p
/ IUI s
By |g;|p <‘ln 2] ‘111 2] >
p P
-/ s i .
BRO)©1 |41p ((m ‘ + ‘1 i > B0z |41p ((m al —l—‘ln 5 >
p P
S/ dew—i—/ _ Pl —d. (3.1)
BRONO1 [g|p ‘IDIYRI‘ BA(0)n: [z|P ‘m‘_i%“

Applying the spherical coordinate |z| =7 : B(0) N ©1 — (0, ﬁ) N ©1, integration by parts and

Hoélder inequality, we obtain

p
[
By (0)N©; || ‘hlITRI‘

N—p

p
ulle] 7

B(0)NO1 || N ‘m‘ﬁ‘

P
N
:/ / L L im=| N ldrde
SN-1 (Qﬁ)ﬂa v r
B ~1
P
/ / |u|7“ wr Or | |In— drde
SN-1 OR T
(p=1D)(N—p) Bl
p—1)(N—p N-—
Sp/ / o Jufte Or <\u!er>‘ In—| drde
sN-1.J(0,R)ne, T
-1
_ (p=1H(N=p) N-p R
<of el (e ) ) ae
Bz (0)n©, ||

~




p—2 -~ |—
kN R

=y [ P (el ) M i

Bﬁ(O)ﬂ@l ‘x’T ‘ ’ ’1"
1 3

P —p |2 2 P

<ol M (e ) o | [

Ba(O)ne, 7P B£(0)N6; ’x‘p‘ln‘_R“
here O,v := ‘—:’;‘ - Vv and |0,v| < |Vu] for all real function v. In other words,

p
/ e,
Bg(0)n®1 \x\P‘ln%‘
-2 2(p-N) N-p\ |?
2 [ul? Nop
<[ lal 7 |V (lullel 7
Bp0)ne, 7|

N—p\2P N —p)"7E a2 2 Nop) |?
= p? (—) / B Y (Jullz "7
P B (0)N©, P |[P

dz

dz

2
}da:. (3.2)

N —p —p\P~? |ulp—2 p— —p
- () min{xﬂN'v (it ™) (552) " Lol ™5 |9 (el ™)
P B (0)N6©; P ||
Similarly,
p
[,
BR(0)n©: |z]p ‘IHITRI
N—p |P
ulle] 7
B(0)N6s |z|N (m‘ﬁ(
x|
N—p P
e B[
:/ / R — n—| ¥ ldrde
SN—1 (O,R)OG_Q r r
Rl
p
/ / o O | |In— drdo
SN-1 OR T
~11—p
1(N=p) N-p R
/ / o P S o () [ drdo
SN-1 OR T
~ 11—
P 1, @=DWN=p) Ny N-p R
<2 Pt |z (v(|u||x| ; )( In—| de
p— 1 B§(0)062 |'I|
~ |1-p
p—1 R
- _P_ P (v(|u||x|—)(’“’ — | de
P =1 /B (0ne; |z|P ||
p—1

1
N—p\ |P P p
Tt (| N A e
p—1|JB.(0)ne, B(0)n©: [P (In £
: |z|
namely,
B0 [af? [In (|

3 N — P
< (—” ) / \x\P*N'v (\u||m|Tp)' dz
p—1 B (0)N©2

15



N-—p
v (\u||x| ; )

2
} dz. (3.3)

P N-p\ [P /N—p\P72 |uP~2 20-N)
:(_” ) / min \x\P*N'v (\u||x| v )' ,(—p) [ul Slel
p—1) JB 0)nes, P |[P—

Hence, by substituting (3.2) and (3.3) into (3.1), we obtain

P
/ A‘UQ‘ — dz
B5(0 R R
7O |g|p ((mm‘ +[m & )
N— 2—p N—
< p? (—”) / min |m|P*N'V(\u||m|—v”)
P B(0)ne;
P N-— PN — P=2 [ 1P—2  2(p—N) N-—
+(L)/ min |m|P*NIV(|uHx\—v”) ( ”) ™2 255 'V(\uIIrI_PP)
p—1 B (0)NO2

P ||P—2
- N-— P /N — P=2 |,|P—2  2(p—N) N— 2
<[ i 1elr |9 (et 7| () 5|9 (el ) s,
BR(0) P ||~

where )
- N — -p p
C:= C(p,N):max{p2< p) ,<L> }
p p—1

(2) The proof is similar to that of Item (1). The proof is completed. O

P N — P=2 |,|P—2  2(p—N) N—p
( ”) il 255 \V(muxw—v)

P |z|P=2

2
}d:v

2
}d:v

Lemma 3.2 ([8, Lemma 3.2]). Let 1 < p < oo and N > 2. Assume that B # 0 and A is a
vector field satisfying dA = B. Fixzing R > 1 such that

p
. fO |[Vaul? dz
MB(R) = Wllnpfo fR |u|pdx
ue u;é()( R) OR

(07 OO)?

where Or := Br(0) \ B (0).

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < p < 2 < N. Suppose that B is a nontrivial magnetic field and A is a
vector field satisfying dA = B. Let us fix a constant R > 1 such that

1
R

. — p72 _
fOR min {|VAu|p, (%) |u|P—2 |VAu|2} dz
vg(R):=  inf

e Jou [

€ (0,00).
Proof. Choosing
p=N N-p
¢ =Vau, n=lo|"> Va (ula] ")

and
p—N N-—p .
n— ¢l = |Vau— a7 Va (ule] 7" )| L S22

in (1.7), we obtain

N — p=2 p—2 p=N N—p N — p=2
min{yVAuyP,< pp> [ul yvAqu}z[\xy"p ‘VA (W\ )‘+ pp‘xﬂq Vaul? .

|z [P

From this, it follows that
N —p\"?
/ min } |[Vaul?, ( p) luP~2 |Vaul? p d
Or p

16




Y

N — p—2 p—2
Rp_Z/ min |VAu|p,< p) [ul — [Vaul® p da
Or p [P

pP—IiV NP N— p72
o [ o o ]
Or p |z

v
=y

—92 2

£ A 23 N— p e P

> s { [ [ o )] 252 )™ (), ovaas)
OR p ‘x’ OR

2
P
— RP—2 { foR |VAu|p dz

=N N-—p 1P
foR [!m\ P ‘VA <u\x] P >‘+¥%] da
— - — p
[t o (o) [+ 22
o p el

> (—N _p>pRz Jou |Vaul’ dz / |u[Pdz
- _N N— D )
A VN EEEN s e

p |zl

hSAIN

where the third inequality derives from the following inequality

2

(/ |VAu|pdx> ’
Or

|VAu|p p—N N-p
= / p(2—p) |$| P ’VA (U"xl P )
Or p=N N-p B

[|x| 5 (VA (u|x| - )

p(2—p)

p |z

— 2
+N pm—l} dz

(3.4)

SN

[Vaul’ b xeey| N-pld]f
S/OR [|m|¥‘vA(u|x|£Tu”)‘+¥ ]“dm{/oR {'xlpp [a (ulel77) |+ pp%] dm} -

]

Observe that (3.4) is equivalent to

-2
Jo,, min {yvAu\p : (%)p P2 \vAqu} da
foR lulpdz

N (N _ p>pR_2 fOR |Vaul|P dz
Jo |

et -N N— p
p \x]pT‘VA (u!x\Tp)‘—i-%%} dz

AN

With the help of the triangle inequality and (1.8), we get
p=N N—p p=N N—p
|z| P ‘VA (u\x! P >‘ = ‘\x! » Va (u!m\ Z ) — VAu—i-VAu‘

p=N N-p
< |1l Va (ulel ") = Vau| + [ Vau

N —»plu
= pu + |VAU| s
p |7l

from this and Lemma 3.2, it follows that

[ o 2

p |zl

17
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_ p
Or p

]

2N —p)7? P
op—1 {/ |VaulP dz + [7( p)} / de}
Or P og |zlP
2(N — P
< or1 max{ [M} Rp,l} (/ |Vaul? dx+/ |u|pdx>
p Or ORr

< o1 max{ [@YW, 1} [1 + u%@] /OR |VaulP dz,

Jo, |Vaul® dz N 1 |
Jo, [m% (VA (um¥>( v uu]pdw % ot [ 1) 14 2]

IN

that is,

(3.6)

p |zl

Consequently, combining (3.6) with (3.5), it gives that

-2
fOR min{|VAu|p, <¥>p |u|P—2 |VAu|2} dz

foR |ul[Pda

(552 [ ) o]} o

Furthermore, using

. P N—p p=2 —2 2
fORmm{]VAu\ ’<T) |ulP~* |Vaul }dw foR IVaul? dz

foR |ufPda - fOR |u|Pdx

we conclude that

<?>p3—2 {217_1 maX{ [Q(Nf;p)r}zp, 1} [1 + MBl(R):| }i < vB(R) < uB(R),

which implies that 0 < vg(R) < ug(R) < oco. This ends the proof. O

Now, it remains to accomplish the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Based on Lemma 3.3, let us fix a constant R > 1 such that vg(R) > 0.
We define a radially symmetric cut-off function x € C°°(RY) satisfying 0 < x < 1 as follows:
1, if z € B%(0);
X=140, if z € Bg, (0) \BR1 (0)7
1, if v € B% (0),

where Ry, Ry are two constants satisfying % < Ry <1< Ry < R. Therefore, supp(|Vx|) C O
and supp(1 — x) C Og.

18



Notice that

|ul?
5 dz
gy [P (14 [In[2][? + [In|z||P)
B (1 —x)u + xulP d
gy 2P (14 |In|z|[? + |In|z|[?)

B 1 —x)ulP [xul?
< or—t / ( dx—i—/ dx
- [ ey ([P (14 [In |z[]* + |In |z|[?) ry [z[P (14 [In|z[* + [In]z[[?)

< 2p—1[/ ‘u’p d$+/ ‘Xu‘p de
- o 2P (14 [In[z[[? + |In |z||P) Bi(0) [2lP (14 [In |2[[* + [In|z[[?)

Ixul? ]
—|—/ dx
B5(0) [P (1 +[In [2[[* + [In[z[[?)
c= 2P (T + Ty + IT3) . (3.7)

For II;. We infer from Lemma 3.3 that

P
or TP

’ N—p |P

ulx|™P

N —p N —p\"? =2 (N—p) )\ 2
- R / min ‘VA (u|$|Np )‘P,< p) |u|p72|x|< 2=n) | <U|$|NT)‘ dx
VB(R) Or p

RN N-p\ |P N—9 N — P p—2 |U|p_2 2(p— N Nep |2
. 4 s m v = ‘ d
vg(R) /OR mm{‘VA (u|x| )‘ || » le1072|30| ‘ A (u|x| ) x
max {RQprv RQN*Q}
ve(R)

on? /N —p\P 2 P2 s N (2
X / min < |z[P~Y ’VA (u|z|va) , < p) [u] — |:L'|2 = ’VA (u|x|¥)’ dx
On p |[?

2N—p Y N_p\ P72 |y |p—2 o on2
= R—/ min |x|p7N’VA <u|x|NT) p, ( p> [u] — |z|2( T ‘VA (u|z|NP ) dz. (3.8)
ve(R) Jo, p [P

IN

As a by-product of (3.8),

/ [ul? dz
Or

R2N N-»\|P [(N—p p—2 |u|p_2 o [N
< . ;D—N‘ ) ‘ P ’ 7 ’ dz. (3.9
= vs(R) /(9 min {|x| Va (u|x| ) ; ( » ) =2 || Va (u|x| ) z. (3.9)

R

For II,. From (1.2) and Lemma 3.1 (with R = 1), it follows that

dzx

Ixul?
e
By o) 2P (| ]z] 2 + | In [z |[?)

~ N—
<C min {|x|pN ‘V (X|u||:c|Tp)
B1(0)

P ||P=2

p _p\ P2 P=2  2(p-N) o (2
() Rl 1V(x|u||x|Npp)1}dx

p
)

~ . _N N—p
<2C min § [VxP? ful” + |of? Y |V (Jullz]7)
B1(0)
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2
o) gt 2
P |z |”’2 P |z|p—2
~ p
<20 [ v o (2 ) o L
B1(0) |z[P
~ P _ p—2 p—2
+20 min{|x|p Y19 (et 7)) (N p) )2
B1(0) p [P~
2 |ul?
2 T

B1(0)
N—p
™)

P pr P2 |u|p 2|
"\ p |z |2

(1ol )| }az

(1ol “)[ o

<2C |Vx|? |u|Pdz + 2C (
B1(0)

+2C min{|x|p_N ‘VA (
B1(0)

(u|x| ; )

2
}daa (3.10)
With the aid of (3.9), there hold

[ o
B1(0)

<IVxll? RN lul’dz
(RY)
31(0)\31{2 (0)

IV ey [ TP
Or

R2N N N
P . P Nop
< |IVxll =) )5 (R) /OR m1n{|x| ‘VA (u|x| » )

and

/ o2 24 e
B1(0) |z |p=2

< ||VX||2L°°(RN)/

BLO\B, (0) [
R

P N-p p_2|u|p 2|
\p |z |2

(ufe 7 )‘Q}dm

Juf?

=2

dx

< VX o ) / Jul?da

Or

R2N ] B —p\|? (N —p P=2 1, [p—2 2(17 N) 2
< ||vX||ioo(RN)—yB(R) /o min {|x|P N ‘VA ( P ) , ( » ) :x:p_z || ‘VA (u|x| P )‘ dz.
R

Thus, substituting the above two inequalities into (3.10),

R2N N-—p p—2 R2N
p
||VXHL°°(RN)VB(R) + ( » ) vV XHLoo(RN)W

_ p—2 p—2 9
. p—N Nop }P N-—p [ul 2(=) ‘ }
X /OR m1n{|$| ‘VA ( ) ) ( » P || Va ( ) da
_ p—2 p—2 9
o ; p—N Nep\|P (N —p |u| Lo ’ Nop ’
+2C /131(0) min {|x| ’VA (u|x| ) ) ( » ) o2 || Va (u|x| ) dx

R2N pr p—2 R2N
vxl? VX2 o gy — o + 1
|| x|Lx(RN)VB(R)+< - ) IV ey 7o +

p N — p=2 p=2 p— —p\ |2
x/ min |:c|P*N’vA( N e U ‘VA (u|z|NT)‘ de. (3.11)
RN P |z|P—2

For II3. Similar arguments to those of Iy show that

I, < 2C

<20

R2N N — P p—2 R2N+27p
Vil Vx| e oy 5 + 1
|| x|Lx(RN>VB(R)+< - ) IV ey o +

_ p N — p—2
X / min ¢ |z[P~V ‘VA (u|x|¥) , ( p> |u| 2|
RN p |$|p

20

I3 <

(|z| )‘Q}dx. (3.12)



Combining (3.11) and (3.12), we get

Ty + 113

< 4C

R2N N —p p—2 R2N+27p
p 2 1
||VXHL00(]RN)VB(R) + ( > ||VXHL°°(]RN) Z/B(R) +

x/ min{|x|pN‘VA <u|x|N;p)
]RN

Hence, from (3.7), (3.8), (3.13) and Theorem 1.4, we get

P (N —p\?% |uP2  2e-n —p\ |2
( p) [l 2 ‘VA<u|x|NT)‘ }dx. (3.13)

p P2

/ |ul? e
Ry 2P (14 [Infz[]* + [ In |z|[?)
N—p

< CBpnN /RN min {\x]pN‘VA <u\x]T>

p (N— p—2 wlP—2 2(p—N) N-p\ |2
(5 B a0

p (N—p\P 2 2N
S
p

R
CBp,N

< P2 p(u), 3.14

where
RQpr - RQN pr p—2 R2N+27p
=or~1 4 P Ny — 2 ey ———— + 1| . (3.1

Cop {VB(R) 40| I9M ey + (2] IV "o 41 - (315
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.8. O

Remark 3.4. There still exists another version of remainder terms involving logarithmic terms
of (1.3) for 1 < p < 2. The detailed proof is stated below.
From (1.9), (3.14) and Theorem 1.2, we get

/ [uf?
dx
gy |27 (14 [Infz][? + [ In [2[[?)
N-p\|P [N— p=2 _p_2N
ch,,,,N/ min{ym\pN(vA(uym\ ) <_p> P22
RN p

N — P2 2N Nop\ |2
<300 [ (19aul+ 22 a5 [ (ulel 7)o
RN p |zl

Va (mﬂ"’)f}dm

32_pCB,p,

N
=T e

where Cp p v and c¢;(p) > 0 are defined by (3.15) and Theorem 1.2, respectively.

4 Applications: remainder estimates of the cylindrical L’-Hardy
inequalities for 1 < p < 2

Badiale and Tarantello in [2] (or Secchi et al. in [25]) studied the following cylindrical LP-Hardy
inequalities: let 1 <p <k, 2<k <N,z = (z/,2") € RF x RN and u € C¢(RYN \ {2’ = 0}),

k—p\? P
/ VulPdz > <—p> / |“,| dz. (4.1)
RN D gy |2/|P
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p
Moreover, the constant <%) is optimal.

Our purpose in this section is to analyze improved versions of (4.1) by adding remainder terms.
We first present the following cylindrical LP-Hardy identities which are the key to investigating

remainder terms of (4.1).

Theorem ([18, Theorem 2]). Assume that 1 < p < co and x = (2',2") € R¥ x RN=F. Then for
any complem—valued functions u € C(RN \ {2/ = 0}),

! k—npl?P p ! / k
/ - Viu dx— rop / [ dx:/ Kp L-Vku,i-vku—i-—p 4 dzx,
RN RN [P RN || || p ||

'] p

where Vi, = (Ogy, ..., 0z,) and the function ICpy(-,-) is defined by (1.5).

Based on the above identities, remainder estimates of (4.1) have been proved in [18] for p > 2.
Next, we consider the case 1 < p < 2. Similar arguments to those of our main results, we obtain

the remainder estimates of (4.1) for 1 < p < 2.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that 1 <p <2<k <N and xz = (z/,2") € RF x RN=F. Then, for any
complez-valued functions u € C§O(RN \ {2’ = 0}),

(1) for constants ci(p),ca(p) > 0 defined in Theorem 1.2,

/ Lk — p—2 / k— 2
CQ(p)/ <$—,Vku +_p]_u/\> i,-Vku—i-—pi, dz

Ry \||2/] p |7 |2/| p ||
/ P k— p p

>/ — Vyu| dr — (_p) / \u/! dx

RN \x! p RN ’35 P
x! k U ! E—p u |?

>a0) [ (|5 wl + 2 HEYT L2 gy o P

=y \|]7] p |2 [a] p ||

(2) for constant c3(p) > 0 defined in Theorem 1.4,
/ p _ p p
/ dr — (—k p> / |u/| dx
RN P ry [2/[P
E—p u |? k:pr|u|p2 2
263(]))/ mln{h /| Vk’u-i-T— ,( D ) W dax.

||
There holds the following corollary by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and |Viu| < |Vul.

- Viu

/|
x’ k—p u
G ko
'] p |7

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that 1 <p <2<k <N and x = (2/,2") € RE x RN=F. Then, for any
complez-valued functions u € C§°(RN \ {2/ = 0}),

(1) for constant c1(p) > 0 defined in Theorem 1.2,

_ p P
/ |Vul? dz — (k‘_p) / [ul dz
RN D g 2P
k—p [ul \P?
>
o] ()

(2) for constant cs(p) > 0 defined in Theorem 1.4,
— p P
/ |Vu|’ dz — (k p) / |u/| dx
RN P Ry [P
> C3(p)/ mm{

! E—p u |?
|2’ p |z

']

/

T k—p u

']

k—p u
Viu + ——
'] ]

Pk —p\'? |up?
() =
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Remark 4.3. We present some comments on the above results.

(1) If k = N, the results of Corollary 4.2 are equivalent to those of Corollaries 1.3 and 1.5.

(2) Similar arguments to those of our main results can also be used to obtain remainder terms
of some other LP-Hardy-type inequalities, such as LP-Hardy inequalities on stratified Lie
groups (with the aid of the identities proven in [18, Theorem 3]) and LP-Hardy inequalities

on homogeneous Lie groups (due to the identities proven in [18, Theorem 4]) etc.
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A Appendix: a technical inequality
Lemma A.1. Let 1 <p <2< N, forn,¢ € CV, we have

(Inl + In = ¢P21¢* < min {|¢[7, [n — <212} < 8272 (Il + |0 — ¢)P 2 I¢

Proof. We continuous the proof in two cases: |n — (| <|¢| and |n — ¢|] > |].
o If |n — ¢| < |¢|, then min {|C|p, |n — C|p_2|C|2} = |¢|P. To complete the proof of this case, it

is equivalent to verify that
(I + I = CHP=2 < [¢P~2 < 3277 (In] + |n — ¢DP 2. (A1)
Notice that
Il =In—=C+cl <n=<l+IK[<2[Cl Inl=In—C+C=I¢=n—<],

then
Inl +[n— ¢l <2[¢] +[n— ¢l < 3[Cl, [nl+ In— <] = [<],

namely,
(Il +1n = <) < I¢h < |nl + [0 = ¢l.

W=

This leads to (A.1).
o If |n — ¢| = |¢|, then min {[¢[?, |n — ¢[P72[¢|*} = |n — ¢[P72|¢[*. Given this, it remains to
confirm that
(Il + 1 = ¢ =% < I = (PP~ < 3277 (In] + [ — ¢)P 2. (A.2)
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Observe that
Inl=n—¢+¢ < n—<¢l+[¢] <2ln—¢l,

then
[+ n—=Cl<3ln—<l, In—= ¢ <nl+n—<l,
that is,
3l +ln = ¢l) < Im—cl < Il + I — ¢l
This gives (A.2). The proof is completed. O
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