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Abstract

The Riesz potential operator of variable order a(x) is shown to be bounded

from the Lebesgue space LP()(R™) with variable exponent p(x) into the
weighted space Lg(')(]R"), where p = (1 + |z])77 with some v > 0 and
ﬁ = ﬁ — asf) when p(x) is not necessarily constant at infinity. It is as-
sumed that the exponent p(x) satisfies the logarithmic continuity condition
both locally and at infinity and 1 < p(o0) < p(z) < P < 00, € R™.
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1 Introduction

We consider the Riesz potential operator

1°0f(z) = / _ W)y, (1.1)

o=y =@

in the Lebesgue generalized spaces LP1)(R™) with the variable exponent p(x).
We refer for instance to the papers [20], [15], [19], [18] for the spaces LP().



(The order a(x) of the potential operator is also assumed to be variable.)
Nowadays there is an evident increase of investigations related to both the
theory of the spaces LP()(Q) themselves and the operator theory in these
spaces. This is caused by possible applications to models with non-standard
local growth (in elasticity theory, fluid mechanics, differential equations, see
for example [16], [6] and references therein) and is based on recent break-
through result on boundedness of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator
in these spaces. We refer, for example, to the papers [2], [3], [4], [5], [6],]7],
9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14], see also references therein.

The boundedness of the operator I*() from the space LP*)(R™) into the
space L10)(R™) with the limiting Sobolev exponent

1 a(x)

q(z)  plx) n
was an open problem for a long time. It was solved in the case of bounded
domains. First, in [17], in the case of bounded domains 2 there was proved
a conditional result: the Sobolev theorem is valid for the potential operator
I°0) within the framework of the spaces LP()(Q) with p(z) satisfying the
logarithmic Dini condition, if the maximal operator is bounded in the space
LPO(Q). After L.Diening [3], [5] proved the boundedness of the maximal
operator, the validity of the Sobolev theorem for bounded domains became
an unconditional statement.

We refer also to the paper D.E.Edmunds and A.Meskhi [8] where some
weighted statements on LP¢) — LPO)- boundedness for the one-dimensional
fractional integrals were obtained.

This problem still remains open for unbounded domains in the general
case.

Recently, L. Diening [4] proved Sobolev’s theorem for the potential I* on
the whole space R™ assuming that p(z) is constant at infinity (p(z) = const
outside some large ball) and satisfies the same logarithmic condition as in [17].
Another progress for unbounded domains is the recent result of D.Cruz-Uribe,
A. Fiorenza, and C.J. Neugebauer [2] on the boundedness of the maximal
operator in unbounded domains for exponents p(z) satisfying the logarithmic
smoothness condition both locally and at infinity.

In this paper we prove Sobolev-type theorem for the potential 7*() from
the space LP)(R") into the weighted space Lg(')(R”) with the power weight p
fixed to infinity, under the logarithmic condition for p(z) satisfied locally and
at infinity, not supposing that p(x) is constant at infinity but assuming that

(1.2)
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1 < p(oo) < p(x) < P < oo (Theorem A). The crucial points of the proof
are the usage of the above mentioned result on maximal functions obtained
in [2] and the estimates for | |z — xg|ﬁ(z0)||Lp(.)(Rn\B(xO7r)) as r — 0 and
r — oo obtained in [17], see Propositions 1 and 2 in Section 3.

Not ation:

Xa(x) is the characteristic function of a set 2 in R";
|2 is the Lebesgue measure of €;
B(z, ) is the ball centered at zy and of radius r, |B,|=|B(0,1)[;

p(z) : R" — [1,00) is a measurable function,  py = ian p(z), P =
TzeR™

sup p(z); everywhere inf and sup stand for ess inf and ess sup.
zeR?

2 Statement of the main result.

By LP0) we denote the space of functions f(zx) on € such that

A(f) = / (@)@ dz < oo,

where p(x) is a measurable function on R™ with values in [1, 00) and
1 <py<plx)<P<oo, xe€R™ (2.1)

This is a Banach function space with respect to the norm

I llzs0 = in {A S04, (§> < 1} (2.2)

(see e.g. [15]).
We assume that the exponent p(z) satisfies the condition
A 1 i
p(z) —p()l < ——, le—yl<35, 2, yeRY (2.3)
lz—y|

we shall also use the assumption, introduced in [18], Definitions 3.2-3.3, that
there exists p(oo) = lim p(z) and

||

As

_ R"™, 2.4
e+’ " (2:4)

Ip(z) — p(oo)| <
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Note that (2.4) is equivalent to the condition

C
Infe + min(|z], [y])]

Ip(z) — p(y)| < (2.5)

introduced by D. Cruz-Uribe, A. Fiorenza and C.J.Neugebauer [2] to treat
the maximal functions in spaces with variable exponent on R™.

Condition (2.4) is obviously fulfilled for functions p(z) satisfying the
Holder condition at infinity:

C

Ip(z) — p(oo)| < m;

0<A<I, zeR".  (2:6)

The order a(x) of the Riesz potential operator is not supposed to be
continuous. We assume that it is a measurable function on R” satisfying the
following assumptions

Qg = Ileann(X(x) >0, (2.7)
and
sup p(z)a(z) < n, sup p(co)a(x) < n. (2.8)
r€R™ zeR?
Theorem A. Let assumptions (2.3), (2.4), (2.7) and (2.8) be satisfied
and let
1 < p(oo) <p(z) <P < oc. (2.9)

Then the following weighted Sobolev-type estimate is valid for the operator
120,

11+ 12O Ly oy < €MF Il oo (2.10)

where

= — (2.11)
1s the Sobolev exponent and

1(z) = Axalz) [1 - @} < ngo, (2.12)

n

Ao being the Dini-Lipschitz constant from (2.4).



Corollary. Under the assumptions of Theorem A, estimate (2.11) is
valid also for the fractional maximal operator

o) f(g) — 1
MO (@) = sup s [ Ul

B(z,r)

Remark. 1. If a(x) satisfies the condition of type (2.4): |a(z)—a(co)| <
m, x € R, then the weight (1 + |x|)™®) is equivalent to the weight

(1 + [a) 7).

2. One can also treat operator (1.1) with a(x) replaced by a(y). In the
case of potentials over bounded domains €2 such potentials differ unessen-
tially, if the function a(x) satisfies the smoothness logarithmic condition as
in (2.3), since

crlr —y" W <o — |t < gl — gy[rmoW)

in this case, see [17], p.277.

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Estimates of L?)-norms of powers of distance trun-
cated to exterior of a ball.

In this subsection we reproduce some results from [18]-[17] with slight mod-
ifications.
Let B(x) be a function on R™ and xy € R™ and consider

ps = p(x0,) = || |2 = 20l ™| Lo e Bao ) (3.1)

|?/|5(ff0) p(zo+y)
/ <—) dy =1 (3.2)
ly|>r Hp

by the definition of the norm in (2.2).

so that

Lemma 3.1. The function pug(xo,r) is decreasing in r. If conditions
(2.1), (2.3) are satisfied and n+ B(xo)p(xo) < 0, then lim,_q ug(zo, r) = 00.
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Proof. The proof is straightforward. a

In [17]-[18] the estimation of pg(zg,7) as r — 0 and r — oo was obtained
under the following assumptions

B := Sélﬂ%)n 18(z)| < o0, (3.3)
—dy = Seuﬂgl[n + B(z)p(x)] <0, (3.4)
—dy = S;l[éi[n + B(z)p(c0)] < 0. (3.5)

a). The "norming” value ry. To reproduce the estimates for ps(zo, )
and distinguish between "small” values 0 < r < 7y and "large” values of
r > rg, we need the number

ro = 10(Z0) for which ps(zo, m0) = 1.
This number is the root of the equation
/ | PEoat0) gy — 1.
|z[>70
a positive root of this equation certainly exists for p(z) satisfying (2.3), if
n+ B(zo)p(re) <0,  n+ B(xg)p(oc) <0,

see [17], Lemma 1.3.

Lemma 3.2. ([17], Lemmas 1.4 and 1.5). The number ro as func-
tion of xq is bounded from above and below:

0 < <ro(xg) < e <00 (3.6)

where ¢ and ¢y are constants not depending on xq, if assumptions (2.1),
(2.3), (3.3)-(3.5) are satisfied and there exists the limit p(co) = | 1|im p(z).

b). Estimates for p5(xg,7) as r — 0 and r — oco. In [17] the following
statements were proved.



PROPOSITION 1 (an estimate as r — 0, [17], Th.1.8). Let p(z) and
B(x) satisfy assumptions (2.1), (2.3) and (3.3)-(3.5). Then

n

I 12 = 20l o @ teny < Cr7C0 70, 0<r <, (37)

where C' > 0 does not depend on r and xy.

PROPOSITION 2 (an estimate as r — oo, [17], Th.1.10). Let p(x)
and [(x) satisfy assumptions (2.1), (2.3) and (3.3)-(3.5). Then

Cl T _n __ . a
—K(%)rﬁ( 0)+ 50y < | |z _x0|ﬂ($0)||LP(')(R"\B(m0,r)) < OQK(CL’())Tﬁ( 0)+ 5%y 7
(3.8)

for large r (7“ > max {25, ﬁ, TO}) , where Cy and Cy do not depend on

r and xo, while
Aco|B(z0)]

K(z0) = (14 |ao|) ™ 7

A being the Dini-Lipschitz constant from (2.4); in the case where p(x) >
p(00) one may take K(xg) =1 in (3.8).

We shall prove Proposition 2 in the next section, since in [17] it was
proved with the worse exponent for the factor K(xg).

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.2, there exist absolute
constants 0 < ¢ < cg < 00 not dependent on xo such that

pa(xo,r) <1 for > o (3.9)

and

pa(zo, ) > 1 for r<c¢ (3.10)
uniformly in xo, and pg(xo,r) is uniformly bounded from above and below for
c1 <r<cy:

0 <my < pg(xg,r) <my < 00 for a1 <r<c (3.11)

with my and msy not depending on x.

Proof. Statements (3.9)- (3.10) follow immediately from (3.6) with the
same constants ¢; and ¢o. The bounds (3.11) are obtained from (3.2) by easy
estimations. a



Corollary (to Propositions 1 and 2). Let p(x) and §(x) satisfy assump-
tions (2.1), (2.3) and (3.3)-(3.5). Then

| |z — $0|ﬁ(x0)||LP<‘)(R"\B(1:0,7’)) < OTﬁ(mHﬁO), 0<r<1, (3.12)
and
I = 20l | por e gy < CK (@)™ 5=, > 1, (3.13)

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant nor depending on r and xo. The estimate
(3.12) is valid for all 0 < r < oo, if p(z) < p(c0), = € R™

Proof. Corollary follows directly from Propositions 1 and 2 in view of
Lemma 3.2. O

3.2 Boundedness of the maximal operator in LP()(R").

The boundedness of the maximal operator

1
Mfw) =sp g [ 1wl (3,14
was proved by L.Diening [3] and [5] for bounded domains, and also for R"
but in the case when p(x) is constant at infinity (that is, outside some large
ball). Recently, D. Cruz-Uribe, A. Fiorenza and C.J.Neugebauer [2] proved
the boundedness of the maximal operator in LP()(R™) under condition (2.4)
on the behaviour of p(x) at infinity. We shall use that result which runs as
follows.

PROPOSITION 3 (boundedness of the maximal operator, [2], Th.1.4).
Let Q2 be an arbitrary open set in R™ and let p :  — [1, 00) satisfy the con-
dition 1 < py < p(x) < P < oo, x € and conditions (2.3) and (2.4) on
Q. Then the mazimal operator M is bounded on LPO)(Q).

4 Proof of the main result

a). A rough estimate of pg(xo,r) from below.



We make use of the following rough estimate of j135 = pg(zo, r) from below:
pa(zo, ) > 9~ o) for r> ]Bn\’%, (4.1)

(see [17], Lemma 1.9). Its proof is straightforwardly derived from (3.2):

[y[Bao) \ P tY) n
1> / (M—ﬁ) dy > / dy = | By <#§ - 7’")

r<lyl<pf r<lyl<pf

from which (4.1) easily follows (in the above estimates we assumed that
ps < P since in the contrary case there is nothing to prove).

b). Proof of Proposition 2. We rewrite relation (3.2) as

Jy| P\ ")
/ < Mﬁ > wr(y7 .I'()) dy = 17 (42>

ly[>r

|y|[@(m0) p(zo+y)—p(c0)
wr (Y, x0) = wr(y, xo) = <—> )
Up

To derive estimates (3.8) from (4.2), we need the following lemma.

where

Lemma 4.1. Let p(z) : R® — [1,00) and f(z) : R™ — R be bounded
functions satisfying conditions (2.1), (2.3), (2.4), and (3.3-(3.5). Then

1
(1 + |x0|) lB@o)l < () (y,x0) < c(1+ |x0|) ool B(zo)l rg €R™ (4.3)

for all r > max (02, %) , where ¢ > 0 does not depend on r and x.

|Bn |7

Proof. We have
B(P—PO) |y|6(1‘0) p(y+x0)7p(00)
wT(:ya IO) S 2 " B

2 fup

where 2277 < by (4.1). Therefore,

2n,ug

B(zo)
In w,(y,20) <In C + [p(y + o) — p(o0)] - In (%L )
" g
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B
27L l’l’ﬁ
[yl 7o)

with € = 27+ Since B(xg) < 0 by (3.5), we have

=In C + |p(y+ xo) —p(c0)| - In

B
Inw(y, z0) <In € + |p(y + o) — ploo)| | —in 2+ [B(zo)lln [yl +in pg)| -

We observe that pg <1 for » > ¢y by Lemma 3.3. Consequently,

In w,(y,70) <In C1 + |p(y + x0) — p(00)| - [B(x0)] - In |y].
Making use of (2.4), we obtain

In |yl
In(e + |y + xo|)

Inw-(y,x0) <Iln C; + Ax|B(z0)] (4.4)

The inequality

<In (e + |zol), zo,y € R" (4.5)

. . ! 1 +|zo+ . . )
is valid. Indeed ln(eﬁﬁmop < nlvg(ﬂw'f;oﬁ") and, to obtain (4.5), it remains to

note that the maximum of the function g(t) = % t > 0, is reached at
the point ¢ = 0 when |x¢| > e and at the point ¢ = co when |z¢| < e. Then
from (4.4) the right-hand side inequality in (4.3) follows. The left-hands side

inequality is proved in a similar way. a

To prove now estimates (3.8), we observe that from (4.2) and (4.3) it
follows that

1 B(zo) \ P(o°)
HURE Rl (N e IR S I ()
ly|>r
and (c0)
B(zo) \ PLo°
1 < ¢l + || )P0l / (%) dy. (4.7)
ly|>r
Evidently,
/ (mﬁ(wo))p(m) ; ¢t 1B(z0)p(00)+7
R y:
¥ 115 15 |B(wo)p(00) + nl
y|>r
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where ¢; is an absolute constant. Then from (4.6) and (4.7), we obtain
estimates (3.8) for jig = | |2 — 70/ || 1o e (e

c) Proof of Theorem A. We use the well known approach to re-
duce the boundedness of the Riesz potential to that of the maximal op-
erator which requires an information about the behaviour of the norms
| |z = 20/ || o) @\ Bagry) @S T — 0 and 7 — oo. This information is
provided by Propositions 1 and 2.

We have

10 f(z) = / ’xﬂﬂ+ / MZZAT(I')+BT(I‘).

— y’nfoz(:(:) ’.T _ y’nfoz(:z:)
lz—y|<r lz—y[>r
(4.8)
We make use of the inequality
2nroc(ac)
4@ < g MI@ (1.9

which is known in case of a(x) = const (see for instance, [1], p. 54) and
remains valid in case it is variable.

By (4.9) and (2.7) we have
A ()| < er®@ M f(z) (4.10)

with some absolute constant ¢ > 0 not depending on x and 7.
We assume that || f|l,) < 1. Applying the Hélder inequality for the
LPO)-spaces

[ areta) de] < Klulbliolly, ¥ =P @
in the integral B,.(z), we obtain
|Br(2)] < kpa(, m)[ fllpw) < pal,r) (4.12)
where ] I
pp(z,r) = H|x — y|ﬂ(z)x||s(y) , s_:c) + M = 1. (4.13)

and x is the characteristic function of {y € R" : |z —y| > r} and f(x) =
a(z)—n. We make use of Corollary to Propositions 1 and 2, which is possible

11



since the assumptions of that Corollary with G(z) = a(z) are satisfied by
conditions of Theorem A. Applying that Corollary with p(z) replaced by
s(z), we obtain

1B, (z)| < e3K (z)r a0, z €R", (4.14)

with

[n—a(z)]Axo

K(z) = (1+a)) o (4.15)

and ¢z not depending on r and x. Then from (4.8), (4.10) and (4.14), we
have

1190 f(z)| < ey [ra(x)Mf(:c) + K(:c)'r*ﬁ] , 0<r<oo, xeR" (4.16)
Minimizing the right-hand side with respect to r we see that its minimum

is reached at
o = [ 20202

nkK(x)

p(x)

M)
and easy evaluations yield

1190 F(2)] < e5 [ (2)] 5 M f(a)]it5)

Since p(x) satisfies the logarithmic condition (2.4) at infinity, we may replace
a(2)p(x)

p(z) in [K(z)]” » by p(co). Then

1_a=@) p(=

196 f(2)] < (1l @054 (M f ()] 6 = (1]} (M f ()55

Then

AAU+MVMP@ﬂMS%/MH@W”MSw
J

by Proposition 3. The theorem is proved.

Proof of Corollary to Theorem A. The statement of the corollary
follows from the pointwise estimate

MY f(z) < eI f(x) (4.17)

12



where ¢ does not depend on f and x. To prove (4.17), we observe that for
any r € R" there exists an r = r, such that

2
MOf) < et [ 1l

B(z,rg)

and on the other hand

oo f(y) dy ¢
refwz [ AL ot [ il

B(z,rg) B(x,rz)
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