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XFISF4E: FEE Lie B LIREIA LN

B THIE AR A B 2 OC BN E A O S A AN Ry B 25 U7 VAR B IE MR A )
THE. HE RS BT 5% 12 B AR EE HE VA UE B AT RE BOREAR T B T SRR A . 4 1) Riesz-
Sobolev EHEAZE L 2814 /1) Brascamp-Lieb-Luttinger A4 3 & # 2 {3 A T H, i 225 0
SR ZIER S 7R SR ER. BRI RZHIE LT, X H HRRAA 17 A 5 i R A ke, (H
CHREZHEEWLER, WSCHR [3,4]. Bianchi-Egnell J772% B ] B FIEBA A e AR T TE. TR
AT RIRRE T, SCER (6] 133 TARGF IS . ARGt A IS TR AT A B35 43 B 79 m) FH T ot LA
2 RN SRR T, AR, ARAE BRI RV I AR R SR BT AR B TP A R 0, et
BHTIEAE— S5 R AT LA SR SR 45 5 O 1M Euler-Lagrange J5 P18 % BB A VR G K. &
T ANGE RN EE 1) 1) ) LART &35 g 2 e it ) O S, DRI, JRAT T 75 B0 B AT TR AT SERG 4 1) JT K Alis .

RS 2, BATBOIT I FAS R A Bk 58 A B AR AL LT 5 23 B b 1) B AN 5L 7R IR
A HEIE BRI ST AR I, BARC IS 7 VF 2 R RE R, BATIAG VF 2 BRI ) R A5 i o

Euclid 75 [ L2 #1) HLS A FAHSE Sobolev HRAANEHF T, KIALLkR—EHZ 2] 2
[P, Aubin M Al Talenti 12 g 525 H T —F Sobolev R AANSE R TIFTA WAE AR I AE W B <
J&, Lieb 131 B3 7 S8 AR, 76 R FIBRTH S _BAEB T REUEG IR T HLS A%, AT
A AE R M TAERERIEIR 0< A <n, B

f@)g(y) on
< =
/AW2M_MAMM\L%NNNﬂW =g

PESVPT R ORI T, 5 T 24 HLAL Y
F= (14 |gf2)-@n-Yr2,

SRR R FAHR T IEAESCHR [13] TROREE 7RO, RO R T2 BE R Oy 1 TSR 2 A
a3 bR AEJ7%. Carlen A1 Loss M4 8IS M ALFIEES Lieb W73, 4 T —Mse 0 Frib ik A T
FELHUER] Barenblatt bR U E M AE B L. XMIVER R RIER) LP B8 BAT I ILTRA R FI AR R
HE, W - 7R RRRER) IR R < OO, ANTITAS IS 1 — BRSO ) SR SAope AL pei 2.
F AT FR FEHE ) /15T 2 0L Frank A Lieb [ TAE [15,16]. SCHR [15] A& FH 00 1E @ P15 21 5 T35
AR A > n— 2 BEER. SR [16] 15 A B8 73 WAt 1 D7 5 e i T JE Heisenberg B (AF3CHR)
B/ HLS ANEER, JFHRAT T E R R T

FEZH Euclid % [A) 1 Riemann 3% L, FIRAR 73 B AH a8 A 1R 2 I MR ZI R 45 1. BAEIR
Riemann i/t L, CRIRIEE RAR D, SR A SRBBAEAR 24— B i) 4 58 /2 REBE A 20 1HEZE 80
AR E A4 H 2 Jerison Ml Lee 8] fEAF T CR (Cauchy-Riemann) EKT] I Yamabe [ #5115 21 fr)
A Sobolev N, 4 X KR Heisenberg B H™ EACEREFE, ABATIERH T % FREAZE R

IXfl > Call e, 27 = 20D,
2 L R RO
F= (P24 P w= (ot) € H (1)

TERA X FR SRR, 245 Rl 24 Heisenberg BYEE L (S WCHR [19]), WiPU ol 2021,
SCHR (18] & CR L s B IR 2145 R, £ 5 A 9K — Bt [a] iy, FRATDA OG- HoAd 4845 (1) HLS
Sobolev A%5 0 HIHAE BR B A0 2 Ho/b . FESE b, Jerison-Lee 45 R LR ZIH R T, & Buclid 5[4
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AR 3 RRARL 1) R KB R BR B HE T VR, AR BAT AR AL B AN N e Ry ). H 3R
9, Frank fl Lieb 17 iz G VR T i A8 0 A5, IR T Heisenberg #EAI CR BRI L
FIAE XS RRERFRIK] HLS A8 70 MR AH ) fL 3X MR 45 SR 1% CR BRIl b HLS A& 32 70 iR E e
A Re e WAE KA. 1245 R AT DO 87 S O e ) 2 1 ARE B (2 WOk [22,23]). EMRTS AL
Wk [24-27). FE3CHR [17) AT, Branson 45 27 #£ Heisenberg #f 43 2 1 o sl i % 4 HLS A5%
AIHAE R EONT CR BRI _E Y Beckner-Onofri ANSFEZ. ARATH 45 REGIE 19T — M HLS I @ 1) 5
M, HF K T Frank F1 Lieb 18 F R B 73 A5 772K AL Heisenberg Ff 1 HLS )@, STk [28] £
BT IR AR, IR TARAE BRI AR E IR T HLS ASEINE 2 Sobolev AU R
T, AT T Euclid 258 EAHRIEER (2 WCHR [7,29,30]). £E Buclid Z% [AIAIERIE b, i 7] DG 3
— ARG TR R BEAE R B JRATESS 5 ooz g Bl 20 1 28 b & Ja, AT Hm g
B[ Heisenberg Ff_L 1 LA E Z ) Moser-Trudinger 8 EUim ANANZE 2 [27,32,33]

HLS AZEANE IR 2 0] L5578 Young ANEERRFIRIE T, W LAHES 2 — M1 55 R T8 1 B
Carnot Bf & —RHEBEI 7 ZRE Lie #f, v AEE L BAME XA Haar PE ., BEZHE ., TR
FFIIR Laplace B, H BUFEAN T BUHE 55361 3 Carnot B BRI T2, JE B F0UR AN 4 A1 A0 AR [ 457
FEARUY. EIXPERF L, S5 OGEEUR M = SO I A A, HLS ANEE 2 AR AR i) R X 28 2 Ak
.4 || &R Carnot Bt G _LARERIFFREELL, Q NFFIRUEE. AMEZB R EVESRIR

1 1 A
0<A<Q, 1<pg<oo, —+-4+—==2
p q Q

FATA Carnot # G ) HLS A2
17 fllg < ClIfNlp- (1.2)

KT ZAE X IRAE 7 &, AAEVERNEIMEAE SR [37) Hhas th. A8 I 73200 0l B vh B T v
PRy 1 26 vk (18],

WER 1.1 B NAE I (1.2) BRI B BORAEAE BB .

SCHR [1,13] 51 T Euclid Z¥18] | HLS 284y 1] B B AR R BL I A7 AE 7. Heisenberg #f I HLS (1K
1B BR B AP AE MELE SCRR [39] PR Y. & A7 AEPEAN IE U M B FL AR 45 51 ) Vassilev 1491 B 5T T — 2§ Folland-
Stein IRAANGEZ. B B I7 R MU T A S 73 7 R — RSRAR A3 WA o) K A 8 A 200 k. 3
REED], 5 Buclid 25 B2 8 HLS 280, (1.2) FIREZES T 355 B RREE, i A FRIE R A %
3 AR AL R BB B SRR BRI A N Z, SR T IR Rk, BT RA, FRATT R A 0 T ER P R AN A &
ZAT IR AR, 76 Euclid 25 [8) b, —ANER 523800 T Hpb & Fr R s R (Ex I A B, fA1EE
LA AT 54 Buclid 4% [ A0S 04 [r) 0 H A AR BR BT & AN AEAE ). SCHR [18] 45 T Heisenberg #f
ARG (1), B TERPRIEZ AN, 55— AT R AN N T T AL R
Fo. AR ITIESRZURH T A% 0 8 1, 0 B s O R, RAefR 21 fe s (2 0L CHk [17,23). 18
BB G, $REIAE R B AT R AR IA AR AR H AR, S5 b BMFE Buclid 2508 I, 1%
) R AR AN BT DA, FRATT R B SO A R e MRS SCRiR [2,38] EWA T Buclid Z51A] AR AE o
HOCIE . FRA 148 B 28 ABh i 7 T LAIE B Carnot B FAH 2 FR TE I, 45 %68 BT (s S A [
S ZOTVE B RG AR R A RO 28 O ARG A IXRE ST VRt B R R T FE I
Hh of 4 L DU PR TR AT 9 B AR A, S T 2 IS0k [41). 7B R —1ep, FRATRE IR0 1 AU B
(R85t 7 B AN S 2
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2 I 8B FRIRE HLS FK

T TRIBE B, T HLS A, A1TA FIHIS R (S 0500 [22,23)):
FIP 2.1 (B HLS A%R) B G TRBE, FREEHON Q, FOBEON d. |-| B8 G B
IR, du Ky Haar WEE. 3T 2(d — 1)1 < A < Q Bl p=2Q/(2Q — N), HHRBIAZER

/G2 u— 5 |)\ 2 dv < CQ.anllflsllgllp, (2.1)

PR R R B f, B PR ME— 1, RoRAN f g~ Jcl/p, Hrp Je N Cayley Z8#2ff) Jacobi 1T
F=.

F 2.1 T BUEER RN H AEE, SRR R E LR, B Clifford BRI 5T
AT AR T RBEEMT ¢ = K xImK, H K =R, C,H,OQ, n NIESLHIREL XFNT K KR,

I RSB e 0 04 1. 3 A 7. Hpolltth, R O4E d =7, Wn = 1. ¥ T BB G HRITGEER

Nou=(zt), B z e K", t € ImK, W G WFHEHE N v’ = (2,t) (2, V') = (242, t+1' + 2Imz - /).
Haar W% E£R/A du = dzdt, FIRER Q = (d+ D)n+2d. |u] = (|2* + [¢|2)V/* A G ERIFRIEE. G
PR L, v — u o (u,c € G) M4 Su = (62, 0%t) FIRIEAZHE o — (‘ = |;|t4) 4
G RS HEE Aut(G). RTLAIER: T 848 E HLS 2875 0 BUAE T 413k ﬁA’EﬁHTEX’EE’J:
o(f) = foods/?, o € Aut(G). FTUA, BRAE B HOEAT ME— 1. vk HLS A8 45 1 B — 4> o 28 S AR k2
FIFIEES Lie BES BB R, /6 1 1B G 15 5BRIE 9% Cu = (5325, }+} ) I,
HAA Cayley 284, X} Rif¥] Jacobi 1T FIHN Jo = 2974((1 +|2|?)? |t| ) Q2 ZAEHR R 5 s
Z A B BRI M AE e (4. Cayley A8 #k, FATTAT LAFEERTH EAF 2] — NS ASES, BIHER 2.1, E
W, AR [19) R TR A = Q — 2 BT, I_JHTHjElEITDiW%*—J: 20,211 1 Heisenberg #f_- (18]
FB TR R, B, RO d > 1B, LRSS RGN = 2(d — 1) AL fE
T, AVRLER 0< A e [2(d-1)4,Q).

IR 2.1 (BRI B/ HLS A%)  fEBK S99 c K+ B, HREAER

Lo [ < 29 | G,

WAEBRERIRN G~ F(¢) ~ |1 — € {|~CQ-N/2 it ¢ € By (K*H).

F 2.2 XEAEHBKE _EARHER Lebesgue M d¢. EBIZAN U OB 9 BE b1 B B AN BR T
HEIKFR, H

217421 — ¢ |2 = 2 Q1 o (u) Y PR Jo (0) Y P [y Ly,

3 Sobolev 3

HH2REE HLS A5, 7T LA 3 HAR — 28 5 2 AR B BiA S5 2
HEIL 3.1 (RELE Sobolev %K) Xf Sobolev 210 H*/2 WL REL f, A FIIKIZRE
A
| frasinz o3,
HAr s+ Ax=0Q, 1/p+1/p = 1. Ly N “3HI IR Laplace H 57, X R FIZEAMN [u|~>. WAH KL
f= Jl/p FEME—H).
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7 3.1 Sobolev Z5[H] H*/2 FIFHN.[] Sobolev JUEL || - || e/, AT VAR A EANEAX D02 06 5 .
Aol FATTH AT DL 3T HLS 2 BRI HI 20 AT 25 18] H—5/2 FIFIRIA HLS Y55 || - || 7-s/2. 7F Buclid 2%
‘EUL Ly~ (—A)*/2 FAUEMER Fourier 224, i3 IR Laplace 575Uy 0 A8 & /£ A4 7] B 17 1

TS H 7 B IR Laplace 57 L. BRI BRI Br HERIK Laplace 5T A, ALK IR 45 R4t
Fpkim b XRE T HIOEAE RS, AT IR, I H2 54 M5 Lie ﬁﬁ?%l\f“ﬂ
FORHHER R ESE 7. AL, IR ANGE =R dae e AT A S RO B o AR 7 BT ) 1S ok 1 4

HEIL 3.2 (BRIEIXEL Sobolev A%E) YRR 0 < F € L2 log L(SQ™%) Wi/2 [go_o F? =[S~ d|,
HRBAER
F(n)]? lo Sob/ 2 2
oV dcdny > CE F?log F2d¢,
//SQ aye ‘1 — —|Q/2 C U CQ,d o og C

FVEAL G IR BRI R RN F(C) ~ |1 — €-|79/2, € € By(K™H).

F 3.2 FEET AU R R T ERTH SR AU EIE Y, AT RLE A B HE T IR Laplace HT Ay TEN
Mos =0 B2 Rz, MG ZEL, 2 W0k [42,43]. 40450 d = 0,1 B, fEiiS s =n
B\ = 0 AAFLERBEM) Beckner-Onofri fll Log-HLS A%k 27441 L epua i % d = 3,7 i, 2381/ HLS
AN 0 < X < 2(d — 1) FIFERROL.

4 FREMFRIE)-

IR B — AN ETER, Bl 2.1 PREBIATER MM B8 FRATHES HLS A M 54
B Sobolev ANGFFHIARE I, HES™ 7 3CHR [29] ISR, FFIRITSCHR (7, 30) XPRHER AT HLEL. 4
Myys A1 Myg 433378 HLS A% 3 IR AR 2R Z0R 73 209 Sobolev AN 2 AR AR B8R B0M BRI A .
E 4.1 (FREMFMRDTIA M) FAEENER o=aQ,d N #13

2 q1r2 S - o2
Co.axlfl, Hflles/z/OégelAI}flLst gllz

1£157er2 = Couanl flor = o inf 1f = gll7. s
T XHERIA, 78 f > 0 1, A REA T

2(p'—2 _ _ ’ ’
A =2 U122 = COLANFIZ) = C52A(Coanll 27712 = 11F7 7712, 2)

RIR b
-2 -
ming 7 Wl — Calualf ) @42+ 2signd 15,
= . ,d,)\'
prt Coanl IR =7 s~ Q42+ 2signd —s €

F 41 BIRE B EERIERTE FRE RO, e P B R RS E PR SO VE AR B, R A 15 2 B
B BRI R 3 I B AT 2 A T W . a3 5o B i T2 0 A i, AR A i 7T Hh P b
. EAA R KRR T AR B 24 d=1,2 i, %TF Log-HLS 1 Beckner-Onofri A~
S A AL XA T
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5 REFNFR

ARHEHRE CR BRI LA — L8 i FEAS S5 SO B A AR T L 3RAT T 2 Y X e AN s U s i
H, IF HAER eI AR R 8Oy (E R . XSS, dil 50 B Sobolev AFEFL X4 Sobolev
AR Poincaré ANSEAIHEAF R FATER] 170 Kb 57 s 00k O 1k, B BA EWTX I AN
St AN L2 T AAS 70 B RS2 bR A FE B AT Heisenberg #E 1 1 — N IIAUAS
S BATRAE T R R28 HARR A 45 2R

I, Jean 45 BY QL fE ALERIED S™ 45— AN EALKIIE 570 BB Sobolev A5, JFidig 1
HRBBHL. AATEY T, 45 ES %

se(0n), 2<qg<q(s)=_—,

Hﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ<@?él¢ﬁ@,

Hrp £, 208 Laplace HF, XN ERR N

CT(k+22) (%)
ME) = ) T T
A H A FE AR ARG IEAZ N, H SRR BRI AT A RE IR, A% R
# Laplace-Beltrami 57 Lo = —A B B4 AR Hd sk sk OO (JELRPE) WETHEAT N2t
etfiE. FwH T4 R IR B ROE FE. S50 I A S5 R AE BEuclid R4 . A5 H R, 24
Euclid ¥ [AIAISZER T )45 58, 4 2 Heisenberg #F1 CR BRI b 7EIXANIEFE A, 1% (1) 0 Mok R AE A
OAEH]. AT BT BRSO AR I, 50y d¢. R, 2B T A, A L, 53CHR [22,23]
R E SCH AR ZE — N E L

5.1 CR ¥ELHABMRIEFFSFR

FERBRIH S Cc C ! B B n e NV 0 <s < Qi=2n+2. q=q(s) = 5% AIENLIIERTE
WIRE d¢, A7 FEASE R 07);

[, FaFd=|FL (5.1
§2n+1
S AT Laplace 55T MM T AGRIRMA L2 H) = @, Hyy HME— IR

T2(2) T + 52T (k + 5%)
T2(2) T(j+ 2T (k+ 52)
28 Q PR CR Fik4Esy. AR TAEITBAER AR, Frbh, A& WAy 7 B 38 A48
Sobolev A2, IS (5.2) #HET™F] s € (—=Q,0), Ay := A~L N (5.1) XF HLS AR FREKL. A
P FASER (5.1) A— AN NS, BT R BRI A AERKT ¢ < q(s) = 7% Wt
WA 1 R — PR S PR A R B

1117 = 1713

q—2

Nk (As) = Njr(q) :=

(5.2)

A, —1
q(s) =2

</ FAJFd¢, Hh A= (5.3)
§2n+1
R 1 FER 5.1
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-n 0 2 n s
‘ ‘ b

E1 (5.3) WREEH, TRHBT g, ITEEN s, RHIEFEIR g = g.(s) RE. MR s € (—Q,0), MZIErR
H HLS AE%AH; iR s € (0,Q), M Sobolev FFXLAH. s =0 BT, (5.3) MAIERTEN. 1R q=2,
SR FHEMITH Sobolev FFX; BR s € (0,Q), MEFRIEFHNIEM S Sobolev FFHER

NIk, BATTTE BRI TR R N\ KT g € (1,00) M. & X
B I2(z)0(G+Q/2 — 2)I'(k+Q/2 — )

Vik(x) = I2(Q/2 — x)I'(j +z)I'(k + x) =0
15 Ay (a) = v (55), T
%k(x) . . j—1
Ozjk(x) = ’Yj,k(x) =aq; tag: 7262 +Zﬂl 0,
Hr
1 1

Bilw) = i+Q/2—x i+a’

Vi () — o (z

¥,k () = (04(z)) (?)

¥ i+ E>1, M
Y} g + 275, >0
EMT
2

2
!
A = Ok = — ik > 0.

EShA

2 2
(a?—a;—xaj +<ai—a§€—xa;€)+2ajak>0, Vi+k>1,

FITLL, kA ARG, FE 2R UERT b, S5

2 2
B3 —By—=—Bo=0 F 280B: + 57 — B — ~fi >0,

A LAUIE]

2
a2 —ao— Za; > 0.
J 3Ty
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XTAERK F e H?, KIgFAENX (5.3) dlmFAENX (5.1) MRS . B0, BATAT LIS
# (5.3) BILAL, (5.1) IARTEN

FlI2 — ||F|2 i -1 bV —1
2 i Y / FAFdC - S ( prlg(s)) =1 Ar(g) >||Fj,k|§,
q—2 §2nt1 JjHk>1 q(s) —2 -2

HA A F A XGRS F =375 Fin-
T 2, FATUER 17 T ) 5 2
EHE 5.1 WEneN se(-Q,Q), 1<q#2<q(s) = 7% T g <q(s), (53) ARBIAZER

M HAY FOAEBEREG ST g = q(s), (5.3) ARBAZERL ALY F = J/% HF r e Aug(SH).
T q— 2 (s = 0) MHEE, XRLT 0B IR Sobolev AFER, 7B HONEIZ 1K

F
F?log ( | ) dc.
/Sznﬂ 1 E |2

RKERI, TATE — DI RIE K

FR, ,FdC,

s2nt1
He Ry, WEIERET, KRB k= 0,1 B2 3B A BR.
E 5.1 Y s=0H,
Ay = iig})/ls = Aj.

£ s—0Hq—2EFIEET, AERBIBIRTEL Sobolev ANEER, T 2.1 & IFFRAT, T b
ANEAXTIRIG FHERR ¢ < 2 HARAKOLH. ELMERTT S |, ¥ s = Q = n 1HEH Beckner-Onofri 4
S5 BERLT (5.3) BRI L9 Sobolev ASEXIUAR BY. s = —Q X NT Log-HLS Av&E s [14:44),
X Ko — A AL Laplace H 1. (HAEFE CR BRI, WA BUHFLE AL E 7 A74E. Branson %5 [27]
) — D E R, TR N AR E A% 7 AR R A S ZAE s = Q B T & —
MBI EF. (5.3) BRI 25 3. X 2R 15 5 A5 E BOR SR A

5.2 SEMIREVATLIRE
S NG, B LRGNVt n] DL Bh AR Y B ORI 7T, st b, dE B 2.1, AR
DUTE T T 7 B PR b IR 5 v

% — gV (v IV(=A) L A7) = 0. (5.4)

ERE (5.4) A1 IRSFRITRE, H2Y ¢ #1 H s £ 2 W2 Aed M. & Bk

Eqlv] == q—% [(/Szn+1 UdC)5 — /S%+1 vi dg}.

LA BB, 1 (5.4) BOFE BETAG TR, 01500 206 YT i A2 — S BRI I, T SR
e
el )] = =2 /S Voi - V(-A) " Ad dC = —2/S2m ok At de,

XfF =1 [ (5.3), TR H & v(t, )] 2FEEHmE .
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HIL 5.1 S n>1,5€(0,Q),¢ge[1,2)U(2q(s)). THE v & CHRT; L®(S2"1)) FRHIIEE BFEL
143 vl/e e CY(RF; Ho/2(SPHY)), FEHAE S+t B v 2 (5.4) KRFWIEZATF v > 0 HifiE, M

Eo(t, )] < Elvole™, Vit =0.

G T HHE RO, BT Cayley 258t ISR A IE T LA ! Heisenberg BE_L MRS $0H
e,

5.3 Heisenberg & _FRIDHM MBURIERTFR

25 th n 4k Heisenberg #f H" = C" xR AR BFIZE wu' = (2,1)(2/, ') = (2-2/, t+t' +2Imz-2')
A Haar WFE du = dzdt. W LAE H" FJE CGHRTEEN 45

lu| = |(2,t)] = (|Jz|* + |t|2)1/4, u = (2,t) = ou = (6u, 6°t).
TXAE e SRS, 3% [F) 20~ A A s J A8 4k
u=(z,t) = Uy = < —Z it )

|2 =it |2]* + [¢]?

HKM T Heisenberg #f L FIIEAZHAE Aut(H”). 2 L M T 735K Laplace AT L&
F A ANAR (1) B3, BRATTRT LAAS 338 A 20 18 A7 B0k Laplace 57 3 Afi#

. F2(Q4_S)| ‘5/21“(L|2T|’1 + 222)
()T T(LRT + )
Qs o2 Qs
L A WE)
mQ/2T (s/2)

ST A MK Laplace B 747 75— W SRR b

Q+ts

Lt Qs
Jo'? (Lsf)oo = Ls(Js"? foo), Vo€ Aut(H"),

It Himit (A5 Cayley 25 ¥

_ 2 3
C:H"%SZ"Jrl:u(z,t%—)C( 2 1— || +1t>

T+ 22—t T+ |22 it
ALV SR LR R &R

Q-—s

Ly(|2Jc| 37 F o C) = |2Jc| %0 (A,F) o C.

Cayley Z8#t ] Jacobi 1781 :NHR RN

Jo =297 1 ((1+ )7 + %),
XA B U A () B AR B 55 BRI A 3L AR e, SGT 70 #b Ik Laplace 55 Sobolev JE 4, &
i1 Heisenberg B _I 173 H ¥ A S XRURH 7 1) 5 A 3 44

2Q

IF1F <27/ QISP Pt fil e, g =a(s) = 0+
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XFIGFAEFRIE ¢ = q(s), BAFEREM T (5.1). XRIEFFabr, TEE R MR AER. 78 (5.3) H,
] Cayley Z8#t ¢ FIAHMN FIILIEARH F = f OCJé/q(S), FAT1S Ev] LA1S 3 Heisenberg FE_E—MINALH]
R

2
q 7 2
</ /] 5 - du) ga/ /] 5 s—du+b fLsf du,
H” ((1—|—|z|2)2+t2)?(1*7(s>) H” ((1—|—|z|2)2+t2)7(1’7q<s)) H»

Hdray b FRAE REA 278 T e 25 . IAESE Heisenberg B H™ 5 X Sobolev JuEAiN
L] Lebesgue JEHUHN

ANz = [ fLofdu, Nfllg 5= | |FI9Q+[2*)? + %) du,
H~™ Hn

YA THI B
HIL 5.2 LTI 0<s<Q/2. g€ (2,9(s)] Bl B=2Q(1 — q/q(s)), H LA 7 ERRBE K 5+
AN
11156 < all F a2 gany + BIFIE 24,

Hr

a = 275/Q-(2n+1)(2/9-2/4(s)) (M) |§2nt+12/a-1,
q(s) =2

b — 9(2n+1)(1- 2/q)( ES; q)|82n+1|2/q1.
S 2

YT q < q(s), WAERECN
f* — ((1 + |Z‘2)2 +t2)*(Q*5)/4

FIH S 3T g = q(s), BAEERECN [ 00’ HIH il HoF o € Awt(H™). % 8 =0 fl b =0 I,
AERR AL

5.4 HMIKEA Iwasawa B _ERUHE

FAII UG FEA G SUAAFAE TR 1 PRk (R A I, B T B0 B 9230 i), JRATT R &5 e dain
WE0<s<Q—2(d—1) FMHLY4EE d = 3,7 ME 2223 i Clifford REUE AT 50, (T8 T BB FIM
T G =K x ImK, HHHHZEHEERN

uu' = (th)(zlat/) = (Z + Z/7t+t/ + 2Imz - g’),

K=R,CHO. ¥ K=0 M, n=1, X ME/\TTHEHR T d=7, WFREH Q= (d+ 1)n+2d, T
AR d = dimK — 1. 7EXRIERTE S ¢ K1 b, B T RN

Ajie(As) = Aji(q) =

+159) TG+ 550 (k + 5% + 159)
S+ 5D TG+ 2Tk + £+ 159

Horb g = q(s) = 2Q/(Q — 5) (B SCHR [45,46] 3¢ [37)). T4k ¢ (IR 52 R I, S vk A Bk
T L il ?%‘iﬁz&ﬁ#ﬂﬁz& 1B E
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EIE 5.2 A G XA, FRGEECH Q, HOAEECH d. XTHER £Q # s € [-(Q — 2(d
—1)4),Q —2(d— 1)4] M 1< qg#2<q(s) = 3%, AR S _LIIRBLRIE T2 Kb A 55 K

s’

F2_ F2
B [
q—2 s@—d
o A 1
Ay = 2~
q(s) —2

IR g < q(s), BSOS ALY FOYREEREG W ¢ = o(s), SBWA B F = JY9,
7€ Aut(SP9). q = 2 (s > 0) (I IEAL R F 44N HHL Sobolev A2, RIFRN [0 FRa g FdC,
Horp Ry, MR IERHE T, MAZMERER RS k= 0,1 TR, LA g8 1R @ FXTFH
A BN LT Ly (AU S 2tk T

E 5.2 IRATATLAZE AR T BLUEE 1o R S0 Yl S R, I 0 R A AR . B4,
SEFTLAYE B — MR 0% Riemann YT B0 1 S, J5 348 1 45 SR 2 L SR [8).
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RIS T AR 2 A > 2(d — 1) I E AR S AU R e, BT LR BEX IR 52 B
BOEW]. R R, O s R, S mg e 1 1Y, I AT DO %5 8 O R R T B — Pk
REEIEREERAAENE (R F = G). KT IEEME, WA A3,

S 2 THH B R B ME—. H Chang-Yang 45 H I Z B0 &M, WHREUEHLE
HLC 2R A FA T — AR AR PR KL

EE AL TR MRERE F, fFELEER e Aut(SO9), [ERHEE H = ForJ/?
iR FHOFKAF

H(¢)¢d¢ = 0.

SQ—d
T 0 PR DMRAT M 2V 3G (T, T 0T T Heisenberg B EXH8( HLS H {8 B
HORFFErR (ZISCHR [27]). TR E i A8 FBRTE O e A 40, 77 LAGTE I3 5 380964 5 e 1
SRR, N, TN FEL R T .
W A LT O I R R B R
B 3 LEELH HLS W2 IO 5> 2 5, A6 T O A I s R, W 6 T8
SHF CIRED of = HCE IR N FR T, T LA ) I A AR

H(OH (n)2Re(C,n)c B CH(QOH(n)
//<s<ed>2 To¢ogpe <ol //(Sw)2 1= ¢ e
ot (¢, m)e FoR IR TR, 1K BIHET Con.
S 4 BITIER LA L A AR, S Y BACY H N R X
S HORANRO T, Jult, JAr 4 L2(S29) IBRIMA T S HULN V; 0 3565 (1)} € 1.
WA A2 UE 0 <\ e2(d— 1), Q), AR
F(Q)F(n)2Re(¢, n)c B CF(OF(n)
//(SQd)2 11— ¢-qP/? dCdn > 2(p—1) //(SQd)2 ¢ mdedn
XHERH) F e L2(S9) Br. WA > 2(d— 1), S5 R IHLY FOVHERYG IR )\ =2(d-1)
Had> 1, HFSHOLYHANY F e Vo,0® ‘/j>k22-
HEBTE R P TR SR, B

2Re(¢,n)c 2Re( - 7 1 ¢ - 7|2 1

— p— — pu— — —|— — et — 5
1—¢-qM2 1=¢-qM2 —=¢-qM2 o 1—=C-qM? 1= ¢

FATAT LT AR AN vE S L A AR 7 B2 R

_ 1
=G

ARE A3 (FFLE) P IMZ IR T ERIE AT AR B 2 AR

a2

A __
i -/

Q—d

2772 PIT((Q - ))/2) L(j+A/4) D(k+ M4+ (1-d)/2)
FA/AL(A/4=d/2+ 1) T+ (2Q = A)/4) T(k+ (2Q — A)/4+ (1 - d)/2)

1 _
Ejp=

N

S T R o Rl (e e R
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- (2 - 1;d> (a— 1)(Cb_—a1)_(cbir;)(c— b))]’

A A 1- d Q, 1-d

]S (FR) WNTIEEEE N> 2(d—1)4, HPIR 3 F1 4 AJ A1, I 2 5O KA AR R 2 —
SEREHAE IR BB TR 2 WA, AERRAE R BT DG TR AR A - TR JL iR W TRIE
EEE A =2(d—1) H d> 1, AT LUED) Euler-Lagrange J7F2UEEANRAEREL F € Voo @ Vjskse. K
B B A ) B SR AE RN TR AR L) Jacobi 1T A AAERE A BRI A8 W] DOt B4 2. 1K 8, 3417
BUUEW] T EH 5.1 AR 2.1, O

IS 3.1 AOIERR  FRAVIEBKT LB IS MBI A7 = |1 - ¢q7M2 L2 BIIRAR () #
Cauchy-Schwartz A58, 7] LTS B0 45

He

|FIZ = sup (F,G)?= sup (AY?F,A7Y2G)?

HGszl ”GHTJ=1
< sup (F,ASF)(G,AglG)
IGllp=1

= Cg,a(F, AsF),

SR HAY Y G RERT HLS AERMAER S H F = gr/v' | BIxHT BRI _ AR E IR 7,
F=JM O
#Ei2 3.2 BIERR WDV SR A B T N ot T e iR

¢)+ F2(n) 1 1qQ—d SHLS |oQ—d|2/p
//SQ ay \1— o C e d6dn = 2B olST = 20045187

25 PR AR B BT HLS AR5, 7] A4S 21

2
// WO~ PO dcan > 20589/ - |1 22% 058> [ Fiog o
sa-eyo |1— i -~
b, AW AT LLES L s = 0 B28E Sobolev A% ARG 2] Fib g5 R O

EIR 4.1 AUIERR  FRATIAEEKTH_LUERH B 4.1
fREM Eﬁaﬁa%m{ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ/\%l@ I3 R T R AR e AN E R, d = 0 B, & By
=Fl;;d>0M, 4 B =FE] . Kb, A A3 e RREE E X By, W

E;r Q-+ s+2+ 2signd Ey 25
Ey Q- s+ 2+ 2signd By Q+s+2+ 2signd’

SIE A1 (REFEN) 2 dF,G) oMM EE, f£RES T, A FARE T
(1) i—,l ||FHH5/2 > d(F, Mps) —0 Ej‘,

d*(F, Mys) > | FllF.2 = CqulFl5

<1 — gi) d*(F, Mgg) + o(d*(F, Mgs)).
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(2) FFAEIERIHEEL ao ATy, RUKHT Q- d A1 N, X TAEEM F e LP, 24 d(F, Murs) — 0 H
F 0, 4

| Fl|p(c1d(F, Muvs) + o(d(F, MuLs)))
> CoanllFly = IF17-.
> agd?(F, Mys) + o(d*(F, MuLs))-

F AL AT BLHIESZ 70 f#  Taylor EITAFIE R B THS 2. EES], 2 p < 2 I,
BIZ RATE C? BT DASE /M 95 2%, Christ 7E0F 7T Hausdorff-Young ANG5E 219748 43 1] T
BRI B Aoy 51 B, JATAT LB AR BX A 5] BRAS 2 LA B g PR (55 AN R Bl i

SIEE A2 (R1E) 2 (F) #n HLS AFERBMHB Sobolev AZEAIHAL i %51, BI

2 2
||Fj||H—s/2 i>CQd/\ 5 ||Fj||Hs/2 J o1

% b
1£5112 15112 @A
Il
d(F;, Murs) Lo & d(Fy, Mrs) ENY
1E5 1 I E51| prer2

E A2 ZIIES W T RACREBIIRENE, 2 DT LRSS R, T BT B A R £ o
12 PR AR AR o B ) A7 AE P

BEE FRIEDE, MRAFE o > 0 3T 4.1 BOL, WAFE—FIREL (F)), 13 R TURIEE 257
TR TR, X RRE X R EC AL R S, W S S BT R, A2 AR A B HE A AR PR R
I AR X, BATTRT LAAS R R ARG e PEAL T, A3 BRIUKIE R T 5. 58T E. &
AL

SHBERDUSTT X TR, (7T 58 & 107, IEW

IIFIE2AY2F — gl JATV2(FY/2)[3 > 0.

XFF R Akt WdEt Taylor IR, & F =1+ ¢, Hp o L T'M = Hy @ Hy, WFEFZE AL ¢
FILePEAL IS 3. BUBR AN 43 iR
Y= Z Pjk
I;

WX T H (cjn), B

2(p’' -2 _
IFIE =D (P22 — CQLAFIZ)

lim inf - He/? TS
po00lTiM  Coan|FP/PI5 — FP/P)3 .,
2
e .
— liminf B, Z@LTlM Gkl k3 _
Z¢LT1MEj’ij,kHQPj,k||2

_E&

-5
ZEVRAHIE. XTF d = 0,1 B HLS A% Beckner-Onofri ANEER, AT AT CLIZ IR R FE Y 7718 F
PAIEEA. O
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On sharp inequalities on nilpotent Lie groups

Heping Liu & An Zhang

Abstract In this paper, we review some recent works on sharp fractional inequalities on nilpotent Lie groups,
studying their sharp constants, extremizers, stability and other improvements. We also prove a new sharp
subcritical inequality in Section 5. The conformal symmetry, compactness, spectral estimates and flow methods
are discussed. We remark that a positivity-type restriction on the singular exponent is required in cases for groups
with high dimensional centres, which brings extra difficulty.
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