arXiv:1708.09258v1 [math.AP] 30 Aug 2017

AN EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY FOR THE SUBLAPLACIAN ON H-TYPE GROUPS

LUZ RONCAL AND SUNDARAM THANGAVELU

Abstract. In this paper we study the extension problem for the sublaplacian on a Htype group and use the solutions to prove trace Hardy and Hardy inequalities for fractional powers of the sublaplacian.

1. Introduction and main results

Ever since Caffarelli and Silvestre [5] studied the extension problem associated to the Laplacian on R^n and realised the fractional power (−Δ)^{s/2} as the map taking Dirichlet data to the Neumann data, there has been a flurry of activities related to the extension problem. Fractional powers of Laplacians also occur naturally in conformal geometry and scattering theory. Indeed, as shown in the work of Chang-González [6], the fractional order Paneitz operators P_γ arising in the work of Graham and Zworski [16] in conformal geometry coincide with (−Δ)^γ when the conformally compact Einstein manifold is taken to be the hyperbolic space. In [6], Chang-González have also extended the definition of (−Δ)^γ for γ ∈ (0, n/2). The main idea used in [6] is to relate the extension problem for the Laplacian on R^n to the scattering theory for the Laplace–Beltrami operator on the hyperbolic space X = R^{n+1}_+ endowed with the hyperbolic metric g_X =^{dy2+d|x|2}_{y2} , y > 0, x ∈ R^n .

Not very long after the appearance of the work of Chang and González, Frank et al [13] have studied the extension problem associated to the sublaplacian L on the Heisenberg group H^n . Due to the fact that CR manifolds serve well as abstract models of real submanifolds of complex manifolds, there is a vast literature on CR geometry and analysis on CR manifolds. The role played by R^n in the case of conformal geometry is now played by the Heisenberg group. In this connection it has been observed that conformally invariant fractional powers of the sublaplacian, denoted by L_s, are more relevant than the pure fractional powers L^s, see [3, 14]. In their work, Frank et al [13] have studied construction of CR covariant operators of fractional order on the Heisenberg group H^n and investigated how they may be constructed as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator associated to a degenerate elliptic equation in the spirit of Caffarelli-Silvestre.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35R03. Secondary: 22E25, 22E46, 35C15, 35J25. Key words and phrases. H-type groups, extension problem, sublaplacian, Hardy’s Inequality, Trace Hardy Inequality.

L. R. was supported by grant MTM2015-65888-C4-4-P from Spanish Government, by the Basque Government through the BERC 2014–2017 program, by Spanish Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness MINECO: BCAM Severo Ochoa excellence accreditation SEV-2013-0323 and by Leonardo Foundation grant for Investigadores y Creadores Culturales 2017 from BBVA. S. T. was supported by J. C. Bose Fellowship from D. S. T., Government of India. 1

2 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

The extension problem for the sublaplacian on H^n takes the form

(1.1) ( ∂^2_ρ + 1 − 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2∂^2_t − L ) U = 0 in H^n × R^+ ,

with boundary condition U(z, t, 0) = f(z, t), (z, t) ∈ H^n . Note that the extension problem is different from the usual problem due to the appearance of the extra term^1_4 ρ^2∂^2_t . When this extra term is absent, one can study the extension problem using the semigroup approach developed by Stinga-Torrea [33], see also [15]. However, if we consider H^n as the boundary of the Siegel’s upper half space Ω_{n+1}, then the above extension problem occurs naturally. Using this connection and making use of Fourier analysis on the Heisenberg group H^n , Frank et al have shown that for f ∈ C^∞_0 (H^n ) there is a unique solution of the above equation which satisfies L_sf = c_s lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρU.

They have also proved an interesting trace inequality for the restriction map T which takes functions U on Ω_{n+1} into their boundary values on H^n . In establishing their results, they have made use of results from scattering theory.

In a recent article, Möllers et al [23] have looked at the extension problem associated to Δ on R^n and L on H^n in the light of representation theory. Realising that there are Lie groups of symmetries acting on the space of solutions of these boundary problems, they have related the solution operators (taking the boundary value into the solution) with symmetry-breaking operators constructed in the work of Kobayashi-Speh [21] and Möllers, Ørsted and Oshima [22]. The Lie group relevant to the case of the extension problem for the sublaplacian L is the rank one real reductive group U(1, n + 2) and the solution operators which they call the Poisson transforms and denote by P_s, are related to the complementary series representations of this group.

Möllers et al [23] have taken the point of view that solutions U(z, t, ρ) of the extension problem (1.1) can be considered as functions on the higher dimensional group H^{n+1} which are radial in the extra variable. Using coordinates (z, ζ, t) ∈ C^n × C × R on H^{n+1} they have considered the operator

(1.2) L_s := −|ζ|^2L + (1 − 2s) ( ξ ∂ ∂ξ + η ∂ ∂η ) where ζ = ξ + iη and L is the sublaplacian on H^{n+1} . The action of this operator on functions which are radial in the ζ variable leads to the operator

−L + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2∂^2_t

which is related to the operator studied by Frank et al in [13]. The boundary value problem associated to the above operator can be solved explicitly giving the solution as a convolution of the boundary condition with a kernel known as the Poisson kernel. The complementary series representations π_{−s} are realised on certain Hilbert spaces H^s(H^n ) defined in terms of the fractional powers L_s. Using representation theoretic arguments, Möllers et al [23] show that the solution operator P_s is an isometry between H^s(H^n ) and H^{s+1}(H^{n+1} ).

In this article we revisit the extension problem in the more general context of H-type groups. Using techniques different from those used by Frank et al in [13] and Möllers et al in [23] we calculate explicitly the kernel associated to the solution operator P_s. This allows us to prove that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map can be defined not only for 0 < s < n + 1, as

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 3

studied by Frank et al, but also for all s > 0 save for a discrete set of forbidden values. By making use of the connection between the extension problem and the eigenfunction equation for the Laplace–Beltrami operator associated to the solvable extension S of the given Htype group N, we characterise all solutions of the extension problem satisfiying uniform L^p integrability, see Theorem 1.1. Moreover, by making use of the extension problem, we prove a trace Hardy inequality for the sublaplacian, see Theorem 1.3. Such a technique was already used in the Euclidean context in [10, 11, 25, 37]. The trace Hardy inequality leads to a Hardy inequality with homogeneous weight function, see Corollary 1.6, which turns out to be sharp.

Let N be a H-type group whose Lie algebra n is the direct sum of v and z. Here z is at the centre of the Lie algebra n and v is even dimensional. Let 2n and m denote the dimensions of v and z respectively. Let X_j , j = 1, 2, ..., 2n and Z_j, j = 1, 2, ..., m be bases for v and z respectively. The sublaplacian L on N is defined by L = − ∑_{2n} j=1 X^2_j , which is known to be a subelliptic operator. We are concerned with the extension problem

(1.3) ( − L + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z ) u(v, z, ρ) = 0, lim_{ρ→0} u(v, z, ρ) = f(v, z) where Δ_z = ∑_m k=1 Z^2_k stands for the Laplacian on R^m .

We study solutions of this equation by relating them to eigenfunctions of the Laplace– Beltrami operator Δ_S on the solvable extension S of the H-type group N. Recall that the H-type group N admits nonisotropic dilations. Thus there is an action of A = R^+ on N. We can therefore form the semidirect product of N and A which is usually denoted by S = AN. This group S is solvable and when N is an Iwasawa group coming out of a semisimple Lie group, S can be identified with a noncompact Riemannian symmetric space of rank one.

A basis for the Lie algebra s of S is given by E_j = √ ρX_j, j = 1, 2, ..., 2n, T_k = ρZ_k, k = 1, 2, ..., m and H = ρ∂_ρ. The Laplace–Beltrami operator Δ_S on S is defined by

(1.4) Δ_S = 2n∑ j=1 E^2_j + m∑ k=1 T^2_k + H^2 − 1 2 QH where Q = 2(n + m) is the homogeneous dimension of N. It can be shown that when u satisfies the extension problem (1.3), the function ~w(v, z, ρ) = ρ^{n+m−s2} w(v, z, ρ) = ρ^{n+m−s2} u(2^{−1/2}v, 2^{−1}z, √ 2z) satisfies the eigenfunction equation −Δ_S ~w(v, z, ρ) = (n + m)^2 − s^2 4 ~w(v, z, ρ). Using this connection and known results on characterisations of eigenfunctions of the Laplace– Beltrami operator on S we can prove the following theorem. Let (1.5) φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) = ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_− n+m+s_2 , which is integrable on N for all s > 0. Let us also denote by ∗ the convolution on the group N. Thus for two functions f and g on N the convolution f ∗ g is defined by f ∗ g(x) = ∫ N f(xy^{−1})g(y)dy

4 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

where dy stands for the Haar measure on N.

Theorem 1.1. Let s > 0. Let u be any solution of the equation ( − L + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z ) u(v, z, ρ) = 0 and let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then u satisfies the uniform estimates ∫ N |u(v, z, ρ)|^p dv dz ≤ C, ρ > 0 if and only if u = cρ^{2s}f ∗φ_{s,ρ} for some f ∈ L^p(N), 1 < p ≤ ∞. When p = 1, u = cρ^{2s}μ∗φ_{s,ρ}, for a complex Borel measure μ. Moreover, when 1 < p < ∞, u → c^′f in L^p(N) as ρ → 0 (for p = 1, u → c^′μ weakly as ρ → 0).

Later we will show that u = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ} converges to f in L^p, 1 ≤ p < ∞ as ρ → 0, where

(1.6) C_1(n, m, s) =

4^m π^{n+m/2} Γ(n + s)Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) Γ(s)Γ(^{n+s}_2 ) . In the case of the Laplacian Δ on R^n , the function u(x, ρ) = Cρ^s ∫ R^n f(x − y)(ρ^2 + |y|^2)^{− n+s2} dy

solves the extension problem associated to the Laplacian with initial condition f. Moreover, it has been proved (see for instance [5]) that − lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−s}∂_ρu(x, ρ) = C_s(−Δ)^{s/2}f(x). In a similar way we can obtain conformally invariant fractional powers L_s of the sublaplacian as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map associated to the extension problem (1.3).

Before stating our result, let us recall the definition of L_s in the context of H-type groups (see [29] for the case of Heisenberg groups). The operator L is self adjoint and admits an explicit spectral resolution. In fact, L commutes with Δ_z and hence there is a joint spectral theory of L and Δ_z. Using this, the operator L_s is simply defined by

L_s = 2^s(−Δ_z)^{s/2} Γ (_{L(−Δz)}−1/2_{+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{L(−Δz)−1/2 +1−s} 2 ). In view of Stirling’s formula for the Gamma function we see that L_s is essentially the pure power L^s. However, as explained in [29], it is more convenient to work with L_s rather than L_s. Moreover, it has the “conformal invariance”, see e.g. (1.9) in [13].

We now have the following theorem which obtains L_sf as the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map associated to the extension problem.

Theorem 1.2. Let f ∈ L^p(N), 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then, as ρ → 0^+, (1.7) u = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ} → f in L^p(N), where φ_{s,ρ} is defined in (1.5) and C_1(n, m, s) is the one in (1.6). If we further assume that L_sf ∈ L^p(N) then

(1.8) − lim_{ρ→0+} ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρ(u(v, z, ρ)) = 2^{1−2s}

Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) L_sf(v, z).

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 5

Moreover, when 0 < s < 1/2, we also have the pointwise representation

(1.9) L_sf(x) = 4^{m+s} π^{n+m/2} Γ(n + s)Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+s} 2 ) |Γ(−s)| ∫ N f(x) − f(y) |xy^{−1}|^{Q+2s} dy for all f ∈ C^1(N) such that X_j f, Z_kf ∈ L^∞(N), j = 1, . . . , 2n, k = 1, . . . , m. Finally, for 0 < s < 1/2, the following limit also exists in the L^p(N) sense:

(1.10) − lim_{ρ→0+} u(v, z, ρ) − f(v, z) ρ^{2s} = |Γ(−s)| 4^sΓ(s) L_sf(v, z). In our earlier paper [29], we have obtained the integral representation for L_sf in the context of the Heisenberg group. (We take this opportunity to correct an error in the previous work: there we have mentioned that the integral representation is valid for all 0 < s < 1. But in fact, we had proved it only for 0 < s < 1/2 as it is written. For higher values of s, we need to substract more terms from the Taylor expansion of f, see for instance [31, p. 9]). In [29] we have used the integral representation in order to get the ground state representation for the fractional power L_s which has led to a Hardy-type inequality with non-homogeneous weight function. In this paper we obtain another proof of the Hardy inequality, in the general context of H-type groups which is based on the so called trace Hardy inequality. In order to state the inequality we introduce the following variant of a Sobolev space. Let ∇u = (X_1u, . . . , X_{2n}u,^1_2 Z_1u, . . . ,^1_2 Z_mu, ∂_ρu). Let ~W^{s,2}_0 (S) be the completion of C^∞_0 (N × R) with respect to the norm

‖u‖^2_{(s)} = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ. This is indeed a norm: the vanishing of the integral implies the vanishing of the gradient and hence the function reduces to a constant. But then, as the function is from C^∞_0 , it has to be zero.

Theorem 1.3 (General trace Hardy inequality). Let 0 < s < 1, ρ > 0 and let φ be a real valued function in the domain of L_s. Further assume that φ^{−1}L_sφ is locally integrable. Then for any real valued function u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S), we have the inequality ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≥ 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) ∫ N u^2(v, z, 0) L_sφ(v, z) φ(v, z) dv dz. Moreover, the inequality is sharp and equality holds whenever u is a solution of the extension problem with initial condition φ.

There is no problem in proving the inequality in Theorem 1.3 for C^∞_0 functions and hence for u in our space ~W^{s,2}_0 (S). But for the sharpness, we have to show that the solution of the extension problem belongs to our space. A priori this is not clear; this is proved in Theorem 4.3. Let (1.11) C_2(n, m, s) = 4^{2s} Γ (_{n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+1−s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+m−s} 2 ). By taking u to be a solution of the extension problem with initial condition f, φ = φ_{−s,δ}, δ > 0, and making use of a result of Cowling and Haagerup [7], we can obtain the following Hardy type inequality.

6 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

Corollary 1.4. Let 0 < s < 1, δ > 0. Let f, L_sf ∈ L^2(N). Then (L_sf, f) ≥ C_2(n, m, s)δ^{2s} ∫ N f^2(v, z) ( (δ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_{−s} dv dz, where C_2(n, m, s) is the constant in (1.11). Here again the constant is sharp and equality is obtained when f = φ_{−s,δ}.

In the Euclidean case, sharp Hardy inequalities with non-homogeneous as well as homogeneous weight functions are known and they play an important role in several problems of partial differential equations. On the other hand, trace Hardy inequality for the Laplacian plays a role in proving Hardy inequality for fractional powers of Δ on R^n . In the same way, we can prove the following version of Hardy inequality for the fractional powers of L on N. Let φ_s(v, z) = |(v, z)|^{−(n+m+s)} where |(v, z)| = (|v|^4 + 16|z|^2)^14 is the homogeneous norm on N and ψ_s(v, z) = C_1(n, m, s)(φ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s})(v, z), where C_1(n, m, s) is given in (1.6) and let us define

(1.12) w_s(v, z) = φ_s(v, z)ψ_s(v, z)^{−1}.

It is easily verified that w_s is homogeneous of degree −2s.

Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < s < 1 and let u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S) be a real valued function. Then we have ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≥ 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N u^2(v, z, 0)w_s(v, z) dv dz, where w_s is the homogeneous weight in (1.12) and C_2(n, m, s) is the constant in (1.11). The constant is sharp but equality is never achieved in ~W^{s,2}_0 (S).

Corollary 1.6. Let 0 < s < 1, and f, L_sf ∈ L^2(N). Then (L_sf, f) ≥ C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N f^2(v, z)w_s(v, z) dv dz, where w_s is the function (1.12), which is homogeneous of degree −2s and C_2(n, m, s) is given in (1.11). The constant is sharp but equality is never achieved in ~W^{s,2}_0 (S).

Remark 1.7. It would be interesting to see if w_s(v, z) can be replaced by |(v, z)|^{2s}.

As explained earlier, the extension problem for the sublaplacian on Heisenberg groups H^n has been studied by Frank et al in [13], where the authors have proved the existence of a solution when the initial condition f belongs to C^∞_0 (H^n ). However, the solution is not given explicitly in terms of the initial condition. In this article, as shown in Theorem 1.2, we are able to write down the solution explicitly. This allows us to study L^p convergence of the solution and its ρ derivative. The analogue of Theorem 1.2 in the context of the Euclidean Laplacian was proved by Caffarelli and Silvestre in [5].

As mentioned above, the explicit solution has also been obtained by Möllers et al [23] by considering the operator L_s in (1.2). They have shown that solutions of the equation L_su = 0 with initial condition u(z, 0, t) = f(z, t) which are radial in the ζ variable are given by u(z, ζ, t) = c_{n,s}|ζ|^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,|ζ|}(z, t) where φ_{s,ρ} is the one in (1.5) when N = H^n . Using representation theory arguments, they have proved a nice isometry property for the operator P_s which takes f into the above solution u(z, ζ, t). In this paper we prove an analogous property for the solution operator associated to H-type groups. In the process, we also provide an alternate proof of the result of Möllers et al, see Subsection 3.3. First we need

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 7

to set up some notation. For s > 0, let H^s(N) stand for the domain of L^{1/2}s : that is to say, f ∈ H^s(N) if and only if L^{1/2}s f ∈ L^2(N) which is the same as saying that L_{s/2}f ∈ L^2(N). Note that this space is just a variant of the homogeneous Sobolev space associated to the sublaplacian. In the Euclidean case, the correspoding spaces H^s(R^n ) are defined in terms of the fractional powers (−Δ)^{s/2}. We write ‖f‖_Hs_{(N)} = ‖L^{1/2}s f‖_L2_{(N)} to denote the norm on H^s(N). For each ω ∈ S^{m−1} we denote by R_ωf the Radon transform of an integrable function f on N in the z variable. That is

(1.13) R_ωf(v, t) = ∫ z^′∈ω^⊥ f(v, tω + z^′) dz^′, t ∈ R, where ω^⊥ = {z^′ : z^′ · ω = 0} and dz^′ is the (m − 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure on ω^⊥. As will be explained later (see Subsection 2.2), for each ω, R_ωf(v, t) can be considered as a function on a H-type group H^n_ω of dimension (2n + 1) which is isomorphic to H^n . The space H^s(H^n_ω ) is defined using the sublaplacian L on H^n . The following is the isometry property for the solution operator associated to the extension problem on the group N.

Theorem 1.8. Let 0 < s < n + 1. Then any solution u of the extension problem with initial condition f satisfies ∫ S^{m−1} ‖R_ω(−Δ_z )^{m−14} u‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) dσ(ω) = C‖f‖^2_Hs_{(N)}.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we recall facts related to H-type Lie algebras and groups and we describe the representation theory of such groups. We also define the sublaplacian on a H-type group and its fractional powers, and recall a known result related to solvable extensions of H-type groups. The study of the extension problem for the sublaplacian on H-type groups will be addressed in Section 3. More precisely, we will prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.8. We will also perform the higher order extension problem for values of s > 0. Finally, in Section 4 we will prove trace Hardy and Hardy inequalities stated in Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 and Corollaries 1.4 and 1.6.

2. Preliminaries on H-type groups

2.1. H-type Lie algebras and groups. A step two nilpotent Lie group N is said to be a H-type group if its Lie algebra n is of H-type. A Lie algebra n is said to be a H-type Lie algebra if we can write n as the direct sum v ⊕ z of two Euclidean spaces with a Lie algebra structure such that z is at the centre of n and for every unit vector v ∈ v the map ad(v) is a surjective isometry of the orthogonal complement of ker(ad(v)) onto z. If n is such a H-type algebra we define a map J : z → End(v) by (J_ωv, v^′) = (ω, [v, v^′]), ω ∈ z, v, v^′ ∈ v. It then follows that J^2_ω = −I whenever ω is a unit vector in z. We can therefore introduce a complex structure on v using J_ω. The Hermitian inner product on v is given by ⟨v, v^′⟩_ω = (v, v^′) + i(J_ωv, v^′) = (v, ω) + i([v, v^′], ω). Thus when N is a H-type group, identifying N with its Lie algebra n, we write the elements of N as (v, z), v ∈ v, z ∈ z. In view of the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula, the group law takes the form

(v, z)(v^′, z^′) = (v, z) + (v^′, z^′) + 1 2 [(v, z), (v^′, z^′)].

8 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

The best known example of a H-type group is the Heisenberg group H^n = R^{2n} × R. By identifying R^{2n} with C^n , we write the elements of H^n as (v, t), v ∈ C^n , t ∈ R. The group law in H^n is then given by (v, t)(v^′, t^′) = ( v + v^′, t + t^′ + 1 2 Im v · v̄ ) . The Heisenberg groups play an important role in studying problems on H-type groups. This is due to the fact that to every H-type Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z and unit vector ω ∈ z we can associate a Heisenberg Lie algebra h_ω as follows. Given a unit vector ω ∈ z, let k(ω) stand for the orthogonal complement of ω in z. Then the quotient algebra n(ω) = n/k(ω) can be identified with v ⊕ R by defining

[(v, t), (v^′, t^′)]_ω = (0, [J_ωv, v^′]).

It is known (see [19, 24]) that this algebra is isomorphic to the Heisenberg algebra h^n. We denote the corresponding group by H^n_ω which we often identify with H^n .

2.2. The representation theory of H-type groups. Before describing the representation theory of H-type groups, let us first recall some facts about irreducible unitary representations of the Heisenberg groups H^n . It is well known that any irreducible unitary representation of H^n which is nontrivial at the centre (namely on {0}×R) is unitarily equivalent to the Schrödinger representation π_λ, for a unique λ ∈ R^∗ = R \ {0}. Here these representations π_λ are all realised on L^2(R^n ) and given explicitly by π_λ(v, t)φ(ξ) = e^{iλt}e^{i(x·ξ+ 12 x·y)}φ(ξ + y) where v = x + iy, φ ∈ L^2(R^n ). There is another family of one dimensional representations which do not play any role in the Plancherel theorem. Hence we do not attempt to describe them.

The group Fourier transform of an L^1(H^n ) function f is defined to be the operator valued function λ → ^f(λ) given by ^f(λ) = ∫ H^n f(v, t)π_λ(v, t) dv dt. Sometimes we use the notation π_λ(f) instead of ^f(λ). Recalling the definition of π_λ it is easy to see that ^f(λ) = ∫ C^n f^λ(v)π_λ(v, 0) dv where we have written f^λ to stand for

f^λ(v) = ∫_∞ −∞ e^{iλt}f(v, t) dt, the Euclidean inverse Fourier transform of f in the central variable. We will be using this notation without any further comments.

When f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^2(H^n ) it can be easily verified that ^f(λ) is a Hilbert–Schmidt operator and we have ∫ H^n |f(v, t)|^2 dv dt = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ‖ ^f(λ)‖^2_{HS}|λ|^n dλ. The above equality of norms allows us to extend the definition of the Fourier transform to all L^2 functions. It then follows that we have Plancherel theorem: f → ^f is a unitary

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 9

operator from L^2(H^n ) onto L^2(R^∗ , S_2, dμ) where S_2 stands for the space of all Hilbert–Schmidt operators on L^2(R^n ) and dμ(x) = (2π)^{−n−1}|λ|^ndλ is the Plancherel measure for the group H^n .

The connection between H-type Lie algebras and Heisenberg Lie algebras allows us to get a quick picture of the representation theory of H-type groups. As in the case of the Heisenberg groups, the irreducible unitary representations of H-type group N comes in two groups. As before we neglect the one dimensional representations which are trivial on the centre of N. If π is any infinite dimensional irreducible representation of N, then its restriction to the centre has to be a unitary character. This means that ∃λ ∈ R^∗ and ω ∈ S^{m−1}, the unit sphere in the centre (identified with R^m ) such that π(0, z) = e^{iλ(ω,z)} Id. It can be shown that such a representation factors through a representation of H^n_ω , the group introduced in Subsection 2.1. By making use of the Stone–von Neumann theorem we can show that all irreducible unitary representations of N are parametrised by (λ, ω), λ > 0, ω ∈ S^{m−1}. We denote such a representation by π_{λ,ω}. It follows that the restriction of π_{λ,ω} to H^n_ω is unitarily equivalent to the Schrödinger representation π_λ. The Plancherel theorem for H-type groups N reads as ‖f‖^2 = (2π)^{−n−m} ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫ S^{m−1} ‖π_{λ,ω}(f)‖^2_{HS} dσ(ω) ) λ^{n+m−1} dλ. This theorem can be deduced from the Plancherel theorem for the Heisenberg group by means of partial Radon transform.

We now briefly recall this connection which will be made use of later. Let R_ωf be the Radon transform defined in (1.13). We identify R_ωf with a function on H^n_ω . It can be shown that R_ω(f ∗ g) = R_ωf ∗_ω R_ωg for two functions f, g ∈ L^1(N). In the above, the convolution on the left is on the group N whereas ∗_ω on the right stands for the convolution on the Heisenberg group H^n_ω . Using the above relation and the connection between π_{λ,ω} and π_λ we can show that π_{λ,ω}(f) = π_λ(R_ωf), ω ∈ S^{m−1}, λ > 0. From this relation and Plancherel theorem for H^n_ω we can deduce Plancherel for the group N. We say that a function f on N is radial if it is radial in the v variable. For such functions, the Fourier transform is given by a simple formula. Let H(λ) = −Δ + λ^2|x|^2 be the scaled Hermite operator with spectral decomposition H(λ) = ∞∑ k=0 (2k + n)|λ|P_k(λ). Here P_k(λ) are the orthogonal projections of L^2(R^n ) onto the k-th eigenspaces corresponding to the eigenvalues (2k + n)|λ|. For α ∈ N^n and λ ≠ 0, let Φ^λ_α be the Hermite functions on R^n which are eigenfunctions of H(λ) with eigenvalues (2|α| + n)|λ| where |α| = ∑_n j=1 α_j , see for instance [35]. If f is a radial function on N, then its Fourier transform π_{λ,ω}(f) reduces to a function of H(λ): π_{λ,ω}(f) = ∞∑ k=0 ^f(λω, k)P_k(λ)

10 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

where the coefficients ^f(λω, k) are given by the following formula. Let

f^{λω}(v) = ∫ R^m e^{iλω·z}f(v, z) dz be the inverse Fourier transform of f in the central variable at λω, λ > 0, ω ∈ S^{m−1}. Let

φ^λ_k (v) = L^{n−1}_k (1 2 λ|v|^2 ) e^{− λ4 |v|2} stand for the Laguerre functions of type (n − 1) on C^n . Then ^f(λω, k) = c_n k!(n − 1)! (k + n − 1)! ∫ C^n f^{λω}(v)φ^λ_k (v) dv. When f is also radial in the z variable, f^{λω} is independent of ω and we have π_{λ,ω}(f) = π_{λ,1}(f) = ∞∑ k=0 ^f(λ, k)P_k(λ). We will make use of this formula in calculating later the Fourier transform of φ_{s,ρ} given in (1.5).

2.3. Sublaplacian L and its fractional powers. We now define the sublaplacian L on a H-type group N which is the main focus of our work. We fix an orthonormal basis X_j , j = 1, 2, . . . , 2n for the Lie algebra v and Z_j , j = 1, 2, . . . , m for the Lie algebra z. We denote by Δ_z = ∑_m j=1 Z^2_j the ordinary Laplacian on the centre of N. The sublaplacian L on N is defined by L = − ∑_{2n} j=1 X^2_j . Note that we have defined L with a negative sign which makes it nonnegative. It is a subelliptic operator which has a self adjoint extension with an explicit spectral resolution. In the case of the Heisenberg group H^n the vector fields are given by

X_j = ∂ ∂x_j + 1 2 y_j ∂ ∂t , X_{n+j} = ∂ ∂y_j − 1 2 x_j ∂ ∂t , Z = ∂ ∂t for j = 1, 2, . . . , n where (v, t) = (x + iy, t) ∈ H^n . More explicitly, the sublaplacian is given by L = −Δ_C n − 1 4 |v|^2 ∂^2 ∂t^2 + n∑ j=1 ( x_j ∂ ∂y_j − y_j ∂ ∂x_j ) ∂ ∂t . For more about L, we refer to [34] and [35].

In studying the extension problem for the sublaplacian L we will be making good use of the heat kernel associated to L. It is known that L generates a diffusion semigroup with a kernel q_t from the Schwartz class: e^{−tL}f = f ∗ q_t for f ∈ L^p(N). An explicit expression for the heat kernel is given by ∫ R^m e^{iλz·ω}q_t(v, z) dz = (4π)^{−n} ( λ sinh(tλ) )_n e^{− λ4 (coth(tλ)|v|2} for λ > 0 and ω ∈ S^{m−1}, see [8, 27]. Good estimates on the heat kernel q_t are known, see [39].

It is well known (see e.g. Strichartz [34]) that an essential role is played by the Hermite operators H(λ) = −Δ + λ^2|x|^2 in the joint spectral theory of the sublaplacian L and^∂_{∂t} on

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 11

the Heisenberg group. In view of the relation (Lf)^^(λ) = ^f(λ)H(λ), the spectral theorem for L takes the form Lf(v, t) = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ tr ( π_λ(v, t)^∗ ^f(λ)H(λ) ) |λ|^n dλ. In calculating the trace we make use of the orthonormal basis Φ^λ_α, α ∈ N^n of L^2(R^n ), introduced in Subsection 2.2, consisting of the Hermite functions which are eigenfunctions of the Hermite operator H(λ) with eigenvalues (2|α| + n)|λ|. Thus, Lf(v, t) = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∑ α∈N^n ( (2|α| + n)|λ| )( π_λ(v, t)^∗ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α, Φ^λ_α )) |λ|^n dλ. From the above it is clear that the (pure) fractional powers of L can be defined by L^sf(v, t) = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∑ α∈N^n ( (2|α| + n)|λ| )_s( π_λ(v, t)^∗ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α, Φ^λ_α )) |λ|^n dλ. However, for several reasons it is convenient to work with the conformally invariant fractional powers L_sf(v, t) = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∑ α∈N^n Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 )(2|λ|)^s ( π_λ(v, t)^∗ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α, Φ^λ_α )) |λ|^n dλ. Symbolically, we can write them as

L_s = Γ (_{L(−Z}2_)−^1_{2 +1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{L(−Z2)}−^1_{2 +1−s} 2 )2^s(−Z^2)^{s/2}, Z^2 =

∂^2 ∂t^2 . Observe that L_s is defined for all values of s for which^{(2k+n)+1±s}_2 is not a pole of Γ(x) for any k = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

The conformally invariant fractional powers L_s have been studied by several authors ([3, 4, 14, 18]). In an earlier paper [29] we investigated Hardy type inequalities for L_s on Heisenberg groups. Apart from being conformally invariant, the fractional powers L_s have the added advantage of having explicit fundamental solutions. As proved in Cowling-Haagerup [7], in the more general setting of H-type groups, a fundamental solution for L_s on the Heisenberg groups H^n is given by the function C_{n,s}|(v, t)|^{−Q+2s} where Q = 2n + 2 is the homogeneous dimension of H^n and |(v, t)| is the norm defined by |(v, t)|^4 = |v|^4 + 16t^2. Note that |(v, t)| is homogeneous of degree one under the nonisotropic dilation (v, t) → (δv, δ^2t), δ > 0.

The fractional powers L_s of the sublaplacian on H-type groups N are defined as in the case of H^n by

L_s = Γ (_{L(−Δz )}−^1_{2 +1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{L(−Δz )}−^1_{2 +1−s} 2 )2^s(−Δ^z )^{s/2}, Δ^z = m∑ j=1 Z^2_j .

The spectral resolution of L can be written down using the connection between N and the Heisenberg groups H^n_ω , ω ∈ S^{m−1}. More explicitly, we have L_sf(v, z) = (2π)^{−n−m} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ S^{m−1} ( ∑ α∈N^n Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 )(2λ)^s ( π_{λ,ω}(v, z)^∗ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α, Φ^λ_α )) dσ(ω)λ^{n+m−1} dλ.

12 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

The non-isotropic dilations on N are also given by (v, z) → (δv, δ^2z), δ > 0 and the homogeneous dimension is given by Q = 2(n + m).

2.4. Solvable extensions of H-type groups. As we have mentioned in the Introduction the connection between the extension problem for L on N and the eigenfunction equation for Δ_S on S = AN will be exploited. Recall that A = R^+ acts on N by non isotropic dilations and hence we can form the semidirect product S. The left invariant vector fields on S are given by E_j = √ ρX_j , T_k = ρZ_k and H = ρ∂_ρ for j = 1, 2, . . . , 2n, k = 1, 2, . . . , m. The left Haar measure on S is given by ρ^{−n−m−1} dv dz dρ.

When G is a connected, simply connected rank one semisimple Lie group with Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN, the nilpotent part N turns out to be of H-type and Riemannian symmetric space X = G/K can be identified with the solvable extension AN of N. The Laplace–Beltrami operator Δ_X on X is then just Δ_S on AN.

Eigenfunctions of the Laplace–Beltrami operator Δ_X on non compact Riemannian symmetric spaces, not necessarily of rank one, have been studied by Helgason [17] and others culminating in the celebrated theorem of Kashiwara et al [20]. Using this result, Ben Saïd et al [1] gave a simpler characterisation of eigenfunctions of Δ_X satisfying Hardy type conditions. In the general context of AN groups when N is not necessarily associated to a semisimple Lie group, there is no analogue of the theorem of Kashiwara et al. However, recently Damek and Kumar [9] have proved an analogue of the theorem of Ben Saïd et al for all solvable extensions of H-type groups.

By slightly modifying the standard notation used in the literature, let us write P_s(v, z, ρ) = ρ^{n+m+s2} ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_− n+m+s_2 for the Poisson kernel associated to the group S = AN.

Theorem 2.1 (Damek–Kumar). Assume that u is an eigenfunction of the operator Δ_S with eigenvalue −^1_4 ( (n + m)^2 − s^2 ) , s > 0. Then there exists f ∈ L^p(N), 1 < p ≤ ∞ such that u(v, z, ρ) = f ∗ P_s(v, z, ρ) if and only if u satisfies the uniform estimates ( ∫ N |u(v, z, ρ)|^p dv dz )_{1/p} ≤ Cρ^{n+m−s2} for all ρ > 0.

The proof of this result given in [9] makes use of the maximum principle for an operator which resembles the extension operator we study in this article. We remark that an independent characterisation of solutions of the extension problem will naturally lead to a characterisation of eigenfunctions of Δ_S on solvable extensions of H-type groups.

3. An extension problem for the sublaplacian

3.1. Characterisation of solutions of the extension problem: proof of Theorem 1.1. The solution of the extension problem (1.3) with initial condition f ∈ L^p(N) given by u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) satisfies the uniform estimate ‖u(·, ρ)‖_p ≤ ‖f‖_p trivially. Indeed, we can use Young’s inequality and the fact that ρ^{2s}φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) = ρ^{−2(n+m)}φ_{s,1}(ρ^{−1}v, ρ^{−2}z) is an integrable function, and therefore an approximate identity.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 13

We will now show that this property characterises all solutions of the extension problem with L^p initial condition. We will prove this by connecting solutions of the extension problem with eigenfunctions of the Laplace–Beltrami operator Δ_S given in (1.4) on the solvable extension S of N.

Let us recall some facts already explained in the Introduction. If u is a solution of the extension problem (1.3) then it is easy to see that the function w(v, z, ρ) = u(2^{−1/2}v, 2^{−1}z, (2ρ)^{1/2}) solves the equation ( − L + ∂^2_ρ + (1 − s)∂_ρ + ρΔ_z ) w(v, z, ρ) = 0. Recalling the definition of Δ_S , another calculation shows that ~w(v, z, ρ) = ρ^{(n+m−s)}2 w(v, z, ρ) solves the eigenvalue problem Δ_S ~w(v, z, ρ) = − 1 4 ((n + m)^2 − s^2) ~w(v, z, ρ), (v, z, ρ) ∈ S. We also note that the estimate ‖u(·, ρ)‖_p ≤ C‖f‖_p translates into the condition ρ^{− (n+m−s)2 p} ∫ N | ~w(v, z, ρ)|^pdvdz ≤ C, ρ > 0. As explained in Subsection 2.4, eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_S satisfying the above conditions have been characterised by Ben Saïd et al for Iwasawa N groups in [1] and by Damek-Kumar in [9] for general H-type groups. Using their results we can get the following result, thereby completing the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < p ≤ ∞. Then any solution of the extension problem (1.3) which satisfies the uniform estimates ‖u(·, ρ)‖_p ≤ C, ρ > 0 is of the form f ∗ φ_{s,ρ} for some f ∈ L^p(N). 3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection we provide a proof of Theorem 1.2. It will be a consequence of several facts that will be discussed as we go along in this subsection.

The first issue to address is the connection with the solution of the extension problem (1.3). A solution of the extension problem (1.3) can be written down explicitly by modifying the formula by Stinga and Torrea (see [33]) for solutions of the extension problem

(3.1) (Δ + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − s ρ ∂_ρ)u(x, ρ) = 0, u(x, 0) = f(x). Let us explain this more precisely. In [33] it has been shown that the function u defined by the equation u(x, ρ) = ρ^s 2^sΓ(s/2) ∫_∞ 0 e^{− 14t ρ2} e^{tΔ}f(x)t^{−s/2−1}dt solves (3.1). Here, e^{tΔ} stands for the heat semigroup generated by the Laplacian Δ. In a similar way we can show that the function

(3.2) u(x, ρ) = ρ^s 2^sΓ(s/2) ∫_∞ 0 e^{− 14t ρ2} e^{−tL}f(x)t^{−s/2−1}dt defined in terms of the heat semigroup e^{−tL} generated by the sublaplacian solves the extension problem

(3.3) (−L + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − s ρ ∂_ρ)u(x, ρ) = 0, u(x, 0) = f(x).

14 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

However, we are interested in the extension problem (1.3), which is different from the problem (3.3).

By modifying the Stinga-Torrea formula (3.2) we can also write down a solution of the extension problem (1.3). Let p_{t,s}(ρ, z) be the heat kernel associated to the generalised sublaplacian L(s) := ∂^2_ρ +

1 + 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z

on R^+ × R^m . Let q_t(v, z) stand for the heat kernel associated to L. Then it is known that

(3.4) ∫ R^m q_t(v, z)e^{iλω·z}dz = (4π)^{−n} ( λ sinh(tλ) )_n e^{− 14 λ coth(tλ)|v|2} for λ > 0 and ω ∈ S^{m−1}. A similar formula is valid for the heat kernel p_{t,s}(ρ, w) as well:

(3.5) ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(ρ, z)e^{iλω·z} dz = (4π)^{−s−1} ( λ sinh(tλ) )_{s+1} e^{− 14 λ coth(tλ)ρ2} .

Note that the kernels p_{t,s} and q_t are normalized in such a way that ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(ρ, z) dρ dz = 1 = ∫ N q_t(v, z) dv dz. The solution of the extension problem (1.3) can be written down explicitly in terms of the function e^{−tL}f. Indeed, we have the following analogue of the Stinga–Torrea formula. Theorem 3.2. For f ∈ L^p(N), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, a solution of the extension problem (1.3) is given by u(v, z, ρ) = 4π^{s+1} Γ(s) ρ^{2s} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(ρ, w)(e^{−tL}f)(v, z − w)dw dt. As ρ tends to zero, the solution u(·, ρ) converges to f in L^p(N) for 1 ≤ p < ∞. Proof. Applying L to the function u and noting that U(v, z, t) = e^{−tL}f(v, z) satisfies the heat equation −LU(v, z, t) = ∂_tU(v, z, t) we see that Lu(v, z, ρ) = − 4π^{s+1} Γ(s) ρ^{2s} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(ρ, w)∂_tU(v, z − w, t)dwdt. Integrating by parts in the t variable we can transfer the t derivative to p_{t,s}(ρ, w) and since it satisfies the heat equation associated to L(s) we obtain Lu(v, z, ρ) = 4π^{s+1} Γ(s) ρ^{2s} ( ∂^2_ρ +

1 + 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z ) ∫^∞ 0 ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(ρ, w)U(v, z − w, t)dwdt. A simple calculation shows that ρ^{2s} ( ∂^2_ρ +

1 + 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z ) V (v, z, ρ) = ( ∂^2_ρ + 1 − 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z ) (ρ^{2s}V (v, z, ρ)) for any function V (v, z, ρ). This proves that u satisfies the extension problem. In order to prove the convergence of the solution to the initial condition we make use of several properties of the heat kernels associated to L and L(s). By defining

(3.6) Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) =

4π^{s+1} Γ(s) ρ^{2s} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(ρ, w)q_t(v, z − w)dwdt

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 15

we see that the solution u is given by the convolution (3.7) u(v, z) = f ∗ Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z). From (3.4) and (3.5) it is easy to see that the heat kernels satisfy the homogeneity conditions p_{t,s}(rρ, r^2z) = r^{−2m−2(s+1)}p_r−2_{t,s}(ρ, z), q_t(rv, r^2z) = r^{−2m−2n}q_r−2_t(v, z) for r > 0. Using this in (3.6) we observe that Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) = ρ^{−2(n+m)}Φ_{s,1}(ρ^{−1}v, ρ^{−2}z). Moreover, as p_{t,s} and q_t are Schwartz class functions, Φ_{s,1} ∈ L^1(N). Therefore, Φ_{s,ρ} is an approximate identity. Observe that ‖Φ_{s,1}‖_1 = 1. Indeed, ∫ N Φ_{s,1}(v, z) dv dz = 4π^{s+1} Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(1, z) dz )( ∫ N q_t(v, z) dv dz ) dt. Since ∫ N q_t(v, z) dv dz = 1 and ∫ R^m p_{t,s}(1, z) dz = (4π)^{−s−1}t^{−s−1}e^{− 14t} , we have ∫ N Φ_{s,1}(v, z) dv dz = 4π^{s+1} Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 t^{−s−1}e^{− 14t} dt = 1. Hence we immediately get the L^p(N) convergence of u = f ∗ Φ_{s,ρ} to f as ρ tends to 0. □ It is possible to calculate the kernel Φ_{s,1}(v, z) explicitly. Using (3.4) and (3.5) we see that Φ_{s,1}(v, z) = (4π)^{−n−s−1}(2π)^{−m} ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫ R^m e^{−iz·x} ( |x| sinh(t|x|) )_{n+s+1} e^{− 14 |x| coth(t|x|)(1+|v|2 )} dx ) dt = (4π)^{−n−s−1}(2π)^{−m} ∫ R^m ( ∫ ∞ 0 |x| sinh(t|x|) )_{n+s+1} e^{− 14 |x| coth(t|x|)(1+|v|2 )} dt ) e^{−iz·x} dx. (3.8)

In the case of the Heisenberg group H^n = C^n × R we have computed the above integral explicitly in [29, Proposition 4.2]. We recall the result in the following Theorem 3.3 for the convenience of the reader.

Theorem 3.3 (Roncal–Thangavelu). For (v, w) ∈ H^n and 0 < s < 1 we have ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ −∞ e^{−iλw} ( λ sinh(tλ) )_{n+s+1} e^{− 14 λ coth(tλ)(1+|v|2 )}dλdt = c_{n,s}((1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16w^2)^{− (n+1+s)2} ,

where the constant c_{n,s} is given by c_{n,s} = 2^{n−1+3s}π^{−n−1}Γ (n + s + 1 2 )_2 . Since the Fourier transform of a radial function is radial and given by the Hankel transform we see that Φ_{s,1}(v, z) = c_{m,s} ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 J_{m/2−1}(λ|z|) (λ|z|)^{m/2−1} ( λ sinh(tλ) )_{n+s+1} e^{− 14 λ coth(tλ)(1+|v|2 )}λ^{m−1}dλdt. It may be possible to evaluate this integral directly but we use Radon transform to prove the following result giving us an explicit expression for Φ_{s,1}. Theorem 3.4. For (v, z) ∈ N and 0 < s < 1 we have Φ_{s,1}(v, z) = c_{n,m,s} ( (1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2

)_−^{(n+m+s)}_2 .

16 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

Proof. It is known (and easy to check) that, for any f ∈ L^1(R^m ), ∫_∞ −∞ e^{−iλw}R_ωf(w) dw = ∫ R^m e^{−iλω·x}f(x) dx. In other words,

(3.9) R_ωf(w) = (2π)^{−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∫ R^m e^{−iλω·x}f(x) dx ) e^{iλw} dλ. By the uniqueness theorem for Radon transform, our theorem will follow once we show that the Radon transform of Φ_{s,1} coincides with that of the function ((1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2)^{− (n+m+s)}2 up to a multiplicative constant. In view of (3.8) and (3.9) we know that

R_ωΦ_{s,1}(v, w) = C(2π)^{−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−iλw} ( λ sinh(tλ) )_{n+s+1} e^{− 14 λ coth(tλ)(1+|v|2 )} dλ dt which has been evaluated in Theorem 3.3. Hence, we only need to verify that ∫ x·ω=t ((1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|x|^2)^{− (n+m+s)2} dμ(x) = c_{n,m,s}((1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16t^2)^{− (n+1+s)2}

where c_{n,m,s} = C_1(n, 1, s)C_1(n, m, s)^{−1}, which is rather easy to see. This completes the proof. □ In this article, we need the exact values of integrals of several kernels. These are collected in the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let n, m > 0 and let j, α be such that α − j > 0 and α > −n. Then we have

(3.10) ∫ N (1 + |v|^2)^j ( (1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_− n+m+α_2 dv dz = π^{n+m/2} 4^m

Γ(α − j)Γ(^{n+α}_2 ) Γ(n − j + α)Γ (_{n+m+α} 2 ). Proof. Let us call I the integral in the left hand side of (3.10). Recall the formula for the Beta function∫_∞ 0 (1 + t)^{−b}t^{a−1} dt = Γ(a)Γ(b − a) Γ(b) , Re(a) > 0, Re(b − a) > 0, and let ω_n denote the area of the unit sphere S^{n−1}, i.e., ω_n =^{2πn/2}_{Γ(n/2)} . By using polar coordinates in both variables, we have I = ω_{2n} ∫ R^m ∫_∞ 0 (1 + r^2)^j ( (1 + r^2)^2 + 16|z|^2

)_− (n+m+α)_2 r^{2n−1} dr dz = ω_{2n} 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 (1 + r)^j ( (1 + r)^2 + 16|z|^2

)_−^{(n+m+α)}_2 r^{n−1} dr dz = ω_{2n} 2 ∫ R^m ∫_∞ 0 (1 + r)^{−(n+m−j+α)} ( 1 + 16|z|^2 (1 + r)^2

)_− (n+m+α)_2 r^{n−1} dr dz = ω_{2n}ω_m 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 (1 + r)^{−(n+m−j+α)} ( 1 + 16s^2 (1 + r)^2

)_− (n+m+α)_2 r^{n−1}s^{m−1} dr ds = ω_{2n}ω_m 2 · 4^m ∫_∞ 0 (1 + r)^{−(n−j+α)}r^{n−1} dr ∫_∞ 0 (1 + s^2)^{− (n+m+α)2} s^{m−1} ds = ω_{2n}ω_m 4^{m+1} ∫_∞ 0 (1 + r)^{−(n−j+α)}r^{n−1} dr ∫_∞ 0 (1 + s)^{− (n+m+α)2} s^{m/2−1} ds

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 17 = ω_{2n}ω_m 4^{m+1} Γ(n)Γ(α − j) Γ(n − j + α) Γ (_m 2 ) Γ (_{n+α} 2 ) Γ (_{n+m+α} 2 ) = π^{n+m/2} 4^m

Γ(α − j)Γ(^{n+α}_2 ) Γ(n − j + α)Γ (_{n+m+α} 2 ). □ As an immediate corollary, we obtain the following explicit formula for the kernel Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z).

Corollary 3.6. The kernel Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) can be expressed as Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ_{s,ρ}(v, z), where φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) is as in (1.5) and C_1(n, m, s) is the constant in (1.6). Proof. Up to the constant C_1(n, m, s), the expression can be immediately inferred from Theorems 3.2 and 3.4. To compute C_1(n, m, s) observe that, since ‖Φ_{s,1}‖_1 = 1, we have that C_1(n, m, s)^{−1} = ∫ N φ_{s,1}(v, z) dv dz, which is given by ( ∫ N ( (1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_− n+m+s_2 dv dz )_{−1} = 4^m π^{n+m/2} Γ(n + s)Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) Γ(s)Γ(^{n+s}_2 ) , by Lemma 3.5 with j = 0 and α = s. □ Since Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) is an approximate identity, we obtain the L^p convergence (1.7) of Theorem 1.2. We are now interested in proving the assertion about the limit in (1.8), i.e., that −ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρ(ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}) → 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) L_sf as ρ → 0. First we need to recall the following identity, that was essentially proved by Cowling and Haagerup in [7, Section 3], and it was also shown in [29, Theorem 3.1] by a different method (we point out that there is a misprint in the statement of our result [29, Theorem 3.1]: the restriction on s should be 0 < s < n + 1). We state it here in the most convenient way for our purposes.

Theorem 3.7. Let ρ > 0 and 0 < s < n + 1. Then L_sφ_{−s,ρ}(v, z) = C_2(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ_{s,ρ}(v, z), where C_2(n, m, s) = 4^{2s} Γ (_{n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+1−s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+m−s} 2 ). Proof. Just repeat the proof of [29, Theorem 3.1] in the case H type groups, and change ρ into ρ^2/4 (there, ρ corresponds to δ). □ Remark 3.8. In view of the results above, we can write the solution to (1.3) as u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}L_sf ∗ φ_{−s,ρ}(v, z), and let us recall that φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) is given in (1.5).

Therefore, −ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}L_sf ∗ K_{s,ρ}, where K_{s,ρ}(v, z) = −ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρφ_{−s,ρ}(v, z). Observe that −∂_ρφ_{−s,ρ}(v, z) = 2ρ(n + m − s)(ρ^2 + |v|^2) ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_− n+m−s_{2 −1} .

18 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

We can rewrite this as K_{s,ρ}(v, z) = 2(n + m − s)ρ^{2(1−s)} (ρ^2 + |v|^2) ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_{1/2} φ1−s,ρ(v, z). This shows that K_{s,ρ}(v, z) = ρ^{−2(n+m)}K_{s,1}(ρ^{−1}v, ρ^{−2}z) and hence K_{s,ρ}(v, z), after normalisation, is an approximate identity. Thus, − lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}C_3(n, m, s)L_sf, with C_3(n, m, s) = ∫ N K_{s,1}(v, z) dv dz. Then, by Lemma 3.5 with j = 1 and α = 2 − s, we have

(3.11) C_3(n, m, s) = 2(n + m − s) π^{n+m/2} 4^m

Γ(1 − s)Γ(^{n+2−s}_2 ) Γ(n − s + 1)Γ (_{n+m+2−s} 2 ). Finally, collecting (1.6), (1.11) and (3.11), we get

(3.12) − lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu = 2^{1−2s}

Γ(1 − s)

Γ(s) L_sf. From (3.7) in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we see that the solution of the extension problem can be written as u = f ∗ Φ_{s,ρ}, and Φ_{s,ρ} has an explicit expression, see Corollary 3.6 (and also ‖Φ_{s,ρ}‖_1 = 1). With this we have u(v, z, ρ) − f(v, z) = f ∗ Φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) − f(v, z) = ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) Φ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy (3.13) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s} ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) φ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy. From here, by taking derivative in ρ and multiplying by ρ^{1−2s}, we obtain ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu(x, ρ) = ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρ[u(x, ρ) − f(x)] = −C_1(n, m, s)2s ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) φ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy − C_1(n, m, s)ρ ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy. Now we let ρ tend to 0^+ to get − lim_{ρ→0+} ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)2s ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) |xy^{−1}|^{Q+2s} dy − lim_{ρ→0+} C_1(n, m, s)ρ ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy. Assume for a while that we can prove

(3.14) lim_{ρ→0+} ρ ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy = 0. Then, in view of (3.12), we conclude that L_sf(v, z) = 4^m2^{2s} π^{n+m/2} Γ(n + s)Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) Γ (_{n+s} 2 ) |Γ(−s)| ∫ N (f(x) − f(y)) |xy^{−1}|^{Q+2s} dy, i.e., the identity (1.9) in Theorem 1.2.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 19

It remains to prove (3.14). For that, we need the following Mean Value Theorem adapted to H-type groups, see [12, (1.33)].

Theorem 3.9 (Folland-Stein). There exist constants C > 0 and β > 0 such that for all f ∈ C^1(N) we have |f(yx) − f(x)| ≤ C(|y| + |y|^2) 2n+m∑

j=1 sup |y^′|≤β|y| |Y_jf(y^′x)|, where Y_j = X_j , j = 1, . . . , 2n and Y_j = Z_j , j = 2n + 1 . . . , 2n + m.

Note that by a change of variables we have ρ ∫ N ( f(x) − f(y) ) ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y^{−1}x) dy = ρ ∫ N ( f(x) − f(xy^{−1}) ) ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y) dy. A simple calculation shows that ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y) = ρ^{−1−2s}ρ^{−2(n+m)}Ψ(δ_ρ(y)), where Ψ(v, z) = (1 + |v|^2) ((1 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)^{1/2}

((1 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)^{− n+m+1+s2} ,

and Ψ(δ_ρ(y)) = Ψ(δ_ρ(v, z)) = Ψ(ρ^{−1}v, ρ^{−2}z). Then, by Theorem 3.9 we have ρ ∫ N ( f(x) − f(xy^{−1}) ) |∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}(y)| dy ≤ Cρ^{−2s}ρ^{−2(n+m)} ∫ N ( |y| + |y|^2)Ψ(δ_ρ(y)) dy. By a change of variable, the above is bounded by Cρ^{1−2s} ∫ N ( |y| + ρ|y|^2)Ψ(y) dy, which tends to 0 as ρ → 0^+, for 0 < s < 1/2, since (|y| + |y|^2)Ψ(y) is integrable.

Finally, we can now compute the limit in (1.10). From (3.13), by taking limits, we obtain lim_{ρ→0+} ρ^{−2s}(u(v, z, ρ) − f(v, z)) = C_1(m, n, s) ∫ N (f(x) − f(y)) |xy^{−1}|^{Q+2s} dy = |Γ(−s)| 4^sΓ(s) L_sf(v, z), where the second equality follows from the identity (1.9) just proven. With this, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is complete.

3.3. Isometry property of the solution operator for the extension problem. In this subsection we will prove Theorem 1.8. In order to prove this theorem, first we prove the isometry property of the solution operator P_s (see the Introduction) for the extension problem in the Heisenberg group context given by Möllers et al in [23]. We will modify slightly the notation here and use (z, t) ∈ C^n × R for elements of the Heisenberg group H^n .

The solution of the extension problem associated to the sublaplacian L on H^n is given by u(z, t, ρ) = C_1(n, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(z, t) where C_1(n, s) := C_1(n, 1, s) and φ_{s,ρ}(z, t) = ( (ρ^2 + |z|^2)^2 + 16t^2

)_− n+1+s_2 . We write the solution operator f → u as P_sf. Thus P_sf = C_1(n, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗φ_{s,ρ}(z, t). Note that the solution can be considered as a function on the (2n + 3)-dimensional Heisenberg group

20 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

H^{n+1} = C^{n+1} × R which is radial in the extra variable ζ. On H^{n+1} we use the coordinates (z, ζ, t). Thus P_sf(z, ζ, t) = C_1(n, s)|ζ|^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,|ζ|}(z, t). Taking this point of view, Möllers et al have considered f → P_sf as an extension map taking functions f on H^n into functions on H^{n+1} . They have proved that P_s defines an isometry between certain Sobolev spaces defined on H^n and H^{n+1} .

To motivate the proof let us consider the case of the Laplacian on R^n . In view of the Stinga-Torrea formula (3.3) the solution of the extension problem associated to Δ (3.15) ( Δ + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − s ρ ∂_ρ ) u = 0, u(x, 0) = f(x) is given by ( see [33] and also [2]) u(x, ρ) = c_{n,s}ρ^sf ∗ u_{s,ρ}(x) where now u_{s,ρ}(x) = (ρ^2 + |x|^2)^{− n+s}2 and c_n is given by

c^{−1}_n = ∫ R^n (1 + |x|^2)^{− n+s2} dx.

Let P_s be defined by P_sf(x, y) = u(x, |y|), (x, y) ∈ R^n × R. Let H^s(R^n ) stand for the homogeneous Sobolev space defined to be the set of all distributions f such that (−Δ)^{s/2}f ∈ L^2(R^n ). Equivalently, f ∈ H^s(R^n ) if and only if ^f ∈ L^2(R^n , |ξ|^{2s} dξ). In [23] the following theorem has been proved, and here we provide a different proof.

Theorem 3.10. For 0 < s < n, P_s : H^{s/2}(R^n ) → H^{(s+1)/2}(R^{n+1} ) is a constant multiple of an isometry.

Proof. In proving this theorem, we make use of the identity (see [2, Lemma 2.2], also [33]) (3.16) ρ^sf ∗ u_{s,ρ}(x) = c_{n,s}(−Δ)^{s/2}f ∗ u_{−s,ρ}(x) where c_{n,s} is an explicit constant. For a function φ(x, y) on R^{n+1} note that ^φ(ξ, η) = ∫ R e^{−iyη} ( ∫ R^n φ(x, y)e^{−ix·ξ} dx ) dy. Consequently, taking into account of (3.16), (P_sf)^^(ξ, η) = c_{n,s} ( ∫ R^{n+1} (y^2 + |x|^2)^{− n−s2} e^{−i(x·ξ+yη)} dx dy )( (−Δ)^{s/2}f )_^ (ξ). Since (y^2 + |x|^2)^{− n+1−(1+s)}2 is homogeneous of degree −(n + 1) − (1 + s) on R^{n+1} , its Fourier transform is a constant multiple of (η^2 + |ξ|^2)^{− s+1}2 . Thus (P_sf)^^(ξ, η) = c_{n,s}(η^2 + |ξ|^2)^{− s+12} |ξ|^s ^f(ξ), where c_{n,s} is an explicit constant. In view of the above calculations,

‖P_sf‖^2_{H(s+1)/2(Rn+1 )} = c^2_{n,s} ∫ R^n ∫ R (η^2 + |ξ|^2)^{− s+12} |ξ|^{2s}| ^f(ξ)|^2 dη dξ, which after integration in the η variable gives ‖P_sf‖^2_{H(s+1)/2(Rn+1 )} = c^2_{n,s} ∫ R^n |ξ|^s| ^f(ξ)|^2 dη dξ = c^2_{n,s}‖f‖^2_{Hs/2(Rn )}. This proves the theorem. □

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 21

Analogously as in the context of H-type groups, we introduce the following variant of a Sobolev space. Let ~W^{s,2}_0 (R^n ) be the completion of C^∞_0 (R^n × R) with respect to the norm

‖u‖^2_{(s)} = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |∇u(x, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ. It can be easily checked that this is indeed a norm. We have the following.

Proposition 3.11. For 0 < s < 1, let f be a real valued function in H^{s/2}(R^n ), i.e., f, (−Δ)^{s/4}f ∈ L^2(R^n ). If u is the solution of the extension problem (3.15) with initial condition f, then ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |∇u(x, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ = C‖f‖^2_{Hs/2(Rn )}. Proof. In what follows, we make use of the following fact which can be easily proved. If f and g are from L^2(R^n ) then their convolution f ∗g is uniformly continuous and vanishes at infinity. This can be proved by approximating f and g by sequence of compactly supported smooth functions. Since f and ρ^su_{s,ρ} are from L^2(R^n ) it follows that the solution u of the extension problem vanishes at infinity as a function of x for any fixed ρ. Moreover, ∂_{xj} u_{s,ρ} ∈ L^2(R^n ). The same is true of ∂_ρu_{s,ρ}. Hence ∂_{xj} u also vanishes at infinity. Integrating by parts and making use of the above, we see that ∫ R^n |∂_{xj} u(x, ρ)|^2 dx = ∫ R^n u(x, ρ)∂^2_{xj} u(x, ρ) dx. We also observe that |u(x, ρ)| ≤ ρ^s‖f‖_2‖u_{s,ρ}‖_2 which after a simple calculation shows that u(x, ρ) goes to 0 as ρ tends to infinity. The same is true of ∂_ρu(x, ρ). In view of these, a similar calculation with the ρ-derivative gives ∫_∞ 0 (∂_ρu(x, ρ))^2ρ^{1−s}dρ = ∫_∞ 0 u(x, ρ)∂_ρ ( ρ^{1−s}∂_ρu(x, ρ) ) dρ − u(x, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ( ρ^{1−s}∂_ρu ) (x, ρ). Adding them up and recalling that u solves the extension problem with initial condition f we obtain the result. □

Proposition 3.12. Under the same hypotheses as in Proposition 3.11, we have ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n u(x, ρ)^2ρ^{−1−s} dx dρ = C‖f‖^2_{Hs/2(Rn )}. Proof. Observe that ^u(ξ, ρ) = c_{n,s}ρ^s ^f(ξ) ∫ R^n (ρ^2 + |x|^2)^{− n+s2} e^{−ix·ξ} dx = c_{n,s} ^f(ξ)G(ρ|ξ|), where G is defined by

G(ξ) := ∫ R^n (1 + |x|^2)^{− n+s2} e^{−ix·ξ} dx. The asymptotic properties of G are well known, see [32, p. 132, (29), (30)]. As G(ρ) behaves like ρ^s near 0 it follows that ∫_∞ 0 G(ρ)^2ρ^{−1−s} dρ < ∞ and hence ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n | ^f(ξ)|^2G(ρ|ξ|)^2ρ^{−1−s} dρ dξ = ∫ R^n | ^f(ξ)|^2|ξ|^s ( ∫ ∞ 0 G(ρ)^2ρ^{−1−s} dρ ) dξ = C‖f‖^2_{Hs/2(Rn )}.

22 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU □ Proposition 3.13. For 0 < s < 1, let f be a real valued function in H^s(R^n ). If u is the solution of the extension problem (3.15) with initial condition f, then u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (R^n ). Proof. We know that the function u = c_{n,s}f ∗ ρ^s(ρ^2 + |x|^2)^{− n+s2} solves the extension problem (3.15) and ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |∇u(x, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ < ∞. Then, we have to approximate u by C^∞_0 functions on R^n × R. Let η ∈ C^∞_0 (R) be such that η(t) = 0 for |t| > 2 and η(t) = 1 for |t| ≤ 1. Consider u_j(x, ρ) = η ( 2^{−j} (ρ^2 + |x|^2) ) u(x, ρ) =: ψ_j (x, ρ)u(x, ρ), after extending u to R^n × R as an even function in ρ. Then, u_j is compactly supported and ∇u_j = ∇ψ_j u + ψ_j ∇u so that ∇(u − u_j) = ∇ψ_j u + (1 − ψ_j )∇u. Note that 1 − ψ_j = 0 on (ρ^2 + |x|^2) ≤ 2^j. Hence ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |(1 − ψ_j )∇u|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ ≤ ∫ (ρ^2+|x|^2)>2^j |∇u|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ → 0 as j → ∞. On the other hand, as η^′ = 0 on (ρ^2 + |x|^2) ≤ 2^j and (ρ^2 + |x|^2) ≥ 2^{j+1}, | | ∂ ∂x_j ψ_j (x, ρ) | | = 2^{−j}2|x_j|η^′(2^{−j} (ρ^2 + |x|^2)) ≤ 2^{−j}(ρ^2 + |x|^2)^{1/2}η^′(2^{−j}(ρ^2 + |x|^2)) ≤ Cρ^{−1}.

Similarly, |∂_ρψ_j (x, ρ)| ≤ Cρ^{−1}. Therefore, ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |∇ψ_j (x, ρ)|^2|u|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ ≤ C ∫ ρ^2+|x|^2≥2^j |u|^2ρ^{−1−s} dx dρ ≤ C ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |u|^2ρ^{−1−s} dx dρ = ‖(−Δ)^{s/4}f‖_2 < ∞, by Proposition 3.12 and the hypothesis on f. Hence ∫ ρ^2+|x|^2≥2^j |u| 2ρ^{−1−s} dx dρ → 0 as j → ∞, i.e., ∫_∞ 0 ∫ R^n |∇ψ_j (x, ρ)|^2|u|^2ρ^{1−s} dx dρ → 0 as j → ∞. Thus, u is approximated by u_j, and the proof is complete. □ We now turn to the case of the Heisenberg group. Here the Sobolev spaces H^s(H^n ) are defined via the relation f ∈ H^s(H^n ) if and only if L^{1/2}s f ∈ L^2(H^n ) where L_s is the conformally invariant fractional power of L. In view of the Plancherel theorem for the Heisenberg group, we have ‖f‖^2_Hs_{(H} n_) = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ‖(L^{1/2}_s f)^^(λ)‖^2_{HS}|λ|^n dλ.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 23

Recalling the definition of L_s we note that

(L^{1/2}_s f)^^(λ) = ^f(λ) (Γ (_{Hn(λ)} 2|λ| + 1+s 2 ) Γ (_{Hn(λ)} 2|λ| + 1−s 2 ) )_{1/2} (2|λ|)^{s/2} where H_n(λ) stands for the scaled Hermite operator −Δ + λ^2|x|^2 on R^n (we changed a little bit the notation from Subsection 2.3). The Hilbert–Schmidt norm can be calculated in terms of the Hermite basis Φ^λ_α(x), α ∈ N^n . As they are eigenfunctions of the Hermite operator H_n(λ) with eigenvalues (2|α| + n)|λ|, we see that

‖f‖^2_Hs_{(H} n_) = 2^s(2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∑ α∈N^n Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 )‖ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α‖^2 ) |λ|^{n+s} dλ. In calculating the norm of a function u ∈ H^s(H^{n+1} ) we make use of the orthonormal basis Φ^λ_{α,j} (x, y) = Φ^λ_α(x)h^λ_j (y), α ∈ N^n , j ∈ N where h^λ_j (y) = Φ^λ_j (y) are the one dimensional Hermite functions forming an orthonormal basis for L^2(R). Thus

‖u‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) = 2^{s+1}(2π)^{−n−2} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∑ (α,j)∈N^n ×N Γ (_{2|α|+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 )‖^u(λ)Φ^λ_{α,j} ‖^2 ) |λ|^{(n+s+2)} dλ. We are now ready to prove the folllowing result. Let P_sf(z, ζ, t) = C_1(n, s)|ζ|^{2s}f ∗φ_{s,|ζ|}(z, t) be the solution operator.

Theorem 3.14. For 0 < s < n + 1, the solution operator P_s : H^s(H^n ) → H^{s+1}(H^{n+1} ) satisfies the isometry property

‖u‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) = π^{2n+4}Γ(s)Γ(1 + s) 2^{2n−2−6s}Γ (_{n+1−s} 2 )_4 ‖f‖^2_Hs_{(H} n_).

Proof. We begin with the observation that the (group) Fourier transform of a function u on H^{n+1} is defined by ^u(λ) = ∫ H^{n+1} u(z, ζ, t)π_λ(z, ζ, t) dz dζ dt. Here π_λ(z, ζ, t) are the Schrödinger representations realised on L^2(R^{n+1} ). Since (z, ζ, t) = (0, ζ, 0)(z, 0, t), π_λ(z, ζ, t) = π_λ(0, ζ, 0)π_λ(z, 0, t) and hence ^u(λ) = ∫ C π_λ(0, ζ, 0) ( ∫ H^n u(z, ζ, t)π_λ(z, 0, t) dz dt ) dζ. Since the solution u(z, ζ, t) = P_sf(z, ζ, t) is given by convolution of f with a function, the inner integral simplifies.

At this point we make use of Theorem 3.7 with m = 1, namely, L_sφ_{−s,ρ}(z, t) = C_2(n, s)ρ^{2s}φ_{s,ρ}(z, t), where C_2(n, s) := C_2(n, 1, s). In view of this we can write the solution as u(z, ζ, t) = C_1(n, s)C_2(n, s)^{−1}L_sf ∗ φ_{−s,|ζ|}(z, t). Thus∫ H^n u(z, ζ, t)π_λ(z, 0, t) dz dt = C_1(n, s)C_2(n, s)^{−1}(L_sf)^^(λ) ∫ H^n φ_{−s,|ζ|}(z, t)π_λ(z, 0, t) dz dt,

24 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

where (L_sf)^^(λ) is the Fourier transform of L_sf on H^n and hence acts on L^2(R^n ). From this we obtain (3.17)

^u(λ) = C_1(n, s)C_2(n, s)^{−1}(L_sf)^^(λ) ∫ H^{n+1} ( (|z|^2 + |ζ|^2)^2 + 16t^2 )_− n+1−s_2 π_λ(z, ζ, t) dz dζ dt. For g = (z, ζ, t) ∈ H^n , let |g| = ( (|z|^2 + |ζ|^2)^2 + 16t^2 )_{1/4} be the homogeneous norm. Then (3.17) can be rewritten as (3.18) ^u(λ) = C_1(n, s)C_2(n, s)^{−1}(L_sf)^^(λ) ∫ H^{n+1} |g|^{−2(n+2)+2(s+1)}π_λ(g) dg. It is known, see [29, p. 127], that C^{−1}_{n+1,s+1}|g|^{−2(n+2)+2(1+s)} is a fundamental solution of the operator L_{s+1} on H^{n+1} , if we take C_{n,s} = π^{n+1}Γ(s) 2^{n+1−3s}Γ (_{n+1−s} 2 )_2 .

Consequently, ∫ H^{n+1} |g|^{−2(n+2)+2(s+1)}π_λ(g) dg = C_{n+1,s+1}(2|λ|)^{−s−1} Γ (_{Hn+1(λ)} 2|λ| + 1−(1+s) 2 ) Γ (_{Hn+1(λ)} 2|λ| + 1+(1+s) 2 ). Therefore, in view of this and (3.18) we see that ^u(λ)Φ^λ_{α,j} (x, y) = C_{n+1,s+1}(2|λ|)^{−s−1} Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 )(Lsf)^^(λ)Φ^λ_{α,j}(x, y).

As (L_sf)^^(λ) = ^f(λ)^Γ (_{Hn(λ)} 2|λ| + 1+s) 2 ) Γ (_{Hn(λ)} 2|λ| + 1−s) 2 )(2|λ|)^s acts only on Φ^λ_α, we get

^u(λ)Φ^λ_{α,j} (x, y) = C^2_{n+1,s+1}|λ|^{−1} Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s)} 2 ) ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α(x)h^λ_j (y), so that ‖^u(λ)Φ^λ_{α,j} ‖^2 = C^2_{n+1,s+1}|λ|^{−2} Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 )_2 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 )_2 Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 )_2 Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s)} 2 )_2 ‖ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α‖^2.

Recalling the expression for the norm of u in H^{s+1}(H^{n+1} ) we have to multiply the above with Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) and sum over α and j: ∞∑ j=0 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 )_2 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 )_2 = ∞∑ j=0 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ). The above can be computed using properties of hypergeometric functions. Recall that F (a, b; c; z) = ∞∑ s=0 (a)_s(b)_s (c)_ss!

z^s = ∞∑ s=0 Γ(a + s)Γ(b + s)Γ(c) Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c + s)s! z^s.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 25

With a =^{2|α|+n+1−s}_2 , b = 1, c =^{2|α|+n+3+s}_2 and z = 1 we see that ∞∑ j=0 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) = ∞∑ j=0 Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 + j ) Γ(1 + j) Γ (_{2|α|+n+3+s} 2 + j ) j! = Γ(a)Γ(1)

Γ(c) F (a, 1; c, 1). Now making use of [26, 15.4.20]:

F (a, b; c; 1) = Γ(c)Γ(c − a − b) Γ(c − a)Γ(c − b) , Re(c − a − b) > 0, we obtain_∞ ∑ j=0 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) = Γ(s) Γ(1 + s) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ). Consequently, ∑ α∈N^n ∞∑ j=0 Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1+(1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+2j+(n+1)+1−(1+s)} 2 )‖^u(λ)Φ^λ_{α,j}‖^2

= C^2_{n+1,s+1}

Γ(s) Γ(1 + s) |λ|^{−2} ∑ α∈N^n Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s)} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 ) ‖ ^f(λ)Φ^λ_α‖^2. Integrating the above with respect to |λ|^{n+2+s} dλ we obtain

‖u‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) = C^2_{n+1,s+1}

Γ(s) Γ(1 + s)

‖f‖^2_Hs_{(H} n_). □ Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We begin with the observation that if u is a solution of the extension problem for L on N, then for any ω ∈ S^{m−1}, R_ωu is a solution of the extension problem for L on H^n_ω . (Since all H^n_ω are isomorphic to H^n we use the same notation L to denote these sublaplacians). This can be easily seen as follows: since u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z), by taking Radon transform in the z-variable and recalling that R_ω(f ∗ φ_{s,ρ})(v, t) = R_ωf ∗_ω R_ωφ_{s,ρ}(v, t), where ∗_ω is the convolution on H^n_ω , we have R_ωu(v, t, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}R_ωf ∗_ω R_ωφ_{s,ρ}(v, t). We have already calculated R_ωφ_{s,ρ}(v, t) in the proof of Theorem 3.4. It is given by R_ωφ_{s,ρ}(v, t) = C_1(n,1,s) C_1(n,m,s) ( (ρ^2 +|v|^2)^2 +16t^2

)_− n+1+s_2 which is considered as a kernel on H^n_ω ∼= H^n . Thus we have C_1(n, m, s)R_ωφ_{s,ρ}(v, t) = C_1(n, 1, s) ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16t^2

)_− n+1+s_2

and it is clear that R_ωu(v, t, ρ) solves the extension problem for L on H^n_ω with initial condition R_ωf. As (−Δ_z) commutes with L, it follows that (−Δ_z)^{m−1}4 u = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}(−Δ_z )^{m−1}4 f ∗ φ_{s,ρ} and consequently, R_ω(−Δ_z)^{m−14} u(v, t) = C_1(n, 1, s)ρ^{2s}R_ω(−Δ_z )^{m−14} f ∗_ω ~φ_{s,ρ}(v, t), where ~φ_{s,ρ}(v, t) = ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16t^2

)_− n+1+s_2 . Now in view of Theorem 3.14, we have ‖R_ω ( (−Δ_z )^{m−14} u ) ‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) = C‖R_ω ( (−Δ_z)^{m−14} f ) ‖^2_Hs_{(H} n_).

26 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

Integrating the above over S^{m−1} we obtain ∫ S^{m−1} ‖R_ω ( (−Δ_z)^{m−14} u ) ‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) dσ(ω) = C ∫ S^{m−1} ‖R_ω ( (−Δ_z )^{m−14} f ) ‖^2_Hs_{(H} n_) dσ(ω).

Recalling the definition of the norm on H^s(H^n ), the right hand side of the above reads ∫ S^{m−1} ∫ H^n |L^{1/2}_s R_ω ( (−Δ_z)^{m−14} f ) (v, t)|^2 dv dt dσ(ω). The proof will be completed by showing that the above integral is a constant multiple of ∫ N |L^{1/2}s f(v, z)|^2 dv dz. By Plancherel theorem for the Fourier transform on H^n ∫ H^n |L^{1/2}_s R_ω ( (−Δ_z )^{m−14} f ) (v, t)|^2 dv dt = (2π)^{−n−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∑ α∈N^n Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 )‖πλ ( R_ω ( (−Δ_z )^{m−14} f ) Φ^λ_α‖^2 ) |λ|^{n+s} dλ where we have used π_λ(F ) to stand for the Fourier transform ^F (λ) of a function F on H^n . But we note that for any g on N, π_λ(R_ωg) = π_{λ,ω}(g) (recall the notation from Subsection 2.2). Using this we have

π_λ(R_ω(−Δ_z )^{m−14} f) = π_{λ,ω}((−Δ_z)^{m−14} f) = |λ|^{m−12} π_{λ,ω}(f).

Therefore, ∫ H^n |L^{1/2}_s (R_ω(−Δ_z )^{m−14} f)(v, t)|^2 dv dt = C ∫_∞ −∞ ∑ α∈N^n Γ (_{2|α|+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2|α|+n+1−s} 2 )‖πλ,ω(f)‖^2|λ|^{n+m−1+s} dλ. Integrating both sides over S^{m−1} we immediately see that ∫ S^{m−1} ‖R_ω(−Δ_z)^{m−14} u‖^2_Hs+1_{(H} n+1_) dσ(ω) = C ∫ S^{m−1} ∫_∞ −∞ ‖π_{λ,ω}(L^{1/2}_s f)‖^2_{HS}|λ|^{n+m−1} dλ dσ(ω), and from here we conclude. □

3.4. Higher order extension problem. In this subsection we will deal with the extension problem for large values of s > 0. By Theorem 1.2 we have that, for s > 0, u(v, z, ρ) = (πn+m/2 4^m

Γ(s)Γ(^{n+s}_2 ) Γ(n + s)Γ (_{n+m+s} 2 ) )_{−1} ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) solves the extension problem and lim_{ρ→0} u(v, z, ρ) = f(v, z). We are interested in recovering L_sf as the limit of certain derivatives (in ρ) of u(v, z, ρ). Observe that the operator L_s is defined for all values of s ∈ R \ D, where D = {±(n + 2k + 1) : k = 0, 1, 2, . . .} = D^+ ∪ D^−. Higher order extension problems have been studied in [6, 38] for the Euclidean Laplacian and s ∈ (0, n/2), and for general non-negative self-adjoint linear operators defined in an L^2-space and any noninteger positive number s, in [28].

The main result of this subsection reads as follows.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 27

Theorem 3.15. Let N be a H-type group with homogeneous dimension Q = 2(n + m). Let s > 0 be such that either s /∈ N if m is even, or s /∈ D^+ if m is odd. Suppose that ℓ is the integer such that ℓ − 1 ≤ s < ℓ. Let u be the solution of the extension problem (1.3) with initial condition f ∈ L^p(N), 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then

lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{2(ℓ−s)} ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ u(v, z, ρ) = C(ℓ, m, n, s)L_sf(v, z), in the L^p norm provided L_sf ∈ L^p(N), where C(ℓ, m, n, s) = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}a(n, m, s) with C_1(n, m, s) and C_2(n, m, s) given, respectively, by (1.6) and (1.11), and a(n, m, s) by a(n, m, s) = π^{n+m/2} 4^m Γ(ℓ − s) Γ(n + ℓ − s) ℓ∑ j=0 c(ℓ, j) Γ(^{n+ℓ+j−s}_2 ) Γ (_{n+m+ℓ+j−s} 2 ). Here c(ℓ, j) satisfies the recurrence relation

c(ℓ + 1, j) = (j + 1)c(ℓ, j + 1) − 1 2 (n + m + ℓ + j − 1 − s)c(ℓ, j − 1), 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, c(ℓ + 1, 0) = c(ℓ, 1), c(ℓ + 1, ℓ + 1) = − 1 2 (n + m + 2ℓ − s)c(ℓ, ℓ). (3.19)

Proof. We can write the solution (see Remark 3.8) as u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}L_sf ∗ φ_{−s,ρ}(v, z), provided 0 < s < n + 1. By induction, still assuming 0 < s < n + 1, we can show that

(3.20) ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ φ_{−s,ρ}(v, z) = ℓ∑ j=0 c(ℓ, j)g_{j,ρ}(v, z)φ_{ℓ−s,ρ}(v, z), for some explicit constants c(ℓ, j) that will be computed at the end of the proof and g_{j,ℓ}(v, z) = ( ρ^2 + |v|^2 )_j ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_{j/2} . This shows that

(3.21) ρ^{2(ℓ−s)} ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1} ℓ∑ j=0 L_sf ∗ h_{j,ρ,s}(v, z), where h_{j,ρ,s}(v, z) = c(ℓ, j)g_{j,ρ}(v, z)ρ^{2(ℓ−s)}φ_{ℓ−s,ρ}(v, z). We claim that the latter identity is valid for any 0 < s /∈ N or s /∈ D^+ as the case may be. This restriction comes from the fact that C_2(n, m, s) is not defined when s is of the form n+m+2k, for a nonnegative integer k. In order to prove the claim, we use Fourier transform on N. As u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z), by Theorem 3.7, it is enough to show that π_{λ,ω}(f)ρ^{2(ℓ−s)} ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ [ρ^{2s}π_{λ,ω}(φ_{s,ρ})] = C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}π_{λ,ω}(L_sf) ℓ∑ j=0 π_{λ,ω}(h_{j,ρ,s})

28 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

for any λ > 0 and ω ∈ S^{ℓ−1}. Since φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) is radial in both v and z, the group Fourier transform of φ_{s,ρ} is given by π_{λ,ω}(φ_{s,ρ}) = ∞∑ k=0 c^λ_{k,ρ}(s)P_k(λ), see Subsection 2.2. Here the coefficients have been computed in [29, Section 3] and are given by the formula:

(3.22) c^λ_{k,ρ}(s) = (2π)^{n+1}|λ|^s Γ (_1 2 (n + 1 + s)

)_2 L (ρ2|λ| 4 , 2k + n + 1 + s 2 , 2k + n + 1 − s 2 ) , where the L-function is

(3.23) L(a, b, c) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−a(2x+1)}x^{b−1} ( 1 + x )_{−c} dx, which is valid for a, b ∈ R^+ and c ∈ R. Using the facts that φ_{s,ρ} and h_{j,ρ,s} are radial and π_{λ,ω}(L_sf) = π_{λ,ω}(f)(2|λ|)^s Γ (_{H(λ)} 2|λ| + 1+s 2 ) Γ (_{H(λ)} 2|λ| + 1−s 2 ), we only need to show that

(3.24) ρ^{2(ℓ−s)} ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ [ρ^{2s}c^λ_{k,ρ}(s)] = C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}(2|λ|)^s Γ (_{2k+n+1+s} 2 ) Γ (_{2k+n+1−s} 2 ) ℓ∑ j=0 ^h_{j,ρ,s}(λ, k) for every k ∈ N. Here, ^h_{j,ρ,s}(λ, k) = c_n k!(n − 1)! (k + n − 1)! ∫ C^n h^{λω}_{j,ρ,s}(v)φ^λ_k (v) dv (observe that h^{λω}_{j,ρ,s}(v) is independent of ω as h_{j,ρ,s}(v, z) is radial in z).

From the definition of the L-function it is clear that ρ^{2(ℓ−s)}

(_1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ [ρ^{2s}c^λ_{k,ρ}(s)] is a holomorphic function of s on Re s > 0. On the other hand, it is easy to see that the right hand side of (3.24) is also holomorphic on {0 < Re s < ℓ} ∩ (C \ N) or {0 < Re s < ℓ} ∩ (C \ D^+) as the case may be. As both sides agree on 0 < Re s < n + 1, we can conclude that they agree on 0 < s < ℓ. This proves the claim.

Thus, we have proved (3.21) for 0 < s < ℓ. As h_{j,ρ,s}(v, z) = ρ^{−2(n+m)}h_{j,1,s}(ρ^{−1}v, ρ^{−2}z) and h_{j,1,s} ∈ L^1(N), we see that

lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{2(ℓ−s)} ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)C_2(n, m, s)^{−1}a(n, m, s)L_sf, where, by Lemma 3.5 with α = ℓ + j − s, a(n, m, s) = ℓ∑ j=0 c(ℓ, j) ∫ N (1 + |v|^2)^j ( (1 + |v|^2)^2 + 16|z|^2 )_− n+m+ℓ+j−s_2 dv dz

= π^{n+m/2} 4^m Γ(ℓ − s) Γ(n + ℓ − s) ℓ∑ j=0 c(ℓ, j) Γ(^{n+ℓ+j−s}_2 ) Γ (_{n+m+ℓ+j−s} 2 ).

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 29

Finally, we can get a recurrence relation for the constants c(ℓ, j). By rewriting (3.20), we have

(3.25) ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_ℓ φ_{−s,ρ}(v, z) = ℓ∑ j=0 c(ℓ, j)(ρ^2 + |v|^2)^j ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2 )_− n+m+ℓ+j−s_2 . Differentiating the above once more, we get ( 1 2ρ ∂_ρ )_{ℓ+1} φ_{−s,ρ}(v, z) = ℓ∑ j=1 c(ℓ, j)j(ρ^2 + |v|^2)^{j−1} ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2 )_− n+m+ℓ+1+j−1−s 2

− 1 2 ℓ∑ j=0 c(ℓ, j)(n + m + ℓ + j − s)(ρ^2 + |v|^2)^{j+1} ( (ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2 )_− n+m+ℓ+1+j+1−s 2 . Comparing this with (3.25) we obtain the recurrence relation in (3.19). This completes the proof. □

4. Trace Hardy and Hardy inequalities for the sublaplacian

Our aim in this section is to prove various forms of trace Hardy and Hardy inequalities for L on a H-type group N. Let us recall that ∇u = (X_1u, . . . , X_{2n}u,^1_2 Z_1u, . . . ,^1_2 Z_mu, ∂_ρu) and let

(4.1) L := −L + ∂^2_ρ + 1 − 2s ρ ∂_ρ + 1 4 ρ^2Δ_z

stand for the extension operator. We have the following general trace Hardy inequality. In order to state the result, we recall the Sobolev space presented in the Introduction. Let ~W^{s,2}_0 (S) be the completion of C∞_0 (N × R) with respect to the norm

‖u‖^2_{(s)} = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ. As it was noted in the Introduction, it can be easily checked that this is indeed a norm.

Theorem 4.1 (General trace Hardy inequality). Let 0 < s < 1 and let φ ∈ L^2(N) be a real valued function in the domain of L_s such that φ^{−1}L_sφ is locally integrable. Then for any real valued function u(v, z, ρ) ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S) we have the inequality ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | |∇u(v, z, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≥ 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) ∫ N u^2(v, z, 0) L_sφ(v, z) φ(v, z) dv dz. Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let Y_i be any of the vector fields X_j or^1_2 Z_k on the N group. An easy limiting argument shows that it is enough to prove the inequality for functions u which are restrictions to AN of a C^∞_0 function on N × R. Let u(v, z, ρ) be such a function and take w(v, z, ρ) to be the solution of the extension problem with initial condition φ. Now consider the integral ∫ N ( Y_iu − u w Y_iw )_2 dv dz = ∫ N ( (Y_iu)^2 − 2 u w Y_iuY_iw + ( u w Y_iw )_2) dv dz. Integrating by parts and noting that there are no boundary terms we get ∫ N u w Y_iuY_iw dv dz = − ∫ N uY_i ( u w Y_iw ) dv dz

30 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU = − ∫ N u w Y_iuY_iw dv dz − ∫ N u^2Y_i ( 1 w Y_iw ) dv dz. Since ∫ N u^2Y_i (_1 w Y_iw ) dv dz = − ∫ N u^2 w^2 ( Y_iw )_2 dv dz + ∫ N u^2

w Y^2_i w dv dz, the above gives ∫ N ( u2 w^2

(Y_iw)^2 − 2 u w Y_iuY_iw ) dv dz = ∫ N u^2 w Y^2_i w dv dz. On the other hand, a similar calculation with the ρ-derivative gives ∫_∞ 0 ( u^2 w^2

(∂_ρw)^2 − 2 u w ∂_ρu∂_ρw ) ρ^{1−2s} dρ = ∫_∞ 0 u^2 w ∂_ρ ( ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρw ) dρ + u(v, z, 0)^2 w(v, z, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ( ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρw ) (v, z, ρ). Let us now add them up and take all integrations into account. By denoting x = (v, z) and dx = dv dz, we get, in view of (4.1),

(4.2) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | |∇u(x, ρ) − u(x, ρ) w(x, ρ) ∇w(x, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dx dρ = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | |∇u(x, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dx dρ + ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N u(x, ρ)^2 w(x, ρ) (Lw(x, ρ))ρ^{1−2s} dx dρ + ∫ N u(x, 0)^2 w(x, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρw(x, ρ) dx. Since we have taken w = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ ∗ φ_{s,ρ}, with φ_{s,ρ} as in (1.5) and C_1(n, m, s) as in (1.6), w solves the equation Lw = 0, with w(x, 0) = φ(x). Moreover, as ρ → 0, −ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρ(C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ ∗ φ_{s,ρ}) → 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) L_sφ. Therefore, (4.2) simplifies and we obtain the inequality ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ_{1−2s} dxdρ ≥ 2_{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) ∫ N u^2(x, 0) L_sφ(x) φ(x) dx, as desired. □

Remark 4.2. By taking φ(v, z) = u(v, z, 0), we obtain the following inequality ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≥ C ∫ N L_sφ(v, z)φ(v, z) dv dz. This has been already proved in [13] by using results from scattering theory.

Theorem 4.1 proves the main part of Theorem 1.3. In order to show that the inequality is sharp we claimed that equality is attained when u is a solution of the extension problem with initial condition φ. If only we know that the solution u belongs to the space ~W^{s,2}_0 (S), this will be easily seen by checking that both sides of the inequality reduces to (φ, L_sφ). Thus we need the following result, which is in part the counterpart of Proposition 3.13 for H-type groups.

Theorem 4.3. For 0 < s < 1, let φ be a real valued function in H^s(N), i.e. φ, L_{s/2}φ ∈ L^2(N). If u is the solution of the extension problem with initial condition φ, then u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S).

In order to prove Theorem 4.3, we need the following proposition:

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 31

Proposition 4.4. Under the same hypothesis as in Theorem 4.3 we have ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ = 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) ∫ N L_sφ(v, z)φ(v, z) dv dz. Proof. The proof follows the lines of the proof of Proposition 3.11: we take into account that Y_jφ_{s,ρ} ∈ L^2(N) when Y_j is any of the vector fields X_j or Z_j (and therefore Y_ju also vanishes at infinity), and the same for ∂_ρφ_{s,ρ}. Integrating by parts, we have that ∫ N |Y_ju(v, z, ρ)|^2dvdz = ∫ N u(v, z, ρ)Y^2_j u(v, z, ρ)dvdz. Moreover, |u(v, z, ρ)| ≤ ρ^{2s}‖φ‖_2‖φ_{s,ρ}‖_2, which implies that u(v, z, ρ) goes to 0 as ρ tends to infinity (the same for ∂_ρu(v, z, ρ)). The computation with the ρ-derivative yields ∫_∞ 0 (∂_ρu(v, z, ρ))^2ρ^{1−2s}dρ = ∫_∞ 0 u(v, z, ρ)∂_ρ ( ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu(v, z, ρ) ) dρ − u(v, z, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ( ρ^{1−2s}∂_ρu ) (v, z, ρ). Now we sum up and we use the fact that u solves the extension problem with initial condition φ. The result follows. □

From Proposition 4.4 we see that the “energy norm” of the solution u is a constant multiple of the H^s(N) norm of the initial condition.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. We are now in a position to prove Theorem 4.3. As the energy norm of u is finite, all we have to do is to show that it can be approximated by a sequence of compactly supported smooth functions on N ×R. As u(v, z, ρ) is even in ρ we can think of it as a smooth function on N ×R. Let η ∈ C^∞_0 (R) be supported in |ρ| ≤ 2 and assume that η = 1 on |ρ| ≤ 1. Let ψ_j (v, z, ρ) = η(2^{−j}((ρ^2 +|v|^2)^2 +|z|^2)) and define u_j(v, z, ρ) = ψ_j (v, z, ρ)u(v, z, ρ). We will show that u_j converges to u in the energy norm. Observe that ∇(u−u_j) = (1−ψ_j )∇u+u∇ψ_j. Since (1 − ψ_j ) is supported in ((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2) ≥ 2^j it follows that ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |(1 − ψ_j)(v, z, ρ)|^2|∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≤ C ∫ ((ρ^2+|v|^2)^2+|z|^2)≥2^j |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ which tends to 0 as j tends to infinity, in view of Proposition 4.4. On the other hand, ∇ψ_j is supported on 2^j ≤ ((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2) ≤ 2^{j+1}. Moreover, we have that

|∂_ρψ_j (v, z, ρ)| = 2^{−j}2(ρ^2 + |v|^2)2|ρ|η^′(2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2))

≤ C2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)^{3/4}η^′(2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2))

= C2^{−j3/4}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)^{3/4}η^′(2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2))2^{−j/4}

= C[2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)]^{3/4}η^′(2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2))2^{−j/4}.

Therefore, calling t := 2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)), we have |∂_ρψ_j (v, z, ρ)| ≤ Ct^{3/4}η^′(t)2^{−j/4} ≤ C2^{−j/4}.

32 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

Same estimate is true of Xψ_j (v, z, ρ) for any other vector field X. For instance, let us compute and estimate |X_kψ_j (v, t, ρ)| on the Heisenberg group with v = x + iy ∈ C^n and t ∈ R for simplicity. We get |X_kψ_j (v, t, ρ)| ≤ 2^{−j} ( 4(ρ^2 + |v|^2)|x_k| + |y_k||t| ) η^′(2^{−j} ((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)) ≤ C2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + t^2)^{1/2}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + t^2)^{1/4}η^′(2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2)) = C[2^{−j} ((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + t^2)]^{3/4}η^′(2^{−j}((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2))2^{−j/4}.

As before, we infer that (4.3) |∇ψ_j(v, z, ρ)| ≤ C2^{−j/4}. Since the solution u of the extension problem with initial condition φ is given by u = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ ∗ φ_{s,ρ}, by Young’s inequality, we get ‖u‖_L2_{(N)} ≤ ‖φ‖_L2_{(N)} by the choice of the constant C_1(n, m, s). Now as ∇ψ_j is supported in 2^j ≤ ((ρ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + |z|^2) ≤ 2^{j+1} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |u(v, z, ρ)|^2|∇ψ_j(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≤ C2^{−j/2} ∫_2(j+1)/4 0 ( ∫ N |u(v, z, ρ)|^2dv dz ) ρ^{1−2s} dρ ≤ C2^{−j/2} ∫_2(j+1)/4 0 ρ^{1−2s} dρ which clearly goes to zero as j tends to infinity since s > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.3. □ We are going to show another form of trace Hardy inequality. We make use of the connection between solutions of the extension problem and eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S which we have already exploited. Recall that

Δ_S = 2n∑ j=1 E^2_j + m∑ k=1 T^2_k + H^2 − 1 2 QH. Given a function u on S, as before, we define w(v, z, ρ) = u(2^{−1/2}v, 2^{−1}z, √ 2ρ) and ~w(v, z, ρ) = ρ^{(n+m−s)}2 w(v, z, ρ). We also denote by ∇_S w the full gradient of w on S. Making use of the connection between the two gradients, we see that ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ = C ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇_S w(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{−1−s} dv dz dρ whenever u and w are related as above. We now prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let 0 < s < 1. Assume that w is the restriction to S of a function in C^∞_0 (N × R). Then we have the identity ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇_Sw(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{−1−s} dv dz dρ = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N ~w(v, z, ρ) ( − Δ_S −

(n + m)^2 − s^2 4 ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−n−m−1} dv dz dρ − ∫ N w(v, z, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−s}∂_ρw(v, z, ρ) dv dz dρ.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 33

Proof. First of all, note that the assumptions on s and w and the definition of ∇_S ensures that all the integrals involved in Proposition 4.5 are finite. By integration by parts we have, as the boundary terms vanish,

(4.4) ∫ N 2n∑ j=1 E^2_j ~w(v, z, ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−n−m−1} dv dz dρ = − ∫ N 2n∑ j=1 |E_jw|^2ρ^{−1−s} dv dz dρ and also

(4.5) ∫ N m∑ k=1 T^2_k ~w(v, z, ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−n−m−1} dv dz dρ = − ∫ N m∑ k=1 |T_kw|^2ρ^{−1−s} dv dz dρ. Now, observe that H^2 − (n + m)H = ρ^2∂^2_ρ − (n + m − 1)ρ∂_ρ.

Therefore, we consider the integral

(4.6) ∫_∞ 0 (ρ^2∂^2_ρ − (n + m − 1)ρ∂_ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−m−n−1}dρ = ∫_∞ 0 ∂^2_ρ (ρ^{n+m−s2} w)ρ^{− n+m+s−22} w dρ − (n + m − 1) ∫_∞ 0 ∂_ρ(ρ^{n+m−s2} w)ρ^{− n+m+s2} w dρ. We first look at the truncated integral

I := ∫_B A ∂^2_ρ (ρ^{n+m−s2} w)ρ^{− n+m+s−22} w dρ where 0 < A < B ≤ ∞. Integration by parts and some computations show that

(4.7) I = − 1 4 ( 2s(1 − s) − (n + m − s)(n + m + s − 2) ) ∫^B A ρ^{−(1+s)}w^2dρ − ∫_B A ρ^{1−s}(∂_ρw)^2 dρ + ρ^{− n+m+s−22} w∂_ρ(ρ^{n+m−s2} w) | |^B_A − 1 − s 2 ρ^{−2}w^2 | |^B_A. Concerning the second integral, we have II := −(n + m − 1) ∫_∞ 0 ∂_ρ(ρ^{n+m−s2} w)ρ^{− n+m+s2} w dρ, which by integration by parts and some calculations leads to

(4.8) II = −(n + m − 1) (n + m 2 ) ∫^B A ρ^{−(1+s)}w^2dρ − n + m − 1 2 ρ^{−2}w^2 | | |^B_A . Then, collecting (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8), we have ∫_B A (ρ^2∂^2_ρ − (n + m − 1)ρ∂_ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−m−n−1}dρ = − 1 4 ( (n + m)^2 − s^2 ) ∫^B A ρ^{−(1+s)}w^2 dρ − ∫_B A ρ^{1−s}(∂_ρw)^2 dρ + ρ^{− n+m+s−22} w∂_ρ[ρ^{n+m−s2} w] | |^B_A − n + m − s 2 ρ^{−2}w^2 | |^B_A .

34 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

Finally, observe that ρ^{− n+m+s−22} w∂_ρ(ρ^{n+m−s2} w) | | |^B_A = n + m − s 2 ρ^{−2}w^2 | | |^B_A + wρ^{1−s}∂ρw | | |^B_A, and consequently we obtain ∫_∞ 0 (H^2 − (n + m)H) ~w(v, z, ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−m−n−1}dρ = ∫_∞ 0 (ρ^2∂^2_ρ − (n + m − 1)ρ∂_ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ) ~w(v, z, ρ)ρ^{−m−n−1}dρ (4.9) = − 1 4 ( (n + m)^2 − s^2 ) ∫^∞ 0 ρ^{−(1+s)}w(v, z, ρ)^2 dρ − ∫_∞ 0 ρ^{−1−s}(ρ∂_ρw(v, z, ρ))^2 dρ + w(v, z, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−s}∂_ρw(v, z, ρ). Taking into account of (4.4), (4.5) and (4.9), we obtain the conclusion. □ From Proposition 4.5 we can immediately obtain the following trace inequality.

Theorem 4.6. Let 0 < s < 1. We have the inequality ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇_Sw(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{−1−s} dv dz dρ ≥ − ∫ N w(v, z, 0) lim_{ρ→0} ρ^{1−s}∂_ρw(v, z, ρ) dv dz dρ, for any real valued function w(v, z, ρ) = u(2^{−1/2}v, 2^{−1}z, √ 2ρ) with u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S). Moreover, equality holds if and only if u is a solution of the extension problem (1.3). Proof. The stated inequality for w ∈ C^∞_0 (S) follows from the above proposition since −Δ_S ≥ 1 4 (n + m)^2. By approximating u and hence w by a sequence of C^∞_0 (S) functions, we can conclude that the inequality remains true under the hypothesis on w. We have already remarked in Subsection 3.1 that when u satisfies the extension problem, then ~w(v, z, ρ) = ρ^{(n+m−s)}2 w(v, z, ρ) is an eigenfunction of Δ_S with eigenvalue −^{(n+m)2 −s2}_4 . Consequently, we can easily conclude that equality holds if and only if u is the solution of the extension problem. □ Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 lead to some interesting corollaries.

Corollary 4.7. Let 0 < s < 1, δ > 0. Then for all real valued u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S), we have

(4.10) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N |∇u(v, z, ρ)|^2ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ ≥ C_{n,s}δ^{2s} ∫ N u(v, z, 0)^2 ( (δ^2 + |v|^2)^2 + 16z^2 )_s dv dz with the constant given by C_{n,s} = 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s) Γ(s)

4^{2s}

Γ(^{n+1+s}_2 ) Γ(^{n+1−s}_2 )

Γ(^{n+m+s}_2 ) Γ(^{n+m−s}_2 ) . The above inequality is sharp and equality is obtained when u(v, z, ρ) = φ_{−s,δ} ∗ ρ^{2s}φ_{s,ρ}(v, z). Proof. We immediately obtain the inequality by taking φ = φ_{−s,δ} in Theorem 4.1 for a fixed δ > 0 and using Theorem 3.7.

As for the equality, when we take u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)φ_{−s,δ} ∗ ρ^{2s}φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) in the inequality (4.10), in view of Theorem 4.3, the left hand side reduces to 2^{1−2s Γ(1−s)}_{Γ(s)} φ_{−s,δ}L_sφ_{−s,δ} which, by Theorem 3.7, is nothing but the right hand side of (4.10). □

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 35

Remark 4.8. In Corollary 4.7, if we take u to be the solution of the extension problem with initial condition f, the left hand side reduces to a constant multiple of (f, L_sf). This immediately proves Corollary 1.4.

Now we are going to prove Theorem 1.5. Let us recall some definitions. Let φ_s(v, z) = |(v, z)|^{−(n+m+s)} and ψ_s(v, z) = C_1(n, m, s)(φ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s})(v, z). Note that ψ_s(v, z) is homogeneous of degree −(n + m − s). Let us define w_s(v, z) = φ_s(v, z)ψ_s(v, z)^{−1} so that w_s is homogeneous of degree −2s.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let u ∈ C^∞_0 (N × R) and let φ > 0 be any function which is in the domain of L_s. Let w = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ ∗ φ_{s,ρ} be the solution of the extension problem (1.3) with initial condition φ. Then, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we get

(4.11) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w(x, ρ) w(x, ρ) | |^2ρ_{1−2s}u_2(x, ρ) dx dρ

+ 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) ∫ N L_sφ(x) φ(x) u^2(x, 0) dx = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ_{1−2s}u_2(x, ρ) dx dρ. Now, let η ∈ C^∞_0 supported in 0 < a ≤ |(v, z)| ≤ b < ∞ be such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1. Let us take φ = ηφ_s ∗ φ_{−s,δ} in (4.11). We note that, in view of Theorem 3.7,

2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s)

Γ(s) ∫ N L_sφ(x) φ(x) u^2(x, 0) dx = 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N δ^{2s}(ηφ_s) ∗ φ_{s,δ}(v, z) ηφ_s ∗ φ_{−s,δ}(v, z) u^2(v, z, 0) dv dz. From identity (4.11) we observe that

2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s)

Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N δ^{2s}(ηφ_s) ∗ φ_{s,δ}(v, z) ηφ_s ∗ φ_{−s,δ}(v, z) u^2(v, z, 0) dv dz ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | |∇u(x, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dx dρ. As ηφ_s ∈ L^2(N) and C_1(n, m, s)δ^{2s}φ_{s,δ} is an approximate identity, δ^{2s}ηφ_s ∗ φ_{s,δ} converges to C_1(n, m, s)^{−1}ηφ_s(v, z) a.e. as δ → 0. We also note that ηφ_s ∗ φ_{−s,δ}(v, z) converges to ηφ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s} (due to Dominated Convergence Theorem). By Vitali’s theorem (see [30, p. 143]) with dμ(v, z) = u^2(v, z, 0) dv dz we conclude that

lim_{δ→0}

2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s)

Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N δ^{2s}(ηφ_s) ∗ φ_{s,δ}(v, z) ηφ_s ∗ φ_{−s,δ}(v, z) u^2(v, z, 0) dv dz = 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N ηφ_s(v, z) C_1(n, m, s)ηφ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s}(v, z) u^2(v, z, 0) dv dz. We also have, with w_{η,δ}(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}ηφ_s ∗ φ_{−s,δ} ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z), ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | ∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w_{η,δ}(x, ρ) w_{η,δ}(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s}u^2(x, ρ) dx dρ

36 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | ∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s}u^2(x, ρ) dx dρ. Note that, as δ → 0, w_{η,δ} converges to w_η(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}ηφ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s} ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z) and ∇w_{η,δ} → ∇w_η. Again, by Vitali’s theorem with dμ(v, z, ρ) = u^2(v, z, ρ)ρ^{1−2s} dv dz dρ, we can conclude that

lim_{δ→0} ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | | ∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w_{η,δ}(x, ρ) w_{η,δ}(x, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s}u^2(x, ρ) dx dρ = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w_η(x, ρ) w_η(x, ρ) | |^2ρ_{1−2s}u_2(x, ρ) dx dρ. Putting together, we have obtained ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | |∇u(x, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dx dρ = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | | ∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w_η(x, ρ) w_η(x, ρ) | | |^2ρ^{1−2s}u^2(x, ρ) dx dρ + 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N ηφ_s(v, z) C_1(n, m, s)ηφ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s}(v, z) u^2(v, z, 0) dv dz. Choosing a sequence η = η_k of functions supported on^1_{2k} ≤ |(v, z)| ≤ 2k which are equal to 1 on^1_k ≤ |(v, z)| ≤ k, arguing as above, we can take limit as k → ∞ in the above to get

(4.12) ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dx dρ = ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | ∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w(x, ρ) w(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s}u^2(x, ρ) dx dρ + 2^{1−2s}Γ(1 − s)

Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N u^2(v, z, 0)w_s(v, z) dv dz. Let us take now u ∈ ~W^{s,2}_0 (S). Choose a sequence u_k ∈ C^∞_0 (N × R) such that u_k converges to u in ~W^{s,2}_0 (S). It is clear that, passing to the limit in (4.12) we get the identity for functions in ~W^{s,2}_0 (S). From (4.12) we deduce immediately the inequality stated in the theorem.

The equality is obtained if and only if | |^{∇u(x,ρ)} u(x,ρ) − ∇w(x,ρ) w(x,ρ) | | = 0, i.e., if and only if u = c · w, for some positive constant c, with w = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s} ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z). But this w makes the rest of the terms of (4.12) infinite. □

Proof of Corollary 1.6. Take u(v, z, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}f ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(v, z, ρ). By Theorem 1.2, u solves the extension problem (1.3) with initial condition φ so that, by Theorem 1.3, we have the identity ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | ∇u(x, ρ) |_2 ρ^{1−2s} dxdρ = 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) ∫ N f(x)L_sf(x) dx. Then, applying Theorem 1.5, we get ∫ N f(x)L_s(x) dx ≥ C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N f^2(v, z)w_s(v, z) dv dz, and the conclusion follows. □

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 37

Remark 4.9. It would be interesting to get an inequality of the form ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dxdρ ≥ C(n, m, s) ∫ N u^2(x, 0)|x|^{−2s} dx, with sharp constant. Unfortunately, the weight function w_s(x), though it has the right homogeneity, does not simplify to yield |x|^{−2s}, even in the case of the Heisenberg group. Recall that in the Euclidean setting

w_s(x) = |x|^{− n+s}2 |x|^{− n+s}2 ∗ |x|^{−n+s} = C(n, s)|x|^{−2s}, with a precise constant C(n, s) yielding the sharp Hardy inequality.

In the case of the Heisenberg group, we have ψ_s(z, t) = ∫ H^n |(ζ, τ)|^{−(n+1+s)}|(z, t)(ζ, τ)^{−1}|^{−Q+2s} dζ dτ = |(z, t)|^{−(n+1−s)}ψ_s(z^′, t^′), where |z^′|^4 + t^{′2} = 1. Using Cayley transform (see for instance [36]), it is easy to see that the above integral is equal to a constant times

((1 + |z^′|^2)^2 + t^{′2})^{−λ/4} ∫ S^{2n+1} |1 − ζ · η̄|^{−λ/2}|(1 − ζ_{n+1})(1 + ζ_{n+1})|^{−γ/2}dζ where λ = 2(n + 1) − 2s, γ = n + 1 + s and η is the Cayley transform of (z^′, t^′). A sharp upper bound for the above integral would lead to a Hardy inequality with homogeneous weight |(z, t)|^{−2s}. Remark 4.10. In Theorem 1.5, the weight function w_s(x) is optimal in the following sense: If ~w_s ≥ w_s is another weight function for which ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dxdρ ≥ 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N u^2(x, 0) ~w_s(x) dx then ~w_s = w_s.

To see this, consider

2^{1−2s}

Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N ( ~w_s(x) − w_s(x))u^2(x, 0) dx ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | |∇u(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s} dxdρ − 2^{1−2s} Γ(1 − s) Γ(s) C_2(n, m, s) ∫ N w_s(x)u^2(x, 0) dx. In view of the identity (4.12), we have

(4.13) ∫ N ( ~w_s(x) − w_s(x))u^2(x, 0) dx ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ∫ N | | ∇u(x, ρ) u(x, ρ) − ∇w(x, ρ) w(x, ρ) | |^2ρ^{1−2s}u^2(x, ρ) dx dρ where w(x, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}φ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s} ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(x). Let ψ_s = C_1(n, m, s)φ_s ∗ | · |^{−Q+2s}, as in the proof of Theorem 1.5. It is clear that ψ_s(x) ≤ C|x|^{− Q}2^{+s}. By defining ψ^{(1)}s = ψ_sχ_{|x|≤1} and ψ^{(2)}s = ψ_sχ_{|x|>1}, we see that ψ_s = ψ^{(1)}s + ψ^{(2)}s ∈ L^1(N) + L^p(N) for p >^{2Q}_{Q−2s} . Consequently, C_1(n, m, s)ρ^{2s}ψ_s ∗ φ_{s,ρ}(x) → ψ_s(x) for a.e. x and also in L^1(N) + L^p(N). Let u_k(x, ρ) = C_1(n, m, s)η_kρ^{2s}[ψ_s ∗ φ_{s,ρ}](x),

38 L. RONCAL AND S. THANGAVELU

with η_k as in the proof of Theorem 1.5. Then, u_k(x, 0) = η_kψ_s(x) → ψ_s(x) as k → ∞.

Let us now take u = u_k in the inequality (4.13). As k → ∞ the left hand side converges to ∫ N ( ~w_s(x) − w_s(x))ψ_s(x) dx. On the other hand, as u_k(x, ρ) = η_kw(x, ρ) it follows that | |∇u_k(x, ρ) − η_k∇(x, ρ) | |^2 → 0 as k → ∞. Consequently, the right hand side tends to 0, proving ~w_s = w_s, as ψ_s(x) > 0.

Acknowledgments. This research was partially supported through the program “Research in Pairs” by the Mathematisches Forschungsintitut Oberwolfach in 2017. The first author wishes to thank Óscar Ciaurri and Pablo R. Stinga for introducing her to Hardy inequalities and for many fruitful discussions.

References

[1] S. Ben Saïd, T. Oshima, and N. Shimeno, Fatou’s theorems and Hardy-type spaces for eigenfunctions of the invariant differential operators on symmetric spaces, Int. Math. Res. Not. 16 (2003), 915–931.

[2] P. Boggarapu, L. Roncal and S. Thangavelu, On extension problem, trace Hardy and Hardy’s inequalities for some fractional Laplacians, preprint.

[3] T. P. Branson, L. Fontana, and C. Morpurgo, Moser–Trudinger and Beckner–Onofri’s inequalities on the CR sphere, Ann. Math. (2), 177 (2013), 1–52.

[4] T. P. Branson, G. Ólafsson, and B. Ørsted, Spectrum generating operators and intertwining operators for representations induced from a maximal parabolic subgroup, J. Funct. Anal. 135 (1996), 163–205.

[5] L. A. Caffarelli and L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian, Comm.

Partial Differential Equations 32 (2007), 1245–1260.

[6] S-Y. A. Chang and M.d.M. González, Fractional Laplacian in conformal geometry, Adv. Math. 226 (2011), no. 2, 1410–1432.

[7] M. Cowling and U. Haagerup, Completely bounded multipliers of the Fourier algebra of a simple Lie group of real rank one, Invent. Math. 96 (1989), 507–549.

[8] J. Cygan, Heat kernels for class 2 nilpotent groups, Studia Math. 64 (1979), 227–238. [9] E. Damek and P. Kumar, Eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on harmonic NA groups, J.

Geom. Anal. 26 (2016), no. 3, 1913–1924.

[10] S. Filippas, L. Moschini and A. Tertikas, Sharp trace Hardy–Sobolev–Maz’ya inequalities and the fractional Laplacian, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 208 (2013), 109–161.

[11] S. Filippas, L. Moschini and A. Tertikas, Trace Hardy–Sobolev–Maz’ya inequalities for the half fractional Laplacian, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 14 (2) (2015), 373–382.

[12] G. B. Folland and E. M. Stein, Hardy spaces on homogeneous groups, Mathematical Notes, 28. Princeton University Press, N.J.; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1982.

[13] R. L. Frank, M.d.M. González, D. D. Monticelli and J. Tan, An extension problem for the CR fractional Laplacian, Adv. Math. 270 (2015), 97–137.

[14] R. L. Frank and E. H. Lieb, Sharp constants in several inequalities on the Heisenberg group, Ann. Math.

(2) 176 (2012), 349–381.

[15] J. E. Galé, P. J. Miana and P. R. Stinga, Extension problem and fractional operators: semigroups and wave equations, J. Evol. Equ. 13 (2013), 343–368.

[16] C. R. Graham and M. Zworski, Scattering matrix in conformal geometry, Invent. Math. 152 (2003), 89–118.

[17] S. Helgason, Eigenspaces of the Laplacian; integral representations and irreducibility, J. Functional Analysis 17 (1974), 328–353.

[18] K. D. Johnson and N. R. Wallach, Composition series and intertwining operators for the spherical principal series I, J. Funct. Anal. 229 (1977), 137–173.

[19] A. Kaplan and F. Ricci, Harmonic analysis on groups of Heisenberg type. Harmonic analysis (Cortona, 1982), 416–435, Lecture Notes in Math., 992, Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[20] M. Kashiwara, A. Kowata, K. Minemura, K. Okamoto, T. Oshima, and M. Tanaka, Eigenfunctions of invariant differential operators on a symmetric space, Ann. of Math. (2) 107 (1978), no. 1, 1–39.

EXTENSION PROBLEM AND TRACE HARDY INEQUALITY 39

[21] T. Kobayashi and B. Speh, Symmetry breaking for representations of rank one orthogonal groups, Mem.

Amer. Math. Soc. 238 (2015), no. 1126.

[22] J. Möllers, B. Ørsted and Y. Oshima, Knapp–Stein type intertwining operators for symmetric pairs, Adv. Math. 294 (2016), 256–306.

[23] J. Möllers, B. Ørsted and G. Zhang, On boundary value problems for some conformally invariant differential operators, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 41 (2016), no. 4, 609–643.

[24] D. Müller and A. Seeger, Sharp L^p bounds for the wave equation on groups of Heisenberg type, Anal.

PDE 8 (2015), no. 5, 1051–1100.

[25] V. H. Nguyen, Some trace Hardy type inequalities and trace Hardy-Sobolev-Maz’ya type inequalities, J. Funct. Anal. 270 (2016), 4117–4151.

[26] F. W. J. Olver and L. C. Maximon, Bessel Functions, NIST handbook of mathematical functions (edited by F. W. F. Olver, D. W. Lozier, R. F. Boisvert and C. W. Clark), Chapter 10, National Institute of Standards and Technology, Washington, DC, and Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010. Available online in http://dlmf.nist.gov/10 [27] J. Randall, The heat kernel for generalized Heisenberg groups, J. Geom. Anal. 6 (1996), 287–316. [28] L. Roncal and P. R. Stinga, Fractional Laplacian on the torus, Commun. Contemp. Math. 18 (2016), no. 3, 1550033, 26pp.

[29] L. Roncal and S. Thangavelu, Hardy’s inequality for fractional powers of the sublaplacian on the Heisenberg group, Adv. Math. 302 (2016), 106–158.

[30] W. Rudin, Real and complex analysis, Second edition. McGraw-Hill Series in Higher Mathematics.

McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York-Düsseldorf-Johannesburg, 1974.

[31] L. Silvestre, Regularity of the obstacle problem for a fractional power of the Laplace operator, PhD thesis, The University of Texas at Austin, 2005.

[32] E. M. Stein, Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NY, 1970.

[33] P. R. Stinga and J. L. Torrea, Extension problem and Harnack’s inequality for some fractional operators, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 35 (2010), 2092–2122.

[34] R. S. Strichartz, Harmonic analysis as spectral theory of Laplacians, J. Funct. Anal. 87 (1989), 51–148. [35] S. Thangavelu, Harmonic Analysis on the Heisenberg group, Progress in Mathematics 159. Birkhäuser, Boston, MA, 1998.

[36] S. Thangavelu, An introduction to the uncertainty principle. Hardy’s theorem on Lie groups. With a foreword by Gerald B. Folland, Progress in Mathematics 217. Birkhäuser, Boston, MA, 2004.

[37] K. Tzirakis, Improving interpolated Hardy and trace Hardy inequalities on bounded domains, Nonlinear Anal. 127 (2015), 17–34.

[38] R. Yang, On higher order extensions for the fractional Laplacian, preprint, arXiv:1302.4413v1. [39] Q. Yang and F. Zhu, The heat kernel on H-type groups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (2008), no. 4, 1457–1464.

(L. Roncal) BCAM - Basque Center for Applied Mathematics, Alameda de Mazarredo 14, 48009 Bilbao, Spain

E-mail address: lroncal@bcamath.org

(S. Thangavelu) Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science, 560 012 Bangalore, India

E-mail address: veluma@math.iisc.ernet.in