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Preface

The aim of this work is to present a tool for students interested in partial
differential equations, both those working toward a Master’s degree in pure
or applied mathematics and those with PhD research in this field. It gathers
results from functional analysis that make it easier to understand the nature
and properties of the functions occurring in these equations, as well as the
constraints they must obey to qualify as solutions. We present modern res-
olution methods for a class of such problems and interpret the solutions we
obtain by studying their regularity.

Let us recall that the domain in which we study a partial differential equa-
tion is an open subset 2 of RY. The equation is a relation that an unknown
function u and its partial derivatives (cf. the preliminary chapter) must sat-
isfy. Moreover, we impose certain conditions on the function u and possibly on
some of its derivatives (see the Dirichlet and Neumann problems in the pre-
liminary chapter), namely that they equal given functions on the boundary
012 of the open set under consideration. These relations are called boundary
conditions.

Looking for such a function is the aim of a so-called boundary problem. We
find many examples of these in physics.

If we consider the derivatives in the usual sense in the interior of the open
set, classical analysis proves to be ineffective for solving such problems, as can
be illustrated with examples. Indeed, the solutions obtained in these exam-
ples sometimes do not belong to the spaces of differentiable functions in the
classical sense because of their irregularity. Moreover, we can find examples in
physics where the right-hand side f of the given equation has discontinuities.

Let us consider the simple example in R of the differential equation

v +y +y=/,
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where f is discontinuous at the point ¢ = 0. Any solution cannot be C? on R.
We can, however, look for a solution of class C' with derivative y” almost
everywhere, or such that y” is a derivative of 3’ in the sense of distributions.
Assuming that f is even more irregular, but can be considered as a distribution
that we denote by [f], we are led to look for solutions that are distributions [u].
In this case, for every infinitely differentiable function ¢ with compact support
in R, we have ([u], " — ¢’ + ¢) = ([f], ¥). These solutions, which we can also
consider when f is regular, are also called weak solutions of the equation.

All of this leads, by replacing the usual differentiability with that in the
sense of distributions, to the concept of weak solutions for general PDEs and
leads us to study certain spaces of functions whose distributional derivatives
can be identified with summable pth power functions. We therefore study
Sobolev spaces WP (2), which are normed and complete, so that the classical
theorems from functional analysis apply to them.

When there are boundary conditions, the functions in these spaces need
to be extended to the boundary of {2, since they are only defined in its inte-
rior. The existence of such extensions depends a priori on the regularity of
the boundary. We therefore in particular study the space WP (§2) when the
boundary of the open set (2 is a manifold that is either differentiable or piece-
wise differentiable. This allows us to give, for the functions in these spaces, an
interpretation of the boundary conditions that is in accordance with physics.

Consequently, in many situations, the great flexibility of differentiation
in the sense of distributions leads us to state limit problems under equivalent
forms that are better suited to establishing existence and uniqueness theorems.

Of course, the results we obtain necessitate preliminaries. These concern
the functional spaces that we can use, in particular, normed spaces, complete-
ness, density, and the generalization of the notion of function and integration.
The aim of Chapter 1 is to describe these.

Contents of this Book

Chapter 1 is titled Notions from Topology and Functional Analysis. In it, we
first recall the definition of topological vector spaces, including the important
example of normed spaces, and in particular Banach spaces. We state the
Baire theorem, the open image theorem, the Banach—Steinhaus theorem and
the Hahn—Banach theorem. After defining continuous linear maps, we intro-
duce dual topology on a normed space. To illustrate the different types of
convergence of sequences of functions that are most common, which are less
strict than (for example) uniform convergence, we introduce weak topologies
on a space and on its dual. We also define reflexive spaces, in particular Hilbert
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spaces, and uniform convex spaces, whose properties we use in many examples
in this book. We study the space of continuous functions on an open subset
of RN before recalling the definitions of distribution spaces, their topologies
and the operators that we define on them, as well as convergence properties
of sequences. The chapter concludes with the spaces LP({2), their completion
and reflexivity, and the density of the regular functions.

This last part of the chapter thus forms an introduction to the Sobolev
spaces that we study in later chapters.

Chapter 2 concerns these Sobolev spaces, which give a suitable functional
setting for most of the elliptic limit problems (cf. the preliminary chapter)
from physics. An important part of this chapter deals with Sobolev embed-
ding theorems. We first present the notion of the differentiation of functions
in the weak, or generalized sense, that is, differentiation in the sense of distri-
butions. After introducing the spaces LP, this allows us to define the Sobolev
spaces W P((2). The properties of LP({2) lead to density results for the regu-
lar functions in the spaces WP ((2). The most important result of the chapter
is the Sobolev embedding theorem, which gives the inclusion of the elements
of W™P(£2) in L9(§2) for ¢ > p, or in spaces of continuous Lipschitz or Holder
functions. Some of these embeddings are compact. These compactness re-
sults, which hold for bounded open sets, form a key argument for showing the
existence of solutions of coercive minimization problems (cf. Chapter 5). In
the second part of the chapter, we study possible extensions of functions in
WP () to elements of W™P(RY), for which we need regularity conditions
on the boundary 0f2. At this point, we define the Lipschitz open sets and
the open sets of class C™. The chapter concludes with a trace theorem that
allows us, on such open sets, to extend u € W1P(§2) to the boundary, giving a
function in LP(942). This generalizes the restriction to 92 for functions that
are in principle only defined in the open set (2. This theorem is very useful
when stating boundary conditions for a limit problem.

Chapter 3 deals with the image of the trace map on W1 (§2) when the open
set is regular. This is our first example of a fractional Sobolev space, namely
W=1/PP(90). The chapter also contains Green’s formulas and embedding
theorems. These can be deduced from the embedding results on Sobolev spaces
with integer exponents that they generalize.

Chapter 4 deals with more general fractional spaces W*P(£2) (for s a
noninteger real number). It also contains embedding and compact embedding
results.

In Chapter 5, we use all the theory presented up to now to prove the
existence of solutions of elliptic PDEs. There are, however, two exceptions,
namely minimal surfaces and linear elasticity in the case of small deformations.
For the first, the theoretical justifications from functions of a measure are
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given in the following chapter. The second necessitates the use of Korn’s
inequalities, which form the main subject of Chapter 7. In many situations, the
existence theorems concerning these elliptic PDEs result from rewriting these
limit problems in a variational form. The solutions then appear as functions
minimizing a convex and coercive functional. Next, we study the regularity of
the solutions of some of these problems, using for example approximations of
the derivative by finite difference or a priori estimation methods. We conclude
the chapter with properties characterizing these PDEs, namely the maximum
principle in its weak form followed by its strong form.

In Chapter 6, we study spaces related to the Sobolev spaces, in particular
the space of distributions whose derivative tensor, which is symmetric and is
also called the deformation tensor, is in LP(£2) for p € [1,00[. We also study
the case p = 1 and the spaces where the deformation is a bounded measure.
In particular, we give embedding theorems analogous to those for the classical
Sobolev spaces, as well as existence results for a trace on the boundary when
the open set is sufficiently regular. We conclude with a section devoted to
functions of a measure.

In the setting of harmonic analysis, the results of Chapter 7 lead up to a
proof of Korn’s inequalities in WP,

We conclude the book with an appendix concerning the regularity of the
solutions of the p-Laplacian problems. As a complement to Chapter 5, we es-
tablish more technical results that we obtain using a priori estimation meth-
ods.

Organization of the Book

Each chapter is followed by a number of exercises. In most cases we give hints
for the solution. The level of the exercises varies. Some of them, indicated with
a [*], offer additional details to a result given in the chapter, an application of
the results with explicit computations to illustrate them, or a different proof
for such a result. Other exercises, indicated with a [*x], offer complements to
a given subject. In some cases, the results are presented in dimension N = 1
or N = 2, where the nature of the problems and the specifics of the proposed
methods can be highlighted. In these small dimensions, the methods may
lead to explicit computations that can help the reader better understand the
notions that are being studied.

Francoise Demengel and Gilbert Demengel
Paris, 16 September 2011
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Preliminaries on Ellipticity

General Definitions

Though the following definitions can be given for complex-valued functions,
we will restrict ourselves to real-valued functions.

Definition 0.1. A differential operator of order m in N variables is a map A
that sends an m times continuously differentiable function f on an open sub-
set 2 of RY to a function Af on {2, with the help of a function F:

Af(x) = F(f(aj),aif(x),...,8%1..'$;Nf(x),x).

The operator A is called linear if the function F' is a polynomial of degree
one with respect to each derivative D%, where «, the order of the derivative,
is an N-tuple of integers oy, ag, ..., an with sum |a| = Ziv o; < m. In other
words,

Af@) = 3 cal@)(Df)(@) + (@),
lor|<m
The functions ¢, and ¢ are called the coefficients of the operator A.

A partial differential equation is an equality Af = 0. It is called a linear
PDE if the operator A is linear, and a homogeneous linear PDE if, moreover,
¢y = 0. An equation is called quasi-linear if

Af(x) = Z cal,u,. .., DPu)D + c)(z,u),
la]<m
where the N-tuples g satisfy |5| < |a| — 1.
Definition 0.2. A solution of a partial differential equation on an open subset

2" C £ is a function f that is sufficiently differentiable on (2’, such that
Vee 2, Af(z) =0.

XII1
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In this book we will in particular be interested in second-order linear par-
tial differential equations. Such an equation can be written as

(E) Z ¢j k() jk‘f +Zcz 9 f(z) = g(z),

1<i<ksN

where g = —¢{, is called the second member of the equation. We say that
a second-order partial differential equation has constant coefficients if the
functions Cjk and ¢; are constants.

To the linear equation (E) we associate, for every = € (2, the quadratic
polynomial P(E), in N variables {X;} whose coefficients are these functions,
that is,

N

P(E)o(X1,Xa, .., Xn) = Y cu(@)X; X+ Y ciln)X
1<j<k<N 1

Let P(E)gf) be the homogeneous part of degree 2 of this polynomial, that is,

P(E)P(X) = Z ¢ (1) X5 X
1<<hEN

Definition 0.3. Given a linear equation of degree 2, we consider the real
symmetric square matrix C(z) of order N with the ¢; x(x) as coefficients. The
homogeneous part defined above can then be written as follows using the col-
umn vector [X] consisting of the N variables X;: P(E )(2)( X) ="'X]C(x)[X].

We call a PDE elliptic at the point x € {2 if the eigenvalues of the matrix
C(z) (which in this case are real) are either all negative or all positive.

By changing the sign of the two sides of the equation, we can reduce to
the case that the matrix C(x) is positive definite.

For §2 connected, if  — C(x) is continuous on {2 and the kernel of C(z)
is 0 for every x € {2, we say that the PDE is elliptic on (2. After, if necessary,
changing the signs of the two sides of the equation, this corresponds to saying
that the matrix C(x) is always positive definite.

Let A\ (z) and Aps(x) be the minimal and maximal eigenvalues of C(z),
where A, (x) > 0. We call the PDE strictly elliptic if there exists a real number
Ao > 0 such that Vo € 2, A\, (z) = Ao

Finally, the PDE is called uniformly elliptic on 2 if, moreover, the function
x = Apyr(z) /A (2) is bounded on 2.

When the coefficients c;, are constants, strictly elliptic and uniformly
elliptic are equivalent.

Note that these definitions only concern the homogeneous part of de-
gree 2 of (F). To limit the influence of the homogeneous part of degree 1,
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we sometimes add conditions on the coefficients ¢;(z), for example that
x> |ci(z)|/Am(x) is bounded in £2.

Example 0.4. The second-order equation in one variable " +a(x)y’ +b(x)y =
g(z) is an elliptic equation.
In the case of two variables, an equation of the type

ad?, f(z,y) + 2607, f (x,y) + cOy, f(2,y) + (@0 f + BO,f)(x,y) = g(z,y),

with a > 0 is elliptic if and only if b2 — ac < 0. This is the case for the Laplace
operator, where a =c=1and b = 0.

The more general Laplace operator in N variables, which can be written
as Af = Ziv 92, f, is clearly also elliptic.
J

By contrast, the equations that occur in wave theory, for example

Pu  0%u f
or?  oy?
in dimension 2, are not elliptic.
The equation with variable coefficients
0%u 0%u
2 2
Tt — = f(z
02 TV 9 f(z,y)

is elliptic only on open subsets that do not meet either of the coordinate axes.

Limit Problems

Let us state the best-known problems governed by PDEs. We take the Laplace
operator as a model operator in all our examples, but the Dirichlet, Neumann
and Newton problems can also be considered for other elliptic operators.

Dirichlet Problems. In the case of the Laplacian, these problems consist in
solving the equation
Au = fv u|80 =9,

which, when f = 0, N = 2 and g is continuous, reduces to determining a
harmonic function that coincides with g on the boundary.

By extension, in dimension IV, the problem can be stated as follows. For
an open subset 2 C RY with boundary I', given f on §2 and g on I, find a
twice differentiable function u on {2 such that

Au=f on 2 and u|p=g.

Keeping the operator A but modifying the conditions on the boundary
by, more particularly, introducing the normal derivative on the boundary 02
leads to other problems.
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Neumann Problems. Let {2 be a bounded open set with a regular boundary,
for example with a continuously differentiable boundary, on which we can
therefore define a normal vector 77. Given a function f on 2 and a function g
on I', we are looking for a function u such that

Au=f on {2, and,on I : OJpu=g.

Newton Problems. Let {2 be an open set with regular boundary I'. Given
a function f on {2 and two functions g and h on I', we are looking for a
function u such that

Au=f on (2, and,onI : Opu+hu=yg.

We can generalize these problems without repeating the previous definitions.
For example, by replacing the operator A by its square as an operator, that
is, A2 = Ao A, we find the following.

Problems Involving the Bi-Laplacian A?. Given a function f on (2 and func-
tions g, and g, on I', we are looking for a function u such that

A’u=f onf2, and onl : u=g, and Jpu=gyg,.

We can also define problems for the operator A2 with limit conditions compa-
rable to those of the Neumann problem, as well as analogous problems where
we replace the operator A? by the operator u — A%y + u.

Another way to generalize the problems is by introducing quasi-linear
equations. Let us give some examples.

p-Laplacian Problems. This is an example of a nonlinear, quasi-linear equa-
tion. Let p be a real number with 1 < p < +00. We are looking for a function «
such that
div(|VulP72Vu) = f on 2 and wu|pe = 0.

This is a divergence form. Writing it this way facilitates the application of
resolution methods. Let us show that it is indeed quasi-linear. By expanding
the operator on the left-hand side of the equation as in the product rule for
the divergence of a scalar times a vector, we obtain the following expression:

|Vu|p_2Au + Vu - V(|Vu|p_2).

In the first instance, this is a formal expression that holds, for example, when
p > 2 or at points where the gradient is different from zero. Using the formula
V(|VuP=2) = (p — 2)|Vu|P~*VuVVu and the definition of the gradient of a
vector, we can then write the equation in its quasi-linear form:

|Vu|p_4(\Vu\28”-u +(p— 2)8¢ju8iu8ju> = f.
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Minimal Surface Problems. We are once more dealing with a quasi-linear
equation, which can be seen as an extension of the previous one for p — 1.
We are now looking for a function u such that

'v( Vu
V14 |Vul?

Its quasi-linear form is as follows:

)zf on 2 and ulgn =g.

((1 + |Vu|2)8“u — &Ju@ua]u)(l + |Vu|2)*3/2 — f

Example (of a nonlinear, quasi-linear equation). The following is an
example to which we will be able to apply the results of this book. For p > 1
and a real number A > 0, we have

Au= MNulP?u on 2 and wlpg = 0.

Let us conclude this preliminary chapter by specifying the limitations of
this book.

Equations that Are not Treated

Non-divergence Type Nonlinear Functions. This category includes a whole
class of partial differential equations for which the concept of weak solutions
cannot be used and consequently needs to be replaced by that of wviscosity
solutions. This holds in dimension N > 2 for

|Vu|*Au = f,

where « is a real number > —1. We will not deal with this type of equa-
tion in this book. Note, however, that for divergence equations such as the
p-Laplacian above, the notions of viscosity solutions and weak solutions co-
incide thanks to regularity results. For this subject, the reader can consult
the work of Ishii [39], Ishii-Lions [40] and Guy Barles [3], as well as the more
recent work of Busca Esteban Quaas [11] and Birindelli-Demengel [7].

Hyperbolic Equations. These are not treated using the methods presented in
this course. Note that, in general, hyperbolic equations have the disadvantage
of having “too many” solutions. One of the best-known hyperbolic equations
is the Burgers equation ud,u = f. Only the entropic solutions in the sense
of Oleinik are considered physical solutions, as they are stable under certain
perturbations. These are also the solutions obtained as limits of solutions of
equations via elliptic regularizations. We will not consider these equations.
The reader can consult the work of Oleinik, Serre, etc.
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Parabolic Fquations. Finally, many evolution equations are parabolic. Let us
state the best-known linear ones. The heat equations can be written as

Oyu — Au = f,

with not only limit conditions but also initial conditions, that is, conditions
on the solution u at ¢t = 0.
The Korteweg—De Vries problem is governed by the linear equation

O —ugy = f

on RT x R plus an initial condition. Such equations can be generalized to
nonlinear equations such as the Korteweg-De Vries—Burgers equation

Up — Uzg + ulpu = f.



1

Notions from Topology and Functional
Analysis

In this chapter we recall results from functional analysis, in particular in
Banach spaces. Most results are only stated. The reader can find the proofs (for
example the proof of the Hahn—Banach theorem) in publications specializing
in functional analysis.

The techniques used to solve elliptic partial differential equations very fre-
quently use the notion of compactness in the spaces LP, or, more generally,
the notion of reflexive space. We therefore devote a number of pages to re-
flexivity. In particular, we recall the compactness for the weak topology of
bounded subsets in a reflexive space and the relation between the spaces LP
and L?" when p and p’ satisfy p € [1,400], p’ € [1,400], and 1/p+1/p' = 1.
We also mention results on distributions.

1.1 Topological Vector Spaces

Let X be a vector space over K (R or C). The convex, balanced or absorbing
subsets of X play an important role in defining a topology on X that is
compatible with its algebraic structure.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a vector space over K and let A C X.

e The subset A is called balanced if VA € K, |A\| < 1= AA C A.
e It is called absorbing if

VeeX, dr>0, VAeK, |N<r= \zreA

Definition 1.2 (Topological vector spaces, abbreviated as TVS).
These are vector spaces over K (where K is either R or C) endowed with a
topology for which scalar multiplication and addition are continuous.

F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 1
of Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Universitext,

DOI 10.1007/978-1-4471-2807-6_1,

(© Springer-Verlag London Limited 2012
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A normed space is an example of a TVS whose topology is easy to study.

Definition 1.3 (Norm on a K-vector space X). Let X be a vector space
over the field K. A norm on X is a function f from X to R satisfying the
following conditions:

Ve X, flz)=0 < 2=0
Veek, Ve X, flex) = || f(x)
V(z,y) € X?, fle+y) < fle)+fy)

A vector space endowed with a norm is called a normed space.

To a given norm we associate the distance function d defined by d(z1,z2) =
||z1 —z2||; thus a normed space X is a metric space. It can be easily verified that
scalar multiplication and addition are continuous for the topology associated
with the norm. A normed space is therefore a TVS. Note that in such a space,
the family {Bo , } >0 of open balls with center Ox forms a fundamental system
of convex neighborhoods of Ox. That is, every neighborhood of Ox contains
an element of {By ,}. By translation, this property holds at every point of X.

More generally, we say that a TVS is locally convex if every point of the
space admits a fundamental system of convex neighborhoods (see also Propo-
sition 1.5).

Remark 1.4. If in the previous definition we leave out the first (separating)
axiom, the function f satisfying the remaining conditions is called a seminorm.
A space endowed with a seminorm is still a TVS. It is locally convex but not
Hausdorft.

Because of the importance of these spaces in functional analysis, we will
present their topology in detail, first by describing a fundamental system of
neighborhoods of the origin and then by providing a family of seminorms
generating the topology.

Proposition 1.5. Let B be a family of subsets of a K-vector space X satisfy-
ing the following conditions:

(1) The family B is a filter base, that is, it does not contain the empty set,
and
V(A,B)eB? 3Ce€B, CcCANB.
(2) Every subset in B is convez, balanced, and absorbing.

(3)VAeB,¥Vr>0,3Be B, BCrA.

The family B is then a fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0x for a locally
convex TVS topology on X. In this topology, V is a neighborhood of x € X if
there exists a U € B such that x +U C V.
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Proposition 1.6 (seminorms generating a locally convex TVS topol-
ogy). Let {na}aca be a family of seminorms on a K-vector space X. Let us
assume that it is separating and directed, that is, that

(1) For every x € X, there exists a X € A such that nx(x) # 0.
(2) For every pair (A1, A2) € (A)?, the functions ny, and 0y, are bounded in
the family, that is,

INeA, na=nn and na =Ny,

The set of all closed balls {Bx ,} associated with the seminorms in the
family, defined by By, = {x € X | na(z) < r}, then forms a fundamental
system of neighborhoods of Ox for a locally convex Hausdorff TVS topology
on X.

We can easily show that this family of balls satisfies the conditions of
Proposition 1.5 and that the topology is Hausdorff, since for nonzero zg and A
such that nx(xo) # 0, the closed ball By, with r = 75(z¢)/2 does not con-
tain xg.

Example 1.7 (of locally convex spaces). Let us define a structure of lo-
cally convex space on the space X = £¥(]a,b[) of C*¥ functions on the open
interval Ja,b[ in R. We will generalize this example later on, replacing the
interval by an open subset £2 of RV,

Let us define as follows a function 7, x depending on an integer m < k
and on a compact subset K of R contained in ]a, b[:

def
Nm, i (f) = Sup, @(w)‘-
o<asm

This is a seminorm for every pair (m, K). We have thus defined a family of
seminorms on X . This family, endowed with the order on real-valued functions,
is directed and separating. Indeed, for any pairs (K7, K3) and (mq, ms), the
functions 7, x, and 1y, k, have an upper bound in the family, namely 7, x
with K = K7 U Ky and m = max(my, ms).

Moreover, for every nonzero function f on X, there exist m and K such
that nm7K(f) 7é 0.

The previous proposition now implies that the set B of closed unit balls
associated with these seminorms is a fundamental system of neighborhoods
of 0x for a locally convex Hausdorff space topology on X.

Note that, in general, the topology on an arbitrary locally convex space
can be defined in terms of a family of seminorms (see [75]).
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1.1.1 Baire Property and Applications

Baire Spaces.

Definition 1.8. A topological space F is called a Baire space if it satisfies
one of the following equivalent properties:

(1) For every countable family {U, },en of dense open subsets of F, that is,
U,, = E, the intersection (), oy

(2) For every countable family {F,}nen of closed subsets of E with empty
interior, the union J,, .y F» has empty interior in E.

U, is dense in F.

Theorem 1.9. Let X be a Banach space, that is, a complete normed space;
then X is a Baire space.

The proof of this theorem can be found in the exercises, with hints (see also
[76]). It has many important applications, in particular concerning continuous
linear functions.

1.1.2 Continuous Linear Maps between Normed Spaces

From here on, all topological vector spaces will have the same base field K.
Let us recall the characterization of the continuity of a linear map, which will
lead to the definition of the norm of such a map.

The continuity at every point of a linear map f from the normed space X
to the normed space Y follows from its continuity at the point = = 0, which
can be expressed by one of the two following equivalent properties:

(1) There exists an M > 0 such that
VeeX, [zlx <1 = [f@)ly <M.
(2) There exists an M > 0 such that
Vee X, [f(@)lly < Mlzfx.

Note that, by linearity, the upper bound of ||f(x)|ly on the unit ball in X
equals the upper bound on the unit sphere {||z||x = 1}. We will use this
characterization to construct a norm on the space of continuous linear maps.

Definition 1.10. Given topological vector spaces X and Y, we denote by
L(X,Y) the space of continuous linear maps from X to Y. When X and Y
are normed spaces and L € L(X,Y), we let

ILllzcxyy = sup [IL(z)y.
zeX

llz|lx=1
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The map L + ||L|z(x,y) is a norm, called the operator norm, which
endows £(X,Y) with a natural normed space topology.

Proposition 1.11. If X is a normed space and Y is a Banach space, then
L(X,Y) endowed with the previous topology is a Banach space.

A proof can be found in Exercise 1.1 at the end of this chapter.

In particular, the proposition is true for Y = K considered as a vector space
over itself with the topology induced by the absolute value. This property is
used later on in this chapter.

When X and Y are both finite dimensional, the space £(X,Y) is finite
dimensional and coincides with the space of linear maps from X to Y with
the canonical topology of a finite dimensional vector space. When X and Y
are both infinite dimensional, this is no longer true.

Theorem 1.12 (open mapping theorem). Let T be a surjective continu-
ous linear map from a Banach space X to a Banach space Y ; then the image
of an open subset of X is an open subset of Y.

Proof of Theorem 1.12.
We will follow the arguments of [76]. We begin by showing that for a
neighborhood U of 0 in X, there exists a neighborhood V of 0 in Y such that

vV cT).

Indeed, for B(0,7) C U and W = B(0,7/2), we have X = J, cn-(nW), and
therefore T(X) = Y = U, cn- T(nW). Since the Banach space Y is covered

by a countable family of closed subsets T'(nW), the Baire property tells us
that one of these closed subsets, say T(noW), has nonempty interior. There
consequently exists an open subset V; of Y such that V; C T'(noW). Since a

homothety in Y is continuous, the closed subset T'(WW) contains the set nLOVl,

which is also an open subset of Y. Let yo be such that B(yg,d) C T(W);
then B(0,6) € T(W) —yo C T(W) + T(W) C T(U). The neighborhood
V' = B(yo, d) of 0 satisfies the property stated above.

Let us now prove the theorem.

For the sake of simplicity, we let X, and Y. denote the open unit balls of
radius ¢ with center 0 in X and Y, respectively. Let &; = £/2¢, and let {n;}
be a sequence of positive real numbers such that Y,, C T'(X,,). We may, and
do, assume that this sequence converges to 0.

Let y € Y,,. Since y € T(X,,), we can choose an zy € X, such that

ly — Txoll < m.
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Since y — T'zg € Yy, , there exists an z; € X, such that
ly — Txo — Tay]| < n2

By induction, we construct a sequence x,, € X, such that

s

jsn

< M-

The inequalities ||z; || x < &/27 imply that Zh |z;|lx <e/2" 1. It follows that
' i<n z;} is a Cauchy sequence. Since X is a Banach space, this sequence
converges to an element x of X, which satisfies

]l x < Z sl x <

Moreover, we have Tz = y. Finally, as y is an arbitrary element of Y, , we
conclude that the image under 7" of the ball of radius 2¢ with center 0 contains
the ball of radius 7y with center 0 in Y. It follows that the image of an open
set under the map 7' is open. O

Theorem 1.13 (Banach—Steinhaus). Let {u,} be a sequence of continu-
ous linear maps from a Banach space X to a mormed space Y .

If, for every x in X, the sequence {u,(x)} converges in'Y, then there exists
a constant C such that

Vn e N, ||un||£(xyy) < C.

Proof of Theorem 1.13 (cf. [16]).

The pointwise convergence given in the statement of the theorem implies
the existence of a limit u(z) for every z. The map u from X to Y is linear.
By replacing u,, by u, —u, we reduce to the case that for every z, u,(z) — 0.

Consequently, given € > 0, there exists for every £ € X an N such that
for every n > N, |Ju,(z)]|x < e. In other words, if B’(0,¢) denotes a closed
ball in X, then we have

X=J ) u'(B(0)).

NeNn>N

For every N, the set Fiy = (,,5n U, JL(B'(0,¢)) is closed, as it is the intersec-
tion of closed sets, by the contmulty of u,, for every n. Since X is complete,
and therefore a Baire space, there exists an Ny such that Fi, has nonempty
interior. Let 2y and ¢ be such that

Blao,8) ¢ () uy (B'(0,2));

n>N0
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then Vn > Ny,
B(0,6) C u,*(B'(0,2¢)),

and for every n > Ny,

sup un(y)| <

2e
yeB(0,1) 5

The result follows. O

Remark 1.14. Under the hypotheses of the theorem, the linear limit map
u = lim,,_, 4 oo Uy, is continuous.

Indeed, the continuity of u,, implies that
VeeX, |un(@)lly <llunllecxylzllx < Cllzlx.

The continuity of the norm ||-||y allows us to deduce the inequality ||u(z)| <
C||z||x characterizing the continuity of u when taking the limit of the left-
hand side.

Example 1.15 (of an application of the Banach—Steinhaus theorem).
Let {\,} be a sequence of complex numbers such that for every summable
sequence {z,}, the sequence S ¢ \,x,, converges. Let us show that in this
case, sup,cy [An] < +00.

Let X = £' be the space of summable complex sequences z = {zn}.
Endowed with the norm ||z| = "¢ |2, this is a Banach space (cf. Exercise
1.3). Let u,, be the linear map from X to R defined by u,(z) = > Apzp. It
is continuous because

p
fup (@) < | sup Aal] 3 Jenl < [ sup Nal] fal.
0<n<p 0 0<n<p

This inequality also proves that [[upl|ze1 c) = SUPo<p<p [Anl- Indeed, if this
bound is achieved at ng, defining = by z,, = 0, leads to the equality [lu,| =
SUPg<n<p |An|- By assumption, the sequence {u,(x)} converges for every x;
hence, by the Banach-Steinhaus theorem, the sequence of norms ||uy || 2o )
is bounded, which shows that sup,,cy [An| < +00.

The converse of this property is clearly true. Moreover, starting with this
characterization, we can prove that £(£',C) = £, the space of bounded
complex sequences.

Remark 1.16. It is not in general true that, under the hypotheses of the
theorem, the sequence {u,} converges to v in £(X,Y") (cf. Exercise 1.6).
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1.2 Linear Functionals, Topological Dual, Weak
Topology

1.2.1 Topological Dual of a TVS, Hahn—-Banach Theorem

Definition 1.17 (topological dual). A continuous linear functional on a K-
topological vector space X is a linear map from X to K that is continuous for
the topologies on X and on K. We let X’ denote the vector space consisting
of these functionals.

When X is finite dimensional, it is clear that X’ coincides with the alge-
braic dual space and that X’ has the same dimension as X. We can see this
by taking a basis {e;} of X and associating with it the dual basis consisting
of the linear functionals e} defined by eX(e;) = d7.

When X is a finite dimensional normed space, its dual is also finite di-
mensional. This follows, for example, from the analytic version of the Hahn—
Banach theorem that we will state below without proof. On the same occasion,
we will give the geometric version of the theorem. It will not only allow us to
prove certain theorems in this chapter, but will also be a key argument in the
theory of convex functions that we will develop in Chapter 6.

Theorem 1.18 (Hahn—Banach). Let X be a vector space over K, let M
be a linear subspace of X and let p be a seminorm on X. Let m’' be a linear
functional on M such that |m/(z)| < p(x) for every x in M ; then there exists
a linear functional ¥’ on X such that

VmeM, z'(m)=m'(m) and VzeX, |2'(z)<p2).

In particular, if X is a normed space and the seminorm is ||-||x, then every
continuous linear functional m’ on the subspace M endowed with this norm
can be extended to a linear functional on X that is continuous for this same
norm.

The reader can find a proof in [76]. For an arbitrary TVS, the geometric
version of the theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.19 (Hahn—Banach (geometric version)). Let X be a TVS
over K. Let C' be a nonempty convex open subset of X and let M be a linear
subspace of X that does not meet C; then there exists a hyperplane H, that
18, a subspace of X of codimension 1, that is closed, does not contain M, and
does not meet C'.

The following property at least partially explains the relation between the
two versions of the theorem.
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Proposition 1.20. In a TVS X over K, a hyperplane H defined by H =
{r € X | f(x) = a} for a linear functional f on X and a scalar o € K is
closed if and only if the functional f is continuous on X.

1.2.2 A Normed Space and its Dual; Topologies on These Spaces

Norm Topologies.

Definition 1.21. Let X be a normed space over K. We denote the space
L(X,K) by X’ and call it the topological dual of X. It is the set of continuous
linear functionals on X, that is, the set of linear functionals f on X such that

K >0, Ve e X, |f@) < Klz]x.

There exists a natural norm on X’ defined by

[fllx: = sup [f(z)].
X

xr
Izl x <1

Using our previous study of the space £(X,Y’), we note that X’ endowed
with the norm ||-|x+ is a Banach space (whether or not X is). The topology
induced by the norm on X is called the norm topology on X. The topology
on X’ induced by the norm defined above is called the norm topology on X'.

Let us state two consequences of the Hahn—Banach theorem for this norm.
One of these shows that the dual X’ is not reduced to {0}.

Proposition 1.22.

(1) Ifz € X, x # 0, then there exists an element ' € X' such that ||2'||x =1
and (z'; x) = ||z|| x-
(2) The norm on X can be defined by ||z||x = SUPHx'HglMxlv ).

Thanks to the duality of X and its dual X', we can define weaker (or

coarser) topologies than the norm topologies, where the open subspaces for
the new topologies will also be open subspaces for the norm topology.

Weak Topology on X. For every 2/ € X', the function z — |(z/,z)| is a
seminorm. Let F’ be the set of finite subsets of X’. For F’ € F/, set

VxEXﬂ nF’(‘r): sup ‘<$I7x>|
o EF
These functions form a family of seminorms on X. Let us verify the conditions
of Proposition 1.6 (see also Exercise 1.5):

e The family is directed; indeed, if we set F/ = F{UF}, we have the inequality
ne’ 2 nF@/ for i e {172}
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e The family is separating; indeed, if 2o € X is nonzero, then Proposition
1.5 gives the existence of an 2’ € X' such that 9y, (x0) = |{z0,2")| # 0.

This family of seminorms therefore defines a topology of locally compact
Hausdorff vector space on X, which we will denote by o(X, X”). This is called
the weak topology on X . If, for any element zq € X, any finite subset F” of X'
and any real € > 0 we set

Bwo,F/78 = {x €X | V' e F/’ |<a:’,a: _'730>| < 5}7

then the family B of such subsets of X forms a basis for the weak topology
on X (cf. Exercise 1.5).

We note that a set B, - . is a finite intersection of inverse images of open
subsets of R under the continuous maps z’ from the normed space X to K.
Every open subset of X for the weak topology is therefore an open subset of
the normed space X. In other words, the norm topology is finer that the weak
topology.

Weak-star Topology on X'. In an analogous manner, we consider the following
family of seminorms indexed by the finite subsets of X:

Vo' e X', nr(z’) = sup |(z/, ).

zeF
By a similar reasoning to the one given above, this family is directed. More-
over, if ' # 0, that is, the linear form 2’ is nonzero, there exists an zg € X
such that 7,,1(z") # 0; hence the family is separating.
If for any z(, € X', any finite subset F' of X, and any € > 0 we define

By pe={a' € X'|Vz € F, [(2' — g, )| <e},

then the set B’ of such subsets of X’ is a basis for a topology of locally compact
Hausdorff vector space on X', denote by (X', X) and called the weak-star
topology on X'. It is weaker than the norm topology on X'.

Note that the normed space X’ has a topological dual, denoted by X",
which endows it with a third topology, the weak topology o(X’, X").

Also note that the norm topologies can be defined in an analogous manner
by replacing the finite subsets by bounded subsets of X’ or X.

Weak Convergence. We can use the previous definitions to characterize weak
convergence for sequences.

Definition 1.23. Let X be a TVS.
A sequence (u,), € XV converges to u in X with respect to the weak
topology (or converges weakly) if

VieX', (fyun—u)—0.
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A sequence (f,)n € (X")N converges to f € X’ with respect to the weak-star
topology if
VeeX, (fn—f,z)—0.

Continuity for the Weak Topology.

Proposition 1.24. The linear functionals on X that are continuous for the
norm topology and those continuous for the weak topology coincide.

Proof.

It is clear that a linear functional that is continuous for the weak topology
is also continuous for the norm topology. Conversely, let B. be a ball with
center 0 in K. The inverse image of this neighborhood under f € X’ is

B{f}ﬂ? = {.Z‘EX | |<f,$(}>| <5}7

which is a neighborhood of 0 for the weak topology. It follows that f is also
continuous for the weak topology. a

Compactness. An important result concerning the weak-star topology is the
weak-star compactness of the closed unit ball in X’. We will give a weaker
statement that holds when X is separable, that is, when X has a countable
dense subset. In this case, the closed unit ball in X’ is weakly sequentially
compact. We choose to give the result in this particular case for two reasons.
First, all spaces used in this book are separable and weakly sequentially com-
pactness suffices in the applications. Second, the proof of the general result
uses the Tichonoff theorem ([76]), which we find too abstract to be included
in this course.

Let us recall a number of definitions and properties before stating the
result.

Definition 1.25 (compactness).

e A subset A of a Hausdorff topological space is called compact if every open
cover of A has a finite subcover.

e A subset A of a normed space X is called precompact if its completion is
compact for the topology on X.

e A subset A of a normed space X is called relatively compact if its closure
is compact.

e A subset A of a normed space X is called weakly sequentially compact if

every sequence of points of A admits a subsequence that converges weakly
in A.

Proposition 1.26. Compact, precompact, and relatively compact subsets have
the following properties:
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e A compact set in a metric space X is closed and bounded, but the converse
1s false unless X is finite dimensional.

o A subset of a metric space E is precompact if and only if for every e > 0,
it admits a cover by a finite number of open balls of radius €.

e The closure of a precompact set is compact.

e In a normed space, saying that A is compact is equivalent to saying that
every sequence of points of A admits a subsequence that converges in X to
an element of A.

e A precompact set in a Banach space is relatively compact.

We leave the proof of this proposition to the reader.

Proposition 1.27. Let X be a separable normed space and let B’ be the closed
unit ball in its dual X'; then B’ is sequentially compact for the weak-star

topology.

Proof.

Let {fn}nen be a sequence of linear functionals in B’. For the proof, we fix
a countable dense subset {z;};en of X. The sequence f,(z;) is then bounded
for every i. By the diagonal method, we can extract a subsequence from f,,
which we will also denote by f,, such that (f,(z;)), converges to l;. Let
us show that for every x € X, the sequence f,(x) converges, proving the
convergence of the sequence {f,} for the weak-star topology.

Let € > 0 and = € X; then there exists an x; in the dense subset such that
|z — z;||x <e. Once we fix this element, there exists an integer N such that
Vn > N, |fa(z;) — ;] < e. Consequently, as the f, are in the unit ball in X',
we have the following inequality for n > N and m > N:

[fn(@) = fm(2)] < [fn(@) = fu())] + [ fu(2) = 1]
1l = (@) [+ [fm(25) = frm(2)] < de.

The above plus the completeness of X’ show that the sequence {f,(z)} con-
verges in X’ to an element that we will denote by f(x). It remains to show
that f € B’

Let us show that f is linear. In order to do this, let us fix x; and x5
in X. We consider three subsets of the dense subset, namely sequences {x§-1) }
{xf)} and {y,} that converge in X to z1, x2 and x1 + x2, respectively. By
the equicontinuity of the f,,, we have

[ Fa@S)) + fu@l) = Falyp) <l + 25 = willx.

The right-hand side tends to 0. Consequently,

lim £, (y;) = im(fu(2$) + fu (@) = f(@1) + f(22).
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Repeating this method for Az, we obtain the linearity of f.
It is continuous because if we take the limit of the continuity inequality
Vee X, |fn(x)] < ||z)lx, we find

vVeeX, |f(x)]<|zlx.

Since this last inequality shows that || f||x/ < 1, we have f € B’, complet-
ing the proof. a

1.2.3 Second Dual Space, Reflexive Spaces

Definition 1.28. Let X be a normed space and let X’ be its dual, which is
also a normed space, and even a Banach space; then the space of continuous
linear functionals on X', (X’)’, which we also denote by X", is also a Banach
space. We call it the bidual space of X.

Let us show that there is a continuous injection from X into X”. Let
x € X. The map f, that sends 2’ to (z/,z) is clearly a continuous linear
functional on X’. We can therefore define the map J from X to (X’) by
sending x to the linear functional f,. This map is injective but not surjective
except in special cases, namely the case of the reflexive spaces studied below.

Indeed, the image of J is exactly the set of linear functionals on X’ that
are continuous for the weak-star topology on X’. More precisely, we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 1.29. Let X be a normed space and let X' be its dual. A linear
functional f on X' is continuous for the weak-star topology on X' if and only
if it has the following property:

Jze X, Vo' e X', f(a)= (" ).

Proof.
Let x € X; then f, is continuous for the weak-star topology. Indeed, given
g > 0, the inverse image of the interval {|t| < £} in R under f, contains the
set
By tzye = {2’ [ [{2',2)] < e}

This set is a neighborhood of 0 (cf. Subsection 1.2.2) for the weak-star topol-
ogy. Consequently, f, is continuous for this topology.

Let f be a linear functional that is continuous for the weak-star topology
on X'; then the set of ' € X’ such that |f(z')] < 1 is a neighborhood of 0.
Therefore, there exist a real number § > 0 and a finite number of elements x;
of X such that if 2’ € X’ satisfies |(«/, ;)| < d for every i, then |f(2')| < 1.
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It follows that there exist a § > 0 and a finite number of z;, 1 < i < n, such
that for every 2’ € X',

1
(@) < 5 sup (2, zi)].

In particular, if (a’,2;) = 0 for every 4, then f(z’) = 0. Consequently, the
linear functional f on X’ vanishes on the intersection of the kernels of the
linear functionals f,,. By the algebraic lemma 1.30 below, there exist complex
numbers «;, 1 < ¢ < n, such that f = > «a;f,,. The vector z = >, a;;
therefore satisfies f = f,, completing the proof. O

Lemma 1.30. Let X be a vector space. Let f be a linear functional on X that
vanishes on the intersection of the kernels of n linear functionals f;; then f
s a linear combination of the f;.

Proof of Lemma 1.30.

We may assume that the f; are linearly independent. Indeed, if this is not
the case, there exists a p < n such that, after permuting the elements of the
family if necessary, the linearly independent subfamily {fi,..., f,} generates
the same space. In this case, mlgigp Ker f; C Ker f; for every j > p+ 1 and
therefore nlgign Ker f; = n1<z<p Ker f;. Supposing that the lemma has been
proved for linearly independent functionals, there exist A; such that

F=> N
1<isp

so that f is a linear combination of the f; with i < n.
Let us therefore assume that the f; are linearly independent. There then
exist vectors x; € X such that

filw;) = 4.
For every x € X, we write
T = Z fi(@)z; + z;
1<ign
then z € (), ¢;<,, Ker fj, so that f(z) =0, and therefore
f@)= Y fi@)f(z).
1<j<n

It follows that

f=Y f@)f

1<gsn

which concludes the proof. a
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Recall that we denote by J the injection from X into X’ that sends x
to fz, as defined in Subsection 1.2.3.

Definition 1.31. A normed space X is called reflexive if the map J is surjec-
tive, that is, if every linear functional on X’ that is continuous for the norm
topology is also continuous for the weak-star topology of X"'.

Note that a reflexive space must be a Banach space, since it can be iden-
tified with the dual of a normed space.

Theorem 1.32. The closed unit ball of a reflexive separable space X is weakly
sequentially compact.

Proof of Theorem 1.32.
We will use Proposition 1.27 and the following proposition.

Proposition 1.33. Let X be a normed space with separable dual; then X is
also separable.

Proof of Proposition 1.33.

Let {2}, }, be a dense subset of the unit sphere in X’. It suffices to show
the existence of a countable dense subset of the unit sphere in X. Let {x,,} be
such that ||z,||x =1 and 2/,(x,) > 1/2. Let M be the vector space generated
by the x,. We want to prove that the subspace of M consisting of the linear
combinations with rational coefficients, which is countable, is dense in X. We
will prove this by contradiction. Let us therefore suppose that M # X, and let
x € X — M. By the Hahn—Banach theorem, there exists a functional x{, with
lzollx: = 1 such that z{(x) # 0 and z{(x,) = 0 for every n. Consequently,

for every n,
1
() > 5
which contradicts the assumption that {z/} is dense. O

The Hilbert spaces defined in the following subsection and the spaces L?
with p € ]1,+o0] are examples of reflexive spaces. The reflexivity of the
space LP follows from its uniform convexity. For Hilbert spaces, the reasoning
is much more elementary.

Remark 1.34. Theorem 1.32 shows that the space L'(§2) is not reflexive. By
way of example, consider L'(] — 1,1[) and the sequence

n on [—1/2n,1/2n],
Uy =
0 otherwise.

The sequence u,, is contained in the unit sphere in L!(] — 1,1[). Suppose
that u, converges weakly to u in L'. If ¢ is continuous and bounded, then
f_ll ung converges to ¢(0), so that u = dy, which is not an element of L!.
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1.2.4 Hilbert Spaces

Definition 1.35. For a vector space X over C, a Hermitian inner product
(.,.) is a map from X x X to C with the following properties:

V(z,y) € X x X (z,y) = (y,x)

Y (x,y,2) € X? (z,ax + by) = a(z,x) + b(z,y)
V (a,b) € C? (x,z) =0

VeeX (,2) =0<=2=0

We can associate a norm with the Hermitian inner product, called the
inner product norm, as follows:

(1.36) el = (z,2).

A vector space X endowed with such a norm is called an inner product
space, or pre-Hilbert space. If it is, moreover, complete for the inner product
norm, then we call it a Hilbert space. A normed space is an inner product
space if and only if the norm satisfies the following parallelogram law:

(1.37) lz +yl* + llz =yl = 2(|l=l* + ylI*)

Theorem 1.38 (Riesz representation theorem). Let X be a Hilbert
space with inner product (-,-). A linear map f from X to C belongs to X'
if and only if

Jze X, Vye X, fly)=(zvy).

The element x is then unique and the map that sends f to x is an isometry
from X to its dual X', that is,

[fllx = llzlx.

The reflexivity of X follows. Other important properties of inner product
spaces follow from the Hilbert projection theorem, in particular the construc-
tion of orthonormal bases and the theory of Fourier series.

1.2.5 Uniformly Convex Spaces
Definition 1.39. A TVS X is called uniformly convex if
Ve>0, 35(c) >0, V(z,y) € X*, |z =yl =1and |z —y| >«
H“yH <1-45(e).
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Theorem 1.40. A uniformly convex space is reflexive.

(1) Inner product spaces are uniformly convex, as easily follows from the
parallelogram law.
(2) The spaces LP with p € ]1, +o00[ are uniformly convex (cf. the proof in [1]).

For the proof of Theorem 1.40, we need Helly’s theorem, which is a conse-
quence of the Hahn-Banach theorem.

Theorem 1.41 (Helly). Let f;, 1< i< n be linear functionals on X. Let
v >0 and o, 1 < i < n, be n complex numbers. A necessary and sufficient
condition for the existence, for every € > 0, of an element x. € X such that
for every i € [1,n],

filze) =y, with ||ze|lx <v+e

is that, for every n-tuple (8;) € R™, we have

’ Z Bia Q’YH > Bifi

1<ign 1<ikn

X'

Proof of Helly’s theorem.
Let us show that the condition is necessary. If f;(z.) = «; for every i with
lze]] <+ ¢, then for every §; € R™, we have

‘ > Bia :‘ > Bifiles)| < |zl HZ@J‘}

1<i<n 1<ign

X'

The result follows from the arbitrariness of €.

Let us show that the condition is sufficient. We may assume that the f;
are linearly independent. Indeed, if this is not the case, let f1, fo,..., fp with
p < n be a linearly independent generating subset of the family {f;}.

Let us assume that the result has been proved for linearly independent
functionals. We have n complex numbers «;. Taking 8; = 0 for all 4 > p+ 1,

’ > B <7H > Bifi

1<i<p 1<i<p

we have

x’

whence, for every € > 0, there exists an x. such that
|zellx <v+e and Vi<p, fi(ze) = ai

We need to verify that these equalities also hold for ¢ > p + 1. For this,

note that if f,41 = 21@@; i fi, then by taking 8,41 = —1 and §8; = ~; for
i < p, we have the inequality

Z Bicv; <’YH Z Bifi

I<isp+1 I<isp+1

X'
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This implies that
Z Bia; = 0.

1<i<p+1

Consequently, we have
Qp+1 = Z%fv(xE) = fp+1(Te)-
i

We can repeat this for every f; with ¢ > p 4+ 1. In conclusion, we have shown
the result if we can prove that it holds for linearly independent f;.

Let us now suppose that the f; are linearly independent. The map ¢
from X to RP? defined by ¢(z) = (fi(z),..., fp(x)) is therefore a continuous
surjective linear map. In particular, if S = {z € X | ||z||x < v+¢}, then the
image of S. is a convex subset of R? whose interior contains 0.

Let us suppose that @ = (ai)1<i<p does not belong to ¢(S:). By Theorem
1.19, there exists a hyperplane that separates the convex set ¢(S:) from the
point with coordinates «;. In other words, there exist 3;, i < p, such that

> Bioi > sup Bifi(x).

TES,

Since the right-hand side equals (y+¢)(|| >_, 5i fill x+), we have a contradiction.
O

Proof of Theorem 1.40.
Let 2”7 € X" be an element of norm 1. By the definition of the norm, for
every n there exists an f,, of norm 1 in X’ such that

1
" V> 1— —.
' (f) 21

Let a; = 2" (f;) for ¢ < n. For any n-tuple of real numbers 3;, we have

‘zn:ﬁiai i:ﬁifi
1 1

Consequently, by Helly’s theorem applied with ¢ = 1/n, there exists an z,, € X
such that for every i < n,

< "l x :
X/

= ‘iﬁﬂ?ﬂ(fi)
1

1
lznllx <1+ - and  fi(zn) = i = 2" (fi).

Note that the sequence ||z, ||x tends to 1; indeed, setting i = n gives

1 1
1- - < -T//(fn) = fulwn) < anHX’”xn”X <1+ n
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We will use the uniform convexity to show that (x,) is a Cauchy sequence.
If this is not the case, then for every € > 0 there exist sequences ny < mg <
Ng+1 < --- with

Hxnk = Tmy, ” 2 €.

Since X is uniformly convex, there exists a d(¢) > 0 such that
[0, + Zmi || < 2(1 = 6(€))-

Consequently, as my > ny,

fnk(xﬂk) = frx (xmk) = xl/(f”k))’

whence

2<1 a nik) < S @ny) + fr (@) < lTny, + T, || < 2(1 = 6(e)).

Taking k to +oo leads to a contradiction.
The sequence x,, therefore converges to a point xy. By taking the limit,
we have
||ZL'0|| =1 and Vl, fz(.fCo) = I//(fi).

Let us show that xg is unique. Suppose that yo € X, yo # xo, satisfies the
same equalities. Since X is uniformly convex, ||zg + yo|| < 2. Moreover,

1
oo + ollx > fiwo +vo) = 22" () > 2(1 - =),

which leads to a contradiction when we let ¢ tend to infinity.
Let fo € X’. We must show that

fo(wo) = xl/(fo)-

By the previous reasoning, there exists a zg € X such that
l20llx =1 and Vi, fi(z)=a"(fi).

In particular, the uniqueness tells us that zy = g, completing the proof of
the theorem. O

We will admit that the spaces LP and £° are uniformly convex for p > 1,
p < 0o, without giving a proof. The proof uses Clarkson’s inequalities, which
the reader can find in [23] and [1].
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1.3 The Space of Continuous Functions on an Open
Subset of RN

Definition 1.42. Let X and Y be two normed spaces. We say that X is
embedded in Y if there exists a continuous injection ¢ from X to Y, that is,
an injection ¢ and a constant C' > 0 such that

(1.43) veeX, i@y <Cllelx.
We denote the embedding by
X —Y.

We call the embedding compact if the operator ¢ is compact, that is, if it maps
a bounded subset of X to a relatively compact subset of Y. We denote the
compact embedding by

(1.44) X . Y.

Definition 1.45. Let £2 be an open subset of RY. For any nonnegative inte-
ger m, let C™ (£2) be the space of continuous functions whose partial derivatives
up to order m are continuous on §2. Let

(1.46) ()= () c™(#),

meN

and let C2°(£2) or D({2) denote the space of C*°({2) functions with compact
support in 2.

Since {2 is open, the continuous functions on (2 are not necessarily
bounded. The following defines a useful and important subspace of C™({2).

Definition 1.47. For an open subset 2 of RY, let C[*(£2) be the subset of
C™(£2) consisting of the functions whose partial derivatives of order < m are
bounded and uniformly continuous on {2. By endowing this subspace with the
norm

(1.48) [elleyr 2y = sup sup [D%p(z)],
lal<m zen

we obtain a Banach space.

Note that when {2 is a bounded open subset, any function on this space,
as well as all its partial derivatives, admits a continuous extension to 2. The

space CJ*(2) is therefore identical to C™({2). Consider the following important
subspace of C;*(2).
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Definition 1.49. For 0 < A < 1, CE’A(Q) denotes the space of Holder contin-
uous functions of order A on 2, defined as follows:

C () = {p € Co(2) |3C >0,V (z,y) € 2, |p(x) — p(y)| < Clz -y}

When X\ = 1, these are called the Lipschitz continuous functions. More gener-
ally, we define C;n’A(.Q) to be the subset of C;"(§2) of functions ¢ such that

3C >0, Va, |af =m, Y(z,y) € 22, |DY(z) — D%p(y)| < Clz — y|*.

Endowed with the norms

D%p(x) — D%
050)  glmr = Iglepy + sup  sup  22PW D70
lal=m {(z.y)e(R)2|cy} lz =yl

these are Banach spaces. Moreover, we have
V(,)), 0<v<A<l = C"N02) — " (02) — C'(12),
where the inclusions are strict.

Definition 1.51. An algebra A endowed with a norm is called a normed
algebra if multiplication is continuous for the norm.

Example 1.52. The space Cp(f2) of continuous bounded functions on (2,
where 2 is an open subset of RY, is a normed algebra.

Definition 1.53. Let A be an algebra. A subalgebra A’ of A is a vector
subspace that is stable for scalar multiplication.

Theorem 1.54 (Stone—Weierstrass). Let K be a compact subset of RN.
Let A be a subalgebra of C(K,C) satisfying

(1) VP, e A= & € A (Ais self-adjoint ).

2)V(z,y) e K, x#y, 3P € A, &(x) # D(y) (A separates points).

(3) VaeC, the function x+ a belongs to A (A contains the constant func-
tions).

Then A is dense in C(K,C).

An example of such an algebra is the algebra of polynomials in N variables
on K whose complex coefficients have rational real and imaginary parts. In
particular, this shows that C(kK) is separable.

Proof of the Stone—Weierstrass Theorem.
Using the first property, we reduce to the case of a real algebra, where
the function we wish to approximate is real. We admit without proof the
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Weierstrass theorem, which allows us to uniformly approximate any contin-
uous function on a compact space by a sequence of polynomials. Let f € A.
This function is uniformly bounded. Let M = sup|f]|. Since the function
t — |t| is continuous on the compact set [—M, M], there exists a sequence of
polynomials {P,} such that

Vt€[—M7M}, Ht|_Pn(t)|OO<

S

By composing functions, we deduce the inequalities

Vse K, |f(s)]— Pu(f(s))| <

S| =

Since A is an algebra, P,(f) € A. Consequently, |f| € A. It follows from the
equalities
f+g |f—4l

2 + 2

f+g |f—gdgl

2 2

sup(f,g) = and inf(f,g) =
that if f and g belong to A, then the functions sup(f, g) and inf(f, g) belong
to the closure A.

Next, let h € C(K,R), € > 0, and let s and t be two points of K. By the
separating hypothesis, there exists an f € A such that f(s) # f(¢). Let

yo b 20
) — £ OEED

The function g equals h at the two points s and ¢. Since the space A contains
the constant functions, it follows that g € .A. We denote this function by g, ;.

(f = f() + (f = f(5)).

Since (gs,: — h)(s) = 0, the continuity of these functions implies the existence,
for every point s of K, of an open neighborhood U(s) of s such that

VueU(s), gst(u)=h(u)—e.

Since the U(s) cover the compact space K when we let s vary in K, we can
find a finite number p of such points, say (s;)1<i<p, such that

Kc | Us).

1<i<p

Keeping ¢ fixed, we now define g, = sup;¢;¢, gs, +- By the above, as A is an
algebra, g; € A. For any u € K, there exists an s; such that u € U(s;). We
thus have: Vu € U(s;), gi(u) = gs,.¢:(u) = h(u) — €, whence

(*) Vue K, gi(u) > h(u)—e.
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Moreover, as gs, +(t) = h(t), we have g¢(t) = h(t). It follows from the continuity
at ¢ that there exists an open neighborhood V(¢) of ¢t such that Vu € V(¢),
gi(u) < h(u) + e. Extracting a finite subcover V (¢;) from the family of open
subsets V(t), we let g = inf g;,. By (x), we have

(xx) Vue K, g(u)>h(u)—e.

Finally, we note that |g — h| < ¢; indeed, for every j, we have g;; < h+e.
Given u € K, there exists an integer j such that u € V(¢;); hence

(1) 9(u) < g1, (u) < h(u) + <.

The result follows from (xx) and (x+x). We have, in fact, shown the following
property:

VheC(K), 3gc A, |g— hlle(x) = su112;|g(u) — h(u)|] < e. O
ue
Theorem 1.55 (Ascoli—Arzeld). Let 2 be a bounded domain in RN . A sub-
set K of C(82) is precompact in C(82) if and only if

(1) There exists an M > 0 such that VP € K, Vz € £2, |¢p(x)| < M.
(2)Ve>0,30>0,Vpe K, V(z,y)€, |z —y|<d=|dx) — o(y)| <e.

A proof of Theorem 1.55 can be found in [28], as well as a proof of the
following proposition, whose second statement is a corollary of it.

Proposition 1.56. In an open subset 2 of R, we have the following embed-

dings :
(1.57) VmeN, C™"HR)— C™(0Q)
(1~58) V()\7M) €R2, 0O<rvr<A<l = Cmﬁ)\(g)f_>cm,u(9)

If 2 is bounded, then the second embedding is compact. The first is compact
if, moreover, {2 is convex, or if, more generally, there exists an integer K such
that any two of its points can be joined by a piecewise linear curve consisting
of at most K segments in 2.

1.4 Distributions on an Open Subset of RY

1.4.1 Spaces of Regular Functions on an Open Set {2

Let {2 be an open subset of RV,
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Definitions and Algebraic Structure. For any k € N, we denote by £F(§2) the
set of C* functions on 2. For any compact subset K of R contained in 2,
we denote by Dk (£2) the set of C* functions f on §2 with supp(f) C K.

The set of functions f in £F such that supp(f) is a compact subset of {2
is denoted by DF(£2). We therefore have

DF () = U Dh(92).

K, compact C {2

The set of infinitely differentiable functions on {2 with compact support in {2,
which we denote by D(£2), or sometimes C2°({2), is a special case since D(§2) =
D>(12).

It is clear that these definitions give vector spaces over C.

Information Concerning the Topologies. In what follows, the differentiation
indices will be N-tuples o = (ay, o, ...,ay), where «; is the order of the
partial derivative in the variable z; and the total order of the derivative is
denoted by |a| = )", ;. We will use the following shortened notation:

ololf

= aq an *
0zt - - 0y

De(f)

Let us fix a nonnegative integer k. For any ¢ € £F(£2), integer m < k, and
compact subset K of (2, we let

N, i (9) = sup sup | D¥p(x)].
la|<m zeK
For any pair (m, K), this gives a seminorm on £¥(§2). The family of such
seminorms is directed and separating (cf. Example 1.7).

It follows, as has already been stated in Proposition 1.6, that the family B
of closed balls By, k(1) = {f | m,x (f) < r} associated with these seminorms
is a fundamental system of neighborhoods at the origin for a topology of
locally compact Hausdorff space. By translation, we deduce a fundamental
system of neighborhoods at any arbitrary element .

Note that in this locally compact space, the seminorms defined above are
continuous.

Countable Family of Bases of Neighborhoods. Let us consider an increasing
sequence of relatively compact open subsets {{2;} of 2 such that ﬁj C 2541
and 2 = (J £2;. The reader can easily show the existence of such a sequence.

If we set K; = (2;, then the family of seminorms {7, x, } is a basis of (con-
tinuous) seminorms in the locally compact space £¥(£2). In other words, the
closed balls associated with this family of seminorms also form a fundamental
system of neighborhoods of 0 in £¥(£2).
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Consequently, we can say that the space contains a countable fundamental
system of neighborhoods of 0. Moreover, if {U,} is such a countable funda-

mental system, then setting V,, = U,, gives a fundamental system of

m<n
decreasing neighborhoods of 0. We endow D% (§2) with the induced topology.
The same construction can be used for the space £%°({2).

Let us now consider the space D¥(£2) for k& < +oo. Using the open cover
above, D¥(£2) can be seen as the union of an increasing sequence of vector
subspaces, namely the Dj, (£2) with 2; = K;.

Next, consider the set B of absorbing and balanced (cf. Definition 1.1)
convex subsets B of D*(§2) such that

vjieN, BN D}f(j (£2) is a neighborhood of 0 in D}f(j (2).

We use without proof (cf. Exercise 1.4) that B is a fundamental system of
neighborhoods of 0 for a topology of locally compact Hausdorff space, and that
this topology is independent of the {2;. Moreover, for any compact subset K,
the topology on D% (£2) is induced by this topology.

In the remainder of this book, we will call this topology the natural topology
on Dk ().

We will also admit without proof the following characterization of a neigh-
borhood of 0 in a space DF(§2), which still holds when we replace k by oc.

Proposition 1.59. A conver subset U of D¥(£2) is a neighborhood of 0 for
the natural topology on DF(§2) if and only if, for every K, the intersection
Un D’}?j (£2) is a neighborhood of 0 for the topology on D’;’(j(_(?).

Bounded Subsets and Convergent Sequences in the Locally Conver Space
D¥(£2). In the space X = DF(£2) endowed with the topology associated
with an increasing sequence of locally convex subspaces, we can character-
ize the bounded subsets and convergent sequences using a consequence of the
Dieudonné-Schwartz theorem. Let us state part of this theorem, which will
be useful when we study distributions.

Proposition 1.60 (Dieudonné—Schwartz). For fized k < oo, we endow
DF¥(£2) with its natural topology of locally compact space.

(1) A subset B of D*(£2) is bounded if and only if there exists a compact
subset K of £2 such that

Vo e B, supp(p) C K and Ym <k, sup nm k(@) < +oo.
peB

(2) A sequence {@,} converges to 0 in DF(§2) if and only if there exists a
compact subset K of £2 such that ¥V n, supp(¢n) C K and

V(a)e NN, o] < k= {D%,} — 0 uniformly on K.
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1.4.2 Regularization of Functions, Applications

In many problems we wish to approximate a locally summable function by a
C*° function. Classically, we use the convolution with what we call a regular-

izing sequence (or family) {pc}.
Construction of {p.}. Let p be a function in D(R™) with positive values such
that p(z) = 0 for [z| > 1 and [;n p(x)dz = 1. We can, for example, take

1
kexp<—4> if |z| < 1,
p(z) = = faP
0 if |z| > 1,
with & such that [,y p(z)dz = 1. We then define p. by setting
(1.61) pe(a) = N p(a/2).

By taking, for example, € = 1/j, we obtain a so-called regularizing sequence.

Convolution with Summable f with Compact Support. Let f be such a function
on RY. Let v = f x p. be the function defined by

Ve RY, o(x) :/ FOpea—tidt = [ Flx —D)p(t)dt.
RN RN

Take z in the complement of supp(f) + B(0,¢); then for any ¢ in the support
of f, we have |x — t| > &, whence v(z) = 0. The support of the convolution

v = f * pe is therefore contained in supp(f) + B(0,¢).

Moreover, if xg belongs to this neighborhood, we can apply the Lebesgue
differentiation theorem, which allows us to take derivatives of arbitrary order
with respect to = under the integral sign. Consequently,

Vae NV, D(fxp:) = fxDp:).

We conclude that f * p. € D(RY).

By assuming that the support of f is included in the open set {2, there
exists an ¢ sufficiently small that supp(f) + B(0,e) C 2. Since any element
of D(£2) extended by 0 outside of §2 is clearly a D(RY) function with support

in £2, it follows that f * p. € D(2).

Convolution with a C* Function f with Compact Support. Let us take k = 0.
For a continuous function w, consider ds(z) = u * ps(x) — u(z). Using the
integral of ps, which equals 1, we can write

sl =| [ ate = 0ps(0at— [ utapnora
< [ luta =)= ul)lps(e)ar
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The function w is uniformly continuous on the compact set K = supp(u) +
B(0,1). Therefore, there exists a § > 0 such that [t| < § = |Ju(z—t)—u(z)| < e.
Consequently, [|ds||oc < € [pn ps(t)dt =e.

For k£ = 1 we will use the property that the derivative of a convolution
equals the convolution of either of the functions with the derivative of the
other. The reasoning remains the same for all values of k£ by induction, and
we can conclude that 7, x (uxps—u) — 0. Summarizing, we have the following

result.

Proposition 1.62. Let f be a summable function on 2 with compact support
in §2; then for ¢ small enough, the convolution f % p. is an element of D({2).
If for every nonnegative integer k, f belongs to D*(£2), then when € — 0,
the family {f x p.} tends to f in the locally compact space D*(2).
In particular, for any k € N, D(£2) is dense when considered as a subspace

of Dk(92).

We will use these properties of regularizing sequences again when studying
the spaces LP(2) (Section 1.5).

1.4.3 Continuous Linear Functionals on These Spaces;
Distributions

Definition 1.63. A distribution on (2 is a linear functional on D({2) that is
continuous for the natural locally convex topology.

For k € N, a distribution on {2 of order at most k is a linear functional on
D(£2) that is continuous for the natural locally convex topology of D*(£2).

A distribution has order exactly k& > 1 if it cannot be extended to a linear
functional that is continuous on D*~1(£2).

We denote the corresponding spaces of continuous linear functionals by D’({2)
and D'*(§2). They are the duals of D(£2) and DF(2).

Continuity Condition for a Linear Functional. We begin by stating
(cf. Exercise 1.24) a necessary and sufficient condition for the continuity of
a linear functional that uses the fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0
defined using the family of seminorms {n,} that generate the topology of a
locally convex space X.

Proposition 1.64. A linear functional T on X is continuous if and only if
3N, IM >0, VzeX, |T(x) <Mn(x).

The importance of the existence of countable fundamental systems of
neighborhoods in locally convex spaces is clear in the following two propo-
sitions. The second one characterizes distributions.
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Proposition 1.65. Let T be a linear functional on one of the spaces EF(£2),
EX(12); then T is continuous if and only it is sequentially continuous, that is,

{2} — 0 = {T(zn)} — 0.

Proof.

Let {V,} be a countable fundamental system of decreasing neighborhoods
of 0in X = EF(£2) (cf. Subsection 1.4.1). Let us assume that the linear func-
tional T on this space is sequentially continuous but not continuous. There
then exists an open disc D with center 0 in C such that T-(D) does not
contain any element V,, of the fundamental system. Let C be the complement
of T71(D) in X. Let us then take a sequence {x,,} in X such that z,, € V,,NC.
This sequence tends to 0 in X while for any n, T(z,) ¢ D. Consequently, T
is not sequentially continuous, contradicting the assumption. ad

Let us now consider the continuity of the linear functionals on X = Dk({2).
By the definition of the locally convex topology on X = D¥(£2), where
k < 400, a linear functional T" on X is continuous if and only if its restric-
tions Tj to the subspaces X; = D’;(j (£2) are continuous.

Indeed, if T is continuous on X and D is an open disc with center 0 in C,
then the convex set T—1(D) is a neighborhood of 0 in X. By the definition
of the topology on X, (T;)~(D) = T~'(D) N X; is then a neighborhood of 0
in X, giving the continuity of 7. The equality above proves the converse.
Summarizing, we find the following characterization of distributions, or rather
of distributions of order < k.

Proposition 1.66. Let T be a linear functional on X;, = D*(2), where k €
N U {+o00}. The following three properties are equivalent:

(1) The linear functional T is continuous on Xj.

(2) The linear functional T is sequentially continuous on Xy.

(3) For any compact K C 2, the restriction of T to the space D% (£2) is
continuous. In other words, there exist a C > 0 and an integer m < k
(m € N in the case Xoo = D(£2)) such that

VoeXi, [T,0)]<Cnmikl(p).

Proof.

The proof of the equivalence of (1) and (2) is analogous to that of Propo-
sition 1.65. Above, we expressed their equivalence to the continuity of the
restrictions to the spaces D’;{(Q) The fact that every compact subset is in-
cluded in some K; and the characterization given in Proposition 1.64 give the
equivalence with (3). O
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Remark 1.67. To apply the condition of sequential continuity, we must not
forget the condition that the sequences of D({2) converge to 0, established in
the Dieudonné—Schwartz theorem 1.60.

1.4.4 Examples

We leave it to the reader to show the (sequential) continuity of the linear
functionals considered below.

Example 1.68 (distribution associated with a function). Let f be a
locally summable function on 2. We associate with it a distribution, called
regular, and denoted by Ty or [f], as follows:

o eD(Q), (Tj.¢)= /Q f(@)p(x)da.

Example 1.69 (Dirac distribution). We define the Dirac distribution at
a € RN by

p € D(RY), (8, ) = ¢(a).
There is no function f such that §, = [f]. Consequently, this distribution is
called singular. It has order < 0.

Example 1.70 (principal value distribution). In the case N =1, we de-
fine the principal value of 1/x by

v € D(R), (Vp(l/z),¢) = lim Mdm.

e—0 lz|>e x
We can also write

lim Mda::/wd:c.
R

e—0 |ZE‘>E X X

We can show the continuity of Vp(1/x) using the mean value theorem. The
order of this distribution is finite and < 1.

Example 1.71 (Hadamard finite part distribution). Let N > 1. The
function z + f(x) = 1/|z|" is not locally summable on RY. We define the
distribution T = Pf(1/|z|") by setting:

Vo € DRY), (Pf(1/]z|V),¢) = lim [/ Md:HwN_W(O) In(e) |,

e—0 z|>e |x|N

where wx_1 is the area of the unit sphere in RY. We can show that the order
of the distribution is < 1.
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Likewise, we define the Hadamard finite part distribution of 1/]z|N+1,
which will play an important role in the study of the Riesz transforms
(cf. Chapter 7). It is the distribution that maps ¢ € D(RY) to the number

<Pf(1/|x|N+1),cp>: lim [/ de-wml@ .

1.4.5 Topologies on the Space of Distributions D’(£2)

As is the case for normed spaces, we can put many topologies of locally convex
space on the dual D’. More particularly, we define the norm topology and weak
topology on this dual using seminorms.

Weak Topology on D'. To an arbitrary finite subset F' of D({2), we associate
the seminorm
VTED/(Q)’ pF(T) = sup ‘<Ta (P>‘
peF

We can easily see that this defines a directed and separating family of semi-
norms on D’(£2). We can therefore apply Proposition 1.6. It follows that the
family of closed balls associated with the p, forms a fundamental system of
neighborhoods of 0 for a topology of locally convex Hausdorff space. For this
topology, which we call the weak topology, the convergence of a sequence {7},
and therefore also that of a series, is equivalent to pointwise convergence on
D(02).

Proposition 1.72. The sequence {T,} in D'(§2) converges to T in D’ for the
weak topology on the dual if

Ve eD(2), (Tn,p) — (T, ).
The proof of the following proposition can be found in [22].

Proposition 1.73. If (T,,) is a sequence in D'(£2) such that for any
v € D(2), (T,,p) converges to a finite limit, then the T, converge weakly,
that is (see Remark 1.7/ below), converge in the sense of distributions.

Norm Topology on D'(2). Let B be a bounded subset of D(£2). By Proposi-
tion 1.60, this means that B is included in some Dk (£2) and that the semi-
norms 17, x are bounded on B. By analogy with the case of normed spaces,
we replace the finite subsets by bounded subsets in the previous definition. In
other words, we consider the seminorms pp and the associated closed balls.
The resulting topology of locally convex Hausdorff space is called the norm
topology on the dual D’'(£2) (cf. Exercise 1.19).
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Remark 1.74. We will admit the following property without proof: a se-
quence of distributions converges to 0 for the weak topology on the dual if
and only if it converges to 0 for the norm topology on the dual.

Consequently, in statements concerning sequences or series we will not
specify the topology in question. We will simply talk of convergence.

1.4.6 Operations on Distributions

In addition to the algebraic operations associated with the structure of vector
space, we will consider the following operations.

Definition 1.75. Let o be a C*™ function on 2 and let T € D'(£2). We let
o' denote the distribution such that

Vo eD(02), (aT,¢)=(T,ap).

We can verify that o7 is indeed a distribution, and that the linear map
T — oT from D'(£2) to itself is continuous, both for the norm topology and
for the weak topology.

For example, we easily see that, for any locally summable function f
on RY, we have a[f] = [af], and that ad, = a(a)d,. In particular if a(a) = 0,
we get ad, = 0. When N =1, if (x — a)T = 0, there exists a constant C' such
that T = Cd,. We can also verify that « Vp(1/z) = 1.

Definition 1.76. Let h € RY and let T € D’(RY). We define the translation
of T with index h, denoted by 7,1 or T}, by

Vo € DRY), (Tn,0) = (T, 7-n9),
where (7_p¢)(x) = ¢(x + h).

We can easily see that T} is a distribution.

1.4.7 Support of a Distribution

Definition 1.77. We call an open subset O of {2 a vanishing set for an ele-
ment T of D'(£2) if for every ¢ € D(£2) with compact support in O, we have

<Ta <P> =0.

We can show that the union of all vanishing sets of T is also a vanishing
set. Consequently, we can give the following definition.

Definition 1.78. The support of T, denoted by supp T, is the complement
of the largest vanishing set of T'.
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Example 1.79. The support of the distribution §, is {a}. If f is a locally
summable function on {2, then the support of the distribution [f] equals the
support of the function f, which is supp(f) = {z | f(x) # 0}.

Let us consider the following theorem.

Theorem 1.80. Let T be a distribution with compact support K; then T can
be extended to a continuous linear functional on the locally convex space E(§2)
of C* functions on (2. In other words, it can be identified with an element
of the dual £'(£2). In particular, if T has compact support, then the symbol
(T, @) is still defined if ¢ is only C* on §2.

In the proof (cf. Exercise 1.20), we use a function o € D({2) with value 1
on a neighborhood of K and extend T to T by setting

Voe&(2), (T,p)=(T,ap).

1.4.8 Derivation of Distributions

Definition 1.81. Let a be a multi-index and let T be a distribution on an
open subset {2 of RY. The derivative DT is the linear functional on D({2)
defined by

Ve eD(R2), (D°T,¢) = (-1)*NT, D).

This functional is a distribution on (2.

When f is a C®l function, we have D*[f] = [D®f]. We can show that for
the weak topology on D', given h € RN with h = h;e;, we have
. T, T 0T
hilgo hl - 8:171 ’
Let us note the following property that follows from the definitions. If the

sequence {7}, } converges to T' in D', then the sequence {D*(T,,)} converges
to D*(T).

Example 1.82. The distribution Vp(1/z) is the derivative of the distribu-
tion [f] associated with the locally summable function z — f(z) = In |z|.

The proof of the following proposition is given in [22].

Proposition 1.83. If T is a distribution on R of order at most k, then the
order of T is at most k+ 1. If T is of order k > 1, then T' is of order k + 1.
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Example 1.84 (of a derivation). Consider the function f on R? defined by
f(z,y) = min(z,y). Let us determine the mixed partial derivative of f in the
sense of distributions. This example can be generalized to RY.

<ai29y 4 ]"P> - / R { / - min(z, y) aa;gy (x,y)dy} dx

—0o0 — 00

d o
/—oo [/_oo Yoroy (&, y)dy + x/x 920y (z, y)dy} dz.

The sum J+ K of the two integrals inside the square brackets can be computed

as follows:
[ oy v T Oy dp oo
- e - e el
_ [T 9
=) o (z,y)dy.

Consequently, using Fubini’s theorem one more time, we have

gl == [ [ Gty
—/_OO [@(I,y)}::dy
/+Do ey, y)dy = /m o(x, x)dx.

—0o0 — 00

The result can be written as (64, ) and can be interpreted as the action on
the test function ¢ of the Dirac distribution with support the line A in R?
with equation y = .

Example 1.85. On R”", consider a continuous function h of the N — 1
variables z1,...,2zy—1. We define the function U, by setting Uy (z) = 1 if
xn = h(z1,...,xn-1) and Up(xz) = 0 otherwise. Let us take the derivative
with respect to xy.

Let ' = (z1,22,...,2nx—1). By applying Fubini’s theorem, we obtain

(o) = (0l 50) == [ [izmos]
_/wal {/h:j% (:c',xN)d:cN}dx’

= /RN?1 o(2' h(z"))dx'

This result can be interpreted as the action of ¢ on a Dirac distribution with
support the surface with Cartesian equation xy = h(z’).
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Indefinite Integration.

Proposition 1.86. If T € D'(2), then T admits infinitely many indefinite
integrals that can be deduced from each other by adding a constant.

This concludes our summary of results on distributions. We will give ad-
ditional information on tempered distributions in Chapter 4.

1.5 The Spaces LP for p € [1,+o0]

We assume known the definitions of (Lebesgue) measurable functions and of
the space L'(£2) of summable functions on §2, endowed with the norm defined

by | fllh = [l f(z)|dz.

Definition 1.87. The space of functions on {2 with summable pth powers is
defined by

LP(£2,C) = {u measurable on 2, with values in C | [u[’ € L'}.

This is a normed space thanks to the Minkowski inequality. The norm, which
is denoted by ||-||, or ||-||z», is defined by

151 = | [ @] "

Definition 1.88. Let L>°(f2) be the space of measurable functions f such
that
Ja >0, mesE,=mes{x||f(z)]>a}=0.

This is a normed space with norm || f|e = inf{q|mes(£.)=0} -

1.5.1 Holder’s Inequality and the Completeness of LP

For f € LP(£2) and g € LP'(f2) with real numbers p and p’ satisfying
l<p<ooand1/p+1/p’ =1, we have the inequality

[ @ < [ / If(x)pdx} W[ / g<x>|p’d4 .

This inequality can be generalized by considering real numbers p; > 1 such
that the sum of their inverses equals 1:

Vf €L, /Q‘Hfj(x)‘dxgﬂ[(/nfj(x)|p_7~dx)1/pj}
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Theorem 1.89. The space LP((2) is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1.89.
We begin with the case p € [1, 00[. Let (uy,) be a Cauchy sequence for the
norm on LP. We extract a subsequence such that

1
||unj+1 — Un; ”P < 27
Let
j=J
(1.90) o(e) = im 3 () (2).
j=1

By the Minkowski inequality, we have

1/p J 1/p
p < i L= D|P .
(RGREFED AT

Consequently, the set of points where v is infinite has measure zero. More-
over, v is almost everywhere the limit of a sequence of measurable functions,
hence is itself measurable. By the previous inequality, v € LP and v is the
limit in LP of a subsequence of u,, because

v —un,llp = H Z (Unysy — Un,)

j=J+1

1

<

Since any Cauchy sequence has only one limit point, the sequence {u,} con-
verges to v, concluding the proof of Theorem 1.89 for p € [1, oo O

Next, let p = co. We consider a Cauchy sequence {uy}. We define the sets
Ap =A{a | [ur(@)| > [|urlloc} and Bnm = {2 | [un — tum|(2) > [[un — tmlloc}-
The union of the Ay, and B,, ,, has measure zero. Moreover, the sequence u,,
is uniformly convergent on the complement. Let u be its limit. We can easily
see that v € L and lim ||u, — ullec = 0. O

Let us now consider the density of the regular functions.

1.5.2 Density of the Regular Functions

L'(9)

We assume know the property C.(£2) = LY(9N).

Theorem 1.91. Let £2 be an open subset of RN ; then for any p with 1 <p < 0o,
the space D(§2) is dense in the normed space LP((2).



36 1 Notions from Topology and Functional Analysis

Proof of Theorem 1.91.

Let uw € LP(£2). We begin by approximating u by a sequence of continuous
functions with values in C and compact support. We begin by carrying out a
series of reductions of the problem.

(1) We reduce to u real by noting that if w is measurable and such that
|ulP € LY(£2), then its real and imaginary parts have these same prop-
erties. Moreover, if (u,,v,) € (C.(£2,R))? converge to (Reu, Imu), then
Uy, + 10, — U.

(2) We reduce to u positive. Let u = vt —u™. If uw € LP(§2), then the same
holds for u™ and u~. Let {u;”} and {u%z)} be sequences in C.(£2,R) that
converge to ut and u~, respectively, in LP({2); then {u%l) - ugf)} —u in
Lr(92).

(3) Let u be nonnegative; then u? € L!(§2). By assumption, there exists a se-
quence {v, } of continuous functions with compact support that converges
to u? in L1(£2). By taking v, we may, and do, assume that v,, > 0 almost
everywhere and that the sequence converges almost everywhere to u”.

We may, and do, also assume that {v,,} is dominated by an element of L1 (£2).
To reduce to this, we proceed as in the previous theorem. We extract a sub-
sequence {vy;} of {v,} and let vo = 0 and v; = Zi] (Un, 1 — Un, ), so that
{|lvs||z1 } has an upper bound.

Summarizing, the sequence {v;} of continuous functions converges almost
everywhere to P and has upper bound g = 3‘ > |vn, 4, — ¥n,|, which belongs
to L1(£2); hence v}/ P converges almost everywhere to u and for almost all z,
we have

‘v}/p —ul"(z) < 2”’1(|v§'1/p| + uP)) () < 2P (g + [uP]) ().

Consequently, by the dominated convergence theorem, v}/ Py tends to 0 in

LP(02).

Let p. be a regularizing sequence (cf. Section 1.4.2), let u be a function
belonging to LP({2), let § be a positive integer, and let ¢ be a continuous
function with compact support in {2 such that [|u — || L»() < 6. Let € be suf-
ficiently small that if | supp ()| denotes the N-dimensional Lebesgue measure
of the support of ¢, we have

5
supp ()| + 1)1/’

lpe *x @ — @lloo <
: (I(

Since p. * ¢ € D(£2), this concludes the proof thanks to

(192)  llu—pexolly < Ju—glly + llp — e x ll, < 26 0
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Let us note that in the case of RY, we have a more precise result, namely
(1.93) vue LXRY), g xullir < flullir.

Indeed, if p’ denotes the conjugate of p, then Holder’s inequality gives

|pe % u(x)| = ‘/RNpe(x - y)U(y)dy’

([ nte-van)” ([ oo piutran)”
~ ([ - wwpar) "

By taking the pth power, integrating with respect to x, and applying Fubini’s
theorem, we obtain the result (1.93).

Let us conclude with the case RY. Let § > 0 and let ¢ € C.(RY) be such
that |[u — ¢||, < 0. Moreover, let ¢y be sufficiently small that

e<e) = [lpexp—ollp <e.
The triangle inequality then gives the result

pe *u —ullp < lpe* (u—@)llp + llpe x ¢ = @llp + I — ull, < 36. o

Remark 1.94. The space D({2) is clearly not dense in L°°(§2) for the norm
Illso; indeed, density would imply the continuity of all functions in L.

The following theorem will be useful for results concerning compact em-
beddings in Sobolev spaces. It gives necessary and sufficient conditions for a
subset of LP({2) to be precompact, that is, to have compact closure.

1.5.3 Compactness in the Spaces LP

Theorem 1.95. Let 2 be an open subset of RN and let p be a real number
with 1 < p < 00. A bounded subset K of LP(S2) is precompact in LP(£2) if and
only if for every e > 0 there exist a real number § > 0 and an open subset G
with compact closure in §2 such that for every u € K and h € RN satisfying
|h| < d and |h| < d(G,052), we have

/ lu(z + h) — u(z)|Pde < &P  and / lu(z)|Pde < €P.
G G

Let us note that by extending u by 0 outside of {2, we can replace G by {2
in the first condition.
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Proof of Theorem 1.95.
We may assume that 2 = RY. Indeed, it suffices to extend the functions
by zero outside of {2 and replace K by

K ={uec’PRY)|u -1, € K}.

The following arguments show that the precompactness of K in LP({2) is
equivalent to that of K’ in LP(RY). Indeed, let ¢ > 0, and let N(¢) be an
integer such that if BZJ)V is the open ball in LP(RY), we have the covering
property K’ C UigN(e) Bév(goi, ¢) with ¢; € K'. Then, if B, denotes the open
ball in L?(2), we have

K C U QOz|_Q7
i< N(e)

where the ¢; belong to K'. Conversely, if K' C ;<) Bp(¢i,€), then K’ C
Uicn(e) By (@i, €), where @; is the extension of ¢ by 0

Let us now assume that K is a precompact bounded subset of LP(RY).
We begin by showing that the condition in the theorem is necessary.

Given € > 0, we can cover the precompact subset K by a finite number
of balls K; = B;(1,¢/6). By the density of the continuous functions with
compact support in LP(RY), there exists a finite set S of such functions ©j
such that [|¢; —;]|, < £/6. Consequently, if u € K, there exists a j such that
u € K, whence

(1.96) VueK, 3pu €58, |u—pull, < %

Since the set S is finite, there exists a ball B, of radius r such that

VoelS, supp(p) C By

hence, outside of B,., we have u = u — ¢,. We can therefore conclude that
(1.97) Vue K, |u(x)|pdm</ [u — @u|P < eP.
RN\ B, RN

The second condition of the theorem is therefore satisfied by taking G = B,..
For the first condition, let hg be such that |h| < ho implies

3
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This implies that [,,|¢(z+h)—@(z)[Pdr < P /3. Tt follows that for all u € K,

i (/B |ou(2) _%(“Fh)lpdx)l/p

1/p c
+ ( |u(x) — gou(x)|pdx> < 3=
) 3

Conversely, let us show that if the conditions of Theorem 1.95 are verified,
then K is precompact in LP(R™). In order to do this, let p € D(RY) with
p =20, [onp(@)dz =1 and, for n > 0, let p,(x) = n~Np(z/n) be the so-
called regularizing function. Let us begin by verifying that given ¢ > 0 and
the compact subset G of RY of the theorem, there exists an hg > 0 such that
if n < hg, then

(1.99) Vu e K, /|(pn*u7u)(x)|pdx<5.
G

Indeed, thanks to Holder’s inequality and fRN p(x)dr = 1, we have almost
everywhere

pyxu—uf’(2) < / po@)lu(z — y) — u()Pdy
< /pn(y)|7yu — u|p(x)dy.

Integrating with respect to = in G, we have for hq sufficiently small:
P P
/‘pn*u—u‘ < sup/|7’hu—u’ (z)dx < e.
G heB, JG

In particular, fG |p,, *U— u|p uniformly tends to 0 for u € K when n — 0. Let
therefore 7 be fixed such that for every u € K,

€
/G|pn*u—u|pdx< 3 o1

Let us show, keeping 7 fixed, that the subset of C(RY) defined by K, =
{pn *u | u € K} verifies the hypotheses of the Ascoli-Arzela theorem on the
compact set G. In order to do this, we first use the inequality

(1.100) [y x ()] < sup [on ()] |l
z€RN
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to prove that the function p, % u is uniformly bounded for z € G and v in K.
Indeed, this inequality results from the upper bound

1-1/p
_ 1 _ /
/ PV (1) o1 (1) fu( — £)|dE < sup [pa(2)] /”( / o1 1/P><P>) .

z€RN
Next, for z € G, we have
(1.101)  |py > u(z +h) — py * u(x)‘ < sup [py(2)] 1/p (/ |T—pu — u|”) l/p,
zERN G
whence p,, x u is equicontinuous.
Finally, {p, xu | v € K} is precompact in C(G), so that there exist finite
subsets (¢;) of C(G), j =1,2,...,k, such that
€
3-2r-1G|°

Let Jj be the extension of 1; by 0 outside of G. This belongs to LP(RY). We
have

[u=dl< [ e+ [ -wp
RN RN -G G

<5+ ([lumpur s [ Ipgru-up) <e
3 G G

By the above, K can be covered by a finite number of balls of radius € in LP.
Moreover, let us show that the centers of these balls can be chosen in K. We
will need the following result.

(1.102) Vu €K, 35, |pg*u—1iliq <

If K is a subset of a normed space X such that for every e > 0 there exists
a finite number of balls of radius € with center v; covering K, then K can be
covered by a finite number of balls of radius 2e with centers in K.

Indeed, let ¢ > 0 and let vq,v2,...,v, be elements of X such that K C
U1<i<pB(Ui75)- Deleting some of the balls is necessary; we may, and do,
assume that for every i € [1,p], B(v;,e) N K # &. Let u; € B(v;,e) N K for
i € [1, p|. The finite set of the B(u;, 2¢) then covers K. Indeed, if u € K, then
for every i, there exists a v; such that |u — v;| < . Consequently, we have the
following result, which concludes the proof:

lu — u;| < 2e. O

1.5.4 Duality of the Spaces LP

Theorem 1.103. Let 2 be an open subset of RN and let p be a real number
with 1 < p < +oc0. The topological dual of LP(£2) is LP (£2), where p is the

conjugate of p, that is,
1 1
p D
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Remark 1.104. The following proof uses the uniform convexity of LP for
1 <p < 4o0.

Proof of Theorem 1.103.

We first show that if g € L?'(£2), then we can define an element of the
dual L?(£2) as follows: to any g in L¥' (£2) we associate a linear functional L,
on LP(£2) defined by [,fg = Ly(f). We verify that L is linear and that

(1.105) ILgll ey < lglp
which implies that L is indeed an element of the dual of LP(£2).

Next, let f = g|g|p/*2 if g # 0 and f = 0 otherwise; then f € LP({2) and
Jol 1P = fQ|g|p/. Moreover,

(1.106) 1Ly (N < 1 Lgllzryy | fllp-
However,
(1.107) Ly(f) = /Q\QI’” = gl = IF15-
We therefore have

, 1/p
(1.108) ol < ollocor ([ 117)
whence

"(1-1
(1.109) gl% =P = || Ly Loy = gl

This implies that the map associating L, to g is an isometry.

Conversely, we want to show that every linear functional on L”({2) can be
identified with an element of L?' (2). Let L be a linear functional on L?(£2)
of norm 1. We begin by showing the existence of a w of norm 1 in LP({2) such
that L(w) = ||L||(zr(2)) = 1. In order to do this, note that by the definition
of ||L||(zr(02)y, there exists a sequence {w,} in LP(§2) such that [[wy,|, =1
and L(w,) — ||L|l(zr(2)) - Let us show that {w,} is a Cauchy sequence in
LP(£2). If not, there would exist an & > 0 such that

VNeN Inm=N, |w,—wyl|,>e

By the uniform convexity of LP(f2), there exists a § > 0 such that for n,m
as above, we have ||[“25%= ||, < 1 —§. Moreover, we can choose N sufficiently
large that ||wy, + wm||p # 0, as |[wy, + wm || |L|| = L(w,) + L(w,) — 2. We
then have

|wy, + wm”p 2
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Since n and m tend to infinity, L(wy, )+ L(wy,,) — 2. This gives a contradiction,
whence {w,} is a Cauchy sequence.

Let w be its limit in LP(§2). We have L(w) = ||L||. Let g = w|w|P~2. It is
clear that g € LP' (£2) and ||g||Z: = ||lw|/b = 1. We want to show that L = L.
We already have L(w) = Lq(w). For w in L?, we have

(1.111) uz(/ﬂug)w-l—u—(/gug)w.

Let us show that if v satisfies [, vg = 0, then L(v) = 0. For ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small that ||w + tv||, > 1/2, we have

t
(1.112) L <M> < L(w) = 1.
[w + tol,
Consequently,
(1.113) tL(v) + 1 < |Jwl|p + oft).

Indeed, by the mean value theorem applied to the function t — |w + tv|P, we
have

[ wtol = [ oy =t [ otw-+ o@0t -+ oeep?

where 6(t) is a function such that |0(t)| < t. For every t, the sequence of
functions g; defined by g;(z) = pv(w + 6(t)v)|w + 6(t)v[P~2 belongs to L.
For almost all z it converges to go(z) = pwv|w[P~?(z) when t tends to 0.
Moreover, g; is dominated by an L' function that is independent of ¢, as

l9e(@)] < plol(fo] + [w) (vl + [w)P~*(z) < p(Jv] + |w])(z).

By the dominated convergence theorem, we have

/Q gu(@)de — /Q go(@) = 0.

In particular, |w + tv|, = 1+ to(1). Dividing by ¢ > 0 gives L(v) < o(1),
whence L(v) < 0. Replacing v by —v, which verifies the same properties, we
have L(v) > 0; whence, finally, L(v) = 0. We conclude the proof by using
(1.111):

(1.114) £w) = [ i) = [ (o) = L (w. 0

Proposition 1.115. Let 2 be an open subset of RY. The dual of L*(2,R) is
L>(2,R).
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Proof of Proposition 1.115.

Let us first treat the case where (2 is bounded. Let T € L(£2)’; then,
as LP(£2) has a continuous embedding into L'(£2) Vp € ]1,+oo[, we have
T € (LP(R2)). Let g, € L (£2) be the element constructed in the proof of
Theorem 1.103, so that V f € LP(82), (T, f) = [,9pf- In particular, when we
suppose that f € C.(£2), we have

(1.116) /Qgpl(x)f(x)dacz/Qgpz(m)f(x)das

for all p1, p2 > 1. Consequently g = g, is independent of p and g € Lp'(.Q),
Vp' < 0o. Moreover,

(1.117) (T O < T zr @ £l

Let ¢, = |g|p/72g; then ¢, € LP(£2), whence by Hélder’s inequality, we have
Toowd= [ e = [ 1o < lewhlTlLsay
(p /v
= ([t )T < ([ to")" " mes 20 sy

Finally, by dividing by HgHg:*l, we have ||g|l,y < (mes 2)7'||T|| 11 (). Let-
ting p’ tend to infinity, we obtain

(1.118) ge L™ and |gllec <I|T|L1(2)-

Let us verify that this is actually an equality. Indeed,

7l = sup (T.0)| = sup | [ o| < lllel ST = gl

feL? fert

[fli<1 [fl1<1
Next, let £2 be unbounded. Let 2, = 2N {x | |z| < n} and let T,, be defined
on {2, by

(1.119) (T, £) = (T, fa),

where 3‘; is the extension of f € L'(§2,) by 0 outside of £2,. Note that /f;
belongs to L'(f2) whenever f € L'(f2,). The formula easily implies that
1Tl 20y < T Ml(zr(2))

By the first part of the proof, there exist g, € L*({2,) such that (T,,, f) =
an gnf. Taking functions f in D(f2,), we see that if n < m, we have the
equality g, = gm on §2,. In particular, g = lim g,, is well defined. Let x, be
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the characteristic function of §2,, and let f € L'(£2); then fx,, — f in L!(2).
As fxn € L'(£2,) and T € (L'(£2))’, it follows that

(1.120) (Tos fxn) = (T, fxn) — (T f).

Finally, using ||| T |||z (2.)) = ll9n |l (2), we conclude that

(1.121) ge L>(2) and |gllec = ITllcLr 2y 0
Comments

The results of this chapter cover different notions from functional analysis.
The reader can consult the work of Yosida [76] for functional analysis and
that of Schwartz [59] for distributions. The Clarkson inequalities are shown
in Adams [1], Clarkson [16]. The notions of weak topology and locally convex
spaces are, for example, developed in Bourbaki [9].

1.6 Exercises for Chapter 1

Exercise [#] 1.1 (Completeness of the Space £(X,Y)).

Let X be a normed space and let Y be a Banach space. Show that the space
L(X,Y) of continuous linear maps from X to Y, normed using L — |||L||| =
SUP |4 =1 | L(2)|ly, is a Banach space.

Hints. Let {L,} be a Cauchy sequence in £(X,Y). Show that for every z € X,
the sequence {L,(x)} converges in Y. Next, show that the limit L(x) is such that

L : z — L(x) is linear. By passing to the limit with respect to the norms, show
that L is continuous. Finally, prove that |||L, — L||| — 0.

Exercise [x] 1.2 (Examples of Baire Spaces).
Prove that a complete metric space X is a Baire space (cf. Definition 1.8).

Hints. You must, for example, show that if O, is a sequence of open subsets such
that for every n, O, = X, then (1 O» = X. Let W be an open subset of X. You
must show that W N (" Oxn) # @. Let z1 be such that B(z1,71) C W N O1. By
recursion, let z; and r; < 1/¢ be such that B(z;,r;) C B(zi—1,7i—1) N O;. Show that
{zn} is a Cauchy sequence and that its limit belongs to W N (), On).

Exercise [¥] 1.3 (Completeness of the Space of Summable Se-
quences).

Let ZI(C) be the space of summable complex sequences. Show that the map
x={x,}— Zaroo |z, | is a norm for this space and that the space is Banach
for this norm.

Hints. Let {m(m)} be a Cauchy sequence. Show that for every n, the sequence

{x;m)}mgN is convergent. Show that if z,, denotes the limit, then the sequence x
with terms z,, is summable and ||z(™ — z|| — 0.
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Exercise 1.4 (Topology on the Space D*(£2)).
Let E = Dk({2). Using the notations of Subsection 1.4.1 (cf. Countable family
of fundamental systems of neighborhoods), we know that E is the union of an
increasing sequence of topological vector spaces, namely the F; = D’;Q. We
consider the family B of convex, balanced and absorbing subsets B of E such
that

Vj, BNE;isaneighborhood of 0 in Ej.

Prove that B is a fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0g for the TVS
topology on FE.

Hints. Use Proposition 1.5. To be able to do this, first show that if B € 5 and A > 0,
then AB € B and, moreover, that the intersection of two elements of B is also an
element of .

Exercise [x] 1.5 (Weak Topology on the Dual of a Normed Space X).
We consider a family B of subsets of X defined as follows using elements
o € X, finite subsets F’ of X', and real numbers £ > 0:

Byre={reX|Va' € F, |(x—xo,2')| <e}

(1) Prove that B is a fundamental system of neighborhoods for the topology
on X. In order to do this, show the following two properties:
a) J{B| BeB}=X.
b) If B; and Bs are elements of B and if € By N By, then

dB3 € B, x€ B3 C ByNBs,.

(2) Prove that the resulting topology on X, denoted by o (X, X’), is Hausdorff
and that scalar multiplication and addition on X are continuous for this
topology. Show that this is a topology of locally convex space.

(3) Prove that every open subset of X for the weak topology is an open subset
of the normed space X. That is, show that the norm topology is finer than
the weak topology.

Hints. Use Propositions 1.5 and 1.6. For question (3), note that the set By, /o is
a finite intersection of inverse images of open subsets of R under the continuous
maps x’ from the normed space X to R.

Exercise 1.6 (Example of a Sequence of Continuous Linear Func-
tionals).

Let X = £' be the space of summable sequences. Let {un} be the sequence of
linear maps from X to C defined by u,(z) = zy.

(1) Show that w,, is continuous and determine its norm.
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(2) Show that the sequence of linear maps (u,) converges pointwise to 0, that
is, that for any z € €', u,(z) — 0.

Note that the norm of u,, in £(X,C) equals 1. Deduce from this that w,
does not tend to 0 for the operator norm on £(X,C).

Exercise 1.7 (Minkowski Functional).
We use the definitions of balanced and absorbing convex subsets given in this
book (Definition 1.1).

(1) Let M be a balanced absorbing convex subset of a topological vector
space X containing 0. We define the Minkowski functional p of the convex
set M as follows:

VeeX, px)= %r>1(f){t | x/t € M}.

Show that p is subadditive, positively homogeneous of degree 1 (that is, p
is a seminorm on X). Also show that Va € M, p(z) < 1.
(2) Conversely, show that if p is a seminorm, then the subset M defined by
M = {z | p(z) < 1} is convex, balanced, and absorbing and contains 0.
(3) Show that M is open in X if and only if p is continuous.

Hints. Note that for € > 0, z/(p(x) + ) € M. Use the convexity to deduce from this
that

pe)te @ . pyte _y
p(z) +p(y) +2¢ p(x)+e  plx)+ply)+2 ply)+e
Conclude that

eM

p(z +y) < plx) + p(y) + 2.

Exercise 1.8 (Mazur’s Theorem).
Let M be a convex set containing 0 in its interior. Prove that if xg¢ M,
then there exists a continuous linear functional f such that fo(zg) >

supenr [ fo(@)[-

Hints. By the previous exercise, the Minkowski functional M is a continuous semi-
norm. Next, apply the geometric form of the Hahn—Banach theorem (Theorem 1.19).

Exercise [%] 1.9 (Closed Graph Theorem).
Let T be a linear map from a Banach space X to a Banach space Y with
closed graph. Prove that T is continuous.

Hints. By assumption, the graph is closed in X x Y, which is a Banach space.
Consequently, the graph is a complete subset. The projection p;1 of the graph on the
first space (that is, pi(x,Tx) = z) is linear, continuous and bijective. It therefore
admits a continuous inverse U. If p2 is the projection on the second space, we have
T = py o U, which is the composition of two continuous linear maps. Complete the
proof.
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Exercise 1.10 (Embeddings in Lebesgue Spaces).

(1) Let {2 be an open set with finite Lebesgue measure. Show that if p > ¢,
then we have
LP(02) — L($2).

(2) Use a counterexample to show that this is false if 2 has infinite measure.
(3) Let £2 be an arbitrary open set. Show that

p<r<qg = LP(2)NLIN)— L"(12).
Also show that

Ve P()nLi(82), (fllr < sup(f]lps [[fllg)-

Exercise 1.11 (The Limit of L? Norms when p — +00).
Recall the definition of L>°(£2) and of the norm |||l on this space. Prove
that if f € L>(£2) N L"(12) for at least one index r > 1, then

Tgrfoo 1 £llr = [ flloo-

Exercise 1.12 (Means of f for f € LP(R™T)).
Let p € |1,00[ and let f € LP(RT). Define F as follows on R™:

Flz) = é/omf(t)dt.

(1) Show that F € LP(R*) and ||F|, < ]%an,,.

(2) Using, for example, functions with compact support, show that there ex-
ists an f € L'(RT) such that F does not belong to L*(RT).

Hints. Apply Lemma 3.14 of Chapter 3 with v = 0.

Exercise 1.13 (Compact Operators Theory).
Let K be a continuous function on [a,b] x [a,b] where a < b, (a,b) € R2.
Define an operator as follows:

b
viec(at), Ti()= / K(z,9) (4)dy.

Use the Ascoli-Arzela theorem to prove that T is an operator that transforms
the unit ball in C([a, b]) into a relatively compact subset of C([a, b]).
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Exercise 1.14 (Compact Operators Theory, Continued).
Let {2 be an open subset of RV, Let K € L?(£2 x £2) and define T as follows:

VielXQ), Tf()= /Q K () (y)dy.

Prove that T sends L?(f2) to itself and that the image of the unit ball in
L?(02) is a relatively compact subset of L?(2).

Hints. Let {f,,} be a sequence such that || f.|| ;2 < 1; then Tf, is bounded in L?. You
can therefore extract a subsequence that converges weakly in L?. Show that (T f,)?
is dominated by a fixed function belonging to L'. Use the dominated convergence

theorem to conclude the proof. Another proof uses the criterion 1.95 given in this
book.

Exercise 1.15 (Space of Sequences, Completeness and Duals).
We define the spaces cg, 2L, £P, and £ as follows as subsets of CV:

+oo
m x,=0 (z,) € ifZ|xn|<oo
0

li
n—-+4oo

(xn) € co if

+oo
(x,,) € £P if Z|xn|p <oo (xp)€lXifIM, Vn|z,| <M
0

(1) Show that these are Banach spaces.
(2) Show that ¢, = £, (£7) = £° with 1/p+ 1/p’ =1 for p € |1, +o0[. Show
that (£') = £, while (£°) # £*.

Exercise 1.16 (Jensen’s Inequality).
Let j be a convex function on R and let p be a probability measure on [a, b],
where a < b (that is, the measure p satisfies [dp = 1). Let f € C(]a, b[). Show

that . .
j(/a fdu)</a.70fdu-

Deduce from this that if p € [1,+o0[ and f € L?(]a, b[), then

/ab|f(x)|dw < Ja— bl (/a" |f(x)|pd$)1/p'

Exercise 1.17 (Separable Hilbert Spaces).

Let f be an element of L?(]0,2n]), extended periodically to R. Recall the
Bessel-Parseval theorem, which states that if the Fourier coefficients of f are
en(f), then

L t2dt—+oo 2
o ), —;Icn(f)l-

Prove that L?(]0,27() is a separable space.
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Exercise 1.18 (Sum of Two Lebesgue Spaces).
Show that if p € [p1,p2], p1 < p2, then

LP(02) — L7 (2) + LP2(Q).

Hints. Given a > 0, let

fi(z) = {f(x) if |[f(z)] > a,

0 otherwise;

then f; € LP* and fo € LP?, where fo = f — f1.

Exercise [¥] 1.19 (Weak or Norm Convergence of Sequences of Dis-
tributions).

Let {a;}jen be a sequence of elements of RY such that |a;| — +oo. Let
{A\;}jen be a sequence of complex numbers. Prove that the sequence of dis-
tributions {\;dq, } converges to 0 in D/(RY).

Exercise [x] 1.20 (Extension of a Distribution with Compact Sup-
port).

We will only consider the case N = 1. Let T be a distribution with compact
support K. Let V.(K) = K + [—¢,+¢| be the closed neighborhood of K of
order ¢ > 0.

(a) Show that there exist functions o € D(R) such that
Ve Vo(K), az)=1.
(b) For every function ¢ in E(R), let

(U,p) = (T, ap).

Show that U is a continuous linear functional on the locally convex space
E(R). Show that U does not depend on the choice of o and that U is an
extension of T' to the space E(R).

(c) Conversely, show that every element of £'(R) can be identified with a
distribution with compact support.

Hints. Consider a continuous function with compact support that equals 1 on
a neighborhood of K. Taking a convolution with a regularizing function pe
(cf. Subsection 1.4.2) gives a suitable function. For the independence of «, consider
(T, (2 — a1)¢p) and use the definition of the support of 7'

For (c), the linearity and continuity are immediate. Show the result on the
support by contradiction, using the continuity of U on £(R).
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Exercise [«] 1.21 (Relatively Weak-Star Sequentially Compact Sub-
set of L1(12)).

Let £2 be a bounded open subset of R™V. Let A be a subset of L!(2) with the
following properties:

(1)3IM>0,VfeA [,|f(x)de <M.
(2) Ve >0, 36 > 0 such that

VB C {2, mes(B)<d = erA,/|f(x)\dx<z—:.
B

Show that A is relatively weak-star sequentially compact in L' (2).

Hints. Begin by extracting from {f,}, a sequence of functions on A, a subsequence
that converges for the weak-star topology to a bounded measure p on (2. The next
step consists in using the lower semicontinuity of the integral on an open space
for the weak-star topology (cf. Chapter 6). Use this to show that u is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Exercise 1.22 (Equi-integrable Functions in L').
We call a sequence { f,,} functions in L! equi-integrable if for every & > 0, there
exists a 0 > 0 such that mes(F) < ¢ implies that for every n, [, |fn(2)|dz < e.

(1) Show the following property:
Let X be a subset of RY with finite Lebesgue measure. Let {f,} be
an equi-integrable sequence of functions in L!(X) that converges almost
everywhere to f; then f € L'(X) and {f,} converges to f in L*(X) for
the norm topology.

(2) Show that this result is false if X is not of finite measure.

(3) Show the analogous result for LP, that is, if {f,} converges almost every-
where to f and if | f,|P is equi-integrable, then {f,} converges to f in LP
for the norm topology.

Hints. Show that the hypothesis that X has finite measure implies the existence of a
finite number N of sets F; of measure < ¢ such that X C U1<i<N FE;. Consequently,
by Fatou’s lemma,

/ | (2)|dz < lim / () |de < Ne.
X X

Conclude that f € L*(X). For the norm convergence, let § be associated with /3
in the definition of equi-integrability and such that mes E < § = [, |f(x)|dz < e/3.
Extract from {f»} a subsequence that converges in measure, that is, for which there
exists an No such that

n > No = mes[{z € X | |fn — f|(z) > ¢/3mes(X)}] < 4.
Conclude with the following inequalities, where A, = {z | |fn—f|(z) < £/3mes(X)}:

13 g 13
/len—flS/An\fn—f|+/X\An[|fn|+|f|]<§+§+§,
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(2) Consider the sequence {f»} on R defined by f, = %X[n’gn].

Exercise 1.23 (Rearrangement Function, cf. Chapter 7).
Let f be a measurable function on the measured space X with values in C
and almost everywhere finite. Let A(s) = [{z € X | |f(z)| > s}|.

(1) Show that A is decreasing and right-continuous on RT.

(2) If f € LP with p < 400, show that sA(s)'/? < ([ |f(z)[Pdz) P We then
define the decreasing rearrangement function of f on RT to be f*(t) =
inf{s | A(s) < t}. Show that f* is decreasing and right-continuous.

(3) Let f be a simple function, that is f(z) = ¢; for « € E;, where the E;
are disjoint measurable sets. Assume that |c;| > |c;_1| for every j. Let
dj = Zkgj |Ek| Show that

Vt, dj,1 <t<dj :>f*(t) = Cj.

(4) Suppose that p € [1,00[. Show that if f € LP(R), then there exists a
sequence of simple functions f,, such that {|f,|} is an increasing sequence
that converges almost everywhere to |f|. Also show that A\, (s) converges
to A(s) as n increases and that for every ¢ > 0, f(t) tends to f*(¢t) as n
increases. Conclude that

vVielr, frel” and |fll,=I[/"llp-

Exercise [¥] 1.24 (Continuous Linear Functionals on a Locally Con-
vex Space).

On a locally convex space X, consider a linear functional f generated by a
family of seminorms {7, }. Show that f is continuous if and only if there exist
an M > 0 and a seminorm 7, such that Vo € X, |f(z)| < Mna(x).

Hints. For every open disc D in C, f~*(D) is a neighborhood of 0 in X, and hence

contains a closed ball associated with one of the seminorms 7. Conclude the proof
as in a normed space.

Exercise [%] 1.25 (Bounded Subsets of a Locally Convex Space).

By definition, a bounded subset B of a locally convex space X is a subset
of X such that for every neighborhood U of 0, there exists an o > 0 such that
|8l = o= B C SU. Let {n)} be a family of seminorms defining the topology
on X. Show that B is bounded if all of these seminorms are bounded on B.
Hints. The unit ball associated with 7, is a neighborhood of 0, and hence absorbs B.

The inequality follows from this. Conversely, suppose that sup,cg na(x) < My for
every A. Denoting the unit balls by By, we then have

VT>0, BCB)\(O,M)\):MABA:%B)\(O,T);

hence B is absorbed by every neighborhood of 0 in X.
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Exercise 1.26 (Dense Subsets of L?(I), where I Is an Interval).

Let I be an open interval of R. Consider the space LP(I), where p € [1,+o0].
Let S(I) denote the space of simple functions on I, that is, of functions that
can be written as s = Zf[ ciX4,, where the A, are measurable spaces. Let
E(I) denote the space of step functions on I, and let C.(I) be the space of
continuous functions with compact support in I.

(1) Show that S(I) is dense in LP(I). In order to do this, given a nonnegative
f € L, use the sets f~1([52, 55 [) and f~([n, +00[).

(2) Use the following property of the Lebesgue measure p on I:
if J C I is measurable, then there exists a sequence {J,} of subsets
of T that are finite unions of disjoint open intervals such that u(J) =
limy, 400 f£(Jn)s
to show that if I is bounded, then every simple function is the limit in
LP(I) of a sequence of step functions.

Conclude that E(I) is dense in LP(I), and then that C.(I) is dense in
L?(I). Show the same results when I is unbounded.

Hints. For (1), use the following simple functions, where F; ,, and F, are the inverse
images introduced in (1):

n2™

sn=» (i=1)27"Xr, , +1XE,-
1

Show that 0 < s, < f and apply the dominated convergence theorem. Conclude
for f with arbitrary sign.

For the density of C.([I), approximate X[4,,) by a continuous function with com-
pact support in I that is piecewise affine.

For an unbounded I, write I as an increasing union of bounded intervals I,, =
[an, bn] with [|f — fx1, ][, = 0.

Exercise [xx] 1.27 (Finite Subsets Distributions (cf. [22])).
In this exercise, we restrict ourselves to functions U (¢)t®, where U is the Heav-
iside step function. These functions are not locally summable when a < —1.

(1) The case of U(t)t*, where o = —n and n > 1 is an integer.
The integral J. = f:oo p(t)t~™dt, where ¢ is an element of D(R), in
general does not have a limit when ¢ — 0. If ¢ _,(¢) denotes the Taylor
polynomial of degree n — 1 about the origin for the function ¢ and A is

an upper bound for the support of ¢, then we can write J. as

A A
R [ R

Show that the first integral has a finite limit when € — 0, so that the non-
existence of lim.J, in a sense comes from the second term. This second
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term can be written as

A
/ o (Bt = Ka— To(g 1 (0)E),

where Z (¥ _;(t)t™™) denotes the value in e of the primitive without
constant term of the function ¢} _(¢)t™", and K4 is the value of this
primitive at the point A. The function —Z (¢} _;(t)t~™) can be qualified
as the infinite part.

Next, we cut off this infinite part from the integral J., making it possible
to take the limit for ¢ — 0. Show that this gives a distribution 7', denoted
by Pf(U(t)t~™), and defined by

e—0

+oo
() VoeD, <T,so>=um[/ so(t)t-”dwzg(so;l(t)t-ﬂ

k=n—2

i [t 3 SO [E D]

Show that supp7 C R*. Prove that if p is an integer > 0, then

tPPEUE)E) = PEUE)E P,

where the symbol Pf vanishes when p > n — 1. Determine the derivative
of PEU(t)t™™).

(2) The case where U()t*, « is complex, non integer, with Re () < —1.
Assume that —n—1 < e (a) < —n, where n is still an integer with n > 1.
Applying the previous method, give the definition of the finite part T, of
U(t)t™ through an equality analogous to (x). Show the formula

k+a+1
!(0) {ke—i- a+ 1H ’

k=n—1 (k)
e—0 k

+oo
(T, ) = lim { / pltpedt+ Y 7
€ k=0

Determine the products t" Pf(U(¢)t*). Find the derivative of Pf (U (¢)t%).
(3) Likewise, we define the left-finite subsets Pf(U(—t)[t|™™), PfU(—t)t™"),
and Pf(U(—t)[t|*), and the two-sided finite subsets:

PE([t]%) = PEU(0)1%) + PEU(=1)[H]%),
PE(t™") = PEU(t)t™") + PEU(=t)t™™).
Determine the derivative of Pf(¢t~™).

(4) Examples of logarithmic finite subsets.
a) Use the same method as above to justify the following definition:

In?¢ T In

<Pf (U(t)T>,<p> = lim {/E ;gp(t)dt + %@(O) (In®e) |.

e—0
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b) Let f(t) = U(t)t~>/2Int. Justify the following definition:

(PE(f), ) = lim [/:Oo F(O)p(t)dt — ?gg?g {3 In(e) + 2} - 2;"1//(8) {ln(s) + 2}] .

e—0

After defining the distribution Pf(|t|=3/21n [t|), determine its deriva-
tive.
¢) Show that for the function f defined by ¢t +— f(¢) = Int/¢, we have

[PEU()£(£)] = PEUE)f (1))]-
Also determine the second derivative [P£(U(¢)f(2))]”.

Exercise 1.28 (Norm in a Quotient Space).
Let X be a normed space and let Y be a vector subspace of X. We define the
classes modulo Y by

VeeX, T={z+ylyeY}

Classically, the set of these classes is a vector space, denoted by X/Y and
called the quotient space of X modulo Y.

(1) Show that the map T — infyecy {||z + y||} is a seminorm and that it is a
norm on X/Y if and only if Y is closed in X.

(2) Suppose that X is a Banach space and Y is a close subspace of X. Show
that if {z,} is a sequence in X/Y, then there exists a sequence {z,}
in X such that for every n, z, = 2, and |lz,|x < [lznllx/y + 1/2™
Deduce from this that all sequences converging normally in X/Y, that is,
such that Zgoo l|zn|| < 400, converge in X/Y. Conclude that X/Y is a
Banach space.

Hints. For the last conclusion, consider a Cauchy sequence {z,} in X/Y. There
exists a strictly increasing map o from N to itself such that

20(p+1) = 2o |l x/v <277,

Setting uo = 2z,0) and up = 2Z,(p) — Zo(p—1), show that the resulting sequence
converges normally. Deduce from this the convergence of a subsequence extracted
from the sequence {z,}. Conclude that {z,} converges.

Exercise %] 1.29 (Absolutely Continuous Functions and Distribu-
tions on an Interval I).
A function f on an interval I in R is called absolutely continuous if there

exists a function g: I — R belonging to L. (I) such that for every pair of

points (z,y) of I, we have f(x) — f(y) = f; g(t)dt.
An absolutely continuous function on [ is almost everywhere derivable
on I, and its derivative is almost everywhere equal to g.
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(1) Let U and V be absolutely continuous functions on I with almost ev-
erywhere derivatives u and v. Using the density of C.(]a,b[) in L'(]a, b])
(cf. Exercise 1.26), show the formula for integration by parts, that is, for
every pair (a,b) of points of T,

b b
(1.122) / Utyo(t)dt = UV (b) — Ula)V(a) — / V()u(t)dt.

(2) Let w € LL _(I) be such that its derivative in the sense of distributions

loc

satisfies [u]’ € L{ .(I). Let a € I be a point at which u is well defined.
Let v(z) = u(a) — [ [u]'(t)dt, and let ¢ € D(I) have support in [, 3].
Using formula (1.122), show that [v]’ = [u]' and deduce from this that
v — u is almost everywhere a constant C on I. Show that if u is moreover
continuous on I, then u is absolutely continuous on I and v’ = [u]’ almost
everywhere on I. Finally, show that if v and [u]’ are continuous on I, then

u € CH(I).

Hints. For (1), as the sequences {u,} and {v,} in C.(I) converge to u and v, re-
spectively, in L' (Ja,b]), let Un(x) = U(a) 4+ [“un(t)dt. Write down the integration
by parts for the functions u, and v, and show that U, converges uniformly to U in
]a, b, and the analogous result for V/,.
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Sobolev Spaces and Embedding Theorems

2.1 Definitions and First Properties

Definition 2.1. Let {2 be an open subset of RY. Form € Nand 1 < p < 400,
the Sobolev space denoted by W™P(§2) consists of the functions in LP({2)
whose partial derivatives up to order m, in the sense of distributions, can be
identified with functions in LP({2).

For these derivatives, we set @ = (o, ...,ay) and |a| = Zf’ a;. Moreover,
we use the notation
ololy
2.2 Dy= ———————.
( ) u aalxl...aaN;I;N
The definition above can now be written as
(23)  W™P(2)={ue LP(2)|VaeN", |a| <m= D% € LP(12)}.

Remark 2.4 (on the structure of the derivatives in W1?(£2)). We will
use the notion of the derivative of an absolutely continuous function in the
usual sense (cf. Exercise 2.3) to better understand what it means for u to
belong to WP (£2).

Let u € WHP(£2); then for every i, the function u is absolutely continuous
along almost all lines parallel to the vector e of the canonical basis of RV.
Moreover, the derivative d;u of w in the usual sense, which exists almost
everywhere on {2, belongs to LP(f2) and is almost everywhere equal to the
derivative in the sense of distributions. Conversely, if for every i, u € LP(£2)

is absolutely continuous along almost all lines parallel to e;, with derivatives
Ou in LP(£2), then u € WHP($2).

It follows that if u is of class C! on §2, then we can verify that u € W1P(£2)
by showing that the functions u and 90;u belong to LP({2). The following
examples use this property.

F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 57
of Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Universitext,

DOI 10.1007/978-1-4471-2807-6_2,

(© Springer-Verlag London Limited 2012
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Remark 2.5. For p = 2, the notation W™2({2) is generally replaced by
H™(82).

Remark 2.6. When 2 = R, we can use the Fourier transform & + 2(¢) of
a function u in L2(R¥) to give the following equivalent definition:

WmA(RY) = H™(RY) = {ue L*(RY) | € = (1+ [¢[*)™/2a(¢) € L*(RY)}.

Example 2.7. Consider the open unit ball 2 = B(0,1) in R?. Let us de-
termine under which condition the function w on {2 defined by w(z,y) =
zy(2? + y?)~# outside of the origin, with 3 > 0, is an element of H!((2).

More precisely, let us show that v € H'(£2) if and only if 3 < 1. The
integral of |u|? on (2 exists if 5 —48 > —1 or, equivalently, if 8 < 3/2. Indeed,
in polar coordinates, the integrand can be written as

|u|?rdrdf = r°~*P(sin @ cos 0)*drd.
For the derivative in = in the usual sense, this gives
Opu = y(a® +y*) P = 2827y (a* + 7).

This derivative is continuous outside of (0,0). The integral of its square con-
sists of three terms in which the exponent of r is equal to 3 — 43. These
exponents are all greater than —1 if and only if the condition 5 < 1 is sat-
isfied. Since the function is symmetric in z and y, it follows that if 5 < 1,
then u and its derivatives belong to L?(B). By Remark 2.4 above, this implies
that the latter are derivatives in the sense of distributions.

This concludes the proof of the necessity and sufficiency of the condition
stated above.

Example 2.8. Consider the open unit ball 2 = B(0,1) in RY. Let r2 =
Zf[ 2% and let u be defined on 2 by u(z) = (1— r)3(—In(1—7))*, where a is
an arbitrary real number and 5 > 0. We want to know under which conditions
on « and f that u is an element of WP (£2).

The function u admits two singularities, at » = 0 and at r = 1. As the
logarithm is equivalent to r* at 0, the function |u[’ is summable on 2 if
N —1+ap > —1, that is, if @« > —N/p. At r = 1, the function can be
extended by continuity. The derivative in the usual sense, for example at x1,
is then

dru(e) = =1 =)~ In(L = )"~ (B n(1 —1)| + a).
At r = 0, as the first logarithm on the right-hand side is equivalent to r®~1,
we find that v and its derivative both belong to L in a neighborhood of 0 if

1—a < N/p.
At r =1, the integral of |0yu|P converges if
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e either 5 >1—1/p, or
e f=1-1/pand ap < —1.

Summarizing, v € W?(B(0,1)) if and only if either 3 > 1 — 1/p and
a>—-N/p,or f=1—-1/pand —N/p < a < —1/p.

Example 2.9. Given k£ > 0, consider the open subset
Q={(z,y)|0<z<1,z"<y< 2"}

of R2. We will study for which a € R, (z,%) — u(x,y) = y* belongs to H™,
where m € {1,2,3,...}.

For a > 0, the function v admits a continuous extension to 92, so that
u € L*(£2). The first derivative d,u(z,y) = ay®~! cannot be extended by
continuity to the point x = 0 if @ < 1. Nevertheless, it does belong to L?({2)

if the integral
1 2"
/ [/ y2a—2dy:| dl‘
0 xk

exists, or, equivalently, if (2« — 1)k > —1. We can deduce from this that for
k>0, we have u € H(2) if « > 1/2 — 1/2k.

The second derivative belongs to L?(£2) if (2a — 3)k > —1, that is, if
a > 3/2 — 1/2k. Under this condition, v € H?(f2). This holds, for example,
when k£ = 1/6 (cf. Figure 2.1) and o > —3/2, in which case u need not be
bounded on {2.

PR

T

Fig. 2.1. An open subset {2 and elements of H™.

Let us continue. We find that the condition under which u belongs to
H™({2) can be written as (2a — 2m + 1)k > —1. Given m, we can choose «
and k such that this necessary condition is satisfied.
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Proposition 2.10. The space W™P({2) endowed with the norm defined by

1/p
} if 1 <p<+oo;

[Zogmgm HDQUHZP(Q)

[ullwrm.» (o) = . .
Maxoga|<m || D “HLoo(Q) if p=+o0,

is a Banach space. For p € |1, 4+00], this space is uniformly conver and there-
fore a reflexive space. The space H™(§2) endowed with the inner product

(u,v) = Z (D%u, DQU)LZ(Q)

0 || <m
is a Hilbert space.

Exercise 2.1 offers a proof of these statements. Many propositions in this
chapter are concerned with the approximation of functions in W1?(£2) or the
density of certain subspaces. For such problems, we often use a cover of the
open set {2 by a family of open subsets {A4,}. We admit (cf. Exercise 2.2) that
to such a cover, we can associate a family of functions {t;} called a partition
of unity subordinate to the cover {A;} of £2.

Definition 2.11. A C*° partition of unity subordinate to an open cover
{A;};en of the open set {2 is a set of functions 1; with the following properties:

1) For every j, the function 1; is a nonnegative element of C*°({2) with
J g
support in A;.
(2) For any compact subset K of {2, only a finite number of the functions v,
are not zero on K.

(3) Forall z € 2, 3, ¢;(z) = 1.

We use such a partition in the proposition below, where it allows us to
approximate functions in W™P({2) from the inside, without any regularity
assumption on 2. The proposition makes it possible, for example, to replace
functions that belong to WP ((2) by C*°({2) functions during computations,
in particular during the proof of the Sobolev embedding theorem.

Proposition 2.12. Let {2 be an arbitrary open subset of RN . The subspace
C®(2)NW™P(R) is dense in W™P(S2).

Proof of Proposition 2.12.

We begin with the case 2 = RY. Let u € W™P(RY). Consider a regular-
izing sequence (cf. Section 1.4.2) z +— p.(z) = 1/e¥p(z/¢) and a real number
0 > 0. In Section 1.4.2, and in particular in the proof of Theorem 1.91, we
saw that the function p. x u € C*®(RY) and its derivatives, which satisfy
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D%(pe % u) = p. x D%, are elements of LP?(R™N). Moreover, we saw that there
exists an ¢g such that for all € < gg, we have

(2.13) |lu—pe*ullre <d and Va, |a|<m, ||[D% — pe+D%llrr <6

(cf. (1.92)). Tt follows that p.xu € W™P(RYN) and that there exists a constant
C), such that

(2.14) lu — pe * ullwme < Cpd,

which concludes the proof in the case of RV.
Next, consider an open subset 2 # RY. We will use an open cover
{£2;}jen- of £2 defined by

2; ={z e 2||z| <jCy and d(z,00) > Co/j + 1}.

The constants C; and Cy are chosen such that (2 # @. The resulting
sequence of bounded open subsets is increasing and covers 2. After set-
ting (2p=1{2_1 =2, we define the sequence of open subsets {A4;} by setting
Aj = .Qj+2 \mforj > 1 and AO = 92, Al = (23.

The family {A4;} is again an open cover of {2, and we can easily verify that
if [j —j'| > 3, then A; N A = @. Let {¢;} be a partition of unity associated
with the cover {A,}. Let ¢; be sufficiently small that for a given ¢, we have

Vi>2, Aj+B(07€j)CAj71 UA]' UA]'+1,

. €
Vj=0, ||ng * (ju) — (Yju)lwmr < DYES

Next, consider the function v(¢) defined by

—+oo

(2.15) v® = Z(pij * (hju)).

0

This function is well defined, as the sum on the right-hand side is locally finite.
We can deduce from the inequalities above that v(5) € W™ ().

Setting u = 23_ *(ju), we can conclude the proof using the following
inequality:

+oo
(2.16) [0 — w2y <D llp., * (@5u) = (@5u)[wmn
0

+oo c
< gm =e 0
0
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Corollary 2.17. (1) Let u € W'P(2) and let v € W' (), where p and p/
satisfy 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. The product uv is then an element of WH1(2),
and

Vie[l,N], 0;(uv) =udv+ vou,

where the expressions in the equality are all well defined under the as-
sumptions.

(2) Let u be an element of WEN(92); then |u|N"1u and |u|N both belong to
WL(0), while

V([ul"u) = NuN'Vu. and  V(|uY) = Nju|¥ ?uVu.

Remark 2.18. In (2), WY (£2) may be replaced by W14(2) for g € |1, 0.
The result is then
Let uw € WH4(£2); then |u|?Yu and |u|? both belong to Wh1(§2), while

V(jul? ') = qlu|?'Vu  and V(|Jul?) = qu|T *uVu.
V(jul? ) = qlu|?'Vu and V(|Jul?) = qu|T *uVu.

Proof of the Corollary. (1) By the proposition above, there exists a sequence
{un} CC®(2)NWLP(Q) that converges to u in W1P(£2). For this se-
quence, we have

i (unv) = 0;(un)v + u,0;v,

where each term is seen as a product of a C*>° function and a distribution.
Let us take the limit of the left-hand side in the sense of distributions.
We have u,v € L*(£2) and ||u,v — wv||pr < |Jun — ul|ze |0l — O.
It follows that {u,v} — wv in L!, and consequently also in the sense
of distributions. By a property of distributions stated in Section (1.4.8),
0i(unv) — 0;(uv) in the sense of distributions. Likewise, as u,, — u and
Oiun, — Ojuin LP, the right-hand side converges in D’({2). Taking the limit
therefore gives the desired equality and, moreover, shows that ;(uv) € L!,
whence uv € WhH1(2).

(2) Consider a sequence u,, € C>(2) N WHP(£2) that converges to u in
WLN (). We can easily show that the gradient of |u, |V is given by

Nn |V "2, [Vuy,).

Since |u,|N ~2u,, converges to |u|N 2w in LN/(N=1) and Vu,, converges to
Vu in LY, it follows that Nl|u,|Y~2u,Vu, converges to N|u|N~2uVu
in L'. Moreover, as |u,|¥ — |u/Y in L', the convergence also holds
in D’ (£2). Consequently, V(|u,|") converges to V(|u|") in D’(£2). Taking
the limit therefore provides us with the identity

V(|ulN) = N|ulN " 2uVu.
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Finally, using Holder’s inequality with the conjugate exponents N/(N — 1)
and N, we have

N-1/N 1/N
/|V(|u\N)\dx<N(/ ¥ (/ Vul¥d)
(9] (%} (9]

We have therefore proved that |u|¥~1u € W11(£2).
The reasoning for the second statement concerning the gradient of |u|™¥ ~1u
is similar. O

Corollary 2.19. Let u € Wli’f(.Q). This means that for every function
© € D(2), we have pu € WHLP(Q). Let xg be the point (x),t) € (2, where
zy € RVN=1 and t € R. Let B'(z(,r) denote an open ball in RN~ and let
B*(xo,7) denote the open cylinder B'(x{,r) x| —r,r[ whose closure, for r suf-
ficiently small, is included in 2. Then, for almost all pairs (z',t) and (z',t")
of elements of B*(xq,r), we have

(2.20) u(z' ) —u(2' t') = /t, Oy u(x’, s)ds.

Proof of Corollary 2.19.
For (t,t') € (] — r,r[)? and 2’ € B'(x,r), let

t
v(a:’):/ Oy u(z', s)ds.
tl

Let us show that v € LP(B'(x(,r)). The function (2/,s) — Inu(z’,s) is an
element of LP({2), as B*(xg,r) C {2, and hence is summable in s on the
interval [t/,t] in | — r,r[. It follows that v is defined almost everywhere on
B'(z(,r). Next, by Holder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem, the following
holds for almost every pair (¢,t'):

t/
o0 = /. \ [ owutat i

t/
< [t — t'|p_1/ 0N u(2’, s)|"dsda’
B ¢

p
dz’

<t — t’\pfl/ |On u(as)|pdx < 400.
B*

Let {u,} be a sequence of elements of C°>°(B*)NW 1P (B*) that converges to u
(cf. Proposition 2.12). We define the sequence {v,} on B’ by setting
¢
v () = | Onun(a’,s)ds.
o
Replacing u by u, —u in the preceding computation, we see that v, — v in
LP(B’). We can therefore extract a subsequence {v,,} that converges almost
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everywhere to v on B’. Likewise, we can extract from {u,,} a subsequence
{to(n)} that converges almost everywhere to u on B*. Since the functions
Ug(n) are regular, we have

t
Ug(n) (xlv t) - ua(n)(xla t/) = /&' On ua(n)(x/a S)ds = 'Uo(n)(xl)'

The corollary’s formula follows from the almost everywhere convergence on
both sides. a

Below we give another consequence of Theorem 2.12, which is very use-
ful, in particular when extending a function in W™P({2) to a function in
WmP(RN) when {2 is a Lipschitz open set. For a function in W™?(£2), such
an extension requires a technical lemma about changes of variables.

Corollary 2.21. Consider two bounded open subsets £2 and 2" of RN . Let a
be a function giving a bijection from 2’ to (2, where a and a~! are more-
over both Lipschitz. Let p > 1 be given. If u € WYP(£2), then the composed
function v = uwoa is an element of WYP(§2') and the derivatives of v in the
sense of distributions are given by the usual derivation formulas for composed
functions. Moreover, there exists a constant C(|Va|s) depending on |Va|s,
such that

luoallwireny < C(|Valoo)|lullwre ).

Proof of Corollary 2.21.

Let {u,} be a sequence in WHP(£2) N C>®(£2) that converges to u in
WLP(£2). The function y + v, (y) = u,(a(y)) is Lipschitz on 2, and therefore
on all lines parallel to any of the coordinate axes y;. Since Lipschitz implies
absolute continuity, it follows (cf. Remark 2.4) that v, is almost everywhere
derivable on {2 and

(%) for almost all y € £2',  8;(v,)(y) = Ef[ 0;(un)(a(y))0i(a;)(y).
We now need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.22. Given bounded open sets 2 and §2', let a be a continuous bi-
jection from §2' to 2 such that a=' is Lipschitz. Then, if u € LP(£2), we have
uoa € LP(£2") and there exists a constant c such that |[uoal| 1y (o) < cl|ul|Lr (o).

Let us continue the proof of Corollary 2.21 using this result. Applying it
to 0;(un — u), the inequality of the lemma gives us

[10i(un) 0 a — 05(u) o al| r(o) < cl|Osun — Oiul|Lr(0)-
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Since we know that 9;(uy,) — d;u in LP(£2), we deduce that {9;(u,)oa} con-
verges to J;u o a in LP(§2’). Consequently, we can use (*) and the assump-
tions of the corollary to show that the open sets and derivatives 0;(a;) are
bounded, and that the sequence {9;(vy)} converges in LP({2') to the func-
tion Ziv(aju oa)0;(a;), which itself belongs to L”({2"). Taking the limit of a
subsequence, the inequality (%) then gives

for almost all y € ', 9;(uoa)(y) = Ziv 0;(u)(a(y))0i(a;)(y).

Since these almost everywhere derivatives are in LP(§2'), it follows from
Remark 2.4 that they are derivatives in the sense of distributions. By the
lemma, we have uoa € LP(§2'). Consequently, u o a € WP(£2'). Moreover,
luoallrr oy < cllullze(e) and [|0i(woa)|lze (2 < dllullwrro) IV (a)[ Lo ().
From this, we deduce the existence of a constant C' that depends only on the
Lipschitz constants of a and a™*, such that |uoal|w 100y < Cllullwiee). O

Proof of Lemma 2.22. Let L denote the Lipschitz constant of a~!. Let us take
a sequence {u,} as in the proof of the corollary above. If we cover 2’ by a
finite number n,, of N-hypercubes C}; with edge of length 27 and extend u, oa
by 0 outside of {2, then the definition of the Riemann-integrability of |u, cal?

gives
iy

w(ay))Pdy = 1 @Y inf |u, P
|, tontatwnlas = i S g ot

We may, and do, assume that the hypercubes all satisfy C, C £2’. Let y; be the
center of C, so that xp = a(yi) € 2. If & € I(a(C)), then the properties of a
imply that y = a~!(z) € OC%. Hence, as |y, — y| = 1, we have the following
inequalities for the distances in RV: n < |y — yx| = |a71(z) — a " (zp)| <
L|z — xy]. It follows that a(C}) contains the ball of radius n/L with center x,
whence mes(a(Cy)) = wyn™ /LY > K mes(Cy), where K depends only on N
and L. We can now deduce the following upper bound:

ez nn

mes(C, mf un(a mes(a(Cy)) inf |u,(x)|?
> mes(Cu) ot | e L mes(a(C0) o)

1
< 7a /Q |tn () [Pd.
Taking the limit for  — 0 gives

() | tuatatnpay < g [ juaaps

We can find a subsequence u,(,) that converges almost everywhere to u. The
result of the lemma then follows from (x%) using Fatou’s lemma. O
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Let us now give a definition of WP, using approximations of the deriva-
tives by translation operators.
Proposition 2.23. For 1 < p < 0o, the following properties are equivalent:

(1) ue WhHr(92).
(2) uw € LP(£2) and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any open set
w with closure contained in §2, we have

VheRY, |h| <d(w,002) = |mhu — ul| Lrw) < Clhl.

In the case p =1, property (2) must be replaced by

(2') For every open set w with closure contained in (2, there exists a constant
c(w) such that c(w) < C, c(w) — 0 when |w| — 0, and ||Thu — ul| L1, <

c(w)lhl.

Proof of Proposition 2.23.

Let us assume that 1 < p < +o00. We will first show that (1) = (2) when
the translation is parallel to a base vector.

Consider v € WP(£2) and w C £2. Let e; be the ith vector of the canonical
basis of RY, and let hg = d(w,d62). Then @ C {2 implies that hg > 0 and if
|h| < ho, we have © € w = x + he; € 2. Corollary 2.19 subsequently tells us
that for every h such that |h| < ho and that for almost all z in w, we have

(2.24) u(z + he;) — u(x / Oiu(z + se;)d
Consequently, by Hoélder’s inequality,
h
(2.25) |u(z 4 he;) — u(z)|P < |hP! / |Oiu(z + se;)|Pds.
0

Since |u|P € L'(§2), we can integrate this inequality over w, whence, using
Fubini and noting that w + B(0,h) C 2,

h
/|Theiu7u\p(x)daz§ |h\p71/ /|aiu(x+se,;)|pdxds
w 0 w

< [BPOsull%, .

(2.26)

Taking the 1/pth power of this inequality gives property (2) for the translation
The; -

For h € RN such that w + B(0,h) C §2, it suffices to replace 9; by the
derivative along h, namely d,u = Vu-(h/|h|). This leads to property (2) with,
for example, constant C = (Zl |10 u||L,J(Q Y172,
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Let us now show the implication (2) = (1).

Let u satisfy (2). We must prove that d;u € LP(w). Setting, for example,
h = 1/n, consider the sequence {(7he,u —u)/h} of distributions on w. We
know (Subsection 1.4.8) that this sequence converges in D’(w) to the distri-
bution 9;u. Consequently,

(+) VoeDw), (T e) — (O,

Now, by Hélder’s inequality and property (2), we have

(2= ) < Cligll

Using (), taking the limit of this inequality for h — 0 gives us the inequality
(9su, )| < C|lp|l o - Now, as p/ < 0o, D(w) is dense in L¥' (w) (cf. Theorem
1.91). The distribution d;u therefore defines a linear functional on L (w) and
the previous inequality becomes

Vge L’ ), 10, 9)| < Clgllw s

proving that d;u can therefore be identified with a function in LP(w) whose
norm moreover satisfies ||0;ul|rr(,) < C. Since this is true for every relatively
compact open subset w of {2, we can use an increasing sequence of such open
subsets on which the LP norms of d;u are uniformly bounded to show that
d;u € LP(£2). Since this result holds for every i, it follows that u € WP (£2),
which concludes the proof.

Let us now consider the case p = 1. For the implication (1) = (2/), the
reasoning remains the same as above and we see in inequality (2.25) that we
can use a constant ¢(w) such that c(w) < fw+B(0’h) |Vu(z)|dz, which therefore
tends to [ |Vu(z)|dz when h tends to 0. In particular, as Vu € L', this
inequality tends to 0 when mes(w) — 0 (in the sense of Lebesgue).

Conversely, by an argument similar to that in the case p > 1, the inequality
in (2') implies that Vu is in the dual of C.(f2), which means that Vu is a
measure (cf. Chapter 6). Since this estimate does not depend on the support
of ¢, we deduce from it that Vu is a bounded measure.

Moreover, the inequality [ |Vu| < c¢(w) shows that the measure Vu is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure (cf. Chapter 6),
which proves that Vu € L'(w). Since w is arbitrary and c(w) is bounded
independently of w, we conclude that Vu € L1(2). O

Remark 2.27. In the case p = 1, the above proof shows that property (2)
for p > 1 only implies that u € BV ({2), the space of functions with bounded
variation (cf. Chapter 6).
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Definition 2.28. Let {2 be an open subset of RY, either bounded or not. We
let WP (£2) denote the closure of the space D(§2) in WP () for the norm

[{lm.p-

In general, finding an intrinsic characterization of the functions in
Wy"P(£2) is not obvious and depends strongly on the structure of 2. When
2 = RV, a method involving truncation and regularization allows us to show
the following result.

Proposition 2.29. The space D(RY) is dense in W™P(RY), so that
WP (RY) = WP (RY).

Proof of Proposition 2.29.

Let u € W™P(RY) and let n € N*. Let ¢ be a function in D(B(0,2)) with
value 1 on B(0,1) and such that 0 < ¢ < 1. Let ¢,(z) = ¢(x/n); then the
sequence u,, defined by u,(z) = ¢(z/n)u(z) converges to u in W™P(RY).
Indeed, as |u|P € L', we have

ol = 10—l < [ e — 0
On the other hand, the Leibniz formula for the derivative of the product of
a C* function and a distribution implies that if |a| = m, then D*(p,u) is the
sum of ¢, Du and expressions of the form (1/n)’ D o(x/n)D*2u, where
lag] + |az] = m and |ai| = j > 1. We can bound the LP norm of these
expressions from above by

1 1/p
—.|Do‘1<p|oo(/ Deu(@)rdr)
n || >n
which tends to 0 because j > 1. It follows that
|D*(pnu) — D%l < [D*(pnu) — onD%ulp + [on D% — D%ulp,

where the right-hand side is the sum of two quantities that both tend to 0.
We will now use regularization. Given a regularizing function p, we let

pn(z) = nNp(nz) and u, = p, * (p,u). The functions u,, then belong to

D(RY), and the sequence {u,} converges to u in W1». O

In general, we will see that under regularity conditions on 2, a sufficient
condition for the inclusion u € W[""(£2) is that the extension @ of u by 0
outside of {2 belongs to W™?(RY).

Remark 2.30. Later on, we will give a result concerning the density of C*(£2)
in W™P(§2) when {2 is Lipschitz.
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2.2 Sobolev Embeddings for W™P(RY)

2.2.1 Definitions of Functional Spaces
Given an integer j > 0, we define the family of spaces Cg (RN) by setting
CIRY)={ue C'RY) |Va e NV, |o| < j, IK,, |[|[DYul| < Ka}-

For a positive real number A, the subspace CZ’)‘(RN ) consist of the functions
in CJ(RY) such that if || < j, then

3Cax, Ya,y € RN, [DWu(z) — DWu(y)| < Ca x|z -y

2.2.2 Statement of the Theorem and Preliminary Remarks

Theorem 2.31 (Sobolev embedding theorem). Forp > 1 and m € N,
we have:

(1) If N > mp, then for every q satisfying p < ¢ < Np/(N —mp), we have
WmP(RN) — LY(RN). More precisely, under the given conditions, there
exists a constant C such that

Vo e WmPRY),  elly < Cligllwms@y).

(2) For p =1, we have WM 1(RN) — Cy(RY).

(3) If N = mp and p > 1, then for every q satisfying p < q < 0o, we have
WP (RN) «— LI(RN).

(4) If p > N, then we have

0<A<1—N/p = WLPRY) — COMRY),
(5) If mp > N, N/p €N, and j satisfies (j — 1)p < N < jp, then
0<A<j—N/p = WmPRYN) — "I ARY).

IfN/peNandm > j = N/p+1, then WmP(RN) s ¢~ N/P=LNRN)
for every A < 1.

The following preliminary remarks allow us to better understand the proof
of Theorem 2.31.

Remark 2.32 (reduction to functions in D(RY)). By Proposition 2.29,
it suffices to prove the statements of the theorem for functions in D(R™Y).

Let us, for example, assume that under the conditions of statement (1),
we have proved the existence of a C' depending on N, p, g, such that

(%) Ve e DRY), el < Cllellwmn@ny)-
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Consider u € W™P(RYN) and a sequence {¢,} in D(RY) that converges to u
in W™P(RY). Since the inequality (*) shows that this is a Cauchy sequence
in L4(RY), we deduce that it converges to v € LI(RY) in this space. As,
moreover, it also converges to u in LP(RY), we conclude that u = v and
u € LY(RY). Furthermore, by taking the limit in (x), we obtain the existence
of a constant C' depending on N, p, g, such that

Vue W™PRY),  luly < Cllullwms@y),

which shows that the injection is continuous.
The reasoning for the other types of injections is similar.

Remark 2.33 (reduction to the case of critical injections). To prove
statements (1), (4) and (5) of Theorem 2.31, it suffices to prove them in the
critical cases, namely, for ¢ = Np/(N — mp) for statement (1), for A =1-N/p
for statement (4), and for A = j — N/p for statement (5).

Indeed, let us suppose that statement (1) has been proved for
q=p*=Np/(N —mp). Let ¢ € |p,p*[ and 0 € ]0, 1] satisfy ¢ = Op+ (1 — 0)p*
Holder’s inequality with conjugate exponents 1/6 and 1/(1 — 6) gives

u(x)|?dx = w(2)|?P|u(z)| =P de
[ aitde = [ @l @) a

0
</ '“(”“")'pe/ed”“"} [ty 0=
RN RN

‘;D (- ‘9).

1-6

< Jullfy flul

We know that u € LP, u € LP", and that there exists a C such that ||ul|;, <
C'||u||wm.». Consequently, the previous inequality shows that v € L? and
flul, < C ||u\|€g:fp179)p* = C||ul|¥ym.», which implies the continuity of the
injection into LY.

A similar reasoning makes it possible to reduce the proof of statements (4)
and (5) to the critical cases mentioned above.

Remark 2.34 (on the impossibility of improving (1)). A simple scaling
argument shows that when N > p, there cannot exist an embedding from
WLP(RN) to LI(RN) for ¢ < p or ¢ > p*, where p* = Np/(N — mp).

Indeed, let us assume, in either case, the existence of a C' such that for
every u € WHYP(RY), |lullr« < Cllullwr.». Applying this inequality to the
family defined by ux(z) = u(z/X) gives

(Lolelas) " <o [ fae 32 [ o

‘ dx] "
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Substituting the variable y = z/\ and using Minkowski’s inequality, this
becomes
Jull X7 < Ol A 4 [Tl AN,

or an inequality of the form
Cy < CoAN/P=1a) g Cy\~ 1N p=/a),

where C1, Co, C5 are three fixed nonnegative numbers.

The hypothesis implies, when ¢ < p, that the exponents on the right-hand
side are negative, giving a contradiction when A — 4-o00. Likewise, we see
that the hypothesis ¢ > p* implies that the exponents are positive, giving a
contradiction when A — 0.

Remark 2.35 (reasoning in Sobolev’s proof). The idea Sobolev orig-
inally used to show the embedding consists in writing v formally as u =
uxd =uxAE, where E, a fundamental solution of the Laplacian, is defined
as follows (cf. Exercise 2.19).

For N > 2, it is the function £ = kyr?~" with ky = 1/((2 — N)wn_1),
where wy_1 denotes the (IV — 1)-dimensional surface area of the unit sphere
in RV,

For N = 2, it is the function F = ks In(r) with ko = 1/(27). More precisely,
if ¢ is a function in D(RY) equal to 1 in a neighborhood of 0, we can write u
as

(+) u=uxACE) —u*V(-VE —ux(AQ)E.

Note that when p > 1, the last two terms of (x), namely u * V(- VE and
u* (AQ)E, can each be expressed as the convolution of u € L? with a function
in D(RY). It follows that this convolution is in L* for every k > p. We are
therefore reduced to considering the first term of (x), which can be written as
ux A(CE) = Vux V((E).

Let, for example, p = 1. Noting that V(CE) € L9 with ¢ < N/(N —1),
and then using the properties of a convolution with an L' function, we obtain,
thanks to (x), that u € L? whenever ¢ < N/(N —1).

The same computation shows that if 1 < p < N, we still have u € L? for
every ¢ < pN/(N —p).

To proceed up to the critical exponent in the case 1 < p < N with N > 2,
we use the Sobolev lemma (cf. [60]), where one of the factors of the convolution
is the radial function x — r~°. The lemma can be applied to the present
situation when p > 1 by choosing the exponent s = N — 1, in accordance with
the definition of V(¢E), regardless whether N = 2 or not. The statement of
the lemma is as follows.
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Lemma 2.36 (Sobolev). Let f be an element of LP(RY) with compact sup-
port, where p > 1. Consider the convolution g = r—°x f. The following holds:

(1) If p > 1, then the function g belongs to L on every compact subset of R
provided that q satisfies
1 1 1 1
—>sup{—,0}, where —:——i—i—l.
q ¢ @ p N

(2) If p = 1, then the function g belongs to LY on every compact subset,
provided that 1/g > 1/g1 = s/N.

(3) If 1/p+ s/N = 1, the function g belongs to L1 on every compact subset
for every q < o©.

In all cases, we have upper bounds of the following type on every compact
subset:

lglle < Cli fllp,

where the constant C depends on q, on the compact on which we bound g, and
on the compact support of f.

The proof of this lemma is difficult for the cases not covered by the Riesz—
Thorin theorem and will not be given in this book.

Remark 2.37. The critical exponent N/(N — 1) for p = 1 is not covered by
Sobolev’s lemma. In what follows, we use more elementary arguments than
those in Sobolev’s proof.

2.2.3 The Structure of the Proof of Sobolev’s Theorem
Step A. We establish the following inequality for the functions ¢ in D(RY):

H‘PHLN/(N*U(RN) < OH(,OHle(]RN).

Statement (1) of the theorem for the case p = m = 1 follows, using Remark
2.32.

Step B. We establish the following inequality for the functions ¢ in D(RY)
in the case p < N:

[l Lrsv—n @ny < Cllollwe @)

Step C. We use induction to establish the following inequality for the func-
tions ¢ in D(RY) in the case m > 2 and mp < N:

H‘PHLNP/(N*"LP)(RN) < CH‘P”W""’P(RN)-

Combining these three steps and Remarks 2.32 and 2.33 gives us statement (1).
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Step D. We establish the following inequality for the functions ¢ in D(RY):

[ellee < Cllellwrr @y

Using the density of the regular functions, we deduce from this statement (2)
of the theorem.

Step E. We prove statement (3) of the theorem, beginning with the case m = 1
and p = N, followed by the case m > 2 and Np = m.

Step F. We show that last two statements, (4) and (5), of the theorem.

2.2.4 Proof of Sobolev’s Theorem
Proof of Step A. We must prove that
(2.38) 3C, Yo e DRY), lgllpva-n <Clellwa.

Let ¢ € D(RY); then for every index i € [1, N], we have
Ve eRY, o) = / Oip(x + (s — xi)e; )ds.
Consequently,

(2.39) o ()| g/R\aiga(H(s—mi)ei)\ds.

Note that the integral on the right-hand side of (2.39) does not depend on the
component x; of x. We denote the (N — 1)-tuple (z1,...,%i—1,Tit1,--,ZTN)
by a“cl(-N). On R¥~1 we define the function ¢; with compact support by setting

@i(fz(‘N)) = /R’aﬁp(ﬂ? +(s— xi)ei)|ds.

The inequalities (2.39) can now be written as

Vie [L,N], Yz e RN, |o(x)| < i),

Since our goal is to study ||| ~/v-1), we note that

N
_ o 1/(N—1
Vo e RY, o)V VD < T [ea@™)) VY.
1

Next, we use the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.40. Let N > 2. Consider N functions F;, each belonging to
LYY RN-1). We have

[T E@EY) e ®Y)
and the inequality

(2.41) /RNH|F # My |da:<H(/R

Proof of Lemma 2.40. The proof uses induction on N. For N = 2, it is the
following known property:

1/(N-1)
F@M)| Yz <N>> _

N—-1

(2.42) /2 Fy(z2) Fa(21)dzydas = /Fl(xg)dxg/FQ(xl)dxl.
R R R
Let us assume that the property has been proved up to order N. For
1 < j < N +1, consider elements F; of L™ (RY), each a function of the
(N+1)
varlable I;
Fixing xn 1, consider the following integration over x = (x1,x2,...,TN):
In :/ [ H ‘F $N+1)’:| |FN+1(IE)|d1’ < 4o0.
1IN

In this integral, where z 1 is fixed, we apply Holder’s inequality with expo-
nents N and N/(N — 1). This consists in the inequality

N/(N-1) \ N-D/N
(/ H ‘F $N+1)’) dm)
1<z<N
1/N
. (/ ’FN+1| d.]?) .

Next, consider the N functions h;, which for x 1 fixed and i < N, are defined
by

(2.43) hi(i“z(‘N)a TN41) = |Fi(5:§N), :cN+1)|N/(N71).

By the induction hypothesis at order N, as the function (h;)V~! is summable
on R¥~1 the product of these functions is in L'(R¥). The inequality (*)
above then gives Iy < 400. Let

§ N .
[gi(zn+1)]Y =/RN71|F1'($§N),$N+1)| dz{™.
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By the induction hypothesis, the functions h; satisfy (2.41), namely

() (/]RN H hi(fl('N)aﬂfNﬂ)dx

1SN
1/N
< H (/RN?I’Fi(jfEN)’CCNH)’NdeN)) .

YMW

The right-hand side of this inequality is [[; ;< y[gi(zn+1)]-
The integral

IN+1 :/ H |F](j§N+1))’d$d$N+1
B 1Gi<n
is the integral of
In :/ H ‘Fi(fEN)7$N+1)’ |Fni1(z)| d
RN

1<i<N

over R. We apply Holder’s inequality to Iy and note that

N 1/N
KN = |:/ ’FN+1(I)| dﬂ::|
RN

is independent of ;1. By the definitions of h; and g; and the inequalities
(*) and (%), this leads to

IN < KN(/ H hi(iEN),xNH)da:
RN

1<i<N

<Ky ] gilania)-
1<i<N

me

Finally, integrating over R, applying the generalized Holder inequality
(cf. Subsection 1.5.1) with N exponents that are all equal to 1/N, and using
Fubini’s formula for the integrals of g;, we obtain

1/N
Iy <Ky [] [/(gi($N+1))NdzN+1]
R

1<i<N
N 1/N
J(N+1 J(N+1
:{H /m@*ﬂwﬁﬂ.
1<i<N+1 /RY

We thus obtain relation 2.41 for the rank N + 1 case, concluding the proof of
Lemma 2.40. O
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Let us conclude Step A. We apply Lemma 2.40 to the functions F; =

li| /N1 The inequality |¢(z)| < [licicn li (&)Y (N=1 then gives the
following results for the norm @ = ||| zv/(v-1):
(N—1)/N
[/ H F;(%; dx]
1IN
1/N
< 1I U‘ )|
1<i<N /RN

]VN

{ - 1/|81<,0 + se;)|ds d;
1<i<N

1/N
[ |@mmmw}
1<i<N

1 1
SN Z 10ipl 1wy < N||<P||WI=I(RN)-
1<i<N

We therefore have an embedding W' (RY) « LN/(N=1(RN). Moreover, by

Remark 2.32, statement (1) of the theorem has now been proved in the case
p=m=1.

Remark 2.44. The last inequality, which states the continuity of the injec-
tion, can be written more precisely as follows:

(2.45) llelln/(v—1) < C[Vell:.

Proof of Step B.

Let us now assume that m = 1 and p < N. Consider, for u € D(RY),
the function v = |u[PW—1/(N=P)=1y where the exponent is positive since
p > 1. By the definition |u|* = exp(aIn(|u|)), the partial derivative d;v can
be written as

0w = pN=1) Ju[PN =1/ (N=P)=15,q;,
N—p

Moreover, the previous remark and Holder’s inequality give

(N—1)/N
N/(N-1)
( /R @) dm)

<c [ P Py

1/ 1-1/
< C(/RN |Vu(w)\pdx> p(/RN \u(x)|Np/(N_p)d:E> g
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The left-hand side is none other than Hu||N /(NP/Z()I)V ?) Hence, dividing by
|| ||%1(f;(;, ;])V ?) we obtain the inequality
(2.46) [ullvp/v—py < ClIVullp.

We have thus proved statement (1) of the theorem for m =1 and 1 <p < N.

Proof of Step C. Let us give a proof by induction on m.

Assume that m > 2 and mp < N. We therefore have (m — 1)p < N and
p < N. Let D denote the differential operator of order 1. By the existence
of an embedding W —1? — [Np/(N=(m=1)p) which we assume proved, we
have Du € W™ 12 and therefore Du € LNP/(N=(m=1p) Qince 4 € WP,
we have u € W™~ 1P hence also u € LNP/(N=(m=1)p)

Finally, setting ¢ = Np/(N — (m — 1)p), we have u € W4, By the em-
bedding theorem for m = 1 and because ¢ < N, we have

we LNV WN=a) — [ Np/(N=mp)

where the equality of the spaces follows from ¢/(N — ¢) = p/(N — mp). This
completes the proof of step C.
We have now proved statement (1) of the theorem.

Proof of Step D.

We move on to the proof of statement (2) by showing that W1 < [,
The density of the regular functions will then imply the existence of an em-
bedding W1 — C,(RV).

In the proof of result (1) (cf. (2.39)), we have already shown that if u €
WELHRN), then

Vo' e RN |uf|oo (2, /\8Nu:1: t)|dt.

Let us make the following induction hypothesis. If v€ WN-LLRN=1) | then
v e L®RN1) and

Applying this inequality to the function Oyu(z’, zy) for fixed zx gives

sup |Onu(z’,zy)| Z /N 1 |D*(Onu)| (2, z N)dx
N 1 R

QT/E]RN 1
‘Ot|<N 1
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We then integrate with respect to xn:

sup |u(z',zn) g/sup|8Nu(x’,xN)\da:N
o' RN -1 R o
rnER

< Y /R/RM\Da(aNu)(x',xN)ux/de

aeNN 1
laJ<N—-1

We have thus obtained the embedding WV:1 « L°,

Let us return to statement (2). Let u € WN1(RY) and let {u,} be a
sequence in D(R™) such that [Ju, — ully~.1gyy — 0. By the above, we can
deduce that [Ju, — u||pe @~y — 0, which means that {u,} — u uniformly
on RY. Consequently, v is continuous on RY. Since u € L, it follows that
u € Cp(RY). Moreover, the inequality ||u||pe < C|jullyn~.1 gives

Vi€ WNLRY), ulle, @) < Clullwrs.

This concludes step D and the proof of statement (2).

Proof of Step E. Let us now assume that mp = N.

We begin with the case m =1, p=N > 1.

Let u € WHN(RY). We will show that u belongs to L4 for every ¢ > N.
We begin by showing that WY (RY) has an embedding into L? for every
q € [N,N?/(N —1)]. For this, we note that if u € W then u” € Wl
This follows from V(u") = NuN~1Vu and Hélder’s inequality:

/ [VulN| < N/ |Vu|[uN "t dx
RN RN

< N(/RN |vu\Ndx)1/N (/RN \u|Ndx)(N71)/N.

Using the Sobolev embedding of W1 into LN/ (N=1) we deduce that u belongs
to LN/(N=1),

Let us now show that u belongs to all LY with ¢ > N2/(N — 1). For this,
we note that ¢ can be written as ¢ = ¢’ N/(N — 1) with ¢ > N. Suppose
that ¢ is a regular function tending to u in WL (RY). We consider

’ (Nfl)/N ’
A= (/ |? N/(N_l)’dl"> = [l |l pasav-n.
RN
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Using V(|¢]?) = ¢'|¢|9 2oV, Remark 2.44, that is, the upper bound (2.45),
and then Holder’s inequality, we obtain the following upper bounds for A:

A<qC / o7 | Violda
]RN

/ (N-1)/N 1/N
< q’C(/ lop|@ ‘”N/(N‘”dw) (/ IVwINdw)
RN RN

We see that (¢ —1)N/(N —1) € [N, ¢ N/(N —1)). Therefore, there exists
a 6 €[0,1], namely § =1/(¢' + 1 — N), such that

(2.47)

(¢ —1N
(N-1)

q¢N
(N-1)

— ON + (1—0)

Consequently, once more using Holder’s inequality, we obtain
/ ()] (@ DN/ (N=1) gy
RN

< ([ el D) ([ eaae)

Substituting this in inequality (2.47) above, we find

([ ot/
RN

' _N4+1 ! (N-1)/(Ng") (¢'=N+1)/(¢'N)
<cq ([ o) ([, ve@r™) .

RN

)(N—l)/(NQ’)

We have thus established (cf. Remark 2.32) that u € L¢N/(N=1),

Note that we cannot conclude that u € L°°, as the scalar sequence
q (@ =N+1)/4" 45 hot bounded. Moreover, there exist examples of unbounded
WLN functions with N > 2.

Let us assume that m > 2 and mp = N.

We then have (m —1)p < N. From u € W™?, we deduce that u € Wm=1p
and that for every j, 9ju € W™~ 1P Hence, by statement (1) of the theorem,
we know that v and 0;u are elements of L™ with r = Np/(N — (m — 1)p).

From mp = N, we deduce that r = N. Hence u € W', which by the

above implies that u € LY for every ¢, concluding the proof of step E.

Proof of Step F. Let us now assume that mp > N.

We begin with the case p > N, m = 1.

Let u € WHP(RM) and let p > N. We will give two proofs that we then
have u € L>(RY).
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First proof that u € L>(RY) in step F. This proof is based on the integra-
tion of the function over a cone C} ¢ with vertex 0, opening angle ¢, and
bounded by a sphere of radius & in RY. This proof can therefore also be used
for an open subset {2 with the uniform cone property, that is, an open subset
for which there exist h, 0 such that for every x € (2, there exists a rotation
R of RN with x + R(C}, ) C 2. This is of course the case for Lipschitz open
sets, whose definition we will give further on. It does not hold for the open
set in Example 2.9, in which 92 has a cusp.
We will show that

(2.48) Vo e DRY), vl < CLh™ NPl + Cah!=N/P [V,

After applying a translation, if necessary, we reduce to finding an upper bound
for |p(0)|. We will use the polar coordinates (p, o), where p € [0,h] and o €
A(p), with A(p) the surface of intersection of C}, ¢ and the sphere of radius p
(cf. Figure 2.2 below). Let ¢ € D(RY) and let @(p,o) be its expression in
polar coordinates.

Fig. 2.2. The cone C}, 0.

We have .
©(0) = @(p, U)+/ 9,(P)(\, 0)dA.

For the remainder of the proof, we set

.0 = | "10,(B) (N, o).

The volume element is defined by dz = pN~!s(c)dodp, where s(o)do is the
(N —1)-dimensional surface element on the unit sphere Sy. Since the volume
of the cone is proportional to A", by Fubini, integrating the inequality above
over Cp, ¢ gives the following inequality, where ¢; > 0 is a constant bounded
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from below independently of h:

(+) le(0)|h"e

1
/ / 0)|@(p,0)|p" ™ 1d<7dp+/ / ) (p,o)dodp.
A(p)

The first integral of (x) is the same as A = fc, ,lo(z)|dz. Using Holder’s
inequality with conjugate exponents p and p’, we find

A< (/CW dx)l/p/(/cw Iw(x)\”dx)l/p

< RN (@)l Lo (G-

We will now study the second integral B of (). First consider the integral
I(p, o), which we write as

p !’
Hp.) = [ 10,7100 NNV A0,
0
giving

/ 95BN ) PAN1dA) /p(/pMN*l)(l*P')dA)l/p
0

when we apply Hélder’s inequality to it. We note that the exponent of the last
integrand satisfies the relation (N —1)(1 —p’) > —1 as p > N, which implies
the finiteness of this integral. The second integral B in () therefore leads to
the inequality

h
B < K/ pNﬁl/ s(o)
0 A(p)

1/p / /
/ 10,(3)(\, 0) )PAN= ld)\) pl V=D A=P)HU/P g5,
Bounding the inner integral by the corresponding integral over [0, k], we have

h
, 1/p
B<K/ pN/p/ / 10,(B) (X, ) [PAN = 1d)\) dodp.
0 A(p)

Again applying Hélder’s inequality, this time to the integral over A(p), we
have

B<K/ N/p (mes A(p ))1/p

v
/ / 95(Z) (0 0)PAV Lo ) dp.
A(P)
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Since the measure of A(p) is bounded by the area of Sy, hence independently
of h, the right-hand side of the inequality above can be interpreted as an
integral over C}, ¢. Since |0,(@(A, o) is bounded from above by |Ve(z)|, we
can therefore write

B < thHN/p,||V<P|\Lp(ch,s)-

Dividing by 2" and applying (%), we obtain the desired inequality (2.48). We
then extend to WP functions by density. Moreover, we will see later on that
in the case of R, as h can be any element of R, the right-hand side of (2.48)
is bounded from above, giving an optimal upper bound for the norm |[|+||». O

Second proof that u € L= (RY) in step F. Consider the fundamental so-
lution E of the Laplacian. We can easily verify (cf. Exercise 2.19) that
E =kyr> N for N > 3 and E = kylnr for N = 2, with ky = 1/(27) and
kn =1/((2 — N)wn-1), where wy_1 is the (N — 1)-dimensional surface area
of the unit sphere in RY. Let 6 be a function in D(RY) with value 1 on a
ball with center 0. Let F' = 0E. We then have

AF:950+2V9-VE+(A9)E=50+’(/J,
where ¢ € D(RY). We can write
u=0gxu=AF *xu—*u

and
AF xu = Z O F % O;u.
1<i<N

Moreover, the derivatives of F are of the form '~V in the neighborhood

of 0 and have compact support on RY. Therefore they all belong to L9 for
g < N/(N —1). In particular, they belong to L*" because p > N. The con-
volution Y, 8;F * d;u therefore belongs to L>. Since ¢ € D(RY) and, for
example, u € L', the convolution u * 9 is a bounded C* function.

We have thus obtained the existence of a constant C' such that

lulloo < C(IVF 1V ully + [l ull )

completing the proof that u € L= (RY). O

Note that we obtain an optimal estimate by using functions of the form
ux(xz) = u(x/A), where A > 0. Indeed, the continuity inequality |lulle <
Cilullp + C2||Vu||, applied to uy gives

lulloo < CLAYPJully + C2 A2V
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In particular, the minimum of the function of A\ on the right-hand side is
reached for \ = M||Vu||p(||qu)_1, where M = Ca(p — N)/(NC4). We thus
obtain the following inequality, where C' is a constant that depends only
on N, p, and universal data:

lulloo < C(Jlully=/# [ Tull77).

We conclude the proof of step F by studying the Hélder continuity of u.
Let h € RY. In Proposition 2.23, we have already noted that

[Thu — ull, < Chl[Vull,
and
IV(Thu = w)lp < 2[[Vullp,
so that applying the previous inequality gives

rhu — ullse < CRNP||Vul|Lp.

This implies that u is a Holder continuous function with exponent 1 — N/p.
We have thus proved that u is a Holder continuous function for m = 1.
Let us now consider the case m > 2. If mp > N, N/p ¢ N, and j =
[N/p] + 1, then N
WP (RN) PN an—JvJ—N/P (RN)
Indeed, let j be such that jp > N > (5 — 1)p; then
u € WWP(RY) = (u, Du) € (W/=LP(RN))2,

Hence (u, Du) € (LNP/(N=UG=Dr)(RN))2 by the first Sobolev embedding, since
(j — 1)p < N. Consequently,

w e WHNp/(N=(G-1)p) (RM).

By the above and the inequality Np/(N — (j — 1)p) >N, we find that u €
Cy(RY) or, more precisely,

we CO 1-N(N=(—-1p)/(Np) _ Cl?vj*N/P(RN)_

Next, let u € W™P(RN) with pm > N. Let j batlsfy (j—1)p < N < jp. By
the above, D"~y € W7P(RN), so that u € C(m 7 (RM) with j = [N/p] +1.
Since D™y GC,?J N/p(RN) we have u € C;"~ 3= N/p(RN)

If u e WiP(RYN) with j = (N/p) + 1 € N, then Du € Wi=LP(RVN).
Moreover, as (j — 1)p = N, step E implies that Du € L? for every ¢ < oo.
By the above, u € Cg”\(RN) for every A < 1 — N/q, that is, u € Cl?”\(RN) for
every A < 1.

If j = (N/p) + 1 € N, then the above shows that D™ Ju € Cg”\(RN) for
every A < 1, whence u € C;"~ N/p=1, A(RN) for every A < 1.
This concludes step F and the proof of Theorem (2.31).
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2.3 Generalization to Other Open Sets

In this section, we study certain classes of open subsets for which the state-
ments of the Sobolev embedding theorem of Section 1.2 still hold.

2.3.1 Methods, Examples and Counterexamples

One method for obtaining the embeddings is as follows. If possible, we extend
every function u € W™P(£2) outside of 2 to a function u € W™P(RN). We
then use the properties of Theorem 2.31 for w. Returning to w, which is the
restriction of u to {2, we obtain the corresponding property for the space
WmP(§2).

We will see that the existence of such extensions are closely linked to the
geometric structure of the open set (2. Let us first give a counterexample.

Example 2.49. Consider the open set {2 defined by
Q={(z,y)|0<z<1,0<y<z?}.

The Sobolev embeddings do not all hold for this open set (cf. [68]).

Indeed, the function (z,y) +— x% belongs to H'(§2) provided that
a > —1/2. On the other hand, it belongs to L? if and only if ap +2 > —1.
This implies that u € LP for p < 6 but not for p = 6, while the classical
Sobolev embedding would give the inclusion for arbitrary p.

Let us present a relatively large class of open sets for which the embed-
ding theorems hold. The reader can consult [1] for counterexamples and more
general open sets.

2.3.2 (m, p)-Extension Operators

Definition 2.50. We say that an open subset 2 of RY has an (m,p)-
extension if there exists a continuous linear operator E from W™P({2) to
WP (RN) such that for every = € £2, the operator satisfies Eu(z) = u(z).

We have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.51. Let 2 be an open subset of RY that has an (m, p)-extension;
then the results concerning W™P in Theorem 2.81 extend to the case of 2.

Proof of Theorem 2.51.

Let us assume that mp < N. Let E be a continuous extension operator
from W™P(£2) to W™P(RN). Let ¢ < Np/(N —mp). Since Eu(z) = u(x)
for x in {2, we have

lullLo(2y < I1E(W)||La@nyy < CIEW)lwmre@yy < CIE| Jullwmr )

We use a similar method for the other cases (2) and (3) of the Sobolev em-
bedding theorem. a
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We will now give sufficient geometric conditions on the open set {2 for the
existence of an (m, p)-extension.

2.3.3 The Case of the Half-Space (RV)*

Let (RNV)T = RN¥~! x ]0,+o0c[. We will show the existence of an (m,p)-
extension in WP ((RY)*). We begin with a lemma stating the existence
of a “trace” on the boundary. This result is a first encounter with the trace
theorem that we will see in the next chapter.

Proposition 2.52. There exists a continuous linear map
Yot WHP((RN)*) — LP(RN1)

such that if u € C(RN=1) x [0, +00[) NWEP((RN) ), then you(z') = u(z’,0).
Moreover, if u has compact support in RN=1 x [0, 00|, then you has compact
support in RV=1 and we have

(2.53) / Onu(z)dr = —/ Yo u(x')dx'.
RN=1x]0,00][ RN-1
Proof of Proposition 2.52.
Let us show that the sequence o’ +— u(z’, 1/n) of functions in LP (RN 1) is
a Cauchy sequence. By Corollary 2.19 of Proposition 2.12, we have for almost
all / € RV~ that
1/n

(%) lu(a’,1/n) — u(a’, 1/m|—‘/

onu(z',t dt‘
1/m

Applying Holder’s inequality with fixed 2/, taking the pth power, and inte-

grating gives
p—1 1/n
/ / |onu(a’, t)|"dt da’.
RN-1.J1

Since the last integral is bounded by [[Onul|b, we conclude that the sequence
we are studying is a Cauchy sequence. Let 7y u be the function defined by
you(z") = lim,, 1 o u(z’, 1/n). The above shows that you € LP(RY~1). More-
over, the linearity of 7p is clear, and when v € C'((RY)*), the limit is none
other than u(z’,0), whence o (u)(z’,0) = u(z’,0).

Let us show the continuity of 79 on WP (RN =1 x ]0, co]).

By applying Corollary 2.19 of Proposition 2.12 with 1/m and y and taking
the limit in (%) for m tending to 400, we find

/ (@' 1/n) —u(z’, 1/m)[Pda’ <‘___
RN-1

y
() for almost all y € RT, ~ou(z) = u(2’,y) — / Onu(z' t)dt
0
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Integrating the pth power of (%) with respect to y € [0,1] and 2’ € RN~!
and applying Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

1 1/p 1 1/p
H’)/O’LL”LP(]RN—I) < (// |u(x',y)|pda:’dy) + (// |5‘Nu|pdx’dy> .
0JRN-1 0JRN-1

The continuity of the map g follows from this.
Consider u in WP (RN~ x [0, 00[) with compact support. The formula
(x) tells us that

(o)
Vo' e RN ypu(a)) = —/ Onu(' t)dt.
0

We can now obtain (2.53) by integrating with respect to z’ O
This proposition is used in the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.54. For everym € N* and 1 < p < oo, the half-space RN =1 x Rt
has an (m,p)-extension operator.

Proof of Theorem 2.5/.
For u € W™P(RNT), we define the extension Eu of u for x < 0 by

(2.55) Eu(z) = Z Nu(a', —jzn),

1<i<m

where the m-tuple (A;) consists of the unique solution of the following system:

(2.56) Vke{0,1,...,m—1}, Z (—9)FN; = 1.

1<j<m

We can first remark that under these conditions, if u € C™((RY)*), then for
every k < m — 1, the function u and the partial derivatives 0% Eu/ 833’1“\, are
continuous at the intersection with {z = 0}. Consequently, Eu € C™ 1 (RYN),
which we can show using the definition of the derivatives 9% along {zy = 0}.

In Theorem 2.54, we can in fact use the given formula for Eu with m’
numbers \; for any m’ > m, provided that the m conditions in (2.56) are
satisfied, this time with 1 < j < m’. We apply this in the case m = 1 in
Proposition 2.57 below, which provides a good beginning for the proof of
Theorem 2.54.

Proposition 2.57. Consider v in WHP(RNT) and k > 1 real numbers p;

such that
> =1

1<isk
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Let v be defined on RY by

3z = {v(x/,xN) if x>0,
Lk Hio(@'s —jen) if an <0

then v € WLP(RYN).

We will give the proof of Proposition 2.57 later. For the moment, we will
admit the results of the proposition, in order to continue the proof of Theorem
2.54.

We must first show that « € W™P((RY)T) implies Eu € W™P(RY). Let
u € W™P((RV)*) and let Eu be defined by (2.56). Assuming that we have
proved that Eu € W™~LP((RN)T), it suffices to verify that for every a with
la] = m — 1, the derivative D*(E(u)) satisfies the conditions of the proposi-
tion. In order to do this, let D = D 9% with a = (/,k) and k < m — 1;
then

D*(Eu)(2',zy) = Z )\j(—j)kDalazli,u(x’, —jTN).
1
Since the m > 1 numbers p; = A;(—j)* satisfy the relation Y 1" p; = 1,
the conditions of Proposition 2.57 are fulfilled. Consequently, D*(Eu) €
Whe(RN).
We still need to prove the continuity of E. We will give its proof after that
of Proposition 2.57.

Proof of Proposition 2.57. Let us show that v indeed belongs to W1P(RY),
For this we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.58. Let v € WLYP((RN)*) and let ¢ € D(RYN); then for every
ie€[l,N—1],

2.59 0; d 0; dz = 0.

e [ oawewiet [ e =0

If ¢ satisfies p(x',0) =0, then

(2.60) / Inv(z)e(z)dr + / v(z)Onp(x)dz = 0.
(RN)+ (RN)+

Proof of Lemma 2.58.

Let us show equality (2.59).

Let ¢ € D(RY) and let {v,,} be a sequence in C®((RN)T)nWLr((RV)*)
that converges to v in WHP((RV)*). By the definition of the derivative d;uv,
in the sense of distributions on RV~ we have for almost all =,

/ Oivn (z) (2", 2N ) (2, x N )da’ +/ Oip(x’,xN)vn (2, 2N )dz’ = 0.
RN-1 RN-1
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Integrating this equality with respect to xny and taking the limit gives the
desired result.

Let us now show equality (2.60).

If ¢ satisfies ¢(2/,0) = 0, then the function uy is an element of
WLP((RM)*) and has value 0 on the boundary {zy = 0}. By Proposition
2.52, we have

/ On (up)(z)dz =0,
(RN)+
that is,

/ Onu(x)p(z)de = —/ u(z)Onp(x)dx. O
@)+ @)+

We conclude the proof of Proposition 2.57 by using derivation in the sense
of distributions and Lemma 2.58.

Let ¢ € D(R). The function v(2’, jzy) is still an element of W1P((RY) ),
and ¢(2', —wy) is still an element of D(RY), so that by substituting zy +
—x twice and using the first equality of Lemma 2.58, we have

/ v(z', —jan)Oip(z)dr = / v, jon)0ip(2', —xN)d
(RN)~

(RN)+
= — /(RN)+ O(, jon)p(a', —xN)dz
= /( : o', —jxn)e(z, xn)dz
RN

fori < N —1.
Again by the first part of the lemma,

k
—/ v(x)ainp(x)dx—/ Zﬂjv($/7_ij)ai<p(x)dx
(RN)+ ®YN)=

k
= / Biv(;v)go(x)dx—i—/ Zﬂjaiv(x”_ij)go(x)dx,
(RN)* ®RN)= 7

where the right-hand side can also be written as

k
(%) /RN {3i5X((RN)+) + (Z wiov(a’, _ij)) X((RN)—)}@(x)da:.
1

We have thus obtained

k
(261) 0;v = ai5X((RN)+) + (Z ,ujaiv(x/, —ij)) X((RN)=)-
1
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For the derivation in x, we substitute the variable —jzy for xy:

(OnD, ) = —(0,0n )
- [, peowet— [ Zu] (&', o) O (a)da

(RN)~
k
. / o(2)np(a)ds — / ﬁv(x)@w)(x',—ﬂ)dw
(RN)+ ®N)+ 57T J
__ ' ox)0 da
/(RN)+U(/Jj Zn) N( o) Zuj(p ))

/(RN)?NU( ' o) Z/,L]go )d.

The last equality follows from the second part of Lemma 2.58 applied to the
function (2’ ,xn) — Z’f wip(x’', —xn/j), which is zero on {zxy = 0} by the
hypothesis Zlf p; = 1. After another change of variables, we have

k
ont) = [ onvpdn— [ Y wowela’s —jaw)el)ds,
((RN)*) ®RN)=) 1
It follows that
(262) aNﬁ = 8NU(.’E/, xN)X((RN)Jr) - Zjujan(az’, —jLL'N)X((]RN)f).
1

The two relations (2.61) and (2.62) show that all 9;v for i < N belong to
LP(RN).
We have thus completed the proof of Proposition 2.57. O

Let us finish the proof of Theorem 2.54 by proving the continuity of E.
The previous equalities show that for all i < IV,

10i0| Lr vy < 2[|0;0]| Lo () +)-
It follows that there exists a constant C' such that
[Bullmp < Clluwme@ny+)-
The continuity of the operator E follows from this. a

Corollary 2.63. The space Wy P((RN)1) is the subspace of WhP((RN)*)
consisting of the functions u such that you = 0, that is, the functions u whose
extension by 0 outside of (R™)T is an element of WHP(RY).
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Proof of Corollary 2.63.

It is clear, using the continuity of the trace map -y, that for every sequence
of functions with compact support that converges in W1P((RV)*), the trace
of the limit is zero. It follows that if u € Wy ?((R¥)*), then you = 0.

Conversely, let u satisfy you = 0. Let w denote the extension by 0 for
zn < 0. Then for i < N — 1, by the first equality (2.59) of Lemma 2.58,
computing the derivative of this extension in the direction e; gives

Vo € DRY), (9, ) = —(T, dip) = —/ ud;p = / Oiuep.
zn>0 zn>0

For i = N, by the second equality (2.60) of Lemma 2.58 and since the trace
of uyp is zero, we have

(OnT, p) = —(u,Onp) = —/ udNp = / ONup.
xn >0 xn >0

Let v, (2') = u(a’,xny — 1/n); then the sequence {v,} with compact support
in (RV)* converges to u in WHP(RY). To see this, note that

2.64 Vw e LP(RN), lim ||rw — wl|, = 0.
p
h—0

Indeed, let € > 0 and let 1 be an element of C.(RY) such that ||w—1[, < /3.
By the continuity of 1, there exists an hg such that

S
Vh, |h|l<ho— e  —
) ‘ | 0 HThw ¢|| 3|Supp(1/})|l/p

Hence, for |h| < hg, we have
lw = mnwlly <llw =l + 1 = mllp + 70 — Twll, <e.
It follows that

lim |jv, —aul,=0 and Vjell,N], 111;1_1 100, — 05|, = 0.
n—+00

n—-+oo

Next, let p be a function in D(RY). We set pa, = (2n)Vp(2nz) and u,, =
pan * Up; then {u,} is a sequence of regular functions with compact support
in (RV)* that converges to u in WHP(RY), completing the proof. a

2.3.4 Lipschitz Open Sets, C™ Open Sets

Let us begin with the definition of a uniformly Lipschitz open set, followed
by that of a uniformly C' open set.
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Definition 2.65. We call {2 a uniformly Lipschitz open set if:

(1) There exists an open cover (§2;);>0 of £ such that d(£20,02) > 0, for
every i > 1, §2; is bounded and 2; N 92 # @, and either the family {{2;}
is finite or

(2) There exists an open subset O of RV =1 a function a; that is Lipschitz on
O}, and a system of coordinates such that, after permuting the coordinates
if necessary,

2N c{(@,zy) |2 €O, xn > a;(2")},
2,N002 ={(2',a;(2")) | ' € O}

(3) There exist a partition of unity (y;); subordinate to the cover of 2 by the
2; (cf. Definition 2.11) and constants C; and Cy such that

Vi, lgillwre@yy <G and lailwre(or) < Co.

Definition 2.66. We say that an open set is uniformly of class C! if it is
uniformly Lipschitz with functions a; of class C!.

Remark 2.67. To simplify the terminology, we will from now on often omit
the adjective regular or uniformly and simply use the terms C', C¥, or Lips-
chitz.

Lipschitz open sets have the (1, p)-extension property. Proposition 2.70
below states this result. Further on, we will define a class of open sets that
have the (m, p)-extension property. Note that the latter is not necessary for
the embedding theorems, as we will see that being “Lipschitz” is sufficient.
However, when an open set is of class C™ with m > 1, it is possible to de-
fine higher order traces (cf. next chapter) and, consequently, to obtain results
concerning the regularity up to the boundary. We will use these results when
studying the solutions of elliptic equations (cf. Chapter 5).

When using the definition above, it helps to know the relation between the
inclusion of restrictions of u € W1P(£2) in each of the spaces WP (2N §2;),
as well as the relation between the corresponding norms. These are as follows.

Proposition 2.68. Let {2 be a Lipschitz open set. If for every i, u € LP(S2)
satisfies u € WHP(2 N (2;), then uw € WIP(£2). Moreover, there exist con-
stants C' and C’ that do not depend on u such that

. iU 1,p((). g Cllu 1,p 5
(260) i lleiullwrr@ing) < Cllullwrr(o)

ullwrr2y < C" Y25 lullwirena)-
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Proof of Proposition 2.68. The first part of the proposition is obvious. Let us
show the inequalities concerning the norms.

Let u € LP(§2). By condition (1) of Definition 2.65, we can divide up the
sequence {2;} into the union of k sequences of open sets {§2; } such that the
intersections {2 N (2; are two-by-two disjoint. For such a sequence, the sum
> ||u||’£p(mn) is bounded from above by ||u||’£p(m.

From this, we can deduce the inequality >, ||u||1£p(9ﬂ9i) < k:||uH1£p(Q).
Next, let v € WHP(£2). Using the chain rule for ¢;u and the uniform
upper bounds, we find that in condition (3) of Definition 2.65, the norm
lpsullwrr(2ne,) is uniformly bounded from above by K||u|lw1.»(one,). The
previous upper bound therefore leads to

Z ||S0i“H%/1,p(Qin) < kK”quvl,p(gy

The second inequality follows from u =), p;u. ad
We will now give a first important extension result for Lipschitz open sets.

Proposition 2.70. If {2 is Lipschitz, then for every p > 1, there exists a
(1, p)-extension operator from 2 to RV,

Proof of Proposition 2.70.

Let v € W1P(£2) and let i € N; then by the definition of the partition
of unity {p;}, the function y;u has compact support contained in £2; N £2.
Moreover, p;u € WP (§2;1(2). We use the composition of p;u and a symmetry
on O} x R with respect to the hypersurface {xn = a;(z’)} (see Figure 2.3).

29\

(@) 2a(a") — a)

Q= 5QN)

Fig. 2.3. Construction of the (1, p)-extension.

This symmetry S is defined on O} x R by S(2/,zn) = (2, 2a;(2") — zn).
The image of the bounded open set £2; N (2 under S is a bounded open set {2..
We let U; = (2, N 2) U (002N 2;) U 2.
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Let us begin by extending p;u. We will use local coordinates to define the
extension P;(p;u) from £2; N 2 to U;. For every (a/,zy) € U;, we set
: !/
Prlosi) (o) — JIN) if n > a;(2’),
(piu) (@', 2a;(2") —zn) oy < ai(2).
For (¢',zn) ¢ U;, we set P;(p;u) =0.

Let us verify that this extended function is an element of W17 (RY) with
norm in WH?(R™) bounded from above by the norm |[ul|y1.s(o) multiplied
by a constant depending only on the constants C'; and Cs of Definition 2.65.

We note that the symmetry S, which is its own inverse, is continuous
because a; is. Moreover, it satisfies

1/2
[S(21) = S(22)| < (1+ 4| Valloe) |21 = 2.
It follows that we can apply Lemma 2.22 to the function P;(¢;u) on the open
set £2; N £2 and on its image under S. Let v be defined on RV =1 x ]0, +-00[ by
v, t) = piu(z’,a;(x') + t).

The extension of v by reflection, that is, v(2’,t) = p;u(a’, a;(z") —t) for t < 0,
is the same as the previous reflection after the change of variable t = zn —
a;(z'). Tt follows from Lemma 2.22 that v € WLP(RN =1 x ]0, +o0[). Since ¥
results from a (1, p)-extension on R, we find that p;u € WHP(RY). Moreover,
the constant ¢ in Lemma 2.22 depends only on the Lipschitz constants of .S
and S~!, and hence depends only on ||Va;||s, by the upper bound given
earlier. We therefore have

HEHWLP(]RN) <O+ Hvaz'Hoo)||<P¢U||lep(9nni)~
Moreover, as the norms ||Va; || are bounded from above by Cs (cf. Definition
2.65), setting C5 = C'(1 + C3), we have
[piullwrr@yy < (1+ Co)[[v]lwrp@n)
< Csllpiullwrr(o)-

Let us return to the open set (2. Let

E(u) = Z Pi(psu).

By Proposition 2.68, we have E(u) € W1P(RY). The same proposition also
gives
IEW)lwrr@yy <D IPi(w)llwre@yy < Callullwiro)
i

This inequality implies the continuity of the extension operator E, completing
the proof of Proposition 2.70. O
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Corollary 2.71. If 2 is Lipschitz, then C*°(£2) is dense in W™P(£2).

Proof of the Corollary.

Let u € W™P(§2) and let v, € D(RY) converge to E(u) in W™P(RY).
The restrictions of the v, to {2 then converge to the restriction of u to (2,
which is u itself. O

In compliance with the principles announced earlier, Proposition 2.70 al-
lows us to prove the Sobolev embedding theorem.

Theorem 2.72. Given a Lipschitz open set {2, we have:

(1) If N > mp, then W™P(§2) — L1(2) for every g < Np/(N — mp).
(2) If N = mp, then W™P(§2) — L4(2) for every q < oco. If p = 1, then
WLy Cb(Q)
(3) If mp > N with N/p ¢ N and if j satisfies (j — 1)p < N < jp, then we
have
W™P(02) —s ¢ INR2), YA<j— N/p.

IfN/peNandm > j = N/p+1, then Wn2(2) — ¢y~ NP=1A ()
for every A < 1.

For the proof, which is left to the reader, it suffices to first understand
that we can use the techniques of the proof of Theorem 2.31 to reduce to the
case m = 1. After that, use the extension operator given in Proposition 2.70.

Let us continue with the (m, p)-extension operators, where m > 1.

Definition 2.73. An open set is called uniformly C™ if it is Lipschitz with
functions a; of class C™ and with the following uniform upper bounds in
condition (3) of Definition 2.65:

(2.74) laillcm o, + leillom < Cs.

Theorem 2.75. A C™ open set has the (m,p)-extension property for every
p € [1,00][.

Proof of Theorem 2.75.

Using local coordinate systems, we reduce the problem to the extension of
a function of type ¢;u. Leaving out the indexes i in the function a; and in the
local coordinates for the sake of simplicity, we define

(@' t) = u(@',a(z') + t),

which gives an element of WP ((R™)T) thanks to the properties of a. We then
use the extension provided by Theorem 2.54. The continuity of the extension is
an immediate consequence of the properties of C™-regularity, and the property
of an extension on R, a
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Note that we can also define u directly using the formula

u(x' xy) = Z)\ju(x’, —jzn + (14 j)a(x")),

j=1

where the \; satisfy

VEe0,m—1], > (=) =1
J
However, in this case the computations are longer as we need to use the
conservation of the tangential derivatives along 342, for example, at order 1,
diu + 0;(a)Onu for every i € [1, N —1].

2.4 Compact Embeddings in the Case of a Bounded
Open Set

Let us now give compactness results for the Sobolev embeddings in bounded
Lipschitz open sets. We begin by giving counterexamples in the case of the
critical exponent for a bounded set, and for all embeddings in the unbounded
case.

2.4.1 Two Preliminary Counterexamples

Example 2.76. Let us show that if 2 = B(0,1), N > p, and m = 1, then the
embedding W™P((2) — L9({2), where ¢ is the critical exponent Np/(N — p),
is not compact.

Let I be a C! function on RY with compact support in B(0,1) that is
not identically equal to zero. Let {F),} be the sequence of functions on B(0,1)
defined by F,(z) = nN/P)=1F(nx). We can easily see that {F,} tends to 0
almost everywhere and in LP(B(0,1)). Moreover, its gradient is bounded in
LP(B(0,1)). Indeed,

(2.77) / nWN/P=IRVP G R P (ng)de = ||[VF|,.
B(0,1)

In particular, {F,,} is bounded in WP (£2). Moreover, we have

(2.78) | EullLverov— () = 1 Fll pve/ov -9 (2)-

It easily follows (cf. Section 6.1) that |F,|NP/(N=P) converges vaguely to

|F|]LV££§§V11;)) (00, where §y denotes the Dirac measure at zero. Nevertheless,

{F,} does not tend to 0 in LN?P/(N=p),
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Let us now give a counterexample to the existence of the compact embed-
dings when (2 is unbounded.

Example 2.79. Let us show that the embedding of W1 (RY) in L'(RY) is
not compact.

Consider F' € D(RY), non-identically zero, and a sequence {z,} that
tends to infinity; then the sequence {F,} defined by F,(x) = F(x — x,) is
bounded in W!P(RY) and converges almost everywhere to 0. Therefore, if it
were to converge strongly in L, we would have ||Fy,||1 = ||F|1 = 0, giving a
contradiction.

2.4.2 Compactness Results

Theorem 2.80. Let 2 be a bounded Lipschitz open subset of RN, where
N > 1. If N > mp, then the embedding

W™P(2) — LI($2)

is compact for ¢ < Np/(N —mp).

Proof of Theorem 2.80. Let us first prove two lemmas.

Lemma 2.81. For any bounded Lipschitz open subset 2 of RN, we have
W Q) ——. LY(92).

Proof of Lemma 2.81. Let B be a bounded subset of W11(£2). We use the
criteria for the compactness of bounded subsets of LP(§2) given in Theorem
1.95 of Chapter 1. Let us verify the two conditions of that theorem.

Let € > 0 be given. We first show that there exists a compact subset K
of 2 such that

Vu e B, / |u(z)|dx < e.
ONK

Indeed, using Holder’s inequality with exponents N and N/(N — 1), we have

1N (N=1)/N
/ lu(z)|de < [/ de| [/ ) N/ =D g .
ONK ONK ONK

Since the open set {2 is bounded, we can choose mes K sufficiently large that
the measure of ({2 \ K) is arbitrarily small, giving the desired result.

Next, we prove that there exists a ¢ such that if w denotes the extension
of u € B by 0 outside of (2, we have

Vh, |h|<i = /‘ﬂ(x—kh)—u(x) dx < e.
7
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Let ho > 0 be given. Let By denote the closure of the union of the family By,
of all open balls with center in 92 and radius hg. Let w = {2 ~ By. This is
an open set contained in {2 for which we can easily see that if |h| < hg, then
r € w= x4+ h € §2. Consequently, for every ¢ € w, u(x + h) = u(z + h).
Consider the composed function ¢ — u(z + th). For v € B, we have

/|u:r+h — p/‘/ = (ula + th)dt|da.

Differentiating the absolutely continuous function ¢ — u(x + th) (cf. Exercise
2.3), we obtain

N
d
Sl +th) = 21: h;0j(u)(z + th) = h - Vu(z + th),
whence

/|u(x—|—h)—u(x)| < / |h] | Vu(x + th)|d.

Consequently, the last integral is bounded from above by |h| ||Vul[z1 (o), as
x +th € 2, hence by C|h|, as u € B. Therefore, there exists an h; < hg such
that

Ih| < h1:>/|u(x+h)—u(x)|<0\h|<§

We still need to bound the integral over {2\ w. For this, we use the inequality

/ |a<x+h>—u<x>\</ (luz + B)] + Ju(z)))-
2w 2w

The argument given in the first part of the proof then implies the existence
of a § < hy such that |h| <6 = 2fd (2.00)<2s [W(@)|dz < €. Finally,

Vue B, \h|<6:>/ i+ h) — u(a)|de < ¢
(9]

Theorem 1.95 now implies that B is relatively compact in L!(2). O

Lemma 2.82. Let 2 be an open subset of RN . Let {u,} be a sequence that is
convergent in L¥(£2) and bounded in LI(§2) for some q > k; then it converges
in every LP(§2) with k < p < q.

Proof of Lemma 2.82. We use Holder’s inequality to write p = 0k + (1 — 0)q,
where 6 € ]0,1[. We have

(2.83) Hun*um”LP(Q) [l — umn%k((z)”un um”Lq(Q)

The right-hand side tends to zero when n and m tend to infinity, as it is
the product of a bounded sequence and a sequence that tends to zero. We
conclude that {u,} is a Cauchy sequence in LP({2), and therefore converges
in LP(£2). O
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Let us return to the proof of Theorem 2.80.

Let {u,} be a bounded sequence in W™P?(£2). As 2 is bounded, LP({2) —
LY(£2) and {u,} is also bounded in W1(£2). By Lemma 2.81, the latter is
relatively compact in L'(£2). Moreover, by Theorem 2.72, the sequence {u,, } is
bounded in L(§2) with ¢ < Np/(N — mp). By Lemma 2.82, {u, } is relatively
compact in all LI(£2) with p < g < Np/(N — mp). O

Let us now consider, when mp > N, the compact embeddings into the
spaces of Holder continuous functions.

Theorem 2.84. Let {2 be a Lipschitz open set. Let mp > N and let j =
[N/p] 4+ 1; then for all A < j — N/p, the embeddings

W™P(02) —s C™ I (1)
are compact.

Proof of Theorem 2.84.
Let us begin with the case m = 1 and p > N. We will use the following
result, whose proof we will give later.

Lemma 2.85. Let {2 be a bounded open subset of RN and let {u,} be a se-
quence in CO*(02) that is relatively compact in C(£2); then for every u satis-
fying 0 < o < X, the sequence {u,} is relatively compact in Cl?’“(ﬂ).

Let us now show that the embedding of W1 (£2) in C(£2) is compact. We
will use the Ascoli-Arzela theorem. Let K be a bounded set in WP (£2). The
set {u(z) | u € K} is then uniformly bounded for every x € £2. Indeed, as we
already know that the injection is continuous (cf. Theorem 2.72), we have

[w@)lloo < Nlullwrry <C

for all u € K. Let us show that K is equicontinuous. Indeed, by the continuity
of the embedding of W'(£2) in C%'~N/P(£2) (Theorem 2.72, again), we have

— 1/
V(x,x+h) € (22, |u(z + h) —u(z)| < Chl_N/”</ |Vu|pdx) ’
7}

This implies that K is uniformly Holder, hence in particular equicontinuous.
Lemma 2.85 allows us to conclude the proof in the case m =1 and p > N.
Next, let K be a bounded subset of W/?(£2) with (j —1)p < N < jp. We
can easily see as above that K is relatively compact in C(£2). We again use
Lemma 2.85 to conclude that K is compact in C%*(£2) for every A < j—(N/p).
For the general case, let K be a bounded subset of W™P({2) and let
Jj =[N/p]+ 1. Let {u,} be a sequence of points of K. Since {u,} is bounded
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in W™P({2), both this sequence and the sequences consisting of its deriva-
tives { D™ Ju,,} are bounded in W7?(£2). By the above, we can extract sub-
sequences that converge in Cl? )‘(Q) to u and v, ;, respectively. For the sake
of simplicity, we keep the same notation for the subsequences. They satisfy

= ulloc — 0 and D"y = v o — 0.

Since the convergence in L> implies the convergence in the sense of distribu-
tions, we have v,, ; = D™ Ju. Moreover, by the above, {D™ Ju,} converges
to D™ Ju in CO*(2) for every A < j — N/p. ‘

It follows that for every A < j — N/p, {u,} tends to u in C;" > (£2). This
implies the compactness of the embedding of W™?({2) in Cg H(02), for every
pw<j—N/p. O
Proof of Lemma 2.85. Let 0 € ]0,1] satisfy u = 0\. Let {uy(n)} be a subse-
quence of {u,} that converges in C(£2). For any pair of indexes (n,m), set

d,m = | (U (n) = U (m)) (@ + 1) = (Ug(n) = Ug(m)) ()]
We have dy, ,, = df ,,dL~%. Thanks to the convergence of {u, ()} in C(£2)), we

n,m%n,m:*
can choose ng sufficiently large that if n,m > ng and z and =+ h are elements

of 2 with |h| < hg, we have the following inequality:

i = |t ) = ) @+ B) = (o) — ) (@) < 2
Hence, under these conditions,
dpm < 2h%e.
Consequently,
[to(n) = Uom)llcown (o) < 2. O

2.5 The Trace on the Boundary of a C! Open Set

Recall that we defined a uniformly C' open set to be an open subset of RY
that is Lipschitz with functions a; of class C'. In this situation, we can define
the integration on the subsets U; = 02 N §2; of the boundary, each of which
is a dimension N — 1 submanifold of class C' in RY. Such a submanifold is
defined by a Cartesian equation 2’ — zy = a;(2'), where a; is C! on the open
subset O/ of RVN~1 so that the (N — 1)-dimensional surface element on U; is
given by do(m) = /1 + |V(a;)|?(m) dm. Recall that in this case, the integral
of a function f that is summable in U; is defined by

/U, fimydm = | J(@'sai(@) V1 + V(@) (@) de’
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In this section, we define the trace of a function u in W1 (£2) on the boundary
of £2 in the same manner as in the case of (R™)*, or more generally, in the
case of a straight boundary. More precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.86. Let 2 be a uniformly C* open subset of RN ; then there exists
a continuous linear map o, called the trace map, from W1P(82) into LP(912)
such that if u € C(2)NWLP(£2), then its image vo(u) is the function x — u(z),
which is well defined on 0f2.

To see the importance of the class C! hypothesis on 2, let us give an
example of a non C! open set on which the functions of W1?(£2) do not have
a restriction to 0f2 in LP.

Example 2.87. Consider the open sets defined in Example 2.9. We take the
function u(x,y) = 1/y? that belongs to H(2), where the open set 2 is
defined using & = 1/6. This function is the restriction of a function v defined
everywhere on {2 except at the point x = 0. Let us study whether v|sp, is an
element of L2(912).

We have already proved in Example 2.9 that this is the case. Let us restrict
ourselves to the part of 92 that can be identified with either the arc I" defined
by {z €[0,1] | y = 2'/%} or the arc {z = ¢° | y € [0,1]}. The infinitesimal
element of arc is ds(y) = V1 + 36t2> dt, hence fo y)2ds(y) diverges at 0. It
follows that this restriction, or trace, does not belong to L?(092).

Proof of Theorem 2.86. Even though the existence of the trace in the case of
a Lipschitz open set can be shown in a manner similar to the one used in
the case of WHP((RY)T), we will give a proof in which the importance of the
notions of Definitions 2.65 and 2.66 is more evident.

Let us assume that u € C(£2) NW1P(£2). We begin by defining the trace
of v; = p;u using the partition of unity and local coordinates. This function,
which is an element of W1P(£2;), can be extended by 0 outside of its support
in the open set O} x {xn > a;(z’)}. By Corollary 2.19, we have the following
equality for every integer n > 0 and every y > 0:

Y
(x) vi(2',a;(2") +1/n) —vi(2' a(2’) +y) = — y O (v) (2, a;(2") + t)dt.

n
Let un(2') = vi(2,a;(2’) + 1/n). From (%), we deduce that for every pair
(n,m) of nonzero integers, we have

1/n
’un(x’) ‘/ |8N vi) (2, a;(z") |dt‘
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We then apply Holder’s inequality and take the pth power. Next, we multiply
on the left by the element of surface do; and integrate with respect to 2’ € O..
This allows us to prove that Ay, = [[un — UmllLr(07,do;) — 0:

1-1/p
An,m X ‘l - i /
n o m
p\11/P
[ ViFawr( [ owui(a)*)] .
o; {ai(z")—1/m<aen<ai(a')—1/n}
whence

1 11-t/p 1/p
(289 Awm<|z-—| T (VIFIVaTZ) " 108 @)l

By Definition 2.66, this expresses the fact that |Va;(2’)| is bounded from
above. When p > 1 and n and m tend to infinity, the right-hand side tends
to zero, and therefore so does the left-hand side. When p = 1, the right-hand
side still tends to zero, by the definition of L' functions. In all cases, {u,} is
a Cauchy sequence in LP(O., do;), the Lebesgue space for the bounded mea-
sure do;, which is therefore complete. This sequence therefore converges in
LP(0O},do;) to a function w; € LP(O}, do;). Moreover, there exists a subse-
quence {uymy} of {u,} that converges almost everywhere in Oj to w;(z').
Now, saying that lim(p;u)(z’,a(z") + 1/(n(n))) exists almost everywhere is
equivalent to saying that the function 2’ — @u(z’,a(z’)) = w;(a’) is well
defined.

This extension w; of w;u on 02 N §2; is the desired trace. We therefore
set vo(¢;u) = w;. By the above, this function belongs to L?(Oj},do;), and
therefore to LP(0£2 N §2;). Moreover, by taking the limit in (x) and taking y
sufficiently large that v;(z’, a;(z') + y) = 0, we find that

(2.89)
+oo
for almost all 2’ € O}, ~o(p;u)(z') = —lim {/
1/n(n)

+oo
_ /0 On (i) (@' ag(x') + t)dt.

A (v:) (@', as(z') + t)dt]

We must now define the trace of w by gluing.

Let you = ), vo(piu). This sum is locally finite, and by condition (1)
of Definition (2.65), we conclude that vo(u) € LP(912). We can show that
the resulting trace does not depend on the choice of the elements in Defini-
tion (2.65).

If we assume that u € C'(§2), we can use the previous arguments. In par-
ticular, equality (2.89) gives us vo(p;u) (2, a;(z')) = @;u(z’, a;(x")). It follows
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that you is the extension by continuity of u to the boundary 02 (cf. the

definition of C(£2)).

To conclude we need only prove that the map -y is continuous. For this,
we start out with equality (2.89) and carry out the same computations we
used to obtain (2.88). This gives

1/p
Iho(pi)llzeordny < C(VI+VailZ) " Iox(@t)lliso,)-

By condition (3) of Definition 2.65, this leads to the inequalities
5\ /P
Iotllzson) < Csup(VI+VaillZ) " S IV (e oo
<O uVes + 0iVull Lo (o))
< O sup{[|@illoc, 108 @illoc} > Ilullwrie(e,)-

Using condition (2.66), we deduce that there exists a constant C* that does
not depend on the elements of Definition (2.65), such that

VueC®(2)NW'P(2), |lvoullr o0y < C*lullwieo)-

We have thus defined the trace of u when u € C*®(£2) N WP(£2). For
u € WHP(£2), we use the density stated in Proposition 2.12 to approximate u
with u, € C®(2) N WLP(£2). By taking the limit, formula (2.89) gives you =
— 0+Oo On (piu)(2',a;(2') + t)dt, whence you, — You in LP(92 N ;). The
continuity follows, namely

Vue W', |lyvoullrron) < llullwis o). O

Remark 2.90. The induced norm provides a way to define a norm on the
image space of the trace map without giving it explicitly. We will give an
explicit and intrinsic form of the norm in Chapter 3.

Let u be the trace of a function U € W1P(£2) on the boundary 9f2. Let

(2.91) lulll = 1Ullw.r(02)-

inf
{Uew?r(Q2)[u=Ulon}

This defines a norm for which the image space vo(W?(2)) is a Banach space.
Indeed, let u and v be elements of vo(W1P(£2)) and let U and V be elements
of WHP(£2) such that U = u and V = v on 9{2, and

IO < llulll +& and [V < [vlll + e
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We then have U +V = u + v on 02 and
[lu+ ol < NT+ V[ <NUN+ (V< (llulll + [llo]]l + 2,

concluding the proof of the subadditivity. The proof of the other properties
and of the completeness of the image space are left to the reader.

We conclude this chapter by going back to the characterization of the space
WyP(2) when 2 is C'.
Theorem 2.92. Let 2 be an open set of class C'; then the following state-
ments are equivalent.
(1) u € WyP(92).
(2) (only if p > 1) There exists a constant C such that for every ¢ € D(RY),

[ @wve)@las < CIVullr el
(3) The function u defined by
_ {u(az) if v € 12,
u

0 otherwise,

is an element of WHP(RY).
(4) The trace of u on OS2 is zero, that is, you = 0.
Proof of Theorem 2.92.

The implication 1 = 2 is always true, without any assumptions on either
the open set or on p. Let u € Wy*(£2) and let {u,} € D(£2) converge to u in
WLP(£2). We have

|| w@de)a)ds] = |~ [ dau()pt@)ds] < [Vunluslol

The result follows by taking the limit.
It is clear that (2) = (3), since if ¢ € D(RY), then

(@0i) = [ udrpda.
(%}

Moreover, using (2), we find that if p > 1, then @ € WHP(RY).

The implication (3) = (4) follows from the uniqueness of the trace.

Let us show that (4) = (1). We reduce it to showing that if «w = 0 on 042,
then we can approximate uy; with functions in D(f2). Indeed, let

__ 1
Unp,; = UP; (33/7 _ai(«T/) + N — ﬁ)

The functions u,,; are elements of W1?(£2) with compact support. The se-
quence {u,;} converges to up; in WLP(RY), hence converges to up; in
WP (). Regularizing by a suitable function, we find that u € W, ?(£2). O
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Comments

There are many books on Sobolev spaces over open subsets of RV, The sim-
plest and most complete, as far as we are concerned, is Adams’s book [1],
which has the advantage of also studying more general open sets than Lips-
chitz sets, for example open sets satisfying the uniform cone condition, or hav-
ing the segment property. One can also consult the original papers by Sobolev
and Nikolskii [53], Sobolev [62] and Uspenskii [73]. The book by Gilbarg and
Trudinger [34] presents the essentials, emphasizing the main points of the
results.

There also exists a vast literature on Sobolev spaces over Riemann vari-
eties. Let us mention, for example, the book by E. Hebey [37], which gives
complete results and is agreeable to read.

The case where the codomain has other topological properties than R? is
discussed by Bethuel [6] and Brezis, Bethuel and Coron [5].

2.6 Exercises for Chapter 2

Exercise [¥] 2.1 (On the Completeness of the Sobolev Space H'((2)).
Let {2 be an open subset of RY. Recall the definition of H!(£2). Show that

(u,v) = /Qu(m)v(a:)dx + f:(/ﬂ aju(m)ﬁjv(x)dm),

defines a scalar product on the space H'(§2). Show that H!({2) is a Hilbert
space.
Hints. Let {uy}nen be a Cauchy sequence in H'(£2). Prove that the sequence of

derivatives {9jun} converges in L? to u;. Next, prove that these functions are dis-
tributional derivatives of v = lim u,,. Conclude.

Exercise 2.2 (On the Construction of a Partition of Unity).

We call a cover {§2,} of {2 finer than the cover {(2;} if for every k, there exists
a j such that £2;, C £2;. We call the cover {2;} locally finite if every element x
of 2 admits a neighborhood that meets only a finite number of open subsets
in the family {2;}.

(1) Let {£2;} be an open cover of the open subset 2 of RY. Show that we can
find a locally finite cover {2} of {2 that is finer than {(2;} and consists
of relatively compact sets.

(2) Consider a cover {{2;} consisting of relatively compact open sets. Show
that there exist v; € D(£2;) such that v; > 0 and v; =1 on ﬁé Use these
functions to construct a partition of unity associated with the given cover.
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In the general case, we will use the open cover of 2 given by question (1),
which is finer than {£2;} and consists of relatively compact sets.
Hints. For (1), use an increasing sequence {Uy} of relatively compact open sets that

covers {2 and satisfies s
U():@7 Uk CUk+1.

Next, use the compactness of ﬁj to determine a cover of this compact set by a finite
number of Ug. It is easy to deduce a cover of {2 with the desired properties from
this.

For (2), the construction of the v;, set K = (27. Let V be a neighborhood of 0

and let U be a compact neighborhood such that U+U C V (first prove the existence
of U). Let p. be a regularizing function (cf. Section 1.4.2) with support contained
in U and let x be the characteristic function of K + U + U. Let v; = x * pe.

Since the sum v = Y ~; is locally finite, we can define this sum at every point
of {2 and, by division, obtain the functions of a partition. Check this.

Exercise [¥] 2.3 (On the Absolute Continuity of the Functions on a
Sobolev Space (cf. Remark 2.4)).

The definition of an absolutely continuous function is given in Exercise 1.29.
For any two absolutely continuous functions on an interval I, the product
UV is also absolutely continuous. Moreover, for every [a,b] C I, we have
the following formula for integration by parts, where v and v are almost
everywhere derivatives of U and V:

(2.93) / Ut = UV(b) — U@ Via)— | V(u(t).

a
Let u be defined almost everywhere in an open set £2 C R2.

(1) Let £2 C R?, and let u € WHP(£2), where p > 2. Let [0,u] denote the LP
function equal to the derivative of u with respect to x, seen as a distribu-
tion. We can cover {2 by squares C; and set v; = 1;u, where ¢; € D(C})
and Y ¢; =1 on 2. We extend v; by 0 outside of C;. Let v be defined
on 2 by v =3 v;. Below we also write v for v;, for the sake of simplicity.
Show that v € LP(2). Let v* be defined by v*(z) = [*_[01v](t,y)dt for
every y satisfying [, ‘[81v](t,y)’dt < +00. Deduce from this that v = v*
almost everywhere and that on almost all lines parallel to Oz, the func-
tion u is almost everywhere derivable with [1u] = d1u almost everywhere.

(2) Let u € L] (£2) be absolutely continuous on almost all lines parallel to
Oz and such that its derivative almost everywhere J,,u is an element of
LP(£2). Show that [0, u] = O, v almost everywhere.

(3) Let u € WH1(£2). Suppose that [x,z + h] € §2. Show that the derivative
of v : t — u(x+th) exists almost everywhere on )0, 1[ and that dv/dt (z +
th) = h - Vu(z + th).

Hints. For (2), it suffices to compute fg 0z, udz by integrating by parts.
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For (3), use the decomposition of v(#') — v(t) as a sum of differences of the type
u(x+t'h) —u(zi+t'hi,z2o+t'he,...,on_1+t' hy_1,zN +thy). Write each of these
differences as the integral of a partial derivative over some interval. Taking the limit
uses the continuity of a Lebesgue integral with respect to its bounds.

Exercise [«] 2.4 (On the (1,p)-Extension in the Case of an Interval
in R).

Let u € WHP(]0, +oc[). We extend u to | — oo, 0[ by setting u(z) = u(—z).
Prove that this extension of u is an element of W1P(R). Let u € W1P(I)
where I = Ja, b|. Prove that we can extend u to an element of W1P(R).

Hints. First establish that &e WP (] — 0o, 0[) by showing that (&) =—u/.

Exercise 2.5 (Product of Functions in W?(£2) and W4(£2)).
Consider a Lipschitz open subset 2 of RY. Let p < N, let ¢ < N and let
1/s =1/p+1/q—1/N. Show that if u € WP(2) and v € WH4(£2), then
uv € Whe(02).

Hints. Use the Sobolev theorem 2.31 with suitable exponents and Holder’s inequality.

Exercise 2.6 (Example of a Non-Lipschitz Open Set).
Let 2 ={0 <z <1, 0 <y < z'}. Prove that the function z — z~! is an
element of H'(£2) but not an element of L°(£2). Conclude.

Exercise [%] 2.7 (Injection into a Non-Compact Space of Hélder
Functions).
Let p>N. Show that the injection of W#(B(0,1)) into €'~ V/P(B(0,1)) is
not compact, as follows.

Let I € D(B(0,1)) satisfy I > 0 and sup,, F'(z) = 1. Show that the
sequence F,(z) = n~'*N/PF(nx) tends to 0 in all the spaces Cg’/\(B(O7 1))
and has a constant norm equal to 1 in Cg’lfN/ P Conclude.

Exercise 2.8 (Gluing Two Functions over a Straight Edge).

Let v~ be the trace operator defined in the same manner as over (RM)T
but using the open set RN~1 x R™. Let u™ € WP((RN)*) and let u~ €
WLP((RN)~). We set

- ut(z) ifz e (RV)Y,
e (2) ifze @®Y)".
Prove that w € WP(R™) if and only if yout =~ u~ on RV~

Exercise 2.9 (Generalized Poincaré Inequality).
Let {2 be a Lipschitz bounded domain in RY. Let p € [1, +oo[ and let A" be a
continuous seminorm on WP (§2); that is, a norm on the constant functions.
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Show that there exists a constant C' > 0 that depends only on {2, N, p, such
that

fulhwroia < (( [ 1vutoPas)” + 410,

Apply this result to M (u) = fF0|u(x)\dx, when §2 is a C! open set and I is
a subset of 92 with positive (N — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Hints. Prove the result by contradiction. Assume that there exists a sequence {un, }

such that
» 1/p
Junlhwrroy > n( ([ 1Vual”) "+ Nun) ).

Normalizing, that is, considering w, = Un(HUnHWl,p(Q))_l, gives
lwnllwiee) =1, N(wn) —0, [[Vwall, — 0.

Use the boundedness of {2 and the relative compactness of {wy} in L? to deduce a
contradiction.

Exercise 2.10 (Function from 2 to RY Whose Deformation Tensor
is an Element of LP((2)).
Consider the space

X,(2) ={ue LP(2,RY) |
Y (i,5) € [1,NT?, eij(u) = 5(05u; + Diuy) € LP(2)}
where p € |1, +o00[ (cf. Chapter 6). For the moment, we admit that if {2 is a
bounded Lipschitz open subset of RY, then W1P(£2, RY) coincides with the

space above when p > 1. More precisely, there exists a C' > 0 such that for
every u € WIP(02,RN),

1/p
lullwroioy < ([ Jupds+ [ S lesstwpar) .
(2) ( , QEJ: ; )

We will show this in Chapter 7.

(1) Show that X, ({2) endowed with the norm

ulx, = [ [ laras+ [ Yles@ras] .

is a Banach space.

(2) Taking the derivatives in the sense of distributions, note that u;;r =
O (gij)(u) + 0j(gir)(u) — Di(ejk)(u). Show that the set R of the WP
functions satisfying e(u) = 0 consists of the rigid displacements, that is,
the functions of the form u = A + B(z), where A is a constant vector
and B is an antisymmetric matrix. Determine the dimension of R.
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(3) Consider a seminorm A/ on W1? that is a norm on the rigid displacements.
Show that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1 1/p
Vue Wh(Q), |lulwie) < C et |pdx) }

Exercise 2.11 (Best Constant for the Injection of W!P(RY) in
LE(RM)).

Let p < N and let k < Np/(N — p). We know that there exist two constants
(7 and C5 such that

Vue WHRY), ullk < Cil|Vullp + Collull,.

We say that C} is the best constant for the injection of W' in L* if C} is the
smallest constant for which there exists a Cy satisfying the inequality above.
Prove that if K < Np/(N — p), then there does not exist any best constant.

Hints. Assume that C) exists and define, for A > 1, the sequence ux(z) = u(z/A).
Prove that

ualls < ATHENPENEC [Tl + CoXTN NPy,
Use this to prove that there exists a constant that is better than C.
Exercise 2.12 (Function with One Derivative in L! and the Other
in L?).
Let Xé’g be the closure of the D(R?) functions for the norm [0yu|; + |d2uls.
Show that X2 < L*(R?2).

Hints. For a regular function u, write
ut(z1, 22) = u® (21, z2)u(z1, 22).

Next, use that

|u® (21, 22)| < 3/u2(x1, t)|Ozu|(z1, t)dt

/|u| 1,1t dt /|82u’ (z1,t dt)
= o(z1)Y(z1)
and
u(er,z2)] < [ [0vu(t,2)|dt = ho2)
R

Finally, use Fubini’s formula and Holder’s inequality as follows:

/R/R|“|4d“’1dx2 S /R/Rw(:cl)zp(:cl)h(zz)dxlm

< lell2lill2llRll

1/2
3(//u4dx1dx2> 9sulls||Orul.
RJR

Conclude.
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Exercise [#] 2.13 (Upper Bound for an Element u of Wol’1 on an In-
terval).

Let u € Wy (]0,1]). Prove that |ul|e < 1/2[[e/]; and that this inequality is
the best possible.

Hints. Write

u(x) = /Oz ' (t)dt and wu(z) = — /zl o' (t)dt.

Exercise [#] 2.14 (Consequences of the Existence of vy(u) for u De-
fined over an Interval in R).

Show the following inequality, which specifies the continuity of the trace map
on Whi(]o, 1[):

(2.94) YueWwh(o,1]), |u(0)] + |u(1) /|u’\ dt+2/ lu(t)]|dt.

Show that the only functions that satisfy the equality are the constant func-
tions.

Hints. Since the function u is absolutely continuous, we have the equalities
vz el0,1], ulz)=u0) +/ o (1)dt,
0

vz e01], u)=ul) +/lz o (8)dt.

Taking the absolute values and integrating the sum of the two resulting inequalities
over |0, 1] gives (2.94).
Assuming equality in (2.94) and taking into account the inequalities

[u(0)] < u(z)| + /Oz|u’<t>|dt and  Ju(1)] < Ju(z)| + / (1) dt,

deduce that for every z, |u(z fo |u(t)|dt. Applying this inequality to a point z
where the continuous functlon U reaches its minimum gives the desired result.

Exercise [*+] 2.15 (The Spaces W!?(I) for an Interval I in R).
Let 1 < p < oo.

(1) Using Exercise 1.29, show that v € W'P(I) if and only if u € LP(I), u
is absolutely continuous, and the derivative almost everywhere satisfies
u’ € LP(I).

(2) Show that every function in W1P(I) can be extended to a continuous
function on I.

(3) In this question, we will use that W'P(R) = W, ”(R). Let u be a C'
function on R with compact support. Let v = |u[P~!u. Show that v is C!
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with compact support and that v’ = plu[P~/. Use the equality v(z) =
[F _v'(t)dt to show that there exists a constant C' such that

Vz eR, |u(@)| < Cllullwrs).-

Deduce that W1P(R) is embedded in L>°(R). Show that the constant C
can be chosen independently of p. Show that the result still holds true
when the interval I is bounded.

Hints.

(1) If w € WHP(I), then Exercise 1.29 gives the desired properties. Conversely, use
integration by parts to prove that

Vo, ([ul,e) =([u], ).

(2) Since »’ is summable over I, u is absolutely continuous over I, giving the con-
tinuity on I.
(3) Starting with the given hint, use Holder’s inequality to determine the upper

bound pl/p||u||117/p,||u'||,1,/p for |u(z)|, giving the result by using p'/? < e and
Jensen’s inequality

1/p’ 1 1 1
July/P /[P < = Julp + 1l

This leads to the density of the continuous functions with compact support.
When [ is bounded, use

u(z) = u(zo) + /t o (t)dt.

EN)
Exercise [+ 2.16 (Solving Limit Problems on an Interval).
Let I =]0,1[. Given f € L?(I), we wish to find a u that, in some sense, is a
solution of

() {‘“ fu=/

u(0) = u(1).

(1) Assume that u € C2(I)N Hg (I) satisfies (). We multiply () by a function
v € HE(I) and integrate by parts over I. Prove that if (:|-) denotes the
inner product on Hg(I), then

Vo e H&(Q), (ulv) iy = (f,0) L2y

Conversely, prove that if u € H}(I) satisfies this relation, then u is a
solution to the problem, where u” is taken in the sense of distributions.
Next, prove that v — [, f(t)v(t)dt defines an element of the dual of Hg([)
and deduce the existence and uniqueness of a solution of the given problem
in H(I) (use the Riesz representation theorem for a Hilbert space). Prove
that this solution is in H2(I) and that if f € C(I), then the solution is in
C%(I).
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(2) Use, for example, the fundamental solution of v’/ —u = 0 on R or varia-
tion of the constants to determine this solution explicitly using integrals
pertaining to the function f.

Exercise 2.17 (Relation Between ||Vul||z2 and ||u/r|L2).
(1) Let u € C.(RY) with N > 3. By computing

’Vu N (N; 2) u(g?

2

)

integrating over RV, and integrating
xT; 2\ L
/]RN Q’u&-ur—zdx: o O0i(u )T—2dac,
by parts, show that
N —2)2 2
/ |Vu(z)|*de > u/ Y de.
RN 4 RN T2
(2) Deduce that if N > 3, we have v € H! = u/|z| € L% Show that this
result does not hold for V = 2.

Exercise 2.18 (Generalization of the Previous Exercise).
(1) Show that if u € WHP(RY), N > p, and 1 < p < oo, then u/|z| € LP. In
order to do this, show Jensen’s inequality (where 1/p+ 1/p’ =1):
1 1 /
VX,)YERY, X .Y <-|YP+—|X]P.
p p

2) Apply this inequality to the vectors Y = Vu and
y Yy
(N —plua ’P—Q (p— Nz B _(N —p)l’—l lulP~2u7
pr? [ P '
Integrating the term [,y lu[P~2u 2 /r? - Vudz by parts, deduce that

/RN \VulPde > (Np_p)p/w(%)pdx.

Hints. For Jensen’s inequality, use f(z) = |z|?, which has derivative p|z|P~%z, giving
the inequality f(z +y) > f(z) + Df(z) - v.

X:‘

rpP

Exercise %] 2.19 (Fundamental Solutions of the Laplacian).

Show that there exists a constant ko such that A(ln y/22 + y2) = kodp in R?
in the sense of distributions. Show that in RY with N > 2, A(r>~N) = kndo,
where ky can be expressed using the area wx_1 of the unit sphere in RY. Use
elementary computations of integrals in the cases N = 2 and N = 3. For the
general case, use Green’s second theorem.
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Hints.

(1) First show that as functions and outside of the origin, we have d;[In7] = x/r?
and 9y[Inr] = y/r®. Next, show that these functions are locally summable.
Finally, use the function @(r,0) = ¢(r cos,rsinf), the formula

Ozp = cos 0 0rp — 51;16 0o,

and the analogous formula for ¢, to deduce that
z Y
(875 +8, %, 0) = 2m0(0).

(2) Assume that N = 3. Show that the three derivatives of u = r~! are locally
summable and deduce from this that

(Au, p) = — / r? [363190 + yOyp + z8z<p] dx dydz.
R3

The polar coordinates are defined by
r=rcosfcosn, y=rcossinn, z=rsinn.

Compute the partial derivatives using those of @ with respect to r, £ and 1, and
show that the previous integral is equal to —4mwe(0).
(3) We admit Green’s second theorem: given a bounded open set {2 of class C*, a

C? function f, and ¢ € D(RY), we have

(2.95) /Q[f(x)Atp(fv)ﬂP(x)Af(w)]dx:An[f(x)aﬁw(fﬂ)*so(fr)aﬁf(x)]dm

where the normal derivative 0w on 02 is oriented outward from (2. Deduce
from this that when ¢ — 0, (A(r*™"), ¢) is the limit of

T=¢€

/> @A(TQ—N)dx + / [@(I)@W (r2—N) _ TZ_N@# (90)]6]\]_1(10'.

Use this to prove that A(r*™ ) = (2 — N)wn—16(0)-
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Traces of Functions on Sobolev Spaces

At the end of the previous chapter, we showed the existence of a trace (that
is, the extension of an element u of WP(£2) to the boundary 9{2) when 2
is a C! open set. This function ~o(u) belongs to LP(9f2). However, since we
do not have extensions of the derivatives 0;u to 92 when the open set is of
class C1, it is clear that, in general, saying that you lies in a Sobolev space of
type W1P(9£2) has no sense.

However, using the notion of a fractional derivative, we can imagine that
the inclusion u € WP (£2) implies that certain derivatives of order s of vo(u),
where 0 < s < 1, belong to LP(9(2). This chapter begins with an example
where this inclusion holds at the order s <1 —1/p.

In order to better picture this notion, the reader can take p = 2. In this
case, we can use the Fourier transformation, as we will do in Chapter 4. We
transform a partial derivative d;u into the product 2iw&;u whose inclusion
in L? is equivalent to that of (1 + 53)1/ 2%. Conversely, by using the inverse
Fourier transformation, it is natural to call u 1/2 times derivable if the function
(1+ |€2)Y/*a belongs to L2.

In general, in cases other than p = 1, the trace of a function with deriva-
tives in LP has better regularity than functions in LP(9f2). We propose, in this
chapter, to give an intrinsic characterization of the trace x — v(x), that is,
one that is independent of the choice of the function u in W?(£2) such that
You = v. This characterization will lead us to identify, for p > 1, the image
space of the trace vy with a new space Wlfl/”’p(aﬂ), our first example of a
fractional Sobolev space. In Chapter 4, we will generalize this particular case
to all fractional Sobolev spaces.

F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 113
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DOI 10.1007/978-1-4471-2807-63,

(© Springer-Verlag London Limited 2012
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3.1 The Spaces W1~1/PP(RN-1) for p > 1
3.1.1 Preliminary Example

Example 3.1. We propose to begin by studying the regularity properties of
the traces of certain functions in WP on a simple example. This will allow
us to introduce new Sobolev spaces using the notion of fractional derivative.
Consider the open set {2 = R x |0, +00[ and a function ¢ in D(R) such that
0<¢<1and pis1on [0,1]. We define the function u by setting

w(z,y) = o(Va2 +y2)(2* + y*)*? = o(r)r,

where, given p > 1, we assume that
(%) 1-2/p<a<l-—1/p.

We then have u € W1P(£2). The trace, or in this case, restriction, of the
function v to the boundary R x {0} is = — f(z) = ¢(|z|)|z|*.

We can verify that under the condition (%), vou = f € LP(R) and f ¢
WLP(R).

Remark 3.2. To justify the statement in the introduction of this chapter, we
can apply the notion of fractional derivative of order s with 0 < s < 1 to
the traces of the functions u studied above. This will lead to the inequality
0 < s<1—1/p as a condition for the inclusion of such a trace in LP(012).
This result is a first approximation of the definition of a fractional Sobolev
space, in this case W'=1/PP(R).

This remark, which relies on the notion of fractional derivative presented
in the book [60], is expanded in Exercise 3.1. Let us consider the restriction of
the function u from the example above to [0, 1], that is, the function z — x®
on this interval. Its derivative of order s is ax®~*. The condition under which
this derivative belongs to L?(]0,1]) is p(aw — s) > —1, or s < av+ 1/p. Thanks
to (%), we have 1 — 1/p < a+ 1/p < 1. It follows that the values of s for
which « satisfies the relation (x) are indeed those that satisfy the inequality
0<s<1-1/p.

Moreover, we will see further on that the inclusion v € W=1/PP(] — 1,1])
is equivalent to the following two conditions:

ve LP(-1,1)) and / ‘M‘pdxdy<+oo.
]-1,1[x]—1,1] r—y

To verify this, let us show that under the condition (x) of Example 3.1, the
integral above, denoted by J(v), is indeed convergent for the function v on
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] — 1,1 defined by v(x) = |x|*. We can actually reduce this to considering the
function v(x) = 2 on ]0, 1.

Setting 8 = (o — 1)p + 1, after applying a homothety to the variable and
applying Fubini’s formula twice, we obtain

1 .1 1z q
v):/ / ’x / / " ird
1—/\0“ A
B P
/ dx/ = /1 E — /O dz dX.

The function A +— |(1—A%)/(1 — )\)|p is continuous on [0,1]. The first
integral is therefore convergent under the condition § = (o — 1)p+1 > —1.
This same condition allows us to write the second integral as

+oo
K/ —(a—1)p— 2‘ ’d)\
1—X

It is therefore also convergent, since (a—1)p—(a—1)p—2 = —2. To summarize,
J(v) is well defined if & > 1 —2/p.

—\¥p
1—X

3.1.2 Definition of a Fractional Sobolev Space; Examples

Definition 3.3. Consider a real number p > 1 and an integer N > 2. The
Sobolev space W1 =1/PP(RN=1) is the subspace of LP(RV~1) defined as

(3.4) WYY = fue @YY |

u(y)l”
—— " —dxd
/RN I/RN 1 |$—y|p+N 2 v y<oo}

Theorem 3.5. The space W'=Y/P2(RN=1) endowed with the norm

|u(z) — u(y)? He
Iellw-srmoge—y = <|U|LP(RN 1)+/RN 1/sz . |m—y\p+N o ginz drdy

is a Banach space.

We will give the proof of this theorem in the next chapter, for more general
fractional spaces and for an arbitrary open set {2 instead of RV 1,
Likewise, for an open subset £2 of RV ! we define

(3.6) Wwi-t/rr() = u e LP(2 ‘ / |a: — |p+(13)|2 dx dy < oo}

We begin by studying two simple examples in dimension 1.
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Example 3.7. Given a real number p satisfying 1 < p < 2, let us determine
when z +— u(z) = Inz belongs to W=1/7(]0, 1]).
For 1 < p, we have u € LP((]0,1[). Let us study the finiteness of

/ /1|lnx—lny|pd dy.
|z =yl

Introducing the variable ¢ = y/z and applying Fubini’s formula gives

1 _ 1/:13 P
g / / |Inz — Inyl? Mz =ty g / : | Int| gt di
mP|1——|P P |1 —tfP

1 +o00 1/t
Int|P 1 Int|P 1
:/ | In] / d:cdt+/ | Int] / da dt.
o [1—=tP Jo o=t R N 1L A

For p < 2, both the function ¢ — |Int|?/|1 — ¢|P and z!~P are continuous
on ]0,1] and integrable at ¢ = 0. The first integral on the right-hand side
therefore converges. The second integral, which can be written as

1 +oo In¢|P
/ |Int| .
1

2—p t2-r|1 —t|P

also converges because, on the one hand, if ¢ — +o0o, then the function is
bounded from above by K|Int|?/t?> and, on the other hand, we have |Int| ~
|1 —t| when ¢t — 1.
For p=2, J is greater than the first integral, which is equal to +oo. It
follows that
we W1VPr(0,1]) <= 1<p<2.

Example 3.8. Let p > 1. We want to show that if (« — 1)p > —2, then
x +— 2% Inx belongs to W'=1/P2(]0, 1[).

The condition under which u(xz) = z*Inz belongs to LP((]0,1[) can be
written as

(*) ap > —1.
The inequality |a + b|P < 2P~ 1(|a|? + |b|?) applied to the decomposition
[z*Inz —y*Iny| = |2%(Inz — Iny) + lny(z® — y*)|

shows that the inclusion of u in W'=/P2(]0,1[) is implied by the finiteness
of the two integrals

1 yoes _ P 1 P _ P
I:/ / ez =yl gy and J— // Iyl =y ) ay
0 |z —ylp |z —ylp
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Using computations similar to those of the previous example, we see that the
first integral I is finite if the integrals

+o0 1/t
Ilz/ pe-pHl gy / |1nt|p L 12:/ [ In]? / 2P g

are. The integral I is finite if (—1)p+1> —1, that is, if ap>p—2, a condition
that implies (x). Under this same condition, after applying Fubini’s transfor-
mation, the integrand of the second integral I is equivalent to |Int[P/t*P+2

at +o00. Its convergence follows because ap + 2 > 1. We therefore have
I <o < ap>p-—2.

Likewise, the second integral J is finite if the following integrals are, where

B=pa—p+1:
1 1
1 -t
J1=/ yﬁllny\pdy/ Tt
0 o |1t

—+oo |1_ta|p 1/t
= Ul Bl Iny|Pdy dt.
J /1 |1_t|p/0 y” [ Iny|Pdy

The integral J; behaves like J(v) in Example 3.1. It converges if ap > p — 2,
regardless of the sign of . Moreover, as 8 > 1, when =z < 1, the function
x — 2°|Inz[P is dominated by z + 27 for every « satisfying 1 < v < B.
Consequently, its primitive at 1/t is dominated by Kt~1~7 and the integrand
of Jy is dominated by ¢t~ ((1=@)P+7+1) at L0, proving the finiteness of J,. The
stated result follows.

3.1.3 Characterization of the Trace of u € W1 P(RN-1 x Rt)

We will now show the following result.

Theorem 3.9. Let N >2; then the image of the trace map ~yo satisfies
Yo (WHP(RN L % 10, +00)) = W=H/P2 (RN,

We will first prove the theorem for N = 2, after which we will proceed to
the general case.

Proof of Theorem 3.9 for N = 2.
We begin by showing that

W22 (R) s 5o (WP (R X 0, +00).
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Let u € W'=V/PP(R) and let ¢ be a function in D(R) such that ¢(0) = 1.
Since u belongs to LP(R), we can define a function v as follows:

(3.10) v(x,t) = @/0 u(z + z)dz.

The function v vanishes for |t| sufficiently large. Let us show that
ve LP(Rx]0,4o00[). By Holder’s inequality applied to the integral defining
the right-hand side of (3.10), we have

T lelrt) [
// |v(x,t)|pd:vdt<// —/ |u|P(x + s)ds dx dt.
RxR+ R Jo tJo

Using Fubini’s formula, we see that the last integral is bounded from above by

/0+Do|<Pp(t)|%/0t/R|u(X)|ded3 ,dt:A+“|¢p(t)dt4|u(x)pdx.

This integral is finite, giving the desired result.
Let us now show that v belongs to WHP(R x R™). For this, we need to
compute its derivatives with respect to x and ¢. We have

wﬂw

Introducing u(z + t) in the integral with respect to z, we also have

(3.11) Opv(,t) =

t

Opv(x,t) = () /0 (w(z+1t) —u(z + 2))dz + @ /0 u(z + s)ds

12
=<,0(t)/0 u(x+t)—tu(m+tz)dz+@/t(t)/0 w(z + 5)ds
(3.12) = f(z,t) + @/0 u(x + s)ds.

By the definition of W!~1/PP(R), we have

/R - |0xv(z, )| sup|g0|p/ ‘ ‘ dx dy < +o0,
X

where ¢t = y — x. This proves that d,v € L”(R x 10, +o0[). Replacing ¢ by ¢’
in the definition of v, we deduce from the computations above that

{(x,t) — @ /Ot u(a + s)ds} e LP(R x 10, +00[).

It remains to show that f € LP(R x ]0,+oo[). We will, in fact, show that
f € LP(R?). Using Hélder’s inequality, we first obtain the inequality

1 _ P
313 Wl < el [ ([ M g e
R2 0 tP
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We then apply the change of variables X = x + tz, T = = + ¢ with Jacobian
|[dX AdT| = |z — 1| |dx A dt|. From |z — 1| < 1 and p > 1, we deduce that
[1—z|tP > |(1 — 2)t|P = | X — T|P, whence

L — P
[ropasd< o, [ ([ M) doa
R2 R2 0

1 X T
< P — G dXdTd
HSO”OO/R?/O X =T :

Sy T —

Now that we have proved that v € WHP(R x ]0, +-o0]), it remains to show that
Yov = u or, in other words, that lim; o [|v(-, %) — ul/Lrr) = 0.
Let us write

o(z,t) — ux) = o(t) / (e + t2) — u(@))dz + (9(t) — Lu(z),

Since limy_,o[¢(t) — 1]||u||, = 0, the property that we wish to prove reduces to

lim ’/Ol[u(x +tz) —u(x)]dz " de = 0.

=0 Jp

After applying Holder’s and Fubini’s formulas, proving this reduces further to
using the continuity of translations in L?, that is, limp_o ||The — ul|, = 0. We
have thus proved the equality vo(v) = w.

This concludes the proof of the inclusion for N = 2.

Conversely, we wish to show that if u € WP(R x ]0, +00), then its trace
belongs to W'=1/P2(R x {0}). We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.14. Consider a real number v and a function f from |0, +oo[ to R.
We assume that 0 <v+1/p=60 <1 and 1 < p < +o0. The following hold:

(i) If the map t — t” f(t) belongs to LP(]0,+o0|) and if g is defined by

(3.15) o) =1 [ rspas

then the map t — tVg(t) belongs to LP(]0,+o0[). Moreover, there exists a
constant C(p,v) depending only on p and v, such that

(3.16) / S wrlg)rdt < C(pyv) / T,

(ii) Let a, B € R with a < B, let f be defined on 0, +o0o[ x |, B[, and let g be
defined as follows on |0, 4o00[ X ]e, B[:

/fsx
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If v f € LP(]0, +oo[ X Jo, B]), then we have t¥g € LP(]0, +oo[ X |av, B]) and
there exists a constant c(p,v) depending only on p and v, such that

B o0 B oS
(3.17) / / 171g(t, 2)Pdt dz < c(p,v) / / 1P| F(t, 2)|Pdt da.
«@ 0 [eY 0

Remark 3.18. In (ii), the results extend to the case where the variable ¢ is
in an interval ]a, b[ instead of |0, 4+o0].

Remark 3.19. We only use the lemma with v = 0. We include the case v # 0
for the next chapter.

Proof of Lemma 3.14.
Let F be defined as follows for z > 0:

(3.20) F(z) = 2”1 /07” f(s)ds

We begin by remarking that the assumptions on f imply that z|F(x)[? is
bounded and tends to 0 when x tends to 0. Indeed, if p > 1, then

:c”—l/oxf(t)dt‘ = :c”_l/owt”f(t)t_”dt‘

<av! (/zt”PIf(t)Ipdt)l/p (/Oxt—vp’dt)l/pl

) 2 V1P 1)/

<p/ 1— 0 ‘tuf‘LP(]O,z[)

(p/ ) T Sl

whence
2P @) < Ol FOIE 10,00

In particular, z|F(z)[? tends to 0 when z tends to 0 and, moreover, z|F (z)[P <

C”tyf”Lp( 0 +oo[)
This remark allows us to carry out the following integration by parts:

M M
/ |F ()| dz = —/ p|F P2 F(2)F'(x)zdx + M|F(M)[P.
0 0
Now,
(3.21) Fl'(z) = (v —1)a2" 2 /OI ft)dt + 2"~ f(x),

whence
oF'(z) = (v —1)F(x) + 2" f(2).
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We obtain
M M
(3.22) /0 \FIP(2)dz = —p(v — 1)/0 \FIP(2)dz

M
—p / o f(2)[FP=2F(z)dz + M|F(M)J?,
0

whence
M M
/ [FP[1+p(v — 1)|dz < p/ o’ |f(@)||FIP~2|F (x)|dx + c|[t” f(£)I|7.
0 0

gp</0M |xu (f(x”)p dx>1/p</0M ‘F‘p)l_l/p+0||tu ( )”LP GontD)-

Setting X = (fOM |F(z)[P) Y24z and o = 1t f(t)]| Lr (0,400, this implies

the inequality

(1-0)X2, < paX? ' 4 caP < (XM(l — )Py 4 (pa)? + ca?
P’

1
(1—-6)p—1
by inequality describing the convexity of the function z — |z|P. It follows that

X <c(p,v)a?

(/ T1Ee) " <o / @)

For the proof of (ii), we repeat the proof given above, fixing x, and then

Finally,

integrating with respect to z. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Let us return to the proof of the theorem for N = 2.

Let v be an element of W1 (R x 0, +-00[) and let u(z) = v(z,0). We write
the integral of the function |u(z) — u(y)|P|z — y|~P over R? as the sum of
integrals over the sets {y > z} and {z > y}. It suffices to study the integral
over {y > x}:

u(x)fu(y): 1 (v(x,O) (x-l—y_x y_x))

r—y T -y 2 2
1 T+y y—x) )
+x_y(v< SRR v(y,0)
-1

y—x
= / Osv(x + s/2,5/2)ds
0

r—y

1
r—y

+

/wa Osv(y — s/2,8/2)ds
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Taking the pth power and integrating the first term on the right-hand side
with respect to x and y gives

I

1
r—=y

P
dx dy

y—x
/ Osv (x + 8/2,8/2)ds
0

t p
<2// (l/ |8Sv(x—|—s/2,s/2)ds> dt da.
R J]0,+00 \t Jo

Let us now define the function f by setting

f(s,2) = Osv (z + s/2,5/2);

this satisfies f € LP(R x ]0, +oc[). Since v € W1P(R x |0, +00]), we may apply
Lemma 4.38, (ii):

t
// ‘1/ 0sv (x4 8/2,8/2)ds
R J]0,4+00[ |t Jo

Repeating this for the integral

p
di dy < Clollfr,

1
r—y

y—x
/ Osv (y — s/2,5/2) ds,
0

we obtain the desired result.

At the same time, we have shown that there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that
(3.23) HUHWPUP’P(R) < C”UHWLP(RX]O&OO[)»

giving the continuity of the trace map in this space. ad

Remark 3.24. At the end of this chapter, we will give a different class of
liftings that is better suited to problems concerning higher order traces. The
advantage of the lifting we use here is that it allows more explicit computa-
tions.

Before continuing with the general case, let us consider an example.

Example 3.25. Let us illustrate the theorem we have just proved for N =2
using Hep, where ¢ is an element of D(R) that equals 1 on [-1/2,1/2] and H
is the Heaviside step function defined by

’H(x):{l if x >0,

0 otherwise.

We will study the inclusion He € W=1/PP(R) for 1 < p < 2.
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To compute the seminorm

[[ o) - e,
o - |

ylP

we note that its finiteness is equivalent to that of the sum A, of the integrals
over the products | — 1/2,0[ x ]0,1/2[ and ]0,1/2[ x | — 1/2,0[. It therefore
suffices to show the finiteness of

0 /2 9 [0
Ap:2/ / ——dxdy = —/ [(%—m)l_p—ml_p dx.
“12do lz—ylP 1-pJ_1)2

The existence condition can then be written as —p+1 > —1, or p < 2. We
note that p = 2 is a critical case, as H¢ belongs to all W=1/PP(R) for p < 2,
in spite of the existence of a point of discontinuity at * = 0, but does not
belong to H'/2(R).

In this example, we can also compute the fractional derivative of Hy of
order 1 — 1/p for ¢ € D(R) (cf. Exercise 3.1).

The proof given above shows the existence of a lifting of Hy to the space
WLP(R x]0, +00[). We can also give a function belonging to WP (R x 0, +o00|)
whose trace is Hy on the boundary R x {0} without using the intrinsic defi-
nition of H'/?(R).

Let u be defined by

0 ifr<0and 0 <y < —x,
u(x,y) = % ifr<Oandy>—2z>0,
o(z) ifxz>0.

Let 9 be a function in D(R) that equals 1 on {y = 0}; then for p € ]1,2],
¥ (y)u(z,y) belongs to WHP(R x ]0, +o0[) and equals Hep on R x {0}.

Remark 3.26. When a function has a discontinuity at a point, its derivative
in the sense of distributions involves a Dirac distribution, which cannot be
identified with a function. We can come across functions with jump disconti-
nuities whose fractional derivatives are elements of L for p < 2.

Proof of the theorem in the general case.
We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.27. The following properties are equivalent for an element u of
LP(RE):

(i) u € W=1/pP(RK),
S P _
() Vi€ (LKLl = [

dx dt < 00.

u(x + te;) — u(x) [
t
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Moreover, |lull}_,,, , = ||UHLP(]RK)+Z{< llullii—1/p,p defines a norm equiv-
alent to ||'HW1—1/1),1)(]RK).

Corollary 3.28. If p > g > 1 and u has compact support, then
we W/PP(RY) —= 4 e WITVoq(RY),

Proof of the corollary.
We apply the lemma to U= lul|{_, ,  when ue Wi-1/pp(RN). Holder’s
inequality gives

te; a
U= / /'““ c) Zul@)l? gy
RN |t|q
A q
</ / [u(z + te.) — u(z) dxdt+/ gl 4,
|t|<1 J/supp u+B(0,1) |t|q [t]>1 |t|q

te; P a/p
/ / |u T+ 6 (-’15)| d.T) |suppu + B(O, 1)|1—q/p
[t|<1 JRN

Itl”
+ 2(q+1)/(q71)||u||g. 0

Proof of Lemma 3.27.
Let us show that (ii) implies (i).
Let u € LP(R¥X) be such that for every i,

te;) — P
@ + tei) = ulw) dx dt < oo.
REK
For elements  and y of RX we introduce the notation z; = le zie; +
Zfil yje; = (1,22, ..., Ti, Yit1,- .-, Yk ), where T = z and o = y. We can
now write u(y) — u(z) as follows:
i=K—1
u(y) — u(z) = [u(@) — u(@in)]-
i=0

We can consequently bound the pth power of the seminorm in Wlfl/”’p(RK)
from above by the sum of integrals Z?_l I;, where

T
RKJRK Z |xj*y‘]

We therefore need to bound these integrals. For this, setting n; = |z; — y;|?
and ¢ = (p + K — 1)/2, we begin by bounding the denominator (3_;7;)? from
both sides. Using the equivalence of the norms in finite dimension, we see that
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there exist constants Cy, Cs, Cs, Cy depending only on p and K, such that
K 2g
Cl(lej—yﬂ) C2<Z77J)
! K K q K 2q
Z (n;)? < 03(2773') < C4(Z|93j yj>
1 1

Let us, for example, study the integral I, by beginning with a partial
integration with respect to y;. Using the parity of y; — 1, the previous in-
equalities with constants C/, when K is replaced by K — 1, plus a homothety
on an integration variable, we find, for fixed z;, ¢ € [1, K], and fixed yg, that

/-\ —

_ P — P
/ lu(z) — u(Tr—1)| dy < 205 / w(Tr_1)| dy,
Z n;)9 |€C1 - yl\Qq + [Zj>2 77?}

<aop! [ bl D dy
21 = P+ [ 15 — 5]
lu(z) — u(Tx )P /+°° d¢
2qg—1 2q C! .
{Zj% |z — yjl} o TG

Since p + K > 2, we have 2¢ > 1. Consequently, the last integral converges.
We must therefore consider the inequality

2q

<205!

u(z) — u(Tg 1)

/\‘p

u(z) —u(ry, ..., v —1,yx)|" ’
[ <o
i [sz |2 =yl
where the constant M; depends only on p and K.
By integrating this inequality with respect to ys, the same computations
give the following upper bound for the partial integral of Ix 1 with respect
to y1,yo2:

}p+K—2’

|u(z) — u(@x—1)|?

p+K-3"
[Zj>3 |lzj — yj@

We now use induction to show that partial integration with respect to

My M,

(y1,92,-..,YK—1) gives the upper bound

T )P
Iy < MMy Mg _ 1/ /|u u@x—1)| dygdzx.
RE 2K — yx|?

By a last change of variables, this leads to the existence of a constant c

depending only on p and K, such that

“+oo
ter) — p
Y T R
rE Jo 15

By hypothesis (ii), this implies the finiteness of Ik _1.
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We proceed in the same manner with the other integrals I;. We have thus
proved the implication (ii) = (i), as well as the inequality

= T Ju(z + te;) — ul@)[?
H < : dt dz.
el < © 3 L. g v

Conversely, let us show that (i) implies (ii).
We will once more use induction on the exponents of the terms in the

denominator. Let us first set

p
Jy = ul tte) —u(@)” o
P
RE J]0,400] tK

Though the notation is different, this is the integral in statement (ii). We
generalize it to integrals J, where the numerator of the integrand is of the
type |u(z') — u(z)| with a difference ' — z = Z][g_k_H tje; of length k and
t; > 0, namely

t t p
Ty = / / u(r+tx_1ex—1+ Keﬁ) u(z)| dtedts_dr,
R% J(]0,400[) (tk—1+tK)P

+ 35 e
7 7/ / u(z + 30 t¢) didz.
" REJ(J0,+e0]) (21 J)p+K 1 H

By using the variable z — y in the integrand, which expresses the seminorm
of w in W'=1/PP(RK) and restricting ourselves to integrations over |0, +o0],
we see that, by hypothesis, Jx < co. Consequently, the implication (i)=-(ii)
follows for ¢ = K if we show that for every k € [1, K — 1], we have

Jk+1<OO = Jip < o0.

Let us therefore suppose that Jy1 < oco. Let

+ t; P
Jk—/ / u(w ZK k1 j€j) — u(x)| H dt;dz.
RE J(]0,400[)*

k—1
(ZK k1 b )p+ K—k+1

It follows from the equality
1

( ngkﬂ tj )

that Jj is bounded from above by

T+ Yk ki1 ti€i) —
(ptk—1) AK/O+m[k+l )P-‘rk [ H dt]dx

(¢ + ZkaH K—k+1

+oo
1 /
p+k_1:(p+k—1)/ I ot
0 (t +ZK7k+1tj)
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We now proceed to give an upper bound for the numerator by using a point z*
that lies between x + Z§7k+1 tje; and x, namely z* = z + t'ex_x +
Zg_k+1(tj/2)ej, and by using the inequality |a + b[P < 2P~ !(|alP + |b]P).
A lower bound for the denominators follows from the inequality
v+ K w1 i =t + SR w41 ti/2. Consequently, writing

u(x + Z§7k+1 tiej) — u(x)‘p N

i “u(m + Z tjej) —u(x™) P

K—k+1

+ fu(e*) - u(@)"],

we obtain Ji, < 2P71[A + B], where

ju(*) = u(@)P
A< S /ﬂovmw t/+z§§ e (t,/2))77F | I i

K—k+1
(+ X (t5/2)e)) —u(@)[ ¢ 8
B < dt dt; | da.
/]RK /]o Foo[)k+1 (¢ + ZK,,CH(tj/2)))p+’f {Kl_klﬂ }

In these upper bounds, the numerator of the integrand is associated with a
difference 2’ — x of length k. By considering the denominator, we see that this
upper bound is the integral Ji41. We conclude that A < oco. For the integral B,
we must transform the numerator so that it is of the form |u(y)—u(y’)|, where y
is the integration variable and the difference y — ¢’ also has length k. In order
to do this, we apply the following transformation in the integral B:

K
y=z+ (kaﬂ tjej/2)7
tj:tj VjG[K—]{—‘rl,K],
t =t .

The Jacobian matrix of this transformation is triangular with diagonal terms
equal to 1. The integral B is therefore bounded from above by

[ut) = uly + S g (t3/2)es +treverc )" 1 1
/]RK /(]o,+oo[)k+1 [ti—i + Zg_k+1(tj/2))]p+k {}__[k J} v

This last integral is of the type Jx41 and is therefore finite. To summarize, we
have
K(A+ B) <0

The reasoning is the same for the other integrals

) — P
L—:/ / lu(z +tei) —u(@)? 5, 00
RE J]0, 400 tP

We have thus proved the equivalence of (i) and (ii).
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Moreover, we have shown the existence of a constant ¢’ depending only
on K and p, such that

K
u(x +te;) — u(x)|P
S\ M O ) <l
T LJrK J10, 400 ¢

This concludes the proof of the equivalence of the norms stated in the lemma.
O

Let us return to the proof of Theorem 3.9 for N > 2.
Let u be an element of W=1/PP(RN=1) and let v be defined as follows for
t>0:

t
(3.29) v(z! t) = sfv(_)l / u(z' + z)dz,
B o

where ¢ € D(R) with ¢(0) = 1; then lim;_, |[v(-,¢) — ul|, = 0.
This follows from

L) —ulp =
ot —ulp= [

because the inclusion w € LP implies that limj_o||mu — ull, = 0
(cf. property (2.64)).

Next, we must verify that v € WP(RY). The derivative with respect to x;,
where 1 < ¢ < N —1, can be seen as a derivative with respect to the endpoints

/]0 N1 p(t)(u(a + tz) — u(z))dz "de —s 0,

by applying Fubini’s formula and using the integration variable z; + z;. We
thus obtain

(3.30) div(a’,t) = (1) /

(Jo,tpN =2

u(@ +te; + %) —u(a’ + %)
tN-1

dz;.
Using Holder’s inequality and the change of variables z; = tZ, we have

u(z' + te; + tZ,) —u(x' + tZ) P

e P < (o)l |
(o0,1pN =2
We then integrate with respect to ' and ¢ and apply the change of variables
(2, t) — (X' =2’ +tZ;,),

which, by Lemma 3.27 and Fubini’s formula, gives

/ / 0[P
RN =1 J]0,4 00
< / / /
RN -1 J]0,400[ 0,1V -2

u(X' +te;) — u(X’)
t

P
dx'dtdz; < C.
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Next, we compute d;v(a’,t), which equals

O (' t) = go(t)(LN_l) /t . /t u(x’ + z)dz

ZtN 1/ (z +zz+tez)dzz)

/ 1 / /
t)—— d
+¢'( )tN* P u(z' + z)dz

u(x' +tei + %) —u(z’ + 2)
0 [ : d:

It is clear that the function

/ t)
! t SD( / / d
(z',t) —> ) u(z' + 2)dz

belongs to LP (RN =1 x ]0, 4+oc[). It remains to show that the same holds for
the integrals

Fi(2',t) = p(t) dz.

1 / u(z' +tei + z;) —u(z’ + z)
tN-1 10,t)N-1 t

By applying the change of variables z = tZ and then using Holder’s inequality,
we obtain

ZW%MIWZ/

Integrating with respect to 2’ and ¢, and then applying the change of variables
(2/,t) = (X' =2’ +tZ, X = t(1—2;)) gives dX'AdX = (1—z;)da’ Adt, whence,
using evident upper bounds,

// > |Fi($’,t)‘pdx’dt

/ N /
ALY [ ey [ e
RN =1 (0,10~ =2 J]0,+ 00| A

< o0.

(2/ + tei +tZ;) —u(x' +tZ) P
t

dz.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.9. O
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3.2 The Case of an Open Boundary Other than
RN=1 x 10, 00]

In Chapter 2, we showed the existence of a trace map with values in LP(9£2)
when {2 is a C! open set. In a manner similar to the one we used before, we
define the space

p
Wi=1/rr(0 :{ueLp (002) / Ju(@) = uly)l® o(x)do(y <oo},
(02) )| 090 Jon |$—y|p+N2 do(e)do(y)
where do denotes the superficial density on 0f2. With this definition, Theorem
3.9 extends to open sets of class C!.

Proposition 3.31. Let 2 be a class C' open set; then the image of the trace
map on WP (£2) satisfies

(WP (2)) = WHHPP(90).

Proof of Proposition 3.31.

Let u € WHP(£2) and let £2;, O, F;, a;, and ; be as in the definitions
2.65 and 2.66 of an open set of class C'. Let v; be defined on RV~ x |0, 400
by

vi(@' zN) = pu(a’,a; (') + xN).
Since a; is of class C! on the compact set F; obtained by projecting the support
of ; onto RN =1 we easily see that v; € WHP(RVY =1 x]0, +-o0[). Consequently,
by Theorem 3.9, the trace yov; of this function belongs to W1=1/P2(RN-1),

Setting 2’ = (2, a;(2")), we will deduce from this that the composition u;
deﬁned by 4 (Z') = psu(z’) = yvi(2') belongs to WI=1/PP(902 N ;). Let
||uz||1 denote its seminorm in this last space. We use the inequality

N 1/2
@y | <7 -7 = (|~ PHa) - aw)?) < VI Valk ly -

to glve an upper bound. Using the extension by 0 outside of O}, the seminorm
||uz||1 »» whose pth power equals the integral

lpiu(@) — pau(@)|P(1 + |Vai (")) 21+ [Vai (o) PV,
= N_3 dx'dy’,
(RN-1) (|y — @)+

gives the upper bound

"\|p
~ 1 ’ 2 |’YO/UZ 'YO'Ul(y)| d /d/
(0 10 < (@ ivagz) [ et 2O g

We therefore have u; € W=1/P2(92).
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By Theorem 2.86, the trace you is defined by ), u;. Letting |you|i—1/pp
denote the seminorm

|70U ’you(y)|P 1/p
do(x)do ,
/89 /39 |z — y|p+N 2 (z) (y))

and applying Proposition 2.68 and the continuity of the trace map, we deduce
that

ouli—1/pp < C @I, < S lvillwinemy)
1 7
<" lpiullwiring) < C lullwree)-
7

We have thus proved part of the proposition.

Conversely, let us assume that v € LP(9f2) and that the seminorm
|1 1/p » in WI=Y/PP(902) is finite; then we can easily show that for every i,
||g01u|| < oo because ¢; is Lipschitz.

For every z' € O}, let v;(z') = g;u(Z’). Using the inequalities

7 <V + IVaillZ) |2 —

we can obtain an inequality inverse to (x), from which we deduce that v; €
Wlfl/p,p(RNfl).

By Theorem 2.86, there exist V; € WP ((RY)*+) with compact support in
0. x]0,0[ such that v; = vy V;. For 2’ € O} and xn € Ja;(2), a;(z’) + [, let the
function U; be defined by U;(2/,zn) = Vi(2', —a;(z') + xn). It is defined on
;N 2, equals u; on {xny = a;(2')}, and, moreover, belongs to W1P(£2; N £2).
The previous computations show that there exists a constant C' depending
only on 042, p, N, such that

1Uillwrr2iney < Cluili—1/p,p-

Let U = >, U;. We have U(2',0) = >, Ui(2',0) = >, piu(z’) = u(z’).
Moreover, U € W1P(£2) because, by Proposition 2.68,

U llwro2) < D N Uillwrreine)
i
(3.32) < CZ leiullwr-1/pp(@in002)

< Cllullwi-1/0.0(00)- O

3.3 Traces of Functions in Wh1(2)

Let us now study the traces of functions in W11(£2). The following can be
seen as an extension of the previous result if we let the derivative of order
1 —1/p =0 be the function itself.
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Theorem 3.33. Let 2 be an open set of class C'. There exists a surjective
continuous linear map, denoted by o, that sends WH1(82) to L' (0§2). When
u € WHH(02)NC(12), this trace coincides with the restriction to the boundary.

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for every u € L1(012),
there exists a U € WYY(92) satisfying voU = u and

U llwiro) < Cllullzro0)-

Proof of Theorem 3.33.

Using the same method we used for the functions in WP (£2), we reduce
to the case where u has compact support in R¥ =1 x [0, 1[. We then have, for
almost all pairs (s, t) of positive real numbers, assuming for the moment that
s < t to illustrate the idea,

t
(3.34) / lu(x’, t) — u(z’, s)|dx’ é/ / |Onu|(x', N)dz'd\.
RN-1 s JRN-1

Since s and ¢ tend to zero, the right-hand side also tends to zero. We conclude
that u(-,t) is Cauchy in L*(R™~1), which is complete. Let you denote the
limit. We can easily see that the trace map defined in this way is continuous.

Let us show that this map is surjective onto L!'(RN~1). Consider u in
LYRN=1) and let {us} be a sequence of C* functions with compact support
that converges to u in L' (RY~1). After extracting a subsequence if necessary,
we may, and do, assume that

o0

(3.35) > lukrr = upllr < oo.
1

Let {ax} be a sequence of positive real numbers such that

2—k
(IVugsall1 + [[Vuglls +1)°

(3.36) VE>21, ap<
Next, consider the sequence {t;} of real numbers defined by

oo
to = E O,
0

thrr =tk —ar (VE>=1).

(3.37)

This sequence is monotonically decreasing and tends to zero. We define the
function v on RV~1 x 0, ¢o[ by setting

tr —t
(3.38) o(t,2') = up(2') + ——— (U1 — ug) (@)
U — Tkt
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for every t € |tgy1,tx[ and for every 2/ € RM~L. We then have v €
WHLRN=L % 10, t0[). Indeed, if j € [1, N — 1], then for every t € Jtgi1,tx[,

tr —t

0;v = Ou +
! ! t — tht1

(8juk+1 — @uk)

Consequently, we have

th+1

22
joull < 3 / (19 ulls + 19 12)
k

o0
1
<Y Itk = tra | (105unlls + [105ur11ll1) < ZQ—k
0 k

Deriving with respect to ¢ gives

(3.39) Vit bupr,til, O = Xt Uk
tk+1 — Tk

Hence

ol <3 [ Lnes vl
X
Sty e =t

< ke — |1 < oo
We have thus shown that v € WHH(RN =1 x 10, 9]).
By the open mapping theorem, the image under 7 of the open ball of

radius 1 with center 0 contains an open ball B(0,ry) for some r9 > 0. Hence,
for every u € L'(012), there exists a U € W1 such that

1
1Ullwr110) < EHUHLl(E)Qy O

3.4 Density of C'(8£2) in W1—1/PP(92)
3.4.1 Density in W1—1/P?(92), Properties of the Trace Map

Proposition 3.40. Let §2 be a class C' open subset of RY; then C1(0§2) N
W=Y/Pr(90) is dense in WI=1/PP(942).

Remark 3.41. We can establish this result using the definition of
W1=1/Pr(90). In the next chapter, we give the proof for RN~ and
W#P, where s € ]0,1] is arbitrary. In the following proof, we have chosen to
use the properties “inherited” from WP ().



134 3 Traces of Functions on Sobolev Spaces

Proof of Proposition 3.40.

Since (2 is of class C!, there exists a continuous linear extension E of
WLP(02) in WHP(RN). Let w € W=1/PP(90). There exists a lifting U €
WLP($2) of u, that is, a U € W1P(§2) such that voU = u on 9f2.

By the density of D(RY) in WP(RY), there exists a sequence {U,} in
D(RY) such that U, — E(U)|lw1e@vy — 0. Let u, be the restriction of U,
to £2. Since the restriction of E(U) to §2 is U, we have [Ju, — Ullw1.»(o) — 0.
By the continuity of the trace map,

[70(un) = ullwi-1/m.000) = [70(un) = U lwi-1/p.000)
< Cllun, = Ullwrre) — 0.

Now, as the boundary is of class C!, the function yyu,,, which is the restriction
of u, to 12, is also of class C'. Consequently, You,, € C*(d)NW'=V/Pr(912),
completing the proof. O

We also prove the existence of a function that is regular inside {2 and has
the same trace as u on the boundary when {2 is a general open set of class C'.

Theorem 3.42. Let 2 be a class C* open set and let uw € WHP(02); then there
exists a sequence {u,} C C>®(2) N WLP(£2) that converges to u in WhHP(£2)
and satisfies Youn, = You on 02.

Proof of Theorem 3.42.
We repeat the construction given in the proof of Proposition 2.12 of Chap-
ter 2. Recall that

Ue = Z pe; * (pju)
J

converges to u in WHP(§2) when ¢ tends to 0. Let

N

UN,e = Z (pej * (‘pju) - @ju)-

0

By definition, vy has compact support and converges to u. —u in WP (§2)
when N — +4o00. By the continuity of the trace map, it follows that

Yo(ue —u) = 0. O

Proposition 3.40 and the results before it allow us, in particular, to estab-
lish generalized Green’s formulas that extend the classical Green’s formula for
class C! functions. This is the aim of the next subsection.
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3.4.2 Generalization of Green’s Formula and Applications

Theorem 3.43 (generalized Green’s formula). Let {2 be a class C! open
subset of RN. Let U be an element of WP (£2) and let ¢ € D(RN,RY); then

/Q VU (z) - p(x)dz + /Q U(z) div p(z)dx = / YU (s) (s) - T (s)do(s).

o8

In this formula, do is the superficial density on 052, 7 is the outward-
pointing unit normal to 982, the terms Vu(z) - o(x) and @(s) - T (s) are

inner products of vectors in RY, and the divergence of ¢ is defined to be

divp(z) = Zf, i (i) ().

Proof of Theorem 3.43.

In the current situation, where {2 is of class C!, we already know this for-
mula when v is of class C! on £2. Let u € WP (£2). By Proposition 3.40, there
exists a sequence {u,} in C'(£2) N W1P(£2) that converges to u in W1P(£2)
with, moreover, You, — You in W=1/PP(902).

From the convergences 0;u,p; — Ojup; in LP(2), it follows that f PR
© = [, Vu - . Moreover, the term [, u, div ¢ tends to [, udiv .

Finally, by considering the integrals fag(ﬁ)ig@w@(u — uy,)do, we obtain
the convergence of the boundary term [, un(p - )do to S0 vou(e - )do
because |[vo(un — u)||Lr(52) — 0. This concludes the proof. O

Another proof of Theorem 3.43. Let us now prove this result using a different
method. We will repeat the arguments of the proof of the classical version
of Green’s theorem in one of the open subsets of the cover occurring in the
definition of the C! regularity of £2 (cf. Definition 2.65).

The components up; of the function uy belong to W1P(£2), as we can see
by using the definition of the derivative of up; in the sense of distributions.
Let O be an open subset of RY such that there exist an open subset O’ of
RYN~! and a piecewise C! function a that is continuous on (0’ satisfying

onRc{(z,zn)|zn >a(z'), 2 € O},
0NN ={(a',a(x")) |2 € O'}.

After changing the local coordinate systems, if necessary, we may, and do,
assume that for every i, up; € WHP(O N 2) has compact support in O. In
the present case, the trace of up; on the boundary of O N 2 is zero outside of
ONdN (arc mm’ in Figure 3.1). The boundary term in the formula therefore
reduces to

[ e e’ ale) - T @do (@)
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TN

Supp pu

Fig. 3.1. Localization at a boundary point.

Note that the outward-pointing unit normal to 02 is defined by
Va—en
V1+ |[Va(@)]?

Moreover, do(z') = /14 |Va(z')|? dz’, from which we deduce that

7 (z) =

ni(z')do(x') = d;a(x’) and ny(2')do(x') = —1.
We must therefore show the following formulas for each of the components:
(%) / [(Grup; + udipi) () da = / youla')pi(a', a(a'))diala’)da',
ong ’

for every ¢ < N — 1, and
(%) / {(BNucpN + uaNgoN)(x)] dx = —/ You(z oy (2, a(x"))dz'.
ong? ’

For the first equality, we approximate u in WP (2N 0O) using a sequence {u,, }
of C! functions. Since the function 2’ — fao(z,) un (@', xy)dxy has compact
support in @', we have

/ (&/ (uncpi)(x',xN)de)dac’ =0.
, a(z’)

Moreover, in this integral, we can use differentiation with respect to a param-
eter, giving

0 :/ 81(/ (unpi) (2, xN)do N )dx’
’ a(z’)

= //—aia(x/x“n@i)(f/’a(xl))dxl+///a:/)3i(un90i)(x’,xN)d;cqu;’,
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We now let n tend to +oo. The first term of the right-hand side has the
integral — [,,, dsa(z’)(uyp;)(2, a(z’))dz’ as a limit.

By the definition of the convergence in WP, the second term of the right-
hand side has limit [, d;(ue;)dx. Using the derivative of the product wug;, we
obtain the formula (x).

In the case ¢ = N, we obtain the formula (%) by using the following
definition of the trace of x — (up)(2’,a(z’) + xN):

//a:j N (up) (@', xn) = _/(9/ yo(up) (2, a(z'))dx’

and the derivative of u¢y with respect to z,, in the sense of distributions. 0O

Theorem 3.44. Let 2 be a C* open set. Let u be in WP (), let v be in
WLP(RN N 2), and let u be defined by

- u in {2,
u= _
v oin RN £
Then @ belongs to WHP(RYN) if and only if

You = Yov on Of2.

Proof of Theorem 3.44.

Let us assume that you = yov on 9f2. Let ¢ € D(RY ,RY). Applying the
above version of Green’s formula on both 2 and R \ 2, with opposite normal
vectors 77{ and 77%, we find

/ Vﬂ-go:—/ ﬂdivg@z—/udiwp—/ vdiv g
RN RN 0 RN <2

:/Vu-<p+/ 70u771>-30+/ 7Vv~g0+/ 701)772)-@.
I7) 20 RN 12 BYe;

Since the outward-pointing unit normal to 9{2 is the opposite of the outward-
pointing unit normal to (RY \ ) and you = yyv, we obtain

(345) Vﬂ = VU ].Q =+ VU l]RN\Q;

hence 4 € WHP(RYN).

Conversely, let us assume that u € WHP(RY). We denote the Dirac delta
function with support 02 by §,,, (cf. Example 1.85); this is a measure. The
previous computation gives

Vo e DRN,RY), /m - @)y (u —v)(z)do(z) = 0.
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Let us take for ¢ a function whose only nonzero component is ¢ € D(RY).
The previous inequality then becomes

Ve D(RN% (Yo(u —v)d,,nyeN) = 0.

We deduce from this that, seen as a function in LP(912), we have yo(u—v) = 0,
concluding the proof. ad

Corollary 3.46. Let 2 be a class Ct open set; then
WoP(2) = {u| @ e WHP(RY)},
where u is the extension by 0 outside of 2. We also have

WoP(£2) = {u € W'P(2) | you = 0 on 02}

3.4.3 Determining the Duals of Sobolev Spaces

Dual of the Space WP((2).

Proposition 3.47. Let 1 < p < +oo. We consider the product space
LP(2)N*TL endowed with the norm |v]l, = ( évﬂ ||vi|\g)1/p. The map J
from WLP () to LP(2)N L defined by

Yue WhP(2), J(u) = (u,01u,dou,...,0nu)
is an isometry whose image Im J is a closed subspace of LP(2)N*1. It follows
that if T € WLP(02)', then

N
(3.48) Jve LP ()N Yu e WHP(2), T(u) = / uvy + Z/ diuv;.
Q /o
Conversely, when v € LV (2)NT1, this formula defines an element T of the
dual of WYP(£2). The norm of the linear functional T is then
T || w.py = inf{||v]|, | v satisfies (3.48)}.

Proof of Proposition 3.47.

The first statement concerning J is clear. Let T be an element of the dual
of WHP(§2) and let T* be defined on Im J by T*(J(u)) = T(u). By the Hahn—
Banach theorem, T* can be extended to a continuous linear functional on the
space LP(2)N*1 that is, to an element of the dual of this space. It follows
that for 0 <7 < N, there exist v; € Lp/(Q) such that

N
Vue PN, T (J(u) = wvo + »_(Dju, vi).
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This leads to the statement about 7. Since the converse is evident, we have
proved that the description of an element of the dual is correct.

For the norm, we note that the (INV 4 1)-tuple (v;)o<ign is not necessarily
unique. The previous extension, which conserves the norm of T, gives the
following result using Holder’s inequality:

N
IT @I = 1T @) < Jullplvolly + 3 il [Gsul,
N 1
< Jullwro (ol + D loilly ).
1

It follows that for any v satisfying the condition of (3.48), we have ||T|| <||v|| -
The stated equality concerning the norm of T follows. O

The Dual W_l’p/(Q) of the Space Wol’p(Q). The following is a consequence
of the previous proposition.

Proposition 3.49. Let 1 < p < 4oo. Every element L of the dual of
WyP(£2), which we denote by W19 (02), can be identified with a distribu-
tion V' satisfying

Yue W, P(02), Lu) = (V,u).
Indeed, V is associated with an element (v;) € LV (2)Nt1 by setting V =
[vo] — Zf[ di[vi]. As before, the norm of this element of W19 (2) is defined
by Proposition 3.47.

Proof of Proposition 3.49.
Let L be an element of the dual. The Hahn—Banach theorem allows us to
extend this element to a continuous linear functional on W1?(£2) while pre-

serving its norm. We deduce from this that there exist elements vy, v1,...,vN

of L¥' (2)N*1 such that
N

VueWyP(R2), L(u)=> (du,v;) + uvp.
1
We know that the space D(§2) is dense in WO1 P(£2). Consequently, the previous
formula can be used for a sequence {¢,} that converges to u, giving the
following equalities using differentiation in the sense of distributions and the
continuity of the duality pairing of L? with LP':

L(u) = lim [<U0a on) + iv:<via az‘Pn)}

n—-+oo
Nl

= lim ’Uo,gﬁn Z erza@n VU>

n—-+oo
1

where V' is the distribution [vg] — 21 0;[vi].
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Conversely, we can easily see that such a distribution defines an element L
of the dual of WO1 P(£2). The norm of L is, as before, the infimum of the norms
in L*" of the (N 4 1)-tuples (v;) used to define V. O

Properties of the Dual of W'~1/P?(92). When p = 1, the space of traces
is L1(092); hence its dual is L>°(9£2). To study the dual when p > 1, we
introduce the space W? (div) defined by

WP (div) = {o € L” () | div(c) € L” (2)}.
We also define the following spaces.

Definition 3.50. Consider a class C' open set 2 C RY | a real number p > 1,
and the conjugate exponent p’ of p.

(1) If p < N, then we set, for ¢/ = Np/(Np — N + p),

(3.51) WE (div) = {o € L¥ (2,RY) | div(o) € L7 (2)}.
(2) If p > N, then we set

(3.52) WP (div) = {o € L? (2,RN) | div(s) € L'(2)}.
(3)If p= N and € €]0,1/(p — 1)], then we set

(3.53) WP (div) = {0 € L (2,RY) | div(0) € L'*5(2)}.

These spaces are normed using |0+ = |lollp + ||divollq«, where ¢*
equals Np/(Np — N + p) in the first case, ¢* = 1 in the second case, and
q* = 1+ ¢ in the third case. We have the following result.

Theorem 3.54. Let £2 be a C' open subset of R™. For any o € W;:,/ (div),
consider the linear functional S(o) defined by

Vu e W=VPP(0), <S(a),u>:/Q U(z) diva(m)dm—i—/ﬂa(m)'VU(x)dx

where U is a lifting of u in WYP(£2). Then S(o) is an element of the dual
WP (902) of WI=V/PP(982) and S is continuous and surjective onto
W}, (div). Indeed, the functional S can be extended continuously to W, (div)
if p < N, to Wf/(div) if p > N, and to WP'(div) if p = N, for e > 0
sufficiently small.

Remark 3.55. In principle, p > 1 in the above, but we can adapt the follow-
ing proofs to the case p = 1 (cf. Exercise 3.6). In that case, we have p’ = 400
and ¢’ = N and we obtain

S(WH*(div)) — L'(02) = L>(092).
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Proof of Theorem 3.54.

We begin with the case p < N. Let us show that the right-hand side of the
equation defining S(o) is well defined. This follows, on the one hand, from the
inclusion o € L¥' (£2) and, on the other hand, from the inclusion U € L9(£2),
where ¢ = Np/(N —p) is the conjugate exponent of ¢’ (cf. Theorem 2.31).
This second inclusion holds because p < N. Moreover, the definition of S(o)
is independent of the choice of the lifting U. To see this, it suffices to prove
that the right-hand side is zero when U = 0. Now, 79U = 0 means that U
belongs to Wy?(£2) (Corollary 3.46). Hence, there exists a sequence {U,,} in
D(£2) with limit U in WP(£2). By the definition of divergence in the sense
of distributions, we have

(3.56) / o(z) - VU, (x)dz + / Up(z)divo(x)dz = 0.
[0 0
The density of the functions of D({2) in WO1 P(£2) implies that this equality
remains true when we take the limit.
It is clear that the functional S is linear. For the continuity of S, we use
the continuity of the injection of WP into L? and the inequality of the norms
(3.32) linking the function u to one of its liftings U. This gives

[(S(0), w)| < NUllzall div ol pe + VU] Lo llo] Lo

<

< CilUllwrr |l divoll e + (VU Lol
< GlUlwre @ llollp g
<

CC|ullwr-1/p.0 () lo |l g7 -

The last inequality shows us the continuity of the map S, as its norm satisfies
the inequality |||S]|| < CCillo|lpr.q=-

Let us now assume that p > N. We use the same definition for S(o). The
elements U then belong to L>°(f2); see step F of the proof of Theorem 2.31. Tt
follows that S(o) is still well defined, since dive € L'(£2). The independence
of the choice of a lifting, the linearity and the continuity are all proved as in
the previous case.

Finally, when N = p, Theorem 2.31 shows us that U € L9 for every
¢ > p with ¢ < 4o0. As, by hypothesis, 0 € W? (div), we have o € L*
and dive € L'"¢. The integral [, o(z) - VU(x)dx is well defined because
the gradient VU belongs to LP. Moreover, the conjugate exponent q of 1+ ¢
satisfies ¢ = 1 + 1/e > p since ¢ < 1/(p —1). It follows that the integral
Jo Ulx)divo(z)dz is also finite.

We have thus proved the first part of the theorem.

We will now show that S is surjective. Let f be in the dual
WP (90) of Wi-1/PP(902). We define f on WLP(£2) by setting
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<f, U) = (f,vU) for every U in this space. By the continuity of the trace
map, we have

(F,U)] < CloUll < C U llwr.o (-

It follows that f is an element of the dual WLP(£2)'. Consequently, using
Proposition 3.47, we deduce that there exist vo € L? (£2) and o € L¥ (2)N
such that

Yu e WIVPR(0), (fu) = / vo(2)U (2)dx +/ o(z) - VU (2)dz.
0 0
Moreover, it is clear, using functions U € D({2), that when U is in WO1 P the
quantity (f,u) vanishes. We therefore have vy = div o, which is equivalent to
saying that o € W]f, (div) and S(o) = f. The surjectivity follows. O

Let us now study the density of regular functions in spaces of the type
W(f, (div). This will allow us to interpret the elements of the duals defined
above in the setting of an extension of Green’s formula.

3.4.4 Density Results and an Extension of Green’s Formula

We restrict ourselves to studying W;’,/ (div)(£2) when p < N, in which case we
can easily see that p’ > ¢’. We prove the following result, which uses simplified
notation.

Proposition 3.57. Let 2 be a class C* open subset of RN. For p and q in
[1, 00[ with p > q, let

WP(div)(£2) = {o € LP(2,RN) | dive € L(2)};
then D(£2,RYN) is dense in WP(div)(£2).

Proof of Proposition 3.57.

Let o € WP(div)(£2). Let 2;,¢;, O}, a; be the elements occurring in the
definition of the C' regularity of £2. The vector functions v; = og;, which have
bounded support in A; = 2; N {2, belong to WP (div)(4;) because p > q.

Indeed, first of all, we have |v;]l, < |@ilosollollp. Moreover, we have
div(op;) = p;dive + o - Vy;. The first term belongs to L4. By applying
Holder’s inequality with exponents t = p/q > 1 and ¢ = t/(t — 1) to the in-
tegral fAi |o - Vi|%dx, we also obtain the inclusion of the second term in L.
We have thus reduced the problem to approximating op; by functions in
D(02,RY).

Each function ;0 can be extended to the open set

Ui ={(2',zn) | 2" € O, xn > a;i(2))},
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after which ¢;0 belongs to WP (div)(U;). The open set U; is star-convex with
respect to one of its points, which we denote by z; (cf. Exercise 3.9). Let us
consider the function x — hy(x) = z; + Az — x;).

Fig. 3.2. Using star-convex open subsets of a Lipschitz cover.

If A > 1, then the function w;\ =0op; o h;l is defined in hy(4;), which is an
open set containing the closure of A; in its interior.

Using scaling on distributions (cf. [22, p.103]), we have the equality
9;(w}) = }(d;w;) o hy" for every j € [I,N], and consequently w; €
WP (div)(ha(A;)). Moreover, the restriction of w) to A; converges to w;
when A tends to 1.

Let e = d(912,0(ha(4:))/2, let A} = {x € hy(4;) | d(x,002) < &}, and
let p be a regularizing function. The function Pex * w? is then well defined
on A} and its restriction to A; converges to w; in W2(div)(A;) when X tends
to 1. If, for each A;, we multiply Per * w? by a function ¢ that belongs to
D(A?) and has value 1 on A, then the function > (pr xw)) is a sequence
in D(RY) that converges to o in W2(div)(£2)). L

The same proof can be used when p > N. a

Let us apply this density result to an extension of Green’s formula.

Proposition 3.58. Let 2 be a class C' open subset of RN . For every T € E,
where E = W (div), E = W}, or E = W', depending on the value of p,
we define the element T - w of the topological dual of W'=Y/PP(512) to be the
element satisfying

YU € Whe(0), <T-W,WOU>:/ T(x)-VU(x)da:—i—/ U (x) div (z)dz.
2 (9]

This formula is an extension of Green’s formula because when T € D(£2,RY),
the linear functional T- T coincides with U Joo T Wyl (0)do.

Finally, the map S on Wf,/(div) defined by S : T > T -7 is surjec-
tive. Moreover, there exists a constant C such that if f € W*Hl/?ﬁp/(a(z),
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then there exists a T € Wé’,,(div)(()) satisfying S(t) = f and ||f]] <

C||T||W;'(div)(n)'

Proof of Proposition 3.58.

To a given element 7 € E, we associate the element T' = S(7) of the dual of
W=1/p2(90). When u € W'=V/PP(902) and U € WHP(£2) satisfies yoU = u,
we have (cf. Theorem 3.54),

(T,u) = /Q U(x)div 7(z)dx + /Q 7(x) - VU(z)dz.

In other words, thanks to the previous density result, we have a sequence {¢y }
in D(RY,RY) that converges to 7 in E. We then have

(Stouu) = [

U(zx) div o (z)dz + / or(z) - VU (x)dx.
9] [0}

By Green’s formula (3.43), we have

Stenh) = [ () en() Ts)dots) = [ uls) enls) - T (s)do)
00 o0
Now, as U € L%(£2) and div(r — @) tends to 0 in L7 (£2) when k — 400,
it follows that [, U(x)div pi(x)de — [, U(z)div 7(z)dz. Likewise, we have
Jo VU (@) or(x)de — [, VU (z)7(x)dz.

To ¢y, we associate the linear functional ¢y, - 7 on W'=1/PP(912) defined
by

«mﬂnwzfammmrﬁ@w@.
o

By the above, this sequence converges in the dual of W1=/7?(902) to S(r),
%

which can therefore also be denoted by 7 - 7. a
Remark 3.59. It is clear that if, in addition to satisfying the conditions
stated above, T also belongs to C(£2,R"), then 7- 7 coincides with its restric-
tion to the boundary in the usual sense.

Corollary 3.60. Consider a class C' open set 2 and two functions U €
WLP(Q2) and V- € WH4(Q) with exponents p and q satisfying 1 < p < N
and 1/p+ 1/q = (N +1)/N. These two functions then satisfy Green’s for-
mula:

/U@ﬂ/dm—!—/ V@iUda::/ YU voV n;do.
Q 10 20

Proof.
The proof follows from Theorem 3.54 because 7 equals Ve;. a
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3.5 Higher Order Traces

3.5.1 Preliminary Remarks

Regularity Hypotheses on the Open Sets §2. For m > 1, the term higher order
trace of u € W™P(§2), for m > 1, refers to the trace of a derivative D*u of
order |a| with 0 < |a] < m — 1. We have seen the construction of the trace of
an element u of W1P(£2) in Chapter 2. This construction uses the existence
of Vu on the open set 2 and equality (2.89), which in local coordinates is

+oo
for almost all 2’ € O], vo(piu)(z') = f/ On (piu) (2’ a;(2") + t)dt.
0

This relation is only well defined if the local boundary, given by &’ — a;(z’),
is of class C'.

Derivatives on 0f2. Let us first note that if 2 = R¥~1 x ]0, +00], then the
derivatives on the boundary 92 = R¥~! x {0} are the restrictions of the
N — 1 first derivatives in RY. In that case, we have no trouble defining the
derivatives in the sense of distributions on 0f2 and, therefore, defining the
Sobolev spaces W™P(912).

The same cannot be said about the other cases, because the derivative
with respect to the variable z; of z € RY, which is well defined in £2, is,
in general, no longer defined on the hypersurface 0f2. The description of the
derivatives in 02 and the definition of the Sobolev spaces on 02 are therefore
no longer clear.

Let £2;, O., a; be the objects that occur in the definition of the regularity
of 2. Recall that to define the induced Lebesgue measure p; on (2; N OS2,
we use the local coordinate systems from that definition. Gluing the pieces,
we obtain the Lebesgue measure p on 9f2. We then show that this measure
is unique and does not depend on the choice of local coordinate systems,
allowing us to define the spaces LP(9f2). We used this same process to show
that the trace yoU is indeed an element of LP(9S2), by considering limits of the
integrals . fo; |U(2',a;(2") 4+ 1/n)[Pdz’. We proceed in the same manner to
define the traces of the derivatives 9;U and the trace of VU. By extending the
definition of a derivative with respect to a vector, we can then, using v VU,
define the derivatives with respect to the directions linked intrinsically to 042,
in particular, those along a tangent vector of 0f2 or along the normal vector.
Consequently, these derivatives are not defined, at least not directly, in the
sense of the distributions on 02 (cf. [60]).

More precisely, let us assume that we are in the neighborhood of a point my
of 912 that has a neighborhood V' where, in an orthonormal local coordinate
system {e’}, the boundary is represented by the coordinates of the point m,
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that is (2/,zx = a(2’)) where a is a C! function. The derivative of m with
respect to x; can be written as €} + d;a(z’)ely. Consequently, the vectors

— e, +0a(a)ely
14 |Va(z')?

j=

for 1 < j < N —1 form a basis of unit tangent vectors of 92 at m. In general,
it is not orthonormal.
For 1 <j < N —1, we can set
_>

j(x) =

8ju + 8ja8Nu

a?j (U)(@) =%VU(z) 1+ [Va(@)P

. . . . . —
allowing us to define differentiation with respect to an arbitrary vector ¢ of
the tangent space Tn_1(0£2)(z). A vector orthogonal to the tangent space

can be written as
—Va(z') + en
1+ [Va(z)?
Therefore the normal derivative of u, that is, the derivative with respect to a
vector orthogonal to the tangent space, can be written as

— Zivfl 0;a0;u + Onu
1+ Va2

(3.61) Ozu(x) =

This derivative, which has already played an important role in Green’s for-
mula, is moreover essential to the formulation of the Neumann problems
(cf. Chapter 5).

The generalization to derivatives of order higher than 1 demands the use
of iterated operators V(*) which are gradients of vector functions (see below).

Let us assume that we have determined the traces of U and of VU. In
principle, we should obtain a better regularity for voU, which is an element of
Wl’l/p’p(ﬁ), than for vy VU. Does this regularity translate to the inclusion in
a subspace of W1?(32), which would be a different fractional Sobolev space,
thus generalizing the space W'=1/PP(9£2)?

We will devote part of this section to this question. In particular, if k> 2,
we will see that the regularity behavior of U and ~y(Vu) is analogous
to that of U and VU. Indeed, if yU € W*=1=1/Pr(9), then ~o(VU) €
Wk=2=1/pr(90).

Notions from Differential Calculus. In what follows, the derivative V*) (u)(z),
where k is an integer > 0, is the multilinear map whose components are the
partial derivatives of order k of u at the point x. For example, for k = 2,
consider the bilinear map V(?u(z), called the Hessian of u at x. The derivative
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87 u(z) is defined to be the image of the pair (77, 7) under this map, that
is, if the components of 77 are {n;}, then

vy (z) Z Oiju(x)nn;.
i+j=2
For « of order |a| = k, setting 7 (*) = n(l“ng““ ---nQ{Y, we generalize this to
(_3) Z Da ﬁa
lor|= K .

When t is a tangent vector, we define the derivatives 8(_5) likewise.
Exercise 3.14 concerns the computations of such derivatives when 02 is a
cylinder or a sphere.

3.5.2 Generalization of Liftings

To highlight the properties of traces of order greater than or equal to 1, we
introduce a lifting of u that is better adapted to problems concerning higher
orders than the one we used up to now.

Proposition 3.62. Let p € D(RY) and let p,(2) = 1/y™p(z/y). To every
u € WI=V/PP(RN) we associate the function (x,y) + U(x,y) = p, * u; then
U e WHP(RYN x10,1]) and yU = au, where a = [ p()dz.

Moreover, there exists a constant C' depending only on N and p, such that

Vue WH1er@®RN), |, * ullwre @y xjo,1p < Cllullwi-1/e.0 @y

Proof of Proposition 3.62.
By the properties of a convolution and the equality [9;p(t)dt = 0, we

o0 = L) = [ (M1 g

Let us show that this derivative belongs to LP(RY x ]0, 1[).
We use the method from the proof of Lemma 3.27. This consists in giving

have

an upper bound for the integral

=L

Let@zx—y(Z{tses) for1<j< N-1,79 ==z, and Ty = x — yt, so that

(0:p(t ))(u(x—yt) )dt’ dz dy.

tesupp p Y

N-1

[u(@) = u(z —y)| < Y [u(@) - w(@iT)l.

0
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We first use the discrete version of Holder’s inequality, |Z:év71 a;l?
I\ Zév_l |a;|P, and then give an upper bound for each of the inte-
grals of the type above using Holder’s inequality, replacing the difference
u(z — yt) — u(x) by u(fj) — u(Tj11). We can then write I < C’Z s
where the integrals I; are of the form

I —// / (IJ) wUZ41) P 4t iy,
RN Esuppp Yy

Let us determine the partial integral of the first term Iy with respect to
the variable y. Substituting the variable z; defined by yt; = z1, this partial
integral can be written as

/‘ —Ux—yhel "’dy_fp—l/t1
=1
0

Since the domain of integration of the variables ¢; is bounded in RY by the
bounds of the support of p, in particular |¢1] < K, we obtain the existence
of constants C, and Cy such that

K
tesupp p JRNV J—K;
u\xr) —ulxr — z1e p
e (z) = ulx = z1e1) dzidz < Collull?,_,,, < +oo.
&y Jr 2 1,1-1/p

The last inequality follows from Lemma 3.27, using the hypothesis u €
W1=1/p.p(RN). We have thus shown that I is finite.
Consider the integral I,. By setting 2’ = £, it becomes

1 =~ /
— — t . P
I] = / / |:/ ‘u(x ) U(x y ]+1ej+1) ‘ dtd.’ljdy
0 JRN “Jtesuppp Yy

Substituting the variable z;; = yt; 41 in the partial integral with respect to y
and applying Lemma 3.27, we obtain

u(z) — u(x — z1e1) |P

d21

Z1

—u(x — z1€1)

p
‘ da dzydt
Z1

1 / /
u(x') —ulx’ —yt;iie; p
]RN Esuppp Y
K+ ) —u(a’ — zj41€ P
C”/ / (@' = zj11€541) ‘ dzji1do
RN J—Kj1 Zj+1

< Cjllull?y 11y, < +oo.

We can now conclude that all the derivatives 9;U belong to LP(RY x ]0,1).
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To give the derivative with respect to y explicitly, we assume that u €
D(RY). Setting (7, y) = u(z — yt) and ;(t) = t,;p(t), we can write

1 1Y
oyU (z,y) = " Z /RN (O, urdt = ~y Z /RN 95 (¢j)(t)u(x — yt)dt
1 1

= ZNZ [ o[ g

(3.63)

For u in W=1/PP(RN), let {u,} be a sequence in D(RY) that converges to u
in W1=1/PP(RN). Tt is clear that the sequence U, defined by U, = p, x u,
converges, for example in L?, to U = p, * u. Moreover, {9,U,,} is a Cauchy
sequence in LP, as is the sequence {0,U,}, thanks to their expressions as
functions of wu,,. Taking the limit, we find that because of identities between
functions in LP,

N
aon  oUen =3 [ oM

still holds for almost all (z,y).

Beginning with this formula, the computations are analogous to those
concerning the derivatives 0;U. Thanks to Lemma 3.27, they give a well-
defined result. We have thus obtained the inclusion U € WHP(RY x ]0, 1[).
Moreover, the different upper bounds imply the existence of a constant C'
depending only on p, N, p, such that

1T llwr @~ xjo,1p < Cllulli—1/pp < Cllullwi-1/e.p @y O

To generalize this proposition, we need to define new spaces.

3.5.3 Fractional Sobolev Spaces with Higher Order Derivatives

The definition of W?2~1/PP(RN) can be obtained by generalizing that of
Wi=1/p2(RN), More precisely, we replace the inclusion v € LP(RY) by
u € W=1/P»(RN) and replace u by the derivatives d;u in the seminorm

= [ [, 0 ””.

2N |CC — y|p+N—2

We continue this extension for a class C™ open subset {2 of RV by considering
tangential derivatives, that is, derivatives with respect to vectors ¢ of the
space Ty —1(x), which is tangent to 942 at .
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Definition 3.65. For f € C™(2) and a tangent vector 7 of 92 at x, we set

vj<m, 0 f(a) =V @) T T

(1) Let £2 be a class C* open set with k£ > 1 and let 1 < p < co. We can write
the seminorm, denoted by |||}, ,, x, explicitly as follows:

/ |8k 1) a(tk 1)u(y)’p 1/p
lullk—1p N </ /an |ac WIS dU(x)da(y)) .

(2) The space WE=1/P2(902) is defined by

Wh/PP(902) = {u e WF2(02) |V T € Ty_1, ullj_1px < o0}
= [ue WF1P(90Q) |V T € Tn_1,
Oty e WITVPP(902)}.

Remark 3.66. When 2 = R¥ x ]0,+o0|, this corresponds to the space
Wk=1/p»(RN) defined before. For an element u, the partial derivatives d;u
with respect to the N variables x; of R belong to Wk—1=1/p»(RN),

Theorem 3.67. Under the assumptions of the definition above, we have
WP (00) = 5o (WH(82).

We begin by giving the proof for N = 2 and {2 = R x ]0, +o00]. For this, we
propose to use the lifting used at the beginning of the chapter (cf. (3.10)). This
lifting, which works well in dimension 1, is not suitable for higher dimensions.
This is why, in the general case N > 2, we will use the regularizing lifting
introduced in Proposition 3.62 (cf. Remark 3.24).

The difference between the two liftings is as follows. In the first case, we
take the convolution with the characteristic function of a product of intervals.
In the second case, the convolution is with a C*° function with compact sup-
port, which allows us to derive more easily at an arbitrary order and to use
induction. In Exercise 3.12, we propose to prove the theorem for NV = 3 and
2 = R?x]0, +o00[ using a lifting where the convolution is with a characteristic
function.

Let us also note that for 2 = RV=1 x]0, +-00[, when N = 1, the tangential
derivative is the derivative with respect to x in R and when N > 2, the

tangential derivatives are the derivatives 0;u with respect to the coordinates x;
in RN-1,

Proof of Theorem 3.67 for 2 =R x RT.
We begin by showing that

Yo(WHEP(R x RY)) e WE-1/PP(R).
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Let us note that this proof does not require that the dimension is 2 and can
therefore be generalized.

We use the commutativity of differentiation with respect to x and re-
striction to {y = 0}. We also use induction on k. If & = 1, we know the
result. Assuming the result proved for k — 1, suppose that u € W*P(R x R*).
Then d,u € W*~1P(R x R*), hence by the induction hypothesis, d,u(z,0) €
Wk=1=1/P(R), which means that d,u(z,0) € W*=2?(R) and (9,u)*~2)(-,0) €
W1=1/PP(R). This implies that u(-,0) € W+—1-1/PP(R).

Consider the converse.

Since the property is clear for k = 1, we suppose that k£ > 2. Let u €
Wk=1/pP(R) satisfy [ully_1 2 < oo. We define the lifting U by setting

1 Yy
VzeR, Vy >0, U(ac,y):—/ u(x + 2)dz.
YJo

We will show that U € W*P?(R x ]0,1[) and U(z,0) = u(z).
The proof once again uses induction on k. We therefore assume proved
that for all j with 1 < j <k -1,

(3.68) ue WI—VPP(R) = U € W/P(R x |0, 1]).

By assumption, u € W*=1/P?(R); hence by Definition 3.65, d,u € W*=2P(R)
and |[Oyull}_,, < +oo. Consequently, we have d,u € Wk=1=1/p2(R). Using
the formula of the lifting, and the induction hypothesis (3.68), we deduce that

0,U € WFLP(R x ]0,1]).
We now only need to prove that
(3.69) U € LP(R x 10, 1]).

To prove this, let us first use induction to show the following formula, where
Ky = KI(=1)FH fy

k—1

(3.70) 8§U(m,y) = Ky /Oy (u(x—l—z) —u(x+y) _z_: (z ;!y)j u(j)(x+y)>dz.

We assume this result, which is true for k = 1, established for 85_1U . Since
the function U can be written as U(z,y) = fol u(z + zy)dz, differentiating it
gives

1
k _ k, (k
(“)75 )U(x,y)—/o Fu) (2 + 2y)dz.
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Integrating by parts then gives

(k—1) (k—1)
2Fu x—|—z u xr+z
Yy Yy
(k—1)
_ v ey (@+y) k—c’)j_lU(x,y)
Yy Yy
k(—l)kJrl

— —_ 1 -
BT / (z = )" el (@ y)dz — b0 VU ().

By the induction hypothesis (3.70) for the exponent k — 1, we see that
OyU (z,y) can be written as

_ BB /y (U(x tz)—u(z+y) - Y - y)ju.(j)(m T y))dz

|
y 0 1<j<h—2 J:

k(—1 k+1
- % / (z =y V(@ + y)dz
Y 0

:Kk/oy(u(x+z)—u(a:+y)— > (Z_y)ju.(j)(x—i—y))dz.

|
1<<k—1 J:

Formula (3.70) follows.
For the rest of the proof, let us set

(B71) A7) = (u(z +2) —u(e+y) — 3 & }{W u(z +y)).

We note that
O Ap(u) (@, 2) = u* V(@ + 2) — u D (@ 4 y),

and that Ay (u)(z,y,y) = 0 Ax(u)(x,y,y) = 0 for every index j satisfying
j < k—1. Integrating k — 1 times, we deduce the relation

(3.72)  Aw(u)(z,y,2)

z to te—1
:/ / / (w5 @+ 1) — w4 9)) -t

Y Y Y

Using homotheties on the variables, we can write the right-hand side of the
relation as

k- 1/ / uF=1( +tky)—u(’“—”(x+y))dtkdtk,1mdtz.
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Fixing y, we apply the change of variables z = yt; in the integral
Ky, foy Ak(l',y,Z)dZ, giving

Yy
Kk/ Ap(u)(2,y, 2)dz = Kky Ak (2, y,t1y)dt

= Kpy* / / / (k Dz + try) — u(k_l)(a: + y))dtkdtk_l coodty
t1 th—1
= K,g/ / . / u(k_l)(x +tpy) — uF D (2 + y))dtkdtk,l Coedty,
o J1 1

where K}, = (—1)¥~'k!/(ky). We can bound the norm 17 » g0,y ©f the

function ﬁék)U, which satisfies 87§k)U(a:,y) = Ky [) Ax(u)(z,y,2)dz, from
above by

(L]

We apply the change of variables (z,y) — (X,Y) = (z + y, x + try) with Ja-
cobian 1 — ¢. The denominator can then be written as y = (X —Y) /(1 — t)
and the domain of integration becomes {X > Y'}. Exchanging = and y, we ob-
tain the previous upper bound with domain {Y > X}. Using Fubini’s formula
and the inequality (1 — #;)?~! < 1, we obtain

(k—1) fo) — w1 »
W De ) VAW g ]

dx dy.

k
||87§ )U”Iip(nex]o,u)

AL o
// u*F=D(X) —uk=D(Y)

XY)

< Ju* DY, < +oo.

w1V (X) —uk-D(y) |
(X -Y)

dX dYdty - - dty,

p

dX dy

Summarizing, we have shown that aék)U € LP(Rx]0, 1]), concluding the proof
of (3.69), and therefore the proof of the theorem for N = 2. O

We continue for N > 2 with results concerning the new lifting, starting
with a theorem generalizing Proposition 3.62, which in fact completes the
proof of Theorem 3.67.

Theorem 3.73. Let p € D(RY) and, as above, let p,(2) = (1/yN)p(z/y).
To a function u in W*=1/PP(RN), we associate the function U defined by
U(z,y) = py xu. The following hold:

(1) We have U € WEP(RN x]0,1]).
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(2) If, moreover,

Vs={s;}, 0<]|s|<k—1, we have / ?p(t)dt =0,
RN

where T = II;(t7"), then the trace of U satisfies

(3.74) U(J;,O):(/ p(t)dt)u(z) and Vj € [Lk-1], U(.0)=0.
RN

Remark 3.75. The existence of such a function p can be shown, for example,
using a function ¢ € D(R) such that for every integer £ satisfying 0 < £ <
we have [, ¢(t) t)t‘dt = §§. The existence of such a function ¢ is the aim of
Exercise 3.8.

It is now easy to see that p(t) = IV p(t;) satisfies the condition stated
above.

Proof of Theorem 3.73.
We make the following induction hypothesis on k:

Vpe DRY), ue Wk VrPRN) = p, xuec WEP(RY x]0,1]).

For k = 1, this is Proposition 3.62.

Let us assume the theorem proved up to rank k—1. Let u € W*=1/p:P(RY)
with & > 2. By the induction hypothesis, we already know that U(z,y) =
py*xu € WELP(RN x]0,1]).

By Remark 3.66, we know that d;u € W*=1=1/PP(RN) where k — 1 > 1.
We can therefore compute 0;U = py x O;u as a convolution of functions. The
induction hypothesis gives 9;U € W*~LP(RY x ]0,1[). In order to obtain the
conclusion that U € W*P(RY x 10, 1[), it now suffices to prove that 9,U &
WhE=LP(RN x]0,1]).

For this derivative, we traditionally have

Ulz,y) Z/ t;)0;u(x — yt).

Setting (;(t) = t;p(t), an arbitrary term of the sum can be written as
_ /RN Cilz/y)Oiu(x — z)dz = —(()y * Oiu.

By the induction hypothesis, as ¢; € D(RY) and d;u € WF1=1/PP(RN), we
deduce that each of these terms belongs to W*=LP(RN x ]0,1]), giving the
conclusion for 9,U. We have thus proved that U € W*P(RY x |0, 1]).

It remains to see that 3§U(:E,O) = 0 for { < k — 1. To illustrate
the ideas behind our method, we first consider the case ¢ = 1. We have
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Oy U(x,y) = >, Jan Gi(t)Oiu(x — yt)dt. Moreover, as O;u € Wi=1/pP using
the equalities fRNp )t;dt = 0 for every j € [1, N], Proposition 3.62 tells us
that 0,U(z,0) = 0.

Let us now assume that ¢ > 1 with ¢ < k — 1. Since the convolution
can be differentiated up to order £ — 1, we deduce the following formula by
differentiating the function wu:

-y CS/ VD u(z —yT) - (F)dt

|s|=¢

It follows that 95U (x,0) is a sum of terms [py p(t)?dt Dfu(x) that are all
zero for the chosen p because s # 0 and |s| < k — 1. O

The next two propositions specify the previous liftings so that they satisfy
boundary conditions. These conditions are related to Neumann conditions, as
they concern derivatives.

Proposition 3.76. Let k > 1; then for everyu € W=1/PP(RN) and for every
p € D(RYN), the function V' defined by V(z,y) = (y*1/(k — 1)!) py * u(z) has
the following properties:

Ve WErRY % ]0,1]), 97V (2,0) = u(x) / p(t)dt,
RN

and VE<k—2, 9,V(xz,0)=0.

Proof of Proposition 3.76.

We use induction on k.

When k = 1, this is Proposition 3.62. We assume that the result is true at
the exponent k£ — 1. Let

k—1 k—2

Y _
)'py*u_y(k )lpy*u—yv,

Viz,y) = (lcT -1

where v € WE=LP(RN x 10, 1[) by the induction hypothesis.
Let « be a differentiation index satisfying || = k — 1.

e If ay =0, then we have D%(yv) = yD% € LP(RYN x ]0,1]).
e If ay =j > 0, then the Leibniz formula gives

i na! o i o' - i—1 o'
D] D* (yv) = yD]D* (v) + jD} " D* (v),

which also proves that this derivative is in LP(RY x]0, 1[) because j+|o/| =
k — 1. We conclude that V € W*=LP(RYN x )0, 1[).
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From here on, we use the notation 4, ,(t) = u(z — yt), giving

~ 1, -
Op, Uz y(t) = —gatju%y(t).

Following the method of Proposition 3.62 (cf. relations (3.63) and (3.64)),
that is, integrating the term [, p(t)9;,u(x — yt)dt by parts, we find that

yh1 k2 -
OV (a.9) = Gpsipn O = iy [ o0,
RN

(k—1)! (k—1)!
yk:72
BECES A

Since the function (8;p), belongs to D(RY) and wu belongs
to WI=UPP(RN), the induction hypothesis implies that oV €
WHE=LP(RN % ]0,1[). We still need to prove the same property for 9,V. We
once more use the process described in the relations (3.63) and (3.64). This

gives
k—2
Yy
8yV(w,y):mpy*u |Zpy tau]
Y2 -
yk72 yk72 N
BRCEP A ] 21: /RN —0;(tp(t))u(x — yt)dt,
whence
k—2 k_2 N
(3.77) KWV(x.9) = GgyPv vt o) > )y *
1

The left-hand side belongs to W =12(RYN x ]0, 1[). All the terms on the right-
hand side also do, thanks to the induction hypothesis applied to the functions
nj = 8;(tjp), which belong to D(RY).

To summarize, we have shown that V€ W*?(RY x ]0,1]).

The relations at the boundary are obvious. Indeed, for y = 0, the Leibniz
formula applied to the derivative of order k — 1 in y implies that all terms
vanish except for one, namely,

k—1

35*1 (h) [py * u] . u(x) /]RN p(t)dt. O
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Proposition 3.78. Let u € W/ =V/PP(RN). For k > 0, set

k

y
Uz,y) = TPy

where p satisfies

Vs, |slelj—1= [ pt)fdt=o.
RN

We then have:

(1) The function U belongs to WET3P(RN x 10, 1[). Its norm in this space is
controlled by that of u in WI=1/PP(RN),
(2) The traces of U satisfy

U (,0) = u(z) / p(b)dt,

RN
Vee0,k+j—1], ¢+#k=0,U(z,0)=0.

Proof of Proposition 3.78.

Part of the proof is by induction on k. We begin by noting that if |a| = j—1
and ay = 0, then we have D*u € W'~/PP(RN). Hence, by the previous
proposition,

k
Yy k+1, N
DU = Hpy*D‘Xu € WhtLP(RY),
which implies that all the derivatives other than 85“ U are in LP. It remains

to prove that 8§+jU is in LP(RY x )0, 1[). Now,

yktfl ykfl

Since the recursion hypothesis tells us that 9,U € W*Hi=LP(RN x 10, 1[), we
can deduce that U € Wk+7:P(RN x 10, 1[). This proves the first statement.

The previous computations show that, up to a constant, the norm of U in
Witk2(RN x]0,1]) is bounded from above by that of u in Wi=/P»(RY). For
the boundary conditions, we first note that, by the Leibniz formula, we have
dLU (x,0) = 0 for every [ satisfying | < k and OFU (z,0) = (fRNp(t)dt)u(x).

For the exponents [ satisfying £ < | < k+ j — 1, we once more give a
proof by recursion on k, for fixed j. For k = 0, this is Theorem 3.73, where k
is replaced by j. We assume the proposition proved for j and k — 1, that is,
if Uz,y) = (y*1/((k — 1)1)) p, * u, then U is in W =LP(RN x]0,1]) and
satisfies

VO<k+j—2, 8U(x,0) =6 (/ p(t)dt)u(x).
RN
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Let V(z,y) = (y*/k!)p,*u. Once more setting 1; = 9;(t;p) and using previous
computations (cf. relation (3.77) and the ones following it), the derivative with
respect to y can be written as

yk—l yk_l N
Gt T )y ] = Vit Ve

1

o,V =

By the recursion hypothesis, as the function p is in D(R"™) and satisfies the
condition [py p(t)t7dt =0 for £ € [1,5 — 1], we have

VO<k+j—1, 0Vi(z,0) =6 (/ p(t)dt)u(m).
RN

To conclude for the terms of the sum Vs, we must verify the orthogonality of
the function n;.

For [s| € [1, j — 1], consider the integral [ n; (t)?dt. Since n; = 0;(t;p),
integrating by parts with respect to t; gives

/RN nj (1) dt = /RN 9;(t;p) [Hk t?] di
= s /RN o0 [ 1]t = /RN p(t)Fdt = 0.

We can therefore apply the recursion hypothesis to the terms of V5. We deduce
that

VI <k+i-2 0)V(r,0) = u@)l( /R ptyir).
Consequently, 8§V(x,0) =0fork<|f|<k+j—1. O

In the following theorem, we extend the previous results to the case of an
arbitrary open set.

Theorem 3.79. Let (2 be a class C™ open subset of RY.

(1) For 0 < j <m—1, the map p — 8(])<p from C™(£2) to C™~7(92) can be
extended to a continuous linear map from WP () to Wm—I=1/P2(542).
We will denote this extension by ;.

(2) Moreover, the map vy that sends u € W™P(£2) to the m-tuple

(u, O Uy ...y 8%)14, ceey a%”*”u)

is linear, continuous and surjective onto the product space

Wm=YPP(9Q) x - x WMTITVPP(90) x - x WITVPP(90).
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Proof of Theorem 3.79.

Let us prove the first statement.

We begin by shqwing the continuity of U — ~;U, where j < m — 1. By
definition, 02, = V@ .7 .7 - 7. Expanding, we obtain

o= 3 B prumgings g
la|l=k

By the above, the maps U +— ~o(D*U), where |«| = j, are continuous because

the open set is of class C™. Taking the normal derivatives introduces the

product of a function v in WJI=Y/PP2(962) and a function f in C™. We then

show (cf. Exercise 3.13) that we have

[ofllwi-100(00) < Cllvllwi-1/er00)

where the constant C' depends on the norms of f. We deduce from this the
existence of constants c¢; such that

17 Ullwm-i-1000) < ¢lIUllwmp ().

Since the maps «y; are linear and continuous, we also obtain this result for
the map ~ with values in the product space endowed with the corresponding
norm topology.

To prove the surjectivity of 7, we first consider the case 2 = RN¥~1 x
10, +o0f.

Let u = (wm,Um—1,-..,u1) be a function in the product space. We let
Uy, 1 denote the function of Proposition 3.78 that satisfies

k
8y qu,k = Uj

and, for ¢ # k,
LUy, = 0.

We then let U = ZT Uu,jm—j- This is an element of WP that satisfies the
equality v(U) = u, proving the surjectivity.

Let us now consider an arbitrary 2. When defining the liftings, we can
use the objects of the definition of the regularity of {2 to reduce to reasoning
on the open set A; = 2, N £2.

Let up; € kal/p’P(a*Ai), where 0*A; = 02 N (2;. For the sake of sim-
plicity, we denote uy; by u and omit the indexes i. We may, and do, assume
that @ = Bx_1, the open unit ball in RV~ Let us consider the map &
from A to RV~1 x 0, +00[ that sends the point (2/,2x) of A to the point
(7', y) defined by &’ =2/, y = zny — a(z’).
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(¢ zN)
@ 7(u)

(. a(z)
i U — — — = yod!
i Diagram of the lifting of u

N1
R O’ =By

Fig. 3.3. Surjectivity of ~.

We can easily see that this map is invertible and that it is a class C™
diffeomorphism onto its image. The image of 9* A is an open subset of RV 1,
The inclusions in Sobolev spaces are conserved by @. Figure 3.3 illustrates the
situation.

Let us now study the surjectivity of v onto 0f2. To simplify the ideas, we
study the case m = 2.

Let u € W=1/PP(A). Let us show the existence of a V' € W?P(2) such
that

V(z',a(z") =0 and 07V (2 a(x")) = u(z’, a(z)).

In order to do this, let U € W2P(RN~! x ]0, +00[) be an element satisfying
U(z',0)=0 and OnU(2',0) = u(z’,a(z')/1+ [Va(z')2.
The existence of such a function is guaranteed by Proposition 3.78. We let
V(a',zn) =U@,zn — a(z'));

then V(2/,a(2’)) = 0. Moreover, by taking the derivative with respect to a;,
we have

OV (2, xn) = 0U (2 xy — a(z")) — 0a(2")ONU (', on — a(2')),

whence
OV (2 a(x")) = 0;U(2,0) — dia(z")OnU (2, 0).
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Using 9;U(z,0) = 0 and the expression of the normal derivative (cf. (3.61))
along the boundary, we obtain

_ - Yo 0ia(2")oiV (2 a(z’)) + ONV (2!, a(a’))
1+ |Va(a')|?
> (0ia(x")?OnU (2,0) + OnU (2, 0)
1+ |Va(z')|?
= /14 |Va(z")|[205U(2',0)

= u(2’,a(z")).

Oz V(2! a(z"))

To conclude the proof of the surjectivity, it suffices, under the hypothesis
u € W2=1/PP(A), to show the existence of a V in W?P(£2) such that

V(z' a(z") = u(z’, a(z")).
Let U € W2P(RN~1 x )0, +-00) satisfy
U(z',0) = u(z’,a(z’)) and onU(z’,0) =0.
Then, if V(2/,z2n) = U(2',zn — a(z')), we indeed have
V(z',a(z") = U(2',0). O

Remarks (concerning specific cases).

Notations in the Case p = 2. When p = 2 and k is a nonzero integer, we let
H*=1/2(9£2) denote the space W*=1/2:2(942).

The Case p = 1. Let u € W2HRN"1 x ]0, +o0[). Tt is clear that you €
WLLRN-1). However, as has been shown in [19], the space of traces is smaller
than W11 (RN=1). Describing the space vo(W2(RN=1 x ]0,+o00[)) is still
an open problem. However, we can describe the normal derivative on the
boundary. More generally, we have the following result.

Proposition 3.80. Let m > 1; then the image of the trace map ~y,,—1 satisfies
Ym—1 (W™ (£2)) = L' (892).

Proof of Proposition 5.80. 1t is clear that v, (W™(2)) — L'(902).

Let us show the result for m = 2 (cf. [19]).

Let g € LY(RN=1) and let {¢}}p>0 be a sequence in C2(RV~1) that con-
verges to g in L'(RN~1). We can extract a subsequence, which we will denote
in the same way, satisfying

lep+1 = @pllt <277 gll1-
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Let {a,} be a sequence of positive real numbers such that

27P|lgllx

VpeN, o, < @ .
2ticfi2 kel lox I +1

Let tg = Yo" ap and let tp11 = ¢, — .

The resulting sequence {t,} is strictly decreasing and tends to zero when p
tends to infinity. Let ¢ satisfy 0 < ¢ < to; then there exist unique ¢, and
A € [0,1] such that ¢ = Atp11 + (1 — A)tp. We define the function v on
RN-1 x [O,to] by

v(@',t) = Mepr1(2') — op(a)) + op(a’).

For every 2/ € RN~ we have limy_,o [[v(:, ) — g||p1gn-1) = 0. Let us show
that the following functions,

v v 0%
<i - . I
’ (“)xz (1 b N 1)7 aiN’ 8x2

belong to L' (RY~1 x]0,¢[). For v, this follows from the inequality A < 1 and
the inclusion ¢, € L'(RN~1). For i = 1,2 and j € [1, N — 1], we have, thanks
to the definition of oy,

—+o0
8l )|dx'dt = / / 8Z )|dx'dt
/ [ 105 S e
32 tp1)[1950pll1

<33 apldkeylh <3lglh
0

v

On [tp41,tp] we have A = (t — t,)/(tp+1 — tp). Therefore the derivative in ¢ on
this interval can be written as (pp4+1 — ©p)/(tp+1 — tp). We deduce from this

that
-~ lp+1 — ppl
/ / |Osv (2’ t)| da’ dt = / E / el Pl g di
RN-1 RN-1 57 e tp —tpa

< Z lep+1 = epllr < 2l
0

Next, let u be defined by u(z’,zn) = ¢(zn) [y~ v(2',t) dt, where the

function ¢ is a function in D(R) with value 1 in the neighborhood of zero. We
then have

Y (2,0)=g(«/), and w(z’,0)=0. O

_ )
ue WEHRN L % 10, %)), .
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3.6 Embedding Theorems, Compact Injections

3.6.1 Results Concerning Embeddings

Theorem 3.81. Let £2 be a class C* open subset of RN . We have the following
embeddings:

(1) If N > kp, then
Wk=1PP(90Q) s LWN=DP/(N=kp) (50,
(2) If N = kp, then
Vg < oo, WHEYPP(§0Q) — LI(012).
(3) If N < kp and N/p is not an integer, then
YA [N/pl+ 1= N/p, WE1re(90) — ¢ NPT A 90,

where [N/p] denotes the integral part of N/p.
If N/p € N, then WF=1/PP(902) — C{f_N/p_l”\(&Q) for every A < 1.

Remark 3.82. If we extend the formula W*P(RN-1) « LI4(RN-1) in the
case kp > N — 1 to noninteger exponents k, in particular to the present
situation, then we indeed find the condition

(N-Dp _ (N-1p
ISN-I-(-1pp N-p

We can make similar remarks in the other cases, kp > N and kp = N.
Indeed, in the next chapter, after defining the spaces W*? for s a positive
noninteger, we will show the existence of analogous injections for every non-
integer s.

In what follows, we let (R™)* denote the open set RNV =1 x ]0, +0o[. We
begin the proof of Theorem 3.81 by considering this specific case.

Proof of (1) and (2) for 2 = (RN)*.
Statement (1). We begin by assuming that k = 1, and therefore p < N.
Let C be a constant such that, for every u € WHP(RN~1) there exists a
lifting U € WIP(RN=1 x ]0, +00]) of u, that is, satisfying U(z',0) = u(z’),
such that
U lwrp @a-1x70, 400 < Cllullp-
Let vy = (N —1)p/(N —p), whence y—1 = (N(p —1))/(N — p). We can then

write

(3.83) U, 0" < / U, 9)| " owU (', 9)|d-
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By Holder’s inequality, we have

(3.84) |U@@,0)]" U, oo Uy
<7/0 laNU(fﬂﬂy)!pdy) (/0 U (!, )| P dy) ~

Finally, integrating with respect to ' and applying Holder’s inequality gives
the following norm for u in LY (RN ~1):

I3 < +llowt (|

Np/(N—p) 1/p
dx)
RN x]0,4o00[

]U(x)

< ClU 10y -1 x]0,4-00]):

giving the result of statement (1) for k = 1.

For arbitrary k in statement (1) with (R™)T, we use an induction on k.

Let us assume that assertion (1) has been proved for k — 1. Let u €
Wk=1/p2(RN=1); then by definition, we have u € W*=LP(RN=1) and 9F 'u €
Wi=1/p.p(RN=1) for every i < N — 1.

By the embedding theorem of Chapter 2, we have v € L(N—1p/(N=1=(k=1)p)
because (k —1)p < N — 1.

By the induction hypothesis, the inclusion d;u € W*=1=1/P:? implies d;u €
LWN=Dp/(N=(k=1)P) We therefore have

we P and we LW-Dp/(N-1=(k=1)p)
and, since

(N =1)p/(N = (k—1)p) € [p,(N = 1)p/(N =1 - (k- 1)p)],

we can deduce that u € L(N-Dp/(N=(k=1)p)

Finally, we have u € WH(V—-Dp/(N=(k=1)p) - Once more applying the em-
bedding theorem of Chapter 2, we deduce that v € LN =DP/(N=kp) We have
thus proved statement (1) in the case (RV)*.

Let us show (2). If k = 1 and p = N, then WHY(RN=1 x 10, 00[) <
LI(RN=1 x ]0,00[) for every ¢ < oo. Applying the inequality (3.84) with
arbitrary +, we obtain W1=V/N:N <y L9 for every ¢ < oo.

Let us now assume that k£ > 2 and kp = N. We then have (kK — 1)p < N,
which implies that

Wk—l—l/p,p(RN—l) SN L(N—l)p/(N—(k—l)p)(RN—l) — LN_l(RN_l).

However, u and Vu belong to Wk=1=1/p2(RN=1) whence ue WHN-1(RN-1),
By Sobolev’s embedding theorem for the spaces WHN—1(RN1) we deduce
that u € LY(RN~1) for every ¢ < oo, concluding the proof of statement (2) in
the case (RV)*. 0
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Proof of statements (1) and (2) in the general case.

Let £2 be a class C* open set.

Using the regularity of (2, let us show the continuity of the injections of
WHP(£2) in the cases (1) and (2). Let £2; be open sets that cover 2, let {O;}
be open subsets of RV =1 and let {a;} be C* functions on O; such that, for
every ¢ > 1,

;N2 i@, zn) | zn > a;i(2)), 2’ € O;},
2;,N002 ={(2',a,(2")) | ' € O;}.
Let {p;} be a C* partition of unity subordinate to the cover of {2 consisting

of the §2;. The uniform regularity assumptions on the open set (2 imply the
existence of a constant C; such that

Vi, aillero,) + l@iller ey < Ch,
and Vg > 1, 3¢q, Vu € LI(12), Z/ lu(z)|%dr < cq/ |u(x)|%dz.
— Jane 0
Note that this property also implies the existence of a constant Cs such that

Vu e Wht/pp (0£2), ZHUlHW’C 1/p.p(802N82;) C2||UHW’~=—1/w(aQ)-

Let u € WF-1/PP(90); then the function u; = @;u belongs to the space
WhE=1/PP(9020102;).

Let v;(z') = u;(2’,a;(2’)). By the properties of a;, it is clear that v; €
Wh=/pp(RN=1), Tt follows that v; € LI(RN 1) for ¢ < (N — 1)p/(N — kp),
and therefore u; € LI(£2; N 012).

Moreover, there exist constants, which we all denote by C, such that

[ullso0) < Z l[will La(2:n00) Z [vill Lo®n-1)
%
< CZ willwr-1/v0(2000) < llullwr-1/0000)- 0

Proof of statement (3) in the case (RV)*

We again begin by assuming that £k =1 and p > N.

Let C be a constant such that for u € W'=1/»P(RN=1) there exists a
U e Wh?(RN=1 % ]0, +oc[) with U(2’,0) = u(z) and

”U”WLP(RN*I x]0,+0o0[) < CHUHWl—(l/P)vP(]RN—l)'

We use the embedding into Cg A given in the previous chapter (cf. Theorem
2.31), namely

UeW" RN x[0,00]) = ue ot~ N/P(RN-T),
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Then, for every t > 0 and for every (z,y) € (RV~1)2 we have
U(z,t) — Uy, t)] < C|U|lwrp@y-1x[0.00plz =yt =P,

We obtain result (3) for k = 1 by letting ¢ tend to 0.

Next let k > 1. Suppose first that jp > N > (j — 1)p and that u €
Wi=1/pp(RN=1). Then u € W7~12(R¥~1), which implies, since (j—1)p < N,
that w € LN-Dp/(N=1=(G=1p)  Furthermore Du € WJ—1=1/PP hence the
part “kp < N” ensures that Du € LIN-Dp/(N=G=1p) Since

(N-1)p E[ (N -=1p ]
(N—=(—1)p) (N=1-(—1)p) L

we have u € WHN=Dp/(N=(=1)p) hence, since (N —1)p/(N—(j—1)p) > N—1
and

N-1 N
1- % =i
N—G-Dp

0,j—N
we have u € C,” /v,

If kp > N and N/p is not an integer, then let 5 € N be such that jp >
N > (j — 1)p, that is, j = [N/p] + 1. We have D~y € WI=(/pP)»(RN-1)
and, by the above, D* =y € Cl?’]fN/p(RN’l). It follows that

e Cf*j,jf(N/p) (RV-1) = Cllfflf[N/p]’[(N/le]*(N/p)(RN—l)_

The case where N/p € N is left to the reader. ad

Proof of (3) in the general case.

In the general case of a class CF open set, we define u; and v; as in the
proofs of (1) and (2). We then have v; € Cf_l_[N/p]’[(N/p)H]_(N/p)(]RN’l).
Setting

X(£2) = Cfflf[N/PHN/PJrl]*(N/P)(Qi Non)

we write
lullx@0) = sup willx () < sup l|vill x @~ -1y
< ngp [villws—1/p.p@y-1y
< CSLZ}P willwr—1/000000,) < Cllullwr-1/000)- g

Let us now consider the compactness of some of these injections.
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3.6.2 Compactness Results for Bounded 942

Theorem 3.85. We suppose that 012 is bounded and of class C*.

(1) Let p > 1 and let N — 1 be the dimension of 0f2. We suppose that
kp< N. The injection of WF=1/PP(982) into L1(082) is then compact for
allg < (N —1)p/(N — kp).

(2) If kp = N, then the injection of W*=1/PP(982) into any LI(082) is com-
pact.

(3) If kp < N, then the injection of WF=1/PP(90) into CF—1=IN/PLA(902) is
compact for every A < [(N/p) + 1] — N/p.

Proof of Theorem 3.85.

In the first case, it suffices to show that the injection of W*=1/PP(52) into
LP(912) is compact and then use Lemma 2.82 from Chapter 2. Moreover, it
suffices to show the result for & = 1 and for functions in W' =1/»?(RN~=1x {0})
with support in a fixed compact set. Therefore, let {u,, } be a bounded sequence
in W1=1/P»(RN=1) with support in a fixed compact set. By the continuity of
the lifting of W1=1/PP(RN=1) in WLP((RV)*), there exists a i, equal to u,
on the boundary and such that 1, is bounded in W?((RY)*). Consider a
function ¢ € D(RV~1) that is equal to 1 at 0. The sequence v,, defined by
vp(2) = Up(z)(2")p(zy) then has the same trace as u, and has support in
a fixed compact subset of RY~! x [0, oo|.

The sequence {v,} is relatively compact in LP(RY), by the compactness
theorem for bounded subsets of W1P(£2) when {2 is bounded. For two in-
dexes n and m of a convergent subsequence in L”, which we also denote by
{vn}, we have

1
= P @ 0) <5 [ o = 0 oy = vy ' ).
0
Moreover, integrating with respect to ' and using Holder’s inequality gives

ot = a3 v—sscqoyy < P1om = v 57 (ol + lom, el ),

which tends to 0 when n,m — oo. The sequence {u,} is therefore a Cauchy
sequence in LP(RV~1) and consequently converges in LP(RV~1), namely to
' — (2, 0).

Let us now assume that kp > N. It suffices to show that the injection

Wh=1pe (] — 1 1[N x{0}) — C([-1, 1]V x {0})

is compact and to apply Lemma 2.85.
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Let {u,} be a bounded sequence in W*=1/P2(] —1,1[N=1x{0}) and let a,
be a bounded sequence in W*?(] — 1,1[N=1x]0,1[) that equals u, on the
boundary. By the compactness of the injection of W*?(] — 1,1[N~1x]0, 1)
into C([—1,1]¥~1 x [0, 1]), we can extract a subsequence of u,, that converges
in C([-1,1]¥=! x [0,1]). In particular, it converges in C([-1,1]¥~! x {0}),
giving the desired result. a

3.6.3 Comments

Few books give a simple approach to trace spaces. In general, the given defi-
nition uses interpolation spaces, which is more abstract than what we present
here. For these other approaches, the reader can consult Adams [1], J.-L. Lions
[47, 48] and Peetre [56].

3.7 Exercises for Chapter 3

Exercise %] 3.1 (Fractional Derivatives).

The aim of this exercise is to determine properties of the fractional differen-
tiation of distributions. In particular, we will be able to justify Remark 3.2,
which was made at the beginning of this chapter. We denote by H the function
equal to 1 on |0, +oo[ and zero elsewhere. For the definition of the finite parts
used here, we refer, for example, to Exercise 1.27 of Chapter 1. The following
formula, which holds for a € |0, 1], also suffices:

+o0 ) —
(¥)  VeeDR), (Pi(H(x)z"'""), ) :/0 %dm

We recall the definition of the convolution of two distributions 7" and S in
D' (R). Suppose that the function 7 € D(R) has value 1 in a neighborhood of
supp(¢), this convolution is defined by

(T*8,p) = <T, ((S,n(@)n(y)e(x +y))) >

In most cases, it suffices to do formal computations where we disregard the
function 7.

We will admit without proof that the derivative of the resulting distribu-
tion is either the convolution S’ x T or the convolution S % T".

Let us recall the definition of the Euler function B, namely

1
Va>0,V8>0 Bla,B)= / t (1 — )P L.
0
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This function satisfies the relations

L(a)I'(5) U

B(a, B) = Tt h) and B(a,1—a«)= T

Finally, we extend I' to the nonpositive real numbers that are not integers
using the following formulas:
r 1 = 1
veel-1,0, @) =1CFY. voej_a1], =l
x x

and so on, on all segments | —n — 1, —n|[.

For noninteger m > 0, the fractional derivative of order m of the distribu-
tion T' € D/, (R) (cf. [60]) is defined to be

d™(T) ! )Pf(H(z)>*T.

- I'*(—m gmtl

When m is an integer, it is d™(T) = 6™ T = T(™).

(1) As a first example, we consider the derivative of order 1/2 of H(z)x® for
«a > 0. Prove the following result, where K is a constant:

1
I*(—

) Pf(tg?) * H(z)z® = KH(x)z> 12,

d\/? [H(m)x(’] = T
2
More generally, determine the derivative of order s of the function H(z)z®
for s €0, 1] (use Definition (x)).
Using the differentiation of a convolution and the derivatives of the finite
parts, deduce the derivative of order s of H(z)z* for s € |1,2[ from the
previous result. Generalize to an arbitrary noninteger nonnegative differ-
entiation order.

(2) For a and S in |0, 1], determine the convolution of the distributions S =
H(z)x~* and T = H(x)x~?, which can also be considered as a convolution
in the sense of functions. Give an explicit result for a + 8 = 1.

Deduce from this an explicit description of the composition of the two
derivatives of noninteger orders m > 0 and k > 0, using the derivative of
order m + k.

(3) (Question related to Example 3.25). Let f be the function with value 1 on
]0,1] and 0 elsewhere. We assume that p > 1. Determine the convolution
of functions H(z)x'/P~' « f. Deduce from this the fractional derivative of
order 1—1/p of f. The result is a function, in contrast to the derivatives of
integer order, which involve Dirac distributions. Show that this fractional
derivative belongs to LP(R) only if p < 2 (cf. Example 3.25).
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Hints. For (1), apply the definition of a convolution of distributions to obtain

(T, ) = (H(x)a®, (PE(H(y) /y*"?), p(x + 1))
“+oo “+oo _
= / ¢ —<p(:C + y3)/2 (p(x) dy dx.
0 0 Y
Next, integration by parts gives

+oo _ —+o0 /
/ ez + 7J3)/2 o(z) dy — 2/ ® (ml/w: ) dy.
0 Y 0 Y

Using a translation applied to the variable, it follows that

400 +oo !
_ « ©'(2)
(T, ¥) —2/0 x /z (Z_x)l/zdzdm.

Use Fubini’s formula and the Euler function B(a + 1,1/2) to deduce that (T, ¢) =
K/f0+°°za+1/2<p/(z). Finally, integrating by parts gives the desired result, since > 0:

—+oo
(T, @) = K/ zo‘fl/zgo(z)dz.
0

Use an analogous computation to determine the derivative of order s € 0, 1[. This
will again give the function K H(z)z“"°.

When a — s < —1, generalize the formula by replacing the power function by
the associated finite part. For example, when s € |1,2[ (whence 0 = s — 1 € ]0, 1])
and a — s < —1, this gives

d* (H(z)z®) = d[d” (H(z)z")] = Kod[(H(2)z® 7] = K, PE(H(z)z*"*).

Use a derivative of integer order to show that this formula holds in general.

For (2), the analogous computation holds, giving the function H(z)z'~(+% up
to a constant that can be expressed using the Euler function B. Taking the derivative
of the resulting formula gives the desired property.

For (3), the convolution is pz'/? on ]0,1[ and p[z'/? — (z — 1)Y/?] for = > 1.
The fractional derivative is the order one derivative of this function. The inclusion
in LP(R) poses no difficulty.

Exercise 3.2 (Weak Continuity of a Trace Map).

Let £2 be a class C! open subset of RY and let p > 1. Show that the trace
map is continuous for the weak topology on W1?(£2). More precisely, if {u,}
converges weakly to u in W1P(§2), that is, if both u, — w in L? and Vu,
tends to Vu, then you, converges weakly to you in W'=1/7P(912),

Hints. Let f € Wﬁl“/p/’p/(@())‘ Use the surjectivity of the map S introduced in
Theorem 3.58 to show that there exists a o € Wp/(div)(.Q) such that

f=0-7.
We have
f(voun —you) = /

(un fu)diva+/(Vuanu) o — 0,
o)

o0 i0]

giving the result.
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Exercise 3.3 (Example of a Non-Weakly Continuous Trace Map).
Verify that the trace of the space W1(]0, 1[V) in L(]0, 1[N=1x{0}) is not
weakly star continuous. For this, use the sequence {u,} defined by

un (2, 2n5) = (1 = nan)Xjo,1/n) (TN).

(1) Show that {u,} is bounded in Wt1(]o, 1[V).

(2) The sequence {u,} is in the space BV of functions in L'(]0,1[") whose
gradient is a bounded measure on ]0,1[V (cf. Section 6.3 of Chapter 6).
In Chapter 6, we define the weak convergence of the sequence {u,} to u
in BV by the conditions

|tun —ulli — 0 and Vo € C.(]0,1[Y), [(Vu, — Vu, )| — 0.

Show that this weak convergence is indeed verified with v = 0.
Consider the trace of u, on {xy = 0} and compare this to the trace of
the zero function to deduce that the trace map is not weakly continuous.

Exercise 3.4 (Noncompact Injection Into a Trace Space).

(I)Let N > 2 and let 0 < p—1 < N. Prove that the injection of
Wi=1/p2(10,1[V) into LNP/(N=P+1) is not compact.

(2) Suppose that N +1 < p. Prove that the injection of W*=1/7:P(]0, 1[V) into
CO1=(N+1)/p (10, 1[) is not compact.

Hints. For (1), use a function ¢ in D(]0,1[") and define a sequence {¢n} by setting

(N—p+1)/p

pn(x) =n o(nz).

Show that {¢,} is bounded in W'~1/7*(]0, 1[). Next, show that it tends to 0 in
all LY with ¢ < Np/(N — p+ 1) but does not converge for the critical exponent.
For (2), let » € D(]0, 1[") satisfy the condition

sup

p(x) - w(y)‘ 1

@wedoame | |z =y
Let {¢n} be a sequence such that
pnl@) = nN PP (n).

Show that this sequence is bounded in W*~*/7(]0, 1[V) and that it tends to 0 in all
C%* with A < 1—(N + 1)/p but has a constant seminorm equal to 1 in %1~ (NV+D/7,

Exercise 3.5 (Noncompact Injection into a Trace Space, Continued).
Prove that the injection of W=1/7P(RN) into L'(R") is not compact. Let ¢
be a nonzero function in D(RY). Let ¢,(x) = p(x + ney), where e; is a
canonical basis vector of RY.

Prove that ¢, has a constant norm in W'~1/7?(RY) while it tends to 0

almost everywhere.
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Exercise 3.6 (Function in Wi (div) and Green’s Formula).

Let {2 be a class C! open set. Prove that if o € L°°(£2) and dive € LN (£2),
then there exists an element o - 77 € L™ such that for every u € Wh(£2),
the following Green’s formula holds:

/J~Vu+/div(a)u:/ o7 u.
o) 7 o0

Prove that the map that sends o to o - 7 is continuous for the topology

associated with the norm
o]l = [lolle + [l div(o)||n-

Exercise 3.7 (Traces in W1>°(()).
Let 2 be a class C! open set. Show that the functions in W1°°(£2) have a
trace on 942 that belongs to W (912).

Conversely, show that every function in W1:°°(92) is the trace of a func-
tion in W1Ho°(2).

Exercise 3.8 (Functions in D(R) Orthogonal to the Space of Polyno-
mials).

(1) Let p € N and let 0 < k < p. For any compact subset [a, b] of R, prove the
existence of a function ¢ in D(]a, b|) such that for every i € [0, p], we have

/ tip(t)dt = oF.
R
(2) Let p € N. Prove that there exists a function ¢ in D(RY) satisfying

/ o)dt =1 and [ P@)e(t)dt =0,

RN RN

for every polynomial P with valuation at least 1 on R and degree less
than or equal to p.

Hints. For (1), take [a,b] = [—1,1] to illustrate the ideas. Let ¢;, where j € [0, p],
be functions in L*(] — 1,1[) such that det([; pit’dt) # 0. Show their existence by
taking, for example, the Legendre polynomials on |—1, 1] for ¢;. Next, use the density
of D(] — 1,1[) in L?*(] — 1,1]) to find ¢; in D(] — 1,1[) such that the determinant
det(( [, pit’dt); ;), with indexes i and j in [0,p], is nonzero. Consider the system

p
Sox [ et =ay,
i=0 R

for given «;. It admits a unique solution (Ao, A1,...,Ap). In particular, you can
obtain the desired result by taking Y f Aigi = ¢ and o; = ok,

For (2), take a function ¢ such that [ o(t)dt =1 and [ ¢(t)t’dt = 0 for every
§ = 1. Verify that p(ti,t2,...,tx) = [[1 ¢(t;) has the desired properties.
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Exercise 3.9 (Proof That a Lipschitz Open Set Is Locally Star Con-
vex).
Let {2 be the open set {(z/,zn) | zy > a(z’), 2’ € O'}, where a is a Lipschitz
function and @’ is a bounded open ball in RN~! or a convex subset. Show
that (2 is star convex with respect to a point.
Hints. You can, and do, assume that the point (0, 0) belongs to 912 (hence a(0)=0).
Let m > ||all s (o) + [|[Val Lo (o) sup |#'|o; then the open set is star convex with
respect to (0,m).
Let A €10, 1[ and let (2, zn) € £2. You must show that A(0,m) + (1 — \)(z, zn) € 2.
For this, it suffices to prove that a((1 — A)z’) < Am + (1 — X)a(z’). Consider the
function (A) = Am + (1 — Na(z’) — a((1 — A\)z’). It has value 0 on {\ = 0} and is
increasing because if a is C*, then

@A) =m—a(z)+V(a(l-Nz")-z' >0

on the ball ©’, by the hypotheses on m.
This proof also works when a is Lipschitz, because ¢ is an increasing function.
Indeed, if A > ), then using the Lipschitz property of a, we find that

e(A) —e(X) = (A= X)(m —a(@’) + a((1 = N)z) — a((1 - N)a"))
> (A— )\') (m — a(a:/) - K||Va||oo).

Exercise 3.10 (Inclusion of z — sin/z in Sobolev Spaces).
Prove that the function  + sin/z belongs to W1?(]0, 1[) for every p < 2
and that it belongs to W1=1/P(]0,1[) for every p < 4.

Hints. Show that the following is an upper bound for the seminorm

A:/l/llsmﬁ_sm\/y'pdxdy:
o Jo

|z —yl»
A< // dx dy // dx dy
(Vz + V)P (z+y)r?

1/z
1-p/2 u 1-p/2 p/2+1
<[ [ o [

If p > 2, then the integrand is equivalent to #'?/2 at 0 and if p < 2, then it is
equivalent to

e PP (1 4+ 1/2) P 1) ~ L
This integral therefore converges when 1 — p/2 > —1, that is, when p < 4. To see
that it does not converge for p = 4, use
1 < 1
Vat Vo)~ 8@+ )

Exercise 3.11 (Function in W'~/P?(§2) That Does Not Belong To
Whe($2)).

Let 2 = ]0,1[ and let @(x) = 2~ /% where k € N*. Note that ¢ does not
belong to any WP(]0,1[). Prove that ¢ € W'=/»2(]0,1]) if and only if
p <2k/(k+1).
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Hints. The function ¢ is not bounded and therefore cannot be in any W% (]0, 1[).
Determine an upper bound for the seminorm |||/} _;,,, as follows:

1 |x71/k 71/k|p
[ / [
1/k l/klp
//mp/’“yp/’“lw ylpdmdy

1
gc/o /0 e R R
<C ! xdx Ve du
= o xw2P/ktp(i=1/k)—1 [/ uP/k (1 + u)p(1=1/k)

1 “+ oo
xdx du
< C[/O x2p/k+p<1—1/k)—1} [/O uP/* (1 + w)p(1-17k) } =ChJa.

The second integral Jo converges at v = 0 if p/k < 1, which implies that ¢ €
L?(]0,1[. It also converges at +oo if p > 1. The integral J; is finite if and only
if1—p—p/k > —1, that is, p < 2k/(k+1). We have 2k/(k+ 1) < k, hence
p < 2k/(k+1) is a sufficient condition for ¢ € W'1/PP(]0,1[). It is easy to see
that this condition is also necessary.

Exercise [¥] 3.12 (Lifting in 2 = R? x R*).
For u € WF=1/PP(R2) set 7 = (z1,22) and define the lifting

=Tu —M ! yu z1dz
U(@.9) = Tu(@ ) = £ // (@ + 7)dadz,

where ¢ € D(R) with ¢(0) = 1 (cf. Theorem 3.67). Show that this function is
indeed a lifting.

Hints. As in the theorem mentioned above, use a proof by induction to show that
for |a| < k — 1, we have D*U € W'P(2). Suppose that

(3.86) Vj, j<k—1landue€e ijl/P’P(RQ) —Ue Wj,p(g).

Show that if u € W*=Y/PP?(R), then d,u € W*~1=1/PP(R?). Use the formula of the
lifting and the induction hypothesis (3.86) to deduce that U satisfies

d.U € WFHP(R? x 0, 4+00]).
You now only need to show that
(3.87) oyU € LP(R? x |0, +00]).

By treating the terms of ¢’ (y) that are simple separately, reduce to
1 (Y [v N
— / / uw(@ + Z)dzidze = / w(Z +y t)dtidts.
Y= Jo Jo (0,1p?
For the derivative of order one, show that the following formula holds for 9,U:

a,U = [tlalu(? Ty T) + tadou(T + y?)] dt 1 dts.
(10,1[)2
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Let ]1(773/) = f(]0,1[)2 t181u(? + y?)dtldtz. Show that
1 Y Y
Il(?ay) = y_s/ / Zl@fd(? + 7)d21d2:2
o Jo
1 v y v
— 55 [([pu@+ D)) - [ u(@ + 2 )z
0 0
1 Y Y
= " / / [U(Uﬁl +y,x2 + 22) —u(x1 + 21,22 + 22)] dz1dzo
o Jo
1 1 1
= v / / [u(ﬂfl +y, w2 + toy) — u(xr + t1y, 2 + t2y)]dt1dt2.
o Jo

Deduce that || 11 |2, which is in R? x]0, +0oc[), is bounded from above by the integral of

/ [/1 /1‘ [u(z1 + y, x2 + t2y) — u(z1 + try, x2 + t2y)] ‘dtldtz} szldmz
RrR2 [Jo Jo Yy

with respect to y over 0, +oo[ . Next, use the variables X1 = 1 +t1y, X2 = z2+t2y
and Y = x1 + y to prove that

“+oo 1 1 o P
thlié/// [/ / ]“(Y’Xz) “(Xl’Xz)’dtldtg] dX,dX,dY.
RJRJ X, o Jo Y -Xi

Finally, use an upper bound for the inner integral and a translation, and set ? =
(X1, X2) to obtain

—+o0 _ P
infp< [ [ [P R g axay
rRJRJ X, Y -Xy
—+oo y() t_> _ ? V4
:/ (X ttet) —u(X) "
R2 0 t

Conclude by applying Lemma 3.27 that the inclusion v € W'~/P?(R?) implies that
the norm ||/ ||} is bounded from above by
lu(X) — (Y

WX +tel) —u(X) | )[?

Apply the same reasoning to the integral
_>
IQ(?,ZJ) = / t282u(? + Yy t )dtldtz.
(0,1)?

For the derivative in y of arbitrary order k, observe that 8§U is the sum of integrals
of the type

/ [tiai(Dau(? + y?)] dtldtg
(0,1p?

with |a| = k — 1. Apply the induction hypothesis to the derivative D*u and use
arguments similar to the ones above to complete the proof.
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Exercise 3.13 (Map Sending U to the Normal Derivative of its
Trace).

(1) Consider U € W¥P(£2) with regular £2. Show that if f belongs to C*~1(2)
and D®f is Lipschitz for || = k, then the product U f is still in Wk (£2)
and we have || fullyx.r0) < Crllullwrr(o)-

(2) Let §2 be of class C*. Show the existence of a constant C such that

VE<k—1,YU € Whe(02), Ha%%uH <O wrcen.

Wk—[{—l/p,p(aQ
Exercise 3.14 (Determining Iterated Gradients and the Normal
Derivative).

The aim of this exercise is to determine iterated gradients and tangential or
normal derivatives on cylinders and spheres in dimension N = 3.

(1) Since the function U is in C*>(R?), use the chain rule for differentiation
to determine the partial derivatives of U with the help of the cylindrical
coordinates x = rcosf, y = rsinf and z. Likewise, determine the partial
derivatives of order 2.

(2) Consider the cylinder 2 = {(z,y,2) | z2+y? < 1, 2 € R}. Let the tangent
vector of 02 at x € 92 be defined by 7 = (—sin#, cosd,0). Determine
the tangential derivative 0pu, where u is the trace of U on 0{2. Next,
determine the derivatives 6% u and 8%%

(3) Determine the previous results using a different method. Namely, find the
relation between the operators D = z0, + yd, and 0,. Derive from it
an explicit description of V2w - o using D and D?, and deduce the
previous result.

Likewise, find the relation between the operators Dy = —yd, + xd, and
9g. Use D and D? to determine the tangential derivative VZu - t - 7
explicitly.

(4) Use a similar method to compute normal derivatives of orders one and
two when (2 is the ball of center O with radius 1, using the spherical
coordinates:

x=rcosfcosp, y=rsinfcosy, 2z =rsinep.
Exercise 3.15 (The Zygmund Space).
Recall the definition of the deformation tensor (cf. Exercise 2.10):
. Gjui + [“)Z-uj
5 .
Let ue L°°(R?,R?) satisfy e(u) € L>(R?). Show that z+u(x,0) € WH>(R)
and that ua(x,0) belongs to the Zygmund space

7= {1} € L™(R) sup vz +y) +U(Zj ) _2U(x)‘ < oo}.

VLJ € [17]\”2’ Elj<u)
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Hints. Write Asu = uz(z + y,0) + ua(z — y,0) — 2uz(z,0) as
Aoy = uz(z +9,0) —ur(z +9,0) + (u2(z — y,0) + ur(z — y,0)
+ ul(x + v, 0) - U1(l’ - y,O) - 2U2(:E,O)
= [(uz —u)(@+y — £, )5 + [~ (uz + w1)(z —y + 1, 1)[3
+[ua(z +1),0))2, + 2[ua(z, t)]g
y y
= 7/ Os(uz —u1)(xz+y —s,8)ds f/ Ot(ug +ur)(z —y +t,t)dt
0 0
y y
+/ ur(z+ ¢, O)dt+2/ Oruz(x, t)dt
-y

0

= — /Oy(ézz(u) +e11(u) — 2e12(u))(xz + y — s, 8)ds
— [ (et + e () + 22 )~y + 1)

y y
+/ ul,l(x+t70)dt+2/ ez (u)(z, t)dt.
—y 0
By the assumptions, the absolute value of Asu is bounded from above by

[yllle(u)lzee.

Exercise 3.16 (Explicit Converse of the Previous Result).
Let p € Z. Let H(x,y) = (1/y) ffy p(x—t)(y—It])dt and let uq (z,y) = —0, H,
ug(z,y) = Oy H.
Prove that e(u) € L. We have €15(u) = 0; hence
oH 1 [Y
=== —t)(y — [t))dt — 0
5=y P
when y tends to 0, while

w=-/) [

-y

oo =0~ it +(1/y) [ pla— vt

—y
which tends to —p(z) + 2¢(x) when y — 0. Using integration by parts, show
that w1 = (1/y) (¢(z +y) + (z — y) — 2p(z)) and

2 (Y 2 (Y
Uz = — / e —t)(y — [t))dt — — oz —t)dt
y -y y

+ 2 (ol =)+ 9o+ )
=23 [ (et + ol )t + St + 1) + ola )
_ ;_32 /y (o(x — 1) + pla + 1) — 2p(2))tdt
0 1
+ ;(@(w +y) + oz —y) — 20(x)),

proving that us » is bounded.






4

Fractional Sobolev Spaces

This chapter continues where Chapter 3 left off. We begin by recalling results
concerning the Fourier transform. In the first two sections, we use this trans-
form to study the spaces W*2?(R"), where s is an arbitrary real number. The
next sections are devoted to giving different definitions of the spaces W*P({2),
where 0 < s < 1 and 1 < p < +00, with p # 2. These generalize the spaces
W=1/p2((2) of last chapter.

In these new spaces, we establish the analogous density and regularity
results, embedding and compact embedding theorems, and the existence the-
orems for traces when the open set {2 has a certain regularity. After demon-
strating these properties in the case 0 < s < 1, we extend them to the spaces
W#P for s € R.

4.1 Tempered Distributions and Fourier Transforms

4.1.1 Rapidly Decreasing Functions and Tempered Distributions

Definition 4.1. A function ¢ is called rapidly decreasing in RY if ¢ €
C>®(RYM) and if, when D7 denotes the differentiation operator with respect
to the multi-index j = (j1,j2,- .-, jn), we have:

(%) VjeNV VkeN, |z|*Dipe L®RN).
The set of these functions is a vector space that we denote by S(RY).
Remark 4.2. The condition (x) has the following two equivalent forms:

V(5. k), |z*D7p € L'(RY),

or Y (4, k), lim  |z|*D7p(z) = 0.
|z|—+o00
F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 179

of Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Universitext,
DOI 10.1007/978-1-4471-2807-64,
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Topological Structure and Dual. The space S(R™) has a natural topology
generated by the following countable family of seminorms:
i (9) = [[l2]* D7 | .

We let S’(R™) denote the topological dual of S(RY). By the following propo-
sition, this is a locally convex topological space and a subspace of D'(R™).

Proposition 4.3. The space D(RY) is dense in S(RY).

Proof of Proposition 4.3.

Let ¢ € S(RY) and let 1) € D(RY) with 0 < ¢ < 1 and ) = 1 on the ball
B(0,1). We define the sequence {p,} by setting ¢, (x) = ¥ (z/n)p(x); then
{¢n} converges uniformly to ¢ because

sup [ (2) — @(z)| < sup [p(z)| — 0
zERN |z|>n

since ¢ tends to 0 at infinity. For k € N and j € NV we have

k
D (o) = el e /DI + Y €2 DD,

Ip<lJ]
It follows that
||z|* D7 ¢, — || D )|

. 1 i
< gsup (' Do} + 3 ZOTID el ol DT ol
w=n Ip<|3]

giving the desired conclusion because the right-hand side tends to 0. ad

Thus we identify the elements of S'(RY) with distributions, which we call
tempered distributions. It is easy to see that the derivatives of a tempered dis-
tribution and the product of a tempered distribution and a slowly increasing
function are also tempered distributions.

4.1.2 Fourier Transform

We give the following results without proof.

Theorem 4.4. The Fourier transform F, defined by
VRN, Vo e SRY), Flp)e) = [ e HmErpin,
RN

is an automorphism of S(RY). The inverse operator of F, which we denote
by F, is defined by

VEER, F(p)(€) = F(o)(-¢)
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The transpose of this Fourier transform is an automorphism of the dual,
which we also denote by F. We again denote its inverse by F.

Theorem 4.5. The Fourier transform of T € §’, defined by
Voes, (F(T),¢)=(T,F(p),
is a tempered distribution.

The Fourier transform of a function ¢ is often denoted by . In what
follows, we will denote the transform of a distribution T" either by F(T') or
by T.

We can easily see that if f € LP(R”), then the associated distribution [f]
is tempered. In particular, if f € L'(RY), then the function f= F(f), which
belongs to L™, coincides with the transform F([f]).

Because of the density of the subspace L? N L' in L? and Plancherel’s
theorem, we can extend the Fourier transform on L! to an isometric automor-
phism of the Hilbert space L?(RY). The transform of f € L%, which we once
more denote by f, can be identified with F([f]).

In general, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.6. The distributions with bounded support, which we know be-
long to &' (RN) (cf. Exercise 1.20), are tempered. The Fourier transform of
such a distribution T can be identified with the function defined by

§ > (T(a), exp(—2i7¢§ - x)).

We thus see that F(dp) = 1 and, using the inverse Fourier transform, that
F(1) = §p. For more details, the reader can consult [22].

4.2 The Sobolev Spaces H*(RY)
4.2.1 Definitions, Density of the Regular Functions
Definition 4.7. Let s be a real number. If s > 0, then we let

H*(RY) = {u e L*RY) [ {£— (1+ [€)/2F(u)(€)} € LARY)}.
If s < 0, then we let

H*(RY) = {ue S'RY) [ {¢ = (L +[¢1")*F(u)(€)} € L*(RY)}.
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To see that these spaces are well defined, we note that if ¢ € S, then the
function &€ — (1 + [€]?)%/2¢(€), which is the product of a slowly increasing
C*° function and a function in S, also belongs to S. The definition therefore
allows us to write

(L4 €2 F (), 0) = (u, FI(L+EP)*0)).

It is then easy to verify that (1 + |€|2)%/2F (u) is a tempered distribution. In
particular, it is the product of a slowly increasing C*° function and a tempered
distribution.

Proposition 4.8. The space H*(RY) endowed with the norm defined by

el gy = || 1+ I€2) 2 F )|

L2(RN)
is a Banach space.

Proof of Proposition 4.8.

We assume that s > 0. For a Cauchy sequence {u,}, the sequence with
general term (1+4]¢|2)*/2F (uy,,) converges to U in L?(R™). Since the function f
defined by f(€) = (1 + |£|?)~*/? is bounded on RY, it follows that fU € L2,
Setting u = F~(fU), we obtain an element of H*(RY). Hence, using the
continuity of the Fourier transform in L?, we can conclude that ||u, —u| g= —
0.

The same proof holds if s < 0, with the exception that this time, the func-
tion f: & = (14]€]?)7%/2 is not bounded. However, as f is a slowly increasing
C*° function, the product of U considered as a tempered distribution and f
is also a tempered distribution. We conclude in a similar manner using the
continuity of F in §'. O

The following result concerns the case where s is an integer.

Proposition 4.9. If s = m € N, then the space H*(RY) coincides with the
classical Sobolev space W™?(RN).

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Indeed, if u € H™(R), then the function u as well
as all of its derivatives up to order m belong to L?. Using the Fourier trans-
form, we find that Fu € L?(RY) and —2iré*Fu € L?*(RY), where « is a
multi-index with || < m and £* = &7 ---£3Y. In particular, this implies
that (1+ |¢]%)™/2F (u) € L*(RY).

Conversely, if F(u) satisfies (1 + [£[2)™/2F(u) € L?, then we also have
(2im€)? F(u) € L? for every j satisfying |j| < m. Consequently, the derivatives
of u up to order m are in L2.
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Moreover, by expanding the mth power of 1 + Ziv |€;|%, we can show the
equivalence of the norms ||-||ym.2 and ||-||gm, where the latter is as defined

above. O

Proposition 4.10. For s > 0, the space H=*(RY) coincides with the dual
H (RN,

Proof of Proposition 4.10. Let v € H~*(RY). We define a linear functional L,
on H? by setting

Vue B*RY), Ly(u)= / B(OaE)de

We show its continuity as follows:

L)l = | [+ 1P+ I (e e
I+ IER) 25l 11+ )3l

<
< Cllullgs@y)-

It is therefore clear that the map that sends v to L, is an embedding; conse-
quently,
H 5 RY) — H*(RYY.
Conversely, let T € (H®)'. Proposition 4.11 below states that the embed-
ding of S(RY) into H*(RY) is dense, whence H*(RY)" — S'(RY). Tt follows
that T € §'.

Note that if g € L?, then the Fourier transform of (1 + [£|?)~%/2g belongs
to H*(RY) and has norm

1 (L 1) 29) e = llgll

Let g € S(RY). By the definition of the multiplication of F(T') by the slowly
increasing function (1 + |¢]?)~5/2

(4162 2F (M), g)| = [(F(T), (L + [¢2)*/2)|
- |(r.# (0 ) a))|

<INy NF QA+ €13 29) -
= Tl ¢zzeyllgll2-

, we have

Consequently, (1+ |£]2)7%/2F(T) € L?, because it defines a continuous linear
functional on L?. We conclude that T € H~%. O

Proposition 4.11. The space S(RY) is dense in H*(RY).
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Proof of Proposition 4.11. The density of D(RY) in L?(R") implies the exis-
tence of a sequence {1,,} € D(RY) with

[ — (14 [€[*)*/2F (v)|l2 — O
The function ¢,, = (1+|£[?)7%/%4),, therefore belongs to D(RY) and converges

to F(v) in L2. By the continuity of 71, we deduce that F~1(y,,) is in S(RY)
and converges to v in H*(RN). O

4.2.2 The Space H*(RY) Seen as a Trace Space

At this point, we are interested in a characterization of the functions in H*®
for s > 0. In the following theorem, we establish that they are the restrictions
of functions in H*T1/2(RV) to {xy = 0}.

Theorem 4.12. Let N > 2 and let s be a real number, integer or not, with
s > 1/2; then the functions in H*(RY) have a trace on {xx = 0} that belongs
to Hsfl/Z(RNfl).

Conversely, every function in H*~Y/2(RN=1 x {0}) can be extended in a
linear and continuous manner to a function in H*(RY).

Proof of Theorem 4.12.

We begin with a lemma that expresses the Fourier transform of the re-
striction of the function u to {zy = 0} in terms of the Fourier transform of u
with respect to the first NV — 1 variables.

Lemma 4.13. Let v € S(RY) and let u € S(RN1). If U denotes the Fourier
transform of u with respect to the first N — 1 wariables, then we have the
equivalence

v(z',0) = u(z') <= ﬁ(gl)z‘éf(v)(f',égv)d&v.

Proof of Lemma 4.13.

For fixed 2’ in RNV =1, let ¢ be defined by p(zx) = v(2’, 2y ). Using dg(p) =
©(0) = (F(1),¢) = (1, F(¢)), we obtain ¢(0) = [, $({x)dEn, which can also
be written as

(%) v(x’,O)://v(:c’,xN)e_%T&NmNdedgN.
R JR

Taking the Fourier transform in 2’ on both sides of the relation (%), we obtain
the result, that is,

u(e') = v(a, a:N)e_%”(&,'xur“”é”)dedx’di
ool = [ Fw(€ ende.
R

The converse is evident. This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.13. a
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Let us return to the proof of Theorem 4.12. We suppose that v € H*(R")
and set u(z’) = v(z’,0). We then show that there exists a constant C' > 0
such that
(4.14) [a(¢)]
1/2
<o [l ek FPE ey ) 1+
R
Indeed, using the change of variables &y — En/+/1 + [€]?, we have
~ s —s/2
6¢) = [ (14 IR+ ¢ + lenl?) e
R
1/2 1/2
s;(j/<1+¢§P>ﬂ]%v>ﬁ<e7gN>d5N) (/k1<+|§w2+-me%-*dsN)
R R
. 1/2 1/4—s/2
= o[ @+ IRy IFEIRE enden) 1+ ),
It follows that & +— (1 + |¢/|?)%/2~1/44(¢’) belongs to L?(RY~1) and that its
norm in this space is lesser than or equal to H 1+ |€12)*2F (v H2

Let us now suppose that v € H*~Y/2(RVN~1). We extend this function as
follows. Given ¢ € D(R) with integral equal to 1, we write

Fo) (€ én) = JT(“)@/)‘p(\/livlﬁ’l2> V1 +1 B

The function F(v) then has support in the cylinder {¢ | [{n] < C/1+ [€7]2},
and v(z’,0) = u(z’) because

/R]-'(v)(ﬁﬂfzv)dENf(”)(f')/ﬂ{{@(%ﬁ(\/ﬁﬁ)
= F(u)(£).

It remains to show that v € H?. For this, we write

(4.15) (1 +[€1)*(F(v)*(€,€n)

_ 112y5=1/20 F(u))2 (£ o2 €N (1+1€)° 1
ey Em e () (eryr) e

The relation

(1+ €P) el \2\°
ey - <” (T +N|§'|2) ) ’
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allows us to integrate with respect to £ after applying the change of variables
t =En/(1+|€%)Y/2. Integrating both sides of the relation (4.15) with respect
to £ then gives

[ F@PE©O+ 1Py
'|2)s—1/2 u 2(¢ 2 2\s /
< [ asiepraEape)( [ o ey

< CH”H%{S—I/Z(RN—I)'

This concludes the proof of the surjectivity of the trace map from H*(RY)
onto H*~1/2(RN-1), O

4.2.3 Generalization for Higher Order Traces

The following proposition generalizes the trace theorem of Chapter 3.

Proposition 4.16. Let m € N, let s € |m+1/2,m+1+1/2], and let y be the
map sending u € H*(RN) to the (m + 1)-tuple consisting of the traces of the
successive derivatives u(z',0),Onu(2’,0),...,0%u(z’,0). Then ~v(u) belongs
to the product H*=1/2(RN-1) x H=1=1/2(RN-1) x ... x Hs=m1/2(RN-1)
and the map v is linear, continuous, and surjective onto the product space.

Proof of Proposition 4.16.
Let u € H*~F=1/2(RN-1) with k fixed in [0,m]. Let ¢ be a function in
D(R) such that

/(int)kgo(t)dt =1 and Vj€[0,m], j#k= /(int)jgo(t)dt =0
R R

(cf. Exercise 3.8 of Chapter 3). Next, let v be defined in R by its Fourier
transform

_ / _ no(_ &n (k+1)/
F)(©) = FO)E ) = FOE©e( i) 0+ 1)
Let v (/) = & v(a’,0). By the characterization given in Lemma 4.13, we
have

F) / F(@0)(€, ex)dEn
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Therefore, recalling that F (85@)) = (2imén )7 F(v) and applying a homothety
to the variable £y, we obtain the following results:

ey = [ (—Zimn) No(—=N
FW) () = /R<(1 T |€/|2)(k+1)/2)}"(u)(§ )cp(m)di
=0 Vj#k
F)ygen (2imén )" / N
FeO)E) = [ (e e e )
— Flu)(&).
The traces of the successive derivatives of v are therefore all zero, with the

exception of that of order k, which equals the given function w in H*~#~1/2,
It remains to show that v € H*(R¥). For this, we integrate the equality

(1 + [E*)*[F(v)1*(€)

o 72\s—k—1/2 W12 (€ 2 N (1+|§|2)S 1
= (1+|§| ) |F () 7€)l <\/W> (1+[¢]2)s \/W

with respect to &, using the change of variables ¢t = &x/4/1+ |¢/|? in the
integral in £y and noting that [ [o]?(t)(1 + ¢*)*dt < co. We thus obtain

1L+ 1€%)*2F (0)ll2 < Cllullgro-s-1/2,

proving the desired inclusion. a

4.2.4 Other Definitions of the Spaces H*

The following proposition will allow us to show that for RV, the spaces H*
coincide with the spaces W*? whose definition is given in the next section.

Proposition 4.17. Let s € ]0,1[; then u € HS(RN) if and only if

)2
2(RN) y)|
u e L*(R and /RN/RN |x—y|N+25 dz dy < oo.

Proof of Proposition 4.17.
Let u € H*(RY). We will see further on (cf. Lemma 4.33) that the follow-
ing two properties are equivalent:

|2
dx dy < oo
/RN / |a:— |N+2s Y

|u(z) — u(z + he;)|?
and //]RN B dx dh < oo
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To illustrate the ideas, let us take i = 1. Using |1 — |2 = 4sin®(a/2), we
have

—1 1 T ~
/]R h2s+1 |1 The,w — ul|3dh = /]R W/R |e2imhé 12 |a)?(&)dedh
= /RN ‘ﬂ|2(€)/ h2g+1451n (whé&y)dhdg

4si v
= [ e areu [ 2,

< Cllul|%s <

because the integral [; 4sin®u/u?*du converges for s € ]0, 1[.
Conversely, these computations show that

TRU — U 2 s~ 2
WGL :>|£|’LL€L O

4.2.5 Embedding Results using the Fourier Transform F

In Section 3.6.1, we gave the extension of the Sobolev embedding theorems of
Chapters 2 for the spaces WP, where m is an integer, to the spaces W1=1/P:»,
In the case of H®, using the Fourier transform allows us to show some of these
results in a somewhat elementary manner. We will state those results here.
For more complete results, we refer to the more general embedding theorems
for the spaces W*P at the end of this chapter. In particular, the following
proposition concerns neither the critical embedding for ¢ = 2N /(N — 2s), nor
the embeddings into Holder function spaces.

Proposition 4.18. Let s > 0. We have the following embeddings:

(1) If 1/2 < s < N/2, then H*(RYN) < LY(RYN) for every ¢ < 2N /(N — 2s).
(2) If s = N/2, then H*(RYN) — LI(RYN) for every q < .
(3) If s > N/2, then H*(RYN) < Co(RY).

Proof of Proposition 4.18.

In the case s < N/2, u is the inverse Fourier transform of F(u), which can
be written as F(u) = (1+[£[?)7%/2(1+]¢|)*/2F (u). The function (1+¢|?)~%/2
belongs to L for every ¢ > N/s while (1+|¢|?)%/2F (u) belongs to L?, so that
their product F(u) belongs to L" with 1/r =1/2+1/q.

We can therefore apply Theorem 4.19 below (whose proof can be found in
the appendix), which states that the Fourier transform of a function in L" with
r € [1,2] belongs to L", where # is the conjugate of r, and therefore belongs
to L* for k € [2,2N/(N — 2s)[ (cf. the remarks made before the proof of
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Theorem 4.59). Moreover, this same theorem applied to the conjugate Fourier
transform gives the existence of a constant C' such that ||u||pr < C|lu|| gs.

In the case s = N/2, we can use that if s’ < s, then H® admits an embed-
ding into H*". To see this, it suffices to use the definition of the norms (cf. 4.8).
We will generalize this further on, in Corollary 4.34. Using the previous result
with s’ < N/2, we obtain the desired result.

In the case s > N/2, the transform F(u) can still be written as a product
of the function g in L? defined by g(¢) = (1 + |£]?)~%/2 and the function
(1 4 |€]?)*/2F (u), which is also in L?. The product is therefore in L', and,
consequently, u is the Fourier transform of a function in L!'. It is therefore
continuous and tends to 0 at infinity. Moreover, we have

lg (14 1€1%)*/2F (w)]| s
lgllze 1L+ €122 F (W)l e = gz llullzre,

[ullz < |
< |
concluding the proof in this last case. O

The theorem used above, which is proved in the appendix, is the following.

Theorem 4.19. Let T be a linear operator defined on all the LP(RN) and
continuous from LPi(RN) to L% (RN) for i = 0,1, where p; and q; are given
elements of [1,00]. We let k; denote the operator norm of T, that is,

k’i = HT”Pu(h‘, = sup |<Tf7g>|7

P —
lgllyr=1

where ¢, denotes the conjugate of q;.
If t € 10,1[ with 1/p = t/po + (1 —t)/p1, then T is continuous from LP
to LT with 1/q = t/qo+(1 — t)/q1. Moreover, we have the continuity inequality

1T [|p,q < koK1

4.3 The Spaces W*P(f2) for 0 < s < 1

We begin by recalling results concerning the Lebesgue spaces of functions with
values in a Banach space B.

4.3.1 The Spaces L?(]0, 4oo[, B)

For a simple function ¢ — Y7 x4, (t)a;, where the A; are two-by-two disjoint
measurable subspaces of I = ]0, +o00[ and the a; are elements of B, the integral
over I is defined to be Y 7 |4;|a;.
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Let f be function from I to B. We call it strongly measurable if there exists
a sequence {f,} of simple functions such that for almost all ¢ in ]0, +ool, we
have

im ||f(t) = fu(t)]lB = 0.

n—-+o0o

If, moreover, one of these sequences satisfies lim, ;oo f0+°o|| f@) —
fn(t)||gdt = 0, then we call f integrable. The integral of f is then de-
fined to be the limit of the integrals of the simple functions f,,. We will show
that this limit is independent of the choice of the approximating sequence
of f.

We will admit, from now on, that a strongly measurable function f is
integrable if and only if the function ¢ — ||f(¢)|| g is summable on ]0, +oo].
Moreover, if this function has a summable pth power, then we will write
f € L*(]0,+o0[, B).

Definition of the Trace Spaces T. We let t¥ f denote the function ¢ — t” f(t)
and let f’ denote the derivative of f in the sense of distributions. In particular,
if f has values in the Banach space B and is locally integrable in the sense
defined above, then for every function ¢ in D(]0, +o00[), we have

+oo +oo
/ F(t)p(tydt = - / F(t)g (B,
0 0

where the integrals of functions with values in the Banach space B are defined
as before.

Definition 4.20. Given real numbers v and p with 1 < p < +o0 and an open
subset {2 of R, we let T'(p, v, £2) denote the space of functions f from ]0, +oo|
to {2 such that

£ f € LP(J0, 400, W(2)) and ¢ f € LP(0, +oc[, LP(12)),
where the derivative of f is taken in the sense of distributions.

This space is a Banach space when endowed with the norm

+oo
Il = max{ |1l |

The following is a first regularity property of this space.

+oo
||t"f/||Lp(Q)dt}-

Proposition 4.21. Let f € T(p,v, (2), then there exists an a € LP({2) such
that

for almost all t € ]0,+00], f(t)=a+ /t f'(r)dr.
1
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Proof of Proposition 4.21.

Since the factor ¥ is bounded on every compact subset of I = ]0, +o0[, we
have the inclusions f € L} (I, W'P(£2)) and f' € LY (I, L?(12)). Therefore,
almost everywhere on I, we can define the function g in L (I,LP(£2)) by
setting g(t) fl (T

Let b be an element of the dual LP'(£2) of LP(£2). To prove that ¢ is almost
everywhere a constant, we consider the function ¢ — g,(t) = (g(¢), b),, where

(,)p is the duality pairing of L” with L¥". Applying Fubini’s and Holder’s

loc

formulas, we see that the function g, belongs to LV (I). Consequently, the
pairing of the derivative of g, in the sense of distributions and a scalar function
» € D(I), which we denote by A = ((g3)’, ), satisfies

A/+OO b(t) (t)dt

/gupw/ w)da! (£)dt = —</+mg() ()dtb>

:{A f(t)e mﬁjf /f )drdt,b).
={ /O o f’(t)@(t)dt,b>p+ /Q b(x) / / 7'(r) @)dr] da.

Note that applying Fubini’s formula can be justified by approximating g(¢) on
the compact set supp ¢ by simple functions, for which the validity of Fubini’s
formula is obvious.

The same method allows us to replace the second term in the next to last

/:OO #'(t) /1t<f'(7)7 b) ,drdt.

By the above, the function 7 — (f’(7),b), is locally summable. We can there-
fore differentiate its integral over [0,¢], in particular in the sense of distribu-

equality by

tions. Consequently, we can write
400 t +o00
| e [ = [ 0@
0 1 0

_ _</O+OO f’(t)go(t)dt,b>p.

We deduce from this that (g,)" = 0. Let ¢ be an element of the domain of g;
then we deduce from the above that for almost all ¢ and for all b € L”/7
we have (g(t),b), = (g(t'),b),. We conclude that the function g(t) is a fixed
element a of LP(f2), proving the relation stated above. O
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Corollary 4.22. Under the previous assumptions, the function f from
10, +00[ to LP(£2) is continuous.

This results from the continuity of the integral of a locally summable function
with respect to the upper integration limit.
4.3.2 The Spaces W*P(f2) for 0 < s <1

Definition 4.23. Let s € ]0,1[ and let p € ]1,00[. We define the fractional
Sobolev space W*P(§2) as follows:

WP () = ueL” ‘ Ju@) = w@)® ) g < }
e dady <o}

This definition of the spaces W*P generalizes that of the spaces in Chap-
ter 3.

Proposition 4.24. Let s € |0,1[. The space W*P({2) endowed with the norm

lu

1/p |u(z) — u(y)|”
sp = (ul2+ u’sp) ,  where u’sp:/ ————2dz dy,
|s.p (H 15+ [lells bl (el bl ) g 4y
is a Banach space.

Proof of Proposition 4.2).

Let {u,} be a Cauchy sequence for the norm ||u||sp. In particular, {u,}
is a Cauchy sequence in LP. It converges to a function u € LP. Moreover, the
sequence {v,} of functions

_ un(@) — up(y)
vp (7, y) = W

is a Cauchy sequence in LP. It therefore also converges to an element of LP.
Let us extract a subsequence {u,(,)} of {u,} that converges almost every-
where to u. We note that v,(,)(z,y) converges, for almost every pair (z,y),
to v(z,y) = (u(z) — u(y))|z —y|=*~N/P. Applying Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

_ P — p
/ |’U,(I) u(y)l dx dy < m / |uo(n Ug(n) (y)‘ dx dy
ola |z —ylPty n—o0 Ix—y\”’“v

Hence u € W*P(£2). Moreover, we find that u, — u in W*P(£2) by taking
the limit for m — oo in ||y, — v ||Lr(2x2)- O

Example 4.25. Let us study the inclusion of the function z — In|z| in the
space W*P(]0,1[) when sp < 1, and the inclusion of  — |z|%In|z| in this
same space when s — a < 1/p. From this, we easily deduce the conditions for
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the inclusion in WP(RY) of these functions considered as radial functions
on RV,
Let us first evaluate the seminorm [ = ||In |||} , when sp < 1:

1 1/y
_ |In || — Iny|[ _ |lnu\p
Ii/o / o — [+t ————dxdy = — 5p+1dudy

1 1 1/y
_ [Inw? / |lnu|”
< sp —d ——d )d =1 Is.
ﬂly (A C—wrd T G )W TR

In the first integral between the parentheses, the integrand is equivalent to
|Inu|P at uw =0 and to (1 —u)?~*?~! at u = 1. The integral in u is therefore
convergent, and the integral in y is convergent when sp < 1. Under this same
condition, we deduce the existence of the first term ;. By Fubini’s formula,
I> can be written as

Vv nulp oo | Inulp L/u
—sp - —sp
/ / 1 _ sp+1 vl dy - /; (1 _ u)sp+1 (/0 Y dy)du

Studying it therefore reduces to studying

T | nulp
sp—1
f

From the equivalence of the integrand in the latter to |Inu|P|u|~2 in the neigh-
borhood of 400 and to (1 — u)?(*=*)=1 at u = 1, we deduce the convergence
of I, giving the desired conclusion.

For x — x®In|z|, we evaluate the seminorm in the same manner as in
Chapter 3 (cf. Example 3.8). It therefore suffices to prove the finiteness of the

two integrals
[Inz — Iny|P
po
h= / / Iﬂc—ylgp+1 To gl Y

p
and / / | 1nyv’ |Zp+|1 da dy.

Following the computations we made for s = 1 — 1/p (Example 3.8), we
obtain the finiteness of J; provided that pa—sp > —1 and pa+2 > 1, that is,
under the conditions stated at the beginning of this example. Finally, setting
v = (a — $)p, the second integral J> becomes

1 1y |1 — ucP
ap—sS
ng/o [Iny|’ly[*? ”/0 T du dy
1

1 1 1/y a
1= uep VL= uepp
_ Py Py
,/0 [Iny|Py T dudy + ; | Iny|Py e du dy.
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The first term is the product of an integral in y that converges because
p(a— s) > —1 and an integral in u that converges under the same condition
because the function is equivalent to K (1 — u)?(*=*)=1 at u = 1. Applying
Fubini’s formula, we can reduce the second term to the integral

—+oo |1_ua|p l/u
r_ Py (a=s)p
JQ—/l =it [/0 | Iny|Py dy | du.

When y < 1, we can bound |In y|py(°‘_5)p from above by y~¢t(@=%)P for every
g > 0. It follows that we can find, for the integrand of J5, a bounding function
equivalent to u" at the neighborhood of +o0o0, where r = —2 + €. This shows
the finiteness of J, whence the desired conclusion.

When the integration domain is K x K with K a compact subset of RV,
the only additional difficulty corresponds to the case where 0 € K. Using
polar coordinates in a neighborhood of 0, we reduce to the previous integrals
with ap replaced by ap + N — 1. We easily deduce from this the conditions

for the inclusion of the function we are considering in the space W;>7(RY).

4.3.3 First Properties of the Space W*P(2)

Proposition 4.26. The space W*P((2) is of local type, that is, for every u in
W*P(02) and for every ¢ € D({2), the product pu belongs to W*P((2).

Proof of Proposition 4.26.
Let u € W#P(£2) and let ¢ € D(2). It is clear that up € LP. We will show

that »
// |(pu) (z) = (pu)(y)| drdy < oo
J0 |z —

y|5P+N

In order to do this, we write the difference in the numerator as a sum of
two terms. The first is p(z)(u(z) —u(y)), which will give a convergent integral
because ¢ is bounded. The second gives the integral

e

This can be bounded from above by using the mean value theorem and inte-
grating with respect to x:

Lol [ Juw)

supp ¢

< P ully,

? [/ =y N da]ay
supp ¢

where p is an upper bound for the diameter of the support of . ]
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Let us consider the case 2 = RY.
Proposition 4.27. The space D(RY) is dense in W*P(RY).

Proof of Proposition 4.27. We traditionally use a truncation and a regular-
ization. We will give the proof in the case N = 1. The general case easily
follows from this one.

Let us show that the functions with compact support in W#%P? are dense
in WP,

Let w € W*P(R) and let ¢ € D(R) have value 1 on the open ball of radius 1
with center 0, value 0 for |z| > 2, and satisfy 0 < ¢ < 1 elsewhere. Let u,, be
defined to be ¢(x/n)u(x). It is clear that u, has compact support and values
in W#P. Moreover, it is a classical result that u,, converges to v in LP.

It remains to show that the sequence {v,}, where

vn(,9) = ((tn = w)(2) = (w0 — w)(¥)) |z —y|>/7

tends to 0 in LP(R?). To do this, we will show that the integrals

In:/ondx(/:o |vn|7"(:v,y)dy)7 Jn:/:odm(/noo \vn|p(m,y)dy)

and those that we deduce from them by exchanging the variables z and y tend
to 0. Indeed, (u, — u)(z) — (un, — u)(y) vanishes when z and y are in [—n, n].
For the integral I,,, we have

f= [ tr

1—90(y/n)’p[/0n (y_dxﬁ} dy

- p _ p;
< C/n lu(y) ‘1 w(y/n)‘ W= dy
c = 1—p(u)|”
p
< nsp/n lu(y)| SUP | 1) dy.

The function (1 — ¢(u))(u — 1)~*% is in fact bounded for v > 1. When u > 2,
this results from the upper bound (u—1)"* < 1, and when u € [1, 2], it follows
from the inequality |(1— ¢ (u))(u—1)"%| < (u—1)'*||¢/[|cc. This inequality
can be deduced by applying the mean value theorem to ¢, because s € |0, 1].
We therefore obtain I,, — 0.
Let w,, denote the function defined by
wa(2,y) = (un () = un(y)) e —y| >,

We will show that K, = [ [* |wy,(z,y)[Pdz dy — 0, which leads to J,, — 0
because, by hypothesis, [* [ |v(z,y)[Pdz dy — 0. We first note that by the
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choice of ¢, we have
2n 2n 2n
|un (@ / / |un(2) — un (y)|?
d dy + ————————dzdy
/ / I:Jc—y\”’+1 2n Iaf—ylsp+1
_ K(l —|—K(2)

Integrating with respect to x and then using the properties of ¢, we find that
(2) o4
the term K’ satisfies

2 2 P(2)u(y)P
o Jo Tl spﬂd”y ¢ By
p

2n / 2n
2) — oy C
<o [ s |22 Pugypay < [ e
P o yepal (2—y) nsv J,
Since v € LP, we have K(Q) — 0.

Moreover, using the triangular inequality, the mean value inequality for ¢,
the assumption that v € W#®P, and the maximum of the function z —
(2n — 2)P1=%) 4 (z —n)P1=*) on [n,2n], we can write

2n 2n P
KO < o 1/ / |o(z/n) |gc(y/n)l @ 4y

y|sprl
2n 2n

- (/)P lu(z) — u(y)P

wot [ e e

2n 2n D 1 s 71
_ xr —
<o ( [ L||sa'\|£o|u<as>\”dasdy
2n 2n
,u )
/ / |x— |s+1/p dxd!/)
2n p(l s)_|_ m_n)p(l s)
<o B " fu(e) Pda + of1)

2n 1—s) C 2n
C’/ (x)|Pdx < / lu(z)|Pdz + o(1) — 0,
n n

sp

where the last line follows from the inclusion of u in LP.

Using a regularization, we now approximate the functions u with compact
support by functions in D. Let p be a function in D(R), let p.(t) = 1p(z/e),
and for a function u with compact support in R, let u. = p. * u.

The convergence of u. in LP is well known. We will prove that

u(z) — u(y)

| Pe *u(x) — Pe *u(y)
a e —ylsri/e

|z —y|=t1/P

luells 5

L (R?) @)
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Indeed, we have

P drdy
(el ) / ‘/ = et) = uly — et s

—et) — uly — et)|P
// |um et) — u(y — et)] dt dz dy
R? @ — yloPtt
Jufe = ct) — uly — )P L
< .
< Lot [ M= e ayar < [l

Moreover, setting v(z,y) = (u(z) — u(y))|z — y|~*~ /P, the convergence

|pe * u(w) — pe * u(y)|
| — y|s+1/p

— v(@,y)

for almost every pair (z,y) is a classical result. By Fatou’s lemma, it follows
that
[ull;,p < lim [|pe x ull;,
e—0

In particular, the sequence defined by

Ve = (ue(x) — ue(y))|z — y|*8*1/p

satisfies [lve|lp = ||v]lp-

We have thus obtained the almost everywhere convergence and the conver-
gence of the norms. Now, the space LP is uniformly convex because p > 1 and
in such a space, these two convergences imply that ||v. —v||, — 0 (cf. Exercise
4.5). From this, we deduce the convergence of ||us —ul|s, to 0, completing the
proof. O

At the end of this section, we will see that if {2 is an open set of class C!,
then the space C1(£2) is dense in W*P(£2).

4.3.4 Comparison of the Spaces W and T for 2 = RY

We will now show that W*P(§2) equals the space of the traces of the elements
of T(p,1—1/p—s,2) at the point ¢ = 0. We have the following partial result.

Proposition 4.28. Let s € |0,1[ and let w € T(p,1 — 1/p — 5,82). Let {\,}
be an arbitrary sequence of real numbers tending to 0, and let u, = u(A\,).
The sequence {uy} then has a limit w(0) in LP({2) and the resulting trace map
w— u(0) from T to LP(§2) is continuous.

Proof of Proposition 4.28.
Let0 <s<landsetv=1—1/p—s. Let u € T(p,v, £2). To illustrate the
ideas, we take A, = 1/n. Let {u,} be the sequence of functions on {2 defined
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by w, = u(1l/n). By Proposition 4.21 and Holder’s inequality, when n > m,

we have
1/m P 1/m P
n — Um s = /t dt = It dt| d
o=y = [ w@ral, = [ e
1/m p
- / [ / (1) ()]
N-J1/n
1/m o, p/p 1/m .
(4.29) < / [ / P dt} [ / [t”\u(t)\(z)]pdt}dx
-J1/n 1/n
1/m , /' 1/m
< [/ ] [/ (1)
1/n 1/n

1 1—vp’ 1 1—vp’ p/p/ 5
<o) G T e e s

p
d
L (1)

where the last inequality uses the assumption that #’u’ belongs to
LP(]0, +o0[, LP(£2)).

Since v + 1/p < 1, we have vp’ = vp/(p — 1) < 1. Tt follows that the first
factor tends to 0 when m and n tend to 400, and, consequently, that {u,}
is a Cauchy sequence in the complete space LP({2). From inequality (4.29),
which still holds with the same proof, we can deduce that

(4.30) fu(ty) = u(t)ll7, (o

/ p/p
< c (tl)liyp - (t2)1iup Ht”u/HLP( 0,+0co[,LP(£2))"
Using this inequality, we see that for all sequences {)\,,} that tend to 0 from
above, the limits of the sequences {u(\,)} exist and coincide. This completes
the proof of the existence of the limit.
Let u(0) denote the limit of these sequences in LP({2). By letting ¢; tend
to 0 and using the triangle inequality, we deduce the following from (4.30):

vt >0, [u(0)}, )

ggp—l |‘u(t)||12p(9)+ t(P/P) ulltyu/

HLP (0,4+00[,LP(£2)) |

Integrating this inequality over [0, 1] and transforming fol lu(t)]| Lo (2ydt by
Holder’s inequality, as we did with the integral of ||u’(¢)| at the beginning of
(4.29), we obtain the inequality

[u(0)l|Lr(2) < Cllullr.

The trace map u — u(0) is therefore continuous. O
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From now on, we let vo(7") denote the subspace of LP({2) consisting of
the u(0) for uw in T. Let us now show the relation between W*?(RY) and

Proposition 4.31.
Yo (T(pal - ]-/p - S,RN)) = Ws’p(RN)'

Outline of the Proof. We first consider the case N =1, which we show using
two converse propositions (4.32 and 4.37). For the general case, we will apply
Lemma 4.33 in order to use an induction on the dimension N.

Proposition 4.32. Let u € W*P(R) and let v be defined on |0, 4+o00[ x R by

t x+t
v(t,x) = @/0 u(z + s)ds = @/:E u(s)ds,

t

where ¢ € D(R) and ©(0) = 1; then the function t — v(t,-) belongs to
T(p,1 —1/p— s,R). More precisely, if v1 and vy denote the functions

)
tes VPS4 and t—s tl—l/P—sa—z(t, ),

respectively, then we have
vy € LP(]0, +oo[, W'P(]0, +o0o[ X R)) and va € LP(]0, 400, LP(]0, +0o[ x R)).

Proof of Proposition 4.32.
We begin by verifying that if v = 1—1/p—s, then v, = v € LP(]0, +00[ x
R). Indeed,

+oo 1 »
v, |15 :// t”p|<p(t)|p’/ u(ac-i—st)ds‘ dt dz
R Jo 0
+oo 1
< / t"p|<p(t)|pdt/ / |u(X)PdX ds < oco.
0 o Jr
We then show that t¥9,v € LP(]0, +oo[ X R). Indeed,

0,0 = ()t P75 (u(x + t) — ulx)),

whence, by taking the pth power and integrating,

jule +1) — ()P
L teor s s < el bl < o
,+oo
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Finally, we verify that t“0,v € L?(]0, +oo[ x R):
1t 1
t O = (p(t)t_l/p_sz / (u(z +t) —u(z + 5))ds + ' (t)t" / u(x + st)ds
0 0
1
=t f(t,x) + ¢ (L)t¥ / u(x + st)ds.
0

It is clear that t — ¢’ (¢)t” fo x + st)ds belongs to LP and, moreover, has
a norm in LP bounded from above by ||u||p, up to a constant.
Using Hélder’s inequality and a change of variables, we have

t) — t
// 1t f(t, 2)|Pda dt < ||g||P. / // watt) —u@ 2" g,
R+ tsp+1

Next, the change of variables (z,t,z) — (x 4+ t,z + tz, z), whose Jacobian is

|1 — 2|, allows us to deduce an upper bound for the last integral:

[u(X) —u(T) s
// |X et = P X dT < [l

giving the desired result. ]

We begin by studying the case where N > 2 and establishing the following
equivalence result, which is the analogue of Lemma 3.27.

Lemma 4.33. The following two properties are equivalent:

Q) u e WP (RF),
P
(ii) Vie (1, K], |”x+te’ v Gt < oo
RE tsp+1

and there exists a universal constant ¢ such that

p — p
RE R2K

tSPJrl Ix _ y‘serK

The following result concerning the existence of embeddings, which will
be useful later on, easily follows.

Corollary 4.34. The spaces W*P(RN) satisfy the following embedding prop-

erties:

() If0 < s’ < s <1, then WsP(RN) — W*'»(RN).
(ii) If s € ]0,1[, then WIP(RN) < W*P(RV).
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Proof of Lemma 4.33.
Let us show that (ii) implies (i). Let u € LP(RX) satisfy

, u(z +te;) — u(z)|
Vie[l,N], RK/ P dr dt < co.

For x and y in ]0, 1[X, we use the decomposition of [u]¥ = —u(z) + u(y)
introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.27 and the functions §; derived from it:

- _§;($—2$j€j+zyj€j) —u(w—Z Tje +) yjej)

i=1 J<i i<i F<it1 F<it1

di(x,y) (ac Zx]e] —|—Zyjej) —u(x—z Tje; +Z yjej).

J<i J<i J<i+1 J<i+1

We can thus write the seminorm W*?(]0,1[%) as a sum of integrals I;, where

(5 T 1/p
I — (/K /K l y)‘ Sp+de/dyl> .
REJRE |37 |z — y5l]

To bound these integrals from above, we note, as in the proof of Lemma 3.27
of Chapter 3, that there exists a constant C' such that

1
RE-1 Z |x2 |SP+K H dyJdek ) } ‘SP+1.

j=2+41 k<i leJrl ~Yit1

(4.35)

In each integral I;, we can see the numerator as depending only on z; and y;.
Indeed, taking, for example, ¢ = K — 1 and integrating with respect to
I J<K-1 dy;, the previous inequality leads to

’(U({I}l, e 7‘%.1() - u(xla e afohyK)‘p
(4.36) / / . dz; | | dyi
wic Jr > (i — )P H H

‘(U(Jﬁl, UK -1, k) — u(T, . 733K—1,Z/K)’p
/] , I

lzx — Yy [P J<K

giving the result by using (ii).

Let us show that (i) implies (ii). To illustrate the ideas, suppose that i = K.
Reasoning by induction, we see that the result follows from the following
implication'

lu(@', e +t) —uy,zx)P )
dz'dzedy dt < oo,
/]RK /RK 1/ (|t] + |o’ — y'|)sPTE rargay o0
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then

|ua: VTR-1,C +t) —u(y’, xx_1,2K)P ,
/ / o \spHE—1 dx dy" dt < oo.
RE JRE-2 t+ |LL‘ _y D

Integrating the quantity (t+t' + |2” —y”|)~*P~K with respect to t' between 0

and +oo, we find that there exists a constant ¢ s j such that
K+1 >
Cposc (E+ 2" —y")) TP > / (t+t" + " —y" )P~ Kar'.
0
Moreover, we have

u(x/v Tk + t) - u(yuv TK—1, I'K)

= u(m”,xK_th —l—t) — u(y”;z”,xK_l -l—t/,.’L'K + t/2)

+ U(y”;z”,:w(q +t ok +/2) —u(y’ w1, 7K),

where ' € [0,4o00[. Using the triangle inequality, the inequality ¢ + ' +
2" —y"| > t/2 +t + 2" — y"|, and the classical inequality |a + b|P <
2P~ 1(Ja|P + |b|P) describing the convexity, we can bound the integral

oo _ iz p
/ / / lu(z", 1,25 +1) —u(y’, rx_1,2K)| dt da dy’
RE JRE-2 (| = y"| + [¢])spHE=t

from above by the sum of the following two integrals, up to a multiplicative
constant:

wz", xg_1, v +t) — y+r T +t i +t/2
/ u(z”, 2k 1 s ) w5 wk K +t/2) dtdt’ de dy",
T 1+ 5T+ 1P
vt e 1+t ak +1/2) —uly w1, TK)[P
/ 2 11( 1 s LK / ) (y s TK—1, K)' dtdt/dxdy",
REJRK (gl =y + [t/2] + ['])sP
thus concluding the proof of Lemma 4.33. a

Proof of Corollary 4.34.
We use the characterization given in the lemma. Let us write the integral

— t
/ / |u(z) — u(z + te;)|P d dt
RN |t|§ Pl
as the sum

_— t . t [P
/ / i) “(”ﬁ D g at + / / ",,(“Zf )’ i ar.
RN Jit|<1 |t]s'P RN J)t|>1 |t
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The second integral is bounded from above by

2r P dtd 4 .
/RN‘“(I)' /t|>1tSP+1 @ < el )

For the first integral, we use the inequality

1 < 1
77 S T

for |t| < 1, which by the previous lemma gives the desired embedding. More-
over, it gives the existence of a constant C' depending only on N, p, s, s’, such
that

e, < € (Il + luls).
For the second embedding, let u € W1P(RY). For |t| < 1, we write

|u(z + te;) — u(x)| as an integral and apply Hélder’s inequality, giving

¢
lu(x + te;) —u(x)|P < P! / |0;ul? (z + s)ds.
0

Using Fubini’s formula, we deduce from this that

te; !
/ / t%f el dts/ t”*spfl/ 19ulP < C|0sul?
RN 0 RN

because the integral in ¢ converges since p — sp — 1 > —1. Moreover, the same
function integrated over [1,00] gives a result that is bounded from above by
Cllullp. O

Proof of Proposition 4.31 for N > 2
Let u € W*P(RVN). Taking a function ¢ in D(R) satisfying ¢(0) = 1, we
define v by setting

0] u(z + 2)dz
v(t,z) = N /]O,t[N (x4 z)dz.

We use the notation

Zv’z = Zziei7 dél = Hde,
J#i J#i
so that
O, (u(@ + 2)) = O, (u((zi + 2zi)es + & + %))
0, (u((xZ +z)e; + & + 52)) = 0, (u(x + z))
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To derive v with respect to x;, we use the above and Fubini’s formula. This
leads to

Oiv(t,x) = / / u(z + ze; + zl)clzzdzz
(ot -1

= —N [u(x +te; + %) — u(x + %)|dZ;.
L

Taking the pth power, applying Holder’s inequality, and multiplying by t*P,
we obtain

“+o0
/ / 1Pl0s0(t, o) |Pda dt
0

St t) — it )
<lel [ [ / ule st t) —ule+ SOP o
RN J]o,1[N-1 tsp+

The result follows by using the change of variables X = x + s;t.
Setting (¢, ) = ¢'(t) jiO |~ u(z + zt)dz, differentiating with respect to ¢
gives

-N
a = t —_— d (3 t’Ld’L
) @()(tN+1/]07t[N u(x + 2) Z+tNZ/t[N1 x+s+e)s>

+ ¢ (t) / u(x + zt)dz
jo,1[N

tN+1Z/t[N u(z + Z; + te;) —u(z + 2)) dz + Y(z, t)

= [(t;x) + (¢, ).

It is clear that (¢t,z) — t“9(t,x) belongs to LP. Moreover, multiplying
|f(t,z)[? by t*P and integrating gives

/ # F(t, 2)[Pdt da
RN xR+t

< Cllol. Z u(z + Zit + te;) — u(x + 2t)|P dt de .
J0,1[N xR+ tsprl

Using the change of variable X = x + zt, we then obtain

/ / / Ju( x—l—zzt—l—tel)l—u(x—i—zt)\ dtds de
RN Jr+ Jj0,1[¥ A

_ | P
/ / / [uX) — X + A —z)e)l” ;o
RN J]o,1[N JR+ tsptl

1oz X) —u(X + Te;)P
:/ / dzi/ (l—zi)sz"u( ) —ulX + Tei) dT dX < oo,
RN Jo 0

Tsp+l

completing the proof. a
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The following is the converse of Proposition 4.32.

Proposition 4.37. Let v be a real number such that 0 < v+ 1/p < 1. Let u
satisfy tYu(t,-) € LP(]0,1[, WLP(RN)) and tVOu € LP(]0,+oo] x RN); then
u(0,-) € Wi=1/p=vp(RN),

Proof of Proposition 4.37.
To prove this proposition, we recall the following lemma from Chapter 3.

Lemma 4.38. Let v be a real number and let f be a function from R to R.
We assume that 0 < 1/p+v =60 <1 and 1 < p < co. The following holds:

(i) If the map t — t¥ f(t) belongs to LP(R™) and if g is defined by

(4.39) o) =1 [ rs)as

then the map t — tVg(t) belongs to LP(RT) and there exists a constant
c(p,v) depending only on p and v such that

(4.40) [ enatopa <o) [T erisopa

0

(ii) Let a, B be elements of R with o < 3. Let f be defined on Rt x |a, B[ and
let g be defined by g(t,x) = 1/tf0t f(s,x)ds. Ift" f € LP(R x ], B]), then
t”g belongs to LP(R™ x]a, B]) and there exists a constant c(p,v) depending
only on p and v, such that

B o0 B oS
(4.41) / / 17| g(t, )Pt dz < olp,v) / / | (t, 2) P dt de.
a 0 [eY 0

We can now show Proposition 4.37. By Lemma 4.33, we can reduce to

proving that
o0 _ t P
/ / [u(0,2) — u(0,z + ) dzx dt < oo.
RN Jo

tSp'H
To show this, we write u(0,z) — u(0,2 4+ t) as a sum of three differences:
w(0,2)—u(0,x+t) = u(0, x) —u(t, z)+u(t, ) —u(t, z+t)+u(t, v+t) —u(0, x+1t)

that we replace by

t t t
/ Ou(A, x)dA, / Ozu(t,z + A\)d\ and / u(\, T+ t)dA,
0 0 0

respectively. We then apply Lemma 4.38 to each of these integrals with the
functions f(t,x2,\) = du (N ), f(t,z,\) = dyu(t,z + A) and f(t,z,\) =
Opu (A, x 4 t), respectively . This gives

Jo ke
RN JR+

1 [t P
E/ (e, )\)d)\‘ dMdz < o,
0
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which implies that

1
v—1 .
/RN /R+ = DP (0, ) —ult, z) P = /RN /R+ W|U(O,I)—u(t,x)|p <oo. O

After studying the difference between the cases R and R, we now consider
the case of a general open set (2.

4.3.5 Comparison of the Spaces W and T when 2 # RN

Before we begin, we need to recall certain results concerning (s, p)-extensions,
which will also be useful when we establish embedding theorems.

Preliminary Results on (s, p)-FExtensions.

Definition 4.42. We say that {2 admits an (s, p)-extension if there exists
a continuous linear operator F that sends u € W*P(f2) to E(u) = u €
WeP(RY), such that

Vee 2, Eu(z)=u(x).

In the case of a class C! or Lipschitz open set, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.43. Any Lipschitz open set {2 admits an (s, p)-extension.

Proof of Proposition 4.43.

By assumption, there exists a cover of {2 by bounded open sets (2;, open
subsets O} of RV ~! and Lipschitz functions a; on O} with uniformly bounded
gradient norms, such that, for i > 1,

2N c{@,zy) |2 €O, xn > a;(2)},
2;N002 ={(2',a;(2")) | ' € O}}.

Let {6,} denote a partition of unity subordinate to the cover {{2;} of £2.

Given the function v € W*P(£2), we are going to construct E(u) locally.
Consider the product u; = uf; on the open set U; = 2N §2;. If we define a
function Eu; that extends u; outside of 2N 2; and that belongs to WP (RY),
then, as usual, it will suffice to glue these extensions Eu; to obtain the desired
(s, p)-extension and thus complete the proof of the proposition.

Let us first show that u, € W*P(U;).

We already have u; € LP(U;). For the seminorm ||u;[; ,,, we write

(Osu)(z) — (Bsu)(y) = 0i(x)(u(z) — u(y)) + uly)(0i(x) — 0:(y))-
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Hence, using (|a| + [b])? < 2P !{|a[P + |b|P] for the numerator and the mean
value theorem for 6;, we obtain the following inequality for 277 |u;||"” P
2- p+1/ / |u1 —u;(y)[?
B y\”* e —ypry
10 P (= —u(y)| )P |9 y)IP
/ / |x _ |sp+N dr dy + |“ )l |sp+N o —glN 9Ty

<CilulZ, + 192 [ e[ [ |x—y|p*SP*Ndx}dy.

Now, the last integral is finite. Indeed, taking the origin at y and supposing
that U; C B(y, R), which we may by our assumptions, we have

R
/ |x—y|p75p*Ndx<wN,1/ PP NN, < oo
U; 0

because of the relation p — 1 — sp = (1 — s)p — 1 > —1, which results from
s < 1. Tt then follows from the previous inequality that u; € W*P(U;) and
that there exist constants H and K such that

luillEy < Kllull, + Hllullj < Cy

Construction of the (s,p)-extension. For the sake of simplicity, we omit the
factor 6;. We have reduced the problem to extending the function u € W*P?(£2)
to the open set 2’ defined by ' = {2’ € O’ | zy < a;(z')}. We will use the
reflexion P defined by

if (2/,2n) €RY, then zyx <a(z') = P(z',xn) = (2/,2a:(z) — 2n).

Let u(z’,zn) = u(z’,zn) if ¢ € 2 and u(2', zn) = u(P(2',zn)) if € 2/,

Let us verify that u € W*P(RY).

We write the seminorm ||ﬂ||§/vsyp(RN) as the sum of four integrals Jy, Jo, Js
and Jy over the sets 2 x £2, 2 x 2, (2 x £ and ' x (2, respectively. By
assumption, |J;| < +oo. For the three other integrals, we will give a lower
bound for the denominator, which is of the form |x — y|***/.

We will show the existence of a constant C5 such that

(4.44) V(z,y) € ()%, |P(z) - P(y)

| < Calz —y|
(4.45) and V(z,y) € 2x 2, |z— Py)| < Cslz -y

Note that these properties generalize those of an oblique reflection symmetry.
Figure 4.1 illustrates this for the case N = 2, where the boundary is straight
and the norm is the sum of the absolute values of the coordinates.
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TN A Q:{(x/,xN) |1:N>33'}

Y

Q':{x’|x1v <x’}

Fig. 4.1. A symmetry for the (s, p)-extension.
Case N =2, a(z') = 2'; norm: |(a,b)|1 = |a| + |b];

P@)P, <35,

Indeed, for the first inequality, we use the distance function Ziv & —

in RY to obtain

[P(z) = P(y)| = 2" = y/'| + 20i(2") — o5 = 2a:(y") + yw]

< (142 Vailloo) (12" = ¥ + |lon — yn ) < Colw —yl,

and deduce (4.44).
For the second inequality, we have, on the one hand,
2a;(y') — v —yn = 2(a;(y') —y~n) +yn — TN Z YN — TN
>~y —ynl,
since yny < a;(y’), and, on the other hand,
2a;(y") —yn — oy < 2(ai(y') — ai(@)) + 2a:(2") —xn —yn
<2(a;(y') — ai(@) +an —yn
<lyny —an| + 2| Vai ||z’ — o]
< (14 2| Vaslloo ) (|2 = yl),

nil

since xy > a;(2’). The inequality (4.45) follows from these two. Moreover, by
the uniform regularity conditions on the open set {2, we may replace the norm

IVa;|lo in Co by the supremum sup; ||Va;||eo, giving a constant Cy that does

not depend on 7. Using (4.45) and the change of variables vy = 2a;(y’)
we see that the second integral Jo satisfies

“) Ju(z) = uly', 20,(y’) = yn)[”
< 50 /
ChJa < /Q/,/ |z — P(y)|sptN dyndy'dx

T Jua) —u(y Yl
dyndy'dr = J;.
////117(»5') |z — (¢, yy ) [P

— YN,
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We can obtain the analogous result for J3 by exchanging x and y. For Jy,
the inequality (4.44) gives the analogous result using two changes of variables
similar to the ones above. Returning to the function u;, we can now conclude
that Eu; € W*P(RN). Moreover, we have

1Bl vy < 2Muillys o) + 405 (luills )P

It follows that

HEuiH;sVs,p(RN) < C||u||€V3,P(Q)7
where C does not depend on i. We have thus shown the exis-
tence of an Fu € W3P(RYN) extending u € W?*P(£2) and satisfying
| Eullwsr@yy < Cllullwesro). The latter expresses the continuity of the
(s, p)-extension map E. O

Comparison of the Spaces W and T, Continued. Using the above, we can
generalize the previous result as follows.

Proposition 4.46. Let p > 1, let s € |0,1[, and let v =1—1/p —s. If 12 is
a Lipschitz open subset of RN, then

Yo(T'(p, v, £2)) = W*P(£2).

Proof of Proposition 4.46.

To u € T(p,v,{2), we associate the function Eu in T(p,v,RY)
(cf. Proposition 4.43). Indeed, since by assumption, t"u(t,-) €
WLP(]0, +o0o[, RY), it follows that for a fixed t > 0, t¥Eu(t,-) € WLP(RY)
while ||tV Bu(t, )|lwir@yy < Clt7ult,-)|lwip(2) for a constant C that is
independent of ¢. From this property, we obtain the convergence

+oo +oo
/ 18 Bult, Yoo dt < 0/ [t )l sy d < +o0.
0 0

We repeat this proof for t” 9;u, giving the desired result. It follows that vo(Eu),
which we can also denote by Eu(0,-), is an element of W*P(R"). By Propo-
sition 4.28, we now have, for every x € (2,
Eu(0,z) = lim Eu(t, z) = lim u(t, z) = u(0, z).
t—0 t—0

Conversely, let u € W*P(£2). We then have Eu € W*?(RY) and by Propo-
sition 4.32, there exists a function v such that v € T'(p,v, WHP(RY), LP(RY))
and v(0,2) = Fu(z). By restricting the functions in x to the open
set 2, we can easily see that (¢,2) — wv(t,xz) defines an element v* of
T(p,v, WHP(£2), LP(£2)). For every x € (2, this restriction of v satisfies
v*(0,2) = u(z). O
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An immediate application of this comparison of spaces is the existence of
embeddings of the spaces WP in the spaces L. We will study this in the
next section.

4.4 Embeddings of the W*P({2)

4.4.1 The Case 2 = RN

Theorem 4.47. Let s € ]0,1[ and let p € |1, 00[. We have:
o Ifsp <N, then WsP(RY) — LI(RYN) for every ¢ < Np/(N — sp).
e If N =sp, then WP(RYN) — LI(RYN) for every q < .
e Ifsp> N, then WSP(RYN) — L*(RYN) and, more precisely,
WP (RN) s ¢ NP(RN),

Remark 4.48. We have already shown this theorem for s = 1 — 1/p using
embeddings in Sobolev spaces of integer order.

Proof of Theorem 4.47.

Let u € W*P(RY) and let v € LP(]0, +oo[ x RY) with v(0,z) = u(z) be
such that ¢t — ¢“v belongs to L?(]0, +oo[, W (RY)) and ¢ — t“0;v belongs
to LP(]0, 4oo[, LP(RY)), where v =1 —1/p — s.

We begin by assuming that N > p. We fix z and define f by setting
f(t) =wv(t, z); we then have

£(0) = £(t) / f'(s)ds.

By multiplying and dividing by ¢”, integrating over |0, 1], applying Holder’s
inequality and the inequality —vp’ > —1, we obtain

son<el([ wra) e ([ easra)”
< C[(/OOO |t”f|”dt)1/p + (/OOO |tVf/|pdt)1/”]

Using the function fy(t) = f(At), we find that for every A > 0, this leads to
the inequality

) < Cla (/Ooo |t”f|pdt)l/p AL (/OOO |t”8tf|pdt)1/p}7

giving the optimal upper bound

|f(0)|<c,[(/0°° |tyf|pdt)1/p]s[(/o°° |tyatf|pdt)1/p}1_s.
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Let r satisfy

Np
(N —sp)

s(N—p)  (1-9)

1/r = + , thatis, r=
/ Np p

Let |g], = fo lg(t)[Pdt)t/P. By Holder’s inequality, we have the following
upper bound for [ix [v(0,z)|"da:

/RN|t”v(t,1’)|;T‘t”5‘tv|;175)rdx

(N—p)s/(N—sp) (1—s)N /(N —sp)
< (/ |t”U‘Np/(N p)d[L') (/ |t”8tv|§dx> .
RN

Consequently, by taking the 1/rth power, we obtain

(0, )| Ly < C[t 0|7, 1t 0l 1

(J0,1[, LN/ (N=p)(RNY) (0,1[,Lr (RN )"

This relation gives the result in the case N > p. Note that this method cannot
be adapted to the case p > N.

When p > N and sp < N, we need to use different arguments. We will use
the fundamental solution E of the Laplacian. Recall that in dimension N + 1,
it is defined by E(t,z) = kny1(|z|? +t2)1=N)/2 wwhere kx4 is chosen in such
a way that we have AE = g (cf. Exercise 2.19 of Chapter 2).

Let 6 and v be functions in D(RY) and D(R), respectively, with values
between 0 and 1 and equal to 1 in neighborhoods of 0. We can replace dq,
which has support {0}, by the product 6(x)(t)dy. Using the formula giving
the derivative of the product of a distribution and a C*° function, the formula
giving the Laplacian of such a product, and the formula giving the derivative
of a convolution, that is, 0;(V)xU = 0;(U* V) = 0,U V', we can write, for v
satisfying v(0, z) = u(x),

v=200*v = A(G(l’)w(t)E) *U—Q(V(G(m)@/}@)}VE) *v—A(0(2)Y(t)E xv
= ) Vi VE) % Vv + 0, (0(x)h(t)E) v

1<iKN

- Q(V(G(x)w(t)) -VE) v — EA(0(z)¢(t)) * v.
Letting V. E denote the gradient with respect to x and VA x VB the sum
of the convolutions 9; A x 9; B, we can also write
(4.49) v = (0(x)(t)VLE) x Vv + (¢¥(1)0(x)0 E) * Opv
+ (V) EV0(2)) * Vov + (0(z)EO) x v — 2(V(0(2)(t) - VE) v
— (BAO(z)(t)) *v.
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The last four terms of the right-hand side of (4.49) are finite sums of convo-
lutions of the type

(Gt 2)E)xv, (Gt,2)0E)*v, (Gt 2)0E) *v,
(C4(t, x)E) *0;v and (C5(t,x)E) * Osv,

where the ¢; are functions in D(RNF1).

We will evaluate these terms at (0, z) after studying the first two terms of
the right-hand side of (4.49), which involve the derivatives of both v and E.
These first two terms of (4.49) are sums of convolutions of the form

(0(x)Y(t)0;E) xO;v  and  ((t)0(x)0LE) x Oyv.

We therefore need to evaluate these convolutions at the point (0,z).
On the one hand, the function v is such that ¢t +— t“v(¢,.) be-
longs to LP(]0,+oc[, WEP(RY)), which implies that #“O;v belongs to
LP(]0, +oo[, LP(RY)). On the other hand, the function ¢”0;v also belongs to
this space. The two convolutions above can therefore be written as

I=(¢(t)0(x)0E)xg and J= (¥()8(2)V,E) *g,

for a function g such that t — t“g(t,-) belongs to L(]0, +oo[, LP(RN)).
To study I, we let h(t,x) = 0(2)y(t) t (|z|> +t2)~(N+1/2 and we compute
the convolution that expresses I at the point (0, z):

0= 2Dty )
gm0 = [ [ e v

Using Holder’s inequality in the integrals in ¢, we bound (g x h)(0,z) from
above by the convolution G « H in RY, where the functions G and H are
defined as follows:

6w = ([ eaawar)”, we= ([ ey a)”

The function H can be bounded from above by

+o0 Ha—v)p’ 1
sl [ rrmat)

Moreover, as the integral in this bound equals, up to a constant, the func-
tion |z| to the power 1 — v + 1/p' — (N + 1) = s — N, we find that
H(z) < o)z~ V.

The product G x H is therefore bounded from above by the convolution
at « of a function in LP, which by definition is G, and a function of the form

’
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|z|*=N, which belongs to L* for k < N/(N — s). By Corollary 4.60 of the
appendix, the function G x H therefore belongs to L” for 1/p+1/k=1+1/r,
that is, for r < Np/(N — sp). For an optimal result, we must use Sobolev’s
lemma 2.36.

To study J, we let h;(t,z) = 0(2)y(t) z; (Jo|> + t2)~ N +D/2, We compute
the convolution gxh; at the point (0,z), once again for t“g € LP(]0, +oo[xR™).
By Holder’s inequality, the expression (gxh;)(0, z) can be bounded from above
by G x H;(z), where

+oo , v oy P 1/p'
H;(x) = (/0 (O(x)p(t))? (|z|2 + t2)(N+1)p'/2 dt) .

This convolution can be bounded from above by C8(x)|z|*~~. This concludes
our study of I and J, and we see that the two terms (Cg(t,x)ﬁiE) * v and
(G3(t,2)0LE) » v have also been dealt with.

We will now consider the terms of the form (3 Exv, (4 FExd;v, or (5 FExdv,
that is, the terms that involve E rather than its derivatives. The process is
similar to the previous one.

We consider, for example, a term of the form 6 (x)y (¢t)E(z,t) x v at the
point (0, z), where @ and v are in D(RY) and D(R), respectively. We have

0 (x — —tv(t, 2’
/ / e — WA D) g,
RN (2 + |z — a/[2)(N-1/2
Using Holder’s inequality in the integrals in ¢ and multiplying by t¥t~", we

find that the absolute value of I; (z) is bounded from above by the convolution
G1 * Hy in RY, where

Gi(z) = (/000 t””|v(t,x)\”dt) e
and Hy(z) = (/OOO |91(I)¢1(—t)|P’t*up’ dt) l/p'.

(t2 + |z]2)(N-1)p'/2

The function H; is bounded from above by

g o0 I i 1/p'
nlelor@) (| e )

that is, by a function of the type

Cl01 ()] \x|(1—yp’—(N—1)p')/P' = C)0; ()| |x|* N+

The product G; x Hy is therefore the convolution of a function in L? and a
function with compact support multiplied by |z|*~™*! which belongs to L*
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for every k < N/(N — s —1). In particular, this product belongs to L" for
every r < Np/(N — (s 4 1)p), hence belongs to LNP/(N=sp),

The other terms are dealt with in a similar way, concluding our treatment
of the case sp < N.

Let us now consider the case sp = N. By Corollary 4.34, we have
WeP(RN) — W' P(RN) for every s' € ]0,s]. Using the embeddings we ob-
tained for sp < IV, we deduce that

W*P(RN) ——y [NP/(N=5D) (RN,

Moreover, since Np/(N — s'p) can be arbitrarily large, we conclude that
WeP(RN) is embedded into L4(RY) for every ¢ € [p, oo|.

We continue with the case sp > N. We once more use the fundamental
solution of the Laplacian in RV*1. As in the case sp < N, we need to show
that certain sums of convolutions of the type (1 E % v, (5F x 0yv, (4F x O, v, or
(VE x Vv belong to L.

For the last term, let g(t,z) denote a function such that t“g(t,x) €
LP(]0, +oo[ x RN) and let h(t,z) = 0(z)(t)t(|z> + t2)~N+D/2 where 6
is a regular function with support in B(0,1). We will show that for sp > N,
we have

z+— (h%g)(0,x) € L(RY).
Indeed,

€ _I )tg(l‘/,t) /
(h*g)(0,z) /]RN/R+ t2+|x—x’\ )(N+1)/2dmdt
t(l V)p o t p’ 1/p'
R

‘SU _ .,L,/|(1—V)p +1 , 1/p’
< || = < v
S Ht g|10</x_x/|<1 |£C — ;L"‘(N+1)p’ dx ) X C”t g||p7

because the last integral can be written as

([pter—rw-] 1) v
0

which is bounded because sp > N. To bound the functions of the type (1 Exv,
(s E * O, or (4F % 0,v, it suffices to remark that each of these products is
bounded from above by the convolution of a function in LP and a function
in L”" that is of the form 6;(z)|z|>~N*1 with 6; in D(RVN).

Let us now show that u is a Holder continuous function with exponent
s — N/p. For this, we need to show the existence of a constant C' such that

(4.50) ul|oo < CHtDUH;_D_(NJ’_l)/pHtl/v(t,ZE)UH;J’_NJ’_l/p'
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Indeed, let v satisfy v(0,2) = wu(z). By the above, there exist constants C;
and C5 such that

lte]] oo < Clutuva + CQHtVV(t’m)’UHp.
We define vy by setting vy (¢, z) = v(At, Az). Computing the norms gives

loxll o (0:) = llulloo, ([ wrll, = A== FD7P |

and [tV yvall, = AT TRV v

”||Lp(1RNx]o,+oo[)

Consequently, by choosing A = (|[t*v][,)([[t"V(¢,)v|lp) !, we obtain the in-
equality

(4.51) l[ullso < CHtVU";—V—(N-‘rl)/pthv(t’m)vuz-‘r(l\fﬂ-l)/p.

Let h € R and let i € [1, N]. To illustrate the ideas, we assume that h > 0.
By a well-known inequality, we have

h
[v(t,z — he;) —v(t,z)| < / |0;v(t, x — se;)|ds.
0

Multiplying by t¥, integrating the pth power, and using Hoélder’s inequality,
we obtain

1
/ / t"Plo(t,x — he;) —v(t,z)|Pdx dt
0o JrN

1 h
g/ t”php_l/ / |0;v|P(t, x — se;)ds
0 0 JRN

1
ghp// t"P|Vo|Pdx dt.
o JrV

Taking the 1/pth power then gives
W%mv—vmp<QMMVVﬂb
Since we also have
Ht”Vt,x(Thv — v)”p < 2thv(t7m’)UHpv
applying inequality (4.51) to up — u gives the upper bound
Jun = ul| o < ORI~ NEDR(|[E 0], + [V 10y 0llp) -

Since 1 —v — (N +1)/p = s — N/p, it follows that u is a Holder continuous
function with exponent s — N/p. This concludes the proof of the theorem for
2 =RN. O
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4.4.2 The Case of an Open Set Admitting an Extension

The analogue of Theorem 4.47 is true for open subsets satisfying certain reg-
ularity conditions. In particular, it is true if {2 is an open set that admits an
(s, p)-extension, a property we studied before.

Consequences of the Ezistence of an (s,p)-extension. We can easily obtain
the following density result.

Proposition 4.52. Let s € [0,1] and let p > 1. Let 2 be an open set that ad-
mits an (s, p)-extension; then D(£2), the space of restrictions to 2 of functions
in D(RY), is dense in WP (£2).

Proof of Proposition 4.52.

Let w € W#*P({2). Let E be a continuous extension of W*9P({2) to
WeP(RN). As E(u) € WP(RY), there exists a sequence {¢,} of functions
in D(RY) that converges to E(u) in W*P(RY). The sequence of restrictions
of the ¢,, then converges to u in WP ((2). O

The following is a corollary to Proposition 4.52 and Theorem 4.47.

Corollary 4.53. Let s € 10,1] and let p € |1,00[. Let £2 be a Lipschitz open
set. We then have:

e Ifsp <N, then W*P(02) — L1(82) for every ¢ < Np/(N — sp).
o If N = sp, then WP (2) — L1(S2) for every q < co.
e Ifsp> N, then W5P(2) < L*°({2) and, more precisely,

WoP(2) — ¢ NP0,

4.5 Compact Embeddings of the W*P(§2) with
Bounded {2

Theorem 4.54. Let 2 be a bounded Lipschitz open subset of RV. Let s €
[0,1[, let p > 1, and let N > 1. We then have:

e Ifsp < N, then the embedding of W*P(£2) into LF is compact for every
k < Np/(N — sp).

e If sp = N, then the embedding of W*P({2) into LT is compact for every
q < 00.

e If sp > N, then the embedding of W*P({2) into CE’A(Q) is compact for
A <s—N/p.
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Proof of Theorem 4.54.

We begin with the case sp < N.

To prove the statement, it suffices to show that the embedding into L'
is compact. Indeed, W*P? « LNP/(N=sp) and every bounded sequence in L*
with k& > 1 that converges in L' also converges in L¥ for k' < k, by Lemma
2.82.

We will therefore use the compactness criterion for bounded subsets of L!
(cf. Theorem 1.95). Let B be a bounded subset of W*P({2). Let ug B, let
i€[l,N], let h > 0, and let £2, = {z € 2| d(z,002) > h}. Setting h = he,,
we consider the integral

Iy = / / |u(z + he;) — u(z)|dy de.
Qh B({L’,h)

Since the integrand does not depend on ¥y, we have
N —
(4.55) I = wn-11h| lu(z+ h) — u(x)|dz,
2n
where wy_1 denotes the volume of the unit ball. Next, using the equality

w(@+ ) —u(@) = ulz+ h) — uly) + uly) — u(z),

for x € 2, and y € B(x, h) and setting o = (sp + N)/p, the integral I3> can
be bounded as follows:

I—></ / a:—i—h) ()||x+h y|?dy dx
21 J B(a,h) |x+h—y|0

/ / uly )||x |”dydx:1(—1>)+f(—%).
.Qh CEh y|0 h h

After transforming these integrals to integrals over A, = (2, x B(0,h) by

applying a translation to y, we can bound the integrals I%) and I%z) from

above using Holder’s inequality. For example, we have

I(_2>) :/ [u(z) _u(z+x)|\z|‘7dzdx
h Ay, 2|7

_ P 1/ , 1/p’
< (/ [ule) = u(z + o) dz d:c) p(/ |2|°P dz dac) 3
Ay, |2|P A

h

Since by assumption, B(z,h) C 2, C £2, the first integral on the right-hand

side, which equals
/ / u(y) [u@) = u@)l” ) 4,
2n JB(z,h) |$ - y|‘”’+N 7
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can be bounded from above by the integral
_ P
/ 4@(3:) u(f])v‘ dy dx,
oxo |z —y*P

which is bounded for u in B. Moreover, we have

N " 1-1/p
(/A IZ\"p) <(mes(z)1*1/p(/ p((SPJrN)/(pfl))Jerldp)
" 0

< (mes Q) VPC! |p|NF,

where the constant on the right depends only on the seminorm |[lu|l§ ,. We
can proceed in a similar manner for the integral I%). Finally, using inequality

(4.55) and the relations following it, we obtain
N e N+s
|l lu(z + ) —u(z)|de < AT,
2
that is, the first condition of the compactness criterion in L*(£2):
- ;
/ fu( + 1) — u(x)| < ClhP.
2n

Moreover, as the set B is bounded in L?({2) and the set (2 itself is bounded,
we can find a compact set K that is sufficiently large that for every u € B,
we have

1/p 1—1/p
/rsz lu(x)| < </rsz |u(x)|P> (mes(2 — K)) Ly

We have thus shown that B is relatively compact in L(£2), hence in all
the L*(£2) with k < pN /(N — sp).

If s = Np, we use W9P — WP with s’ < s, giving the second statement.

Let us now suppose that sp > N. Let B be a bounded subset of W*P((2).
We use the Ascoli-Arzela theorem to show that B is relatively compact in
C(£2). A consequence of Theorem 4.47 is then the existence of a constant
C > 0 such that for every u € B, we have

lull L2y < Cllullwer)-
Since for every pair of elements (z,y) of 2, we also have
u(z) = u(y)| < Cllullwesole =y~ NP,

we can deduce that the set B is bounded in L* and equicontinuous, concluding
the proof of the third statement of the theorem in the case of C(£2).

Finally, we use Theorem 4.47 and Lemma 2.85 to deduce the compactness
in Holder spaces. a



4.6 The Spaces W*P(£2) with s € |0, +o00] 219
4.6 The Spaces W*P?(f2) with s € |0, +o0]
4.6.1 Definition and Embedding Theorem

Definition 4.56. Let s € R \ N with s > 1. The space W*P({2) is defined
to be

W) = {ue W (@) | Diue Wlhn(@), v T (7] = [s]).
It is clear that W*P({2) endowed with the norm

|Diu(x) — Diu(y)P p
||u||s,p<U||” am(ay + > // ‘x_y“é v e dy <00

3131=Is]

is a Banach space.
We can moreover easily verify that the functions in D(RY) are dense in
W P(RYN). The following embedding theorem is similar to the previous ones.

Theorem 4.57. Let {2 be a Lipschitz open set. We then have:

o Ifsp <N, then W*P(£2) — Li(§2) for every ¢ < Np/(N — sp).
o Ifsp=N, then WP(£2) — Li(§2) for every q < co.
e Ifsp> N, then we have:
— Ifs—N/p &N, then WoP(2) — = N/Phs=N/p=ls=N/pl 0y
-~ Ifs— N/p €N, then WsP(2) — C,~ N/p=1, A82) for every A < 1.

Proof of Theorem 4.57.

For sp < N, we use an induction on [s].

If [s] = 0, this is Theorem 4.47. Let us assume that the theorem has been
proved for [s] = m — 1. Let u € W*P(£2) with [s] = m and sp < N; then
Vu € W P(Q) and u € WEIP(2). Hence, by the induction hypothesis,
Vu € L"(2) with r = Np/(N — (s — 1)p) and u € LNP/(N=[sIP) (2),

Using the inequalities p < Np/(N — (s —1)p) < Np/(N — [s]p), we de-
duce that u € W17 (). Since rp < N, we conclude that u € LN/ (N=7)((2) =
LNP/(N=sp)((2),

Let us assume that sp = N.

In this case, [s]p < N and (s — 1)p < N. If u € W*P(42), then by the
previous reasoning, u € W1 () with » = (Np)/(N — (s — 1)p) = N. Since
r = N, we conclude that u € LI(§2) for every ¢ < 0.

Let us now assume that sp > N. Let j be an integer satisfying s—1—N/p <
j < 8 — N/p; then for u € W*P v = Viu belongs to W*~9P. Therefore, v
and Vv belong to W*=7=1P and the inequality (s —j — 1)p < N implies
that v and Vv belong to L” with r = (Np)/(N — (s — j — 1)p). Consequently,
v € WL (2) and r > N, whence v € Cl?’l_N/T(.Q) Cl?’s N/p= 7(£2). Finally,
we conclude that u € Cls=N/Pls=N/p=[s=N/pl( (),
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If s— N/p =j €N, then u € WP(£2) implies that (D/~lu, Diu) €
(Ws_j’p(Q))2 = (WN/P’P(Q))Q. We deduce from this that D71y € W9($2)
for every q < 0o, and therefore D7~ 1u € Cg”\(.Q) for every A\ < 1. We conclude

that u € le_N/p_l’A(.Q) for every A < 1. O

4.6.2 Compact Embeddings

For a bounded open set we also have results concerning compact injections.
Theorem 4.58. Let §2 be a bounded Lipschitz open set. We then have:

e If sp < N, then the embedding W*P((2) — Li(§2) is compact for all
exponents q satisfying ¢ < Np/(N — sp).
e If sp =N, then the embedding W*P({2) — Li(§2) is compact for every
q<oo.
e Ifsp> N, then we have:
- Ifs— N/p &N, then the embedding W*P(§2) — Cl[)S_N/p]”\(Q) is com-
pact for every A < s — N/p —[s — N/p|(£2);
- If s — N/p € N, then the embedding WSP(§2) — CE_N/p_l’A(Q) is
compact for every A < 1.

4.7 Appendix: The Riesz—Thorin Convexity Theorem

Let T be the Fourier transform. We know that T sends a function in L' to
a function in L>™ and a function in L? to a function in L2. In particular, for
every g € L' and every f € L', we have

(TF, 9 < T Flloollgll < [1fllnllglh

and for every pair (f,g) of elements of L?, we have

(Tf, ) < [Ifll2llgll2-

The following theorem, which is known as the Riesz—Thorin theorem, allows
us to deduce that when p € [1,2], T sends L? into L*" . We used this property
in the proof of Proposition 4.18.

In the proof, we use the arguments of Stein and Weiss [64]. The interested
reader can consult that book for the “stronger” theorem of Marcinkiewicz.

Theorem 4.59. Let T be a linear operator defined on all of the LP(RY, C),
such that for given p; and q; in [1,00], it is continuous from LP:(RN C) to
L% (RN, C). We denote its operator norms by

poa: = sup [{T'f,g)l,

I fllp; =1
lglly; =1

ki =||T

where ¢ is the conjugate of g¢;.
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If t € 10,1 and 1/p = t/po + (L —1t)/p1, then T is continuous from
LP(RN . C) to LY(RN,C), where 1/q = t/qo + (1 —t)/q1. Moreover, we have
the continuity inequality

T llp.g < koka ™"

Proof of the theorem.

We begin by showing the result for simple functions. Let f = ;WX E;
have norm in LP equal to 1, where the E; are two-by-two disjoint integrable
sets. We set a; = |a;|e?. Let g = Y, bpXF,, where the F}, are two-by-two
disjoint integrable sets, by = |bg|e’?*, and ||g||, = 1. For p € [1,00], let ¢ be
a real number in [0,1] that satisfies 1/p = t/po + (1 —t)/p1. Let o and 3 be
the functions on C defined by

z 1—=z z 1—=z
z
Po b1 qo q1

We also set

(2) = 3 Jag [0/t and g(z Z|bk|<1 BN/ (A=80) gighy o
J

Finally, let F' be defined by

F(2) :/ 2 d = ZW (@(2)/a(0) 103, | (1= BN/ =60 i
RN

with v, = [enT(XE,)XF, do. It is easy to check that F(t) = [pn T fgdz.

To prove the result, we begin by showing that |F(zy)| < k; and that
|F'(14+1y)| < ko. We will then use the fact that F' is holomorphic and bounded
on the strip 0 < < 1,y € R and the Phragmén—Lindel6f principle, which
implies that for every pair (z,y) with 0 < 2 < 1, we have |F(z+iy)| < k¥k1 7.
From this, we will deduce the continuity inequality on the operator norm by
setting x + 1y = t.

Let us determine |F(iy)|. We have Re(a(iy)) = 1/p1, and therefore
Re(a(iy)/a(t)) = p/p1, so that

1/ (i)l ZI%\”IEI—IIJ‘I”:

Moreover, Re(8(iy)) = 1/q1, so that

1—Re(Bliy) 1-1/aa _q
1-4(t) 1-1/q qf

We therefore have

lgGiy)llz = > 1bel? [Fel = llgllE = 1.
k
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We also have Re(a(1 + iy)) = 1/po, so that Rea(l +iy)/a(t) = p/po, and
therefore

IF (L + )5 Z\%IPIE =71 =1

Finally, Re(5(1 + iy)) = 1/qo, which implies that

1-Re(B(l+iy) 1-1/g ¢

1—B(t) S 1-1/g ¢

Consequently, we have

lg(1 + iy)| q° = Z [bel? | Fxl = gl = 1.
By the continuity of the operator, we then have

|F(iy)| = ‘/Tf(iy)g(iy)‘ < Eallf () llpy g (i)l gy = Koy
[F(1+iy)| < kol f(1+iy)llpollg(1 + iy)lgy = ko,

giving the result for simple functions.

In the general case, let f € LP(RY,C¥). We will show that there exists a
sequence f,, of simple functions such that || f,, — f||, = 0 and T f,,(z) — T f(x)
for almost all z. Let us first assume that such a sequence exists and show that
the result follows. The sequence {T'f,,} is bounded in L4. By Fatou’s lemma,
setting k; = kbki ', we have

ITfllg < Lim T fmllg < e B | fmllp < Fell fllp,

and in particular T'f € L4, proving the theorem.

It remains to show the existence of the f,,. We reduce to the case where f
is real and f > 0. Let us assume that py < p;. For f € LP, let fy equal f
when f(z) > 1 and 0 elsewhere, and let f! = f — fo. We then have f, € LPo
and f! € LP1. Let g,, be an increasing sequence of simple functions that
converges almost everywhere to f. By the monotone convergence theorem, we
have ||gm — f|l, — 0. Likewise, g2, — f°ll, — 0 and ||g}, — f1|l,, — 0. Since T
is continuous from LP* to L? and from LP° to L%, we have

||Tg70n - TfO”qo — 0 and ||T971n - Tf1||q1 — 0.

Therefore there exists a subsequence for which T'g%, — T f9 almost everywhere
and T'g}, — Tf' almost everywhere. It follows that the sequence { f,,,} defined
by fm = g%, + g}, satisfies the desired conditions. ad
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Corollary 4.60 (Hausdorff-Young inequality). If f € LP(RY) and g €
LYRN) with 1/p+1/q > 1, then the convolution of these two functions belongs
to L forr with14+1/r=1/p+1/q.

Proof of the corollary. In what follows, we fix f € LP. We associate to it the

operator Ty defined by T (g) = f * g for every g in a suitable space L?. Let us

consider two situations that correspond to the assumptions of the theorem.
If g € LP, then by a known result, we have Ty (g) € L™ and, moreover,

1S glloo < £ llnllgllp

which proves the continuity of 7" as an operator from L¥ to L. We can
therefore take pg = p’ and gy = +oco in the theorem. The operator norm
|T¢]lp 00 satisfies the following equalities:

[Tl = sup [(Zr(ohgr)| = swp | [ (F %)@ (o)da].
llgll,r =1 gl =1"JRN
[lg1llp=1 llg1]lp=1

By the definition of the norm in a dual and the reflexivity, the last term is
the supremum of || f * g||o when |/g||,» = 1. It follows that

1T llp 00 = 11F11p-

If ge L', then since f € LP, Young’s theorem guarantees that Tf(g)€ LP
and that, moreover, || f * g||, < | fllp lg]l1. The operator T is therefore contin-
uous from L' to LP. We can then take p; = 1 and ¢; = p in the theorem. The
operator norm associated with this situation also satisfies

1p = If ||p~
Now, let ¢ satisfy 1/p+ 1/¢ > 1 and let ¢ satisfy
1 t 1—1 t
=4 =—+1-t
q Po P p
We then have ¢t = p(1 — 1/q), which indeed lies strictly between 0 and 1.
Since this condition of the theorem has thus been satisfied, we deduce
that T sends L9 continuously into L", where r satisfies

1 t 1—-1t t 1—-t 1 1
T q q1 oo p p q
The first statement of the corollary follows.

Next, consider the inequality

a.r < Ko (k) = < FIIAL ™" = 1f1-

Going back to the operator norms, it follows that

1 *gll- <[ fllpllgllq- =

I T¢

17|
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Remark 4.61. This corollary allows us to give new proofs of results used at
different points in this book, in particular in the proofs of embedding theorems.
Indeed, consider, for p > 1, the convolution g = f*(r' = where f € LP and ¢
is a regular function with compact support. The function z + g(x) = ¢rt=
then belongs to L9 if (1 — N)(¢ — 1) > —1, that is, if ¢ < N/(N —1).

We can therefore apply the corollary, giving us the inclusion f xg € L",
where 1+1/r = 1/p+1/q. Since ¢ < N/(N — 1), it follows that the exponent r
satisfies

1>1+(N—1)_1:N—p.
rop N Np

We thus once more find that the convolution f*(r'= belongs to L for every
r < Np/(N —p).

Remark 4.62. In Chapter 6, we will prove the following stronger version of
the Riesz—Thorin convexity theorem.
We define the weak-L' space to be the set of measurable functions f that

satisfy
C

Vs>0, [z |lf(2)] >s} <<

(Note that L' is contained in weak-L'.) Let T be an operator that sends L'

continuously into weak-L' and sends L? continuously into L?; then for 1 <
p <2, T sends LP continuously into itself.

This result is a special case of the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem,
which we will give later (cf. Theorem 7.34).

Comments

As in the case of trace spaces, we use interpolation spaces when we study
fractional Sobolev spaces. The article by Luc Tartar [69] is the best reference
for our approach to these spaces, as well as the most agreeable one to read. Let
us also mention the articles by J.-L. Lions and Peetre [49] and Uspenski [73].

4.8 Exercises for Chapter 4

Exercise 4.1 (Eigenfunction of the Fourier Transform).
Let f(z) = exp(—7|z|?) on RY. Show that f is its own Fourier transform.

Hints. For the case N = 1, you can use the first-order differential equation of which f
is a solution. You can also use Cauchy’s theorem applied to the holomorphic function
z — exp(—72z?) and a rectangular path with one side equal to the segment [~ R, R]
on the real axis (subsequently, let R tend to +00).

For arbitrary N, use the fact that f is a product of exponential functions of the
above type.
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Exercise 4.2 (Fourier Transform of z — 1).

Compute the Fourier transform of the characteristic function x,, of [—n,n],
where n € N*. Prove that the sequence of Fourier transforms {F(xy,)}, con-
verges in S’ to F(1). Deduce from this that

F(1) = bo.

Conclude that
f(einzot) —_ 53?0'

Exercise 4.3 (Reciprocity Formula for the Fourier Transform).
Demonstrate the reciprocity formula for the Fourier transform for the func-
tions in S(RY). In other words, show that if ¢ € S(RY), then

FF(p) =
Deduce the reciprocity formula for tempered distributions from this.
Hints. Let v = F(¢). Note that
Flp-a)(N) = ().
Integrate with respect to A and use the equality F(1) = 4.

Exercise %] 4.4 (Fourier Transforms of Homogeneous Distribu-
tions).

(1) Let f € LYRY). For every A > 0, define H,(f) by setting H(f)(z) =
f(Az). Prove that if [f] is the distribution associated with the locally
summable function f, then

(HAN) ) = A7((f] 0/ N)-

Let T be a distribution on R™. We extend the previous property by defin-
ing Hx(T) to be the distribution defined by

<H>\(T)7 @) = )‘_N<Tv 90(/)‘)>

Use fto determine the Fourier transform of H)(f). Next, prove that the
the following formula holds for the tempered distribution 7"

(4.63) F(HA(T)) = X VHy-(F(D)).
(2) We call T homogeneous of degree k if
VA>0, H\T =\T.

We identify 7' with the radial function f defined by f(z) = |x|¥, where
z € RN and |z = (3, 22)1/2.
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a) We suppose that —N < k < 0. Show that T is tempered by noting
that it can be written as the sum

T = TX{jel<1} + TX{aljx|>1}

of a function in L! and a function in L? with p > —N/k. Show

that its Fourier transform exists and that it is a radial distribution

(cf. Exercise 7.12 of Chapter 7).

Show that this Fourier transform is homogeneous of degree —k — N
b) We now suppose that 2k < —N. In this case, T is the sum of a function

in L' and a function in L2. Show that F(T) is a function. Use the

positive homogeneity to show that there exists a constant ¢(N, k) such

that

FT)(E) = (N, k)|l

(3) Use the function ¢(z) = e ™*I* to deduce that

_k-ny2 T((N +K)/2)

¢(N,k)y=m T(—k/2)

where I" is the Euler function ([22], [58] or Exercise 3.1 of Chapter 3).
We will use these results in Chapter 7 in the case where k = —N + 1,
which indeed satisfies the condition 2k < —N when N > 2. There, we will
use a derivative with respect to the variable x; to show that we have

—2‘7'(1'
Fai/o 1) = o N, 1= ),

(cf. the Riesz transform in Chapter 7).

(4) Let us now suppose that 0 > 2k > —N. Use the reciprocity formula to
show that the previous results still hold. Consider the distribution T' = |z |*
and set k' = —N — k. Prove that we can apply the previous results to the
function z — |x\k/. Deduce the Fourier transform of T' from this. Study
the case 2k = —N.

Hints. For formula 4.63, it suffices to use the following definitions:
(F(HA(T)), ) = (HA(T), ?)
= AT, 5(-/0) = (T, Hi(9))
= (F(T), Ha(p)) = A" (Hy-1 (F(1)), ).
If T is homogeneous of degree k, then we have
F(HAT)) = X"V Hy )\ (F(D))
= A"V H \(HA(F(T))) = AV RFR(T).
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In the case where the radial distribution becomes a function, we know that the
Fourier transform of T' can be identified with the function £ — g(|€|) (cf. Exercise
7.12 of Chapter 7). For A > 0, this leads to the equality g(A|£]) = A™* N g(|¢]). Use
|¢€] = 1 to obtain g(\) = A™F"Ng(1). Using a constant that we denote by ¢(N, k),
deduce that

F(T) = e(N, k)le] .

Use the function x — exp(—|z|?), which is its own transform, to obtain the equality
T heN—1 2 ek 2
/ " exp(—mr?)dr = ¢(N, k)/ r "7 exp(—mr®)dr.
0 0

Introducing the variable s = w72, this becomes
7= N2 P((k 4+ N)/2) = o(N, k)7*/ 2 (—k/2).

Deduce the desired result.
The number &’ lies in the interval | — N, —N/2[. The previous results gives

F(lz]*)(€) = e(N k) g™V = e(N, &) e[
Applying the inverse transformation F ' to this gives
F(l2]*)(€) = [e(N, =N = k)] 7He| 7"
Use the definition of the constant ¢(XV, k) introduced above to show that the coeffi-

cient [c(N,—N — k)]~ ! is equal to this constant. Letting k tend to —N/2 also gives
Fl2|=2)(€) = €[~ since [¢|" tends to |¢[~"2,

Exercise [x] 4.5 (Convergences of Sequences in LP).

Let u, be a sequence in LP, where p > 1, that converges either weakly or
almost everywhere to v and satisfies ||u,|, — |lu||p. Show that w, converges
strongly to w in LP.

Hints. Reduce to u of norm 1 by dividing by ||un||p, that is, by setting v, =
Un/||unl||p- The sequence v, then converges weakly to v = u/||u|, and the norms
equal 1. Next, use the semicontinuity of the LP-norm for the weak topology to show
that ||vn + v||p — 2. Moreover, by Minkowski’s inequality and the convergence of
the norm, we have lim ||v, + v||, < 2. Finally, the norm of (v, + v)/2 tends to 1.
Consequently, by the uniform convexity in L?, we have

VU —v —> 0.

If, instead of the weak convergence, we have almost everywhere convergence, you
can still reduce to a sequence {v,} of norm 1 that converges to v of norm 1 and for
which (v, + v)/2 converges almost everywhere to v. In this case, use Fatou’s lemma
to prove that
Un + 0

2

and then use the uniform convexity to conclude.

Vn + v
2

=1
P

1<11m‘

gm\
P
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Exercise [¥] 4.6 (Convolution of a Function in L?(R") and a Function
in D(RM)).

Let f € LP(RY) and let ¢ € D(RY). Prove that the convolution f x{ belongs
to C(RN) N LE(RN) for every k > p.

Hints. Let k > p and r > 1 be defined by 1+ 1/k = 1/r +1/p. Since ¢ € D(RY), we
have ¢ € L and consequently ¢ x f € LF.
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Elliptic PDE: Variational Techniques

In this chapter we present a method for solving certain elliptic partial dif-
ferential equations, namely those of the form DJ(u) = 0 where DJ is the
differential, in the weak sense, of a functional J that will be convex in most
cases. The properties of convex functions allow us to search for a solution
of the partial differential equation (PDE) in the form of the minimum of a
functional, provided that the functional tends to +oc at infinity. After quickly
presenting the theoretical ingredients that allow us to deduce the existence
of a minimum for J, we give a number of classical boundary problems gov-
erned by elliptic PDE that may or may not be linear. We will solve these
by variational methods. We will then give regularity results for the solutions
of the problems. We conclude by presenting other properties in relation with
these solutions, in particular those that generalize the maximum principle for
harmonic functions.

5.1 Some Useful Results

A sequence {uy}nen is called bounded in LP((2) if there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

VneN, / P () < C.
0

For such a sequence, we will use the following notions and results:

o Ouwing to the weak compactness of the bounded closed subsets of a reflexive
space: From any bounded sequence in LP(f2) with 1 < p < oo, we can
extract a weakly convergent subsequence in LP({2).

o QOuwing to the weak-star sequential compactness of the unit ball of the dual
of a separable normed space: From any bounded sequence in L'(2), we
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can extract a subsequence that converges vaguely in the sense of measures
to a bounded measure on (2.

e Ouwing to the compact embedding theorem in W1P(£2): Let £2 be a bounded
C' subset of RY and let p be a real number in |1, N|. From any bounded
sequence in WP (£2), we can extract a subsequence that converges almost
anywhere, converges weakly in W1?(£2), and converges strongly in L9(2)
for ¢ < Np/(N — p).

e Ouwing to the uniform boundedness principle (Banach—Steinhaus theorem,):
Let p € |1, 00[. Every sequence in LP({2) that converges weakly in LP(2) is
bounded in LP(§2). For every sequence of measures or functions in L] (12)
that converges vaguely to a measure, the integral of the sequence of its
absolute values over any compact subset of {2 is bounded uniformly with
respect to n.

In this chapter, we will assume (2 connected unless stated otherwise.

5.2 Notions from Convex Analysis

We begin by recalling results on convexity, which we give without proof. The
details can be found in the book [23]. From now on, X will denote a Banach
space, X' its dual, and (-, -) the duality pairing of X with X’. We assume that
all functions have values in R = R U {400} U {—oc0}.

5.2.1 Convex Spaces, Hausdorff Property, Lower Semicontinuous
Functions

Definition 5.1. A subset C of X is called convex if it is closed under convex
combinations, that is, if

V(x,y) € C* YA€]0,1], x4+ (1—-NyeC.

Definition 5.2. A hyperplane is a vector subspace of codimension 1, that is,
a proper subspace of X for which there exists an g € X such that the space
[x0] generated by it satisfies [zo] & H = X.

Proposition 5.3. Let f be a nonzero linear functional on X ; then its kernel
is a hyperplane that is closed if f is continuous and everywhere dense in X
if f is not.

Definition 5.4. Given two convex sets C; and C5 and an element b € X', we
say that the hyperplane H orthogonal to b, that is, defined by H = {z € X |
(b, ) = a}, separates Cy and Csq if

CiCcE"={xeX|{bz)>a} and Co CE ={recX|(bx)<a}
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Definition 5.5. We say that C; and Cs are strictly separated by H if there
exists an € > 0 such that

C1+ B(0,e) CET and Cy+ B(0,e) C E™.
The following is a weak form of the Hahn—Banach theorem.

Theorem 5.6. Let C' be a relatively compact convex subset of X and let M
be an affine submanifold of X such that M N C = &. Then there exists a
hyperplane H that separates M and C.

Definition 5.7. A functional J on X with values in R is called lower semi-
continuous (l.s.c.) at x if for every sequence {x,} that converges to z, we
have
(5.8) J(z) < lim J(zp).

n— o0

This property can also be expressed in the following equivalent form:
VAeR, A< J(z) = {y| J(y) > A} is an open subset containing .

We say that a functional J on X is lLs.c. on X if it is L.s.c. at all points
of X. This property can also be expressed as follows:

VAeR, Ve e X, {z]|J(x)> A} is an open set.

This semicontinuity can easily be translated into a property of the epigraph
of the functional.

Proposition 5.9. A functional J is l.s.c. on X if and only if its epigraph,
defined by {(z,y) € X xR |y = J(x)}, is closed.

We continue with useful results on the minimization of convex functions.

Definition 5.10. A functional J from X to R is called proper if it is not
identically equal to +o0o and does not take on the value —oo. In particular,
its domain dom(J) = {z € X | J(z) € R} is nonempty.

Theorem 5.11. If J is convex and bounded in a neighborhood of a point xg
where J(xg) is finite, then it cannot take on the value —oo and it is continuous
and even Lipschitz in this neighborhood.

Theorem 5.12. If J is convex, l.s.c., and does not take on the value —oo,
then it is the upper envelope of the continuous linear functions that bound it
from below.

Corollary 5.13.

e FEvery closed convexr subset of a Banach space is also weakly sequentially
closed.
e A convex functional is l.s.c. if and only if it is weakly sequentially I.s.c.
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5.2.2 Subdifferentiability, Gateaux-differentiability
Definition 5.14. The subdifferential of J at x is the subset of X’ defined by
0 (x) = fa € X' | Vy € dom(J), o,y —z) < J(y) — J(2)} .

If J is convex, then dJ(x) is a convex subset of X’. The subdifferential
can be empty, for example when the domain of the function is a single point
or, more generally, when the interior of the domain of the function is empty.

If J is differentiable in the sense of Fréchet, with derivative D.J(z) at x,
then 0J(x) = {DJ(z)}. We call a function subdifferentiable at x if its subdif-
ferential at x is nonempty. For example, the function x +— |z| is differentiable
everywhere except at 0, where it is nevertheless subdifferentiable. Its subdif-
ferential at this point is the convex set [—1, 1].

Proposition 5.15. Let J be a convex function from X to R that is finite and
continuous at the point u € X; then 0J(u) # .

The Gateaux-differentiable functions are a special case of subdifferentiable
functions. Let us recall the notion of directional derivative.

Definition 5.16. Let J be a convex function on X. We define the right deriva-
tive of J along y € X’ at the point = to be

/ _ e J@t+Ay) = J(x)
e

When f is a function of one variable, then f'(z,y) = yf;(x) if y > 0 and
fl(z,y) = fo(z)y if y <0.

It is clear that in the general case, this infimum, which is also a limit,
exists. The following theorem links its derivative to the subdifferential.

Theorem 5.17. If J is continuous and finite at x, or if x is a point in the
interior of the domain of J, then
VyeX, J(zy)= sup (z7y).
z*€df(x)
The notion of Gateaux-differentiability can be deduced from that of direc-
tional derivative.

Definition 5.18. A convex function J on X is called Gateaux-differentiable
at the point u of X if for every w € X, the map w — J'(u,w) is an element
of X', which we then denote by J'(u). Thus, for every v € X, we have

T —u) = (T'(w)v - ) = T = thv) — J(w)

i (o —w) = I

t—0,t>0 t
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Corollary 5.19 (of Theorem 5.17). If J is conver and continuous at u,
then its subdifferential at the point u is reduced to a singleton in X' if and
only if J is Gditeaux-differentiable at u. We then have dJ(u) = {J'(u)}.

Example 5.20 (of Géateaux-differentiable functions). Let F' be defined
on LP(£2) with 1 < p < oo by setting F(u) = 1/p [, |ulP(x)dx; then F is
everywhere Gateaux-differentiable and

F(u) = pluf*?u.

Indeed, we first note that |u|P~2u € L¥'. Consider the convexity inequality
applied to u and h in LP(§2), that is,

u+ h|P(2) = [ul? (z) > plul’"*u(z)h(z).

By integrating this over {2, we obtain the inclusion plu[P~2u € OF (u).
Moreover, for almost every x € (2, the mean value theorem tells us that
there exists a number 6, ; € |0, 1] such that

u(z) + th(z) [P — |u(z)|” — pth(z)u(z)P~*u(=)
= pth(z) (Ju(z) + t0, 1 h(z)[P 7> (u(z) + t0, :h(2)) — [u(z)[P~>u(z)).
By continuity, the term between parentheses on the right-hand side tends to 0

almost everywhere in {2 when ¢ — 0. Bounding the right-hand side from above
by 2(|u(x)| + |h(x)])P~1, we have

|U(£L') + th(x”p — |u(gj)|1’ _ pth($)|u(x)|p*2u(x) ‘
t
< Clh(a)|(Ju() [P + [h(z)) =7

Finally, using Holder’s inequality, we see that the integral of this function is
bounded from above by [|A/[, (||ull, + ||h||p)p71. We can therefore apply the
dominated convergence theorem and conclude that F'is Gateaux-differentiable
at u.

Remark 5.21. This example can be generalized to Sobolev spaces as follows.
Let G € WhP(£2) with p > 1 be defined by G(u) = 1/p [, |[Vu|P(x)da;
then G is Gateaux-differentiable everywhere (cf. Section 5.8):

Vo e WhP(0), (G'(u),v) = / |Vu(z)|P~2Vu(z) - Vo(x)dz.
7
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5.2.3 Minimization of a Convex Function

Definition 5.22. A functional J on a separable Banach space is called coer-
cive if
im  J(z) = +oo.
||| x oo
We wish to study the minimum of J on a convex closed subset of X. We
will use the following results.

Proposition 5.23. Let J be a convez function on X with values in RU{+o0}.
The following two properties are equivalent for every u € dom(J):

(1) J(u) = infrex J(x).
(2) For every v € dom(J), we have J'(u,v —u) > 0.

Proof of Proposition 5.23.
o If u satisfies (1), then

Ju+t(v—u)— J(u)

Vv € dom(J), Vt €]0,1], ;

= 0.

We obtain property (2) by letting ¢ tend to 0.
e Conversely, for every z € X and every ¢ € ]0, 1[, we have
Ju+ (z—u))—J) _ Ju+tlx—u))—J(u)

J(2) = J(u) = T > ;

We obtain the inequality J(z) — J(u) > J'(u,z — u) > 0 by letting ¢ tend
to 0, whence property (1).

O

Proposition 5.24. If inf,cx J(u) is reached for some v € X and J is
Gateauz-differentiable at u, then the subdifferential at u, which we can write as
0J(u) = {J'(u)}, is reduced to zero. Conversely, if J is convex and Gateaux-
differentiable at u with J'(u) = 0, then it has a minimum at u.

Theorem 5.25. Let X be a reflezive separable Banach space, let U be a con-
vez closed subset of X, and let J be a proper, convex, coercive, lower semi-
continuous functional. Then

inf J(u)

uelU

s reached at some w. This minimum is determined by the relations

Vv edom(J)NU, J'(u,v—u)=0.
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When U = X, this characterization becomes
Vv € dom(J), J'(u,v)=0,

or 0 € 9J(u), once more giving J'(u) = 0 if J is Gateauz-differentiable at u.
In the case of an affine subspace U = xog + Y, where Y is a closed vector
subspace of X, the minimum xo + u satisfies

VoeyY, xy+vedomJNU = J (x¢+u,v)=0.

If J is Gateaux-differentiable at xo + w, this characterization becomes
J(xg +u) =0.

Proof of Theorem 5.25.

Let us show that the infimum is finite. We assume that it is not, in which
case it equals —oo and there exists a sequence {u,} € UN with J(u,) — —oo.
If {u, } were bounded, then by extracting a subsequence that converges weakly
to u, we can show that since J is l.s.c.,

J(u) = —o0,

which is absurd. Therefore {u, } is unbounded and there exists a subsequence
|ug@m)llx — +00, so that the coercivity of J implies that J(us(,)) — +oo,
giving a contradiction. We conclude that
m = inf J(u) > —oo.
uelU

Let {uy} be a minimizing sequence for the problem; then J(u,) — m and, in
particular, {u,} is bounded. If not, there would exist a subsequence {uq ()}
that tends to infinity and therefore satisfies J(uq(n)) — 00. Since X is reflexive
and U is weakly sequentially closed, we can extract a subsequence from {u, }
that converges weakly to u in U. Since J is convex and l.s.c., it is also weakly

l.s.c., so that
J(u) < lim J(u,) =m,

n—oo

proving that w is a solution. The remainder of the theorem follows from the
definitions of the directional derivative and of the subdifferential. O

Remark 5.26. If J is strictly convex, then the solution w is unique.

Remark 5.27. If u is an interior point of U, then J is continuous at u and has
a nonempty subdifferential at u. Since w is the minimum, we have 0 € 9.J(u)
by the previous proposition.
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5.3 Solving Elliptic Linear PDE with Dirichlet Boundary
Conditions

5.3.1 Introduction

Let us consider the physics problem that consists of studying the equilibrium
position of a stretched elastic membrane in a plane. The membrane projects
into an open subset 2 of the plane, with its boundary mapping onto the
boundary 9(2. At each point © = (z1,x2), we apply a vertical force defined by
a function x — f(z), giving tension in the membrane. The displacement of the
point z can be identified with the height of the membrane z = u(z) at that
point. The equations describing the situation in physics lead to an equation
for u, namely —Au = f with, moreover, the boundary condition « = 0 on 0f2.
Replacing the boundary condition v = 0 by u = ug, where ug is a function
on 92, we obtain an inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem.

Fig. 5.1.

By modifying the boundary condition, we also find other types of problems
such as the Neumann problems, which we will study further on.

5.3.2 The Dirichlet Problem [’Dw*]£ in H'(2) for the Laplacian

Statement of the Dirichlet Problem. For an open subset £2 of RY, we let A
be the Laplace operator that sends a distribution T' € D’(£2) to

, x?
1<i<N Ci

AT = Z 82—T.

We begin by considering the so-called Dirichlet problem. Let {2 be a bounded
open subset of RY of class C!, and let f be a function in L?(£2). We are
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looking for a solution u of the problem

—Au = in 2
LU
u=20 on 0f2.

We can also consider the same problem with a nonzero restriction to the
boundary, which will need to have a certain degree of regularity. For example,
if we are looking for a solution in H'({2), then the restriction will need to be
at least in H'/2(92).

Uniqueness of the Solution in H'(§2) if it exists. Let us suppose that both u
and v in H'(£2) satisfy the equation. The difference u — v then satisfies
A(u —v) = 0. Multiplying this by u — v, integrating over (2, and applying the
generalized Green’s formula from Chapter 3, we obtain

/ |V(u —v)*(x)dz =0, whence wu — v = constant.
2

Since u — v = 0 on the boundary, the uniqueness of the solution follows.

Existence of a Solution in H'(£2). To show the existence of a solution, we
transform the problem into a so-called variational one. We then apply Propo-
sition 5.24 and Theorem 5.25 to a functional J that we will associate to the
Dirichlet problem.

Let £2 be a bounded open subset of RY, let f € L2?(£2), and let J be
defined on H}(2) = Wy*(£2) by setting

() = %/QWu\Q—/qu.

Let us suppose that J is convex, continuous, and coercive in H}(§2). Theorem
5.25 then ensures us of the existence of a minimum for J. Since J is Gateaux-
differentiable, and even Fréchet-differentiable, at every point v € H'(£2), with

(J'(u),v>:/QVu-Vv—/va,

it follows that if u is a minimum, then for v € D(2), the condition (J'(u),v)=0
(Proposition 5.24) gives —Au = f. In other words, u is a solution of the
Dirichlet problem.

We can easily see that J is convex and continuous, so that it remains
to show that J is coercive on H}(£2). We will need the following Poincaré
inequality (cf. its generalization in Exercise 2.9).

Proposition 5.28. Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C*; then there exists
a constant Cp > 0 such that every u in H}($2) satisfies

llull 12y < Cp||Vul2.
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Proof of Proposition 5.28. If we assume that the result of the proposition is
false, then there exists a sequence {u,} in H}(§2) with [unllgz = 1 and
[Vu,||3 < 1/n. By the compactness of the Sobolev embedding H'(£2) —
L?(£2), we may extract a subsequence from {u,} that converges weakly in
H(£2) and strongly in L?({2). Let u be its limit. Since we have ||Vu,||2 — 0,
the lower semicontinuity of the norm in L? for the weak topology gives

[Vaullz < lim [[Vup[l2 = 0.

Consequently, u is a constant that must be zero because it belongs to Hg.
However, since {u,,} converges strongly to u in L?, we also have

]2 = Tim [Jun |2 = Tim Jup|| gz = 1,
giving a contradiction. .

Let us return to the coercivity of J. Using the constant Cp of Proposition
5.28, we can write

‘fg fu) < A fll2llwllz < I N2llull o)
< CBIf1I3+ @HUH?W(Q)-

The coercivity then follows from J(u) > 1/4C3|ull3 ) — [ fII3-
We will now generalize this Dirichlet problem to an operator other than A.

5.3.3 The Dirichlet Problem [’Dir]£ in H'(£2) for an Operator A

Statement of the Problem. Let {2 be a bounded domain of class C' and let f
be an element of L?(£2). Let A = (A;j)i; € L>®(2,RY x RY) satisfy the
following:

(1) For every ¢ and every j in [1, N], we have A;; = Aj;.

(2) There exists an « > 0 such that

Ve RY, ZAijximj > alz|?.
ij

This last property is called the uniform ellipticity of A.
We are looking for a solution u of the problem
['Z)L’I‘}Q : - Zij 81 (Aijaju) = f in Q,
u=20 on 0f2.
Remark 5.29. This problem can also be written as — div(A(z)Vu) = f, that
is, as a PDE in divergence form (cf. introduction). One of the advantages of

writing it this way is that we obtain a variational form of the problem. This
problem is a generalization of [Dir]z, which corresponds to the case A;; = ¢7.
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Existence and Uniqueness of a Solution. Both for the existence and for the
uniqueness, it suffices to follow the same arguments as those used for the
problem [Dzr] The functional J that we associate with the problem is

J(u) = %/QA(.%)VU({I}) -Vu(z)dzx — /Q f(@)u(z)dz,

where A(z)X-Y denotes the scalar 4;;(z)X;Y;. The variational form of [Dir]/,
is therefore the minimization associated with
1
inf {— / A(z)Vu - Vudx — / fudm}.
weH () L2 Jq Q
We can easily demonstrate the convexity and continuity of J. The coercivity

follows from the Poincaré inequality and the uniform ellipticity of A. The
functional J is Gateaux-differentiable since its derivative is defined by

:/ A(z)Vu(z) - Vou(z) de —/ f(@)o(z) dx
0 Q

Using Green’s formula, we can show that the minimum of J on Hg(£2) is
indeed the solution of the problem [Dir] f;

Remark 5.30. Note that we can also replace f € L? by f € H1(2). In
that case, we replace the integral |, o fu by the duality pairing (f,u). The
corresponding modification of the previous functional remains continuous and
coercive.

This remark will be useful in the section on nonhomogeneous problems,
for both the Dirichlet and the Neumann problems.

5.3.4 The Problem [’Dir]%’A, Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors of — A

Let £2 again be a bounded domain of class C!. The optimal constant C = C%
in Proposition 5.28 is given by 1+ 1/A1, where

= inf /|Vu|
u€HJ ($2)

lulla=1

We will see that this critical value A; is an eigenvalue of —A and that the
associated homogeneous problem, [2%7“]04_ \» admits nonzero solutions that
are eigenvectors of —A for the eigenvalue A;. More precisely, we have the
following result.
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Proposition 5.31. Let A1 be as above; then A1 is positive and there exists a
u > 0 satisfying |lull2 = 1 and ||Vu|* = X\1. Moreover, u is an eigenvector
of —A for the eigenvalue A1, that is, u is a solution of [Dz'r]OA,_)\l.

Furthermore, the associated eigenspace has dimension 1 when {2 is con-
nected. In particular, under this assumption, every eigenfunction has constant
sign.

Proof.

We begin by showing that A\; > 0. This follows from the Poincaré inequal-
ity, but we will give a direct proof for ease of reading.

We have A1 > 0. Let us assume that Ay = 0. Then there exists a sequence
{un} in H}(2) with |lu,|l2 = 1 and ||[Vuy,||2 — 0. Since H}(£2) is a Hilbert
space and therefore reflexive, we can extract a subsequence from {u,} that
converges weakly in H!({2) to a function u. By the compactness of the em-
bedding of H} in L?, we have ||u|2 = 1 and, finally, the strong convergence of
{un} to win H! because it tends to u in L? and {Vu,} — 0 in L?. We deduce
that Vu = lim,,—, 4 oo Vu,, = 0, whence u = 0 because u = 0 on the boundary,
giving a contradiction with ||u|ls = 1. Consequently, we have A\; > 0.

Next, let {u,} be a minimizing sequence, that is, one satisfying
[V, |3 — A1 with ||u, |2 = 1. The sequence is bounded in H{, so that there
exists a subsequence, which we also denote by {u,}, satisfying

unéuinHé, Uy — w in L2

In particular, |jul|z = 1, and by the lower semicontinuity of u — ||Vul|3 for
the weak topology, we have

A1 < / \Vul?(z)dz < lim ||Vu,||3 = A
(%}

Consequently, u satisfies ||u||2 = 1 and || Vu||3 = A\1. Moreover, by noting that
[[(V|u])]] = ||Vu|| (cf. Lemma 5.62 at the end of the chapter), we deduce that
there exists a nonnegative solution.

Let us now show that u satisfies the equation —Au = Aju. Let u be a
solution of the variational problem that satisfies ||ull2 = 1, let ¢ € D(£2), and
let t € R satisfy 2|t| < ||¢||3 " Then ||u + te|l2 # 0 and u + t € H}, so that,
by the definition of Ay,

/|V(u+tg0)|2da:>/\1/ lu + tp|da.
o) o)

It follows from the assumptions that

2t/QVu-V<p(x)d:E+t2/Q|V<p|2(m)dx2)\1 (2t/{2ucp(sc)das+t2/g|Lp|2(x)d;v).
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Dividing by ¢, which we assume to be positive, and letting ¢ tend to 0, we
obtain [, Vu-Vedz > A1 [, up(x)des. When ¢ < 0, we either apply the same
process or change ¢ to —¢ to obtain the opposite inequality, whence

/ Vu - Vodr = A\ / wp(z)de.
Q Q

The result follows by using the definition of Au in the sense of distributions.

Let us show that A\; is the smallest eigenvalue. We take a A € R and a
nonzero v € H} such that —Av = Av. Multiplying by v and applying the
generalized Green’s formula, we obtain

Mloll? < /Q IVof? = Alo]2,

and therefore A > A;.

Let us now show that the eigenspace corresponding to A; has dimension
1. Let v be an eigenvector for A; and let u be a nonnegative eigenfunction.
We showed the existence of such a u earlier on in this proof. We multiply the
eigenvalue equation by v?/(u +¢) € H}, where € > 0. This gives

2

2
)\1/ “‘dx:/wv( v )dx.
oUu+e O u+e

The right-hand side satisfies

2

2
Y VooV v Ve — W2
V- V() =2——Vu Vo TR

’ v
u+€

2
Vu — Vv‘ + |Vol2.

Hence

2 2
Al/ Uudm:—/‘ Y VU—VU‘ dx+/|Vv|2dx.
QU"‘E QU"‘FJ 0

Now, by the dominated convergence theorem, the left-hand side tends to
M [, v*(z)de = [, |Vo|*(x)dz. Consequently,

lim/’ Y w-wf:o,
e=0 Jolu+¢

which implies that lim. o V(v/(u +¢€)) = 0 strongly in L? on any compact
set. By the strong maximum principle (cf. Proposition 5.72), v > 0 in the
interior of (2. Let 21 be a connected compact subset of {2 and let my,, be a
lower bound for w in 2. The sequence {v/(u + €))} then converges to v/u in
L?(£21). The previous limit shows that its gradient is zero in 2. We deduce
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from this that v = cg, u. Finally, by considering connected open sets contain-
ing {21, we see that this constant does not depend on (2;. Since the open set {2
is connected, we have thus proved the existence of a C such that v = C'u in 2.
At the same time, we have shown that every eigenfunction has constant sign,
concluding the proof. O

Remark 5.32. Instead of this proof, we can also use the regularity of the
solutions of Dirichlet problems (see further on) and the Hopf principle stated
in Theorem 5.81. In that case, we note that the function v?/u belongs to H*,
allowing us the avoid the use of the parameter ¢ (cf. Exercise 5.1).

5.3.5 The Problem [Dir]}y _, with 0 < A < X\

We wish to find a solution u of the problem

—Au+X u=f in 2
Dirll, | ’
| ]A’)‘ {uzO on O0f2.

The functional we now wish to minimize is no longer convex but is coercive
and weakly l.s.c.. We assume that 0 < A < A\;. Given a bounded domain {2
in RY of class C!, we wish to find a solution u of [Dir]fA,_)\ in H}(£2), where
feL*N).
Ezistence of a Solution.

The equation leads us to consider the functional on H{ (£2) defined by

J(u) = %/Q|vu|2(x)dx—%/Q|u|2(x)dx—/gf<x)u(a:)dx.

This functional is coercive because A < A;. Its minimum therefore belongs
to R. Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence for J. It is bounded in H}, whence,
after extracting a subsequence, if necessary, it converges to u € Hg, converges
weakly in H', and converges strongly in L?. It follows that the nonconvex term
=X [, [un|?(z)da converges to —A [, |u|?*(x)dz. Since the gradient of the other
term is l.s.c. for the weak topology, we can deduce that w is a solution of

giving the desired result.

Since J admits a minimum in u, we have J'(u) = 0, giving the PDE
satisfied by u in H}(£2), namely —Au — \u = f.
Uniqueness. Since the equation is linear, it suffices to verify that the solu-
tion w of [Dir]% _, vanishes in 2. Recall that if w is not identically zero,
then it is an eigenfunction for an eigenvalue A < A1, which is impossible by
Proposition 5.31.
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5.4 Regularity of the Given Solutions

We will now consider the regularity of the solutions of the Dirichlet problems
we have studied above.

5.4.1 The Problem [’Dir]£

Theorem 5.33. Let {2 be a bounded domain of class C?> and let f be an ele-
ment of L*(£2). Let A € C(£2, RN*N) satisfy the following conditions:

(1) For every i and every j in [1, N|, we have A;; = Aj;.
(2) There exists an o > 0 such that

Vo e RY, ZAijxixj > alz)?.
ij

Then the solution u of [Dirl’, in HL(£2) belongs to H?(£2).

Proof of Theorem 5.33. Let us begin with an introduction for ease of reading.
We will divide the proof into three steps that we will each justify.

Using a partition of unity {¢;} associated with the class C? cover of 2, we
reduce to showing that every ;u belongs to H2({2). Indeed, if ¢, belongs to
D(RY), then

div(A(z)V(pru)) € L*(£2),

because the right-hand side of
div (A(x)V(goku))

belongs to L%(f2). When k = 0, then by the compactness of the support of
pou in 2, we have

div(A(2)V(pou)) € L*(RY),
thus justifying the first step, which we will now state.
Step 1. We begin by showing the result on RY, that is, if v € H*(R") has
compact support and satisfies the equation

—div(A(z)Vu) = f
with f € L?(R™) and A symmetric, Lipschitz, and coercive, then u € H?(R™).

For the remaining functions ¢u, we must now show that if « has com-
pact support in an open set of the form (2, N {2, with boundary condition
oru(a’,a(z’)) = 0 and, moreover, satisfies div(A(z)V(pru)) € L?, then
pru € H2. Unless a is the zero function, in which case the boundary is lo-
cally straight, we can reduce to this situation by changing the local coordinate
systems, as we will show further on. This remark justifies the second step.



244 5 Elliptic PDE: Variational Techniques

Step 2. We extend the result obtained in the first step to the open set RV 1 x
10, +o0[ with the condition u =0 on {zx = 0}.

We will conclude the proof as follows.

Step 3. We use local coordinate systems and partitions of unity to extend the
result to 2.

The difficulty in this step lies in the modification of A(x) when we change
the local coordinate systems. We deal with this problem by noting that A(x)
is replaced by a matrix B(xz) that is also uniformly elliptic. We can therefore
conclude using the results we have already obtained on RV =1 x ]0, +o0.

First Step. Let u € H*(R™) have compact support. We fix a direction e; and
define the translation uy :  — w(z + he;). Since this is linear in u, we have
div(ApVuy) = fr. Consequently, after subtracting the equation for wy from
that for v and multiplying by uj, — u, integrating over {2 and applying Green’s
formula on H! x W?2(div) gives

/ (AhVuh — AVu) . (Vuh — Vu)d:v = / (fn — )(up — u)dz.
RN RN

We expand the first factor to (A — A)Vuy + A(Vuy, — Vu), after which we use
a translation of the variable in the integral on the right-hand side to deduce
that

+ /]RN ; ((Aij)h - Aij)ai(u)h(aj(uh) _ a]u) dx

Z/RN(fh—f)(Uh—u)dxz () (—u—n — up + 2u)da.

RN

Dividing by h? gives

/RN %:Aij (6‘¢(uh)h— &-u) ((@(uh})l— 8ju> de

_ /RN T (Aij)n = Aij 8i(uh)aj(Uh) —Oju .

h

U_p + up — 2u
= fon (m)T(m) dx.
To bound the second term on the right-hand side, we let v = (up —u)/h.
We then have (v —v_j)/h = (up —2u+u_p)/h?. Since v € HY(RY), we
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can deduce the following inequality from inequality (2.26) of the proof of
Proposition 2.23 applied to 2 = RV:

o = v-nll < Al < ol =)

Using, moreover, the uniform ellipticity of A, the previous relation gives

7=

- z< ||VAHOOHVU}1H2HWH2+Hf||2HWH2.

Finally, we obtain

uh—u
=5

1
< — .
— || < = (IVullz VAl + I1/]2)

2

Since the right-hand sides does not depend on h, we may use the charac-
terization of the functions in H' using finite differences given in Chapter 2
(cf. Proposition 2.23). By choosing a basis of RV for the e;, we obtain that
for a solution u of [DL’T]Q, VVu belongs to L? and has norm satisfying

1
IVVaulls < —([Vull2 [VAlleo + 11£12)-

Second Step: RN =1 x |0, +0o[. We can repeat the computations given above
with h = he;, where ¢ < N. Given the vanishing of u;, — u on the boundary,
Green’s formula applied to the formula obtained by integrating the product
div(A"Vuy, — AVu)(up, — u) gives us the inclusion

8iju € L2(RN_1 X ]O, —|—OOD7

provided that one of the indexes (i, j) is different from N. It remains to show
that Oy nu € L2. For this, we write the equation as

On (AnNOnu) = [ — Z 9;(Ai;05u) € L.

i<N—1,j
Setting Ay nOnu = bu, we reduce to showing the following result.

Lemma 5.34. If b € WL®(RN=1 x ]0,4+o00]) with b > a > 0 and v €
L2(RN=1 x )0, +o0]) satisfy On(bv) =V € L2(RY~1 x |0, +00]) in the sense
of distributions, then Oxv = (V — (Onb)v)/b belongs to L2 (RN 1 x |0, +-o0]).

Proof of Lemma 5.5/.

We first assume that b is also of class C!, in which case the argument is
simpler. Indeed, since dyv is a distribution of order < 1, we can differenti-
ate its product with b using the formula Oy (bv) = bOnv + vOnb, giving us
bOnv € L2. The result now follows from the inclusion 1/b € L.
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The result still holds when b € W, Indeed, if dy(bv) € L2(RV~1 x
10, 4+00[), then by extending b and v by the reflexion (z/,zn) — (2, —2zy),
that is, by taking v(2’,zy) = v(z’,—2zy) and the analogue for b, we ob-
tain Oy (bv) € L?(RY). Consequently, once more using Proposition 2.23, we
find the upper bound |[((bv)n — bv)/h|l2 < C, where C' does not depend on
h = hen. It follows that the function b(vy, — v)/h+ v, (bp, — b)/h is uniformly
bounded in L?(RY). Since b is Lipschitz, whence vy, (b, — b)/h is also uniformly
bounded in L?(RY), we can deduce that b(v, — v)/h is uniformly bounded in
L*(RY). Finally, since b has a lower bound, (vs —v)/h is also bounded in
L*(RY), giving dyv € L2(RY). |

Remark 5.35. Let us note that when A either is a diagonal matrix or has
coefficients A;y all equal to zero, which is for example the case for the Laplace
operator, then we can use the extension u(a’, xy) = —u(z’, —x ) that satisfies

div A(Va)(2/,xn) = f(2',zxn) in RY, where f is the antisymmetrization of f.

Third Step. We continue with the case of an open set of class C2. Let u be

the solution of [Dir]f;. Let ¢ be a regular function with compact support in
2N 2, where 2, has the property that there exists a C? function a; on an
open subset O of RNY~1 such that

2N c{(@,z2n) |2 € O, on > ar(a)},
NN, ={(z',ar(x")) | 2’ € O'}.

Let us show that the function ypu satisfies

div(A(x)V(pru)) = g € L*(2 N 2).
Simplifying the notation by writing ¢ for ¢ and 2 for 2 N (24, we have

div(A(z)V(pu)) = div(A(z)eVu) + div (A(z)(Ve)u)
= @ div(A(z)Vu) + Vo - A(z)Vu + div(u A(x)(Ve))
=¢f +h,

where h € L?(2). Indeed, A € L*> and Vu € L? imply that A(z)Vu € L?
and Vi € D(RY), so that A(z)VuVy € L2. Moreover, (Vyp)u € H', so that
uA(z) - Vi belongs to H! since it is the product of a function in W1 and a
function in H'. We have thus reduced the problem to showing the following
regularity result.

Lemma 5.36. Let u have compact support in 2, N 2 and satisfy
div(A(z) - Vu) =g € L*(2, N 2) and u =0 on 2N 24;

then u € H*(RN=1 x 10, +o0f).
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Proof of Lemma 5.36.

Let v be defined on O’ x ]0,+oo[ by v(2’,zxy) = u(z’,a(z’) + zx). The
regularity of 2 then implies that v belongs to H' (O’ x ]0,+oc[) and has
compact support in O’ x [0, +oo[. We will show that it satisfies an equation
of the type div(B(Vv)) = h, where h is an element of L? and B is a matrix
that we will determine using A.

For a fixed x in {2 N {2, the relations

Ou(z',xn) = (', zy — a(x’)) — B;adyv(a’,xn — a(z')),
Onu(z',zn) = Onv(a', zn — a(z))),
lead us to associate to X € R the vector Y defined by
Vie[lLN—1], Yi=X,—8aXy and Yy=Xy.

We must therefore determine the symmetric matrix B such that for every
X € RY, we have

(%) > ByXiX; =) AyYiV;.
ij ij
Expanding this equality and simplifying, we obtain the relations

Vie [1,N71], B,y = A;jn — Z Aijaja

JEN-1
Byy = ANN + E Aijaiaaja - E 0;aA;N.
i,j<N—1 i<N—1

The matrix B therefore has coefficients in W1°°. Our assumptions on a allow
us to conclude that the function (2/,zy) — h(z',zn) = f(2/,a(2’) + zN)
belongs to L?(O’ x ]0, +oc[). Since v(z’,0) = u(a’,a(x’)), we see that v is a
solution of [Dir]%. In order to apply the results of the second step, we still
need to show the uniform ellipticity of B.

Let C be the matrix for which Y = CX:

ViéN—l, Cijzéij—éia(SNj, CNj:(SNj.

This matrix is invertible, and (*) corresponds to B =! CAC. It is therefore
clear that both C and its inverse belong to L* and that, consequently, the
matrix B is uniformly elliptic. It follows that v is in the situation of the second
step. Hence v € H?(RV 1 x ]0, +o0]).

Returning to u, we finally have

Yru € H2(Qk N .Q),

giving the inclusion stated in the lemma. a
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Since u is the sum of the ¢ju, it belongs to H2(£2). This concludes the
proof of Theorem 5.33. O

Remark 5.37. When A = Id, that is, for [Dir]fA, we can use a regularizing
argument in the first step, as follows.
We begin by showing that if u € D(RY), then

/|Au|2:/ |VVul?.
RN RN

This follows by carrying out two successive integrations by parts:

/RN ; Di;(u)*(xv)dr = — Zz: /RN yjju(x)du(x)dx
= Z/RN 9jju()0u(w)dx = /RN | Aul?.

We then consider u. = p. x u. We have
Aue = pe * f

and, by the computation above, VVu, is a Cauchy sequence in L?(RY). Since
it converges in the sense of D’ to VVu, we find that v € H2(RY).

5.4.2 Higher Order Regularity

Proposition 5.38. For m > 0, consider a bounded domain §2 of class C"™2
and let f € H™(82). Let A be a matriz satisfying the conditions of Theorem
5.33 and the regularity condition A € C™(§2). Then the solution u of the
problem [Dir), is an element of H™2(£2).

Using Sobolev embeddings, we note, in particular, the following conse-
quences of the theorem:

When 2(m + 2) > N, the solution u is continuous, and when 2m > N, it
is of class C2.

If feC>®(f2) and A € C>(£2), which implies that f € (), H[.(§2), then
u €, B2 (02) =C>(92).

loc

Proof of Proposition 5.38.

We use induction on m. Let u be the solution of the problem [Dz‘r]f; in
HY(RN=1 x )0, 4+oc[), where f € H™(RV~! x ]0,+oc[). We suppose that
the proposition has been proved at the order m — 1. We therefore have
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u € H™H(RN=! x ]0,400]). For k < N — 1, differentiating the equation
with respect to the variable x; gives

() > 0;(Ai;0i(0kw)) = O f = 05 ((0kAi;)Ou).

ij ij
Hence, taking into account the assumptions and the result at the order m — 1,
we see that the right-hand side g of () belongs to H™~!. Moreover, on 952,
we have dru = 0 because u(z’,0) = 0 implies dyu(z’,0) = 0. The relation (xx)
therefore expresses the fact that dyu is a solution of [Dir]9.

Once again using the induction hypothesis for dyu, we see that the inclu-
sion of g in H™~ (RN~ x]0, +00[) implies that its derivative dyu belongs to
Hm-i-l(RN—l X ]07 —i—OOD

It remains to show that dyu € H™TH (RN~ x |0, +o0[). Now, since u €
H™ RN x )0, +o0[), we already have dyu € H™(RN~1 x ]0, +00[). We
have just shown that dyu € H™ (RN =1 x ]0, +00]), so that we have dyyu €
H™(RN=1 %10, +oc[) for k < N — 1. Moreover,

ANNONNU = f — Z Aijaiju — Zé)injé)iu € Hm(RN71 X }0, +OO[)
(1,3)#(N,N) tj

Finally, by the uniform ellipticity of A, there exists a constant o > 0 such that
Ann = a > 0. Therefore, since for a function v € H™ and a nonzero b € C™,
we have v/b € H™, we obtain Oxyu € H™(RN ! x 0, +o0[). It follows that
u € H™H2(RN=1 x 10, +-o0]).

In the above, we could also only assume that A is an element of W™+1:°,

Let us continue with the general case. We again use the partition of unity
and localization. We use the notation from the definition of the C™*2 reg-
ularity. We must show that if div(A(Vu)) € H™(2; N §2), then pru €
Hm+2(.Q;€ n .Q)

Let v be the function on 2 N 2 defined by

v(a an) = (eru)(@’ a(z’) + o),

where a is a C"™*? function on O’; then v has compact support in O’ x [0, col.
For B as in the proof of Proposition 5.33, we have

div(B(Vv)) =g

with ¢ € H™(O' x )0, +00[). Since B € C™*1(2 N (2), the first part of the
proposition tells us that v € H™+2(0’ x |0, +o00|). Moreover, since a is C™*2,
we find that pru € H™2(02, N 2).

By gluing the local results, we finally conclude that u € H™2(£2). O
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5.5 Neumann Problems

When, in the physical model of Dirichlet, the boundary condition no longer in-
volves an equality concerning the unknown function but rather one concerning
a derivative of that function, we speak of a Neumann problem.

5.5.1 Normal Trace and Derivative

Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C! and let A be a function in C!(£2) with
values in the space of symmetric N x N matrices over R. We suppose that o €
L?(2,RY), so that z ++ A(z)o(x) defines a function on {2 with values in R,
Since 2 is bounded, we have Ao € L?(£2,RY), so that if div(Ac) € L2(£2),
then Ao € W(div)(£2) (this space was introduced in Chapter 3, §3.4.3). By
the generalized Green’s formula 3.58, the symbol Ao - W
0f2. Hence

is well defined on

YU e HY(2), (Aoc-7,vU) :/QAJ(x)'VU(x)der/Q U(z)div(Ao)(z)dx.

Definition 5.39. The linear functional Ao - 77, which belongs to the dual
H~1/2(912) of the space of traces H/2(942), is called the normal trace of Ao
on 0f2.

In particular, if u € H'(£2) and div(AVu) € L?, the normal derivative or,
more precisely, the A-normal derivative A(x)Vu - W= A;jO;un; of u belongs
to H~'/2(912). Taking the identity matrix for A, we find that if Au € L?(£2)
and u € H'(£2), then the normal derivative d,u belongs to H~1/2(942).

5.5.2 Homogeneous Neumann Problem [Neu]£

Statement of the Problem. The problem consists in determining u in H'(§2)
such that
—div(A(z)Vu) = f in £,

eu]’, :
Neuls {A(Vu)-ﬁ:O on 9f2.

Remark 5.40. Note that this problem has a solution only if

(5.41) /{2 f(z)dz = 0.

Indeed, if u is a solution, then by applying Green’s formula with ¢ = 1, and
A(x)Vu, which belongs to W3 (div), we have

/Q f(z)dx = /Q — div(A(x)Vu(x))dm = (A(z)Vu - , 1g) =0.

We will assume that this condition is satisfied and, moreover, that A satisfies
the conditions of Theorem 5.33.
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Variational Formulation. As before, the variational form of this problem is
the minimization associated to

. . 1
(5.42) inf J(u) = uegllf((z) {5 /Q(A(x)Vu) -Vudz —

fudw} .

0

to this problem. Taking into account the hypothesis [ o f(x)dr = 0, we note
that if u is a solution, then so is u + cte. More generally, the functional J
defined in (5.42) satisfies J(v + cte) = J(v)Vv € H'(§2). By identifying
the space of constant functions with R, we can work on the quotient space

P

H'(2) = H'(2)/R. When endowed with the quotient norm, that is,

(5.43) el 5, = it llu+ells o

(cf. Exercise 1.28), this is a reflexive separable Banach space. To show the co-

ercivity of .J, which on H1(£2) is defined by J(¥) = J(v), we use an inequality
analogous to that of Poincaré.

Proposition 5.44. Let 2 be a bounded domain in RN . For every u in H'(§2),
let [u]o = (mes(£2))~* [, u(x)dz.
Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

Yu e Hl(Q), HUH%) < Hu — [u}glgHHl(Q) < CHVU”Q

Proof of Proposition 5.44. If u = cte, the inequality is obvious. Otherwise, for
u € HY (), we set m(u) = [u]o1gn. Our proof is by contradiction. We therefore
assume that there exists a sequence {u,} € H' with nonconstant w,, such
that

llun — m(un)”Hl(Q) > nHVUn||2

Consider the sequence with terms v, = (||u, — m(uy)|l2) " (un — m(uy)).
We have ||[Vu,|2 < 1/n and ||v,]|2 = 1, so that {v,} is bounded in H'(£2).
Since {2 is bounded, we can therefore extract a subsequence, which we de-
note in the same way, that converges weakly in H!(§2) and strongly in L?(£2).
Since ||Vu,||2 converges to 0, we have strong convergence in H(§2). In par-
ticular, the chosen subsequence converges to a constant function. However,
as the functional m is linear, we have m(v,) = 0. Since m is clearly contin-
uous for the norm on H?, it follows that {m(v,)} converges to m(v), which
equals v because v is a constant. Consequently, v = 0. Using the equality
lvn|lgr = 1 and the strong convergence, we deduce that ||v][z2(o) = 1, giving
a contradiction. ad
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Ezistence of a Solution. Let us return to the variational form (5.42) of the
problem. The convexity of J follows from the convexity of the integral and
the linearity of the term [, f(x)u(z)dz. The continuity is obvious. To deduce
the coercivity, we first note that J(v) > «||Vv||3 — || f||2]|v]|2 by the ellipticity,
and then, that by Proposition 5.44,

~a a ~ ~
J@) = 0l = 111200l

—~—

We deduce from this the existence of a minimum of J on H1(£2). It remains to
describe the function w realizing this minimum and to verify that it satisfies
the Neumann condition.

Using the differentiability of J, u is characterized by

Vo € D(12), / A(z)Vu(z) - Vo(z)dx — / f(x)e(x)dz = 0.
Q Q
It follows that in {2, we have the equality
Ve e 2, —div(A(z)Vu(z)) = f(x).

Keeping in mind this equality, we apply Green’s formula for every ¢ € H(£2).
This gives

/QAmvmwud /Qf()so()d 0 /aA()V p(@)d

9]

We conclude that A(z)Vu-7 = 0 in the dual H'/2(82). This guarantees the
existence of a solution.

Uniqueness in the Quotient Space. Let u and v be two solutions. We will show
that their difference w is a constant. Indeed, w satisfies [Neu]Y, that is,

Ve, —div(A(z)Vw(z))=0 andondR, A(z)Vw- 7 =0.

By multiplying by w and applying Green’s formula, we obtain

/ A(x)Vw(z) - Vw(z)dr = / w(z)A(z)Vw - Wdo = 0.

Q o9

By the uniform ellipticity, the left-hand side is bounded from below by
a||Vw||2L2(Q). It follows that w = cte, or, in other words, that w = 0.

Regularity of the Solution. We now assume that (2 is of class C2, that the
function f belongs to L?(f2), and that the matrix function A is C* on {2
and, obviously, uniformly elliptic. Finally, let u be the solution of the problem
[ eu]f;. We will show regularity results analogous to those for the solutions
of Dirichlet problems.
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Theorem 5.45.

(1) Under the assumptions stated above, the solution of | eu]f; belongs to
H?(0).

(2) If f € H™(R2) and A € C"™L(02), where the open set 2 is of class C™F2,
then the solution satisfies u € H™2(£2).

Proof of Theorem 5.45. As in the Dirichlet regularity theorem, we divide the
proof into several steps.

The first step, on RY, is the same as in the Dirichlet case.

We proceed to RY =1 x |0, +ool.

Let u have compact support in RV =1 x [0, oo[. We note that, owing to the
homogeneous Neumann condition, Green’s formula

/ (A(z)Vu) - Vo —|—/ fo=0
RN —1x%]0,00[ RN —1x]0,00[

still holds for every v € HY(RV~1 x |0, c[). We can therefore proceed as in
the proof of the Dirichlet regularity, using translations in directions other
than ey. We take the difference of the equations satisfied by u and by wy,
multiply by uj —u, and integrate over RN =1 x ]0, oo[. This gives us a uniform
estimate that allows us to show that 9;;u € L? provided that at least one
index is not N. For the inclusion of Oy nu in L?, we conclude as in the proof
of the Dirichlet regularity by writing the equation as

8N (ANN@NU) = —f — Z 81 (Awaju) c L2,

i<N-—1,j

and using Lemma 5.34.

General case. We take the usual elements of the regularity of {2: the cover,
the local coordinate systems, the functions ¢y of the partition of unity, and
so on. Reasoning as we did in the Dirichlet case, we see that the function pxu
satisfies

div(A(m)V(gaku)) =g
in 2N 2, where g € L2(£2N (). However, in contrast to the Dirichlet case,
the boundary condition A(z)V(gru) - 7 = 0 on A2 N 2, may no longer be
verified. Nevertheless, by expanding V(pru), using the linearity of the normal
trace on L%, and factoring by the real-valued functions, we obtain

AV(ppu) -1 = (AVu - H})gpk + (A(Ver) - ﬁ)u = (A(Vey) - ﬁ)u

Let us consider the function A* on 892 defined by z’ — (A(2/)7 (2') - 7 ().
It is a class C! function and, by the uniform ellipticity condition, does not take
on the value zero. Since 942 is of class C2, when restricted to this boundary, the
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function (1/A*)A(Viy)- 7 u is the product of the trace you € H'/2(82) and
a function that is C' on 2. Adapting the proof of the local character of H'/?
stated in Proposition 4.26 of Chapter 4, we show that this function belongs
to H'/2(02). Since £2 is of class C2, we can then apply the trace theorem
3.79 of Chapter 3 for m = 2 and p = 2. It states that the map v = (v0,71)
from H?(§2) to the product space H3/2(862) x H'/?(02) that sends v to the
pair (yov, 07 v) is surjective. In our present situation, we can therefore find a
V € H?(§2) such that

V(z)=0 if x € 042,
0=V = %(A(Wk) : ﬁ))u if © € 992.
From this, we deduce that
AVV) -7 = (A(Vey) - T )u.
The function U = piu — V therefore satisfies the relation

—div(A(2)VU) = —div(A(x) - V(pru) + div(A(z)VV) € L?

with the condition A(z)VU - 7 = 0.
We then define v on H'(RY~! x |0, +00]) by setting

v(@' zy) = U2, xn + a(z')).

As in the proof of the Dirichlet regularity, the function v satisfies
div(B(z)Vv) = h, where h belongs to L*(RN~! x ]0,+o0[). We will
show that v is the solution of a Neumann problem on RY~1 x ]0, +ocl),
allowing us to use the regularity result on that open space.

We recall that

ViE[l,N—l], BiN:AiNf Z Aijaja,

JEN—-1
Byn = Ayny + AVaVa — Z ANjaja.
JSN-1
We verify the relation
(*) Z Bz‘Nai’U + BNNaNU =0.

i<N—1

Indeed, taking into account the colinearity of 7 to —Va+ey and the relations
between the partial derivatives of U and v computed in the previous section,
the relation

A(x)VU -7 =0
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can be written as

0= Z Ai]‘(aﬂj — aiaan)(—aja) + Z AiN(aﬂ} — 8ia8Nv)

ij<N-1 I<SN—1
+ Z ANjan(faja) + AnNONv
JESN-1
= — Z Aijaim?ja + A;nO;v + Onv (ANN + AVaVa — Z ANjﬁja>
ij<N—1 N ISN-1

= — ZBiNaiU - BNNan.
1

This proves (%), which shows that the normal trace BVv - en vanishes on
{xn = 0}. The function v is therefore a solution of the problem [Neu]’ in the
open set 2 = RV~1x]0, 400, as desired. We have thus reduced the problem to
showing a regularity result on RV =1 x]0, +o0|[. Now, v € H?(RV~1 x]0, +o0[),
which, using the fact that a is C?, easily implies that u € H2(£2 N 2).

Higher Order Regularity. Let us show the order H™*12 regularity when the
boundary of 2 is of class C™*t2, A € C"*1(§2), and f € H™(2).

We first consider the case where £2 = R¥N~1 x]0, +oo[, which we will from
now on denote by RY *

We suppose that u satisfies div(A(z)Vu)=—f in RN and > AinOiu=0
on the boundary {xy = 0}. We will use induction on m. Let us therefore
suppose shown that if f € H™~! and A € C™(12), then u € H™+ (RN T),

Now, let f € H™(RN") and A € C™+1(RNT). The derivative of u with
respect to xy, where k < N — 1, satisfies

div(A(z)V(Oku)) = =0k f — div(0p A(z)Vu).

The right-hand side of this equation is an element of H™~!, because Vu € H™
by the induction hypothesis and because 0y A € C™ by a variant of the argu-
ment we used to show the local character. The condition on the boundary is
not zero, but we have

A(x)V(0ku) - eny = O(AVu - en) — (O A)Vu-eny = —(0pA)Vu - en.

This last function —(0yA)Vu - ey is the trace of a function belonging to
H™ (RN+). It is therefore an element of H™~1/2(RN~1). Using the surjectivity
of ~, which was shown in Theorem 3.79, we can prove the existence of a
V € H™*! such that A(z)VV -ey = (9 A)Vu-ey. The function w = dpu—V
satisfies the relations

div(A(z)Vw) € H™Y(2), A(z)Vw-éx = 0.

It follows that w € H™*!, and therefore O,u € H™t1.
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It remains to show that Oxu € H™T1(£2). Since we already have dyyu €
H™((2), it suffices to verify that Onnu € H™(£2). We can show that this
holds by writing

ANNONNU = — Z Aijai]‘u — ZalAU 8ju S Hm,
ij#(N,N) ij

as we did in the Dirichlet case.

Next, we consider the case of an open set of class C™12,

We use localization and modify the function to reduce to RN =1 x ]0, +o0].
Let {2} be open sets of class C™ 2 that cover 2 and let {¢)} be a partition
of unity subordinate to this cover, as in the definition of the C™*2-regularity.
The function i u satisfies

div(A(z)V(pru)) € H™,

for some A, but the Neumann boundary condition is not zero. In order to
apply the induction hypothesis, we note that

A(z)V(ppu) - 7 = A(x)(Vor)u - 7 € H"H/2(90)
because u € H™+1(£2). Let V be a function in H™%2 that satisfies
(5.46) V=0 and (A(z)n,n)d,V = A(z)(Ver)u- 7
on 92. On 012 N (2, the function pru — V then satisfies
—div(A(z)V(pru—V)) € H™ and A(z) - V(gyu—V)-7 =0 on 9.

As before, we set
v(z’,on) = u(a', a(@’) + zn)

and verify, as in the case of H?-regularity, that
—div(B(z)Vv) € H™"(RN x]0,+00[) and, on {zy =0}, B(z)Vv-ex = 0.

The regularity we showed in the case of the half-space now implies that v
belongs to H™+2(RV~1 x ]0, +00[). The regularity of A then allows us to
deduce that ppu € H™2(£2M42;). Finally, we use the properties of the locally
finite cover of {2 to conclude that u = Y, pru € H™ 2 This completes the
proof of Theorem 5.45. O



5.6 Nonhomogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann Problems 257

5.6 Nonhomogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann Problems

5.6.1 Nonhomogeneous Dirichlet Problem

As before, let 2 denote a bounded domain of class C*. Let ug € HY?(912).
The nonhomogeneous Dirichlet problem [Dir]f;’“o consists in looking for a u
in H'(§2) such that

Dir}fo {—div(A(a:)Vu) =f inf,

U = Ug on 0f2.

Existence and Uniqueness. We can show these by considering the correspond-
ing variational problem of determining a u in H'(§2) for which

. 1
inf {f
{ueH(2),u=uo on 802} L2

(5.47) / A(z)Vu(z) - Vu(z)ds — / f(x)u(x)dx}
Q Q

is reached. This problem is a minimization on a closed convex set, but we
can translate it to a minimization on all of H'. For this, we note that ug
belongs to the trace space H'/2(9£2). We can therefore lift this function to
an element Uy of H*(£2) (cf. Chapter 3). Fixing this lifting and applying the
translation u = Up+wv, the above problem becomes to determine a u in H'(2)
where

e {% /Q A@)V(Uy + 0)(@) - V(Uo +v)(2)dz — /Q F(@)(w + Uo) ()i}
is reached. Setting K = 1/2 [, A(x)VUy(x) - VUy(z)dx — [, f(x)Up(x)dx, we
can also write the infimum as

ve}i%f(m{/QAVU-VUOdaH—%/QA(x)Vv(m)-Vv(a:)dx—/nf(x)v(x)dx—i—K}.

This new functional v — J;(v) whose first term is a continuous linear func-
tional, is still convex and continuous on H'(§2). Indeed, using the uniform
ellipticity of A, the coercivity of J; leads to the inequality

[J1(v) = | Vol3 = [|AVU 2] Voll2 = [ fll2[IV]l2 — |K].

We may therefore apply Theorem 5.25 and use the strict convexity of Jj to
prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution of the problem associate with
(5.47).

Let us continue. The functional J; is G-differentiable. Through a compu-
tation that is by now classic, we have, for every ¢ € D(£2),

Ji (v, ) = /QAVQD - VUpdzx + /QA(;E)Vv(x) -Ve(x)dr — /Q f(z)p(z)d.
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Consequently,
Ji(v) = —div(A(V(v + Up)) — f.

By making this derivative vanish at v, we find that the solution u = v + Uy

of the problem associated with (5.47) is indeed also the solution of [Dir]%"".
Note that we can use the translation u — Uy to directly reduce to a homo-

geneous Dirichlet problem. In that case, u — Uy must be the solution of

—div(A(z)Vv) = [ + div(A(z) V),
v=0 on Jf2.
Since it is the divergence of a function in L?, we have div(A(z)VUy) €

H~1(£2), which shows that the right-hand side belongs to H1({2). Remark
5.30 now allows us to conclude the proof.

Regularity Properties.

Proposition 5.48. Let m > 0. Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C™12, let

A et (0), let ug € H™H3/2(00), and let f € H™(82). The solution u of
{— div(A(z)Vu) = f in 2,

U = ug on 012,
then is an element of H™T2(£2).

Proof of Proposition 5.48.

The proof is obvious when we use a translation. By the trace theorem 3.79,
there exists a U € H™2(02) with trace ug on 852 because ug € H™3/2(912).
By the properties of A and U, we therefore have

The regularity assumptions on f, A, and w imply that g € H™(£2). We ob-
tain the desired conclusion, namely that v € H™"2(§2), using the regularity
theorem 5.38 for the problem [Dir]9,. O

5.6.2 Nonhomogeneous Neumann Problem

Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C'. We begin by supposing that u; €
H~'2(912). We propose to solve the problem

—div(A(z)Vu) = f in £,

[Neu]f;’”l : {
A(Vu) -1 =uy on 0f2.
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Existence and Uniqueness of a Solution.

In order to prove the existence of a solution u in H!({2), we multiply
the equation by an element v of H!(£2). By the generalized Green’s formula
(cf. Proposition 3.58), we have

/A YWVu(zx) - Vo(z dx—/f z)dz + (A(z)Vu - 7, v),
which leads us to considering the minimization

5.49 inf J
(5.49) 1)611“11(11((2) )

:uegllf(ﬂ){/ ;(A( YWo(x /f dm—(ul,v)}.

Since the constant functions belong to H'(f2), we note that if [, f(z)dz +
(u1,1p) # 0, then the infimum in the equation is equal to —oo. We therefore
suppose that [, f o f(x)dz + (u1,1g) = 0, which generalizes the assumptions we
made for the homogeneous Neumann problem.

The functional J on the separable and reflexive quotient space H!({2) is
strictly convex, continuous, and coercive. The existence and uniqueness of a
solution of the problem associated with (5.49) follow modulo the constant

functions, giving the result for [Neu];"*. O

Regularity Result. As above, we suppose that [, f(x)dz + (u1, 1) = 0.

Theorem 5.50. If f € H™(2) with m > —1, A € C"(2), and u; €
H™1/2(002), then the solution u of [Neu);"" belongs to H™2(£2).

Proof of Theorem 5.50. The proof uses a function V in H™*2 for which
(A(z)VV) - T = uy, as, for example, in the proof of the homogeneous Neu-
mann case (cf. relation 5.46).

We conclude the proof by noting that div(A(z)VV) € H™(£2) and by
using the regularity results for the homogeneous Neumann problem. ad

5.7 Elasticity Problem

Elasticity problems are studied in [15].

5.7.1 Linear Elasticity, Small Deformations

In these problems, taking {2 to be a bounded domain of class C!, we consider
the deformation tensor e(u) associated with the displacement u in H*(£2, RY),
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which is the variable in this problem. This tensor of order 2 has components
e(u)ij = 3(d;u; + O;u;) that belong to L*(£2). We define the seminorm u

e(wla in HI(2,RY) by
u)l3 = Z |€(U)ij|%2(n)~
1<

This seminorm usually becomes a norm in the space Hi(2,RY), as we can
see using Exercise 2.10.

If the divergence of the tensor e(u) is the vector with components
div(e(u)))i = >_; 0j(e(u)i;) and if f is a fixed vector in L2(2,RY), then the
problem [€last]/Y consists in finding the solution u of

(Elast)70 - 4 T IVEW) =/ in 2,
u=0 on 012
in Hl(Q’RN).

Variational Form of the Problem. The variational form of the problem consists
in determining a u where

ueHl RN) /|6 dx*/g(f'u)(x)dx}

Exzxistence and Uniqueness. Under this form, it is clear that the functional J

is reached.

in the infimum is strictly convex and continuous. To show that it is coercive,
we first use the Poincaré inequality, namely

| [ (¢ w@de] < 1 7Telull < 1]Vl

and then Korn’s inequality (cf. Chapter 7, Section 7.4). The latter gives the
existence of a C’ such that

IV ullz < C[e(u)]2-

From this, we deduce that

| [ (@] < 5
Finally, we have

71 =[5 [ E@P@de = [ (7 w(@ds] > {lew - c2Is1*

giving us the coercivity. The existence and uniqueness of a solution u of the

e(w)3 +C*C?| f]*.

variational problem follow. a
We leave it to the reader to study the differentiability of J, which allows
us to show that u is also the solution of [Elast]/.
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5.7.2 Extension to the Case where p # 1, 00

Let p>1 and let feLP (2,RN). We set le(u)|P= (22, sij(u)z)p/2 and begin
with the variational problem of finding a u where

1
inf {f le(w) [P (z)dz — / (f - u)(:z:)dx}
wEWyP(QRN)D Jo n
is reached. The system of Euler equations associated with this minimization
can be written as

j=

Vie LN, = Oi(le(w)P*e(u)iy) = fi.

j=1

We show the existence and uniqueness of a solution by using the convexity and
coercivity of the functional. The latter is a consequence of Korn’s inequality
(cf. Section 7.4).

Let us now proceed to examples of solutions of nonlinear PDE.

5.8 The Equation of the p-Laplacian

5.8.1 Statement of the p-Laplacian problem

The problem we will now study is obtained by replacing the Laplace operator
A = div(V) by the nonlinear operator A, defined by

Apu = div(|Vu[f~?Vu).

Let p > 1 be a real number, let p’ be its conjugate, and let {2 be a bounded
domain of class C!. Given A > 0 and f € L (£2), we wish to solve the problem

ANu|P~2u — div(|Vu[P=2Vu) = f in £,
5.51 Lap]? -
( ) (Laply {u =0 on 0f2.
We are looking for a solution u in W, (£2). Note that |Vu|P~2Vu is the vector
function in L¥'(£2) that is colinear with Vu and has absolute value |VulP~1.
This defines a distribution, so that we may talk of its divergence.

Remark 5.52. We can consider this same problem when f belongs to another
space than L?". We will give the details of these other cases further on.



262 5 Elliptic PDE: Variational Techniques
5.8.2 Existence

Proposition 5.53. The function u is the solution of the problem [Lap]y if
and only if u realizes the minimum of the functional on Wol’p(Q) defined by

(5.54)  J(u) = % ( /Q IVulP(2)dz + A /Q |u|p(x)dx) - /Q F@)u(z)dz.

For the proof of this proposition when A\ = 0, we need a generalization of
the Poincaré inequality, which we proved on H{.

Proposition 5.55. Let 1 < p < oo and let 2 be a bounded domain of class C*
in RN. Let N be a continuous seminorm on WYP(§2) that, moreover, is a
norm on the constants. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(5.56) VueWhP(02), |[|Vull, + N(uw) = C(l|lull, + [ Vullp)-

We gave the proof of this proposition in Exercise 2.9 and will not repeat
it here. Below, we will use the seminorm N (u) = ( [, |u|p)1/p. We conclude
that in Wy P (£2), |[Vu||, is a norm that is equivalent to the norm ||-|ly1.(0)-

Proof of Proposition 5.53. Since treating the questions of coercivity and
G-differentiability is more complex than in the elliptic linear PDE case we
have already considered, we will give the proof of this equivalence in detail.
In the particular case we study explicitly, this will correspond to the proof of
Theorem 5.25.

We use minimizing sequences and the extraction of subsequences to show
the existence of a solution of the variational form of the problem, which is
associated with inf, ¢ 1 J(u).

Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence, that is, a sequence such that {J(u,)}
converges to the infimum of J. By using Holder’s inequality and Proposition
5.55 for p > 1, p < oo, we obtain

[ s@yu@yis| < 17l lull, < A9l

We then use the convexity inequality X*Y*? < aX + Y, where a + = 1,
with X = 27P||[Vul[b and YV = (2C)p/|\f||§,. This gives

[ sens] < ([ wur@a) + C Dy

from which we deduce the inequality

J(un) 2 (1 =277)[[Vun|[j + Aun |y + K.

SR
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Since A > 0, it follows by replacing w, by u that infJ(u) > —oo, and,
moreover, that {u,} is bounded in W!P(£2). Using the weak compactness
of bounded subsets of LP(f2) when 1 < p < oo (cf. Section 5.1) and the lower
weak semicontinuity of J for the LP norm, we find that after extracting a
subsequence, if necessary, the sequence converges weakly to u in WP(£2) and

T(w) < lim ).
n— oo
We will now show that u = 0 on 942. Since you,, = 0, it suffices to use the
continuity of the trace map from W1P(£2) onto W'=1/P2(9£2) for the weak
topology on W1, This is the aim of Exercise 3.2 of Chapter 3. Consequently,
the above supplies the first part of the proof.
Let us now show the converse. We suppose that the infimum
inf  J(v)
vEWS P (£2)
is reached at u. The functional J is well defined on WP(£2). By expressing
it in terms of [lu|b and ||[Vul|) and using Holder’s formula, we see that it is
continuous on WO1 P(2). It is convex, because the first term involves integration
and the composition of V, which is linear, and the convex function ¢ — tP.

For the coercivity, we again use Holder’s formula and Proposition 5.55. Let
us show that Jy : u — [, [Vu(x)[Pdz is Gateaux-differentiable with

(T (u), ) = p /Q VulP~2(2)Vau(z) - Vo(z)dz.

We proceed as in Example 5.20. By the mean value theorem, we know that
for almost all x € (2 and for all ¢ > 0, there exists a function 6 with values in
10, 1] such that we can write

(5.57)  |Vu+tVo)(z)|P — |Vu(z)[P — tp|Vu(z)[P~*Vu(z) - Vu(z)
= tp|Vu(x) + 0(t, 2)tVo(z)) [P~ (Vu(z) + 0(t, 2)tVu(z)) - Vou(z)
— tp|Vu(x)[P2Vu(z) - Vo(z).

Dividing by ¢, we find that for almost all z,

i V(@ + ) (@) = |Vu(@)]” — tp|Vu(@)[P~*Vu(z) - Vo(z)
t—0 t

=0.

We can also bound the right-hand side of equality (5.57) divided by ¢ from
above by h(z) = 2|Vu(x)|(Vu(x)|+|Vu(z)|P~L. Next, using Holder’s inequal-
ity, we have

|8l < CIVolly(IVullp™ + [Voll5™).
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We can therefore apply the dominated convergence theorem and conclude that

(7] () / VP 2(2)Vu(z) - Vo(z)dz

The second term of J is also G-differentiable, as shown in Example 5.20.
Taking this into account, we can write

(J'(u),v) = /Q |Vu|P~2(2) Vu(z) - Vo(z)dz

A /Q P2 () de — /Q F@)o(2)dz

In particular, using this equality when v belongs to D({2), which is dense in
WO1 P(£2), we deduce the following characterization of the minimum w of J:

- div(|vu|P*2vu) S AP — f =0,

with u € WP (). O

Remark 5.58. The above holds for any A > 0. It still holds when f is a
function belonging to LNP/(NP=N+p) if 5, < N belonging to L'(£2) if p > N,
or belonging to L'*¢ for some ¢ > 0 if p = N.

It sufﬁces to see that in each of these cases, we can define the integral
Jof x)dx when u € W0 P (£2), which follows from the Sobolev embedding
theorem of Chapter 2. We leave the details to the reader.

5.8.3 Uniqueness

Theorem 5.59. The solution of the problem [Lapl is unique.

Proof of Theorem 5.59.

Consider two solutions u; and us. For the sake of simplicity, we use the
notation o; = (|[Vu;[P~2Vu;) for i = 1,2. Taking the difference of the two
associated equations, multiplying by (u; — ug), and integrating over 2, we
obtain
(5.60)

—div(oy — o2) - (ug —ug)dz + /\/ (Jur [P~ 2u1 — uz|P~2ug) (ug — ug)dz = 0.

[0 Q
Let us consider the signs of the integrants.

Let X and Y be vectors in R, For p > 1, we expand the scalar product
UX,Y)= (| X|P2X — |Y|P72Y) - (X —Y). Using X - Y < |X||Y], we have
UX,Y) 2 |X[P+|Y]P— (| X[P~2 4 [Y[P72)|X]||Y], that is,

UXY) = (|XP~ = [YP) (X - Y]) >0
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This result also holds for the scalars X = uy(z) and Y = ug(x), where x € £2.
Consequently, (Ju1(x)[P~%u1(x) — |ua(2)|P~2uz(x))(u1(z) — uz(x)) > 0, which
means that the second integral in (5.60) is positive. Using the generalized
Green’s formula and the equality vo(u1 — u2) = 0, we transform the first
integral into

/ (|Vu1|p72Vu1 — |Vu2|p72Vu2) . (Vul — Vug)dx.
Q

The relation U(Vuq(z), Vua(z)) > 0 implies that if A # 0, then almost every-
where on 2, we have

up(x) = uz(x) and Vuy(z) = Vua(x).

If A =0, then the single conclusion Vu; = Vus suffices to prove that u; = us
on {2, since u; = ug = 0 on the boundary 0f2. The uniqueness follows. O

In the appendix, we establish certain results concerning the regularity of
the solution of the p-Laplacian problem, using, in particular, a priori error
estimates.

5.9 Maximum Principles for Elliptic PDE

We recall the classical maximum principle. A nonconstant function u that is
harmonic on a bounded connected subset £2 of RY and extends to a continuous
function on {2 reaches its maximum and minimum on the boundary 942. This
corresponds to saying that if u(z) > m on 942, then u(xz) > m in (2. Using
u—m, we reduce the problem to studying the sign of a solution of a PDE based
on the sign of its trace on 9f2. Let us add, however, that this technique only
works for linear PDE. Below, we study principles of the same type that can
be associated with solutions of elliptic PDE, which generalize the harmonic
functions in the classical case.

5.9.1 Weak Maximum Principle

The Solution of [’Dir]i - In this subsection, {2 denotes a bounded domain
of class C' in RY. Let us recall the definition of the first eigenvalue of the
operator — div(A(x)Vu) on H}(£2).

As in Subsection 5.3.5, we study [Dz'r]gh_ - Using the inequality defining
the uniform ellipticity of A, we find that the real number

A= inf { /Q A(z)(Vu(a:))~Vu(z)da:},

{ueH(2)||ul2=1}
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is positive and is the smallest eigenvalue of the operator —div(A(Vu)) on
HL().

Theorem 5.61. Let A be a real number satisfying 0 < A < Ay and let f >0
in 2. Let u € H'(£2) be the solution of the problem

—div(A(z)Vu) — du=f in (2.
Then if u > 0 on 012, we also have v > 0 in 2.

Proof of Theorem 5.61. We use the following result on the positive and neg-
ative parts of the functions in WP,

Lemma 5.62. Let u € WHP(02) and let H denote the Heaviside step function

satisfying
1 ifz >0,
Hiz) = if x
0 ifx<0.

Then u™,u~,|ul € WHP(£2) and

V(u™) = H(u)Vu,
V(u~) = —H(—u)Vu,
Viu| = Vu (H(u) — H(—u)).

Proof of Lemma 5.62 (see also [10] or [41]). Clearly, it suffices to show the
result for p = 1. Indeed, if p > 1, then for every open set {27 with compact
closure in 2, we have Vu € L'(§2;), whence V(ut) = H(u)Vu. This equality
proves that for arbitrary (2, the distributional gradient V(u™) belongs to
Lr ().

Let j. be the function on R defined by

VE>0, jo(t)=(2+t)Y2—¢ and Vt<0, j.(t)=0.

We can easily see that j. converges uniformly to j(t) = ¢* and that j.(t)
converges to H (t) for every t. Let u € L{ (§2). By the dominated convergence
theorem, j(u) converges to j(u) = u™ in L] (£2).

Furthermore, for almost all x in 2, V(j.(u)) = (¢2 +u?)~/?(u*Vu) con-
verges to H(u)Vu and is dominated by |Vu|. We deduce that in L*(£2),

611_1%V (Je(w)) = H(u)Vu.

The conjunction of these two results implies that H(u) € W and VH (u) =
H(u)Vu. Since u~ = (—u)™, we also have V(u™) = H(—u)V(—u). O
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We return to the proof of Theorem 5.61. We multiply the equation in
Theorem 5.61 by w™. Since f > 0 in {2, we obtain

/Q — div(AVa)(2)u~ (z)dz — / Mu(z)u~ (z)dx = / fla >0.

Moreover, since u~ = 0 on 9f2, Green’s formula gives

/ —div(AVu)(z)u™ (z)dx = / A(x)Vu(z) - V(u™)dx.
I7) f?)

Now,
/ A(x)Vu(z) - Vu~ (x)dx = —/ A(x)Vu™ (z) - Vu™ (z)dz.
Q Q

Hence, using [, f(z)u™ (z)dz > 0, we have

/A Wu~(z) - Vu™ (x )+/\/(u_)2(x)dx>0.

i)

From this, we deduce that
/ A(z)Vu™ (z) - Vu~ (z)dr < Nu™ %,

which contradicts the definition of A\; unless u~ = 0. It follows that u > 0
in £2. O

Of course, the linearity of the equation allows us to show that if f < 0
then u < 0 in (2 if it is < 0 on the boundary of (2.

We will see the strong maximum principle later. In a more general form,
it is due to Vazquez. It states that if u is a solution > 0 of the inequality
—div(A(z)Vu) > 0, then in each of the connected components of 2, u is
either identically zero or positive.

The reader can consult [34] and [57] for more general maximum principles.

The Solution of [Lap]’.
Theorem 5.63. Let A > 0. If u is the solution of

—div(|Vu|P72Vu) + Mu[P~?u = f,
f>=0i4n 2, and u > 0 on the boundary of 2, then u > 0 in {2.

Proof of Theorem 5.63. As before, we multiply by u~, giving

(5.64) /QDVUV’_QVUV(u_) +)\\u|p_2u(u_)]dx = /Qf(x)(u
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We have two integrals of nonpositive functions on the left-hand side and one
integral of a nonnegative function on the right-hand side. From this, we deduce

that
7/ |Vu_|pdz—)\/(u_)pdx:/ fu dz,
2 2 [0}

which implies that
[Vu™ [P+ A(u™)? = 0.

Since A > 0, it follows that V(u™) = 0 and therefore u~ = 0 because this
already holds on the boundary 9f2. O

In Example 5.82, we show the existence of a first eigenvalue, as we did in
the Laplacian case. For A greater than the opposite of the first eigenvalue, the
result remains true (cf. [17]).

The following theorem generalizes the maximum principle to a statement
concerning the sign of the difference u; — us of two solutions of the PDE
under consideration. We do not need this result when the equation is linear
as in the previous section, because the difference of the two solutions is then a
solution of the homogeneous equation and we can apply the classical maximum
principle.

Comparison of Two Solutions in the Case of Nonlinear Equations.

Theorem 5.65. Let A > 0. Consider functions uy and ug satisfying
— div(|Vu; P72 V) + Nwi [P 2u; = fi.
If fi>fo in £ and uy Zus on 392, then we have uy >us in §2.

Remark 5.66. In contrast to the Laplacian case, this result cannot be de-
duced from the maximum principle, since the equation is not linear. We note
that the comparison principle is the key argument for Vazquez’s strong max-
imum principle, which we present in the next section. In the case A > —Aq,
where \; is the first eigenvalue, this comparison result still holds but is more
delicate to prove (cf. [17]).

Proof of Theorem 5.65. We multiply the difference of the equations for u; and
ug by (ug —u1)™, integrate over 982, and use that the boundary term is zero
to obtain

/ <|VU1‘p72VU1 — ‘VUQ|p72VU2> . V((U2 — U1)+)
2
+ )\/ (Jur [P~ %ur — |ua|P~us) ((us — ur)™)
2

- / (o — ) (2 — un)*).
2
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It follows that the first integral is nonnegative. Now, by the properties of the
gradient of (us —u1)™ we saw earlier, we have

(|Vu1|p*2Vu1 — |VU2‘p72VUQ) . V((UQ — u1)+)
= —H(’LLQ — ul)(|Vu1|p_2Vu1 — ‘VU2|p_2VUQ) . (Vu1 — VUQ),

which is nonpositive. Since it vanishes if and only if V((uz — u1)™) = 0, the
previous equality implies that (ug — u1)* = cte and therefore that us < ug
because (up — u1)" vanishes on the boundary. O

We can generalize this comparison result as follows.

Theorem 5.67. Let B be a continuous nondecreasing function on R. Let uq
and us satisfy
— div(|Vu; [P V) + B(us) = fi.

Then if f1 = fo in 2 and w1 >us on 082, we have uy >us in §2.

Proof. The proof is the same as the previous one. a

5.9.2 Strong Maximum Principle

Strong Mazimum Principle for the Laplacian. We begin by recalling a result
that is certainly well known to a reader who is familiar with the theory of
harmonic functions, at least in the case N = 2.

Proposition 5.68. If u is nonnegative and of class C?> and if Au = 0 in a
domain (2, then either u is identically zero or u > 0 in (2.

Proof of Proposition 5.68. Indeed, the set of points Z where u = 0 is closed
because u is continuous. Let us show that it is also open. Let zo € Z and
r > 0 be such that the ball of radius » with center zq is contained in {2. For
every € < r, the mean value property for harmonic functions (cf. Exercise 7.2
of Chapter 7) gives

1
—_— u(s)ds,
wy_1eN -1 /<93(x0,s) (s)

where wy_1 is the (N — 1)-dimensional surface measure of the unit sphere
in RV, In particular, since u > 0, the continuity of v implies that u = 0 on the
boundary 0B(xg, ). Since this property holds for every e € |0, r[, we deduce

0 =u(xg) =

that v = 0 in B(xg, r). Consequently, the set Z is open. Since the open set {2
is connected, it follows that either Z = @ or Z = (2, concluding the proof. O
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We now set out to obtain the same property for a function u that is
continuous and superharmonic in (2. The latter means that —Awu > 0 in 2.
Before we do this, we need to describe the solutions of class C? of the Dirichlet
problem explicitly when the boundary function is continuous. We will then use
the expression specifying these solutions in an argument involving comparison,
in order to obtain the positivity of the superharmonic function.

We first recall the existence and uniqueness result for this so-called classical
Dirichlet problem, classical in the sense that the solutions must be of class C?
in the open set under consideration. The proof of this result when the open
set is the unit ball B = B(0,1) is given in Exercise 7.5. We use the Poisson
kernel (s,z) — p(s,z) for B, which for s € 9B and x € B is defined by

1 1—z?
wy_1 |z — sV’

p(s,z) =
For a function f that is continuous on 9B, the function P f defined by

Ve eRY, |z|<1 = Pf(z)= f(s)p(s,x)ds
oB
is harmonic on the ball B and admits a continuous extension to the boundary
that is identical to f.

Remark 5.69. Using the maximum principle, we can see that the function
Pf is the unique solution of class C? of the Dirichlet problem associated with
the continuous boundary condition f.

Remark 5.70. Using a translation and a homothety, we can easily deduce
the solution of the classical Dirichlet problem, namely

1
Pf(z 27/ flzo+rs
) 2N Ja(B(zo1)) ( )|

wN_1 (x — xg) — rs|V

2 o2
r |z — xo] ds

for the ball B(zg,r) from the previous result.

Let us now compare the classical solution given above, which is of class C2,
to the solution of the variational problem on the ball B when the boundary
condition is continuous. We have the following result.

Proposition 5.71. Let v € C(OB) N HY?(0B). On the one hand, let u €
HY(B) be the solution of the problem [Dir]%’, whose Laplacian Au, taken in
the sense of distributions in B, is zero and satisfies uw = v on 0B. On the
other hand, let w be the C? solution defined by w = Pv, which is harmonic
in B and satisfies w =v on OB. Then w = u in B.
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Proof of Proposition 5.71.

By the density of the regular functions in C(9B) N H'/?(OB), there exists
a sequence {v,} in C*(dB) that converges in C(0B) N H'/?(0B) to the func-
tion v. Let us take such a sequence. Let Pv,, = w,, denote the image of v,, in B
under the Poisson operator and let wu, denote the solution in H'(B) of the
Dirichlet problem with boundary condition v,,, which, in particular, belongs
to H'/2(0B). Taking the variational form of the problem, this solution is the
minimum of

Pn= inf / |Vu(z)|* d.
u€H'(B)
u=v, on 0B

We will first show that wu,, is of class C*°, from which we will then deduce that
Up, = W

To see that u,, is of class C*°, we can use regularity results for the solution
of Au = 0 when the boundary function is of class C*°. Since the boundary
is C>, the right-hand side, which is zero, belongs to H*(B) for every integer k,
and the boundary condition v, belongs to H**1/2(9B), this regularity result
tells us that u, € H* for every k. It follows that wu,, is of class C*> in B and,
consequently, that u, = w,, in B.

Using the Poisson kernel, it is clear that w,, tends to w in C(B). Namely,
using the positivity of p and the equality fB(O,l) p(s)ds =1 (cf. Exercise 7.5),
this follows from the uniform convergence of v,, to v on 0B:

/GB p(s,z)|v(s) — v,(s)|ds — 0.

It remains to show that u,, tends to u, even if only in the sense of distributions.
We will in fact show it in the sense of strong convergence in H'. For this, we

show that the infimum )
inf = / |Vul?
u=v, ondB 2 B

of P, converges to inf P, which is defined to be

1
inf - / |Vul?.
u=vondB 2 B
Let u, realize the infimum of P,, then w, is clearly bounded in H'. To see
this, it suffices to consider a lifting V;, of v,, that is, an element of H'(B)

with trace v, on dB. By the continuity of the lifting map, there exists a C
such that, for every n € N,

IVallzr (syy < Cllvallgizas)-

Since the sequence {v,,} converges to v in H 1/2 we deduce from this that the
sequence {VV,,} is bounded in L?(B) by a constant K. For the minimum u,,
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of P,,, this gives
/ \Vun(:z:)|2dx</ |VV,(2)|%dr < K.
B B

Now, since the sequence {u,, } is bounded in H', we can extract a subsequence
that converges to a function u* € H' that equals v on the boundary. Finally,
by the lower semicontinuity, we have

[ 190 <t 7,2
B

It remains to show that lim inf P,, < inf P, from which we will deduce that u*
is a minimum for P. Let ¢ € H'(B) with ( = v on the boundary. We will show
that there exists a sequence {(, } € H'(B) with ¢,, = v,, on the boundary that
converges in H' to ¢. Indeed, by the continuity of the lifting of H'/2(0B) to
H(B), there exists a &, that tends to 0 in H' and equals v, — v on the
boundary. Let ¢, = &, + (. The sequence {(,} converges to ¢ in H'(B). If we
now take ¢ to realize the infimum of P, then for n sufficiently large,

infpng/ |V(n|? <infP +e.
B

As before, ||Vuy||2 converges to |[Vul|2, which implies the strong convergence
of u, to u in H', completing the proof. O

Let us now return to the positivity of the subharmonic functions.

Proposition 5.72. Let u be a nonnegative continuous function in H' that
satisfies the inequality Au < 0 in a connected open set §2; then either u > 0
i §2 or u is identically zero in {2.

Proof of Proposition 5.72. By Proposition 5.61, we already know that u > 0
in {2. It therefore suffices to show that if the set Z of points of {2 where u
vanishes is nonempty, then it is open.

Let zg satisty u(zg) = 0 and let ¢ < r with B(zg,r) C {2. Let v be the
C? solution of the Dirichlet problem in B(xg,e) with boundary condition on
0B(xg, ) equal to u, which is continuous by assumption. By expressing v using
the Poisson kernel, namely v = Pu, we see that it is continuous. Moreover,
by the weak maximum principle, it is nonnegative. By Proposition 5.68, v is
either positive in B(zg,¢) or identically zero. Furthermore, the comparison
principle implies that, since u = v on dB(zg,e) and —A(u — v) > 0, we have
u = v in B(xg,¢). In particular, 0 < v(zg) < u(xg) = 0, which implies that v
is identically zero on B(xg,¢) and, consequently, also on the boundary, where
it coincides with u. It follows that u = 0 on 0B(zg,¢). By letting ¢ tend
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to r, we see that u is identically zero on B(zg,r). The set Z is therefore both
open and closed. Using the connectedness of {2, we finally deduce the desired
result. O

Strong Mazimum Principle for More General Dirichlet Problems. We will now
show a simplified statement of the strong maximum principle for more general
operators than A.

Proposition 5.73. Let u be a solution of class C* of the inequality
—div(A(z)Vu) =20

in the bounded domain 2 in RN. If u > 0 in 2, then u is either identically
zero or positive in 2.

Proof of the proposition. Let us also note that if {2 were not connected, then
we would apply our reasoning to each of the connected components. We sup-
pose that there exist points m € {2 such that u(m) > 0 as well as points m’
such that u(m’) = 0. Then there exists a ball in {2 in which this same prop-
erty holds. If this were not the case, then given a ball B in {2, we would have
either u(z) > 0 at every point « € B or u(z) = 0 at every point x € B. The
union of the balls where the first holds is then an open set 27 and that of the
balls where the second holds is then an open set £2°. These sets are disjoint,
with union {2, contradicting the connectedness of (2. We may, and do, there-
fore assume that {2 = B is a ball. Hence there exist z(, and 27 in B such that
u(zy) = 0 and u(z1) > 0. By a similar reasoning using connectedness, we may,
and do, assume that x; is the center of the ball B, whence 2 = B(x1, R),
u(zy) > 0, and |z{, — 21| < R.

Let us first suppose that u is continuous. In this case, there exist balls
B(z1,r) in whose interior we have u(z) > 0. We have r < |z — xzp|. If we
set 11 = sup{r | Vo € B(x1,7), u(z) > 0}, then the boundary I} of the
ball B(z1,r1) contains at least one point zp such that u(xzg) = 0. If not, we
would be able to find neighborhoods of each of the points of '] in which u > 0,
and by extracting from these neighborhoods a finite cover of the boundary, we
would find a ball B(x1,r) with r > r; with the desired property, contradicting
the assumption on the supremum.

Let us consider the annulus G = {z | r1/2 < |z — 21| < 71} in RY, on
which we have v > 0. Let my be defined by m; = inf{u(x) | |z — 21| = r1/2}.
By the continuity of u, we have m; > 0. Supposing that R > 3r1/2, we also
define the annulus G’ = {z | r1/2 < |z — 21| < 3r1/2}. The main idea of the
proof is as follows.
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Fig. 5.2. An argument used for the strong maximum principle. We have u(xo) = 0,
u(z1) > 0, and |zo — 1| = r1; G and G’ are the annuli with center ;.

We are going to construct a function v, v > 0 in G', that satisfies the
following conditions:

(%) VeeG, - div(A(x)V(u — v)) >0,
(%) Vo edG, v(z)<ulx).

By using the weak mazximum principle, we will see that w > v in the annu-
lus G', and therefore also in G. Supposing that u is of class C', we will obtain
the expected contradiction by considering the normal derivative at the point
g € 0G.

We therefore suppose that u is of class C' at xg. Let 0 < B < my.
We choose the number ¢ > 0 sufficiently large that the function v =
Be~clz=a1l _ g=clwo=a1]) " which vanishes at x, satisfies the conditions ()
and (x%) stated above.

On the sphere S; = {|z—x1| = r1/2}, we have v = B(e="/2 —e="1) < B,
whence v < u on S; because < my. On the sphere So = {|x — x| = 3r1/2},
we have v = B(e™3"1/2 — ¢=¢"1) < 0, whence v < u also holds on Sy because
u = 0 on this sphere. We deduce condition (#*) from this, that is, v < u on
oG'.

For condition (x), we set f(z) = e~ “l*=%1 and begin by computing V.
From this we deduce div(A(x)Vv), which is none other than §div(A(z)Vf).

We have 0; f(z) = —cf(z)(x — x1);/|zr — 21| and then

div(A(z)Vf) = —cmfi—x;ll {Z 9; (Az‘j(x)(ﬂf - ﬂfl)j)}

C c

+ f@)( J{(A@) @ —21), (@ = 21))

=-V+U.

lz— 212 |z —x1]?
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In U, the term between the parentheses, which we can also write as
[c/|z — z1]?](c|x — 21| — 1), is positive if ¢ > 2/r1. Under this condition, the
uniform ellipticity of A implies that U(x) > 0 in G’, giving the lower bound

U(z) > af(x) [62 — 2£],
1
where « is the ellipticity constant of A.
By expanding the derivative in the first term —V, which is negative, we
see that V < ¢f (2)(]|VAl|oo + N||Alloo/71). Summarizing, we have

Av(A@T) > pee 72~ 2) = (19a) + T2,

Therefore there exist values of ¢ that are sufficiently large that
div(A(x)Vv) = 0 on G’, thus giving condition (x).

Since — div(A(x)Vu) > 0, we have — div(A(x)V(u — v)) > 0. We apply
the weak maximum principle (cf. Theorem 5.61) to this situation and deduce
that v > v in G’, and therefore also in G. In particular, at the point xy, we
know that v(zo) = u(wo) = 0. Let 77 = (20 — 1)/|z0 — 21| be the outward-
pointing normal to the boundary of G at xg. For h > 0 sufficiently small, we
have

w(wg —h7) —u(zo) = v(zg — h) — v(x).

Applying the mean value theorem to the right-hand side of the inequality
gives
u(zo — h) — u(zo) > Beh.

Dividing by —h and letting h tend to 0, we obtain
Ozu < —fc <0,

which contradict the fact that the C! function u takes on its minimum at the
point xg. O

The Strong Mazimum Principle for the p-Laplacian. The previous result is
called the strong maximum principle and is due to Vazquez [74]. More gener-
ally, Vazquez’s strong maximum principle can be applied to equations related
to the p-Laplacian. As above, its proof is based on the local comparison to a
positive sub-solution. This phenomenon moreover generalizes to other types
of operators.

Let us take a continuous function 3 that is nondecreasing on [0, +-00], such
that 5(0) = 0, and satisfies the condition

71 d
(5.74) 3, >0, /O W = .
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We let j(s) = [, B(t)dt and note that

gﬁ(s/2) < j(s) < sB(s),

so that condition (5.74) can be written as

o ds

Theorem 5.76. Let 8 be a continuous nondecreasing function with 5(0)=0
that satisfies condition (5.74). Let u € C1(§2) be a nonnegative bounded solu-
tion of the inequality

—Apu+B(u) =0

in the bounded domain §2. Then u is either identically zero or positive in (2.

Remark 5.77. A solution of the inequality of the theorem is called a super-
solution of the PDE —Aju + B(u) = 0. In most cases, we use the principle
stated in the theorem for solutions of the equation and not only for superso-
lutions. When it is stated for a solution, the continuous differentiability and
boundedness conditions on © may in general be omitted because of regularity
results for solutions of elliptic PDE that ensures us that u is bounded and C*.

For this matter, the reader can consult the introduction to the appendix
and the partial results that are established there. For the proofs of the full
results concerning the C! regularity, one can read Evans [31], Moser [52],
Tolksdorff [72], Lewis [46], or Di Benedetto [27].

Proof of Theorem 5.76. We repeat the first part of the previous proof, replac-
ing r1 by r. Let us consider the annulus G = {z | /2 < |z — 21| < r}, on
which u > 0. We set m; = inf{u(z) | |z — z1| = r/2} > 0. Since the structure
of the proof is the same as in that of the previous proposition, we are going
to construct a suitable solution of —Ayu + F(u) < 0, that is, a subsolution.
We begin with the following result.

Lemma 5.78. Let kq, ko, 1, and m1 be positive real numbers, let p > 1, and
let 8 be an nondecreasing function with 8(0) = 0. Then there exists a unique
function v = v(r, ki, ko, 71,m1) of class C* on [0,71] satisfying

d
A Tp20) = P2 + ko),

v(0) = 0, and v(ry) = my. Moreover, v > 0, v/ > 0, and 0 < v < my on
]O7T1['
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Proof of Lemma 5.78. In this proof, we set
W* ={ue W(0,r1]) | u(0) = 0, u(ri) = mi},

and we consider the variational problem associated with

1 " / k " k
inf {— v'|P(s)e” " ¥ds + k i(v)(s)e™ 15d8}.
nt {0 [ et eds ek [0
Since exp(—k18) > exp(—kir1) and j > 0, we can easily verify the conditions
of Theorem 5.25 for the closed convex set W* in the reflexive separable space
W1P(]0,r1[) with p > 1. Moreover, the functional v +— J(v), whose mini-
mization was the aim of the previous problem, is G-differentiable. By using
the expression of the derivative of the functional u — 1/p [, [Vu(z)[Pdz ob-
tained in Proposition 5.53, we find that the derivative J'(v) equals the linear
functional

(), ) = / TP (! () - e (8)ds + / " B(0)(s)e 1o p(s)ds.

The derivative at the point v is therefore

T(v) = — Lfs (1017720 ] = Ko/ [P=20" m(v)] e,

Since W* is an affine space, the equation J'(v) = 0 supplies the solution of
the problem, namely

(5.79) d% [|v’|1’*2u’} =k [V P72 + ko B(v).

Let us multiply this equation by v~ exp(—k1s) and proceed as in Theorem
5.61. Since v~ =0 at 0 and at 7, integration gives

/ exp(—Fkis) {|v’|p_21/} (v7)'ds + ko / B(v)v~ exp(—k1s)ds = 0,
0 0
which can also be written as
—/ exp(—k18)|(v™)|Pds + k‘g/ Bw)(s)v~(s) exp(—kis) = 0.
0 0

We have S(v)v™ < 0 because § is nondecreasing. The negativity of the integral
of the first term therefore implies that v~ = 0. Consequently, since v(0) = 0,
we have v~ = 0, or, in other words, v > 0.

Furthermore, since kaf8(v) > 0, the equation (5.79) implies that the func-
tion |v'|P~2v" exp(—kis) is nondecreasing, and therefore that v is nondecreas-
ing. Since v(0) = 0 and v > 0, we have v'(0) > 0, and since v’ is nondecreasing,

we find that v'(r) > 0 on [0, r1].
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Let us now show that v > 0 and v" > 0 on ]0,71]. Let ro be the largest r
in |0, r1[ for which v(r) = 0. We wish to show that o = 0. We have v' > 0 on
|70, r1] since otherwise there would exist an r € Jrg, [ with v'(r) = 0. Since v’
is nondecreasing, we then have v/ = 0 on [rg, r1] and therefore v(r1) = 0, which
contradicts the fact that rq is the greatest zero of v.

The function v is therefore bijective from [rg,r1] into [0, m1]. We have

(¢ m 1
(*) /TO Wdt—/o st — 4o00.
Let w = (v)? and a = p/(p — 1), so that
(exp(—aki7)w)" = exp(—akir)(—akiw + p(v')P~ "),
Now, since v" > 0, we can write equation (5.79) as
(p—1)()P~ 20" — k()P = ke B(v).

The choice of a therefore implies that

(exp(—aklr)w)’ _ aexp(—aklr) |:—]€1’LU + (p _ 1)(vl)p—1v//
= aks exp(—a,klr)ﬁ(v)v’.

Let us assume that v'(rg) = 0. Then, by integrating this expression from r
to r, using the upper bound 1 for the exponential expression and the inequality
j(v(ro)) = 0, we obtain

exp(—akir)(v')P(r) = akg/ exp(—aky1s)B(v)(s)v'(s)ds < akaj(v)(r).
To

From this, we deduce that (v/())((j(v)(r))~*/? < (aky exp(akir))'/P. This ex-
pression is bounded on [rg, 1], which implies that the integral of the left-hand
side is finite, in contradiction to (x). By continuity, there exists a neighbor-
hood of rg, namely [rg — a, 79[, on which v > 0. Therefore if ry > 0, we have
the inequality v(s) < 0 on this interval, once more giving a contradiction. We
conclude that rg = 0 and v'(0) > 0. O

Let us conclude the proof of the theorem. We apply the lemma with the
function
u(x) =v(r — |z —x1|, k1, 1,7/2,mq)

on the annulus G. We first compute A, f for a function f that is radial in RY.
The gradient satisfies 0; f = x; f'(r)/r, whence |V f| = | f/(r)|. The p-Laplacian
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is then

Ap<f>=div(|VfP-QVf)=i[ o (15 mp )]

3
r
1

N o2 1p—2 ¢! 1np—2 ¢ N
1
d

/\p—2 g/
gy v - L

It follows that J N1
AA:— Hp—=2,1 ; /\p—2 /.
it = 2]+
Consequently, by taking k; > 2(N —1)/r, since ko = 1, the resulting func-
tion % is the desired subsolution satisfying

(5.80) — A u+ B <0
Moreover, we have ©(0) = 0 by construction, so that u > @ on the sphere
|z — 21| = 7 and @(x) = m; < u(x) on the sphere | — 21| = r/2. Let us apply

Theorem 5.67 to the two equations

~

—Apu+Bu)=f>20 and —Au+pE) =f<0

in G, with f > fand u > u on OG. We conclude that v > u in G.
Let us finish our proof by contradiction. Since v'(0) > 0, we have

1
lim —u(zg+ h(z1 —x0) = lim v'(ry) = v'(0) > 0.
h—0,h>0 7, —0

This result contradicts the fact that Vu(xo) = 0 because the minimum is
reached at x¢ and u is of class C'. Consequently, v cannot take its minimum
in £2. a

Hopf Principle. Let us also suppose that v > 0 is a solution of
—Apu+B(u) 20, u=0ondfN

in C'(2). The Hopf principle then gives us information on the sign of the
normal derivatives on the boundary 942, namely

Ve of, %(m) < 0.

Theorem 5.81. Let xg € 92 be such that there exists an xv1 € {2 with
OB(x1, |21 — mo|) N D2 = {xo}. Let 7 be the outward-pointing normal to 912
at xo. Then, under the previous assumptions, there exists a v > 0 such that
Im =)
r—xo,cEB (QCO - l‘) .
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Proof of Theorem 5.81.

Indeed, let zp € 92 and consider a sphere B(z1,|z1 — xo|) in 2
with dB(z1,|r1 — xol) N 02 = {xo}. By the previous result, we know
that v > 0 in B(xi,|rg — x1|). Moreover, taking the definitions of
G={x € B||x—x1| = |ro — x1|/2}, v, and U as before, we have

uzu, v=v(0)>0,

u(zg + h(z1 — x0))
haﬂ>0 h

> v'(0). O

Example 5.82 (of an application). Let A\; be the first eigenvalue of the
p-Laplacian, that is,

A1 = inf {/ |Vu|p(:c)dx}.
uEW, P (£2) ?]
llull,=1

We can easily see that the infimum A; is reached and that there exists a
nonnegative solution, which satisfies the PDE

—Apu = i |ulP~?u.

In particular, —A,u > 0 and u > 0. Admitting that this u is C' (see the intro-
duction of this chapter and that of the appendix) and applying the previous
theorem with g = 0, we find that u > 0 in £2.

5.10 Coercive Problems on Nonreflexive Spaces

5.10.1 A Typical Problem and Calculus of Variations

Given a bounded open set 2 in RY of class C! and f € L™ (2), we consider
the variational problem associated with

(5.83) inf { |[Vu|de — | fu dm}.
weWy(2) Y0 n

J(u):/Q|Vu|—/qu

is convex and well defined, owing to the Sobolev embeddings. It cannot be
coercive, because the terms [, |Vu| and [, fu have similar growth and can
therefore not cancel each other out. Let C' be a constant such that

The functional

Vu e WL flull s < c/ V| (2)d,
2
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and let us assume that || f||,~ (o) < 1/C. The functional .J is then coercive on
whi().

Having taken care of this first difficulty, we note that since the space W'!
is not coercive, the minimizing sequence for (5.83), which is bounded in W!
if we assume that [|f|[;vo) < 1/C, is not necessarily relatively compact
in Wb, However, it it relatively compact in BV (§2) for the weak topology
(Chapter 6). This latter space consists of the functions u in L'(§2) for which
Vu belongs to the space of bounded measures M*(2). We therefore need to
extend the definition of the infimum in (5.83). Let us consider

(5.84) UEBII‘}E(Q){/Q|V’LL|d$—/qud$}.

For the moment, we admit the following density result that we will prove in
Chapter 6:

If w € BV () satisfies u = 0 on 02, in other words, if u belongs to
BVo(£2), then there exists a sequence {u,} in WHY(2) with u, = u = 0
on 082 such that

/ [V —>/ [Vau| and  [Jup — ullpv/v—1 (o) — 0.
0 0
This result implies that

inf(5.83) = inf(5.84).

To conclude we only need to show the existence of a solution in BV of the
problem associated with (5.84). Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence, which
consequently is bounded in BV (£2). We can extract a subsequence that con-
verges weakly in BV (§2), strongly in all the LY with ¢ < N/(N —1), and
weakly in LY/ (N=1) (). By the lower semicontinuity of the integral over an
open set of a measure that is nonnegative for the vague topology, we have

/ |[Vu| < lim |Vun\( Ydz.

n—oo

By the weak convergence of {u,} to u in LN/(N_U(Q)7 we also have

The only delicate point concerns the behavior of the limit of {u,} on the
boundary. In Chapter 6, we will see that the trace map on BV is not weakly
continuous. To compensate for this difficulty, we introduce that so-called re-
laxzed problem, which is associated with

(5.85) uejignvf(m{/gwuw/m |u|—/ﬂfu}.
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Note that we have
inf(5.85) = inf(5.84)

by the density theorem for the inclusion of W11(2) in BV (£2) (cf. Theorem
6.56 of Chapter 6).

We will now show that the problem associated with (5.85) admits a solu-
tion. Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence for (5.84). Our previous results show
that {w,} is bounded in BV ({2). Defining u,, as the extension of u, by 0
outside of £2, we have u,, € BV (RY) with

V(un) = Vunxe + (0 — uy)dog.
From this, we deduce that
|van| = |VU7L‘X_Q + |un‘66!2-

If {u,} converges weakly to u in BV ({2), then w, converges weakly to an
element v of BV (RY). We must then have v = 0 in the complement of {2
and v = u in 2. In particular, Vv = Vuyxg + (0 — u)dggn. By the weak lower
semicontinuity, we have

/ |W|—/ fo < lim |van|f/ fun
RN (9] n—oo JRN 2

because [, fu, converges to [, fu. Consequently,
/ IVl +/ ul— [ fu<inf(5.85),
17} o0 I7)

and therefore, u is the solution of the problem associated with (5.85).

5.11 Minimal Surfaces

5.11.1 Presentation of the Problem

We can describe the problem of minimal surfaces as follows. Consider the set of
C! scalar functions u on a bounded domain (2 in RY that satisfy u = g on 942
for a given g € L1(062). We are looking for an element u of this set such that
the hypersurface with Cartesian equation (z1,...,2y-1,u(21,...,2x—_1)) has
a minimal NV — 1-dimensional surface area.
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Variational Formulation of the Problem. This corresponds to determining a

function u where
inf {/ \/1—|—|Vu|2(x)dx}
u€e? 0
u=gon o2

is reached. The question mark denotes a space in which all quantities that are
involved are well defined. We will first define a suitable space. Note that if g
is a constant, then the unique solution of the problem is given by u = cte,
which corresponds to a plane surface. In that case, we of course find that the
infimum equals |£2|. By the trace theorem, since the function g belongs to the
trace space vo(Wh1), we see that W11(£2) is a “minimal” space on which all
quantities are well defined. We therefore wish to determine a function v where

inf {/ V14 |Vul?(x) dm}
ueWb1(92) (e}
u=gon o2

is reached.

Transformation of the Problem. Below, we propose to replace the previous
problem by an equivalent so-called relaxed problem that consists of a mini-
mization on BV (£2).

Because it is not reflexive, we replace the space W11(2) by BV (§2). Its
definition and main properties are studied in Chapter 6.

In order to show the existence of a solution, let us start by reasoning as in
the case of a reflexive space. It is clear that the infimum is > 1, hence positive,
and that the functional J is convex. The functional J is moreover coercive in
WhH1($2), by the Poincaré inequality. Indeed, let U in W1(2) be a lifting of
g € LY(092) in WH1(£2). Then v — U = 0 on 02, whence, by the Poincaré
inequality,

[V(u—=0U)llrr (@) 2 Cllu—Ullwiie)

The coercivity of J(u) follows because

J(u) = |[Vulr = [V(u =)L = VU]

> |
2 lu—Ullwrr = VU1 = [Jullwrr = 2[|U w1

Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence; it is bounded in W!(§2) and, con-
sequently, bounded in BV ({2). By Proposition 6.52 on the weak compactness
of bounded sequences in BV (£2), it follows that we can extract a subsequence
{ton)} from {u,} that converges weakly to an element v in BV (£2). This
means that

/ [tg(ny — ul(r)de — 0 and V¢ € C(2), (Vugnm)— Vu,p) — 0,
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where the last property expresses the vague convergence of Vug(,) to Vu.
However, as in the previous subsection, we do not necessarily have u = ¢
on 0f2.

We must therefore both extend the functional /1 + |Vul|? to the func-
tions in BV and compensate for the difficulty that we mentioned in Sub-
section 5.10.1. For the first problem, we use the theory of convex functions
of a measure, which we will develop in Chapter 6, for the bounded measure
pu = Vu (cf. Section 6.8 and in particular the example f(u) = /14 |pu|?,
which is worked out in detail). This function f admits an asymptotic func-
tion, namely lim;_, o f(tx)/t = |z|. It therefore follows from Chapter 6 that
if Vu = Vud® + Vu?® is the Lebesgue decomposition of the measure Vu, then
we can define f(Vu) (cf. Theorem 6.138) by

f(Vu) = /14 |[(Vu)2]2 + |Vu®|.

With this extension, the functional u — [, f(Vu) is lower semicontinuous for
the weak topology on BV (£2).

In order to solve the trace problem, we consider a function G € W (RV\ £2)
with trace g on J(RY \ §2). This extends u outside of (2, giving a function
with @ € BV (RY). Using Exercise 6.18 and the function f — 1 with value
zero for x = 0, we obtain

F(VI) = f(Vu)xo +|(u— G)T[doe + F(VG)xgy 5

Finally, we have the following density results. First, there exists a sequence
up € C(2)NWHL(Q2) such that u, — u in L1(£2) and

HWMH/M%/WM—JﬂW
(9] 0 0
(cf. Theorem 6.144). Second, if u € BV (£2) and g € L'(d12), then Remark

6.73 shows that there exists a sequence {u,, } in W1(§2) that converges weakly
to v in BV with

/ F(Vu,) — / f(Va) +/ lu—g|7.
0 Q o0
The first density result allows us to deduce that the infimum

inf \Y
uEér%/(.Q) /_Q f( U)
You=g

coincides with the corresponding infimum on W', where we maintain the
limit condition yyu = g.
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The second result allows us to show that these infima are also equal to

ueg\l/f(g){/g f(Vu)+ /arz [u = g|}.

This corresponds to the relaxed problem, for which we will now show the
existence of a solution.

5.11.2 Existence of a Solution

Let us fix an element G of WHL(RN < 2) with value g on 942. Let {u,} be
a minimizing sequence in W11(£2) with u,, = g on 9£2; then the extension
of u, by G € WHL(RYN \ 2) (which we take with compact support) belongs to
WLLRN). Tt is therefore bounded in W11 (RY). Consequently, we can extract
a subsequence that converges weakly to V € BV (R™). By construction, we
have V = G on RY ~ 2. Moreover, by the lower semicontinuity, we have

/RN (V14 |VV]2-1)
gli_m/(l(\/1+|Vun|2—1)+/ (V14 |VG]?-1).

RN 2
Let u be the restriction of V' to {2; then V = ux o + Gxp~ - Moreover, since
the jump when crossing the boundary 9f2 for V is g — u, we see that the
gradient satisfies

VV = Vuxa + (9 — u)dan T + VGxpn 5
Consequently, the relation

V14 |VV]2 =1+ |Vul?xa + 19— uldog + V14 |VGP xgv 5

gives
L WVIERVP-1) = [ (VI -1+ [ u-g
[ (VIR ).

because (G — u)dsg is singular (see Theorem 6.138 and Exercise 6.17).
We then deduce that

/ 1+|Vu|2+/ |u—g\<@/ V1+ |Vu,|?,
2 o 2

and therefore that u is a solution of the relaxed problem, in other words, of
the problem stated at the beginning. We do not treat the regularity of this
solution in this book. Interested readers can consult the book [35] and the
articles [33] and [61].
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Comments

The literature on subjects related to elliptic nonlinear partial differential equa-
tions is considerable. As a consequence, we can choose between many different
directions.

In some cases, the variational approach is not possible and we could expect
solutions in the sense of viscosity, as in the book by Barles [3] and the articles
by Berestycki, Capuzzo-Dolcetta and Nirenberg [4], Cabré and Caffarelli, [12],
and many other authors.

For recent work on the different maximum principles, we mention, by way
of example, the articles by Grenon, Murat and Poretta [36], or Casado-Diaz,
Murat and Poretta [14].

For problems involving nonlinear terms with critical Sobolev exponent,
one may consult the articles by Demengel [18, 21, 20] and Demengel and
Hebey [24], the basic articles by P.-L. Lions on the concentration compactness
method [50, 51], and finally, the article by M. Struwe [66], which includes
methods for solving noncoercive variational problems using supersolutions
and subsolutions.

Finally, the book by Ferédéric Hélein [38] provides a complete overview of
harmonic maps between two Riemann varieties that is very pleasant to read.

5.12 Exercises for Chapter 5

Exercise 5.1 (Regularity of the Eigenfunctions of the Laplacian).
Show that if 2 is an open subset of RY of class C*, then every solution
u € H}(2) of —Au = Au, where ) is a real number, is C* in the interior
of (2.

Hints. By the regularity theorem (cf. Proposition 5.38), we have u € H?(£2) whence,
step by step, we obtain the implication

Yu, uwe€ H™2)=uec H"?).

Exercise 5.2 (Existence of a First Eigenvalue for the p-Laplacian).
Let p satisfy 1 < p < oo and let £2 be a bounded domain of class C* in R¥.

We consider
A1 = inf {/ |Vu(x)\pdx}.
weWyP(2) Vo

llullr=1

Prove that A\; > 0 and that the infimum is reached. Prove that a minimum u
satisfies
—Apu = i |ulP~2u.



5.12 Exercises for Chapter 5 287

Let i be a number such that there exists a v € Wol’p, v # 0, with —A,v =
w|v|[P~2v. Prove that g > ;. For p = 2, this corresponds to the first eigenvalue
of the Laplacian.
Hints. Use Proposition 5.55 (the Poincaré inequality) to deduce that, for a con-
stant C' given by this proposition, A1 > ((1 — C)/C)"/?.

Next, let {un} be a sequence of norm 1 such that ||[Vu, |5 — A1. Deduce the

existence of a subsequence that converges weakly to u in WP and strongly to u
in LP. In particular, ||u|l = 1. By the lower semicontinuity for the weak topology
of the seminorm, ||[Vul[p < A1. Conclude using [|[Vu||h > A1.

Use the inequality ||V (u+t@)||h = A1]ju+te||h for t € R and ¢ € D(£2) and the
mean value theorem (cf. for example Chapter 1) to show that

/ |Vul|Pdx +pt/ |Vul|P~>Vu - Vdz + o(t)
2 2
> A [ |ulPdx + Alpt/ [u|P " *updz + oft).
o) 17}
Since ||Vu||h = A1||ul|b, dividing by ¢ > 0 and letting ¢ tend to 0 gives

/ |VulP*Vu - Vdr > )\1/ lul? " updz.
e} 2

Conclude by replacing ¢ by —¢.

Let p be such that there exists a nonzero v € W(}’p with —Apv = plv|P~2v. By
the definition of A1, it suffices to multiply by v and integrate to obtain the stated
property, namely p > A;.

Exercise [++] 5.3 (Regularity of the Eigenfunctions of the Divergence
Operator).

Let 2 be an open subset of RV, Let A € C*(£2) with k > 1+ [N/2] be a sym-
metric uniformly elliptic matrix. Show that any solution u of div(A(z)Vu) =
A is of class C! in the interior of £2. Use induction to show that u € H{"F(£2).

Finally, use the Sobolev embeddings to deduce that u € Cllo’g for some a. De-
termine a explicitly.

Exercise [] 5.4 (Complements to the Strong Maximum Principle:
the Hopf Principle).

Let £2 be a domain in RY of class C! and let p > 1 be a real number. Suppose
that u is a solution of —A,u > 0 with u = 0 on 942, and that u is C! on £2.
Prove that on the boundary, we have

dm >0, Vo € 012, () < —m.

an
Exercise [x+] 5.5 (Simplicity of the First Eigenvalue of the Laplacian).

We use the notations of Subsection 5.3.4.

(1) Prove that —Ap = A1, where A is the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian
and ¢ belongs to H}(2), admits a solution.
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(2) Use the strong maximum principle to prove that ¢ > 0 in (2. Prove that
for every u and every v > 0 in H}(§2), we have Picone’s identity:

\Vul|? — V(u?/v) - Vv >0,

where equality holds if and only if there exists a A € R such that u = Av.
(3) Let u and v be nonnegative solution of

—Au=Mu and — Av= A\w.

Prove that v and v are proportional to each other. First use the Hopf
principle to establish the existence of an € > 0 such that v > ev in 2. From
this, deduce that u? /v belongs to HJ (£2). Next, multiply the equation in v
by u? /v, integrate, and use Picone’s identity to prove the desired result.

Hints.

(1) The function ¢ is the solution of the minimization associated with

inf / |Vu(z)|>dz
weH(2)J o
llull2=1

(cf. Exercise 5.1). The existence of a nonnegative solution results from the in-
equality |V|u|| < [Vul.
If ¢ > 0, then —Ayp > 0. Use Véazquez’s maximum principle with g = 0.

(2) Expand the left-hand side in Picone’s identity to obtain

\Y
|Vul? — 2%V - Vo + uQ—;} -Vu,
v v
which corresponds to
u
|Vu — —Vul?,
v
This expression is therefore nonnegative. Moreover, if it is everywhere zero, then
we have V(u/v) =0 in £2.
Conclude that u/v = cte, for a constant > 0.
(3) Since there exists a C' > 0 such that « < Cv on the boundary, we have u?/v €

Hy(02).
Multiplying the equation in v by u2/v and the equation in u by u gives

u2 2 ’LL2
)\1/ v—dx = /\1/ lu(z)] da::/ —Av—dzx
o v Q2 Q2 v
= / Vo - V(u® /v)dz < / |Vul>dz = A ||ul?,
Q fe)

so that the inequalities become equalities everywhere, giving u = Av.
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Exercise [*x] 5.6 (Simplicity of the First Eigenvalue of the
p-Laplacian).

Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C'. Show that if p > 1, u and v belong
to W, P(2) and satisfy v > 0 and v > 0, then we have the following form of
Picone’s identity, which generalizes that of the previous exercise:

[Vul? = V(u? [vP™1) - o(v) > 0,

where o(v) = |Vv|P~2Vv. Moreover, show that equality holds if and only if
U= Av.

Use the strong maximum principle and Picone’s identity to show that if u
and v are solutions of

—Apu = M|ulP2u,  —Ap = AP 2,

then there exists a A € R such that u = Av.

Hints. Expanding the above gives the convexity inequality
1|Vu|p—Vu~U(v)(E)p + (1— f)a(v) -Vv(g)p
p v p v

with equality if Vu = (u/v) Vv because of the strict convexity of z + |z|P. Conclude.
Multiply the equation in u by uw and the equation in v by w”/(vP~!). Since
uP /(vP~1) € Wy (by the Hopf principle), we have

p_ _ u—P — . u” < P _ P
w1 == [ At = [ o) 9(55) < [ var=a [,

so that the inequalities turn into equalities everywhere. In particular, in Picone’s
identity, this implies that u = Av.

WV

0,

Exercise [x+] 5.7 (Eigenfunctions of V? in HY).
Let £2 be a bounded domain of class C? in R"V. Recall that VVu is the vector
in RV’ with components J;;u and that

H3(2) = {ue L*(2,R) | Vu € L*(2,RN),
VVu € LX(2,RYY), ulog = du/dn|sn = 0}.

Consider the variational problem associated with

A= inf {/Qwvu(x)\?dx}.

u€HZ($2)
[Q |u|2d$:1

Prove that A > 0 and that this problem admits a unique solution. Prove that
if u is this solution, then A%u = Au.



290 5 Elliptic PDE: Variational Techniques

Hints. The value X is positive because of the following generalization of the Poincaré
inequality:
Vue Hi(2), |lull2 <C||VVuls.

Prove this by contradiction, using a sequence {un,} with ||[VVus|2 < 1/n|un2.
Divide by the norm +/||un||2 + ||Vunl||2 to obtain ||vn| g1 =1 and [|[VVu,|l2 < 1/n.

Extract a subsequence and use the compactness of the embedding of H? into H*
to prove the existence of a subsequence {v,} that converges strongly to v in H E
while {VVu,} converges weakly to VVwv. By the lower semicontinuity of the semi-
norm, we have VVv = 0. In particular, v is a linear polynomial. However, since
v =0 = 90v/On = 0 on 92, we must have v = 0, contradicting the equality
[v]|F2 = lim [[on]|7, = 1.

Next, let {v,} be a minimizing sequence for the value A. The sequence ||VVvg||2
is bounded, whence, by using Green’s formula and the equality d-v, = 0 on 0f2,
we have

1V0allf = | = [ 0ndiv(T,)] < oalla [V
2

which implies that v, is bounded in H'. Extract a subsequence that converges
weakly to v in H? and strongly in H!. The lower semicontinuity then gives
IVVo]2 < im ||[VVun|l2 = A and ||v]|2 = lim ||va]|2 = 1.
Now, v is the solution of the problem defining A. Let t € R™ and let ¢ € D(£2).
Write
IVV (u+ to)[|* = Alu + tel|*.

Using the notation VVu : VVp = Z - 0;5u0;5p, expanding gives
27:/9 VVu:VVe+OFt) > )\2t/g up + O(t%).
Integrating by parts then gives
Qt/Q(A2u)so > 2t)\/nu<p+0(t2),

from which the result follows by dividing by ¢ and setting ¢ = 0. Replace ¢ by —¢
to obtain the equality A%u = Au.

Indeed,
/aijuaijg(J:*/ @-jjua,-(p:/ aiijjuwz/ Azus@_
2 2 2 2

Exercise [+#] 5.8 (Eigenfunctions for A% — A).
Let £2 be a bounded domain of class C? in RY. We consider the variational
problem associated with

A= inf /|VVu|2 /\Vu|
u€Hg (£2) ﬂHz(Q)

fQ ‘ul =1

Show that this problem admits a solution and that the infimum is positive.
Show that a solution u satisfies
0%u

(5.86) A%y — Au = ), 52 —u=0on 002
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Hints. To show the positivity of the infimum, use the Poincaré inequality |jull2 <
C||Vul|2 if w = 0 on the boundary. For a reasoning by contradiction, assume that
the infimum is zero. Then there exists a sequence {un} such that |[|un|2 =1, upn =0
on the boundary, and ||un|l2 + ||VVun|2 < 1/n. Extracting a subsequence, we see
that {u,} converges strongly to u in H' with ||ullz = lim |jus|j2 = 1 and ||Vul|2 +
[VVull2 < 0 by the lower semicontinuity of the seminorm. Since u is zero on the
boundary, it follows that u = 0, contradicting ||u||2 = 1.
Show the existence of a solution in a similar manner. Use u + t and

/ IV (u+tp)]* + |[VV(u+tp)|* > )\/ (u+tp)*.
2 I

Expand to obtain
2t/ V- Vu+ 2t/ VVu:VVe+O(t) = /\Zt/ up + O(t7),
2 2 Q

with notation VVu : VVp = 37, - 0;udijp, as before. By the definition of A2y in
the sense of distributions, this gives

/AQuap—/Aucpz)\/ up,
Q Q Q

that is, the first equation in (5.86). Show the limit condition by taking ¢ in H? with
@ =0 on 02. This gives

/ VVu:VVp = —/ aijjuai<,0+/ 0ijud;pn
17} 7] 20

= / Diijup — / Oijjupn; + / Dijudipn;
2 o0 o0

:/ A2u<p+/ 0ijul;pn;
I7) o)

and / Vu-Vo=— [ Aup+0.
Q o)

Finally, use equation (5.86) to obtain [,,d;judipn; = 0. Note that On,u €
H™'2(00).

Recall that the surjectivity of the trace map we proved in Chapter 4 implies that
for every (0,v) € H/? x HY?(812), there exists a ¢ € H?(£2) such that ¢ = 0 on
082 and Onp = v on 9f2. Using the equality 9,0 = vn,; that holds on 942, deduce
that [, dijuvnin; = 0. This implies that 0%u/On? = 0 because v is arbitrary in

HY?(802).

Exercise [+x] 5.9 (Solving a PDE by a Variational Method).
Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C'. Consider the equation

—Au + |u|p72u = fa
u =0 on 912,

where f belongs to L?(§2), p is a real number satisfying 1 < p < 2N /(N — 2),
and p’ is the conjugate of p.
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(1) Prove the existence of a solution by considering the problem associated

with ) )
inf {—/ |Vu|2dx+—/ \u|pd:r—/ fudx}.
weH () |2 Jo pJa 0

(2) Prove that if f > 0 in £2, then every solution u of

—Au + |u[P~?u = f,
u=0 ondf

satisfies © > 0 in £2.

(3) Prove the uniqueness of the solution. If 2 is C2, then prove that if p <
2(N —1)/(N —2), then u € H?2. Moreover, if {2 is C3, then prove that
under this same condition on p, if f € H', then u € H>.

Hints. Under the given conditions, the functional stated in the problem is convex,
continuous, and coercive. By considering u + ty, it is clear that u satisfies

t/ Vu.vso+t/|u|”*2u<p—t/ fe+o(t)=0.
2 2 2

Use a classical argument to obtain the PDE.
For the uniqueness, take the difference of the equations in w1 and in w2, multiply
this by u1 — uz2, and integrate over (2. Applying Green’s formula then gives

[ 19 =)+ [ (™ = ) = ua) =
2 n

which implies that (|ui \P72u1 — \uz|p72u2)(u1 — u2) is nonnegative, whence ui = us.

Show that |u|?~?u € L?ifp < 2(N — 1)/(N — 2). Indeed, 2(p—1) < 2N /(N — 2).
Use Theorem 5.33 to deduce from this that u € H? because f — |u[P™?u € L?. Use
V(|uP72u) = (p — 1)|u|P"2Vu to show that if N > 4, then the inclusion u € H?
implies that u € LN/ =% and therefore u € LP~2N If N < 4, then the inclusion
in all L? gives the result. We conclude that |u|P~2u € H'. Hence, if f € H*, then
by Proposition 5.38, —Au € H!, so that u € H3.

To see that u > 0, multiply the equation by u~, which belongs to H}(£2). When
f = 0, this gives the inequality

—/ |Vu—\2—/ Iu_lp:/fu‘>0,
0 n 2

and therefore u~ = 0.

Exercise [«] 5.10 (Variational Problem and p-Laplacian with Con-
straint).

Let £2 be a bounded domain of class C' in RY. Let C be a Poincaré constant,
that is, a constant C' > 0 such that for every u € W, (£2), we have Jo IVulP >

Cf(z |u|P.



5.12 Exercises for Chapter 5 293

Let 0 < ¢ < C and let f be a continuous function that is nonnegative at
at least one point. For p < N and p < ¢ < p* = pN/(N — p), we consider the
problem associated with

inf { [Vul|P — c/ \u|p}.
uEW, P (£2) 7] 2

Jo F(@)|ul?(z)dz=1

(1) Prove that this problem admits a solution by noting that the functional
that we minimize is coercive. Prove that there exists a nonnegative solu-
tion and that a solution u satisfies the Euler equation

—Apu — clulP~2u = A flu|1 %y,

where A is a constant equal to the previous infimum.
(2) Use a suitable scalar to prove that the equation

—Apu—cupflzfuqfl, >0, andu=0 ondf?2

admits a solution.
(3) Write the equation as

—Apu+ || flloow?™ = (|| flloo + Flut™t +cu?! > 0.

Suppose that v is C' and use Vazquez’s strong maximum principle with
B(u) = || fllooud™! to deduce that u > 0 in §2.

Hints. The functional is coercive. It is not convex, but it is l.s.c.

Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence. It is bounded in W'P(£2), hence has a
subsequence that converges to u € I/VO1 P Use the weak lower semicontinuity of
the seminorm ||[Vu||, and the strong convergence in LY, which follows from the
compactness theorem in L9, to prove that [, f(z)lu(x)|? = 1. Consequently, u
realizes the infimum. Moreover, if u is a solution, then so is |u|, because the functional
is even.

Use the inequality

s> ([ rax )l + o) (@) dz) (),

where w is a solution, ¢ € D({2), and ¢ is sufficiently small that

[ F@)(futtol")dr £ 0.

The homogeneity ensures the existence of t. Expanding this, a classical computation
gives

J(u)+tp/ \Vu|p72Vu-Vapftcp/ [ul"~2up + oft)
7} 2

= (1419 /Q Flul"2up + o(6))"'*) I (u).
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Therefore, there exists a constant p > 0 such that

o7

—Apu — culP?u = pflu)?u

in £2. In order to obtain a solution when we replace u by 1, let v = ,ul/(pf‘“u.
Exercise [*+] 5.11 (The Equation —A,u + v?~! = 0 with a Neumann
Boundary Condition).

Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C' and let p > 1 be a real number.
Consider the problem associated with

M= inf /|wp /|u|p
weW P ()

fan |“| =1

Show that A; is nonnegative and that the infimum is reached. Show that there
exists a nonnegative solution and that such a solution satisfies

~Apu+uP" =0 in 02
and —o- T +MuP" =0 ondf,

with o - @ = ,u(|Vul[’~2). Suppose that u is C' on 2 and use the strong
maximum principle and Hopf principle to show that u > 0 on (2.

Hints. The continuity of the trace, namely ||you|lrra0) < C|lullwr.», implies that
the infimum is > 0. Moreover, the continuity of v for the weak topology on W1
implies that the infimum is reached. Indeed, if {u,} is a minimizing sequence with
INoun|lLra2) = 1, then it is bounded in W'P. By the lower semicontinuity, we
can extract a convergent subsequence, giving u, — u where u satisfies ||u|lyy1,, <
lim J(un). Consider u + ¢ with, in first instance, ¢ € D({2), to conclude that
—Apu + [ulP7?u = 0.
In the second instance, when ¢ € D(£2), use

{i IV(u+to)l5 + \|U+W||5} —0
dt fvo(u+to)lI7s 00 =0

which shows that
P / tVul"*Vu - Ve + pt / [ul”Pugp + / [Vul” + / [ul” + o(t)
I?) 7] 7] 7]
> M (1 + pt/ ulP 2 up + o(t)).
202

Use Green’s formula on the left-hand side, divide by t, and let ¢ tend to 0 to obtain

/ o-Hodr =X / |ulP g d.
00 CYe
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Exercise [¥] 5.12 (Variational Problem in W? with a Neumann
Boundary Condition).

Let £2 be a bounded domain of class C' and let f be a function that is con-
tinuous on 92 and admits at least one point where it is positive. We admit
that by the continuity of the trace map from WP to LP(912), there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that for u € WP(£2) we have

/ |Vu|p+/ |ulP 20/ lulP.
o o o0

Let g be a continuous function on 9f2 such that ||g||c < c. Finally, let p < N
and let ¢ < (N — 1)p/(N — p). We consider the problem associated with

inf {/ |Vu|p+/ |u\p+/ g|u|p}.
ueWhP(02) N n on
Jo Fluli=1

(1) Show that this problem admits a solution, and, moreover, that there exist
nonnegative solutions.
(2) Show that such a solution satisfies

~Apu+uP" =0 in 02
and o(u) -7 +guP™t = A\ fu?™t on 9.
Use multiplication by a scalar to show that
~Apu+uP ™t =0in 2 and o(u)- W4 guP~' = fud~! on 9N
admits a nonnegative solution.

Exercise 5.13 (Nonconvex Variational Problem).

Let £2 be a bounded domain of class C* in RY. Let p > 1, p < N, let k < p,
let ¢ < p* = Np/(N —p), and let f € L¥'(£2). We consider the variational
problem associated with

uevé?’f”m){% /Q [Vul = (/Q |“‘q)k/q - /9 fu}.

(1) Prove that the infimum is finite. After taking a minimizing sequence and
showing that it is bounded, extract a subsequence to deduce the existence
of a u that realizes the minimum.

(2) Give the differential equation verified by a solution u. Is it unique?
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Exercise [#] 5.14 (Variational Problem and Best Constant for a Crit-
ical Sobolev Embedding).

We admit that if p < NN, then there exists a best constant for the critical
Sobolev embedding on R,

K(N,p)? = inf / |Vul?,
weWhP(RY) JRN
lulpx=1

and that this constant is reached for functions of the form w(z) =
(AP + 7P)P=N)/P_ Let 2 be a bounded domain of class C'. We consider a
continuous function a such that a(x) > —A1, where A; is the first eigenvalue of
the p-Laplacian on §2. Let f be a non-identically zero nonnegative continuous
function that reaches its supremum inside 2.

We consider the problem associated with

inf {/ |vu|p+/ a\uv’}.
weWy?(2) YJo 7]

fQ f|u\p* =1

Use a point zy where f reaches it supremum and a function of the form

T — xg |P/(P—1)\ (p—N)/p
O’ ) o(z),

ue(z) = (1 + ‘

where ¢ has compact support and equals 1 in a neighborhood of zy, to show
that we have

3

it [ wup s [ alul} <12 KO,
(9} (9]

uEW, P (£2)

Jo flul”” =1
Exercise [¥] 5.15 (Extrema for Sobolev Embeddings in H'(RY)).
Consider the equation

—Au = ,uu2**1

on RY, where u is nonnegative, N > 5, 2* = 2N /(N —2) is the critical

Sobolev exponent, and g > 0 is given.

(1) Show that if there exists a nontrivial solution, then y > 0. Determine how
we can pass from a solution of the equation with © = 1 to a solution with
arbitrary u.

(2) Let 72 = >, 27 and let

U(T’) — ()\2 + ,r2)17N/2

for A # 0 in R. Show that w is a solution of the equation (first verify that
u € H*(RY)) by choosing A as a function of .
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Exercise 5.16 (Extrema for Critical Sobolev Embeddings in
WLP(RY), Generalization).
Consider the equation

N
—Apu = pu

on RY, where u is nonnegative, N > p?, p* = pN/(N — p) is the critical
exponent for the Sobolev embedding of W1 into L4, and p > 0 is given.

(1) Show that if there exists a nontrivial solution, then y > 0. Determine how
we can pass from a solution of the equation with u = 1 to a solution with
arbitrary p.

(2) Show that the p-Laplacian for a radial function can be written as

0, (TN_1 |u’\P_2u’).
(3) Show that the functions

u(r) = (W/@=1 4 pp/(0=1)) 1= N/P

belong to WHP(RYN) and are solutions of the equation (give A explicitly
as a function of p).

Exercise 5.17 (Using the Pohozaev Identity).
Consider the equation

—Au=u*"', u=0o0ndB

in a Euclidean ball in RY, where v is nonnegative and not identically zero.
We wish to prove that no solution of class C? exists with these properties.
Recall that if u is not identically zero, then du/dn > 0 on dB.

(1) Multiply by u and integrate over B to find a first energy identity.
(2) Multiply by z - Vu and integrate by parts several times to obtain the

ou\?
/833: n(@n) 0.

Conclude using the Hopf principle.

identity

Exercise [%] 5.18 (Existence of Solutions Using Supersolutions and
Subsolutions).

Let £2 be a bounded domain of class C' in RY. Let p > 1 and let @ and u
be two bounded functions in Wolp(Q) with 0 < w < uwin 2. Let f be a
nonnegative function in L> and let ¢ > 1. We suppose that

-Apu 2 fu? and — Apu < ful.
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Show that there exists a function u in Wol’p(()) with u < v < @ that is a
solution of —A,u = fu?.

Hints. Use induction to construct a sequence {u(k)}. Start with u. The function u*)
is then defined by

u™ e WoP(£2) s a solution of — Apu'™ = f(u*~Y)9,

The maximum principle and comparison theorem imply the following properties:
u® > 0, {u™} is increasing, and u < u® < % Deduce from this that {u®}
converges to u. Note that it also converges weakly in W' because

/|Vu(k)|pdm:/ F(@) () (@)™ (z)de < || f]loo (supga) .
2 2

Extract a weakly converging subsequence in W'? to show that \Vu(k)\p_2Vu(k) =
o™ admits a weak limit o up to a subsequence. Taking the limit in

—dive™ = (u(k_l))q 7

then gives

—dive =ulf.
We wish to show that ¢ = |Vu|’"2Vu. To do this, prove the convergence
fn |Vu<k) |Pdz — f(z |Vu|Pdz, which implies the strong convergence in WP because

p > 1. Consequently, by extracting a subsequence, we obtain Vu® — Vu almost
everywhere.
To prove the desired result note that, by the dominated convergence theorem

and the pointwise convergence of the sequence {u(k)}, we have

/f Ml 1) (2)%u dac—)/ qH z)dz,
whence

/9 o0 Tu® /Q W (2)f(z)de  and /Q 7vu= /Q ' (2) (@) d.

Consequently,
T [ [vupds = [ o Fude < tim Va1Vl
<tim( [ [vu@pas) vl
Dividing by Hfg [Vu™ |Pdz leads to the inequality
(i [ vu@Pae) < (1Vall)

which implies the result since by the lower semicontinuity for the weak topology
in L?, we already have ||[Vul|, <lim [, |Vu® (z)[Pdz.
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Distributions with Measures as Derivatives

In this chapter, we study the properties of function spaces that present strong
analogies to Sobolev spaces, namely spaces of functions with certain deriva-
tives belonging to either L!({2) or to the space M*(£2) of bounded measures
on an open subset 2 of RY. The properties of Sobolev spaces extend to
most of these spaces, but not all. For example, the space BV ({2) of functions
in L1(£2) with derivatives in M?*(£2) is embedded in all of the LP(£2) with
p < N/(N —1). Moreover, for p < N/(N — 1), the embeddings are compact
when (2 is bounded.

In Chapter 3, we showed that the functions of W11(£2) have a trace on
every regular hypersurface Y inside {2 as well as a “boundary value”. Both
are obtained by taking a limit. The trace belongs to L!(Y), while the bound-
ary value belongs to L'(9f2). In this chapter, we will show that this property
partially extends to functions in BV ({2), with the exception that, as in di-
mension 1, a function in BV has limits on both sides of the hypersurface X
inside {2 and that these limits may be distinct. When we consider the trace
of a function in BV on the boundary 02, there is no ambiguity because {2 is
of class C' and therefore locally only lies on one side of its boundary.

To better understand this phenomenon, the reader can consider the Heav-
iside step function H on | — 1,1[. When defined as in this book, the trace of
H e BV(] —1,1]) at 0 is 0 on the left and 1 on the right.

We will see in this chapter that the existence of certain embeddings and
the compactness of W11(§2) in larger Sobolev spaces extend to the space
BV (2).

F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 299
of Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Universitext,

DOI 10.1007/978-1-4471-2807-66,
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6.1 Results on Measures, Convergence

6.1.1 General Results on Measures
Let {2 be an open subset of RV, where N > 2.

Definition 6.1. A complex measure on {2 is a complex distribution that ex-
tends to a continuous linear functional on the space C.(£2,C). The measure
spaces, which we denote by M (£2), can therefore be identified with the dual
of C.(£2,C). It follows that to every compact subset K of {2, we can associate
a constant C'x such that

Vo eC(2,C), supp ¢ C K = |(i1, )| < Ck|l¢ll0o-

Definition 6.2. The constant C'x does not necessarily depend on the com-
pact subset K of £2. When it does not, we call the measure u bounded on 2.
In this case, there exists a constant C' such that

Ve €Ce(2), [ 9)] < Cllellco-
We denote the vector space of bounded measures on 2 by M*(£2).

Definition 6.3. Let p be a measure on (2. The conjugate measure, denoted
by 7, is the linear functional on C.(f2,C) defined by

(7 0) = (1, 9)-
Definition 6.4. A measure p on {2 is called real if
Vo eC(2,R), (,0)€R.
This corresponds to saying that p = 1.
Definition 6.5. A real measure p on {2 is called positive if
Vo €C(,R), ©20 = (u,) >0.

Proposition 6.6. A nonnegative distribution on {2 can be extended to a pos-
itive measure on 2.

Proof of Proposition 6.6.
Recall that a nonnegative distribution is one that satisfies

VoeD(2), ¢=20= (T,p)>0.
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Let K be a compact subset of {2 and let {2; be an open subset of K with
K1 = (1. Let ¥ be a function in D(£2) with ¢p = 1 on K. If ¢ € D(£2) has
compact support in K, then |¢|.1 £ is a nonnegative function and therefore

(T, @) < lllloo(T )

and
_<T7 @> < ||<,0||00<T7¢>.

In particular, for ¢ € C.(2) with support in K7, let {¢,} C D(£2) be a
sequence with support in K that converges uniformly to ¢ in K;. The sequence
(T, @n) is then a Cauchy sequence by the inequality above; it converges to a
real number that we will denote by (T, p). We leave it to the reader to verify
that this constant does not depend on the chosen sequence ¢,, and that the
resulting extension of T to the continuous functions with compact support is
linear and continuous. a

6.1.2 Absolute Value of a Measure, Bounded Measure

Proposition 6.7. If i is a measure with real or complex values, then we can
define its absolute value, denoted by |u|, as the map with real values such that

Vi € C.(2,R), ¥ 20, (|ul,¥)= sup {[{u )|}
el<

The map |p| is the restriction of a positive measure to the functions in
Ce(2,RT). It is bounded if u is a bounded measure.

The proof of this proposition is left to the reader, who may also consult
[22].

Proposition 6.8 (and Definition). Let u be a positive bounded measure
on 2. We define its total variation, denoted by |u|q or fQ u, to be

o= sup (u, o).
PEC(R2)
0<p<1

(1) If {¢pn} is an increasing sequence of functions with compact support, values
in [0, 1], and value 1 on

K,={x€ 2|d(z,002)>1/n},

then the sequence {{u,1n)} converges to |ulo, which we also denote by
</’[’a 19> .
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(2) Moreover, for every € > 0, there exists an Ny such that if n > Ng, then

<,u7 ]‘-Q\Kn> <e.

Proof of Proposition 6.8.

(1) The sequence {{u, 1,)} is nondecreasing and bounded from above by |u| 0.
It follows that it converges and

Jim (i) < lule-
Let € > 0 and let ¢ € C.(£2) with 0 < p < 1 and (i, ) > || — €. Let K
be the compact support of ¢. Then for sufficiently large n, K C K,, and
(1, 0) < {p,1y,) because ¥, =1 on K,,.
By taking the limit, we deduce that lim,, 4o {(, ¥n) = |p| — €, which
implies the result since € is arbitrary.

(2) Let {®,} be a sequence of functions in D(RY) equal to 1 on K, that
converge to 1. Let Ny be sufficiently large that for n > Ny, we have
(i, on — ©N,) < €. Let ¢ be a function with values between 0 and 1 and
with compact support in 2\ Ky,. Let n > Ny be sufficiently large that
supp ¢ C K,,. We then have ¢ = p(¢, — ¢n,), whence

(1, ) <e.

By taking the supremum among all such ¢, it follows that (1, 1o Kk, ) <¢,
concluding the proof. a

Proposition 6.9. Let u be a positive bounded measure on (2. Let ¢ € C,(£2) be
nonnegative. Let {1, } be a nondecreasing sequence in C.(£2) with 0 < ¢, <1
that converges to 1. Then (u,¥,p) converges to a nonnegative real number
that we denote by {u, @).

Proof of Proposition 6.9.

The sequence {u, ¥, ) is nondecreasing and bounded by C||¢||oo. It there-
fore converges. We let (i, ) denote the limit, which we can show to be inde-
pendent of the sequence 1,,. ]

Definition 6.10. For ¢ € C,(§2,R) and p a positive measure in M*(£2), we
set

(1, 0) = (1, 01 — p2),

where ¢1 — @9 is a decomposition of ¢ as the difference of two bounded
continuous functions with nonnegative values.
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We can verify that this definition does not depend on the choice of the
two nonnegative functions. In particular, we will often use the positive and
negative parts o1 and ¢~ of ¢ for v; and s, respectively.

Definition 6.11. If 4 is a complex measure, then we can define its real and
imaginary parts as follows:

HA T H—=1
Re(p) = ——, Sm(p) = ——.

If the measure p is real, then we can define its positive and negative parts as
follows:

T I e [ ey
1 5 M SR
Definition 6.12. If p is a real bounded measure, not necessarily positive,
then we extend p to the functions in Cy(2) by setting
() =, 0) = (u™, ).

We can furthermore extend the definition of p with complex values to
bounded continuous functions ¢ with complex values by using the real and
imaginary parts.

Definition 6.13. Let 7/ = (u1, pi2, ..., pun) € M(2,CN) be a vector-valued
measure. We define the functional | 77| by setting

VY €C(2),0 >0, (H|,v)= sup [(Z, D)
Bec.(n,ch)
SV e P<y?

where (70, ) = 37 i

We then show that |ﬁ| is the restriction of a positive measure on {2 to
Ce(2,RT) (cf. [22]).
6.1.3 Vague and Tight Convergence

Definition 6.14. We say that a sequence of measures u,, € M(§2) converges
vaguely to p € M(2) if for every ¢ € C.(2), we have

[{ttn, — 1, 0)| — 0.

Proposition 6.15. If {u,} is a sequence of measures that converges vaguely
to a measure i, then we have the following inequality in R U +o0:

/WMé Lim [ [l
2 n—-+oo J



304 6 Distributions with Measures as Derivatives

Proof of Proposition 6.15.

The inequality is trivial if lim,, [, || = +o0.

Let us therefore assume that this limit is finite and consider a suitable
subsequence {o(n)} with h_mfQ |ptn| = lim [, [pts(n)|- Note that in this case,
for every ¢ € C.(£2) satisfying || < 1, we have

(s 0] = [ iy, 9)] < “—m/g inl,

which implies that the measure p is bounded. Let € > 0 and let ¢ € C.(£2)
satisfy [p| <1 and [, |u| < [, pp +e. Let Ny satisfy

Vn = No, ’/(Mn—ﬂ)@‘ Se.
2

Then, for every n > Ny, we have

/|#\</#¢+€<hﬂ/ unw+2e<ﬁﬁ/ |pin| + 2e. O
(9 2 2 2

Remark 6.16. Note that if u,, > 0 converges vaguely to u, then we do not
necessarily have [, i, — [, p. Indeed, the sequence in B(0,1) defined by
pn = n(XB(0,1) — XB(0,1—1/n)) converges vaguely to 0 in B(0,1) while for
every n, the total variation is equal to the volume wpy_1 of the unit ball
in RV,

Definition 6.17. We say that a sequence of bounded measures j,, € M*(£2)
converges tightly to u € M1(£2) if

Vo eCo(2), [(tn— @) —0.

Proposition 6.18. If {u,} is a sequence of bounded positive measures that
converges vaguely to p in M1(82), then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The sequence {p,} converges tightly to p.

(2) [ 1n = [ p-
(3) For every e > 0, there exists a compact subset K of 2 such that

/ Un S €.
O2\K

Remark 6.19. It is clear that if the sequence {x,, } of bounded measures con-
verges vaguely to u, then this sequence cannot converge tightly to a measure
other than u.
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Proof of Proposition 6.18.

We will show that (1) implies (2), which in turn implies (1).

Since ., is positive, we use the bounded continuous function 1, in state-
ment (1). We then have

/ Hn —> He-
[0} 0

Let K7 be a compact set such that ffZ\Kl 1 < € and let 21 be an open set
with compact closure K = 2; containing K. Let ¢ have compact support
in {27 and be equal to 1 on K; with, moreover,

/ < (s (=) +e.
2K,

Every continuous function with compact support in {2 ~\ K and values be-
tween 0 and 1 is lesser than 1 — ¢. It follows that

lim fn < Tim(pn, 1— ) = m/ fin — Hm g, @)
ONK 2

=/u*<u,s0><2€~
2

The result follows.

Let us now show that (2) implies (1). Let ¢ € Cp(£2) and, given € > 0,
let K be a compact set such that for every n, fQ\K tn < €. Let ¢ € C.(£2)
equal 1 on K and have values between 0 and 1, and let Ny be sufficiently large
that the vague convergence of {p,} to u implies that |(u, — p, )| <e. We
then have

it — )] < |<un—u,<ﬁ¢>|+||<ﬁlloo/ (4 1m) < 2(1 4 2]glloc). O

Proposition 6.20. Let {u,} be a sequence of bounded measures such that
there exists a constant C' with [, |pun| < C. We can then extract a subsequence
of measures from {un} that converges vaguely to a bounded measure.

Proof of Proposition 6.20.
This is obvious because the unit ball of the dual of the separable normed
space C.({2) is relatively weak-star sequentially compact. a

Proposition 6.21. Let u € M(02). There exists a sequence {uy} in C(£2)

such that
[t = [
2 I7)
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Proof of Proposition 6.21.

Let € > 0, let K be a compact subset of {2 such that fQ\K |#| < e,andlet @
be a function in C.(£2) with 0 < ¢ < 1 and p = 1 on K. Let Ny be sufficiently
large that 1/Ny < d(K, 012), and let p be an even regularizing function. Then
for n > No, the sequence {p;/, » (o)} converges tightly to ou, as does its
absolute value. Indeed, let us first show that this sequence converges vaguely
to @u. Let ¢ € C.(£2). For n sufficiently large, the uniform continuity of
gives .

We note that the measure ppu has compact support in (2. For n sufficiently
large, we use the definition of the convolution of two distributions @u and
[p1 /n] With compact support in 2 and the fact that this convolution is a
distribution of order < 0, which allows us to apply this convolution to the
function . Therefore, since p is an even function, we have

/Q (p1m * (01)) 0 dz = ((11)a ® (p1/)ys (& + 1))

= ((n), pr/n * ).

Moreover, since

(omapnn s 6= < ([ l)llosn s = ¥lloe <

the previous equality implies that

/Q (Pr/n * (1)@ (&) d —> {op1, ).

In particular, by Proposition 6.15, it follows that [, [ou| < m [, |p1/n*(op)]-

Let us now show that [, [p1, * (ou)| < [, |p|. Indeed, since the distri-
bution ¢u has compact support, we see that the convolution on the left-hand
side is a function with compact support that can be written as

(6.22) (p1yn * (o)) () = (Pt p1jnlz —-)).

Since the integral of py/,, over RY is 1, we have

<\s0u|,/RN m/n(x—’)dx> :/QWL

By the definition of the absolute value of a measure and Fubini’s formula,
integrating equality (6.22) with respect to x over RY gives

[ e tewlds < (leul, [ piyate = da) < [ fou,
RN RN 2

which implies the result because of the vague convergence and Proposition
6.18 (the equivalence (1) < (2)). O
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6.2 Extension of a Positive Measure

The notions that we introduce in this section are meant to help understand the
properties of bounded measures related to absolute continuity and singularity
with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

For most of the definitions and properties that we set out we give only a
short proof. For example, our presentation of the theory of the integration of
arbitrary functions with respect to a positive measure is very concise. We do
not state Lebesgue’s theorems and say only a few words about p-measurability
and p-integrability.

We will frequently invoke the Lebesgue—-Radon—Nikodym theorem, which
we state and prove succinctly. Readers interested in more details can con-
sult references dealing with the theory of Radon measures, in particular [8]
and [29].

Below, {2 is an open subset of RY and p is a positive measure.

6.2.1 Extension to l.s.c. and u.s.c. Functions

When p is a positive measure, we can extend its definition to a class of func-
tions larger than that of the continuous functions. We will assume known the
definitions of lower semicontinuous functions (denoted by the symbol s.c.i.)
and of upper semicontinuous functions (u.s.c.). We admit that any function f
with positive values that are either finite or not is the upper envelope for
the relation < of the functions ¢ € CF(£2) with ¢ < f. We let Z(£2) denote
the set of l.s.c. functions on (2 that are bounded from below by a function
in C.(f2). This set contains the nonnegative l.s.c. functions. Likewise, we let
T'(£2) denote the set of u.s.c. functions on {2 that are bounded from above by
a function in C.(£2).

Definition 6.23. Let f € Z(f2) and let p be a positive measure on 2. We
define the extension p* of the measure p to the function f to be

(w*, f) = sup (u, ).
peC:(£2)
p<f

When this supremum is finite, we say that the function f is p-integrable.

For f € T'(£2), we can also define

= inf .
s [y = dnf (s 0)
<y
The sum f; + fo of the two functions in Z is well defined since these do not
take on the value —oo; we have fi + fo € Z. We admit the following additivity

property.
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Proposition 6.24. For two functions f1 and fo in Z, we have

wr(fi+ f2) = p(f1) + 1 (f2)

6.2.2 Extension to Arbitrary Functions and to Subsets of (2

Results on p-integrability. From the above, we deduce the notion of integra-
bility for functions h on {2 with values in R. Since there exist functions f in Z
with f > h, for example f = +00, we can also extend p, which we assume to
be positive, in order to obtain the upper and lower integrals of h.

Definition 6.25. For an arbitrary function h on {2, we set

(" h) = i {u”, f) and  (p, h) = sup (ps, f).
fez fer’
fzh f<h
We have p,(h) = —p*(—h) and p.(h) < p*(h). We say that h is p-integrable
if uy(h) = p*(h), where the common value of both sides is finite. We denote
this value by p(h).

One can show the following characterization of p-integrability.

Proposition 6.26. A function h is u-integrable if and only for every e > 0,
there exist f € T and g € T' with g < h < f satisfying p*(f — g) < e.

Proposition 6.27. If f is u-integrable, then the same holds for f*, f~,
and |f|, and we have |pu(f)| < p(|f]). If f and g are u-integrable, then the
same holds for f + g, sup(f,g), and inf(f,g).

We extend the measure i to subsets A of {2 by introducing the character-
istic functions x,.

Definition 6.28. Let K be a compact subset of (2; then y, € Z’, which
justifies the decision to define the measure of K to be the real number u, (x, ),
that is,

pa(K) = wzill}){lK<u, ©).
0<p<l
pEC($2)

Let O be an open subset of {2; then xo belongs to Z and we set

p*(0) = sup (u,¢).
pwect(2)
p<lon 2
Every compact subset K of {2 is u-integrable. Every open subset O of (2 is
p-integrable provided that p*(O) is finite. This holds, for example, for every

relatively compact open subset.
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Definition 6.29. We say that a subset E of (2 is u-integrable if for every
€ > 0, there exist an open subset O of {2 and a compact subset K with
K C FE C O, such that

1 (0) — pe(K) < e.

It is clear that E is u-integrable if and only if its characteristic function is
p-integrable. This corresponds to saying that the numbers p*(E) and p.(E)
are finite and equal. We denote their common value by p(E) and call it the
measure of E.

If A and B are two p-integrable sets, then we can show that the sets AUB,
ANB, and AN(§2\ B) are all p-integrable. In particular, both compact sets and
finite intersections of a compact set with open sets are universally integrable,
that is, integrable for every positive measure p.

Definition of p-measure 0.

Definition 6.30. A set A is said to be of y-measure 0 if 1*(A) = 0. We admit
that if this is the case, then A is p-integrable so that the condition becomes
n(A) = 0.

A function f is said to be of |pu|-measure 0 if p*(|f]) = 0.

If two functions f and g are equal outside of a set of measure 0, then we
call them p-equivalent and we have p*(f) = pu*(g). By defining the associated
equivalence classes, this notion leads to the definitions of the vector spaces
LP (02, ).

Properties of u-measurability and p-integrability.

Definition 6.31. A function f on (2 is y-measurable if there exist a set N of
p-measure 0 and a partition of {2 ~. N in the form of a sequence of compact
subsets K, such that for every n, the restriction of f to K, is continuous. A
subset A of {2 is p-measurable if its characteristic function is.

We can show that a u-integrable subset is p-measurable. The converse is
false, but we do have the following result.

Proposition 6.32. A set A is pu-measurable if and only if for every compact
set K, the set ANK is u-integrable. A function f from £2 to R is p-measurable
if and only if for every compact set K, the function fx, is p-integrable.

The following characterization of u-integrability follows from Egoroff’s the-
orem, which we do not state.

Proposition 6.33. A function f from 2 to R is u-integrable if and only if f
is p-measurable and, moreover, the upper integral p*(|f]) is finite.
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This leads to the following result.

Proposition 6.34. If f is p-integrable, then so is fx, for every measurable
set A, and in particular for every compact set.

Definition 6.35. Let A be a py-measurable set. We define px, to be the map
that sends an element ¢ of C.({2) to the number

(1> ©X0)-
This is well defined because x , ¢ is p-integrable.

Local Integrability.

Definition 6.36. A map f from 2 to R is called locally p-integrable if every
point x of {2 admits a neighborhood V such that fy, is p-integrable.

Proposition 6.37. Let f be a map from 2 to R; then f is locally p-integrable
if and only if f is p-measurable and for every compact set K, we have

(| fIx ) < o0

Proof of Proposition 6.37.

Let f be locally u-integrable and let K be compact. By decomposing f into
its positive and negative parts, we may, and do, assume that f > 0. We can
cover K by a finite number of open sets V; such that vaj is p-integrable for
every j. The function sup; (vaj) is then p-integrable (cf. Proposition 6.27).
Since fx, = Xk supj(fxvj), it follows from Proposition 6.34 that fy, is
integrable, and in particular measurable. Since this is true for every compact
set K, we see that f is measurable (cf. Proposition 6.32). Proposition 6.33
moreover gives us the finiteness of u* (| f|x,)-

Conversely, let z € (2. Consider a function ¢ € C.(£2) with values be-
tween 0 and 1 that equals 1 in a compact neighborhood V' of x. Then the
function f¢ is integrable by Proposition 6.33. Consequently, the same holds
for fx, = fex, , by Proposition 6.34. a

Definition 6.38. We say that a locally p-integrable set A supports the posi-
tive measure p if u(2 A) =0.

6.2.3 Absolute Continuity

In this subsection, p and v are two positive measures on {2.

Definition 6.39. We call u absolutely continuous with respect to v if the
following implication holds:

VAC, v(A)=0 = p*(A)=0.
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This relation between positive measures is often denoted by p < v. We also
say that u is dominated by v.

This notion can also be expressed in the following manner. Let h be a
locally p-integrable function; then for every ¢ € C.(f2), the function hy is
p-integrable. Moreover, the map that sends a function ¢ € C.(§2) to the
integral p*(hy), which we also denote by |, o hedp, is a linear functional. It
is a measure on {2. Indeed, for every compact subset K of {2 and for every
continuous function ¢ with support in K, we have the inequality

[ o] <l [ el
2 2

Definition 6.40. The measure defined above is denoted by h - u. We call it
the measure with density h with respect to p.

Proposition 6.41. Let v = h-u, where h is locally p-integrable. Then v*(f) =
w*(fh) for every function f from £2 to R, where the product fh is zero by
definition whenever one of the factors is zero.

We admit the proposition without proof (cf. [29, chap. 13, §14]).

We can deduce from it that if v(A) = 0, then p(A) = 0. In other words,
the measure p is dominated by v. This property and its converse are part of
the Lebesgue—Nikodym theorem. The following result is a corollary of that
theorem.

Proposition 6.42. A measure p > 0 is absolutely continuous with respect to
v = 0 if and only if there exists a locally v-integrable function g such that

p=g-v.

6.2.4 Singular Measures

Definition 6.43. We say that p is singular with respect to v if there exist
disjoint subsets A and B of (2 that are locally p-integrable and locally v-
integrable, respectively, such that p is supported by A while v is supported
by B. This relation between the two positive measures is denoted by p L v.
We then have

p=px, and v=wvxg.

Under these conditions, we can show that A and B may be chosen univer-
sally measurable. We will admit this result (cf. [29]).

Definition 6.44. The measure p > 0 is called singular if it is singular with
respect to the Lebesgue measure.



312 6 Distributions with Measures as Derivatives

Proposition 6.45. A measure . > 0 is singular with respect to v > 0 if and
only if inf(p,v) =0

Proof of Proposition 6.45.

Suppose that p is singular with respect to v. Let A and B be two disjoint
universally measurable sets such that u = ux, and v = vx,. If ¢ € C.(02),
then we have

inf (u, v) () = inf ({1, X4 ©): (v, X5 0)) = 0.

For the converse, we use Proposition 6.42. Consider the measure p = p+v.
By Definition 6.39, both u and v are absolutely continuous with respect to p.
Therefore there exist locally p-integrable g and h such that g4 = g - p and
v = h - p (cf. Proposition 6.42). Since inf(u,v) = inf(g,h)p = 0, it follows
that inf(g, h) is of p-measure 0. Next, let M = {z | g(x) # 0} and let N =
{z | h(x) # 0}. These sets are locally p-integrable and, by the above, we have
p(MNN)=0.Let A= M~ (MNN)and let B= N~ (M NN). These sets
are locally p-integrable and we have g = x 49 and h = xph outside of a set of
measure zero for p. O

6.2.5 Canonical Decomposition of a Positive Measure

Theorem 6.46 (Lebesgue decomposition). Let p be a positive measure;
then there is a unique way to write v as the sum of a measure that is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure and a singular measure.

Proof of Theorem 6.46.

The uniqueness is obvious. Indeed, suppose that u’ and p” are absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and that v/ and v’ are two
singular measures with

H:N/+V,:NI/+VI/-

We then have

M/ _ ﬂ// —
Both sides of the equation are measures that are absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure and singular; they are therefore both zero.

To prove the existence, we set

v = sup inf (u, ndx).

Note that v is a measure. Indeed, since v < p, we have the inequality vy <
e < Ckll¢l|oo for every nonnegative function ¢ with compact support in K.
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We must also verify the additivity and positive homogeneity, that is, if ¢; > 0
and \; > 0, then we must verify that

2

(v, Aip1 + Aapa) = Z)\1<V7 @i)-
1

Let 1 and o be elements of C.(£2) and let ng > ny,no with n; [ ¢; = u(e;)
for i = 1,2. We then have

v(p;) = sup inf(,u(go),n/goidx).

n<no

It follows that

/(/\1<,01 + Ao2)d nl/)\1<P1+n2//\2s02 21 1901)

Hence
1/( Z? /\igoi) = SUp,, ¢, inf (u( Z? )\icpi),n/ (Z? )\,;cpi) dx).

Since this reduces the problem to computing the supremum of the infimum of
a finite number of measures, we indeed have the stated additivity.

Let us now show that the measure v is absolutely continuous with respect
to the Lebesgue measure.

Indeed, if A is a set with Lebesgue measure zero, that is, fA dx = 0, then
the infima of v(A) and of n [, dz are zero. Consequently, we have v/(A) = 0.
The measure v is therefore absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure.

Finally, let us show that the measure p — v is singular with respect to the
Lebesgue measure.

We will show, by contradiction, that if (u—v)(A) > 0, then [, dz = 0. Let
us therefore suppose that [ 4 dz > 0. Then for ng sufficiently large, we have
no [, dz > p(A), whence v(A) = u(A), that is, (u —v)(A) = 0. O

6.2.6 Complex Measures and Vector Measures

For a real measure 4, the results presented above apply to the positive part u*
and to the negative part p~. Likewise, if p is a complex measure, then we
consider the real and imaginary parts of this measure, allowing us to restrict
ourselves to considering positive measures.

Let us briefly study the Lebesgue decomposition of a vector measure in
finite dimension.
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Definition 6.47. Let ﬁ be a measure with vector values and let v be a
positive measure. We call ﬁ absolutely continuous with respect to v if |ﬁ| <v
(cf. Definition 6.39).

We call two vector measures 7/ and 7/ mutually singular if | 77| and | 7/|
are mutually singular.

We state the decomposition theorem in a specific case.

Theorem 6.48. Let 71 belong to ML(02,RN); then there exist a function h
in LY(£2,RN) and a vector measure U that is singular with respect to the
Lebesgue measure dx on {2 with

7 =7+ Hdz.

Proof of Theorem 6.48. We apply Theorem 6.46 to the positive and negative
parts of each of the components p; of 77, giving

N;r = h;dzx + v;, W, = gidx + \;.

From this, we deduce that p; = (h; — ¢;)dz + v; — A;. We then have

N N
= [Z(hz - gi)ez}dx + [Z(Vz - )\i)ei}

where the last sum represents a measure that is singular with respect to dx,
or rather, whose components are all singular with respect to dz. O

6.3 The Space of Functions with Bounded Variation

Definition 6.49. We say that u € BV () if u € L'(§2) and Vu € M1(2).
We can also define BV (§2) as the set of u in L'(£2) such that

/ |[Vuldz = sup{/ udivg | g€ CL(2,RM), |g| < 1} < 400.
2 o)

Namely, we have

/ |Vu|de = sup / Vu-@dr = sup {—/ udivcp(x)dac},
2 )/ 2

PEC(2,RN peC (2.RY)
lpl<1 lpl<1

while the opposite inequality follows by a density argument.
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Remark 6.50. Clearly Wh1(2) c BV({2), but the inclusion in the other
direction does not hold. To see this, we can, for example, consider the char-
acteristic function x (o g) of a Euclidean ball. This belongs to L'(RN) and
has gradient V(xp(o,r)) = —(¢/|2|)8s/=r. Indeed, if ¢ € D(RN,RY), then
the classical Green’s formula gives

- / V(xso.m) @ = / div () de
RN B(0,R)

_ /lz_Rw(x) T de = /lml_R%«p(m) dz.

This proves that the characteristic function belongs to BV (R¥), but not to
WLLRN).

Definition 6.51. We say that a sequence {u,} in BV ({2) converges weakly
to u € BV(R) if

/ |y, — ulde — 0 and Vu,, converges vaguely to Vu.
Q

The following result is a consequence of the theorem on the weak com-
pactness of sequences of measures with bounded integrals.

Proposition 6.52. Let {u,} be a bounded sequence in BV (£2); then we can
extract a subsequence from {u,} that converges weakly in BV (£2).

Remark 6.53. We will see further on that when the open set {2 is sufficiently
regular, the space BV (£2) is embedded in LP({2) for every p < N/(N —1).
If £2 is moreover bounded, then the embedding in L7(f2) is compact for every
g < N/(N —1). These properties immediately give the strong convergence of
{un} to u in every LI(£2) with ¢ < N/(N — 1) and the weak convergence in
LN/(Nfl)(_Q).

Proposition 6.54. Let 2 be an open subset of RN . Let {u,} be a sequence
of functions that converges to u in L (£2). Then

/ |[Vuldr < lim [V
2 n—+oo J
Proof of Proposition 6.54.

If we know that Vu, is a measure, then we can apply Proposition 6.15.
In the general case, since u, tends to u in Llloc(!?), we know that for every
g € CL(02), we have

/Q () div g(2)dz — /Q w(z) div g(z)dz.

This implies the result by taking the upper bound when |g| < 1 (cf. Definition
6.49). O
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Remark 6.55. Suppose that {u,} converges strongly to u in L'(§2) and that
{Vu,} converges weakly to Vu; then we do not necessarily have [, [Vu,| —

Jo IVul.

Let us take a very simple example to illustrate this. Consider, in dimen-

sion 1, the sequence of functions {u,} with general term wu, = nwxjo,1/n[ +

X[1/n,1]- This sequence converges to 1 on |0, 1] but fol |ul,(¢)|dt = 1, so it does
not tend to fo |o(t)|dt, which equals 0.

6.3.1 Density Results

Theorem 6.56. The space C*(2)NW11(£2) is dense in BV (£2) for the inter-
mediate topology described above. This topology is finer than that of weak con-
vergence, and is related to the tight convergence of measures. Let u € BV ({2).
There ezists a sequence {u,} C C*(2) N Wh(§2) such that

Up — w in L'(2) and / |V H/ [Vul.
7 7

Remark 6.57. From now on, we will say that a sequence u, of functions in
BV (£2) converges tightly to u in BV (£2) if

/|un—u|+ / |Vun|—/ Vul| 0.

Proof of Theorem 6.56.
We use the notation of Proposition 2.12. Let {2; be an increasing sequence
in 2 with union f2. Consider the open sets A; defined by

Aj = Qj+2 AN Qj—h where .Q_l = -QO =

and let {¢;} be the partition of unity subordinate to the cover {A;} of £2:

N

(6.58) 0 €CT(A;), D =1, 0<¢ <1
0

Next, let {n;} be a nonincreasing sequence of nonnegative real numbers tend-
ing to 0 such that
A;+B(0,m;) CAj 1 UAjUA;y forj>2

and such that, for a given 6 > 0,

1w+ vl = [ e,v0)

(6.60) [ o (o3 = (o] < 2747,

(6.59) < 627972

(6:61) [ o, (S0 = (] < 5277
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We then set
(6.62) us = me * (pju).
0

The existence of a sequence satisfying inequality (6.59) follows from Proposi-
tion 6.21.

We thus obtain a C*° function on f2. Indeed, the resulting “sequence”
{us} whose general term is a C* function, is locally finite on every compact
subset K of {2, because there always exists a jo sufficiently large that A;_; N
K = @ for j > jo. It follows that the terms with indexes > jy are zero, because
their supports lie in A;_1 UA; U Aj ;.

We will first show that ||us — ul| 1) < &, which implies that us € L*(12).

Next, we will show that ‘fQ [Vus| — [, |Vu\‘ < 26, which implies that Vus €

L'(£2), and even that fn |[Vus| < C. Together, these upper bounds imply that
the “sequence” of functions {us} satisfies the property stated in the theorem.
By (6.60), we have,

[ tus=ul= [ ] 0, o) - (] < Y215 =
0 255 5
Let us write A = | Y°0° py, * V(pju)| as follows:
A= ’me * (uVe; + %Vu)’
0
< (Z{pm * (uVp;) — (Wsﬁj)} ‘ + ’ZW%( + ‘me * (@5 V).
0 0

0

Then, since > " Vi, = 0 and [Vu| = > ¢;|Vu|, we have

(vt =19 < i;\ | (o + 9 = ve)
+§‘/ﬂ|pm*(@jvu)_/Q|QDJ'VU|’.

By (6.59) and (6.60), it now follows that

‘/Q\Vu5|—/g|Vu|’<25. 0

After proving the trace theorem, we will see that the sequence {u;s} has the
same trace as u when (2 is of class C'. These density theorems for a topology
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intermediate between the weak topology and the norm topology allow us to
extend the embedding and compact embedding results concerning Whi(£2)
to the space BV (12).

Remark 6.63. Using the previous theorem, we can prove the following prop-
erty for the absolutely continuous and singular parts (cf. Theorem 6.46) of
the terms of the sequence {Vu,, }:

/|w5_(vu)ac\ _>/|vu5\.
2 (9]

We will use this property when we study functions of a measure in Section
6.10. Exercise 6.3 contains a proof of this result.

6.3.2 Embedding Results

Theorem 6.64. Let 2 be a Lipschitz open subset of RN ; then the space
BV (£2) is embedded in LP(§2) for every p < N/(N —1). If p < N/(N —1)
and (2 is bounded, then the embedding is compact.

Proof of Theorem 6.6/, existence of embeddings.
We will use the density of W1(£2) in BV (£2) (Theorem 6.56). Let u be
an element of BV (£2). There exists a sequence {uy,,} in WH1(§2) such that

U, — win L'(2) and / [V —>/ [Vul.
o o

Using the existence of the embedding of W(£2) in LP(£2) for all p <
N/(N — 1), we see that there exists a constant C' that does not depend on n
such that

[unlly < C(llunlls + 1 Vunll)-

Since for 1 < p < oo, every bounded sequence in LP({2) is relatively weakly
compact in LP({2), we deduce that we can extract a subsequence that con-
verges weakly to an element v € LP(£2). We of course have u = v, and by the
lower semicontinuity of the norm in LP({2),

ullp < lim [Jun|lp
—00

<O lim ([Junlly + [[Vunl1)

n—oo

= (b + [ [val),

giving the existence of the embeddings. a
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Proof of Theorem 6.6/, compaciness.

Let us show the result for p = 1. Let K be a bounded subset of BV (£2).
We use the description of the compact subsets of L' (cf. Theorem 1.95 of
Chapter 1) to show that K is relatively compact in L'(£2). Let £ > 0 and
let G be a compact subset of 2 such that |2 — G|V < e. Then by using
Holder’s formula for every u € K, the embedding of BV (£2) in LN/ N=1(2),
and the boundedness of K in BV, we have

[ lul < ellullzmin-niong) < ltellpmior-nie < Ce
-G
Next, we must show that
0 < |h| < d(G,092) —> / I — ] < |h\/ V.
el 2
To do this, let {u,} be a sequence in W1(£2) with
/ |V, (z)|dx H/ |[Vu| and / |, — u|(z)dx — 0.
o) 7 7

Let Ny be sufficiently large that for n > Ny,

|Vun|(az)das—/ [Vul| <
Q

e and / |un, — ul(z)dr < €.
o)
The last inequality implies that for n > Ny and for h < d(G, 042), we have

/ |Thu — Thuy |(z)dz < .
G

The proof of Theorem 2.23 in the case p = 1 ensures us that fG |Thten —up|dz <
h [, |Vun|(z)dz because u, belongs to Wh1(£2). It follows that

/ |Thu — u|(z / |Thu — Thuy|(z)dx +/ [Tt — up|(z)dz

[un — ul(z)dz
<h/ V| (2)dz + 26 < h/ V] + 3¢,
2 (9]

giving the result because ¢ is arbitrary.

Next, let p > 1. We consider the bounded sequence {u, } in BV ({2). By the
relative compactness proved earlier, we can extract a subsequence {uq(y,)} that
converges in L' (£2). By the continuity of the embedding BV < LN/(N=1) this
sequence is bounded in LN/(V=1_ This situation allows us to apply Lemma
2.82 of Chapter 2. We thus obtain that {u,(,)} converges in every L? with
g < N/(N—-1). O
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6.3.3 Trace Results

Before stating the existence theorem for a trace on the boundary, we first need
the following result.

Lemma 6.65. Let i1 be a bounded measure on the open subset 2 of RN. There
exists a number of a, at most countable, such that u charges 2 N {zy = a},
that is, such that p(2N{zxy =a}) > 0.

Proof of Lemma 6.65.
By Fubini’s theorem, we can write

() = / (20 {2y = a})da.

Let ¢ be defined by
pla)= [ Iul(2n {ox = 815,
BLa

The function ¢ is nondecreasing, it therefore has at most countably many
discontinuities. Now, by definition, these discontinuities are precisely the real
numbers « for which

gig%)p(ﬁﬂ{xN:a+s})fu(Qﬂ{xN:a—s})7é0. O

Proposition 6.66. Let {1, } be a sequence of positive measures that converges
tightly to p on £2. Then if 21 C {21 C 2 satisfies f{ml =0, we have

/ Hn — M-
L7 2

Exercise 6.1 provides the proof with a number of hints.

Theorem 6.67. Let {2 be an open set of class C'. There exists a surjective
continuous linear map from BV (£2) onto L*(02) that coincides with the usual
restriction map on the boundary when u € BV () NC(2) and with the trace
map studied in Chapter 3 when u € Wh1(£).

Proof of Theorem 6.67.
We use a cover of 92 by bounded open sets 2; that, after changing the
coordinate system, if necessary, satisfy

;N2 c{(@,zn)|alz) <zn, 2 €O},
0NN 2 ={(2',a(z) |2 € O},
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where O’ is an open subset of R¥V~1 and a € C*(0’). We moreover suppose
that « has compact support in £2; N £2. Now, let a > 0 satisfy

[Vul{(2',a(z’) + @)} = 0

(cf. Lemma 6.65). Let {u, } be a sequence in W1 given by the density theo-
rem. We have

un (2", a(2) + ) — up (2’ a(z’) + o) = / Onuy, (2, a(x’) + s)ds.
Let g7 denote the function &’ — wu,(2’, a(2’) + «) and let
Ao ={(2',2n) € 2 | zn < a(2)) + a}.

By integrating the equality over O, we find that for 0 < o < ¢/,

96 — garllLr 0y < //

\C/A,\A ‘axN (z ,)JFiﬂN)‘dx.

The convergence of u,, to u in L*(£2) implies that the left-hand side tends to
9o = gor|lL1(07y When n tends to infinity. Applying Proposition 6.66 to the
right-hand side, we find that its limit is

ou , , ,
U a(z') + x| de.
/AQ,\AQ‘&UN (2’ a(x") xN)‘ T

From this, we deduce that the inequality

8un <,

62:1\/ )+ s) ‘dm ds

90~ gorlircon < [ lowu
o NAG
for the functions in W1 extends to the functions in BV when 0.4, and 0.4,
have measure 0 for Onu.

Since |Ou/dz | is a bounded measure on (2, the limit above is zero when «
and ' tend to 0 from above. In particular, since {g,} is a Cauchy sequence in
LY(O'), it converges to a function in L' (0’) that we denote by u;)(z’, a(z’)).
Using the usual gluing process that is compatible with the used cover of 2,
the sum of the resulting limit functions gives what we will call the trace of u
on the boundary of 2. a

Theorem 6.68. Let 2 be an open set of class C*. The trace map is continuous
for the intermediate topology described in Theorem 6.56.
More precisely, if u, — u in L*(2) and if [, |Vun| — [, [Vul|, then

170 (un) —v0(u)|L1(802) — 0.
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Proof of Theorem 6.68.
Since the trace map g is continuous, there exists a constant C' depending
only on {2, such that

Yu € BV (£2), / |u] < /|Vu |da:+/|u |da;

Let {u,} converge tightly to u in BV, that is, satisfy |Ju, — ul1 — 0 and
Jo¥|Vun] — [, ¥|Vul for every ¢ € Cy(£2). Let € > 0 be given. Let 2
be a relatively compact open subset of {2 and let ¢y be a function with
compact support in {2, equal to 1 on {2y, and satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1 and
Jo(1 = ¢0)|Vu| < e. By the tight convergence, there then exists an Ny such
that

Vn > Ny, /(1—@0)|Vun| < 2
o)

We may, and do, suppose Ny sufficiently large that for n > No,

/ [ty — ulde < S
2 1+ [Veolloo

Using the continuity of the trace map and the equality 1 — g = 1 on 942, we
then have for n > Ng:

/an [t —u| < C’[ Q|V((un —u)(1— @o))|da: + /Q |ty — | (1 — gpo)dx}

c[/ﬁmua—wow/ Vul(1 - o)

+ [ =l [9ulda + [ [ = 0)(1 = o))

o)

gC[4E+/ \un—u|(1+HVg00Hoo)dx] < 5Ck. m|
0

Remark 6.69. The sequence {us} of Theorem 6.56 satisfies yo(us) = vo(u).
Indeed, u — us is the strong limit in BV of

n

v =D (pny * (p5u) = pju),

0

a sequence whose general term has compact support in 92 for every n, and
therefore vanishes on the boundary.

Theorem 6.70. Let 2 be an open subset of RN of class C' and let u €
BV (§2). Then there exists a sequence {u,} of functions in C°(§2) such that

lun —ullt1 — 0 and /|Vun|*>/ |Vu|+/ lu|.
I?) I?) o0
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Proof of Theorem 6.70.

We begin by covering {2 with a countable family of open sets (finite if {2 is
bounded), where (2 satisfies d({2y, 912) > 0 and, after changing the coordinate
system, if necessary, the (2; with ¢ > 1 satisfy

;N2 {2 zy) |2 € O, xn > a;i(x))},

for a class C! function a; on the bounded open subset O; of RN =1, Let {(;);}
be a partition of unity subordinate to this cover. We begin by showing the
result for p;u with fixed index i. We extend ¢;u by 0 outside of 2N §2;. The
resulting function p;u belongs to BV (RY) and satisfies

o [ vGai= [ wenls [l

As in the proof of Proposition 3.57, we use the inclusion of £2; N 2 in U; =
{(«';zn) | ' € O}, xn > a;(2')}, which is star-convex with respect to one
of its points. Consider the map x — hy(z) = z; + Az — ;). If A\ (7) is a
sequence of nonnegative real numbers < 1 that tend to 1, then @;u o h;ﬂll ()
has compact support in {2 and converges tightly to @;u in BV (RY). Let
Em(i) = d(012,0(hx(4;))/2 and let p be a regularizing function; then p. %
(c,’oivuoh;i(i)) belongs to D(£2) and converges tightly to p;u in BV (RY) when )
tends to 1. We thus obtain a sequence of functions in C°(£2; N {2) that tends
tightly to p;u in BV(RY) when A, (i) tends to 1. In particular,

D) = [ |V (pmpo * @aots )= [ (9G]~ [ ol 0,
RN 2;N2 o02N82;

Next, imposing that A, (; is sufficiently near 1 to have |[D(m,i)] < 727, we
can complete the proof by using the properties of the cover of 92 by the
£2; N 912 for i > 1 and the properties of the partition of unity {p;}. ad

Remark 6.72. By extending ¢;u outside of §2 by a function G € W11 (RN \ 1)
instead of by 0, the same process allows us to construct a sequence {v,} in
WLEHRY) that equals g = oG on 942 and satisfies

(6.73) /Q\vm —>/Q|Vu|+/w|(u—g)ﬁ|da.

We used this remark when studying minimal surfaces in Chapter 5.

6.4 Distributions with Gradient in LP

We will use the notion of an open set of class C* given in Chapter 2.
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Theorem 6.74. Let T be a distribution on an open subset £2 of RN ; then

VT e L?

loc

(2) = T e WP ().

loc

If 2 is moreover bounded and of class C', then we have
VT € LP(2) = T c W'P().

Proof of Theorem 6.7} (see also [70]).

Let w be a relatively compact open subset of (2. We will show that the
restriction 7' | w belongs to LP(w). Let n > 0 be such that w + B(0,2n) € 2.
Let v be a regular function that equals 1 in a neighborhood of zero and has
compact support in B(0,7n). We let E denote the fundamental solution of the
Laplacian, that is, the function

Inr

— if N =2
(6.75) E(r)={ 2r ' ’

Enr?2=N if N >3

where 7 = (3, \J;i|2)1/2 and ky is the constant given in Chapter 2. We have
A(VE) =yAE + (=00 +,

where ( = (Ay)E 4+ 2Vy - VE is a function in D(B(0,n)). The convolution
T x ¢ belongs to C*°(w+ B(0,7)), and therefore to LP(w) for every p. We have

T=Tx%0g=T*A(E)—-T (.
It therefore suffices to study the regularity of T x A(vE) on w. Let us write

T A(YE) = Z@T*@ (vE) = Z@T*76E+28T*8()

Since V(v)E is C*° with compact support in B(0,7), the convolution VT %
V(v)E is an element of C*°*(w + B(0,7)), hence belongs to LP(w) for every p.
Let ¢ be a function that equals 1 on w + B(0,7n) and has compact support
in £2. When restricted to w, the convolution ¢ VT'+vVE on RY coincides with
VT xyVE. We now use the inclusions VT € LP and yVE € L', which imply
that the convolution belongs to LP(w). To obtain a better result, we note that
YVE € LF for every k < N/(N — 1). It follows that T € LI (£2) for every r
with 14+1/r > 1/p+ (N —1)/N or, equivalently, with » < pN /(N — p). This
completes the proof that 7' e LY (£2).

Let us now suppose that 2 is a bounded open set of class C! and that
Vu € LP(£2). We already know that u € L} (£2). Since (2 is of class C!, we
can cover it with a finite number of bounded open subsets (2; such that, after
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changing the coordinate system in such a way that T -en # 0, if necessary,
we can write

2N c{(a,zn)| 2 € 2, xn > a;(z)},
2,000 ={(2',a;(2")) | 2" € 2/},

where (2] is a bounded open subset of R¥~! and a; is a C! function on 2.
Let ¢g be the first element of the partition of unity subordinate to the cover
{§2;} of 2. This function has compact support in 2. Since 2y € 2, we have
wou € LP(£2). Let us show that, likewise, p;u € LP(§2; N 2). Let B, be the
strip in §2; N {2 defined by

B, ={(a,an) |2’ € 2, on = a;i(2)) + X, X € [1/n, 1]}

Using the upper bound we give below, we show that lim, sy [[sul|zr(B,,) is
finite, thus proving the finiteness of ||¢;ul|1» (5. ). Together with the inclusion
@su € LY, ., this will give the desired conclusion, namely that ¢;u € LP(£2;N(2).
Indeed, since p,u(z’,a;(x") + Ag) = 0 for sufficiently large Ao, we see that the
function A — @;u(a’,a;(z') + A) can be obtained as an integral over [X, Ag].

More precisely,

1
il = [ [ el (@) £ A

1

whence, by Holder’s formula,

Ao
On(piu) (@’ as(x') + s)ds| dXda,
A

Ao
leitllpqa,y < 0= 1mN [ 7 OGP e + 5) dsda’
7 J0
<NV ) 2 -

As stated above, we therefore have ;u € LP(£2N§2;). We conclude by writing
Jo lulP <32, [ |ul?, where the sum on the right-hand side is finite. 0

In Exercise 6.14, we treat one of the consequences of this theorem. Let (2
be an open subset of RV of class C' and let m be an integer with m > 1. For
p = 2, we define the space

(6.76) X (02) = {u € LP(Q) | D™u € LP(2)}.

Using Theorem 6.74, we see that it is of local type, which means that if
u € X, (£2), then for every ¢ € C°(£2), we have pu € X,,,(£2). Exercise 6.14
contains other properties of these spaces.
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6.5 Distributions with Gradient in M*!

Theorem 6.77. If T € D'(2) and VT € M (02), then T € BV 1o.(£2). If 2
is moreover of class C* and bounded, then T € BV (£2).

Proof of Theorem 6.77.

The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 6.74. It suffices to verify that
if E is the fundamental solution of the Laplacian and pu is a bounded measure
on R then the convolution yx (VE belongs to LP for p < N/(N —1). We
will show, more generally, that if 4 € M*(RY) and f € LP with p > 1 has
compact support, then f % u belongs to LP and satisfies

£l <0 [l

RN
This is true even when f does not have compact support, but in that case, we
need to define the convolution f x u, for which we need generalized convolu-
tions (cf. [22]). Let {u,} be a sequence of functions in L!(RY) that converges
vaguely to u. For example, we can take u, = p1/, x p where p is a function
in D(RY) with [n p(z)dz =1 and py/, = n™ p(nx). We then know that |uy|
converges tightly to |u| on RY. By a well-known property of convolutions, we
have
i * Fllp < Tatalls 11l

The sequence u, x f is therefore bounded in LP and, by the weak compactness
of the bounded subsets of LP, we can extract a subsequence that converges
weakly in LP. In the sense of generalized convolutions, its limit is p* f. Finally,
p* f € LP and by the lower semicontinuity of the norm on LP(RY) for the
weak convergence, we have

i Al < tim 71 = (D171 .

6.6 Functions with Deformations in L? for 1 < p < oo

This section is linked to Section 7.4, which is devoted to Korn’s inequality.

Definition 6.78. Let T be a distribution with values in R"Y. We denote the
components of T" by T; and define the deformation distribution of T' to be a
symmetric matrix whose coefficients are the distributions

_ 9T + 0T

(6.79) e (T) PO e N,
For p > 1, we define the space

YP(“Q) = {u € Lp(QaRN) | Vi, j € [17]\”2’ €ij(u) € Lp(an)}
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We endow this space with the norm

1/p
lully, = (|u||Lp o+ [ et ) ,

where |e(u)| = (3, les; (u)[?)”.

Note that if u € WP(£2,RY), then the derivatives of the components u;
are in LP({2), which implies that e(u) € LP({2, RNZ) and gives u € Y,(£2). For
many reasons, a crucial question is whether the converse implication holds,
which would imply the equality W1P?(£2,RY) = Y,(£2) or, equivalently, the
existence of a constant C such that

VueY,(2), [[Vulp < Cllully, @)

In analogy to the case p = 2, this last relation can be called Korn’s inequality.
Its proof is set up in Chapter 7 and carried out in Section 7.4 for regular open
sets. In this section, we content ourselves with three useful results.

Proposition 6.80. The space Y,(£2) endowed with the norm mentioned above
is a Banach space.

The proof is left to the reader.
Proposition 6.81. The space Y, (12) is of local type, which means that
Vo eD(2), YVueY,(2), oueY,(9).

Proof of Proposition 6.81.
First, we have u;ip € LP(£2) for every i. It follows that up € LP(£2,RY).
Second,

2eij(up) = 0;((up);) + 0 ((up);)
= 0;i(u;p) + 9;(uip)
= (&uj + 3jui)g0 + Ujaigﬁ + Uiajgﬁ,
so that

The component &;;(u¢p) belongs to LP(§2) because it is a sum of products of
functions in LP?, giving the stated result. O

We can now deduce the following density result.

Proposition 6.83. Let £2 be an open subset of RY of class C1; then C*(£2)N
Y, (£2) is dense in Y,(£2).
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Proof of Proposition 6.83.

Let 2, and Ay be as in the proof of Proposition 6.56. Let {¢x} be a
partition of unity subordinate to the cover of {2 by the Aj. Finally, let n > 0,
let p be a regularizing function, and let n; be sufficiently small that

(6.84) e * (pru) = prullp < n27 ¢,
(6.85) lpm. * (V(0r)u) = V(gw)ull, < n27*+Y,
(6.86) 1o, * (pre(u)) = pre(u)ll, < n2~*+Y.

As in the proof of Theorem 6.56, we show that the sequence defined by v, =
>k Poe * (i) lies in C*°(£2). Every term v, of the sequence belongs to Y,,(£2).
To see this, it suffices to note that €;;(py, * (pru)) = py, * € (Pru) and to
apply formula (6.82) to €;;(pru).

Finally, let us show that u, converges to u in Y,({2), which at the same
time shows that u,, is an element of Y},(£2). To begin, by (6.84), we have

p
A|Un*U|p§/[Z|pnk (pru) (sokU)l} <P

We also have
—+00

ity = u) = 55| > (om + () = i,

0
and owing to the properties of convolutions, the right-hand side can be written
as the sum of the sequence with general term p,, * €;;(pru) — €5(pru). By
(6.82), it can also be written as the sum of the two terms

Uij = puy * (pr€ij(u)) — preij(u),
1
Vij=735 [Pnk * (uO0ipk + wi0jpx) — (u;Oipr + ui0jpr) |-

By applying Minkowski’s inequality to the norms of these two terms in LP({2)
and using the relations (6.85) and (6.86), we obtain the result

/ le(uy —u)|Pde < KnP. O
2

6.7 Spaces of Functions with Deformations in L!

When p = 1, the space Y] is denoted by! LD(f2). One can show that Korn’s

inequality does not extend to the case p = 1, [55]. In particular, Y7(2) #

whi(0).

! The name of the space LD({2) is an abbreviation of “Lebesgue deformation”, that
is, with deformations in L'(£2).
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Definition 6.87.
LD(2) = {ue L'(2,RY) | e(u) € L'(2,RV")} = Y, (02).
It is clear that LD({2) endowed with the norm
(6.88) lellzoga) = ull + el
is a Banach space.

Theorem 6.89. If T is a distribution on an open set 2 with values in RN
such that e(T) € L _(2,RN"), then T € L. _(2,RN). If 2 is, moreover,

loc loc
bounded and of class Ct and if T € D'(2,RY) satisfies e(T) € Ll(Q,RNQ),
then T € L*(2,RY).

Proof of Theorem 6.89 (see also [70]).
To prove the theorem, we use the following characterization of LD({2):

(6.90) Yue L' (2), uweLD() «— YVaeRY, (a-V(a-u)) e L' ().

We obtain the implication < by taking a = e;, followed by a = (e; + ¢;)/2.
Conversely, if u € LD({2), then

a-Vie-u) =oou; ) = aoge;(u),

which concludes the proof. Now that we have this result, given a vector «, we
introduce a solution of the equation in the sense of distributions, namely

(6.91) AE, + V(div E,) = ady.

We can verify that the function E, defined by

3o a-x

8—1nr—x— if N =2,
Ea=1{°" 34 TIN-2 z(z- )
kNm-i-kN (T) ’rN 1fN>2,

(cf. Exercise 6.4) satisfies the equation. Moreover, the derivatives of E,, clearly
belong to LY (RY) for every p < N/(N —1). We want to show that u € LV
if w is a distribution on {2 with e(u) € LP. Let w be a relatively compact open
subset of {2 and let 1 be such that w+B(0,2n) C 2. Let v € D(B(0, 7)) equal 1

in a neighborhood of 0. We compute the jth component of (A 4+ V div)(vE,):
A(VEaj) + 0;(div(yE o)) = YAEj + 2V - VEqj + Eoj Ay + 10 div E

+(0;7)(div Ea) + V(9;7) - B
oo + ¢,
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where (; is a function in D(B(0,7n)). In particular, the convolution of wu;
and ¢; is a function in C*(w + B(0, 7)), and therefore lies in LP(w) for every
p < oo. Let us show that for every «, we have - u € LP. For this, we take
the convolution of the previous equality with ;. Simplifying the notation E,
to E, this gives

N

N
a.u:Zaju] ZUJ A(YE;) + 0;(div(vE)) —|—Zu]*§],
1

whence, by setting U?Q = Ziv u;(;, we obtain

a-u—uRC = Z Oiuj % 0;(vEj) + Orui0i(vEy)

1<i,j,k<N
Y. Ouix (0(vE) + 0i(VE)))
1<i,j<N
=2 Z gij(u) x g4 (VE).
1<i,j<N

This last function restricted to w coincides with the product
2(peij(u)) * €;;(yE), where ¢ is a function in D(B(0,2n) + w) that
equals 1 on w + B(0,n). Since 2¢(yE) € LP for every p < N/(N —1) and
pe(u) € L', we find that u belongs to LP(w) for p < N/(N —1).

We now wish to show that u € LP(£2) when (2 is bounded and of class C!.
We once more use the usual cover of {2 and the associated partition of unity.
We note that a derivative of the type 9;u;, which lies on the diagonal of the
matrix (g,j(u)), is an element of L'(2). Consider the open set (2, N 2 for
k > 1. There exists an index i such that the outward-pointing normal 7 to
the boundary 92 N (2), satisfies Ve # 0 almost everywhere. We can then
write

2Ny C {(fi,l'i) ‘ z; € O, ak(gc“i) < l‘i},

where O, is an open subset of RV~1, @, is a C' function on Oy, and the
boundary is defined by

Given this, the same computation as in the proof of Theorem 6.74 shows that
u; € LP(£2 N (2;) because of the inclusion du;/dx; € L'(£2).

The same reasoning can be applied to every other component u; with j # i
for which 7/ - e;j # 0 almost everywhere on 92 N (2. If this is not the case,
then we still have 7 - ((e; + ¢;)/v/2) # 0 almost everywhere. This suggests
that we reduce to considering the function v defined by v = u; +u; and change
the variables so that we can use a derivative of v that belongs to L'(§2) (see
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Exercise 6.8 for the details). By applying the same reasoning as before, we
find that v € LP(£2N 2). Since v = u; + u; and u; € LP(£2 N 2;), it follows
that u; € LP(Q N _Qk)

We use the partition of unity to deduce from the above that every com-
ponent u; belongs to LP(£2), and therefore that v € LP(£2). a

6.7.1 Trace Results

Theorem 6.92. Let 2 be an open subset of RN of class C*. Then there ex-
ists a continuous surjective linear map from LD(£2) onto L'(0£2,RN) that

coincides with the trace operator as defined in the classical sense, that is, on
LD(£2) NC(2,RN) or on WH1(02,RVN).

Proof of Theorem 6.92. We take up the arguments of P. Suquet [67] and of
R. Temam [70].

We begin by assuming that we are in the neighborhood of a point of the
boundary where there exists a system of coordinates that allows us to write
the boundary in the form {zy = a;(2’) | 2’ € O'}. We also assume that « has
compact support in £2; N {2, while

;N2 i@, zn) | zn > ai(z)), 2’ € O},

where (0’ is an open subset of RV =1 and the function a; is C! on O’. We show
that in the neighborhood of such a point, we can define a trace uy (z’, a;(x)).
The usual reasoning that uses a cover of {2 and the associated partition of
unity then allows us to construct the trace youy in L'(92), starting with
this neighborhood. We recall that yuy € L'(£2) and for a pair (o, ') with
0 < a < o/, we write the equality

uy(z',ai(z") + o) —un(2’,a;(2") + ) = /a Onun (2, a;i(z") + y)dy.

To simplify the notation, we set g,(z') = un(2’,a;(z') + «). By integrating
|ga — gar| over the hypersurface X = 042 N §2;, we obtain
(6.93)
a;(z')+a’
Jloe st @< [ ] (el ) 1 e s
/

/)+a

where vy (2/,a;(2")) = —1/4/1+ ||Va;(z')||? is the Nth component of the

unit outward—pomtmg normal vector to 812 at (z',a;(x’)). Using the assump-
tions on Va; and setting A, = {(2’,zny) € 2 | 2y < a;(2') + o, 2’ € O'}, we
deduce that

(6.94) / 90 — gor| (2")do < Cy / |[Onvun]| (x)dx.
X Aa’ \.Aa
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Since Oyuy lies in L', the right-hand side satisfies

lim |[Onun(x)] dx = 0.
O(/_)0 .A /\AQ
fe% [e3

It follows that {g,} is a Cauchy sequence in L(X).
Let us set B, = {(2',a;(x') + A) | A € [0,a]}. By the above, the limit
of {ga}, which we denote by g and which belongs to L}(X) = L' (92 N (2;),
satisfies
[lo=gul@io < [ founo) da,
b o

whence

/|g\d0§/ \ga\dJJrC'l/ |Onun (z)] de.
X x Ba

By integrating this relation with respect to a over [0, ag], where oy is bounded
from above as a function of the compact support of u, we obtain

@Q [e7s)
ao/ \g|da</ / |ga|d0d8+C1/ / |Onun (z)| dx ds
b 0o Jx o Js,

g/ |uN(x)|dx+C1/ / [Onun (2)| dx ds.
o 0 JB.

0

The first term on the right-hand side is bounded from above by [lun||L1 (o)
and the second term by ag||Onun||L1 (o). Consequently, the function g, which
we now denote by youy, satisfies the inequality

Ivounllzrv0ne) < Kllunllip@oene)-

This implies that the map that sends un to g, which is linear, is a continuous
map from LD (92N ;) to L1 (002N ;).

This reasoning remains valid for every component u; in the neighborhood
of a boundary point = with v;(z) # 0. If v;(z) = 0, then there exists a j dif-
ferent from 4, such that v;(z) # 0. We then have (v; + v;)(z) # 0 and, by an
argument we already used in the proof of Theorem 6.89, we can use the previ-
ous method to define the trace vo(u; + u;) in a neighborhood of x. Moreover,
since you; is well defined, this leads to the trace of u; in this neighborhood. As
we have already stated, we construct the trace of each component in L*(942)
and the resulting trace map is indeed linear and continuous.

Moreover, since the trace map v from WH1(Q2 RY) to L1(092,RY) is
surjective, we see that the embedding W11 (02, RY) c BD(2,RY) gives the
surjectivity of the new trace map. O
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6.7.2 Embedding Results

Theorem 6.95. Let 2 be a Lipschitz open subset of RN ; then the space
LD(R) is embedded in LN/ N=1(2,RN), and therefore in LI(2,RN) for ev-
ery q with ¢ < N/(N —1).

Proof of Theorem 6.95.

We begin by establishing the critical property of the embedding, namely
the inequality [ullp~x/(v-1(orvy < C(le(u)]1) for C* functions with com-
pact support. The corresponding result for functions in LD({?2) will follow by
density. Let u € D(§2,RY). We consider

a—g e, laf=1 and v, =a- U—E 0.

i=1

Using the inequality ‘ DN <N QiQGELj (u)| < Nle(u)|, we have

0 N
|va (2 ’/ 757 (x+ sa)ds‘ < / ‘ Z a0 0u;(x + sa)‘ds

=0 =1
/ ’ Z a;oei;(w)(x + sar)|ds < N?I,,
4,j=1
where I, = f_ u)(z + sa)|ds.
Let us now con31der vectors hy = a — apei for k = 1,2,..., N — 1. For

i # k, we write

0
u;(x) = / C;i i(x + shy)ds = / Zaja u;(x + shy)ds

T  j#k
and for i = k,
x) = /0 Orug(z + seg)ds
—o0
For a given k in {1,..., N — 1}, we can then also write v,(x) as

N
Z au;(x / Z a0 0u;(x + shy)ds + / apOpug(z + seg)ds
i=1

00 4, j#k

= 2/ Z a;oei;(u)(x + shy)ds

0 i,j#k

0
+ / agepk(u)(z + seg)ds = I, + Jg.
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Let us consider the power |v,(2)]Y/ V=1, We must show that this belongs to
L .. We begin by using the definition of I,, given before to write the following
inequality, which holds up to a multiplicative constant:

‘va(x”N/(Nfl) < [Ia ‘,Uoé(x)”l/(N*l).

Using the formula |v,(z)|V~1 = Hivfl(fk + Ji) and a classical inequality on
norms in finite dimension, we deduce that |vs (z)|™/ N~ is bounded from
above by a linear combination of functions of the form

[Ion Hi Hy - Hy_1] V=D

3

where H; denotes either an integral I; or an integral J;. In the situations
where we can apply Lemma 2.40 of Chapter 2, we will bound each term of
such a product from above by a function in N — 1 variables. Exercise 6.20
concerns the case N = 3, where we need a change of variables for which these
products are all functions of two variables. That exercise can help motivate the
following algebraic lemma, which we will use to determine the upper bounds.
We state and prove the lemma in the general case.

Lemma 6.96. Consider vectors o = Zi a;e; with nonzero a; and for every
i €[l,N—1], let h; = a — aje;. For each index i, let E; be a vector belonging
to {h;,e;}. Then every sequence of the form a, FEy,Es,...,En_1 is a basis
for RN

Proof of Lemma 6.96.

We begin by supposing that E; = h; for every 4. In this case, the determi-
nant of the system «, hy,hy---hy_1 equals ag -+ ay det(J), where J is the
matrix whose elements all equal 1 except for those on the first superdiago-
nal, which are all 0. Consequently, the lemma holds since this determinant is
nonzero.

To show the result in the other cases, we use an induction on the dimension
of the space, where the initial step is obvious. We use vectors @ and E; such
that

a=a+ayey and Vi< N -2, E;=F; +¢cen,

where ¢; = ay if B; = h; and ¢; = 0 if E; = e;. The induction hypothesis
applied to the N — 1-dimensional space [el, €2,..., eN,l] ensures us that the
vectors @, F, ..., En_o form a basis of that space. Indeed, they are defined
in the same manner as «, F;, but without components over ey. Since En_1 €
{hNn-1,en—1}, we obtain the result of the lemma for dimension N by proving
that the sequences

a+anen, B1t+een,...,En—aten—sen, en—1

a+anen, By +een,...,En_os+en_sen, hn_1
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both form bases.
Consider the first sequence, and let \;, j € [0, N — 1], satisfy

N—2
Xo(@+ anen) + Z Ni(E; +eien) + Av—1en—1 =0,
1

which implies that
N-2 N-2
(697) )\064— Z )\iEi + )\N—leN—l = —()\oozN + Z /\1‘61')6]\[.
1 1

We deduce from this that Agay + Zivfz Aie; = 0 or, by letting A} denote
the \; for which ¢; is nonzero, that A\gay + 211\772 Afany = 0. Consequently,
since ay # 0, we obtain the relation A\g + Ziv_z Af = 0. When ¢; # 0, that
is, when E; = h;, the coefficient of E; over ey_1 is an—_1. Consequently, the
coefficient of ey_1 on the left-hand side of (6.97) can be written as Ay_1 +
Aoan_1 + Zi\]d Afan_1 and therefore equals Ax_;. By this result and the
induction hypothesis, we see that when the left-hand side of (6.97) equals 0,
we have Ay_1 =0, A\g =0, and \; =0 for every 7 € [I, N — 2].

Next, consider the second sequence. In this case, since hy_1 = a+ayeny —
an—_1en—1, the right-hand side of (6.97) is replaced by

N-2
—()\004]\[ + Z )\fOéN + /\N—laN>€N7
1

whence

N-2
(6.98) Ao+ DA+ Ay =0.
1

The left-hand side of (6.97) is replaced by

N—2
(Mo +Av_1)a@d— Ay_1en—_1+ Z NE;.
1

Taking into account equality (6.98), we see that the coefficient of the left-hand
side with index N — 1 is —Ax_1. We conclude, as in the first case, by using
the induction hypothesis. a

Let us return to the proof of the theorem. We consider a product
I,H, - - Hy where H; = fRN le(u)|(x + sE;)ds. Let &; be the coefficient in
the basis «, F1,...,En_1, so that x = > x;e; = o + Zivflijj. Then,
through a change of variables that involves the determinant of the system of
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vectors a, F1,..., En, we prove that H; does not depend on the variable &;.
Consequently, we can apply Lemma 2.40 of Chapter 2, which tells us that v,
belongs to Lﬁé(N_l)(_Q).

Moreover, the inequality concerning the norms in the lemma shows that
there exists a constant C' such that ||va ||~/ v-1) < Cllul[1p (). Finally, since
this is true for every «, we can deduce that for the functions in D({2), the
embedding is not surjective, and the existence of the embedding is proved, as

stated at the beginning of the proof. a

To obtain the regularity up to the boundary, we take up arguments already
used in Theorem 6.74.

Theorem 6.99. Let §2 be a Lipschitz bounded open subset of RN. The em-
beddings of LD(£2) in LP(§2,RN) for p < N/N — 1 are compact.

Proof of Theorem 6.99. By the previous theorem and Lemma 2.82 of Chap-
ter 2, it suffices to show that the embedding of LD(£2) in L*(£2) is compact.
We will use the compactness criterion of Theorem 1.95. Let {u,,} be a bounded
sequence in LD({2). We want to show the following statement:

Ve >0, 36 >0, 3G compact, Vn € N, Vh, |h| <inf (0,d(G,00)) =

(6.100) / lun(2)ldz <& and /\un(x+h)—un(x)|dx<a.
2\G G

The first inequality of (6.100) is obvious, because u,, is bounded, owing to the
existence of the embedding of BV (£2) into LN/(N=1)((2)

(6.101) /Q\G [un (z)|dz
<( /Q (@) V)

Moreover, because (2 is bounded, this measure can be made arbitrarily small

N-1/N
mes(£2~ G)/V.

by a suitable choice of G.

Proving the second statement is more delicate. To begin, we can drop the
index n and suppose that u has compact support in 2. Namely, it suffices to
replace u by @u, where ¢ is a C! function with compact support in 2 and
value 1 on G. Let o be a vector of norm 1 in RY. We will show that for h
sufficiently small,

Vs €]0,1[, 3¢ >0, [mla-u) —a-ulpie) < el le@)] Loz

We use the computations of Theorem 6.89. Let E,, be as defined in the proof
of that theorem and satisfy

AE, + V(div(E.)) = ady,
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and let v be a function in D(B(0,n)). We recall the following result from
Theorem 6.89:

o u—uF¢ =2 Z €ij(u) * €45 (VEa),

1<i,5<N

in which ( is a regular function with compact support in RY. Since translation
commutes with convolution, it follows that

(o u) — o u=2Y e;(th(vEs) — (7Ea)) * €55 () + (taC — ) Fu.
ij
To continue, we have |(7,¢ — ()% u| < C|h| and €;j(Eq) is a positively ho-
mogeneous function of degree 1 — N, which allows us to apply the following
lemma.

Lemma 6.102. Let f be a function on RY with values in R that is positively
homogeneous of degree 1 — N and C* outside of 0. Then for every s € [0,1],
there exists a C such that for every h with |h| < 1, we have

1 1
— < s .
|f($+h) f($)| \C|h‘ {|x+h|N1+s + JZ‘|N1+S}

Proof of Lemma 6.102.

We reduce to showing the result for x of norm 1. Indeed, let us suppose
the result proved for such x and for every h. Using the homogeneity, we then
write

(@ +h) = f(@)] =[] f((@ + h)/lal) — f(a/|2])]

< Clel ™% 12" (s +1)

1 1
_ S
- C|h‘ (1‘ i h‘N_H-s + |a:|N_1+S> '

We therefore wish to prove the property for # of norm 1. Let us suppose that
|h| < 1/2. We use the inequality of the mean value theorem at z. Since f is
homogeneous of degree 1 — N, its gradient is homogeneous of degree —IN,
whence

1]
flx+h)— f(x)| < sup |Vf(y)|———=.
4 0) = @I < s (950)| G
Using |h| < 1/2, we have
1 3
|9h+x|>|x|f|h|>§ and \9h+x|<§<3\x+h\.
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Hence
= 1 L+|z+h'™ _ _y 3N
|z +60hN = |z +6RN |z + h|N-1+s
1
<C(1 7>
(1+ EENRREE
Consequently,
C'|h| 1 1
m— sl <~ <o )
|f(z+h)— f(z)] iz 1 On|N |h| N1+ + |z + h|N-1Fs

Let us now suppose that |h| > 1/2 and |z| = 1. We then have |h|/|z + h| >
1/3 and, by the homogeneity, |f(z)| < |z|*= sup|, <1 |f(y)]. It follows that

1 3s‘h|s
|f(z+h) = fl2)] <C <m+l> < (|x+h|N—1+s +1)

s 1
<o (s +1)
because h > 1/2 implies (3|h|)~° < 1. O

We return to the proof of the theorem by applying the lemma to the
€ij(Eq). Taking into account all components and the factor 7, up to the term
concerning ¢, we can write

e ) = a-ul(e) < O {on (R + S Lot

or

ra(a-w) — - ul(2) < CJh? {ﬂ « (ime(w)] + |s<u>|>} .

|x|N71+s

The Hausdorff-Young theorem (cf. Appendix to Chapter 4) implies that, since
x + y(z)|z|~N*17% belongs to L* for k < N/(N — 1+ s), hence for k = 1 in
the present situation, the convolution v1/|z|N =% x (|7,e(u)|+|e(u)|) belongs
to L*(G) for the same values of k. For k = 1, we have the inequality

1
HVW_HS * (Imew)l + e s H7|x|N—1+ SOPAEE
1

LY(G)
We deduce from this that
n(a - u) —a-ullLi@) < Clhl*le(u)|Lr (o)

for every s < 1. Returning to the vector function w, this concludes the proof
of the compactness of the embedding of LD(§2) in L({2), and therefore in
every LP(£2) with 1 < p < N/(N —1). O
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6.8 The Space of Functions with a Measure as

Deformation

For an open subset {2 of RY that need not be bounded, we let
BD(2)={ue L*(2,RY) |Vi,j € [1,N], g;;(u) € M*(2)}

(BD(£2) means “with bounded deformations”.) Taking the seminorm [, |e(u)]
defined by

/|€(u)|: sup /5ij(u)90ijdz7
9] {pii €Cc(92),2 1< s 19is |2 <1/ 02

we can endow the space BD with the norm

lull oy = lull oz + / Je(w)

for which it is a Banach space.

6.8.1 Regularity and Density Results

Theorem 6.103. Let T € D'(2,RY) be such that for every (i,j) € [1,N]?,
gij(T) € MY (92); then T € BD\oc(82). If £2 is moreover a bounded open set of
class Ct, then T € BD($2).

The proof of this theorem is similar to that for LD(£2). We leave it to the
reader.

Theorem 6.104. The space C*=(£2) NW1L(82) is dense for the tight topology
on BD(£2). In other words,
Yu € BD(R2), 3{u,} Cc WHH(2) nC>(02),
up — u in LY(92),
e(uy,) — e(u) vaguely in M*($2)
Jo le(un)l = [o le(u)].

Proof of Theorem 6.104.
We will use the approximation from the inside of Theorem 6.56 and its
notation. Moreover, we impose the following inequalities:

\ [ 1w < se] = [ fesztw)

/Q |p7]_7‘ * (()DJU) - QDJU| < 527j7

< 0,

/ |p77j * (Vo; @u) —Vo; @ U| < 6277,
2
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We let -
us =Y py, * (pju).
0

We can easily verify that

/Q|u5—u|<5 and ‘/ﬂ|e(u§)|_/95(u)|

concluding the proof. a

< 25,

Corollary 6.105. Let 2 be a Lipschitz open subset of RN ; we then have

N
< - p
Vp < N1 BD(£2) — LP(12),

where the embedding is compact for p < N/(N — 1) if £2 is bounded.

Proof of Corollary 6.105.
Let u € BD(£2) and let {u,} be as in Theorem 6.104; then there exists a
constant C' > 0 depending only on {2, such that

Hunllp < Cllunlly + lle(un)ll1)-

In particular, since the sequence {u,} is bounded in LD({2), it is bounded
in every LP(§2) with p < N/(N — 1). We can therefore extract a subsequence
that converges weakly in LP for p > 1. Since {u,} also converges to u in L*,
we see that the lower semicontinuity of the norm in LP({2) gives

[ullp < m flugfl, < lim C (unll + [le(un)]1)
n—oo n— oo

= C([lully + lle(w)]1),

and therefore u € LP(£2). To see that the embedding is compact in L'(§2) (for
example) when {2 is bounded, we prove the following inequality, which holds
for G € 2 and h > 0 satisfying G + B(0,h) C §2:

I = ey < 1 [ JeCul
0
Here s is a real number in [0, 1] that we obtain by using both the analogue of

this inequality for functions in LD(2) and the previous density theorem. O

Korn’s inequality (cf. the remark after Definition 6.78) does not hold in
BD(£2). In other words, we have the following result.

Theorem 6.106.
BV (2,RY) £ BD(R).
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Proof of Theorem 6.106.

We will give a proof by contradiction. Let us therefore assume that
BV (2,RN) = BD(2). The open image theorem then tells us that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every u in BV (£2,RY), we have

©100) i + [ 196 < (el + [ e

Let u € LD(2), u ¢ WH1(Q2), and let {u,} € C*® N LD(§2) converge to u in
LD(£2). Then the inequality applied to {u, —u,} implies that {u,} is a Cauchy
sequence in W11(£2), hence converges in this space. Now, {u,,} converges to u
in L. It follows by the uniqueness of the limit that u € W(£2), giving a
contradiction. O

6.8.2 Results on Traces

Theorem 6.108. Let 2 be an open subset of RN of class C'. There exists a
surjective linear map from BD(82) onto L*(082) that coincides with the trace
map on WH(02) defined earlier.

Remark 6.109. This trace map is not continuous for the weak topology.

Proof of Theorem 6.108.

We follow the arguments used for LD({2). We begin by proving the exis-
tence of a trace for uy in a neighborhood of a boundary point where there
exists a system of coordinates that allows us to write

QN c{@,zn) |2 €O, zy > a;(2)},
NN ={(,a;(z)) | 2 € O},

where O is an open subset of R¥~! and a; is a C! function on O’. We
moreover may, and do, assume that uy has compact support in 21 §2;. Let o
have the property that fz |Onuy| = 0, that is, that Oyuy does not charge
the hypersurface X, = {(z',a(z’) + a) | 2’ € O'}.
For « and o chosen this way with o < o/, we write
a(w’)-ﬁ—o/ ou
uN(x',a(:c')+a')—uN(:r’7a(x’)+a)z/ (2, s)ds.
a(z’)+a 8‘TN
By integrating over X = {(2/,a(a’), 2’ € O’}, using the notation g, for the
function g, (z') = un(2’,a(z’) + a) we obtain

¥ o
/Iga 9o | //
OrJa(z’)+a

dsdz’

lvw| (2, a(2’))’

8UN
al‘N

o5 (@,5)
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with vy (2, a(2’)) = —(1 + |Va(2")|*)~/2. Consequently,

/|ga—ga/\<C’1/ o ifgcl/ __
X Aa/\AQ (QOQQ)\AQ

where A, = {(¢/,zn) € 2 | xnx < a(2’) + a}. When « and o tend to 0,
the term on the right-hand side of this inequality tends to 0, because it is
the integral of a measure that is bounded on the complement in 2N {2; of a
sequence of compact sets A, that tends to 2N §2;. It follows that {g,} is a
Cauchy sequence in L'(X). Let g be its limit. By the above, we have

3’U,N
OaiN

BuN

d
al‘N i

ou
[lo-sl <o [ |3,

> Aa~Ag | OTN

whence 5
uN

Jal< [llve [ |5
Aa~Ag | TN

Integrating with respect to a € [0, ap[, we obtain

/|g| / /|ga|da+01—/ /
Qo Ao~ Ao
([ tunt+ [ o))
N 0

(in these inequalities, ag satisfies uy (2’ a(2’) +ap) = 0). When v(x)-ey =0,
we use an 4 for which v;(x) # 0. We then have (v; + vy)(x) # 0, so that we
can define u; + upn, and therefore un since u; is well defined. a

(‘)uN
al‘N

The reader may also consult [67].

At this point, let us make an important remark concerning, for example,
BD(S2), which emphasizes the value of the interior and exterior traces of a
function on a hypersurface in 2.

Proposition 6.110. Let 2, and (25 be two open subsets of RN of class C!
and let X be a manifold of dimension N — 1 such that 2 = (21 U X U (2o,
DN N=0, 21N =X, and 2 is the interior of 2, U 5.

Ifu € BD(R2) and if u™ and u™ are the traces of u on X seen as elements
of BD(£23) and BD(§2y1), respectively, then for every ¢ € D(§2), we have

(€ij(u), @) = (ei5(u), ox,) + (€ij (), x2.)
uing + u;rnZ — (u; nj +u;n;)
— | 5
b

)

where T denotes the outward-pointing normal to X in the direction from (21
to 92,
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Proof of Proposition 6.110.

Let w € BD(£2) with u|p, € BD(§2;). Let ¢ € D(£2). We first apply
Green’s formula to ¢;;(u) and to ¢ in the regular open set {21, noting that
the trace is reduced to the trace on X, that is, to u~, and that the outward-
pointing normal is 7, with components n;:

2/ gij(w)pdr = —/ [UianO‘i”U/jaiQO}dl'
Ql -Ql

+ [ ) @)0) + ) @)oot

Likewise, in {25, noting that for the function we are considering, the trace on
the boundary of 92, reduces to the trace on X, that is, to u™, and that the
outward-pointing normal is —7 with components —n;, we have

2/ gij(w)pde = 7/ [uiajgoJrujaigo}dx
.Qz 92

- [ [ @)m) + )t @) o) ela'yas'

We obtain the desired formula by adding the last two equalities and using the
definition of the derivative of a distribution in f2. O

As was the case for BV, we have a continuity result for the trace map for
the intermediate topology.

Theorem 6.111. Let §2 be an open subset of RN of class C' and let {u,} be
a sequence in BD({2) that converges tightly to uw in BD(£2) in the following
sense:

Uy —w in DY) and /Q e ()| —> /Q le(u)];
then yo(un) — Yo(u) in L*(042).

Proof of Theorem 6.111.
Let C be a constant such that for every w € BD({2), we have

[ullzr o) < C ([[ully + [e(u)]1) -

Let {2 be a relatively compact subset of {2 with f(z\n_o le(u)] < n. Let ¢ be a
regular function with values between 0 and 1 and compact support in {2 that
equals 1 on §2y. Moreover, let Ny satisfy

. n
L+ [[Veollo

Vn > Ny, / |un — ul <
0
and /Q e(un)|(1 = o) < /Q le(u)(1 — o)l +7 < 2n.
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Such an Ny exists by the tight convergence of |e(uy,)| to |e(u)|. Then, since
@o = 1 on 012, we see that the integral [, |v0(un —u)| is bounded from above
as follows:

C( [ un=0(1=go+Vell+ | Jeun)(1=p0)=e(u)1=p0)]) <49. O

6.9 Generalized Green’s Formulas

Using a simplified notation, we define the following space:

(6.112) W(div)(£2) = {o € L>(2,RY) | dive € LN(2)}.
We endow this with the norm

(6.113) lollw @@ = ol + | divallLx ).

We also define the space

(6.114) L(div)(2) = {0 € L>(2,E) | dive € LV (2,RV)},

where E denotes the space of symmetric tensors of order 2 on RY, endowed
with the same norm, adapted to the functions with values in R"Y. We then have
the following generalized Green’s formula (see also Exercise 3.6 of Chapter 3).

Theorem 6.115. Let 2 be an open set of class C'. There exists a continuous
linear map from W (div)(£2) to L= (d12) that sends o to o - 7 and for which
the generalized Green’s formula

/Vu-o+/udivaz/ (o-7)u
o Q Gle)

holds for every u € WHYL(02) and every o € W(div)(£2). The vector T in
the formula denotes the unit outward-pointing normal to 852. Moreover, o - T
coincides with the restriction to the boundary when

o € C(2)NW(div)(£2).
The following is an extension of this formula to the functions in BV ({2).
Theorem 6.116. Let §2 be an open set of class C' and let (u,0) € BV (£2) x

W (div)(£2). We consider the distribution (Vu - o) defined by

Vo e D(,R), ((Vu-0),p) = —/

udiva-go—/ u(o- V).
Q 17}
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Then (Vu - o) is a bounded measure on {2 that is absolutely continuous with
respect to |Vu| and coincides with the usual definition of Vu - o when u €
W(02) and o € W(div)(£2). More precisely, |Vu-o| < ||| s|Vu|. Moreover,
the measure Vu® defined by (VuS - o) = (Vu - o) — (Vu® - o) is a singular
measure that satisfies |(Vu® - o)| < |(Vu)] [|0]|co-

Finally, we obtain the following Green’s formula. If (u,0) € BV (§2) x
W (div)(£2) and if p € C(2) NCL(2), then

(Vu-a)e)=- [

udivogof/uchgaJr/ u0~ﬁ>g0.
[0 0 a0

Proof of Theorem 6.115.

Let 0 € W(div)(£2). By the surjectivity of the trace map from W11(2)
to LY(092), there exists a C' > 0 with the following property. For every v €
LY(092), there exists a V € WH1(2) such that Vs, = v and

(6.117) [Vilwie) < CllvliLioq)-

This defines a linear functional on L!(9£2). For v € L'(9£2) and V as before,
we set

Yo e L' 00), La(v):/nchVJr/Qdiv(a)V.

To see that this does not depend on the choice of V', we must show that if
v =0o0n 82, then L,(v) = 0. We know that if v = 0, then V € W,". Since £
is of class C!, there exists a sequence {V,,} in C2°({2) that converges to V in
WL1(£2). By the definition of div o in the sense of distributions, we have

/a-VVn—l—/div(U)Vn:O.
Q fo)

Taking its limit gives

/UoVVJr/diV(J)V:O.
7} Q

This remark also shows the linearity of L. Indeed, for v; and vy € L'(0£2),
let Vi and V3 be elements of W1(£2) with V; = v; on 8f2. Let A € R. Then
Vi + AV, belongs to WH1(£2) and equals v; + Avy on 9f2. Since L, (v + Avg)
can be written as

/ o-V(V1+A\Vs) +/ div(o) (V1 + AVa),
o 2
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which equals L, (v1) + AL, (v2), we have the linearity. The continuity follows
from the following sequence of inequalities:

Lo ()l < IIUIIOO/QIVVIder IVlivy -l diveol|x

< CVllwrra) (ol + Il divel )
< ol o) (lolle + I divelly),

with V as in (6.117). Since L, is a continuous linear functional on L!(942),
there exists an element, of L>°(9£2), which we denote by o - 7, such that

Vo LY(09), LU(U):/aQ(U-W) . o

Proof of Theorem 6.116.
Consider the map defined by

Vo e D(2), <(Vu-a),g0>:—/9u diva-cp—/nua-Vgo.

This is clearly a distribution. Let {u,} be a sequence in W11(£2) that con-
verges to u in the sense of Theorem 6.56. The terms —fQ uy, divoy and
— [ uno - Vo converge to — [, udivop and — [, uo - Vo, respectively. Con-
sequently, the distribution Vu,, - o converges to Vu - o in D' (12).

We also have (Vu, - 0,¢) = [,(Vu, - 0)¢ by Green’s formula. Since
Vu, € L', it follows that

[(Vun -0, @) < [[Vun[1[|oloc lllloo-

Consequently, the sequence of distributions {Vu, - ¢} is bounded in M1(£2).
Since it converges to Vu - o in D’(§2), this last distribution belongs to M*(£2)
and satisfies

(Vo] < lim | [ Va0 < tim ([ [Funfel) o]
0 n—oo \J 0

n— oo

= ([ wultel) ol < (1901} el Il

for every ¢ € C.(£2). In particular, the before last inequality gives the absolute
continuity of Vu - o with respect to |Vu| (cf. Definition 6.39 and Proposition
6.42).

To prove Green’s formula, we use the generalized Green’s formula from
Theorem 6.115 for {u,}, where {u,} € WH(§2) converges tightly to u in
BV (£2). We then have

/undiv(a)ap—>/udiv(o)gp and /una-Vgo—>/ua~ch.
Q Q Q Q
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Finally, the sequence {u,} converges to u in L*(d£2), so that

/ (Up —u)o - @ —> 0.
o1

We also know that the sequence {Vu, - o} converges tightly to Vu - o.
Indeed, since we already have vague convergence, it suffices to verify that
given € > 0, there exists a compact subset K of {2 such that

/ |[Vu, - -o| <e.
OONK

for every n. Let € > 0 and let K be a compact subset of {2 such that for every n,
we have [, . [Vu,| <e;then [, . [Vun- 0| < [, [Vun||o|eo <ello]oo-

To conclude, the sequence {Vu,, -0} converges tightly to Vu-o and Green’s
formula holds.

We now wish to show that Vu®-o is a singular measure. We will use the re-
mark following the approximation theorem (Theorem 6.56), which notes that
the sequence {u,} may be chosen in such a way that |Vu,, —(Vu)>°| converges
tightly to |(Vu)®|. By construction, we also have the vague convergence of the
sequence {(Vu, — Vu*®)-o} to (Vu)® - 0. By the lower semicontinuity for the
vague topology of an integral over an open set and by the vague convergence
of |Vu, — (Vu)®| to |(Vu)®|, we can write, for every ¢ € D(£2),

(Va0 < tim | [ (V= Vu) o

n—oo

< lofloe lim |Vu, — Vu||p|dz
(9]

n—oo
<ol [ 1Vulllde

This implies the following inequality in the sense of measures:
Vu - o] < ol [Vu®|

and concludes the proof (cf. Proposition 6.42) because Vu® - ¢ is absolutely
continuous with respect to |Vu®|. O

Theorem 6.118. Let £2 be an open subset of RN and let
(u,0) € BD(£2) x L(div)(£2).

Then there exists a measure, which we denote by (e(u) : o), that is absolutely
continuous with respect to |e(u)| and satisfies

—/u~diva<pda:f/u®Vgazadx
[0 Q

= —/ u - divopdr — Z/ u;0jpoijde.
Q i 9

Vo € D(,R), ((e(u):0),9)
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Moreover, this measure coincides with the function in L'(§2) defined by the

product (e(u) : 0) = >, ; €ij(u)oij for (u,0) € LD(£2) x L(div). We also have
(e(u) : 0)] < [lofloc|e(w)].

5:0) = (e(u) : o) — (e(w)?* : o) is singular and satisfies

|(e(@)® = 0)| < e(w)®] [|or]|oo-

The measure (e(u)

To conclude, if 2 is of class C', then we have Green’s formula, which holds

for every function ¢ € C(£2) NCL(N):
((e(u) : 0), ) = —/ u - div o odx —/ Zuiajgoaijdx
o) 2

+/ Z(umj+ujni)0ijsﬁ~
092 7

The proof is analogous to that of the previous theorem.

6.10 Functions of a Measure

In modeling problems for the mechanics of materials, as well as in problems
coming from the calculus of variations, we use functionals [, f(Vu) where f
is a convex function with linear growth at infinity. We gave an example of such
a functional in Chapter 5 while treating minimal surfaces. Even if studying
these functions can be of general interest to the reader, we will presently justify
the techniques and results that we used to solve the variational problem in
Section 5.10. We will need some preliminary results, in particular concerning
conjugates in the sense of Fenchel. The reader may also consult [25] and [26].

6.10.1 Definitions and Properties

In the general case, the functions f that we consider are defined on a Banach
space X and take on their values in R. The domain of f, which we denote by
dom f, is defined to be the set dom f = {x € X | f(z) < +00}. We say that f
is proper if its domain is nonempty and if the function only takes on finite
values in this domain.

Definition 6.119. Let f be a function defined on a Banach space X with
values in R and a nonempty domain. The conjugate of f, which we denote
by f*, is the function defined on the dual X* by

Vye X*, f'(y) = jgg{m@ — f(=)}.
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Proposition 6.120. If f is convex and proper, then its conjugate is conver,
lower semicontinuous for the weak topology on X, and does not take on the
value —oo.

We also state the following result without proof.

Proposition 6.121. Let f be conver on X with nonempty domain; then the
four following properties concerning u € dom f and y € X* are equivalent:

Dye 3f( ):
(2) flu) + [ (y) < (u, ),
(3) flu) + f*(y) = < Y),
() Ve X, f(z) 2 (z—u, y) + f(u).
We define the biconjugate of f to be f** = (f*)*. We have the following
result.

Proposition 6.122.

(1) If f is convex, then at every point x in the interior of dom f, f is contin-
uous, subdifferentiable, and f(x) = f**(x).

(2) If f is convexr on RN and everywhere finite, then it is everywhere subdif-
ferentiable and f = f**.

The book [23] contains examples of computations of conjugates and bicon-
jugates (see also further on in this section and in the exercises). That same
book (cf. its Theorem 6.2) contains the proof of a result concerning the con-
jugate of a functional on the space LP(f2) (p > 1) defined by an integral. This
result is related to the definition of a function of a measure. The argument we
present in the preliminaries below gives a version of the result for p = 1.

Let us define the linear growth at infinity and the asymptotic function.

Definition 6.123. Let f be a convex proper function defined on R"V. We say
that it has linear growth at infinity if there exist constants ¢g > 0 and ¢; > 0
such that

(6.124) Ve e RY, oz — 1) < f(x) < er|z| + 1).

The function f.., which we call the asymptotic function of f, is then defined

to be
ey

t~>+oo t

foo(z) = 1

The function f is everywhere finite, convex, and positively homogeneous
of degree 1.
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Moreover, when f has linear growth at infinity, we can show that the
domain of its conjugate f* is a bounded subset of L>(RY) that is contained
in the ball B(0,c¢;) and itself contains the ball B(0, ¢g). If we also have f >0
and f(0) = 0, then f*(0) = sup—f(z) =0 and f* > 0. Let us note that the
inequality (6.124) also implies that u + f ou is continuous from L'(RY RY)
to LY(RN), (cf. [13]).

6.10.2 Preliminaries to the Definition

We intend to use an example to show how the definition of the conjugate
of f* can be adapted to extend to measures. Since under conditions that
are not very restrictive, this conjugate equals f, namely f = f**, we see
that we are led to define the function f(u), where p is a measure, using the
conjugate f*. To illustrate the ideas, let {2 be an open subset of RY and let f
be convex and nonnegative, satisfy the conditions of linear growth, and have
f(0) = 0. Consider the measure u(z)dz, where u € L'(£2,dz) and dz is the
Lebesgue measure on §2. Using linear growth, we see that fou € L(§2,dx). By
adapting the definition of f**, we consider the functional f(udz) on the cone
of continuous nonnegative functions ¢ with compact support in 2, defined by

Glda)g) = sw | [ wap@etads = [ F @@},

vEL>®(£2,dom f*)

We now wish to show that under certain assumptions, this function satisfies
the relation

(6.125) (f(udz), ) = /Q (f o u)(x)p(a)de.

In other words, we wish to prove that f(udz) extends to the measure
(f ou)(z)dz defined previously.

In addition to the assumptions on f, which imply that dom f* is bounded
and that f*(0) = 0, we will suppose that f* is bounded on its domain.

Proof of formula (6.125).
Let us begin by proving that

(6.126) /Q F(u)(@)p(x)da
> /Q w(z)o(@)p(@)dz — /Q I @)@)e(a)dz).

veEL> (§2,dom f*)

Indeed, by the definition of f*, we have

Vee 2, Voe L™, f(u)(z) > ul)v(z)— f*(v)(x).
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Multiplying by the nonnegative function ¢ and integrating over {2 gives in-
equality (6.126).

Let us now show the opposite inequality to (6.126). Let ¢ > 0 and let
u € L'($2,dz) be fixed. We consider a simple function w = >, w;xa,, where
the A; are universally disjoint measurable sets whose union equals 2. As said
above, the map u — f ow from L' to L' is continuous. Consequently, there
exists a simple function w such that

(6.127) v — w0 <& and |[|f(u) = f(w)|ri(o) <e.
The second inequality implies that
Vo eCH(2), [I(f(w) = f(w)ellrie) < ellollo

Let us now use the formula f = f**, which holds because f is convex on RY
and therefore continuous (cf. [23] and Proposition 6.122). Therefore, for ev-
ery i, there exists an element v; of dom f* such that

(6.128) fw) < viw; — f*(vg) +e-2771 /| Ayl

By the assumptions f(0) = 0 and f*(0) = 0, we have f(w) = >, f(w;)xa, and
f*(v) = >, f*(vi)xa,. Moreover, by taking the product of simple functions,

v(@yw(z)p(z)de =y viw; [ p(a)dz.
J e,

Next by multiplying (6.128) by ¢xa,, taking the sum over 4, and integrating
over {2, we obtain

| wypde = > st / e
< zz:viwi/Ai godx—;f (%)/A pdr + €|l

- / o(@yw@)e@)ds — [ 1*@)(@)e()ds + oo
(9] 2

The relations (6.127) now give

/ fwede < / fw)ede + = < / vwpde — [ f*@)pde +e(1+ loll)
0 0 (9] (9]

< / vupdz — / £ (v)pdz + / o] [u — wlgdz + (1 + ]l oo)-
0 (9] (9]

Taking into account that since f* is bounded on its domain, we have the upper
bound [}, [v]ju — wledz < ]l@lloc SUDycaom - [v(@)], we obtain the opposite
inequality to (6.126), thus concluding the proof. O
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6.10.3 Definition of a Function of a Measure and First Properties
The computation we just carried out suggests the following general definition.

Definition 6.129. Let 2 be an open subset of RY. Let f be a nonnegative
convex function from R¥ to R with linear growth at infinity and f(0) = 0.
Let i be a bounded measure with values in R*. The function f(u) sends a
nonnegative function ¢ in C.(£2) to the number

©10) YW= sw (g - [ (7 eueds
{veC.(2,dom f*)} 0

where (1, vp) = 37 (i, vi¢p).-

Remark 6.131. In this definition, the upper bound is taken in the set

Cc(£2,dom f*). It remains the same when taken over L*° ({2, dom f*) or even

over L' (2, + dz). Tt follows that when y = udx with u € L', the measure

f(p) is identical to (f o u)dx.

These equalities of upper bounds over different sets are studied in Exercise
6.5.

Proposition 6.132. Let £2 be an open subset of R™Y. We suppose that f is
convex and satisfies (6.124), and that f* is bounded on its domain. Let u be
a measure on (2; then f(u) is positively homogeneous and additive. Conse-
quently, it extends to a measure on §2. This measure is absolutely continuous
with respect to |u| + dx.

When the measure p is moreover bounded on (2, then the measure f(u) is
also bounded and formula (6.130) extends to functions ¢ € Cp(£2).

Proof of Proposition 6.132.

The positive homogeneity is obvious. Let us show the additivity. Let
e > 0, let ¢; be a nonnegative function in C.(2) for i = 1,2, and let
v € Co(£2,dom f*) satisfy

o1 + 92) < i 0(r +2)) — /Q (f* 0 v)(g1 + p2) + <.

The right-hand side is then lesser than or equal to (f(u), v1) + (f(1), p2) + €.
Conversely, let v; and v in C.(£2,dom f*) satisfy

(), i) <y vieps) — /Q (F* o vi)gi + ¢
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and let v = Y, v;0;/(>°; ¢:i). This function has values in dom f* because
dom f* is convex, and it is continuous. Moreover, by the convexity of f*, we
have

() (@1 + ¢2) Zf ;)¢
It follows that

<f(M)a Zi:1,2 ‘Pi> > <U7U > ‘Pi> - /Q ()32 v
>3 (o = [ (7 ow)ei) > S0 tpi) 2=

7
completing the proof of the additivity.

The absolute continuity of f(u) with respect to |u| + dx follows from the
inequality below, which holds for every v with values in the domain of f*.
Recall that we assumed f* to be bounded on its domain. By Section 6.2,
Proposition 6.42, we have

©133) [(noe) = [ ree] <o [ lullel+ sw 1F@1 [l
2 2 rzedom f* dom f*

We now suppose that u is a bounded measure. It is obvious that f(u) is also
bounded, since f(u) is absolutely continuous with respect to |u| 4+ Xdom £+ d.
We wish to show that the formula defining (f(u), ») extends to the bounded
continuous functions . Let 1) be a nonnegative element of Cp({2). Let £ > 0
and let ¢ € C.(£2) be nonnegative, such that

(6.134) /Q Flup < /Q f(u)p+e and

3

©13 [ el [ - o) < g

Moreover, let v € C.(£2,dom f*) satisfy

(6.136) /f /Q/wga—/nf*(v)go—ka.

Owing to the relations (6.134) and (6.136), followed by (6.135) and (6.133),
the expression (f(u), ) is bounded from above as follows:

/Qf(/i)@‘i‘ffé/uwp—/f*(v)cp—i-%
/uvw /f w+/uv<pw /f ) — 1) +2¢

< s /uvw /f Y + 3e.
vEC.(2,dom f*)
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For the opposite inequality, let v € C.(§2,dom f*) satisfy

sup /uv¢—/f*(v)¢</ uw—/ frw)p+e
vEC.(£2,dom f*) J 2 9] 0

and let ¢ = 1 on supp v and have compact support in 2. We have

/quw—/ﬂf*(v)d):/quwso—/nf*(v)dw
< (f() ) < (f(), ),

giving the opposite inequality. We conclude that the formula defining (f(u), )
extends to the functions ¢ € Cy(£2). O

Remark 6.137 (on the conditions of Proposition 6.132). When f does
not satisfy the condition f(0) = 0, we can still make sure that the formula
defining f(p) holds (cf. Exercises 6.15 and 6.16). Indeed, we use the fact
that f, which is defined on R* and is convex and everywhere finite, is every-
where subdifferentiable (cf. 6.122) and therefore admits a continuous linear
lower bound. By Subsection 5.2.2, f(0)+ (y, z) is such a lower bound, where y
is an element of 9f(0) (we just noted that 9f(0) is nonempty).

For example, in the case of the function used in Chapter 5 in the context
of minimal surfaces, the function f defined by f(x) = /1 + |z|? satisfies
f(0) = 1. We then use the function g defined by g(z) = f(z) — f(0). We
can verify that the assumptions of Definition 6.129 hold for g. We will see in
Exercise 6.19 that the formula defining f(u) can be extended to any f, not
only the ones verifying f(0) =0 and f > 0.

Theorem 6.138. Let 1 = gdx + pu° be the Lebesque decomposition of p with
g € LY(2,dx) and p° singular. We suppose that f satisfies the conditions of
Proposition 6.132. The Lebesgue decomposition of f(u) is then

f() = (fog)dz + foo(u®).

Proof of Theorem 6.138.

We refer to Section 6.2 for the Lebesgue decomposition of a measure
(cf. Theorem 6.46). We begin by showing that f(u) < (f o g)dx + foo (1°).
After noting that fX = Xdom s+ (cf. Exercise 6.6), we have, for every v €
Cc(£2,dom f*) and every ¢ > 0,

<u7w>—/9f*(v)<ﬁdw=/ngsoderwS,w)—/Qf*(v)wdw

< sup (/Q gupda — /Qf*(vw) +Sl;p<us,w>
< [ (Foaede + (1) i)
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Indeed, in the previous inequalities, we have used on the one hand, the prop-
erty of f(gdx) given in 6.10.2 and on the other hand, the definition of f.. (1)
taken from the remark on (foo)*.

Conversely, let ¢ > 0, €, and v; in C.(£2,dom f*) for i = 1,2 be such that
we have the following inequalities:

(6.139) /Q(fog)cpdxS/nglgoda:—/gf*(vl)godx—ke,

(6.140) oo (1), 0) < /Q vy d +e.

Let K be a compact set that contains supp ° and let £2; be an open set
containing K, with le(\g| + 1)dz < e. This last property is a consequence
of the mutual singularity of 1° and dz. Next, let 1 be a function equal to 1
on K, with values in [0, 1], and continuous and with compact support in £2;.
We set v = v2t + v1(1 — ) and D = [, popdz — [, guipds — (1, vagp). We
will show that there exists a C such that |D| < Ce.

Indeed, since (v — v2)Y) = (1 — ¥)(vy — v2) is zero on the support of
and 1 is zero outside of (21, we have

D1 = | [ st = o0)ie] < el | lallon = ur]da < C
1

Taking into account this definition of D and the definition of a conjugate,
adding the inequalities (6.139) and (6.140) then gives

/Q(fog)sod:H/Qfoo(uS)sodx
g/nglgodx—/Qf*(vl)wdx—k/nusvggodx—k%
</Q/wgodx—D—/Qf*(v)goda:Jr/Q(f*(v)ff*(vl))cpdx+25
< [ wopdo~ [ p)da DI+ [ (77w = 1 (00) o + 22

</f(,u)90+06+25+2 sup |f*\/1/}<pdx
2 dom( f*) 2

< /Q f(w)e+C",

concluding the proof. ad

Remark 6.141. In fact, we can show, more generally, that if y; and us are
two mutually singular measures, then we also have

floa + p2) = f(p1) + fp2).
This property is the object of Exercise 6.17.
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Because of its role in the problem of minimal surfaces (cf. Chapter 5), we
choose to illustrate the definition using  — /1 + |z|?> — 1 as an example.

Example 6.142. We propose to give the formula defining /1 + |pu|? explic-
itly, where p is an arbitrary measure on the bounded open set f2.

The function g defined on R* by g(z) = /1 + |z|> — 1 possesses the re-
quired properties, namely g(0) = 0, g > 0, and g has linear growth at infinity.
We have g* = f* 4+ 1. The function f*, which is the conjugate of a radial
function, is clearly also radial. This allows us to reduce to considering R.

e For |y| > 1, the upper bound defining f*(y) is +oo.

e For |y| = 1, this upper bound is 0.

e TFor |y| < 1, the derivative of z + xy — +/1 + 22 vanishes for zp =
y/+/1 —y? and the maximum equals f(xg). It follows that

vy e dom f* = B0,1), [)=—VI-P and g*(y)=1- /1 [yP.

We note that dom f* is bounded and that the functions ¢* and f* are bounded
and continuous on dom f*.

We also verify that g*(0) = 0 and ¢g* > 0. The function g therefore satisfies
all the conditions of Proposition 6.132. Moreover, « — |z| is the asymptotic
function of both f and g. Consequently, if we write u = 2+, then Theorem
6.138 allows us to write

Wig = s { [ vpd)+ [ VIR Peos)
vEC(2,B(0,1)) "/ 2 2

+ (|1®], ).

6.10.4 Sequences of Measures and Density Results

We begin by showing that under the previous assumptions, the map p +— f(u)
is 1.s.c. for the topology of the vague convergence of measures.

Theorem 6.143. Let f be convex and satisfy the conditions of Proposition
6.132. If {un} is a sequence of bounded measures on a bounded open subset 2
of RN that converges vaguely to a bounded measure v on §2, then there exists
a subsequence of { f(1n)} that converges vaguely to a bounded measure v on 2
with f(p) <v. As a consequence,

f(p) = lim f(pn).

n— oo

Proof of Theorem 6.143.
The sequence of integrals [, f(1n) is bounded because f(u,) is absolutely
continuous with respect to |p,| + dz. We can therefore extract a subsequence
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that converges vaguely to a bounded measure v (cf. Proposition 6.20). It fol-
lows that there exists a sequence o(n) such that
Ho(n) — M and hmf(uo(n)) =V

for the vague convergence. Let £ > 0 and let ¢ € C.(£2) with ¢ > 0. By the
definition of (f(u), ¢), there exists a v € C.(£2,dom f*) such that

<p></9uw*/9f*(v)<p+€-

By the lower semicontinuity of the integral over an open set for the vague
topology, the right-hand side can be bounded from above by

h_m/ ua<n>w—/ fr(v)p+e
o 2 . .
i e {f s [
veCo(2) 0 2

< Hm{(f(pom), o)} +e < (v,p) +e.

Since this is true for every ¢, this concludes the proof of the desired property.
O

The following is another important result, concerning the density of the
regular functions for a topology intermediate between the norm topology and
the vague convergence topology, which is close to the tight topology.

Theorem 6.144. Let 2 be an open subset of R, let u be a measure in
MY(£2,R*), and let f be a nonnegative convex function satisfying the con-
ditions of Proposition 6.132 and the equality f(0) = 0. Then there exists a
sequence {uy,} of elements of C°°(£2) N W(£2) such that

e Jwn) = ) and [ ) — [ s
In particular, we can deduce that inequality (6.124) extends to measures, giving
co(lul = 1) < f(p) < er(|pf +1).

Proof of Theorem 6.144.
We begin by showing that if 8 is continuous with compact support in 2
and values in [0, 1], then, as when p is a function, we have

fOp) <Of(p).

Let ¢ be a nonnegative function in C.({2) and let v € C.(f2,dom f*).
Since f* and ¢ are nonnegative and 0 € [0, 1], we can write

wtog) = [ 1010 < Gut) = [ £ < 010,10
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The desired result follows by taking the supremum in v. In particular, if {6,}
is a sequence of continuous functions with compact support equal to 1 on
a compact set K; that for every j satisfies d(K,;,012) < 1/j, so that the
sequence converges to 1o, then the sequence {f(6;u)} converges tightly to
f(p). Indeed, since f(0;1) < 6;f(u) and f(u) is a bounded measure, we see
that the sequence f(6;u) is bounded. We can therefore extract a subsequence
that converges vaguely to a positive and bounded measure (cf. Proposition
6.20). By the previous theorem, we have

fp) <v= lm f(O;p) <limb;f(u) < f(p).

j—+oo

Since, by the lower semicontinuity, we also have

f(p) < lim f 1) fu
IRCER-WROZEIRIT

we see that f(6;u) converges tightly to f(u), that is, converges in (Cy(£2))’.

We now suppose that p has support in a fixed compact subset of RV
contained in f2.

Let p be an element of D(RY) that is even and nonnegative, and which
has integral equal to 1. We set p.(x) = 1/eNp (z/€) and u. = p. * p.

We first show that

Vo e C(RY,dom f*), /f pe %) /f*(v).

This inequality comes from the properties of f* (cf. Theorem 6.2 in [23]).
Since the formula is also true for p, we will from now on denote both p and p,
by p. We set dm; = pdt, giving a measure that satisfies fRN dmy = 1. Since the
domain of f* is bounded and f* is bounded on its domain, we have f*(0) = 0.
Consequently, the composition f*(vx p) is summable over RY and since f* is
convex and f* > 0, Jensen’s inequality gives

Vo e RV, f*(/RN v(x—t)dmt> < fr(u(x —t))dmg.

RN

By integrating and using Fubini’s formula, we obtain the desired property
o< [ [ pe@pe -
RN JRN
= [ re) [ s odzd
RN RN

= [ oo [ o= [ 1 on

RN
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The definition of f(p* ), where px u € L'(RY), gives

/RNf(P*M)Z sup (/}R{N[(/’*U)U—f*(v)]dx)

vEC: (RN dom f*)

Given a number § > 0, there exists a function v € C.(RY,dom f*) such that
flpxn) < / [(p* p)v = f*(v)]da + 6.
RN ]RN

Noting that by the parity of p, we have

léNp*vdu:<uxﬁnm~+y»>:<uxp«y»vcfy»%

which gives [,x p*vdp = (u, p*v), we can deduce that
floxp) <{p,(pxv)) — [ [ (pxv)+4.
RN RN

Let us recall that © has compact support. Hence, by taking ¢ = 1 in a neigh-
borhood of the support of p, we can write the following inequality for the
total variation of the measure f(u):

N f(p) = (u, (pxv)) — - [ (p*v).

It follows that [, f(p* p) < [pn f() 4+ 6, and finally

/RNf(p*u)</RNf(u) and /RNf(pE*u)g/RNf(u)

Owing to this property, we can choose sequences {6;} and {¢;} such that
the sequence of integrals [, f(pe, *0;1) converges to [, f(i). Let 6; be as in
the first part of the proof, and let ¢; < d(supp §;,92). Since the sequence of
positive measures f(p.; x0;u) is bounded, we can extract a subsequence that
converges vaguely to a bounded measure v with

f(p) <v=lim f(pe, ;) * o)1)

whose integrals satisfy

[ 0 <t [ ey = o) < 1im [ 6o < [ 500

We now deduce that the full sequence { [, f(pe, ;1) } converges to [, f(1)
Since inequality (6.124) is true for the functions p.; * u, it extends to the
measure fi. O
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Corollary 6.145. Let 6 be a function in C.(£2) with values in [0, 1], let u be a
measure in M1, and let p be a function in D with supp p+supp(fu) C 2. Then
the inequality f(p60u) < px (0f(u)), which holds for functions u, extends to
the measure p, giving

flox0u) < px(0f(w)).

Proof of the corollary.
Indeed, let {u;} in C°(£2) be as in the first part of the previous proof,
with
uj — o and  f(u;) — f(p).

The pointwise inequality gives

flpx (Buy)) < p* (0f(uy)).

Moreover, since the sequence f(u;) converges vaguely to f(u), we can use
a simple argument to show that p  (6f(u;)) tends vaguely to px (6f(u)).
Likewise, the sequence {p*6u;} converges vaguely to px6u. Hence, using the
lower semicontinuity property of Theorem 6.143, we obtain

flpx (0p)) < lim f(p* (Buy)) < px (0f (1)) 0

The reader can consult [25] and [26] for more details and other results
concerning functions of a measure.

Comments

This chapter gives us the first notions of spaces of functions with a measure
as derivative. These spaces have been introduced to form models of problems
coming from the computation of variations and from solid mechanics. On the
subject of the space BV, the work of Giusti [35] is no doubt one of the most
complete. The first important advances on the subject of the spaces BD are
due to Suquet [67], Strang and Temam [71], and Kohn and Temam [42].

6.11 Exercises for Chapter 6

Exercise 6.1 (Vague and Tight Convergence).
Let {un} be a sequence of positive measures that converges vaguely to p
on f2. Prove that it converges tightly on every open set 2, C 2, C 2 with

faﬂl w=0.

Hints. First, {un} also converges vaguely to p on 2;. Since 2, is an open set, it
follows that

/uéﬁ_m fin  and p=lim [ g
2 2 e e
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Indeed, if we let F' denote the set of ¢ with ¢ = 1 on 21, then we have fn_lﬂ _
SUP,er S > lim fQ fin, Whence

/ ,u:/ ©=lim Ln-
2 o2 2y

Exercise 6.2 (Characterization of the Gradient Distributions).
Let T € D'(2,RY). Show that if T = VS with S € D', then for every
(i,7) € [1,N]?, &;T; = 0;T;. Establish the converse. Deduce that T = VS if
and only if for every ¢ € D(2,RY) with divy = 0, we have (T, ¢) = 0.

Hints. Use an induction argument for the converse, where the case N = 1 is the
existence of a primitive of a distribution. For the second part, consider the functions
of the form ¢ = 9;ve; — d;ve; for v € D(S2).

Exercise 6.3 (On the Absolutely Continuous and Singular Parts of
a Sequence Vu, that Tends to Vu when u € BV ({2)).
We use the notations of Theorem 6.56. Prove that

/ |[Vus — (Vu)*| H/ |V,
9] [0}

where ;*° and p® denote the absolutely continuous and singular parts of the
measure p, respectively (we refer to Section 6.2 for the definitions and for
the Lebesgue decomposition). Use inequalities of the same type as (6.60) and
(6.62).

Hints. Write
(Vs = (Vu)*| = |3 [pn, * (95 Vu + u¥;) = 5(Tu)*]
<[ [omy * (03(Tw)™ = 3 (T0)*] [+ 3 Lo, * (3 (V) ) .

Through inequalities of the type used in the proof of the theorem, show that

/D|VU5—(Vu)aC\</Q\(Vu)s|—|—25.

Exercise [+4] 6.4 (Determining F, in the Proof of Theorem 6.89).
Determine a solution of the following equation, taken in the sense of distribu-
tions:

(6.146) (A + V(div)) (Ea) = ado.

Use the fundamental solution of the Laplacian, that is, M with AM = §.
This solution equals

Inr N — 9

- ; —
(6.147) M =< 2« ’

]ﬂN|{E|27N ifN>3
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Prove that

(6.148) B, = %O‘M - %(a VM)

is indeed a solution of (6.146). Deduce from this the explicit formula

?)—Oélnr—xM if N =2
Eo= o 3a T /N2 z(z - «)

Exercise [*%] 6.5 (Comparison of Upper Bounds in the Definition
of f(11))-
We would like to justify Remark 6.131. In the formula defining f(u), under the
assumptions of Proposition 6.132, we consider the upper bounds «, 3, and ~
of { (i, vp) — [, (f*ov)pdx} when v belongs to L (£2, u+dx), L>(§2,dom f*),
and C.(£2,dom f*), respectively.

First prove that a > 8 > «. Next, show that a < 7.

Hints. To prove that o < 7y, show that given a v in Ll((), u+ dx), we can associate
with it a function v € D(£2,dom f*) such that

/Q lw—ol(du+dz) <e and [f(2) - F@)]leo < <.

Exercise 6.6 (Determining the Conjugate of the Asymptotic Func-
tion).

Show that if f satisfies the conditions of the definition of a function of a
measure f(u), then fX = Xdom f+-

Hints. Reduce to showing that feo (%) = SUD,cqom s+ ({2, ¥)). Show that foo(z) >
(x,y) using the definition of the conjugate, which when defining foo(x) involves the
expression (tz,y) — f*(y) for y € dom f~.

Conversely, show that given &, we can find y¢ . € dom f* such that

fltr) <(tw,yee) — fF(yee) +e

Exercise [] 6.7 (Properties of the Functions in L?(f2) with Diver-
gence in L%(02)).

Let §2 be an open subset of RY and let X (2) = {u € L?(2,RY) | divu €
L2(2)}.

(1) Prove that X endowed with the norm ||.||x defined by
1/2 12
lul|x = ( Z |u7|§> + (/ (diVu)Qd:c)
1<i<N 2

is a Banach space.
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(2) Suppose that §2 is of class C'. Show, beginning with the case £2 = RV,
that the functions in C!(£2) N X (£2) are dense in X (£2). In the general
case, use the method of Proposition 3.57 of Chapter 3.

(3) Still supposing that §2 is of class C!, show that we can define a trace map
that is continuous on X (§2), has values in H~/2(9£2), and for which the
following Green’s formula holds:

u 1 o u-o iv(o)u = (o 1,u).
Yue HY(2), Yo e X (1), /QV +/Qd() ( s u)

Exercise 6.8 (Details of the Proof of Theorem 6.89).

In the proof of Theorem 6.89, we work in the open set 2N §2; and on a
component u; of v such that v; = Ve # 0 almost everywhere along 02N (2,
where 7 is the unit outward-pointing normal. The argument remains the same
on a different component u; if e ej # 0 almost everywhere. Let us assume
that this is not the case.

(1) Prove that in this case, we have 7/ - (%) # 0 almost everywhere, which
suggests that we reduce to the function v defined by v = u; + u;.

(2) We change the basis by replacing (e;, e;) by ((e; + ¢;)/Vv2, (e; — €;)/V/2),
and leaving ey the same for k # i, j. Prove that the function v obtained
from this base change belongs to LD({2). Next, use the argument of the
proof of Theorem 6.89 to deduce that u; € LP(§2 N £2;).

Exercise [*+] 6.9 (Functions in W11(2) with Hessian in M!(02)).
Let £2 be an open subset of RY and let

HB(Q) = {u € L'(2) | Vu € L'(2,RY), VVu € M'(2,RN)}.

For u € HB(S2), we set

/Q|VVu|dx— o /Z“O”a 53?3

PEC(92, ]RN )
Z” “Pul <1

(1) Show that HB({2) endowed with the norm

lull s = llull + [ Valls + /Q VVul(z)de

is a Banach space.
(2) Show that if u € D'(£2) satisfies VVu € M (£2), then u € HBj.(12).
Show that if 2 is moreover Lipschitz and bounded, then u € HB({2).
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Exercise 6.10 (Continuation of the Previous Exercise: the Trace
Map).
Prove that if £2 is of class C?, then we can define the trace map to be
HB(2) — WH1(00) x L'(00)
u— (u,0u/0T).

In HB(£2), we define the weak convergence u,, — u by
[t — ullwi1(e) — 0 and V¢ € CC(Q7RN2), /VVun i — /VVu .

Prove that the trace map is not continuous for the weak topology.
Prove that if

Up — u  and /|VVun|—>/ |VVul,
2 fo)

then
/ ‘6un B ou ‘ 0
0o 0T O '
Exercise [] 6.11 (Embeddings of the Space HB({2)).

(1) Show that if N > 2 and if {2 is an open set of class C?, then we have an
embedding
HB(2) — WHN/ V=1 (),

(2) Suppose that N = 2. We want to show that HB(R?) — C,(R?). This
follows once we show that if v is an element of HB with compact support
in R2, then the function V defined by

0%v
V= | da dy
|- 00,2[x]—00,y 9T0Y

is continuous and, moreover, equals v almost everywhere. To do this, show
that the measure 9%v/9x0y charges neither horizontal nor vertical lines.

Exercise [] 6.12 (Restriction of a Function in BV ({2) to (2).
As in Proposition 6.110, let £2; and {2, be two open subsets of RY of class C!
and let X' be a manifold of dimension N — 1 with 2 = 2, UX U2, 21N =
@, and 2, N2y = X. Let 7 be the outward-pointing normal to 9f2s. Let
u € BV (£2) and consider the restrictions u; = u|g,, i = 1, 2.

First show that u; € BV (§2;) and then that for the uniform Dirac measure
0o, on 0821, we have

Vu= Y Vuixe, + (yo(uz — u1)) 7o, .
i=1,2
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Also show that

Vul = Y~ [Vuilxe, +1(0(uz — u1))|8o0,

i=1,2
Let o € C(£2,RY). Show that if o - Vu = |Vu| in £2, then

o for every i € {1,2} and every x € §2;, we have o - Vu,;(z) = |Vu,|(x),
e for every z € 912, we have o - 7 (ug — u1) = |ug — uy|(z).

Show that this property extends to the case where o € L* with div(o) €
LN (£2), where we see o - Vu as a measure.

Exercise 6.13 (Restriction of a Function in BD(f2) to Open Subsets
of ).

Let £2, {21, and {25 be as in the previous exercise. Let u € BD({2). Prove that
the restriction of w to (2, which we denote by wuy, belongs to BD({2) for
k =1,2 and that

gij(u) = eij(ur) X, + ((u2 —u1)ing + (u2 — u1);ni))dog; -

Let 0 € L>=(2, F), where E denotes the space of symmetric matrices over RY.
We suppose that div(c) € LV (£2,RY). Prove that if u € BD(£2), then

o:e(u) = Z(U re(ui))xa; + Z(W — U1)iN;j0090, -

Exercise [%| 6.14 (The Space X,,(2) ={u € LP(£2) | V"u € LP(2)} for
p = 2).

We endow X, (£2) with the natural norm |jul|x,, = |lul|, +[|V™u|p, for which
it is complete.

(1) Use Theorem 6.74 to show that X, (£2) is of local type, that is,
Vo eD(2),Vue X, (02), oue X,(2).

(2) Show that the space D(RY) is dense in X, (RY).
(3) Show the following inequality for every m > 2 and every j < mu:

1 m i/m 1—j5/m
(6.149) IV7ull oy < ClUV™ull s [l o an-

(4) Let {2 be an open set of class C™. Show that inequality (6.149) implies
that

199l oy < Cllully + 19 ull o).
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Hints. (2) For a given § > 0, use a function ¢ € D(RY) with

(6.150) louw —ullp, <5 and ||pV"u — V"ull, < 6.
Next, take a regularizing function p. and set u. = p: * (pu), so that
(6.151) IV e = V7 (pu)llp <8 and lue — (pu)lp < 6.

Deduce that ||us — (pu)||x,, < kd. Apply the generalized Holder’s inequality to the
integral [,y ue div(|Vue|P"*Vue) to prove that we have

/ Vu.l” < C / e [ Vte [P~2 |V V| < OV Ve | e o | Ve |25
RN RN

and, consequently, inequality (6.149) for u., j = 1, and m = 2. Pass to the limit to
prove that {Vu.} is a Cauchy sequence in LP(R™) and that its limit in this space is
Vu (use convergence in the sense of distributions). Use an induction on m to prove
that

. ] 1—5/m m 1/m
(6.152) Vi<m, VV0ullp < cpmllully /™ [V )™

Indeed, apply the induction formula, first with Vu and j = m — 1, and then with u
and j = 1, to show that there exist constant such that we have the following upper
bound for D = [|[V"ul|,:

D < C||Vul[y~ D/ m g | g

1-1/m)1/m m 1'm2 m—+1 m—1)/m
< Ol g OO | S0

It follows that

2 2
[V | S DO/ O[] S D g Ly

To conclude,
V™ ully < Cllully/ "DV /(D
and for every j < m —1,

1—3/m m j/m
Cllully ™™V ™3/

[V7ull, <
< C”u”;*j/erj/(erl)m||Vm+1
<

u||(jm)/[m(m+1)]
1—5/(m+1 1/ (m—+1
Cllullk 3/( >||vm+1u“i7/( )
Use these inequalities to deduce that V7w, is a Cauchy sequence in LP(R™) that
converges to V’u, which therefore belongs to LP(R™). In this manner, all the in-
equalities given above extend to the functions in X (R™). Moreover, the norms are

equivalent (use the open image theorem).

Exercise 6.15 (Example of a Function of a Measure).
Consider the measure p defined by

V€ Cc(]ov 1[)7 (s ) = /O SD\(/—‘Z)d.T +©(0).

(1) Show that p is bounded on 0, 1][.
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(2) Let f(z) = V22 + 1. Compute f(u).

Exercise 6.16 (Second Example of a Function of a Measure).

Let f be a function on R? defined by f(z1,72) = \/22% + 23 + 21 + 2. Show
that f is convex and has linear growth at infinity. Compute fo. Let u be
the measure on R defined by p = (zdx + d1,01). Show that f(u) = /38, +
V222 + x + 2dx.

Exercise [x] 6.17 (Images of Two Mutually Singular Measures Under
a Function).
Let f be a convex function with linear growth at infinity with f(0)=0. Prove

that if pu; is a measure that is singular to ps, which we denote by p; L po
(cf. Section 6.2, Definition 6.43), then

fun) L f(p2).

Exercise [*] 6.18 (Property of the Composition of a Convex Function
and a Gradient).

Let f be a convex function with linear growth at infinity such that f(0) =0
and the conjugate f* of f is bounded on its domain. Let 2, {21, (25, and o
be as in Proposition 6.110 and Exercises 6.12 and 6.13, and let w € BV (£2).
Prove that

f(Vu) = f(Vu)xe, + f(Vu)xa, + foo(uz —u1)ds.

Exercise [%] 6.19 (Function of a Measure where the Function Admits
a Nonempty Subdifferential at 0).

Let f be a convex function that admits a nonempty subdifferential at O.
Let g = f(x) — f(0) — (z*,x), where z* € Of(0). Show that domg* =
dom(f*) — 9f(0) and that

g (x) = f(0) + f*(x +27).

Deduce the following property: if f is a convex function with linear growth
at infinity and with conjugate f* that is bounded on its domain and if ¢ is a
nonnegative function in C.(2), then the formula

(f(n);p) = sup /Quw*/nf*(v)cp

vEC(2,dom f*)
still holds. Prove that g(u) = f(u) — f(0) — ™ - p.

Exercise [#] 6.20 (Details for N = 3 in the Proof of Theorem 6.95).
We use the notation of the proof of Theorem 6.95 in the case N = 3. We set
a = are; + agey + ases and suppose that a; # 0 for every ¢ € {1,2,3}. We
begin by proving Lemma 6.96 in this situation.
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(1) Consider the product I,J;J2. Use the components (£1,&2,£3) of  in the
new basis a, e1, ea to show that

0 _ IS
n@= [ fa+saaas- [ feaaas
Deduce that there exists a w, € L?(R?) such that |I,(z)| < wa(&2,&3).
Also show that |Ja(z)] < wa(&1,&3) and [Ji(x)] < wi(&1,&2). Apply
Lemma 2.40 to prove that wowow; € L*(R?) and conclude that I,.J;.Jo €
L'(R3).

(2) Use a different basis to show that the same holds for a different product, for
example 1,11 J5. Deduce that every linear combination of these products,
each taken to the power 1/2, therefore belongs to Lf’o/cz (R?). This concludes
the proof of Theorem 6.95 in the case N = 3.

Hints. For the first question, we have, for example,

- o _ &2 _
J2($)=J2(§1752,€3)=/ f(€1»§2+87§3)d5=/ f(&1,8,63)ds.

Use an integral ws over R to give an upper bound and conclude that |J2(z)| <

wa (&1, &3).

Exercise 6.21 (Linear Combinations of Dirac Masses, [50, 51]).
Let v be a positive measure for which there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
for every measurable set A, we have

either v(4)=0 or v(4)>=C.

Prove that v is a linear combination of Dirac masses with mass > C.

Hints. If v is not identically zero, then let xo € suppv. Suppose that v(zo) = 0;
then there exists a ball B(xo,r) with > 0 such that v(B(zo,7)) = 0. Indeed, if
this were not the case, then there would exist a sequence r,, tending to 0, such that
v(B(zo,7n)) > 0, and therefore > C. Consequently, by the definition of the measure
of a compact set, we would have

v({zo}) = limv(B'(z0,7,)) = C.

It follows that in this case, either we have v(({z}) > C at every point, or the measure
is identically zero. However, we also have v(B(zo,r)) > C for every r > 0, so that
by using a countable finite open set in {2 with finite measure for v, we would have

v(2) > I/(En a:n) > NC

for every N. It follows that if v is a bounded measure, then it cannot consist of a
finite number of Dirac masses.
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Exercise 6.22 (Generalization of the Previous Result, [50, 51]).

Let i and v be two positive measures on RY for which there exist a constant
C > 0 and real numbers p and ¢ satisfying 1 < p < ¢ < oo such that, for
every universally measurable function ¢, we have

(/leq'/)l/q < C(/Iso\”u)l/p-

Prove that there exist a countable set of points {z;} in RY and a sequence of
real numbers v; such that

V= Zujézj and u > Zuf/qéxj.
7 ,

J

Hints. First note that the assumptions imply that v is absolutely continuous with
respect to u, so that

v = fu.
Next, by the Lebesgue-Radon—Nikodym theorem, there exist g € Ll(]RN ,v) and a
measure o singular with respect to v, such that

n=gv—+o.

Reduce to the case where ¢ = 0 and set v, = gq/(q_p)l{z‘ (@)<Y =
gp/<q_p)1{z| g(z)<k} - Let ¥ be a universally measurable function and let

o= gl/(Q*P)lggkw.

(/wqdu)l/q < C(/Is@l”du)l/p-
We then have

1/q _ 1/p
(/leqdwc) < C(/lepgp/(q p)gl{z|g<z><k}d1’)

o [1upan)”".

Taking 1) = x4, deduce that v satisfies the conditions of Exercise 6.21, and con-
clude.

Write

Exercise 6.23 (Applications of the Previous Exercises, [50, 51]).
Let p < N and let p* = Np/(N — p). Let {u,, } be a sequence that converges
weakly to 0 in W1P(RY). Use the continuity inequality

A\ 1/p"
e[ teunl )" < IV Ul
RN

for ¢ € D(RYM) and the previous exercise, after extracting a subsequence from
{um}, to show that {|u,,|P"} converges weakly to a linear combination of
Dirac masses v = Y. 1;0,,. Also show that

[V, [P — p, with M?CZVf/p*5zi~
i
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Korn’s Inequality in LP

This final chapter is devoted to the proof of Korn’s inequality, which we have
already used in Chapter 5. This inequality says that if {2 is a regular bounded
open set, then

3C >0, Vue WiP(2,RY),  |Vul, < Cle(u),,

where the last inequality can also be written as
p/2 O;u; + O;u; 2\ p/2
(7.1) /(Z|aj(ui)(x)|2) da:gcp/ (Z‘M(x)‘ )" da.
@iy g 2

Let us begin with an introductory remark.

When Korn’s inequality is explained in the mathematical literature, it is,
in general, in the case p = 2; see, in particular, the articles contained in [44],
[45], [43], [32], [54], and [30]. In some works, it is just mentioned that the
result extends to the case where 1 < p < oo, with counterexamples for the
cases p = 1 and p = oco. Most articles about these inequalities concern the
case p = 2 and look to extend the result to quite general classes of open sets,
for example open sets of class C!, open sets with the cone property, or certain
unbounded open sets. In the case p # 2, P. Ciarlet gives a proof that uses
rather difficult results on the regularity of solutions of elliptic equations over
WP asin [2] (cf. [15]).

Because of the lack of simple proofs in the case p # 2, we have chosen to
prove the result for those values of p, for a bounded open set {2 of class C2,
using results from harmonic analysis, without worrying about generalizing to
less regular open sets.

Let us return to inequality (7.1). To obtain it, we will show the property

VT € D'(2), VT e W' (2) = T e L" ().

F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 371
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DOI 10.1007/978-1-4471-2807-67,

(© Springer-Verlag London Limited 2012
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This can be proved using Riesz’s inequality, where C is a constant depending
on N and p:

Vo e SRY), H

Aplp-
6l' amJ CI (plp

Namely, we will use arguments from distribution theory and characterizations
of the images of the operators div and A on the space S(RY).

Riesz’s inequality, which bounds the mixed partial derivatives from above
using only the seminorm of the Laplacian in LP, can be shown using the Fourier
transform applied to convolutions of functions in LP with Riesz kernels (Riesz
transforms).

An important part of this chapter consists of studying Hardy’s and
Hilbert’s maximal functions, leading to properties of the Riesz transforms.
The arguments we give in these preliminaries mostly come from the book
[64], after being ordered and adapted to suit our objectives.

7.1 Harmonicity, Mean values, Hardy Maximal
Functions

7.1.1 Construction of Harmonic Functions using the Poisson
Kernel

The homogeneous Dirichlet problem associated with the operator A and
R x]0, 400 with boundary condition defined by a continuous function admits
a regular solution. Below we provide the means to give the solution explicitly.
When the open set is a ball, such a solution is defined by the formula given
in Remark 5.70.

Definition 7.2. A function f of class C? on an open subset {2 of RY is called

harmonic if
N

Ve, Af(x)=Y 0if(x)=0.
1
In the case N = 2, the real and imaginary parts of these functions are
holomorphic functions. The same holds for the Poisson kernel P defined on
R x ]0, 4o00][ by

1 v 1
Pla,y) = T2y e(—%).
Let f be a continuous function on R. We wish to extend f to a function
on R x ]0,4o00[ that coincides with f on R x {0} and is harmonic on the
upper half-plane. Note that if we let P, be the function z — P(z,y), then the
combination of the differentiation of the convolution h = (f x P,) in & and
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the differentiation with respect to y gives Ah = 0, at least formally for now.
More precisely, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.3. Let f € LP(R) for p satisfying 1 < p < oo; then the func-
tion u defined by

Vy>0, Ve eR wu(z,y) = / Pz —t,y)f(t)dt
R
belomgs to LP(R x 0, +00]) with [[u(-,y)llp < |-
Moreover, u is harmonic on the upper half-plane and

L flu(,y) = fllp = 0-

If f is continuous and bounded on R, then the convergence is uniform on every
compact subset of R.!

Remark 7.4. When we only have the inclusion of f in LP, there exist regions
where the convergence of P(-,y)xf to f when y — 0 is uniform. More precisely,
let o € R and let a > 0 be a real number. We let I, (x¢) denote the open
cone with top zg € R lying in R x ]0, +o0], defined by

Io(zo) = {(z,y) € R x]0,400[ | [z — zo|/y < a}.

This region is a cone with vertical axis, whose top lies on the horizontal
axis, and whose top semi-angle is less than 7/2. When (z,y) tends to (zo,0)
while staying in the cone, the resulting limit of P(-,y) * f is called nontan-
gential. We will show further on that if xy is a Lebesgue point? of f, then
this limit exists and, moreover, the convergence is uniform in the cone. This
property will be useful when we study the Hilbert transform. Its proof is given
in Exercise 7.15.

Proof of Proposition 7.3.

We will use two important properties in the proof, namely the positivity
of P in the upper half-plane and the relation fR P(z,y)dz =1 that holds for
every y > 0.

! In the book [64] we mentioned above, the results concern the harmonicity in the
half-plane RY x ]0, +oo].
2 Given a locally integrable function f in RY, an element x of RY is called a
Lebesgue point of f if
1

llj}%m e |f(z —t) — f(x)]dt = 0.

We can show that the set of these points has a complement with measure zero.
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To establish the harmonicity, we can use derivatives or the characterization
of harmonic functions using the mean value property (cf. Exercise 7.3).
Let My, »(f) denote the mean value of f on the ball B((x,y),r). We
use Fubini’s formula and the fact that the function (x,y) — P(x —t,y) is
harmonic for every ¢ to obtain that for every y > 0 and for every r < y,

Mayru) = — [ Plc—tnsrat] dcan
B((z,y),r) R

w2

1
= [0 Petdcan]a

/f Pz — t,y)dt = u(z,y).

Since the function u is continuous, this shows that Au = 0 (cf. Exercise
7.3).

Let us now show the assertion concerning the uniform convergence of
P, *p—¢ to 0 when y — 0 on a compact subset K of R?, provided that ¢
is continuous and bounded.

Let € > 0 and ¢ > 0 satisfy 7/2 — arctan(1/J) < € and for every z € K,

lp(z) —plz—t)| <e

provided that |t| < &. Then for y < §2, we can write

7|Py x () — ()] < /

_Yy
t)<s Y2 + 2

N

Yy Yy
R / Y
/|t<5 y? + 12 T Jse 12+ 42

< em + 2||¢lloo (m — 2arctan(d/y))
< (7 + 4flplloo e,

which concludes the proof of the uniform convergence.
Let us now show the convergence of || P, * ¢ — ¢||, in L? when ¢ € C.(R).
We use the equality

(Py* o —¢)(x) = l/ﬂf(x_yt)_@(x)dt,

T 1+ ¢2

which is obtained after a change of variables. We will then use the density
of C.(R) in LP(R) and the following property, which holds for f in L?:

1Py fllp < ClISp-
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This inequality is a consequence of Holder’s inequality together with Fu-
bini’s formula. Indeed, using (1 + 2) = (1 + t2)1/7(1 4+ 2)'/?', we have

/|P % fIP(z dw</]/ff+_tgt
< [(L R )</ )
Wp/p/w_yup(/ & )de <l

We therefore suppose that ¢ is continuous and has compact support. Let
e > 0 and let § < 1 be such that by the uniform continuity on R, |z—z'| < §
implies that

, €
px)—pr)| < ——7.
e (@) (@)l | supp ¢| + 1

Suppose that y < 1 and let D denote the order § neighborhood of the
support of ¢, so that if y|t| < é and = ¢ D, then p(x — yt) — ¢(z) = 0.
Computations similar to the previous ones give

Wﬁ/“k*w—ﬂ%x</m/@®_yﬂ;¢@)
R

lo(x —yt) — p(x)|P / 1 p/v

/ 1+12 dt)( R1+t2dt) dx
_ t — p
D Mt jyt|<s 1+t
_ — p
+/(/ lp(x — yt) 2S0(917)| dt)dx]
R M {4, ]yt|>6) 1+t

/ dt
< cePrP/P / dx+2c/ |g0\pda:/ —
D R {yt>sr L +1

< e + 4c|o|f (7r/2 — arctan(&/y)),

p
dx

which concludes the proof by choosing y < §2.
To conclude, we suppose that f € LP(R). Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ € C.(R) satisfy

1f = ellp <e.
Under the previous conditions, let § be a number such that y < §2 implies
the inequality
[Py x¢—olp<e
Then

1Py * f = fllp < 1By x (f = )llp + [Py x 0 = @llp + llo = fll
SCIf —ollp+e+e<ee

completing the proof. a
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Proposition 7.5. If u is defined as before with f € LP(R), then |u(z,y)| <
Cy=Y? for every y > 0. In particular, the function u is bounded in the half-
plane {y = yo}, where yo is taken to be positive.

Proof of Proposition 7.5.
For a fixed x in R, we use Hoélder’s inequality. By the change of variable
t = yz, we have

d 1/p'
7#%*ﬂ@ﬂ<ﬂ3%ﬁﬂb=ﬂégg%fgg}pwm

/ 1 1/p’
_ . —1+1/p [/ d } ~1/p
y dzl | fllp <y Pl Sllpe O

r (1412%)? . !
Proposition 7.6. Let u be a harmonic function on the half-plane {y > 0}
that is bounded on every half-space {y > yo} with yo > 0; then for every pair
(y1,y2) of positive numbers, we have

uuwﬁwﬂz/ﬁu—uwwwWMt
R

Proof of Proposition 7.6.

We fix a yo > 0. By assumption, the function (z,y) — v(x,y) = u(x, y+yo)
is harmonic in a neighborhood of the upper half-plane {y > 0} and bounded in
this half-plane. We let v; denote the function associated with the continuous
function ¢t — u(t,yo) on R as in Proposition 7.3, namely

Ve eR, Vy >0, v(z,y)= / Pz —t,y)u(t, yo)dt.
R

This function vy is harmonic in the upper half-plane and extends continuously
to the function ¢ — wu(t, yo) on the boundary {y = 0}. In other words, we have
v1(z,0) = u(x, yo)-

We will show that the functions v and vy coincide in the upper half-plane,
which will prove the equality of Proposition 7.6.

Indeed, the two functions v and v; are harmonic in {y > 0} and, since
v1(x,0) = v(x,0), they coincide on {y = 0}. Moreover, they are bounded.
For v, this follows from the conditions of the proposition, and for vy, it follows
from Proposition 7.3 in the case p = oo and also from Proposition 7.5 because
the function ¢ — u(t, yo) belongs to L>°(R). The conclusion now follows using
a symmetry argument. For this, we extend the difference d(z,y) = v(z,y) —
v1(z,y) to the lower half-plane using the formula

VeeR, Yy >0, dz —y) =—-dz, —y),

which, because of Ad(z,y) = —Ad(z, —y), implies that the extended function
is harmonic on R? \ {y = 0}. Moreover, by extending the function d by 0 on
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{y =0}, we obtain a continuous function on R2. Using the Poisson kernel,
we can use, for example, the solution of a Dirichlet problem in a ball, with
continuous boundary condition, to show that this function is harmonic in
R2. Furthermore, the extended function d is bounded in RZ. It follows, in
the dimension 2 case, that it is the real part of an integral function that is
holomorphic in the plane and bounded, and therefore constant by Liouville’s
theorem. Consequently, v — vy is a constant, which must be zero since it is
zero on {y = 0}. O

Remark 7.7. We must emphasize the importance of the boundedness in this
argument. Since the domain is unbounded, we cannot use the uniqueness of
the solutions of Dirichlet problems. Moreover, we can easily construct nonzero
functions that are harmonic in the plane and zero on the horizontal axis.

7.1.2 Rearrangement Function

Definition 7.8. The rearrangement function Ay of the function f is defined
to be

A(s) = Ha [[f ()] > s}|.

We can easily see that the function Ay is nonincreasing and right-
continuous. This function will be useful when we study the maximal
functions further on. For the moment, the inclusion of f in LP gives the
following result.

Proposition 7.9. Let f € L*(RY); then the function f belongs to LP(RY) if
and only if fooo sP7IN(s)ds < oo. More precisely, we have

(7.10) | s = 1

Proof of Proposition 7.9.

We begin by proving relation (7.10) when f is simple. By considering the
positive and negative parts of f and the relation |f| = f* + f~, we see that
we may assume that f > 0 and that f is simple, which we do. Then f can be

written as
n
f= E CiXEy,
j=1

where ¢p,41 =0 < ¢, < cp—1 < --- < c¢; and the E; are two-by-two disjoint
measurable subsets of RY. For j € [1,n], we set dj = |E1| + -+ |E;|. The
function Ay can then be written as

A\ ( ) dj if Cj+1 <s < Cj,
S) =
! 0 ifs>cy
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(cf. Exercise 1.23). Consequently,

/ s"IAf(s) ds—z P dsd; = Z(cg?—c§+1)dj
0

Cj+1 1

=—c1\E1|+Zcpd i) = (Zcpl 1) =S

We continue with the general case, where we may, and do, still suppose
that f > 0. Since f € L'(R"), there exists a nondecreasing sequence of simple
functions { f,} with f, < f and || f, — f|l1 — 0. In particular, after extracting
a subsequence, if necessary, the sequence {f,} converges almost everywhere
to f. The sequence E,(s) is nondecreasing, hence E(s) = {z | |f(x)| > s} =
Uiz | [fa(z)] > s} = U, En(s) by the monotone convergence theorem.
Moreover, Af(s) =lim Ay, (s).

Let us assume that fooo sP71Af(s)ds < +o0; then the dominated conver-
gence theorem gives

/s”_lx\fn(s)ds—>/ sPINs(s)ds.
0 0

We can also apply the monotone convergence theorem to the sequence {f£}.
Using the result already proved for the simple functions, this gives

1 1 o oo
= fIIP == lim ||f,]|2 = lim / A (s sp_lds:/ A¢(s)sP~tds.
DA = >t Al =t [ (0 e

In particular, this implies that f € LP(RY).

Let us now suppose that f € LP. The sequence {f,} of simple functions
can be chosen such that ||f, — f|l, — 0. One of the previous relations then
implies the convergence of [~ sP~* Ay, (s)ds and equality (7.10). O

7.1.3 Hardy-Littlewood Maximal Functions

In this subsection, we take f € Ll (RY) and define the mean value of f on
the balls in RY using the formula

1 1
TR |f(t)]dt =
|B(z,7)| B(z,r) |B(r)| B(0,r)
where r > 0. We then study the existence of the Hardy—Littlewood maximal
function (HLM function) defined below.

M (z)(r) = |f(t + )|dt,

Definition 7.11. Let f be a function in L, (RY). The maximal function m
of f is the supremum of the mean values on the balls with center x:

1
my() = sup ———— \f(z + £)|dt = sup ———— £ (t)]dt.
! v>0 [B(0,7)] J50.0) v>0 B0, )] Jay B0
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The HLM Function When f € L'.

Example 7.12. Let f be the function on R defined by f(t) = 1/(t* + 1). We
study the existence of m; and its possible inclusion in a space L?(R).

The change of variables ¢ = —7 shows that my is an even function. Since
the function r +— (arctanr)/r is nonincreasing, setting x = 0, we obtain
my¢(0) = lim,_, (arctanr)/r = 1. We therefore need to study the following
mean values when x > 0:

1 /mM dt arctan(x + r) — arctan(x — r)
u(r,z) = — - .
2r =7 tz + 1 2r
The function U(r,z) = —2u’.(r, 2)r? satisfies
U(r,x) = arctan(z + r) — arctan(z — 1)) r( 1 + 1 )
= ") — N L .
’ (z+7)2+1 (z—7r)?2+1

Setting a = z 4+ r and b = x — r, its derivative can be written as

b
UL(r,@) = 2r | s — .
W) =2 Ty T ey 1)2]
By expanding a(b? + 1)% — b(a® + 1)2, we see that U/(r,x) has the same sign
as the trinomial 7'(r?) defined by

T(r?) = r*42(1+2H)r? =32 =222 +1 = r* +2(1 +2%)r* — (2% +1)(32% - 1).

We note that the discriminant of T'(r?) equals A = 42%(1 + z?). For x # 0,
the trinomial therefore admits two distinct roots in the variable 2. Moreover,
when z < 1//3, these two solutions are negative, so that the trinomial is
positive for every r. When > 1/ /3, one of the solutions we just mentioned
is positive, namely 7?(z) = —(1 + 22) + 2zv/1 + 22.

In Exercise 7.4, we will study v when z < 1/v/3 and show not only the
existence of the function m; on the interval [0,1/v/3] but also the equality
my = f in this interval.

For x > 1/4/3, we see that the function r — U/(r, ) is positive on [r, +oo[
and negative on ]0,71[. Since U(0,z) = 0 and lim,_, ;o U(r, ) = 7, it follows
that there exists an ro(z) > r1(x) such that U(ra(x),z) < 0 on ]0,ro[ and
U(ra(x),x) > 0 on [rg, +oo[. To conclude, r — u(r, z) reaches its supremum
for r = ro(x) and we have

Vo> 1/V3, mys(r) =u(ra(z), z).

In the exercise we mentioned above, we also prove the continuity of the func-
tion my in the interval |1/v/3, 4+00. Studying the inclusion of m; in a space
LP(R) therefore reduces to studying its behavior at +oo.
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To do this, we estimate r2(z) using the signs of the numbers U(z, z) and
U(2z,2) when 2 — +o0o. We have

U(zx,r) = arctan(2z) — x(4a” + 2)/(42% + 1),
which tends to —oo when z — 400 and
U(2x,x) = arctan(3z) + arctan z — 22(10x? + 2)/[(92% + 1)(2* + 1)],

which tends to m when z — +00. We deduce from this that for a large pos-
itive z, we have = < ra(z) < 2z. Let us return to mys(x) = u(ra(x),x). For
x > 1/4/3, we have the following results:

1+t2

2x
2r2(x)u(r2(m),x)</ —5 and 2r2(x)u(r2(:c),x)>/0

_z 1+t
These inequalities lead to the bounds

1 [ dt < u(ry(z).z) < 1/3”6 dt
— — < u(ra(z),x — —_—.
iz J, 1+¢2 2h 20 ), 1+ 2

It follows that the function my is not summable on R while it does belong to
LP(R) for every p > 1.

Example 7.13 (HLM Function of the Characteristic Function of
[a,b]).
o If z € ]a,b[ then either M¢(r)(xz) = 1 or Ms(x) < 1. We therefore have

my(z) =1.
o If = qa or b, then the mean value is either 1/2 or < 1/2. Consequently,
my(a) = 1/2.

e Finally, let us consider = ¢ [a,b]. If < a, then the mean values are zero
if r <a—wx, equal to (1/2r)(z +r —a)if a < z+r < b, and equal to
b—a/2rif r > b—ua. It follows that m¢(z) = (b — a)/[2(b — z)]. For = > b,
we obtain m¢(z) = (b — a)/2(x — a). It again follows that my € LP for
p>1.

Remark 7.14. We can also use other mean values to define an HLM function,
for examples the mean values on open hypercubes with sides parallel to the
coordinate axes. In this case, we can see on the one hand, that the subsets
of RV where the two associated maximal functions are finite coincide and on
the other hand, that each of these functions can be bounded from above by
the other function times a constant depending only on N.
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Indeed, it suffices to use the fact that the Euclidean ball of radius » with
center x is contained in an open hypercube with center x and edges of length 2r
and itself contains a hypercube with center = and edges of length r/v/N. By
the inequalities on the integrals of nonnegative functions that we can asso-
ciate with these two types of integration domains, we obtain upper and lower
bounds, giving the result by taking the suprema. Therefore, in the following
theorem the HLM function may be defined using the mean values on these
hypercubes.

Theorem 7.15. Let f € LY(RY). We set
Vs>0, F,={zcR"|ms(xr)>s>0}

Then the Lebesgue measure of Fy, that is, the value of the rearrangement
function of my at the point s satisfies

cll fllx
b

|Fs| <
S

where ¢ = ¢(N) with ¢ = 2V when we take the mean values on the hypercubes.
In particular, we have mg(x) < oo for almost every x € RY.

Proof of Theorem 7.15.
Taking the above into account, we let C'(x,r) denote the open hypercube
with center z and edge 2r. For s > 0, we let

1
sup ———— t)|dt > s .
sp o [ Il s}

If this set is empty, then the property we wish to prove is trivial. We therefore
assume that F; # @. Let S be a compact subset of Fy; then for every x € .S,
there exists an 7, > 0 such that 1/((2r,)") fC(r,rw) |f(t)|dt > s. The function
y = fC(y re) |f(t)|dt is continuous because f € L!; hence there exists a ball
B, with center x such that

FS:{:CGRN

1
Yy € By, —/ f@)|dt > s.
CINE C(y’”)l (t)]

The compact set S is covered by these balls B,. Therefore there exists a finite
number B,, with 1 < i < n that cover S. We choose such a finite cover with
hypercubes C(z;,ry,).

Let C/ denote the hypercube with center 0 and edge r,,, so that
C(zi,rs,) = x; + CL. We may, and do, assume that the numbering is such
that we have the inclusions

ciccyc---cCl.
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Furthermore, for every y in S, we set
) 1
K(y) =sw{icLn]| o [ If@)lt > s},
|Cz| y+C;

thus defining a map from S to [1, n]. To simplify the ideas behind the reasoning
below, we can first consider the case N = 1, which is dealt with in Exercise
7.7. The first question of the exercise consists of proving Lemma 7.78, stated
there. That result is generalized in the following lemma, which we will use in
the proof of Theorem 7.15.

Lemma 7.16. We take the situation as above.

(1) There exists a finite set of points {s; }1<j<k such that the set S is contained
mn Ulgjgk{sj + C}((Sj)} and each of the centers s; of these hypercubes
belongs only to the hypercube with index j.

(2) Every intersection of more than 2V hypercubes with two-by-two distinct
indezes among the V; = s; + C’}qu) is empty.

Proof of Lemma 7.16.

For (1), we choose s; in S such that K(s1) > K(s) for every s, which
is possible because the image of K is finite. We consider the set S; =
S~{s1 +C’;{(Sl)}. If this difference of sets is empty, then S C V7 = 51 JrC}((Sl)
and the first part of the lemma holds for k¥ = 1 while the second part is triv-
ial. If the difference is nonempty, then we choose a point sy in S7 such that
K(s2) > K(s) for every s € Sy. If So = 51 — V4 is empty, then we obtain the
lemma with k = 2 by noting that because of the inequality 7 (s,) < 7k (s,), the
center sy of the first hypercube cannot belong to the second one, s; + C}((SQ).

We can continue this construction using the same algorithm. The number
of steps is necessarily finite. Indeed, by the previous property of the centers
of these hypercubes, the distance between two centers is greater than ry =
min;{rg, }. It follows that the balls of radius 79/2 with center s; are two-by-
two disjoint. Since the set S is bounded, it cannot contain infinitely many
such balls, thus proving the desired property and the first statement of the
lemma.

For (2), consider an intersection point of hypercubes V; and take this point
as the origin. We consider the 2V quadrants of RY that are delimited by the
coordinate hyperplanes through this origin. Let @) be such a quadrant; then
for every i, the coordinates with index i of two arbitrary points of @) have the
same sign. Let us show that the centers of two hypercubes in the intersection
cannot belong to the same quadrant. To illustrate the ideas, let C(s,a) and
C(t,b) with a > b be two such hypercubes, where we leave out the indexes to
simplify. Let s; be the coordinates of s and let ¢; be the coordinates of t. We
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will show that for i € [1, N], we cannot have signs; = signt;. We argue by
contradiction and assume that we do have this relation and, moreover, that
s; > 0 and t; > 0, for further simplification. Since the origin is in C(s,a), we
then have s; < a for every i, whence |s; — t;| < a for every i. However, the
point ¢ must lie in the exterior of the hypercube C(s, a), so that |s; —t;| > a for
every j, contradicting the previous inequality. We conclude that the centers of
the hypercubes in the intersection we are considering lie in different quadrants,
and therefore cannot be more than 2%V in number. a

Let us return to the proof of the theorem. The measure of S is lesser than
that of the union of the Vj, hence lesser than the sum of the measures Zlf [V;].
It then follows from the definition of the V; using the map K that

1k
S| <~ dt.
1< [ e

Let us consider the sum of the characteristic functions of the sets V;. This
sum has value m > 1 at a point s € S only if s belongs to the intersection
of m sets V;. Since m is at most 2V, it follows that Zlf x(V;) < 2% (UV;).
Consequently,

k
N N
S [ itlar<2 [ iswla<2® [ s

f
and therefore

1 oN
eSS / POt < 2|2 v)- 0
S 1 V] S

Remark 7.17. We can obtain the following partial result more easily. We
take balls instead of hypercubes and construct B(s;, K(s;)) in an analogous
manner. We then have N
2
s

without having to use that the intersection of more than 2 balls is empty.

Indeed, by construction,

TK(s:) T TK(s))

|s; — sj] > SUP(TK(Si)’rK(SJ)) > 2

for i # j, which implies that B(si, 7k (s;)/2) N B(sj,Tk(s;)/2) = @, and there-
fore
£

S

D IB(si, (s /2)] = U B(si,7ic(s)/2)] <
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and

2N
151 < S 1B(siren] = 2% ST IB(s1, iy /2] < 21

S

This in turn implies that

9N
< S,
thus justifying the remark.
Consequently,
for almost all z € R, my(x) < oo.

Indeed, if mys(z) = 400, then we can apply the theorem with arbitrary s,
which leads to |Fs| = oo, giving a contradiction.

Using examples, we have seen that when f € L', the HLM function my
does not necessarily belong to L'. The situation is different for L? with p > 1.

The HLM Function for Functions in LP with p > 1. Let us first give a property
that will allow us to generalize the previous theorem.

Proposition 7.18. Let p > 1 and let f € LP(RYN); then the function

F(e) = {f(x) if 1f(@)] > s,

0 otherwise,
belongs to L*(R™).

Proof of Proposition 7.18.
For |f(z)| > s, we can write |f(x)| = [fP(z)||f17P(z)] < s'7P|fP(x)|. It
follows by integration that

/ 15 () de = / F(@)lde < 7 / f7()|da
RN {z||f(x)|>s} {z||f(z)|>s}

<sUPIAID,
concluding the proof. ad

This property will allow us to generalize Theorem 7.15 to functions in
LP(RY) when p > 1.

Theorem 7.19. Let f € LP(RY) with p > 1; then for almost all x, we have
my(z) < +oo. Moreover, there exists a constant ¢(p, N) such that

Ve LP®RY), [mslly < clp, N) I flp-
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Proof of Theorem 7.19.

Let f € LP(R"™). We denote the rearrangement functions of my and m
by A and A°, respectively. We set fs = f — f°. The subadditivity of f — my,
which clearly follows from the definition that uses a supremum, gives m; <
mygs + my,. Since |f,| is bounded by s, we deduce that it is an element of
L°°. Moreover, since the mean value of f; is < s, we deduce that my, < s.
By the inclusion of the function f* in L', this inequality proves the almost
everywhere finiteness of my.

Let us now show that A(2s) < A°(s). We set Ef(s) = {z | |ms(x)| > s}
and compare the measures of F¢(2s) and of Eys(s). If x € Ef(2s), then
2s < |my(z)] < mys(x) + my, (), which implies that mys(z) > s because
my, (x) < s. The inclusion « € Ey:(s) follows. Consequently, E¢(2s) C Eys(s),
and therefore

A(2s) < A%(s).

We then apply relation (7.10) of Proposition 7.9 to the function m; and to
its rearrangement function A, where the common value can be either finite or
infinite. Using the integration variable 2s in this relation, applying Theorem
7.15 to the function f* (cf. Proposition 7.18), and then Fubini’s formula, we
obtain

lmllb <p2p/0 sP=IN(2s)ds §p2p/0 sPTIN(s)ds

< p2*C / / (@) |dz
z,| f(x)|>s

If (@) 9P
< p2pC/ |/ P 2dsdr < —— p2c |f(x)|Pdx.
RN p— 1 RN

To conclude, this equality implies that ms € LP(RY) and proves the assertion
of the theorem. O

An important application of this property concerns the convolution of a
function in LP with a radial function.

Corollary 7.20. Let ¢ € LY (RY) satisfy o(t) = ©*(|t|), where ¢* is a non-
negative nonincreasing function on [0, +oc[. We set .(t) = e Np(t/e).
Then for every f € LP(RY), we have

sup |f % el (@) <my(@)llell < Cllflpllelh
€

for almost all x € RN .
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Proof of Corollary 7.20.

We may, and do, assume that f > 0. We begin by proving the property
when ¢* is a linear combination of characteristic functions of intervals in R¥,
that is, p* = Zgn arX([tk, th+1]), where the sequence {tx} is increasing and
to = 0. Since {ax} is nonincreasing and nonnegative, we can write

m
0" =) bkX(0,tesa)s
0

where the by are defined by
b = ar — agt1, Am = bm

and are therefore > 0. Since ¢ is radial, it follows that
QD = Z kaB(O,tk,+1)'
k

Let us set Xz = Xp(0,,)- The convolution e~ x4 41(z/e) x f can be written as

s*N/ fx —t)at.
\t|<5tk+1

Denoting the volume of the unit ball by wy, we have

< 1
(e D)) = D milwon [ st

+19N
<myp(@) Y be|BO,tisr)| = ms @)l
1

The desired inequality follows for simple functions.

Let us now suppose ¢* to be an arbitrary nonincreasing and nonnegative
function on RT. If ¢(t) = *(|t|) belongs to L! and if {¢}} is a nonincreasing
sequence of simple functions that converges to ¢ while ) < ¢* converges
almost everywhere to ¢*, then the dominated convergence theorem implies
that

[ L) = eaed 1Y ae —> .
RN
By the first part of the argument, we have

sup | f * @e.n| < Clfllpllenllr-

For fixed ¢, since ., converges almost everywhere to ¢, in L', we see that
fx@en converges in LP to f*g.. In particular, after extracting a subsequence,
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if necessary, fxpen(x) = f*p:(z) for almost all x. It follows that for almost
all z and for £ > 0, we have

[f % ee(@)] <Tm[f x @en(2)] < Ol fllp T [lonllr = Cllfllpllll1,

giving the result by taking the supremum in €, because the right-hand side
does not depend on . O

Example 7.21. Consider, for y > 0 and 1 < p < oo, the convolution u(-,y) =
f*P(-,y) studied in Proposition 7.3, where f € LP(R). For almost all z in R,
we have

ule,y)] < my(2) < +oo.

It suffices to apply the above to the function ¢ defined by ¢(z) =
1/(Jzf* + 1).

7.2 Hilbert Transform in R

7.2.1 Preliminaries to the Definition

Let f € LP(R) with 1 < p < +o00. We first consider the convolution f * gy,
where g, (t) = t/(t* + y?). Since the latter belongs to L?(R) for every q > 1,
the convolution exists almost everywhere on R. When p = 1, we use ¢ = oc.
When p > 1, we choose ¢ with ¢ < p/(2p—1), so that f g, € L"(R)
(cf. Corollary 4.60) for a real number r > 1 satisfying 1/r = 1/p+1/¢q — 1.
When y — 0, the function g, converges, outside of ¢ = 0, to the function
t — 1/t, which does not belong to any of the LP. Meanwhile, the distribution
associated with g, converges to the “principal value” distribution defined in
Chapter 1. This leads us to conjecture that the limit of fxg, is the distribution,
or function, £ Vp(1/t) x f. Classically, this convolution is called the Hilbert
transform of the function f. Further on, we will generalize it to the Riesz
transforms for the dimensions N > 2.

7.2.2 Complements on Convolutions and the Fourier Transform

Let T be a tempered distribution and let ¢ be a function of §. Their convolu-
tion can be seen as a generalized convolution (cf. the G-convolution [22]). In
order to illustrate its use for the reader, we will now give a number of results
that are well adapted to the cases we will be studying.

Proposition 7.22. Let T € S'(RY) and let ¢ € S(RY); then the convolution
T % ¢ exists and is the slowly increasing C*° function f defined by

Vo e RN7 f(x) = <Ta7—x(¢)>v
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where @ is the function t — p(—t). Moreover, we have
(7.23) (Txp, ) = (T, px1).

Proof of Proposition 7.22.

We admit (cf. Exercise 7.8) that the function f defined in the proposi-
tion has the stated properties. It can therefore be identified with a tempered
distribution. Let us verify the equality T x ¢ = [f].

To begin, A = ([f],¢) is well defined for ¢ € D(RY), using the integral of
the product. To show that the general definition using the tensor product is
satisfied, we will consider ¢ as a distribution (with compact support) and use
the commutativity of the tensor product:

= (Tiy @ [l ¥t +9)) = (T x0,7) .

Inside these relations, we obtain equality (7.23) by noting in passing that
@ * 1, the convolution of two functions in S(RY), is an element of S(R™Y).
This moreover allows us to give a sense to the inequalities above. a

We admit that the Fourier transform has the property of homomorphisms
stated in the following proposition (cf. [22] or Exercise 7.9).

Proposition 7.24. Let T € S'(RY) and let ¢ € S(RYN); then the Fourier
transform of the convolution T* @ equals the product of the Fourier transforms
of T and .

The other properties of convolutions, in particular those concerning differ-
entiation, also hold. Moreover, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.25. For a tempered distribution T, the map ¢ — T % ¢ from
S(RYN) to S'(RYN) is continuous.

Proof of Proposition 7.25.

Let {¢n} be a sequence of functions in S that converges to ¢ in S. Let
1 € §. By the continuity of convolution in S, the sequence of convolutions
{&n *x 1} converges to @ 1 in S. Since the distribution T is tempered, we
deduce that (T, ¢, ) converges to (T, P * ). Since this is true for every
€ S, it now follows from relation (7.23) that T x ¢, = T * ¢ in §'. O
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7.2.3 Definition of the Hilbert Operator f +— %Vp(l/:c) * f

Ezxplicit Definition When f Belongs to S(R). By the above, when ¢ € S(R),
the convolution Vp(1/t) * ¢ is the function A such that

Vo e R, h(x) = (V1) (@) = m [ £ Dy

e—0 [t t

Ezplicit Definition When [ Belongs to LP(R). Since the space S(R) is dense
in LP(R), we can approximate f € LP(R) by a sequence of functions {y,}
in §. We must then show that the limit of the function

z— (Vp(1/t) x ¢n)(x)
exists almost everywhere and that this limit also equals

lim M d

=0 Sze 1

t.

In order to do this, we establish the existence almost everywhere of the limit
of f* gy, where mg,(t) =t/(t* + y*) (cf. Preliminaries 7.2.1), when y — 0.
Let F be the function of the complex variable z such that

1w,

VzeC, Smz>0 = F(z)= ;
™ Jr R —

Since z — 1/(z — t) is holomorphic, the Lebesgue theorem on complex differ-
entiability tells us that F' is analytic on the open upper half-plane. The real
part of ' can be written as a convolution:
1 t -1 1 —t)t
Re F(x + iy) = —/ %dt: - %dt: fxgy.
We propose to show that this real part admits a nontangential limit almost
everywhere (cf. Remark 7.4) when y — 0.

Remark 7.26. The imaginary part of —F' is none other than the function
u(zx,y) introduced in Proposition 7.3 as the convolution f x P(-,y), where P
is the Poisson kernel relative to the upper half-plane.

Proposition 7.27. At every Lebesque point xo of f, the function x
v(z,y) = (f * gy)(z) admits a nontangential limit when (x,y) — (z¢,0).

Proof of Proposition 7.27.
We fix a positive real number y and set F(z) = v(z,y) — iu(x,y). By
writing f as the sum of its positive and negative parts, we may, and do, assume
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that the function f, and therefore also the function u(-,y) = f*P(-,y), is > 0.
Let G(z) = exp(—iF(2)). This function is holomorphic in the upper half-plane
and bounded because exp(—u) = |exp(—iF(z))| < 1. Our problem therefore
reduces to proving that the nontangential limit lim,_,o, G(z) exists almost
everywhere and is nonzero.

Since |G(z)] < 1, we know that the sequence {x — G(x+iy,)}, where {y,}
is a sequence of positive real numbers tending to 0, is bounded in L>°(R). Since
the space L™ (R) is the dual of L!(R), it follows that there exists a subsequence
of {y,}, which we also denote by {y, }, such that {x — G(x +1iy,)} is weakly
star convergent to a function h in L°°(R). This means that for every element g
of L1(R), we have

Jim[(9, Gl + iya))] = (9.1,
Now, the function ¢t — P(x — t,y) belongs to L! for every z € R and every
y > 0. Consequently,

V(z,y), lim Pz —t,y)G(x + iy, )dt = / P(z —t,y)h(t)dt.
n—+oo Jp R

Let us now show that this last integral in fact equals G(x + iy). We will use

Proposition 7.6, which gives us [, P(x —t,y)G(x + iyn)dt = G(z +i(y + yn))-

Since the function G is continuous in the upper half-plane, it follows that for

every y > 0, we have

G(z +1y) znli)gr_loo RP(.’L‘ —t,y)G(t + iyn)dt:/RP(m —t,y)h(t)dt=G1(z,y).
The function = — Gi(z,y) is a convolution of h, an element of L°°, with
the Poisson kernel. Consequently, almost everywhere on R, it admits a limit
when y converges nontangentially to 0 (cf. Proposition 7.3 and, more precisely,
Remark 7.4).

This limit of G(z+1y) is, furthermore, almost everywhere nonzero. Indeed,
by Corollary 7.20 (or, more precisely, by Example 7.21), the function u satisfies

for almost all z € R, Vy >0, |u(z,y)| < ms(zr) < +oo.

Since u is nonnegative, this proves that e~ cannot tend to 0 almost every-

where. Therefore there exists a nonzero function « — Go(z) such that

for almost all zg € R, lim  G(x +iy) = Go(zg).

y—0
(z,y)€Ts (z0)

Since |G (x+iy)| — |Go(x0)| for this type of convergence, we find that e~#(®:)
converges nontangentially to the point e??(*0) of the unit circle, where O(xo) is



7.2 Hilbert Transform in R 391

the argument of Go(xg) up to a constant times 2. It follows that if L and L’
are two nontangential limits of v at the point x(, then their distance to each
other is 2k7 for an integer k. In order to obtain a contradiction, we assume
that k£ # 0 and, to illustrate the ideas, that L < L'. Let | € |L,L'[. We will
show that [ is also a nontangential limit of v at xg, giving the contradiction.

Let ¢ < inf(I—L/2,L' —1/2). By assumption, there exist sequences
{(zn,yn)} and {(x},,y.)} that tend to (xo,0) while staying in the fixed cone
I'w(zo) and satisfy v(zn,yn) — L and v(x),y,,) — L’. In particular, there
exists an ng sufficiently large that n > ng implies

(7.28) V(Tp,yn) <K L+e <l and wv(xl,y,)>L —e>1.

Let us set Yy, = sup,,>,, (Ym, ¥r,) for n = ng, and let us consider the truncated
cone

Iy (z0) = {(z,y) | y < Yo, |z — 20| < ay}

in the upper half-plane R x ]0,00[. Since the function v is continuous in
R x]0, o[, the image of the truncated cone v(I'Y" (z¢)) is convex. Since n > ng,
it contains all the real numbers v(z,,, y,) and v(x),, y},) satisfying the relations
(7.28). This image therefore also contains . It follows that there exists a point
(2,9 in I'Y" () such that v(2”,y!") = I. Now, when n — 400, the sequence
{(zl,y!)} tends to (xg, 0) while staying inside the cone I, (o). The number !
is therefore also a nontangential limit of v, giving a contradiction.

We conclude that a nontangential limit lim,_,o(f * g,) exists almost ev-
erywhere on R. O

7.2.4 Definition of the Hilbert Transform
Let us state the theorem and definition.

Theorem 7.29 (and definition).
Consider f € LP(R) and the family of functions

1 _
fom L[ JEZ04)
™ [t|>e t 5

When € — 0, this family converges almost everywhere on R to the function
x = 1/mlimy_o(f*gy)(x). Consequently, we can define the Hilbert transform
of f to be the function defined almost everywhere by
1 1. 1., flx—t

H @) = (Vo) « )(@) = - lim(Fwgy) o) = =t [ T2

s T e—0 [t|>e t

dt.
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Proof of Theorem 7.29.

For the sake of simplicity, we will ignore the factor 1/x. Let us first prove
that for every fixed z in the Lebesgue set of the function f (cf. Remark 7.4),
that is, for almost every z since the complement of this set has measure zero,

. flz—t) ¢ -
Jim Um» i /R 7y e/ l@—dt] =0.

By writing the integrals over R as the sums of two integrals over ]0, +o00[ and
setting h(z,t) = f(x —t) — f(x +t) and

we have

% if0<t<e,
ve(ty=4" 73
m ift>e,
we reduce the problem to showing that
(7.30) 611_13% 0+Oo h(z,t)v:(t)dt = 0.

We note that this function v, is not continuous but that || is continuous
and piecewise C!. It moreover belongs to L> N L!.

By assumption, x satisfies lim, 0 1/r [* [ f(z —t) — f(z)|dt = 0 (cf. Part
[3] of Remark 7.4). The same property holds when we replace ¢ by —t. Hence,
for every § > 0, there exists an n > 0 such that

1 s
Vr>0, r<n—= ;/ |h(z,t)|dt < 0.
0

It follows that if we set H(z,t) = | fot h(z, u)dul, then
0<t<n= H(x,t) <0t

To prove property (7.30), it now suffices to show that when ¢ — 0, we have
n +o0o
Ii(e) = / Ye(O)h(z,t)dt — 0 and I(e) = Ye(t)h(z,t)dt — 0.
0 n

From now on, we will assume that ¢ < inf{n, (nd®'~1)1/2},
The Integral I, (). We carry out an integration by parts over ]0, e[ and over
Je, n[, noting that . (n) = 2 /[n(n* + €2)] < 1/n and lim;_,.40 . (t) = £1/2¢.
Moreover, we let {42} denote the absolutely continuous part of the derivative
of 9., that is, Y. = {¢L} 4 (1/€)0{y—c}. The integral I; can then be written
as

H(LU,'H) H(.’[,E) K /
” + . +/O H(z,t)].(t)|dt

<s[i+ 1+/0"t|¢;<t>|dt} =52+ J(2).

[11(e)] <
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After computing the derivatives, the last integral J(¢) becomes
€ 2 2 n 2 2
—1 3t
/ ti—dt-{-/ tEQidt.
0 (2 +e2)2 . 2(12 + £2)2
The upper bounds

g2 — 2 < 1 3t2 + £2 3
, an
(t2 _|_52)2 ) 4 g2 t2(t2 +€2)2 = t2(t2 _|_€2)

lead to

S o 3e2 1. /2e2 n/e 3
Jie) < | ——dt 2 dt==1 (—) / S/
() /0 2 4 2 + /E t(t2 4 €2) 2 "\ 2 + 1 u(l4u?) “

+oo 3
<Inv2 ——du=K
n\f+/1 w1 o) U

It follows that |I(g)| < 6(2 + K), whence I () — 0.
The Integral I5(e). We use Holder’s inequality to bound the integral Io:

2

Bl [/nm o] [/,7+00[7s<§+52>}p’dt} v

The first integral on the right-hand side is bounded from above by 2| f||, and
the second one is bounded by &2 f:oo =3 dt, which converges because p’ > 1.
It follows that |[2(g)| < K'd — 0, concluding the proof of equality (7.30). O

Exercises 7.11 and 7.13 propose computations of Hilbert transforms.

7.2.5 Operators of Weak Type (p, p)

Definition 7.31. We say that an operator T is of weak type (p,p) if there
exists a constant C' such that every f € LP(RY) satisfies

ars(s) < CIISIL.

It is clear that if 7' sends LP(RY) continuously into itself, then it is of
weak type (p,p). Indeed,

el [T1@) > ] < [ 1T(@pds < Clfly.
This is, for example, the case for the Hilbert transform when p = 2.

Proposition 7.32. The Hilbert transform sends L?(R) into L*(R).
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First proof of Proposition 7.32.

We first assume that f € S. Let us recall relation (7.24), that is, when
T € &, we have F(T % f) = F(T)F(f) (cf. [22]). Using the transform of
Vp(1/x) and noting that F is an isometry of L?*(R), we then have (cf. [22] or
Exercise 7.10):

1
IH fllz = IFH)lz = _IIFVp/2)F(f)l2
= I = Gmsign ) F())()llz = [F(f)ll2-
Hence, by the density of S in L?, H extends to an isometry on L2. a

Second proof of Proposition 7.32.

This time, we will only use the properties of convolution in L? and the
Fourier transform of functions.

We are looking for the Fourier transform of g,(-,y), which belongs to L.
It can be seen as the semiconvergent integral

. t
/Rexp(—met)mdt.

The details of the computation of this integral are given in Exercise 7.1. If
& > 0, then the result is —im exp(—2im€y)). Replacing t by —t gives the result
when ¢ < 0. The convolution gy(-,y) * f then belongs to L2, as does its

Fourier transform. The latter is therefore (—i sign &) exp(—27|¢|y)f(§) and
we can apply the Plancherel-Parseval theorem:

gy (-, y) * fl12 = || exp(—2n]€]y) F(€)12.

Now, we know that Hf = limy_,0g,(-,y) *x f. Hence, since the functions
are nonnegative, Fatou’s lemma followed by the Plancherel-Parseval theorem
gives

IHfII3 < lim [ [exp(=2nlé|y) F(€)*dE = |13 = I fI13-
y—0JR
It follows that ||H f||2 < || f]l2, allowing us to conclude the proof. O
Proposition 7.33. The Hilbert transform is of weak type (1,1).

Proof of Proposition 7.33.

By considering the nonnegative and nonpositive parts of f separately,
we reduce to the case where f > 0. Let F(z) = u(z,y) + iv(x,y) =
P, x f(x)+iQy* f(x) for (z,y) € R x]0,+oo[. The functions @) and P are the
real and imaginary parts of i/[r(z + i¢y)]. The function F' is holomorphic in
R x ]0, +00[. The function w(z,y) = In(|1 + sF(z)|) is harmonic in the upper
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half-plane for every s > 0. It is bounded in the half-plane {z + iy | y > yo}-
By Proposition 7.3 with y3 =y —n and yo =7, 0 < n <y, we have

w(x,y):wln|1+3F(x+iy)|:/R(x75)?;;7(2777)2 In(|1 + sF (€ + in)|)dE.

Fatou’s lemma then gives

Y

< lim
n—0 ]R(x_f)

y—n .

In(|1 + sF'(& +in)|)dE.
o (1 sF(E )
Multiplying by y, we obtain

2
Y .
————— |1+ sF(§)|d¢ < myln|l + sF(z + iy)|
/R (=8> +y?

< wyln(l + s|F(z +dy)|)

< wys|F(z + iy)|
by the properties of the function In. Furthermore, by the dominated conver-
gence theorem, we see that

hm yF(x + iy)

:ygrfoo/f dt—H/f x_t)i_j_)ydt}
:/Rf(t)dt.

Thus, by taking the limit when y — 400 and once more applying the domi-
nated convergence theorem, we have

/R In |/ 7@ + GHTE)?| de < sl f]1.

Setting E; = {§, |Hf(€)| > 7}, we deduce that

in(sr)| 7| < [ InfsHF(©)ldg < sl s

-

Next, setting s = e/7, we obtain

e
AREETN

which implies that the Hilbert transform is of weak type (1, 1). O
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Proposition 7.34 (weak form of the Marcinkiewicz theorem). Let T
be an operator on L*(RY) 4+ L™(RY) for some real number r > 1, that is sub-
additive, of weak type (1,1), and continuous from L"(RN) to L"(RN). Then T
sends LP(RY) continuously into LP(RY) for every p € |1,r].

Proof of Proposition 7.34.
By Proposition 7.9, we must show that for 1 < p < r, there exists a
constant C), such that

Vie LP(RN), / T e | 1T ()] > o |da < G| £

Fixing «, we write f = f1 + f2, where

i {fm if |f(2)] > a f2:{f<a:> it |f(z)] < a
0 iflf(@)<a’ 0 if[f(@)]>a

The function f; then belongs to L' by Proposition 7.18. The function fy
belongs to L" because integrating the inequality |f2(z)|” < o 7P| f(z)[P gives
the finiteness of || f2||-. The subadditivity of T' gives |T'f| < |Tf1| + |T f2|.
Hence, if |T'f(x)| > «, one of the numbers |T'f;(z)| is greater than /2 (use
contradiction), whence

{z [ITf(@) > a} C{z | [TA@)] > a/2} U{z [[Tfa(z)] > 2}

By assumption, T is of type (1,1) and (r,r). Hence we have the inequalities
[a/2]Ars, (a/2) < Ch|lfilly and [0/2]"Ary, (a/2) < Crl 2|7 Consequently,

[ [17()] > a}] < € 2f) [ I5lde+C (2/a) [ Ifatolrae
R R
= ¢((2/0) /m> FOldE + (2/a) /m

The integral I = [ aP~!|{z | [T'f(z)| > a}|da therefore satisfies

o0 ap—]
I< C'/ / |f(z)|dx da
o @ J||f(@)|>a}

oo
+ C/ apflofr/ |f(z)|"dx do
0 {z||f(z)|<a}

0o [ f(x)] oo o0
<c / (@) / " 2dadz + C / @) / o= dads
0 0 0 [ f(x)]

< C/OO<> (\f(x)llf(a:)|p—1dx+ |f|”(x)|f|p—r(x))dm

< el fII5,

F@)"at).

|[<a
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where we have used Fubini’s theorem for the last inequalities. This concludes
the proof. 0

Corollary 7.35. The Hilbert transform on R sends LP(R) continuously into
LP(R) forp € ]l,00].

Proof of Corollary 7.35.

Let us first consider 1 < p < 2. By the two previous results,
Marcinkiewicz’s theorem can be applied with »r = 2. We can therefore
conclude that we have an inequality of the type ||H f||, < Cpl|fl|p for every p
with 1 <p < 2.

Let us now take p > 2. Let H* be the adjoint of the Hilbert transform H,
which is defined by

Vo p €S, (H(V),¢) = (Hpv /H 2)dz.

Since p > 2, we have p’ < 2, whence, by the above, | Hy|, < Cpllell- By
the definition and Holder’s inequality, it follows that

(H" (), 2) < H @)l ¥l < Collell [91]-

Hence, if 1p € S, then the linear functional associated with H*v is continuous
on S for the topology of ' By density, H*v extends to LP/, whence it follows
that this linear function is an element of L?. Since we still have

VEeLr, [(H* @), /) < (Collllp) I f]ly

it follows that for every ¢ € S, we have || H*¢||, < Cp ||¢||p-

Let us now show that H*(¢)) = —Vp(1/z) * ¢, which will prove that
| H W) |lp < Cpll¥|l, and, by density, that the operator H is continuous from
L? into LP. We use relation (7.23) and the oddness of the distribution Vp(1/x):

(H*(¥), ) = (Vp(1/2), x ¥) = =(Vp(1/2), (¢ * ) (—1)).

A direct computation gives

+oo +°OU o
/ Gz -ty = [ P tp(t)dt = (@ * 9) ().

— 00 — 00

We therefore have
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7.2.6 Maximal Hilbert Function

Definition 7.36. The maximal Hilbert function of the function f, denoted
by H,.(f) or H,,f, is defined by

7tdt
Ry g
e>0 T ¢|>e

Theorem 7.37. Let f € LP(R) with 1 < p < 0o; then
1+1In2

Hp(f)(2) < my () +mp ().
In particular, Hy, acts on LP(R) and there exists a constant B, such that
VfeL!R), [Hn(lp < Bpllflp-

Proof of Theorem 7.37.
We may, and do, assume that f > 0. Let . be defined by

t
if0<t<e,
t2_|_ 2
(pa(t) = g
ift
t(t2 + £2)

It allows us to write

Gl fla =t
/|t|>5 fdt_ R 12 4+ g2 dt—(f 905)( )

We can easily verify that ¢, = (1/¢)¢(x/e), where ¢ is the function

t
if |¢] < 1,
) tr+1
p(t) = 1
—— if|t| =21
t(t2+1)

Since the function f is nonnegative, we can bound |f % .| from above by
f x 1. where v is defined by

1

3 if [t] <1,
b(t) = 1 .

e P

This element of L!'(R) is a decreasing function of the absolute value and
satisfies ||¢]|1 = 1 4 In2. We can therefore apply Corollary 7.20, giving

(7.38) iglglf*%(x)l < [Pllmy(z) < (1 +In2)my(z).

It remains to bound the integral (1/m)f x Q. from above, where Q.(t) =
t/(t* + €2) is the real part of 1/(t + ie). We will use the following lemma.
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Lemma 7.39. Let f € LP(R). We set Py(t) = y/(y* +t?) (Poisson kernel)
and Q,(t) =t/(t* + y?); then

Vy>0, fxQ,=Hf*P,

Proof of Lemma 7.39 when f € S.

It suffices to show the equality of the Fourier transforms with respect to
the variable x. Using the results from the second proof of Proposition 7.32 or
Exercise 7.1, we can write

F(f % Qy)(€) = F(£)E)F(Qy)(&) = —imsign&e > WEIF(£)(€).

Furthermore, using the Fourier transform of Vp(1/t), we also have

F((HF) * Py) (&) = F(Hf)(E)F(P,)(€) = —imsign&e "W F(£)(€).

Finally, applying the inverse Fourier transform gives the equality of the lemma
when f € S. ad

Proof of Lemma 7.39 when f € LP.

We use the density by approximating f in LP by a sequence {¢,} in S. We
note that P, belongs to L¥', as does Q. Hence ¢, x Q, converges pointwise
to fxQy. Moreover, by Corollary 7.35, the Hilbert transform H¢;,, converges
in L? to Hf, from which it follows that H¢, x P, converges pointwise to
H f % P,. The equality we have proved in S gives the result by taking the limit
in LP. a

Let us return to Theorem 7.37. With the help of Example 7.21, the equality
of the lemma leads to the inequality

1f+QC o)l = 1Hf xPCy)llp < muy

Together with the upper bound (7.38), this proves the theorem. a

7.3 The Riesz Transforms on R

7.3.1 Definition of the Riesz Transforms

We introduce generalizations of the Hilbert transform in dimension N > 1.

The functions @ + z;(|z|)~V+1) are not locally summable. We will asso-
ciate to them (cf. Chapter 1, Section 1.4) the finite parts Pf(x;(|z|)~(V+D),
which are distributions in RY. Let us first define Pf(1/|z|V*1).



400 7 Korn’s Inequality in L?

Classically, since the power we are considering is related to =2 in R, given
a function ¢ in D(RY), we begin with the integral

/ () = 0,Ta(p(2))
o] >e

([N 1)

Zz,

where T5(yp) is the Taylor expansion of ¢ at the point = 0 truncated at the
order 2 and 6, is a function in D with value 1 on supp ¢, which we may assume
to be an even function. We remove from this integral the terms whose limit
when e — 0 is not finite. By passing to polar coordinates, the first term 6,¢(0)
of To(¢) leads to the integral wy_4 fEA ©(0)dr/r? whose infinite part can be
written as wn_1¢(0)/e, where wy_; denotes the (N — 1)-dimensional surface
area of the unit sphere RY. The other term of T3(p), namely x - V(0)0,,,
leads to a combination of integrals that all vanish. Noting that the factor € is
redundant for the term ¢(0), we conclude with the following definition.

Definition 7.40. The finite part of |#|~(N*1) is the distribution such that for
every function ¢ of D(RY), we have

(PE(L/[2/¥ 1), ) = lim {/lml% |;)(Tx+)1d$ _ wﬂ@]

e—0
A similar process leads to the definition of Pf(z;/|z|N*1).

Definition 7.41. The Riesz kernel K; of index j is defined to be the finite
part Pf(x;/|x|NT1). This is the distribution such that for every ¢ € D(RY)
and for every even 6, in D(RY) with value 1 at 0, we have

(PE(K;), ) = lim zj(p(z) —0,0(0)) , /xj(@(x) —0,0(0)

=0 Jigpze |V v [V

The last expression is justified by the fact that the absolute value of the
integrant is bounded from above by 72|V (0)| /7Y 1, which shows the summa-
bility in x = 0 when we take into account the Jacobian.

Remark 7.42. Since the integral concerning z,¢(0)|z|~*1) vanishes, we
could also define the distribution K; using the integral of z;¢(z)/|z|NT1,
as the sum of two absolutely convergent integrals, where the decomposition
depends of the sign of x;. The resulting expression is, however, less suited to
our computations.

Remark 7.43. We can see that the finite part is the product of Pf(1/|x|N+1)
and the monomial function z — x;.
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Indeed, by the previous remark, since the function x;¢ vanishes in = 0,
we have

<xj Pf(1/|JJ\N+1 > = <Pf 1/\3L‘|N+1 x]<p>

. z;0()
= lim J d
€20 J|z1>e |z |NF1

. xj@(x) "

-/ i+

_ [ et 00,
RN .

|3’J‘N+1

Definition 7.44. We call Riesz transform of index j the map R; that sends a
function f in a space LP(RY) to the convolution Pf(K;) % f, when this exists.

Noting that outside of = 0, the derivative of the function x — g(z) =
||~ V=1 with respect to x; equals —(IN — 1)K, we begin by comparing this
derivative to the finite part Pf(kKj).

Proposition 7.45. Let [g] be the distribution associated with the locally
summable function x — |z|~ N~V The derivative of this distribution with
respect to x; equals —(N — 1) PI(K).

Proof of Proposition 7.45.

Let X = (0;]g], ¢). Using Fubini’s formula, we reduce to integrating by
parts with respect to x;, where we use the function @1 = ¢ — 0,¢(0) that
coincides with ¢ — ¢(0) on supp ¢ for the primitive of 9;¢:

X=—<[9]78J<P>:_/RN iz[pw(xzdx /RN 1 / E IN t

— [ 50 -1 [ @K@,
~(N—1) / () — 9(0)0 () K (2)da
RN

—(N = )(PE(K}), ). 0

7.3.2 Fourier Transforms of the Riesz Kernels

Let us first note that by multiplying by the characteristic function of a com-
pact set, we see that g is the sum of a summable function and a bounded
function, both of which can be identified with tempered distributions. This
function therefore admits a Fourier transform in the sense of distributions.
Since its derivatives are tempered, it follows that the same holds for the finite
parts Pf(K;). We compute its transforms, beginning with that of [g].
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Since g is a radial function, its transform [/g\] is also one (cf. Exercise 7.12).
Moreover, using the properties of homogeneous tempered distributions and
those of their Fourier transforms (cf. Exercise 4.4), we know that the trans-
form @ is of the form K |£|™. We can, moreover, compute the degree m using
the dilation [g]j of the distribution [g], which is defined by

(llk ) = 77 {lab /).

On the one hand, we obviously have

Fle)(©) = K = €™

On the other hand, by the formula defining [¢],

(F(glk), ) = (l9lk, @)
= k= {[g]. @(&/R) = k= {[a]. K (k)
= ([lolho) = K [ Jal"pla)da
= Kk~ N7 (le[™, ).
From these two equalities, we deduce that N +m = N — 1,/thence m=—1.
To compute the constant K, we apply the definition of [g] using the func-

tion ¢(z) = exp(—m|z|?), which is its own Fourier transform (cf. Exercise 4.1).
We thus obtain the equality

(s esplolal) = (Kops explnlel)).

Passing to integrals over RV and polar coordinates, we have

—+oo +oo
WN_1 / exp(—mr?)dr = Kwy_1 / pN=2 exp(—mr?)dr.
0 0

By the relation
—+o0
i) = 27rt/ 2 exp(—ma?)dr
0

(cf. Exercise 3.1 of Chapter 1), this becomes 7(V=1/2 = KT'((N —1)/2). The
Fourier transform of Pf(XK) follows.

Proposition 7.46. The Fourier transform of Pf(K;) is the function defined
by
A (N+1)/2

& -
VEERY, F(PUK))E) = —iOnp, where On = mam—vrs:

€’
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Proof of Proposition 7.46.
This formula follows from Proposition 7.45 and the fact that on the Fourier
transform, differentiation with respect to x; becomes multiplication by 2im&;.
O

7.3.3 Convolution of a Function and a Riesz Kernel

Convolution with a Function in D(RY). We use Proposition 7.22, which gives
the formula

el —1) = p@) |

|t|N+l 2

Pi(K;)xo=f with f(x) :/
]RN
Convolution with a Function in §. We show that the previous formula still
holds when ¢ € S(RY). By the continuity of convolution (cf. Proposition
7.25) we know that if a sequence {¢,,} in D converges in S to ¢, then we have
Pf(K;) * on — PE(K;) % .
Let ¢ € S. Let n € D, with value 1 on the unit ball in RY, and let
on(z) = n(z/n)p(x). Then ¢, is an element of D(RY) and converges to ¢
in §, and we have

Jm [ et o = (e« ).

Now, we can easily show that the integral of the left-hand side converges
to the integral

t,

/ ti(plz —1) — p(a)) ,
RN

‘t|<N+1)
so that

tilple —1) —p(2))

|t|(N+1) g

VoS, PUE,)xp=f with f(a:):/

RN
for every z.

Convolution When ¢ Is an FElement of a Space LP. In the two previous
cases, the formulas can be simplified to give the convolution in the form
Jan ti(o(@ — )](Jt| " N+D)dt. When ¢ € LP, density will give us the fol-
lowing formula, which holds for almost all z € R™:

: ti(p(z — 1))
v P Pf(K; = lim A 2 dt.
f < ’ [ ( ])*f] (x) sl~>0 e<|t| |t‘N+1
We will show not only that this limit exists almost everywhere, but also that

it belongs to L?, so that the operator R; defines a continuous endomorphism
of LP.
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7.3.4 Riesz Operator on LP(RY)

We suppose that 1 < p < 4+oo and f € LP(RY). Using the formula from the
previous subsection, we define

. t: —t
i) = | » —J;TM ) at.

When p > 1, Hélder’s inequalities show us that this integral exists for every
r € RY and every £ > 0. Indeed, we have Np/ — (N —1) = N(p' = 1) +1 > 1,

whence
tif(z ’ / 1/p 1/p'
dt < ( | f(:z:)|pdx> ( dt) < +00.
WNJr1 <]t <]t \t|N”'

/s<t|

Using the properties of the maximal functions defined before, we will show
that the function x ~— sup, |f?(x)| is an element of LP(RY) whose norm is
bounded from above by that of f. We will then show that this property implies,
on the one hand, the existence almost everywhere of the limit when ¢ — 0,
and on the other hand, the continuity of the Riesz transform R; in LP(RY).
We begin with the following result.

Theorem 7.47. Let f € LP(RY) with 1 < p < +o0; then the function x +
sup,~q |f2(z)| belongs to LP(RYN) for every integer j in [1, N] and there exists
a constant C depending only on p and N such that

up |||, o, < O lioiar.
Proof of Theorem 7.47.

Using the variables (r,0) with r = |[t| and # = t/|t| in R", where the latter
describes the unit sphere Sy in RY, we reduce to the integration over the
unit sphere of a function that is, up to a factor depending on €, a maximal
Hilbert function, thus allowing us to apply Theorem 7.37.

Let p;(0) be the component of 1ndex j of the unit vector in RY associated

with 8 € Sy, which we denote by 9 Using the oddness of pj, that is, the
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property p;(—0) = —p; (), we have

zcwzzl+m[stw—4ﬂmxmdﬂdr

/S pj(e)[/jooif(x;re)dr]da
= /SN pi(=6) |- /:oo 7f(x;m)dr]da
:/S pj(—e)[/;f(x:—rg)dr]de

= fla—r0)

:/Sij(e)[ B dr| do.

From this, we deduce the equality

f(z) = %/S p;(0) [/ﬂ%@ds]da

and, by noting that [p;(#)| < 1, we obtain
/ Mds’d&.
|s|>e 5

Let us consider the function = — f|s|2€[f(x —s0)/s]ds. Let ey be the first
vector of the canonical basis of RY and let oy be an isometry of SO(N),
which we will simply denote by o, such that og(e;) = 6. Let R,f be the
function defined by R, f(z) = f(ox) for every x € R™Y. We then have

(7.48) Ve>0, 2|fi(x) </ sup
SN

€

f(x —s0) = f(x — soey) = (R f)(o tx — sey).

From this we deduce that the right-hand side of (7.48) satisfies

— s
(7.49) / sup’/ Mds‘d@
SN € |s|>e S
/ sup‘/ sel)ds do.
Sy €30 1J|s|>e 8

Let ¢ = (0712); and let ¢’ denote the (N —1)-tuple of the other coordinates
of o~'x. We can write the previous integral as

/ Rgf(O'_ll‘ - Sel)ds — / Raf(g - Safl)ds
|s|>e |s|>e

S S
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Let us therefore define, for a function h in LP(RY), the following HLM func-
tion:
M, (z )*supi |h(z1 — s,za,...,xN)|ds.
r>0 2r |s|<r
Using the one-dimensional model, we show that under the assumption that
h € LP(RY), the function M} also belongs to LP(RY™) and has norm in
LP(RY) bounded from above, up to a constant, by the norm ||h|,. Indeed, by

Theorem 7.19 for dimension 1, we have

[ mi@rae= [ [ i pasa
RN N-—1
<c(p,1) / /|h (x1,2")|Pdx dx’,

(+) [ M@l < o, 0P o
RN

or

For almost all 2/ in RV~1 the function h, defined by z; — h(z1,2') is
an element of LP(R). We can therefore apply Theorem 7.37 concerning the
maximal Hilbert function to it. Therefore, for almost all z in RY, we have

/ (Ro f)(0~ o — sey)ds
t|>e

S

1
sup —
e>0 T

< Cl M}%Gf(a_lx) + M}‘Im,(Raf) (0'_11').

By the properties of isometries, the maximal HLM functions and Hilbert trans-
form of z + R, f(c~'x) have norms in LP(RY) equal to those of these same
functions associated with « — R, f(z). By previous theorems, the norms of
the latter are bounded from above by ||R, f||,. Moreover, by the invariance of
the norm under o, this equals || f||,. We will use these properties further on.
Returning to inequality (7.48) and denoting by F,, and G, the functions

1

T — ./\/l};adf(a_ z) and z+— M}_I7H(Raf) (o ),

respectively, we can write

(7.50) 2sup

g

/|t> %dt‘ /s [C1Ff,9(x) + C2Gy, (SC)]dG.

We take the pth power and integrate both sides of (7.48) over RY. By Holder’s
inequality, the right-hand side is bounded from above by

/ (wNil)p/p'/ |C1Fyy () + C2Go,y ()| dO d.
RN SN
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Using Fubini’s formula and the inequality |a + b|P < 2P~1(aP + bP), it follows
that the right-hand side is bounded from above by

Clp, N) /SN [/RN |Fg(x)\pdx+/RN (G (2)[Pdz | dO.

Now, as we noted before, up to constants, these integrals over RY are bounded
from above by || f|l}, (ry- Consequently, we obtain the result

[sup | f2[|[5 < Cp, N)[IFIE,
€

concluding the proof of Theorem 7.47. g
Let us now establish the main result for R;.

Theorem 7.51. For every j and every p with 1 < p < oo, the operator R;
has the following property:

VfeLP(RY), R;(f)(x) exists for almost all x € RY.

To a function f in LP(RYN, this operator associates the function defined by

LU =0)

‘ﬂN+1 2

Ri(f)(x) = (K f)(x) = sh—% [t]>

Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only on p and N, such that
Ve LP®RY), [R;(Hlly < Clflp

Proof of Theorem 7.51.

Let f € LP(RY). For every fixed integer j with 1 < j < N, we set fI(z) =
Jequltif(@ — H)](|t|=N+1D)dt. The space S is dense in LP; hence, for every
1 > 0, we can find a g € S such that f — g = h with ||h]|, < 7.

We know (cf. Subsection 7.3.3) that the limit lim._,o g () exists for ev-
ery x. Let us consider, for every integer k > 0, the set Ej(f) of € RV such
that we can find sequences {e,} and {e]} tending to 0 and satisfying the
inequality

7, @)~ £, @) > 7.

Let us show that we have |Eg(f)| < Cn(2k)P for some constant C. Indeed,
by the above and Theorem 7.47, the map that sends the function h to the

supremum
tih(x —t
”/ : (N+1)dt
ex<t |ﬂ

sup |7l (z)| = sup
e>0 e>0
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is continuous from LP to LP, which implies that it is of weak type (p,p). It

follows (cf. Definition 7.31) that A* = A | satisfies the inequality

sup, |hi
(7.52) SPA*(s) = sp|{s1ip |hd ()| > s}| < || sgp |h§|||z
Let x € Ex(f) and let g5, €], satisfy

1, (@) = £, @) >
Then for n sufficiently large, we have

. . 1
192, (@) = gz, (@)] < &

because the sequence {gZ (z)} tends to a finite limit.
It follows that for n sufficiently large, we have the lower bound

. , 1
L, (@)~ @) > T
whence x € Ey(h). Consequently,

Now, if |[hd () —hl, (x)| > 1/k, then sup, |hi| > 1/2k. Indeed, if the oppo-
site inequality held, then the previous difference would be less than k~'. The
measure of E(f) is therefore less than that of the set {sup, |hi(x)| > 1/2k}.
Now, by (7.52), we have

1\? . .
(55) 1sup 2] > 1/283] < | sup |2

Since we have | sup|hil||, < C|hl, by Theorem 7.47, it follows that
|{sup, [hi(z)| > 1/2k}| < Cn(2k)P, and therefore |Ex(f)| < Cn(2k)?.

Since the number k is fixed and 7 is arbitrarily small, this proves that the
set Ex(f) has measure zero. The union F = |J*° Ej(f) therefore also has
measure zero, proving the first assertion of the theorem.

For the second assertion, we use Fatou’s lemma, which gives us the in-
equality

IR; £z < tim [I£2]2 < || sup | £2]112.
e—0 €

Since the last norm is bounded from above by C|| f||,, (cf. Theorem 7.47), this
concludes the proof. a
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7.4 Korn’s Inequality in W1P(£2) for Bounded {2

The principal result of this section, which will imply Korn’s inequality, is the
following.

Theorem 7.53. Let T be a distribution with compact support in a bounded
domain 2 in RN. We suppose that for every i € [1,N], there exists a con-
stant C' such that the distribution 0;T satisfies the property

Vo e CR®Y), [T, ¢)| < ClIVollw o,
The distribution T can then be identified with an element of LP(S2).

To prepare for the proof of this theorem, we first use the previous sub-
sections to establish the Riesz inequalities that link the mixed derivatives of
a function to the Laplacian of that function, after which we prove additional
preliminary results.

7.4.1 Relation between Ay and a Mixed Derivative of ¢ in RY,
Riesz’s Inequalities

Let us consider the Riesz kernels K;(x) = Pf[z;lz|~™*Y]. The fi-
nite parts K;, which belong to S’(RY), have the functions defined by
F(K;)(&) = —iCn&;/|€| as Fourier transforms, with coefficients Cny com-

puted in Proposition 7.46. We recall that the transform of a derivative 0; of
a distribution is the product of the transform of the distribution and 2im¢;.
It follows that if p € S(RY), then

F(Ap)(€) = —4m?[€[*B(€).

Using Proposition 7.24, we can write A = F(0%p/0x;0z;) using the transform
of Ap:

A= —an? &€ F(p)(€) = —4n* %i’

= O F(K) F(K;)F(Ap)(€).

€12 F(9)(€)

Now, by Proposition 7.24 or Theorem 7.51, the convolution K; x Ay exists
and its Fourier transform is the product of the transforms. Moreover, this
convolution is an element of LP(RY) for every p > 1. By Theorem 7.51, it
now follows that the convolution K; * (K; * Ap) is well defined, and that
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Using the inverse Fourier transform in &’ (RY), it follows that

0%

= C3K; * (K; x Ay).
axzaxj C(]\/ *( J* <)0)

Using the results of the previous section, and in particular Theorem 7.51, we
can deduce inequalities that will later lead to Theorem 7.53.

Theorem 7.54 (Riesz inequalities). For every p with 1 < p < oo, there
exists a constant C(p, N) depending only on p and N, such that

0%
8:1:16:@

Vo e SRY), Vi, je[l,N], H

< Clp, N)llAe]p-

p

This inequality, which holds in S(RY), extends by density to the closure of
S(RY) for the norm ¢ — || Ap||,.

To attack the proof of Theorem 7.53, we need a number of lemmas allowing
us to give, in suitable spaces, solutions u or o of equations such as Au = f
and —divo = f for a regular function f.

Even when these lemmas establish properties that may be of interest out-
side of the present context, we have not tried to optimize these preliminary
results, which are meant to be used in establishing Korn’s inequality.

7.4.2 Preliminary Results
The proof of this first lemma is given in Exercise 7.16.
Lemma 7.55. Let £, be a bounded open subset of RN ; then there exist func-
tions @; in D(§21) for i € [1, N] such that
Vi,j €1, N, / @i(x)xjdr =06 and Vi€ [1,N], / wi(z)de =0
21 21
and a function ¢ in D(£21) such that
/ ¢=1 and VYie][l,N], / o(x)z;dx = 0.
21 i
The second lemma gives the image of the Laplacian in the space S(RY)
explicitly.

Lemma 7.56. The image A(S(RY)) of S(RY) under the Laplacian is char-
acterized by the equivalence of the following properties:

(7.57) geSMRY) and Jue SRY) such that Au=g.

(7.58) g € S(RY), / g(x)dx =0, and Viell,N], / g(z)x;dx = 0.
RN RN
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Proof of Lemma 7.56.

Let us suppose that the element u of S(RY) is a solution of Au = g. Using
the Fourier transform, we obtain 472|¢[2%(¢) = g(£). Hence, if g satisfies
(7.57), then it follows that & — g(&)/|¢)? is in S(RY). In particular, this
function is regular at the point £ = 0. Using the Taylor expansion of g at the
point 0, we necessarily have g(0) = 0 and, for every ¢ € [1, N], 9;g(0) = 0.
Using the inverse Fourier transform, these equalities are equivalent to

/ g(x)de =0 and Vie[l,N], / z;g9(x)dx = 0.
RN RN
We have thus proved the implication (7.57) = (7.58).

The converse is obvious. If g verifies (7.58), then

% € S(RY) and Au=g with a(¢) = % € S(RM). O

Let us note, for later on, that the correspondence between u and g is linear.
More precisely, under the given conditions, we can write u = A~'g. Indeed,
using once again F, we see that the operator A is injective into S(R™).

The third lemma is useful for proving the second part of Theorem 7.53.
It is not essential for establishing the theorem, but by giving the image of
the operator div on S(RY) explicitly, it allows us to better understand the
problems linked to studying functions with given divergence.

Lemma 7.59. Let ¢ € S(RY). The following properties are equivalent:
(7.60) Jo = (01,...,0n) € SR, RY), dive = ¢.
(7.61) / o(x)dx = 0.

RN

Proof of Lemma 7.59.
We begin with the implication (7.60)=- (7.61).
If p = div(o) with 0 € S(RV,RY), then

. . —
gp’: lim ’/ gozhm‘/ o-1)(s)ds
’/]RN R—+o0 | /p(o,R) R—0 aB(o,R)( el

< lim wy 1RV sup |o(x)] = 0.
R—+o00 |z|=R

To show (7.61)=-(7.60), we use an induction on the dimension of the space.

Let us begin with N = 1. It suffices to find a primitive for ¢ € S(R) in

S(R) when [, ¢ = 0. Assuming that [, ¢ is arbitrary, we construct a primitive
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that will be useful for the induction in higher dimension. Let p € D(R) have
integral equal to 1. We set

x

(Sﬁ(t)—P(t)/sD(u)du)dt.

R

7(2) = 0pp(a) = [
—00
If we show that o, , is strongly decreasing, then this will give the desired
result when ¢ has integral zero in dimension 1. It is obvious that o, , is C*°
and that its derivatives are strongly decreasing. It therefore suffices to show
that for every k € N,

lim |z|*|o(z)] = 0.

|z]—+o00
Now, for large |z| with < 0, we have
lo(z)] = ‘/ go(t)dt‘ < c/ (—=t)~*2dt < clx|7F71,
giving the desired result. When =z is large and positive, we have the same:
T +oo
o) = [ el [ owie= [ et
—00 R x
giving
|o(z)] < cx™
The result follows for N = 1.
Let us continue with arbitrary dimension N. We suppose the result proved

in dimension N — 1 for the variables (z2,...,2y5). Let ¢ be an element of
S(RY) with integral zero. We associate to it the function ¢; defined by

<P1(33173327---737N) :Up,ap(.,xg ..... :cN)(-Tl)
= / (ap(t,xg, Ce TN — p(t)/ o(u, za, . .. ,xN)du)dt.
—0o0 R

It follows from the computations in dimension 1 that this function is rapidly
decreasing in x1. Moreover, we can easily verify that this holds for all variables.
Let us therefore consider the function

¢($27---7$N> :/w(taanva)dt
R

Since, by assumption, fRN o(xz1, T2, ..., xN)dx = 0, we have

/w(xg,...,xN)dx2~~~dzN =0.
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By the induction hypothesis, it follows that there exists an (N — 1)-tuple
(¥2,...,¥n) in S(RV~1) such that

N
Zazwz:/@(t,lﬁ,,xj\[)dt
2 R

Next, let ¢; be defined for 7 € [2, N] by
vi(z1,xe,...,xN) = p(x1)i (2, 3, . .., TN).

These functions are rapidly decreasing and

N
Zaisﬁi + 011 = o,
2

concluding the proof. a
These lemmas lead to the following result.

Proposition 7.62. Let 2 be a bounded open subset of RN ; then there exists a
constant C' such that for every function f € D(12), there is a o € C>®° (RN, RY)
satisfying the following conditions:

(7.63) —dive = f,

(164 19150y < C(Iflrier + | | f(:v)dx‘JrXN:‘ | faia)
1

SNl (-

If moreover f has integral zero, then the function o associated with f is an
element of S(RV,RY).

Proof of Proposition 7.62.

Let us consider the functions ¢ and ¢; introduced in Lemma 7.55. We can
deduce from them functions v and 1); for i € [1, N] with values in RY each
belonging to C*° (RN, RY) 0 W(RY RM), such that

div$=¢ and Vi€ [l,N], divzz:goi.

To see this, we can, for example, set 1) = ff;o o(t, xa,...,zN)dt and E) = ey,
and define the z analogously.

Let us note that for ¢ € [1,N], the functions ¢; satisfy [ ¢; = 0. More-
over, since we can identify these functions with functions in S(RY) with zero
integral, we can apply the more precise construction of Lemma 7.59 to them,
which gives functions v; belonging to S(RY,RY).
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Consider the function g = f — ([, f(x)dz)p— >V ([ fridx)p;. This is an
element of D(RY) that satisﬁes the equahtles (7.58). Lemma 7.56 therefore
gives the existence and uniqueness of a u in S(RY) such that

N
(7.65) —Au=f— ( <p Z / fxldx ©i-
1

We then define

o= Vu-— (/Q f(x)dx)ﬁ - i::(/ﬂ fxid:c)ﬁ

By the definitions of u, div J and div @, we see that o € C® (RN, RY) N
Wheo (RN RN). A fortiori, its restriction to £2 belongs to W' (£2). This
vector function satisfies

—dive = f,

and, setting a = [, f(x)dx and a; = [, x;f(x)dz, its gradient satisfies the
inequality

N
— —
(7.66) [IVoll Lo ) < IVVUll o ) +1al IV & | o () + D lasl IVl Lo
1

Since u is an element of S(R™), we can use Riesz’s inequality, which leads
to [[VVull o) < IVVull Lo vy < On|[[Aul[ 10 gy Since the function Au
has compact support in {2, we also have

IVVull Lo (o) < OnllAul| o o)

Letting K and K; denote constants fixed by the choice of the functions ¢
and (;, respectively, we obtain

IVl ) < Ol dul )+ K] | e+ K,

x)xidx‘.

This gives the first upper bound of the proposition. Bounding the integrals
|a| and |a;| from above using Holder’s inequality, we finally obtain

IVl () < C(QaplvN)”f”LP'(Q)a

which concludes the proof of the first part of Proposition 7.62.
For the second part, we keep the same formula to define g. Since the
function f has zero integral, as well as the ¢;, the same holds for g. Lemma

7.59 therefore tells us that the function o defined above is an element of
S(RY RM). O
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7.4.3 Local Korn’s Inequality

Theorem 7.67. Let T' be a distribution with compact support in a bounded
domain 2 in RN. We suppose that for every i € [1,N] there exists a con-
stant C' such that the distribution 0;T satisfies the property

Vo €CORY), [0T,¢)| < ClIVel L (q)-
The distribution T can then be identified with an element of LP((2).

Proof of Theorems 7.67 and 7.53.
We begin by defining a distribution 7} on §2. Let f be an element of D({2)
with zero integral. The distribution T acts on f by

(Th, f) = (VT 0),

where o is an element of C°(R™,RY) satisfying —dive = f (cf. Lemma
7.59). For a fixed o, the right-hand side is well defined because T has compact
support. Moreover, this definition does not depend on the choice of ¢. Indeed,
let 01,09 € C* satisfy div oy = div og; then we have the relation

(VT, 01 — 09) = —(T,div(oy1 — 02)) = 0.

Next, we define T; on the functions f € D({2). Setting

r=1=(f e+ ([ 1)

where ¢ is an element of D({2) with integral equal to 1, we let

() @n=(Ts= ([ )+ ([ s@i)ro.

where we use the earlier definition of T3 on the function f — ([, f)¢, whose
integral is zero. It is obvious that 73 is linear and is a distribution on 2. We
still need to show that 77 belongs to LP(f2). Now, because of the independence
of the choice of o, we can choose one provided by Proposition 7.62, so that
there exists a constant C' such that for every f € D(£2),

(T1, H)] < OISl (2)-

The desired conclusion, namely the extension of T} to the space LP((2), follows.

Let us now show that the distributions 7" and 7T} have the same gradient.
Let us consider a derivative 0;17. Let o satisfy — dive = f, so that — div d;0 =
0; f. Since fQ 0;f = 0, it follows that we can take ;0 to be the function o
associated with 9;f. By definition (x), we then have

(0iTy, f) = —(T1,0:f) = —(VT,0;0).
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Moreover,
<(’91T, f> - —<T, &f) - <T‘7 le 810> = —<VT, 810'>

We therefore have 0;T = 9,1 for every i € [1, N]. Using the connectedness
of {2, we conclude that there exists a constant C' such that T'=T; + C in (2.
Since we moreover have (T, ¢) = (11, (), it follows that C [, (dz = 0, whence
C=0and T ="1T;. 0O

Applications to the so-called Korn’s Inequality.

Proposition 7.68. Let 1 < p < oo and let u € LP(2,RYN) satisfy e(u) €
LE (RN). Then for every function ¢ in D(RY), the functions 9;((ug);) belong

to LP(£2); in other words, V(up) € LP(£2,R*).

Proof of Proposition 7.68 when p = 2.
This case is elementary and does not need the previous theorem. We show
that for every u € Yo(RY),

le(@)llz = ClIVullz.

We begin by noting that for every i, j € [1, N] with i # j and for u in C2(RY),
we have

(7.69) / 10;ui2da + / 1Oy der
RN RN
<o [ lepldrs [ R ey
RN RN

To prove identity (7.69), we write the integral [ (0;u; + Oyu;)*dx for any
pair (i,j) as follows, by applying two integrations by parts on the term
fRN 6jui8iujdx:

/RN(aju,; +31uj)2dx = /RN(a]U7)2dI’+/RN((?{U,])2CZI+2 ajui &;ujdx

RN

RN RN RN

Let Y5(RY) be the space of vector functions v with the property that both v
and the deformation tensor e(v) belong to L2(RN RY). Let u € Ya(RY)
have compact support and let {u,} be a sequence in C2(RY RY) obtained
by convolution with a regularizing kernel, that converges to w in the space
Y5(RY). The identity (7.69) shows that {Vu,} is a Cauchy sequence in L2.
Consequently, Vu € L2(RN RY). Tt follows that if e(u) € L2(RY,RY), then
Vu € L*(RN R?V).
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Finally, let w € L? with e(u) € L% Then for every ¢ € D({2), we have
up € Ya(RY), whence up € HY(RYN). It follows that V(u) € L2 _(£2), thus
concluding the proof in the case p = 2. O

Proof of Proposition 7.68 when p > 2.
Let v = up. We first demonstrate a relation expressing a distributional
mixed derivative of u in terms of the tensor e(u):

(7.70) Oik(vs) = Ok(€4j(v)) + 0i(ejk(v)) — O (gir(v))-

Since e(ug) € LP, we see that the derivatives of e(v) are distributions T'
with compact support that satisfy the conditions of the previous propositions.
Hence, for fixed j and k, the distribution Oyv; has compact support and
satisfies the conditions of Theorem 7.67. Consequently, dyv; € LP, giving the
desired result because j and k are arbitrary. O

To conclude, we prove the following result.

Theorem 7.71 (Korn’s inequality in LP(2), 1 < p < o0). Let {2 be a
domain in RN . We consider the space

Y, (02) = {u € LP(2) |V (i,7) € [1,N], €ij(u) = (0ju; + O;u;)/2 € L”(Q)}.

IfueY,(2), thenu € Wlo’f( ). If, moreover, §2 is bounded and of class C?,

then the space Y,(£2) can be identified with W1P(£2). More precisely, there
exists a constant C' such that every u € WP (£2) satisfies

/p
IVl oy < C(Jluly + / () @) Paz) .

The idea of the proof of the inclusion u € W1P(£2) consists in extending a
function u in Y, (£2), when {2 is bounded, to a function with compact support
in Y, (RY). We then apply Theorem 7.68. We begin by extending u in the case
2 =RN=1x]0, 0], giving a general idea of the proof, after which we proceed
with the general case.

Proof of Theorem 7.71 around a point where 012 is locally straight.

We wish to extend the vector function wu, which is an element of
Y,(RN¥=1 x ]0,00[) with compact support in R¥=! x [0,00[, to a vector
function u in Y, (RY).

For zny < 0 and i € [1, N — 1], we set

(7.72) wi(2', xn) = 2u; (2, —xN) — ui(2, —3zN)
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and for zy < 0 and i = N, we set
(7.73) un (2, zn) = —2un (2, —zN) + 3un(2’, —3zN).

We thus obtain a function # on RY with compact support. We can easily
verify that @ € Y,(RY). Indeed, for xy < 0 and i and j € [1, N — 1], we have

(774) 28jui(a?’, IN) = 28jui(3c', —J?N) — 8jui(m/, —31‘]\[),
whence
(7.75) 2e;5(u) (2, xn) = 2ei5(u) (2, —xNn) — €45 (u) (2", —3zN).

Furthermore, if one of the indexes is N, then we have

2e;n (u)(2, xn) = —20Nui(x', —xN) + 30Nui (2, —3zN)
— 28iuN(:c’, 7581\/) + 38¢uN(x’, 73$N)
= —de;n(u) (@', —xn) + 6ein (u) (@', —3zN)

and ey n(u)(2,zn) =20nun(2',—zN) — 9ONun (2, —3zN).

We thus see that the function u belongs to Y,(RY). It follows that @ €
WLP(RY) and that u € WIP(RN -1 x RY). ]

Proof of Theorem 7.71 when £2 is a bounded open set of class C2.

Let us recall our motivation, which is presented in the introduction of this
chapter. Readers interested in other arguments in the case p = 2 or for much
more general open spaces than those we consider may consult, for example,
the article by Nitsche [54]. The proof given by Nitsche concerns open sets
with only the cone property. The methods used for p = 2 for such open sets
can no doubt be adapted to arbitrary p. We will not address this research.
Consequently, we will only be interested in the extension of the local Korn
inequality when the open set is of class C2. We begin by noting that it suffices
to prove the result in the neighborhood of a boundary point zy, where the
normal to f2 has a nonzero scalar product with ey. Locally, the open set {2
lies on one side of its boundary in the neighborhood of this point, and there
exists an open subset §2; of RV containing x( such that

2NN c{(@,zn)| 2 €O, a;(z") <N},
;N0 ={(z',a;(2")) | 2’ € O'},
where 0’ is an open subset of RV~! and a; is a class C? function on O'.

The set {2 can be covered with such open sets (2;. Consequently, using a
partition of unity {¢;} subordinate to this cover of {2, it suffices to show that
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if u € Y,(£2N62;), then g;u € WHP(£2N(2;). For the sake of simplicity, we will
omit the factor ¢;. In other words, we assume that u belongs to Y, (£2 N £2;)
and that u has compact support in 2N £2;. We will also omit the index i. We
can reduce to the case of a straight boundary, that is, to the case of functions
on RN~1 x 10, +00[, which we have already studied.

We use the function v with components v; defined by

vi(2',t) = (u; + (Bia) un) (2’ a(z’) + t)
for i < N —1 and by
oy (2, t) = un (2’ a(z") +t)
for i = N. The function v is defined on O’ x R*. Let us show that v €
Y, (O x]0,+00[). To do this, we compute the derivatives 9;v; and 0;v; for i
and j in [1, N — 1] plus the derivatives dnv; and O;vy, where we use the
assumption that the function a is C2 on the open set O':
0jv; = (3ju,;+3Nui<9ja+8ia8juN+3ia8ja8NuN+31jauN)(x’,a(:z:’)th)
;= (Oyuj+0nu;0;a+0;adiun +0;a0;a0nun +0;;auy ) (2, a(z')+t)
ONUN = 8NUN($/, a(ﬂc') +1)
Onv; = (Onu; + O;adyun) (2, a(2) + 1)
ooy = (aluN + aiaaNuN) (l’/, a(x’) + t).
It follows that the components of e(v) with ¢ and j in [1, N — 1] satisfy
g5 (v) = (gi5(u) +0jag;n (u) +0sae N (u) +0;a0;adnun +Oyjaun ) (2, a(z') +1).
Moreover, for (i,7) = (¢, N), we have
ein(v) = (ein(u) + (9ia)Onun) (2, a(z") + ).

These formulas clearly show that v belongs to Y,(R¥~! x ]0,400[) and has
compact support in RV =1 x [0, +-00[. Keeping the results for a straight bound-
ary in mind, we obtain

ve WP (O x]0, +o0).

In particular, the component vy, that is, uy, belongs to WP (§2;142). Finally,
by noting that

wi(z',on) = vz, 2y — a(2')) — (Gia)vn (2, 2y — a(z')),

we obtain the inclusion of u; in the space W1P(§2; N (2), concluding the proof.
O
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Comments

Since we are not specialists in harmonic analysis, we have used the book of
Stein and Weiss [64] as our principal source. We recommend that the reader
who wishes to learn more consult the following books and articles for more
details: Stein and Weiss [64], Stein and Weiss [65], Stein [63], and Zygmund
[77].

7.5 Exercises for Chapter 7

Exercise 7.1 (Fourier Transform of a Function in L%(R)).
Let f be defined by f(t) = t/(t*> + y?), where y > 0.

(1) Show that f € L?(R) and that its Fourier transform in the sense of
tempered distributions is defined by a semiconvergent integral, namely
F(&) = [ texp(—2im&t) (1 + y*)~'dt.

(2) Use the residue theorem applied to the contour consisting of a segment
[~ R, R] and a semicircle (Cr or C') and a suitable holomorphic function

to compute f(£) when £ < 0 and when £ > 0. You can also use one of the
contours and the reflexion £ — —&.

Cr
£<0 A
1y
t
—R: R
—iy
§>0
""""""" o,

Fig. 7.1. A computation using the residue theorem.

Hints. For (2), use the function F(z) = zexp(—2inéz)/(2* +y?). When & > 0,
you must show that limp e [, F(2z)dz = 0. Reduce to bounding the integral
R

foﬁ/Q exp(—asin0)df when a is a positive real number by using a lower bound for

sin#, and conclude that this integral is lesser than K/R. Conclude that

~

VEER, [(§) = —imsign(§) exp(—2m|¢y]).
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Exercise 7.2 (Mean Value Property for Harmonic Functions).

Let N > 2. We recall that the fundamental solution of the Laplacian is
E(z) = ky|z|~™~2), where ky is a constant. Let u be a harmonic func-
tion in a domain (2 in R, Consider a ball B(a,r) whose closure lies inside 2.
Generalize the case N = 2 by showing that u(a) equals the mean value of u on
the sphere B(a, ). Use Green’s formula for class C? functions in the following
form:

/Q(g(l‘)Af(ﬂ?) — f(2)Ag(x))dx :/ (9(x)07 f(z) — f(x)07g())do ().

an
Apply this formula to the functions w and 1 to determine a property of the
normal derivative of v on the spheres inside 2. Next, apply this formula to F
and u in the region between the sphere 0B(a,r) and the sphere of radius

with center a to show that the mean value on 0B (a,r) equals the mean value
on 9B(a,¢€). Conclude.

Hints. We may, and do, assume that a = 0. By Green’s formula, we have

0 :/ Au(z)dz :/ Oz u(z)dx
B(0,r) oB(0,r)

for every r such that B(0,7) C 2. We then apply Green’s formula to the functions E
and v in the region (2. , delimited by the spheres S. = 9B(0,¢) and S, = 0B(0,r).
By the harmonicity of the two functions, we have

/ (uAE — EAu) dx = 0.
Qs,r

Moreover, the normal differentiation of E on the spheres gives the expressions —(N —
2)|z|~™ "1, which are constant on each of the spheres. This leaves

— (N — 2)/ e N u(s)ds + (N — 2)/ r N u(s)ds

€ Sr
- E(s)0wu(s)ds + E(s)0wu(s)ds =0
Se Sy

in Green’s formula. By the previous result, since the function E is constant on the
spheres, the sum of the last two integrals is zero. Consequently, we have

1 1
o N1 /Sr u(s)ds = PRV e /ss u(s)ds.

Since the mean value of u on the sphere S, equals its mean value on the sphere S,
which by the continuity of u is arbitrarily close to u(0) when ¢ is sufficiently small,
the result follows.

Exercise 7.3 (Converse of the Previous Exercise’s Property).
Consider a continuous function u on a domain 2 in RY that has the mean
value property on this open set. In other words, for every a € (2, the mean
value M, (a,r) of u on a sphere with boundary B(a,r) and closure contained
in 2 equals u(a). Prove that the function w is harmonic in 2.
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(1) To begin, assume that u is a C? function. Establish the result by showing
that the limit of the second derivative of r — M,(a,r) at the point a is
proportional to Au(a).

(2) In the general case, where the function w is only continuous, use a regu-
larization of v and show that, locally, v coincides with its regularization,
which allows us to reduce to the first case.

Hints.

(1) The second derivative of r — faB(o 1 u(a + rs)ds gives

d> 1 / d?
—[My(a,r)] = —u(a + rs)ds.
gren= o [ et rs)

Up to wn—1, the limit of this derivative at a equals the sum

Z@ju(a)/ sisjds.
ij 0

B(0,1)
We note that if ¢ # j, then faB(o 1) sisjds = 0 and, moreover, that
faB(o,l) s$2ds = faB(o,n s?ds. It follows that the limit of this derivative at a is

proportional to Au(a), giving the result since by assumption, the mean value
function is constant for r > 0.

(2) Consider a ball By = B(zo, ro) with closure inside 2 and let ug be the restriction
of u to this ball extended by 0 outside of the ball. We use the convolution
U. = uo % pe where, as usual, p.(z) = e Vp(z/e) with p a positive function
in D(RY) with support in B(0,1) and integral equal to 1. We may, and do,
moreover assume p to be radial. Let © € By. By definition, for ¢ < 7o — |xo — x|,
we have

Ue(z) = /]RN pe(t)uo(x — t)dt = /}3(0 )pe(t)u(ac —t)dt.

Using the spherical coordinates of the variable ¢ and Fubini’s formula, and letting
o be the variable on the unit sphere such that ¢ = |t|o, we can write

Ue(z) = /06 e Np(r/e) [/63(0,1) u(z — ra)da] N dr.

Now, the mean value of u at the point z is defined by

My(z,r) = L / u(x + rs)ds = L / u(x — ro)do.
WN-1 JoB(0,1) WN-1 JaB(0,1)

It follows that

Ug(x):wal/ e No(r/e)My(z,r)rN " tdr,
0

so that, using the assumption, which holds because of the condition on e, we
obtain

U.(z) = wy_1u(z) /O PN d.
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Finally, since

1
o [N = [ pldy =1,
0 B(0,1)

we deduce that u(z) = U.(z).

Taking x in B(zo,70/2), we can then fix £9 = r9/2 and the function u coincides
with the function U, in the entire ball B(zo,70/2). The function u is therefore
of class C* in §2. We have thus reduced to case (1).

Exercise 7.4 (Complement to Example 7.12).
Consider the function f on R defined by f(t) = (t241)"'. For 0 < = < 1//3,
we study the mean values defined by

L [= at arctan(x + r) — arctan(x — r)
u(r,z) = — = .
2 Jo_, t2+1 2r
The function U(r,z) = —2ul.(r,z)r? can be written as
1 1
U(r,x) = arctan(z + r) — arctan(z — r)) — T((x PR + EEs e 1).

Setting a = z 4+ r and b = x — r, its derivative equals

Un(r @) = 27“[(@2 i 02~ (@2 Jli 1)2]'

Expanding a(b? 4+ 1)? — b(a? + 1)?, we see that U/(r,x) has the same sign as
the trinomial T'(r?) defined by
T(rz) =7t +2(1 +x2)r2 —3z*—22%+1 =1 +2(1 +x2)r2 — (x2 + 1)(3952 -1).

(1) Let 2 < 1/+/3. Determine the sign of the derivative of  — u(r, x) by first
studying the sign of T'(r?) and then using the formulas above. Prove that

T M) = 3 = 1)

(2) Next, assume that 2 > 1/v/3 (use the results of Example 7.12). Prove that
the function  — U(r,z) is nondecreasing and that x — ro(x) is there-
fore nonincreasing in ]1/4/3, +-00[. Deduce that the function z +— ro(x)

Vo <

is continuous on this interval, and consequently that m;y is a continu-
ous function on ]1/v/3, +o0|. Finally, examine the behavior of m¢(z) as x
tends to 1/4/3 from above.

Exercise 7.5 (Solution for the Dirichlet Problem on the Sphere using
the Poisson Integral).

Let B be the open unit ball in RY and let 9B be the unit sphere. We set
(Poisson kernel):

Vo€ B,Vs€dB, p(s,x)=Ky—=
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where the constant K is the reciprocal of the (N — 1)-dimensional surface
area of the unit sphere in RY. Note that the function p is nonnegative.

(1) Show that the function x — p(s, ) is harmonic in B for every s in dB.

(2) Show that we have [, p(s,z)ds =1 for every = in B.

(3) We set z = ry with » < 1 and |y| = 1. Show that for every > 0, when
r — 1, the function = — f8€83’|57y|>n p(s,ry)ds converges uniformly to 0
at y.

(4) (Poisson formula) Let f be a continuous function on 0B. Let u be the
function on B defined by

(7.76) w(@) = { Jon f(s)p(s,x)ds if z € B,

f(z) if x € 0B.
Show that the function w« is harmonic in B and continuous on B.

Hints.

(1) Compute the Laplacian of a product using the function y — (1 —ly+ s|2) ly|~™.

(2) Let < 1. Since the function p is harmonic in B for s fixed in 0B, the mean
value property (cf. Exercise 7.2) implies that

1 1
p(s,0) = = / p(s, r)dx,
8B(0,r)

WN -1 wy—1rN-1

whence, by setting x = ry, which allows us to reduce to the unit sphere,

1
p(s,0) = / p(s,ry)dy.
WN-1 JaB(0,1)

Show the inequality |ry — s| = |rs — y| using, for example, the symmetry axis
for the two rays [0, s] and [0, y] or a direct computation. It follows that

(5,79) 1—7r? 1—r3s]?  1—|rs]?
WN — = = =
NPT T TN T s — oV T s —ylY

= wn-1p(y, 7s)-

‘We therefore have

1=wn-1p(s,0) = /

9B(0,1)

p(s,ry)dy = / p(y,rs)dy.

9B(0,1)

This relation holds for arbitrary s of norm 1 in RY and arbitrary real numbers r
with 0 < r < 1. Let = be a given element of B, so that |x| < 1; we can then
choose the elements s and r in the relation in such a way that rs = . We then

obtain
1= / p(s, x)ds,
9B(0,1)

giving the result.
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(3) We again set = ry, where y lies on the sphere. We assume that |s — y| > 7.
Using a lower bound, we find

n

ry sl > Is —yl — (1=1r) >
for 1 — r sufficiently small. From this, we deduce the uniform upper bound
C(1 —r?) for p(s,ry), giving the result.

(4) We use the first question and carry out a differentiation under the integral sign
with respect to  when |z| < 1. It suffices to show the continuity at a point
z € OB. Let € > 0 be given. We wish to show that for x € B sufficiently close
to z, we have |u(z) — u(z)| < e. We may, and do, assume that x # 0 and we use
a y such that z = ry and |y| = 1, which allows us to fall back on the previous
results. Decomposing the integral into two parts, one on the set A, of points of
OB for which |s — y| > 7, we have

[u(z) — u(y ‘_‘/BB W)]p (s,ry)ds’
< [ U - s@lpsrnds+ [ 176) = 1wl plsro)ds.
An OB~ Ay

Since the integral of p on the boundary equals 1, we can bound the second
integral on the right-hand side as follows:

/83A|f(s) F@)lp(s,ry)ds < sup{|£(s) — F@) | |s — 9] < -

By the continuity of f on 9B, this integral can be bounded from above by /2
for n < no. Choosing n = 1o, we obtain

fufe) — u(y)| < 5 +2 sup [(t \/ pls,ry)d

tedB

Now, by question (3), this last integral tends to 0 uniformly with respect to y
when r — 1. It follows that there exists an 7 such that |x — y| < 71 implies
|u(x) — u(y)| < e. Returning to z, we then write

lu(z) = u(@)] < u(z) = w(y)] + |uly) - w(z)].

By the continuity of f on the boundary, the difference |u(z) — u(y)|, which
equals |f(z) — f(y)|, can be made < e provided that |z — y| < n2. Let = €
B(z,1/2inf (n1,n2)); then |x—y| < n1 and, consequently, the previous inequality
implies that |u(z) — u(x)| < 2¢, giving the desired result.

Exercise 7.6 (Application of the Poisson Formula Given Above).
Consider a continuous function (x,%) + u(x,y) on RY x R with the following
symmetry property:

Ve eRY, Vy >0, u(z,—y)=—ulz,y).

We suppose that u is harmonic in RY x ]0, +-co[. Show that the function u
is then harmonic in RY x R. To do this, first show that u is harmonic in
RY x ] — 00,0[ and then prove that it is harmonic in the entire ball with
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center (x9,0) in RN¥*1. For that property, compare the function u in the
ball to the harmonic function defined by the Poisson integral of Exercise 7.5
(cf. formula (7.76)).

Hints. Use formula (7.76) on the ball By = B((z0,0),r); this defines a function v
that is harmonic inside By and can be identified with v on 90By. The Poisson kernel
p(s,z) of this formula has an analogue in dimension N + 1, where the point z is
replaced by (zo + r€,0 +7n) for (€,n) on the unit sphere B(0,1) in RN, Letting
wn denote the surface area of the sphere and do its Lebesgue measure, we obtain

1

v(z,y) = m

/ u(xo + r€,rn)p" (x, y,&,n)do,
8B(0,1)

where p* is defined by

r? — (& — w0)” + 4]
(@ = o) — ree v P

By the symmetry assumption on u, we have v(z,0) = 0 when y = 0. In the bounded
domain consisting of the interior of the hemisphere By N (RY x 0, 4-o0), the func-
tions v and u are therefore solutions of a same Dirichlet problem. Since the open
set is not of class C', we do not have uniqueness. However, applying the maximum
principle to the difference, as in Remark 5.69, nonetheless gives the equality v = v
in the open set. The same reasoning holds for the lower hemisphere. It follows that
the function u is harmonic in By and, consequently, everywhere in RV 1.

P (z,y,6,n) =

Exercise [+ 7.7 (Proof of Theorem 7.15 when N = 1).
Let us take the statement of Theorem 7.15. By translating the neighborhoods
Jz;,ri» which in this case are intervals, so that their centers z; become 0, we
obtain intervals J; with center 0 that we can order as follows:

J1 CJQC"‘CJr,“
where J; =] — 4, 7;[, with the property that
1
VYye s, 3ie[l,n], —/ |f()|dt > s.
27% y+J;
For every y € S, we can set

K =sw{i el 5 [ o>}

thus defining a map K from S to [1,n]. We wish to estimate the measure of S
using its cover by these intervals of length 2r;, which satisfy

(7.77) i=K(y) = 2r; < %/J |f(t+y)|dt.

We will bound the measure |S| from above by a sum of the lengths of the
intervals in a suitable cover of S, so that we can use relation (7.77), allowing
us to estimate this measure using the integral of |f| over R.
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(1) More precisely, show that

Lemma 7.78. There exist o finite number of points s;, 1 < j < k, of §
such that
a) The set S is contained in U, <; <18 + Jr(s;)} and a center s; is
contained only in the interval with index j.
b) Setting V; = s; + Jk(s;), we have

> ] o <2 [ o =211,

(2) After proving the lemma, finish the proof of Theorem 7.15 in the case
N =1 using relation (7.77):

k
IRl < Z|V| 2er\§z/v|f<t+y>|dt<§||f||1.
1 J

Hints. Choose a point s1 in S such that K(s1) > K(s) Vs € S. Such a point exists
because of the inverse image K~ '({n}). Consider the set S1 = S\ {s1 + Jx(s)}. If
it is empty, then S C Vi = s1+Jg(s,) and the first part of the lemma is verified with
k = 1, while the second part is trivial. If the difference of the sets is nonempty, then
we choose a point sz in S1 such that K(s2) > K(s) for every s € S1. If So = S1\ V>
is empty, then we obtain the lemma with & = 2 by noting, moreover, that the
inequality rg(s,) < Tk (s;) implies that the center s1 of the first interval does not lie
in the second one, s2 + Jg (s,)-
The second part of the lemma then follows from

/V s+ [ 101 = /V ol /V <2 / £\t

This construction can be extended using the given algorithm. The number of steps is
necessarily finite, giving the first statement of the lemma. By the above, the center s;
does not belong to s,/ + JK<sj,) for 7/ = j+1. By the assumption that the dimension

is one, it follows that the same holds for every other index. The first part of the
lemma follows.

For the second part of the lemma, we first note that any three V; with two-
by-two distinct indexes have an empty intersection. Indeed, let a belong to the
intersection of two of the V;. We may, and do, assume that ¢ and j are the two
smallest indexes for which a € V; NVj. Then, if a € V}, for k other than ¢ and j, we
have |si — a| < ri < inf (r;, r;), which implies that the center s; belongs to one of
the intervals V;, V;, giving a contradiction. Under these conditions, we can generalize
an earlier equality by using the sum of the characteristic functions of the V;. We
will show that this sum is lesser than 2x(UV}), from which it follows that

k
Z/V_ F()]dt < 2/R|f(t)|dt.

Consequently, Theorem 7.15 in dimension 1 follows from

2
|{xeR|mf(m)>s>O}|<M.
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We could also formulate the reasoning given above in a way that makes general-
ization easier. Namely, let 75 be a translation such that S N7, (S) = @ and consider
two-by-two disjoint semi-open intervals {W,} that are each contained in a Vj; and
that form a cover of S. To every point ¢ belonging to two intervals V;, we associate
7h(¢). We denote the set of these translated points by S’. We then have

k
le/vj |f(t)|dt=/uwa |f(t)|dt+/S’ |f(t)|dt<2/s\f(t)\dt.

Exercise 7.8 (Convolution of T € §'(RY) with ¢ € S(RY)).
In this chapter, we have seen that this convolution is a function f defined by

Ve e RN, f(x) = (T,7.()),

where ¢ is the function ¢ — ¢(—t).
Prove that f is a C*° function and that there exist a multi-index k£ and a
constant C(k) such that

Vo eRY, |f(2)] < Ck)lal".

In other words, prove that f is a slowly increasing function.

Hints. Show that
. 1
Vi, (Tuy, 3 [lp(@ + hes — ) — oz + b — 1) = hyp(a — )] ) — 0

when h — 0. Deduce that 8; f(z) = (T, 7.0;¢). Use iteration to obtain the result
for an arbitrary order of differentiation.

For the slow growth, use the continuity of T" and the family of seminorms defining
the topology of S. We have

@) < D sup|X|* [DPp(X — x)].
lal<k
[B]<m
Use the Taylor expansion of ¢ to bound |f| from above by a polynomial.
Exercise 7.9 (Fourier Transform of the Convolution T * ¢).
Let T € 8§’ and let ¢ € S. Show that the Fourier transform of the convolution
T % ¢ is the product of the individual transforms.

Hints. Use the expression for A = T given in Proposition 7.22 for the computation
of (A,), which makes use of the commutativity of the tensor product:

(A,9) = (A, 9) = (T, 7A(9)), ZZ( )> (P ® Thy, 72 (®))
= (T @ P, Bt — N)) = t]v/R Nt — )d>\>
= (Tp, (& % )(1)).

Show that the product @iy is the convolution of the transforms; that is, @ {/:
Conclude.
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Exercise 7.10 (Determining the Fourier Transform of Vp(1/x)).

(1) Prove that v(&) = Vp( [, exp(—2inét)/tdt) exists for every real £&. Decom-
pose it into two integrals and show that computing it traditionally corre-
sponds to computing f0+°° sin(27&t) /tdt. Deduce that v(€) = —im sign(§).
Next, prove that the distributions T, 4 associated with the truncations of
1/t on [—A, —¢] U [g, A], which are tempered, converge in &’ to Vp(1/t).
Finally, prove that the Fourier transforms of T, 4 converges to the func-
tion v.

(2) Use a different method: show that the desired transform is an odd function,
and that ¢t Vp(1/t) = 1. The result then follows using a property of the
Fourier transform.

Exercise 7.11 (Computation of a Hilbert Transform).
Use the definition of the Fourier transform to compute the convolution of
Vp (1/t) and the function f defined by f(t) = (2 +1)/(t? +t + 1)2.

Exercise 7.12 (Fourier Transform of a Radial Function).
Use isometries to show that if f is a function in L'(RY) satisfying f(x) =

g(|z|), then the Fourier transform of f is a function of p = \/Ziv &

Exercise 7.13 (Computation of a Hilbert Transform).
Consider the function f on R ~ {0} defined by f(t) = (1/[¢[(1 + |t|))71. We
will use two different methods to compute its Hilbert transform H f.

By way of this example, we will be able to illustrate certain results, namely
Theorem 7.29, which gives two definitions of the Hilbert transform, the propo-
sition concerning the weak type (1,1) of the transform, and Corollary 7.35,
which states that the Hilbert transform maps LP to itself for p > 1.

Let us therefore first note that the function f belongs to LP(R) for 1 <
p <2

(1) First computation method. Let F' be the function on R defined by F' =
f * gy, where g,(t) = t/(t* + y*) with y > 0. By one of the definitions in
this book, the transform of f is

1
Hf(x)=— lim F(x,y),

T y—04

where
1 z—1
@)= [ i
r I+ 1) [ = 1) + 7]
Replacing x by —x, we obtain, up to the sign, the same integral trans-

formed by the change of variables t — —t. It follows that z — F(x,y) is
an odd function, allowing us to restrict our computation to = > 0.

VexeR, Vy>0, F
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Using changes of variables and, for example, the residue theorem, we re-
duce to computing two integrals of rational functions over R.
(2) Second computation method. We use the formula

Hf(x)=1/7lim fz —t)/tdt.

e—0 ‘t‘>€

We therefore compute

1
dt
/| Ve =1 (L+ [z —t)t

We can, for example, write this integral as the sum of three integrals,
one of which concerns a rational function and can be computed using the
residue theorem.

In the hints, we show how our results illustrate Theorem 7.29 and Corollary
7.35.

Hints.

(1) First computation method. Write F(z,y) as the sum of two integrals over
10, +00[, namely:

+oo x + u?
I =2 d
en=2 [ rraGraErE
+oo I—Uz
and J(z,y) = 2/0 07 )@@ 1 du.

Since these are even functions, we have

x+u2
I —
(=9) Au+wmwmv+w“

CL‘—UQ

J(z,y) :/R(l—&—ug)(‘r—u?')z—!—yQ du.

e Computation of I(z,y) for z > 0.
Use the residue theorem. Let § = arctan(y/x), which is an element of | -7 /2, 7/2]

and let p = y/x2 + y2. Consider the function G of the complex variable z defined
by

x 4 22
A+ @ ra+)(@ro—iy)
When z > 0, the square root of 2z + x + iy in the upper half-plane equals
21 = iv/p exp (i0/2). For 2% +x —iy, the square root z» is obtained by replacing 6
by —0 in z;.
The residue theorem now gives

G(z) =

I(z,y) = Qiﬂ[Rés(G, 1) + Rés(G, z1) + Rés(G, zz)}
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For the simple poles, the classical formula gives

r—1
R¢ )= s
és(G, 1) % +1—22)’
. —i0/2

. —y °
Rés(G = - =

SG2) = S e P — o —i)(—2)  Bi/p(—a— i)’

. i0/2

Rés(G, z2) = 4 .

2iy/pe02(1 —x +iy)(2iy)  di/p(l — @ + iy)
when x > 0. It follows that in this case,

r—1 o—i0/2 oti0/2

5 + — + - ] .

pr+1-2z 2\/p(1—-z—iy) 2/p(l—x+iy)

e Computation of J(z,y) for x > 0.
Continue with similar computations, which give

I(x,y)zw[

e =n|2EL e e ]
T a2 +2 T 2p(lta—iy)  2yp(ltxtiy))

We thus obtain the function F:

z—1 z+1 e 10/2
F(z,y) = r| :
(@y) =m p2—|—1—2m+p2+1+2m+2\/ﬁ(1—x—zy)
o +i0/2 o +i0/2 o—i0/2
+ — + — — - }
2/p(1 —x+iy)  2/p(Q1+2z—1dy) 2/p(l+z+iy)

e Taking the limit for y — 0+.
The result is obvious, because it suffices to replace y and 6 by 0, p by z, and
/P by \/x, because x > 0. We thus obtain the Hilbert transform of f:

Va >0, H(f)(w):mi1+xi1+\/5(11—m)
or V>0, H(f)(m):ﬁ(liﬁ)—’—(lix)

Using the oddness noted above, we see that the function we obtain is defined
everywhere except at * = 0, thus illustrating the existence almost everywhere
of the Hilbert transform (cf. Proposition 7.26). Moreover, using this formula, we
see that the Hilbert transform belongs to the space LP for 1 < p < 2, as stated
in Corollary 7.35 on the interval ]1,2][.

(2) Second computation method. Let us compute

1
dt.
e VT =11+ [z — t])t

Assuming that z > 0 and € < =z, this integral can be written as the sum of
three terms I, I2, and I3 by integrating over the intervals | — 0o, —¢|, |¢, [, and
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]z, +00o[. Using changes of variables, we obtain

o[ dt 7_2/+°° du
Lo e VT -tz —t)t vare (T4 u?)(u? — )

(" t _ ve=e du
127/5 Ve —t(l+z—t)t 2/0 (1+u?)(u?—2x)

I — Foo dt _2/+°° du
:T e Vi—z(+t—xt T Jo (A+u)(z+u?)

The computations of I; and I> are rather elementary, while we can use the
residue theorem to compute I3. The result is

- . +
L = 2 aurctanufi ‘u VT
1+z| 2vzx  lu+
1 1 T+e—T
_ ~daretan VFTE + [ VEEE VA
1+x_7T arctan x+8+\/5n\/$—+6+\/5}
_ v
I = 2 aurctanu—L ‘u VT
1+z| 2\/x u+\/_
1 T _
e arctanvx — e — \/_ \/szqL\/_}’
1 1
Is = 2im [Rés(g;i) +Rés(g;i\/5)] = 7T|:m — + a 7‘%)\/5},

where g is the complex function z — (the formulas we give still

1
L+ )@+ 22)
hold when we pass to the limit when the pole is of order 2, namely for z = 1).
It remains to take the limit of the sum of the three integrals for ¢ — 0. Since

limeﬁo(\/{ + f/_\/_) = 0 by an obvious equivalence, we find that for x > 0,
T —€
we have
1 1 1 1 1
H = = .
@) l+x+[x—1+(1—x)\/§] 1+x+\/§(1+\/§)

Since the function H f is odd, this concludes the computation, and we note
that this result equals that found using the first method, as was announced in
Theorem 7.29.

Exercise [¥] 7.14 (Computation of a Riesz transform in R?).

Let

fla,y) =1/(2? + y> + 1) and let p? = €2 + n%. Prove that

cosu

27
Ri(f)(&n) = f1(p) = -0 A—>+oo/ / ,0 21— 2prcos u) drdu.

By decomposing a rational fraction to reduce to a simple trigonometric inte-
gral, show that

P 4 cos? u

PP+1Jo 1+ p2 smu

filp) =

which can therefore be expressed using a Legendre function.
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Exercise 7.15 (Nontangential Uniform Convergence of P(-,y) * f
when y — 0).

Recall that the Poisson kernel can be written as P(t,y) = y/(t* + y?). Let
xo € R and let a > 0 be a real number. We let I, (z¢) denote the open cone
in R x ]0, 400 with top zp € R, which is defined by

T (z) = {(z,y) € R x ]0,+o0] | | — x0|/y < a}.
Show that if f € LP and if zg is a Lebesgue point, then

(7.79) lim sup |P(,,y)* f(z)— f(z)| =0.

y—0 €l (z0)

(1) First prove that if there exists a constant d, > 0 such that
v(xay)e-l—‘oz(xO)v Vt€R7 P(m_t7y)<dap($0_tay)v

then (7.79) holds.

(2) Proving the existence of d, corresponds to proving that the function ¢
on R defined by ¢(t) = (y* + (x — t)?)/(y* + (z¢ — t)?) for fixed z¢ and y
admits a positive minimum.

a) First suppose that 2 > 2o and determine the sign of the derivative of
the function, which is the sign of a degree two trinomial. Deduce the
lower bound

_ 22 - 42)2 2
VEER, () > (o — @+ /(z — 20) + 4y )2+y
(= @0 + /(z — 20)? +4y?)" + ¢
for x > zg. Deduce a similar lower bound for z < zg and prove that
(|70 — 2 = V@ = 20)” + 4?)° + ¢
(lz — 2ol + v/(z — 0)? + 41/2)2 +y?

b) Study the sign of the derivative of this minimum using the variable

VtER, oft)>

u = |z — xo|/y. Deduce the existence of the number d,.

Hints.
(1) By the property [, P(z,y)dx =1, we have

((PC,9) % F)(@) — Flao)| = | / (P(a — t,y)(F(t) — f(ao)dt
< da / (P(x — t,y)| () — f(zo)dt.
R

The last term tends to 0 because xo is a Lebesgue point of f (cf. Proposition 7.3
and Remark 7.4), giving uniform convergence in the cone I',(xo) when y tends
to 0.
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(2) The sign of the derivative ¢’ is the same as that of the trinomial T = #* —
(x 4 mo)t + xxo — y* whose discriminant A = (x — x0)? + 4y® is > 0. The two
roots are t; = x + 2o = VA/2 with j € {1,2}. We have T'(x) = —y° < 0, which
implies that zo € ]t1,t2[. The function ¢ is therefore nonincreasing on [t1, ¢2]
and nondecreasing outside of this interval. Since z > x¢, we have

_ 4+ (VA (20 —2))°
4y? + (VA = (20 — 2))?

Moreover, the limit of ¢ at —oo equals 1. It follows that

_ 4P+ (VA (w0 — x))”
4y? + (\/Z— (zo — m))2

When x < xo, the function is replaced by its inverse and we obtain the same
result by using the root t; instead of t2. This corresponds to replacing x — xo
by its absolute value in the formula giving the minimum.

(b) The derivative of the function

< 1.

o(t2)

min ¢ = p(t2)

()= (1 (u = Ve 2)] /[ (Vi 1),
where u is nonnegative, has the same sign as
—(u = VuR+ 42 (14 (u+ Va2 +4)?) = (ut+ Vu2 +4)° (14 (u+ Va2 +4)%),

and therefore is nonpositive. The minimum of m is therefore m(«), concluding
the proof.

Exercise 7.16 (Details of the Constructions of the Functions ¢; of
Lemma 7.55).

Prove the following result corresponding to Lemma 7.55. Let {2 be a bounded
open subset of RY. Then there exist functions ¢; for i € [1, N] in D({2) such
that

Vi, j €1, N], / wi(x)z;dr = 0;; and pi(x)dx =0
2 fo)

and a function ¢ in D({2) such that
/ p=1 and Vie]ll,N], / o(z)x;dx = 0.
2 Q

Hints. Since the open set 2 is bounded in L?(£2), we see that the N 4 1 functions
o, xi, where xg is the function x — 1 and the others are the coordinate functions,
are linearly independent in L?(£2). Deduce that there exist functions ¢; € L?(£2)
such that the determinant

det (/ Q(:c)xjdx)i’je[l,NH] #0

Next, use the density of D(£2) in L?*(£2). Finally, look for functions of the form
i = S on o @i kCr



Appendix on Regularity

In this appendix, we will expand on results on the regularity of the solutions
of certain elliptic PDEs that we studied in Chapter 5. We will, in particular,
consider the solutions of the p-Laplacian equation.

Let us recall a result we used in Chapter 5 to show Vizquez’s strong
maximum principle. Let £2 be a bounded open subset of RY. Given a real
number p > 1, let g be an element of W'~1/PP(£2). The solution of the
problem

. 9 o .
(A1) [Lapl? {‘d”('w'p Vu) =0 in 82,

U=y on 012,
is of class C! inside £2. This result is equivalent to the following one:

A solution u of —A,u = 0 in an open subset of RY is of class C! in that
open set.

The steps needed to prove this general result are very long and rather
difficult. They follow from different articles in the cases p < 2 and p > 2. The
main part can be found in the articles by Evans [31], Moser [52], Tolksdorff
[72], Lewis [46], and Di Benedetto [27].

Our aim is not to obtain the result that p-harmonic functions are C! by
adapting these proofs to the contents of this book. Taking into account earlier
remarks, we have rather chosen to give a partial presentation of the argu-
ments used by the authors mentioned above, insisting on a priori estimate
and fractional differentiation arguments that can be used for those types of
equations.

This appendix is therefore devoted to giving estimates for the typical prob-
lem of the so-called p-harmonic functions, that is, the solutions of —A,u = 0.
We begin by giving L estimates, for which we need truncation methods and
an iteration method by Moser, both of which can be followed quite easily.

F. Demengel, G. Demengel, Functional Spaces for the Theory 435
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We then give W* estimates followed by W1 estimates when p > 2, which
are easier to deal with than the case p < 2. The latter requires additional
precautions because of the singularity of the operator A,.

A.1 L° Estimate

A.1.1 Inclusion in L°°(£2)

We begin by showing that if the function giving the boundary condition is
bounded, then the solution of the problem [Lap]} (cf. Chapter 5) on a bounded
open subset 2 of RY of class C! is also bounded.

Proposition A.2. Let 2 be a bounded open subset of RV of class C'. Let u
be the solution in WP (£2) of the problem

—div(|VuP™2Vu) =0, u=g on 0.

If g is a function in L>(002) N W=1/PP(902), then the solution u belongs to
L>(02) and satisfies the inequalities

ming < u < maxg.

Proof of Proposition A.2.
We multiply the PDE by (u — max g)*, which is an element of W"*(£2),
and we use the generalized Green’s formula to obtain

»/(2(|Vu|p72Vu) - (V((u — max g)™))dz = 0.

This implies the equality V((u—max g)*) = 0 in 2, whence (u—max g)* = C
for some constant C'. Since this function vanishes on the boundary, we deduce
that (u — maxg)™ = 0 in £, so that u < maxg. Multiplying the PDE by
(ming — u)*, we obtain u > min g in the same manner. O

A.1.2 Locally L*° Estimate

Proposition A.3. Without conditions on the boundary, the solution of the
problem [Laplfy, namely the p-harmonic u, satisfies

u € Ly (2)  with sup lu(z)| < ClIVul L (B(wo,R))-
xz€B(xo,R/2)

Proof of Proposition A.S3.
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e When p > N, the Sobolev embedding theorem tells us that u € L>({2),

giving the first statement of the proposition.

q
loc

e When p = N, the same theorem gives the inclusion v € L{ (2) for every ¢
with p < ¢ < 400 (cf. proof of step E).

e When p < N, we first show that the p-harmonic function u belongs to
L (£2) for every q > p.

loc

We use truncation. For M > 1, let
up = sup(—M, inf(u, M)).

It is obvious that uy, € Wy (2) N L>®(£2) for every M.

Let us now consider the sequence of nonnegative real numbers {l,,}nen
with lp = 0 and (20, + p)N/(N —p) = 2l,41 + p for every m € NT. This
sequence is increasing and converges to +o0. To show that v € L _ for every
q > p, it therefore suffices to show that u € Lfg‘c for every integer m. This
leads us to do an induction on the following property:

we L2t — 4 e L(2lm+p)N/(N*p)

loc loc

The initial step, for m = 0, follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem
2.31. For the sake of simplicity, we omit the index m in the rest of the proof;
for example, [,, becomes .

Let us consider vps = |ups|*ups. On the one hand, since |ups|** is bounded
and uys € LP(£2), we have vys € LP(£2). On the other hand, since the gradient
V(upr) is an element of LP, which we see by differentiating in the sense of
distributions, V(vy) is the product of a bounded function with V(wss), which
belongs to LP(§2). We can deduce the inclusion vy, € W1P(£2) from these two
results.

|21 |2l

Let us multiply the equation of the p-Laplacian by v;;(P, where ( is a
regular function with values between 0 and 1. By the remark we made above
on gradients, which implies that we should, in general, replace |Vu| by the
absolute value |V (uys)| of the gradient in the products, Green’s formula on 2
applied to the product

diV(|VU,M|p—2VUM)"LLM|2l’U,MCp

gives the inequality

(Ad) (2+1) /Q (Vaung (@) Pl () PP

gp/ CP YV Vuns [P~ upg () da.
(]
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Applying Holder’s inequality to the right-hand side pB of (A.4), we find that
for an arbitrary nonnegative real number a, we have

1/p ’ 1/
png(a/ |VuM|p|uM\21§”da:) (afp /p/ |uM|2Hp|VC|pd$>
? 7

Next, for a = 1/2, we use a mean value inequality, giving a constant ¢ de-
pending only on p and on universal data, such that

1
pB< - [/ |vuM|p|uM|2l<pdx} +c[/ |uM\2l+P|vg|de].
2 2 (9
The inequality (A.4) can then be written as
(A5)  (2+ 1/2)/ Vuns (2)[P|uns (2)[2 Pz < c[/ |uM|2l+P|v<|de}.
2

We note that |Vus|Pu3); can be written as (p/ (20 + p)) ’V(|uM\2l/puM)|p.
The function w = |uM|21/ Pupr¢ belongs to WP and its gradient satisfies
Vw = ¢V (lurr|?Pupr) + |unr|?/Pup V¢, Using Minkowski’s inequality and
the discrete Holder inequality, it follows that

IVwl <22/ [0V Gune P unn)|2 + [ luae 7urr 9]

Noting that (41 + 1)(p/(2l + p))P is bounded from above by a constant
depending only on p, equation (A.5) gives

(20 + 1/2)p?

s [ VGO < [ s P9

Let us now use reasoning that combines the Sobolev inequality and that of
Poincaré: since w € WHP(£2) and p < N, we can use the Sobolev embedding
theorem to deduce the inequality |w|| Lo~/ (v—p) < C||w]||w1.». Moreover, since ¢
has compact support, the Poincaré inequality gives ||w|ly1.» < C'||Vw]| -
Combining these inequalities to obtain a lower bound for the left-hand side of
(A.5), we find

(2l + 1/2)pp Np/N—p (N—-p)/N
(4.6) (20 + p)» (/N (luas #72777¢) dx)

<K/|WM”WWM-
RN

Next, we use the induction hypothesis, namely that u € Lij:p Since
0< (<1, we have (HPIN/(N=p) < ¢Np/(N=P)  Consequently, we can
take the right-limit of the previous inequality for M — +o00. Setting

Crp = (214 1/2)pP /(20 + p)?, we obtain the relation

l
Cu 0 [uniClE5tE vy < K [l VGPda.
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Both Fatou’s lemma and the monotone convergence theorem ensure us that
u € Ll(gi+p)N/(N7p)((2), concluding the induction argument.

We have thus proved that for every ¢ > p, the function u is an element of
L‘I

IOC(Q)'

Next, we wish to show that w is an element of L°

.- We will work the case

p < N out in detail. A remark at the end of the proof will make it possible to
easily adapt the proof to the case p = N.

During the proof we will use uniform upper bounds for the gradients of
regular functions with values between 0 and 1 whose supports form a nonde-
creasing sequence of compact sets. We have the following result.

Lemma A.7. Let R and o be two positive numbers. There exists a function
in D(B(0,R + 0)) equal to 1 on B(0,R), with values between 0 and 1, and

such that o
V(< —
o

for a universal constant C.

Proof of Lemma A.7.
Let ¢ be an even function on R with support in {|¢| < 2} that equals 1 on
{|t| < 1}. We define the following radial function:

(@) = ¢(lz|/o + (1 = R/0)).
The function ¢ clearly has support in B(0, R + o) and equals 1 on B(0, R).

Moreover, we have

T

1
= ! 1-R ’ < = ! 00
V@)l =y ¢ Ual/o+ (L= Bfo))| < el
which concludes the proof. a

Let us return to the estimate of Proposition A.3. We suppose that ¢ € (2
and that R satisfies B(zo, R) € 2. We will show that u € L*(B(zo, R/2)).
To do this, we define sequences {ky,}, {Rm}, and {l,,} (the latter has already
been defined above):

N \m N R
km:<—> U A p =k = ———(p+ 20 1), Ry = —(1+1/2™).
N ) P +p N_p(p+ 1) 5 (1+1/27)
We also define a regular function (,, with values between 0 and 1 that
equals 1 on B(zg, Rimt1), has support in B(zg, Ry,), and whose gradient sat-
isfies |V(n| < C/(Rp, — Rimt1) < 2™C'/R by the previous lemma.

Finally, let

1/ km
QU = (/ |u|km(nj\{p/(N_p)dx) )
B(Io,Rm,)
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From the previous inequalities, we deduce that there exists a constant K*
such that

A
(A8) Om+41 < (K m) Ay -

Indeed, let
B,, = B(zo,R,,) and I, :/ |u|km(cm)Np/(N,p)dx’
B(20,Rm)

whence
Lnst :/ (|'Uz‘1+ZZM/p<mJ,-1)Np/(N7p)dI.
Bm+1

By taking the (N — p)/Nth power and replacing ¢ by the function ¢, 41, which
has the same properties as ¢, inequality (A.6) gives

K k
m_— V| d
clm,p(/g VG )

and even, by using the upper bound for the gradient,

(ImH)(pr)/N <

(m+1)p
(L) N PN < K c" 2 (/ Ju dx).
Cl”’wp Rp B'm,+1

Since ¢, = 1 on B,,4+1, the last integral may be replaced by the integral
I o \u|kmC,,JX/(N7p)dx. Finally, since Bp,11 C B, we can bound this from
above by the integral of the same function over B,,. It follows that

K 2(m+1)p
(N—=p)/N < P km ¢-N/(N—p)
(Im+1) = Clvnvp O Rp (/ m |U| Cm dx) '

Note that 1/ky,41 = [(N — p)/N]-[1/ky], so that this inequality taken to
the power 1/k,, leads to the relation

Um41 = [Ierl]l/km < Kmam

in which

KC'

pg(m+1)p 1/km
Clm,p Rp } '

Kp = [
Since [KC'pZ(mH)P/R”] /km s bounded by K*, which is independent of [,

and 1 "
1/km, _ m m
[Clm,P] ((km —p + 1/2)pp> )

we obtain (A.8).
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By iterating this relation, we obtain

et < 0 XD [i In(K*) —|—pln(/€j)k—. In(k; —p+ 1/2)] .
0 J
Since {k;} is a geometric progression with common ratio > 1, the sequence
with general term (In(K*)+pln(k;) —In(k; —p+ 1/2))I<:j_1 converges. Conse-
quently, we have a.,, < K'«aq for every m. By taking the limit for m — +oo,
we obtain

lull Loo (B(zo,R/2)) < K ||ull Lo (B(zo,R))- o

Remark A.9. When p = N, we multiply by |u[?!u¢? and use the Sobolev
embedding of W in L7 for a fixed ¢ > p. The sequence k,, is then defined
to be (¢/p)™ p and 2L, +p = kpm = q/p(p + 2lm—1).

Remark A.10. Let 8 be a nondecreasing function with 8(0) = 0 and |8(x)| <
C|xz[P~L. The previous estimate then also holds for a solution u € WP (§2) of

—Apu+ B(u) =0

in £2.
It suffices to disregard the term [, B(u)|uas
tive, when multiplying the equation by |uns|?upsCP.

|2'upr¢Pdx, which is nonnega-

A.2 WHk and W1 Estimates When p > 2

In this section, we assume that p > 2. We first differentiate the equation of
the p-Laplacian formally with respect to the variable x;. This corresponds
to considering u as a regular function. This technique will be justified by
using the discrete derivative, that is, by replacing the expression —0;(Apu)
by (—Apu" + Ayu)/h, where h = he;, and a generalization of this for all
derivatives.

We begin with estimates for ||Vu||i, for arbitrary k > p.

A.2.1 Estimates for Vu in Wik

In the following computations, the symbol C' denotes constants that can differ
from one line to the next. These different values depend only on N, p, {2 and
on universal data. Moreover, we may, and do, suppose that N > 3, in which
case we pass to the next step of the induction we are using by considering
the gth power of ||Vul[} for ¢ = N/(N —2). When N = 2, we will replace
this exponent by an arbitrary real number ¢ > 1. In a first step, we multiply
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the equation 0;(—A,u) = 0 by (20;u, where ( is a regular function with
values between 0 and 1, giving a first local estimate for the gradient in W1
with &k = pN/(N —2) (this is the aim of Proposition A.11). In the next
step, we take the analogous inequalities obtained by multiplying the same
differential equation by ¢?|0;u|?'d;u. By induction, we thus obtain Proposition
A.11, which gives a local estimate for the gradient in W* for arbitrary k.

Proposition A.11. Let u be a regular solution of —Apu =0 in 2. Then for
every p > 0 and every o > 0, we have the following local estimate for u in
WLEF with k = pN /(N — 2):

(N-2)/N
(A.12) ( / \vu|pN/<N*2>dx) < % VulPdz,
B(0,p) 9% JB(0,p+0)

which can also be written as

(A.13) IVull Lk (B(0,p)) < CP, 0 0)IVUl| Lo (B(0,p40)) -

Proof of Proposition A.11. Let us first note that by exchanging the deriva-
tives, expressing the identity 9;(—Apu) = 0 leads to

0= 9;0;(|VulP2u ;) = 0;(|VulP 2w + (p — 2)|VulP~Yu giu pu ;).

As above, we multiply this relation by (9;u)¢2. Integrating over RY and ap-
plying Green’s formula, we obtain

/ VP[0, Vul2¢% + (p— 2) / VP~ (9, Vu - V)2
RN RN

< 2p/ IVulP~2(|0;Vu - Vu|)C|9,¢]-
]RN

By taking the absolute values and disregarding the second term of the left-
hand side, which is nonnegative because p > 2, we see that

(A.14) / VulP~2]9;Vul*¢? < 2p/ VulP=2|0;Vul [Vul [¢]]:¢].
RN RN

We apply Schwarz’s inequality to the right-hand side:

2
[ 171220, [Fu 10,0 ¢ ]

< (/RN |Vu|P*2|aivu\2\<|2dx) (/RN |Vu|p\8iC|2d:c).

Applying the Young type inequality, which we will use several times, for a
suitable choice of e, we find

2
1
(%) Ve>0, |abl <5%+gb2,
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so that relation (A.14) becomes

1
/ [VulP~210;Vul*¢* < —/ |VulP~20;Vul*¢? —|—c/ [Vul?|9;¢|°.
RN 2 Jpn RN
Consequently, for a constant C' > 0, we have
(A.15) / IVulP~20;Vul>¢? < c/ [Vul?|9;¢|.
RN RN
We note that the left-hand side of (A.15) equals the expression

I%/RN ¢2 (&- (|Vu|(p72)/2Vu))2dm.

Given the formula for the derivative of a product, this last integral can be
written as

/ [0:(|Vu| P22V u¢) — (|Vu| P~2/2Tud, )] da.
RN

Expanding this square of a difference and applying inequality (x) to the cor-
responding double product, for a suitable e, we obtain a lower bound for the
left-hand side of (A.15) that gives us the inequality

(A.16) / 10,(|Vu| P22V u¢) Pde < c/ |Vul?|9;¢|d.
RN RN
Taking the sum of this inequality over 4 then leads to
(A.17) / [V(|Vu|P~272vu)]? < C/ |VulP| V| da.
RN RN

Let us now consider the function ¢|Vu|®~2/2Vy. Since N > 2, the Sobolev
embedding theorem allows us to write the following inequality at the critical
exponent 2N /(N — 2):

I C‘VU|(p72)/2VU’H2N/(N—2) < C\Vu|(Pf2)/2VuHH1(RN).

Moreover, since the function ¢ has compact support, we can use the Poincaré
inequality to determine the upper bound, giving

(A.18) | ¢V P—2 < C|| V(¢ VP22 Tu),.

/2Vu ||2N/(N—2)

Applying inequality (A.17), we find

_ (N-2)/N
(a19) ([ (9upe) O Pa) <c [ [vupwes
RN RN
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Let us now assume that the regular function ¢ takes on its values between 0
and 1, has support in B(0,p + ), and equals 1 in B(0, p). Then, using the
usual upper bound for the gradient V(¢ (cf. Lemma A.7), the above implies
the desired result:

(A.20) ( / |Vu|pN/(N*2)dx) g% / \VulPdz. 0
B(0,p) 9% JB(0,p+0)

Proposition A.21. Let u be a regular solution of —A,u = 0. Then for every

(N—-2)/N

p > 0 and for every o > 0, there exists a constant C' depending only on p,
o, p, and l, such that

C
(A.22) IVull Loszon /-2 B0,0) S 2 IVl (80,040))-

Proof of Proposition A.21.

This time, we multiply the derivative with respect to x; of the equation
of the p-Laplacian by ¢2|0;u|*0;u. By computations similar to the preceding
ones, generalizing to the case related to [ = 0, in particular the passage from
(A.15) to (A.17), we obtain

421+ 1)

s p/2+1-1 21 <C/ p+2l 2

Once more using the combination of the Poincaré and Sobolev inequalities,
the previous inequalities remain valid when we replace p by p + 2l in each of
the integrals. Setting C, = 4(20+1)/(2l +p)?, we then obtain inequality
(A.23), which, up to a coefficient, equals inequality (A.19) with p replaced by
p + 21, namely:

. N/(N—2 N-2/N
(A.23) Cr, (/]RN (|Vu|(r>+21)<2) /( )dx)
< c/ \Vu| P20V ¢ 2 da.
RN

Using a regular function ¢ equal 1 in B(0,p) and with support in
B(0,p+ o), we deduce an upper bound analogous to (A.20):

(A.24) (o (/ |Vu|(p+2l)N/(N72)dx) (N—2)/N
B0, .

S>3
0% JB(0,p+0)

X

|Vu|P*2de. O

For an arbitrary integer [, these inequalities allow us to bound Vu in L{

for ¢ = (p+20)N/N — 2, from above by its norm in Lﬁfcm. They will allow us
to determine local estimates for the gradient in L°°.
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A.2.2 Estimate for the Gradient in L®

loc

Proposition A.25. Let v be a p-harmonic function on RN . Then for every

point xo and every R > 0, the gradient of u, which belongs to Lys., satisfies
the inequality
sup{|Vu(z)[ | € B(zo, R/2)} < C/ |Vu|Pde.
B(zo,R)

Proof of Proposition A.25.

We use formula (A.24). To do this, as in Subsection A.1.2, we define
the sequence ky, = (2L, + p) = (2l—1 + p)N/(N — 2) whose first term kg
corresponds to [y = 0. This is a geometric progression with common ratio
N/(N —2) > 1. One can assume that o = 0. We also define the sequence
{Rm} by setting R,, = (R/2)(1+27"™). We set

1/km
Ay, = (/ |Vu|kmdm) ,
B(0,Rm)

whence, by a computation analogous to that leading to (A.8),

Ck2 1/km
< - m -
i< (Grsi)

oo Ck? 1/km
Using the infinite product Hm:O( m ] 4) , which is convergent

(km + 1- b
because {kn,} is a geometric progression with common ratio > 1, we obtain

m——+oo m—+o00o

N 1/km N
lim (/ |Vu|kmdm) < lim «,, < Cag,
B(0,R/2)
giving the desired inequality. 0O

A.2.3 Justification of the Formal Derivative for a Nonregular
Function

Instead of differentiating with respect to x;, we use a discrete differentiation
with translation step h = he;. Instead of the equation, we write

—Apuh + Apu

(A.26) .

:O7

_)
where u" denotes the translation of u in the direction h .
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Outline of the Method. Tt is analogous to those used previously.
We first multiply equation (A.26) by ((u" —u)/h)¢? and integrate over
the open set 2. We can easily see that

(V" [P2Vul — |VuP~2Vu) - (V" — Vu)¢?) = 0.
We thus obtain the inequality
(A.27) / (V" P=2vul — |[VuP~2Vu) - (V" = Vu)(?)da
]RN
< 2/ ‘(|Vuh|p_2Vuh — [VuP~2Vu) - ((u" — u)¢VQ) ‘dm.
]RN

From this inequality, we deduce the formula

N

(a2s) / [N/ ann-)) T
RN

c / Vul?| Ve[,
]RN

In a second step, we multiply equality (A.26) by the function
Cl(ul —u) /B2 (uh — u)/h. We set

Dy (u) = (|Vu"P=2Vu" — |Vu|P~2Vu).
As in the previous step, we note that
|uh — ul?! Dy (u) - (Vup, — V)2

is nonnegative. Consequently, Green’s formula gives the inequality

(A.29) (20+ 1)/ |u" — u|* Dy, (u) - (Vuy, — Vu)¢?dx
¢
<2 [ IDu)| "~ a1Vl da.
0
From this, computations similar to those of the first step allow us to estab-

lish on the one hand, that if Vu € L®+2)/2 then this gradient belongs to
LW+2ON/(N=2) and on the other hand, that the corresponding norm satisfies

421 +1
(A.30) 4@ +1) (/N || PH2ON/N=2(2N/(N=2) g
R

(N-2)/N
(p+20)2 )

< C/ |Vu|PT2V (|2 de,
RN

which generalizes equation (A.28). This establishes an induction, with initial
step (A.28).
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First Step. In order to bound the right-hand side of (A.27) from above, we
use the vector function |t|1_2/ Pt. By applying the mean value theorem to it
for the vectors t and t’, we can write

1172720 — | |2=2/2e| < (2= 2/p) ([t + ()2 Ppe — 2],

By taking ¢t = |x|?=2)/22 and t' = |y|(P=2)/2y for two given vectors x and y
in RN, we obtain the inequality

(A31)  [[al" 22 — [y[P~?y|

_ )‘|x|p/2—lx’(p72)/p|x|p/2—1$ _ ’|y|p/2—1y|(p*2)/p‘y|p/2—1y’
<@ = 2/p) (| 4 ol )" |lal e — Py .
We set
Ap(u) = /RN(|Vuh|p72Vuh — | VuP~*Vu) - ((Vuh — VU)C2>CZ.’E
and
A (u) = Q/RN (V" P=2Vu" — |[VuP~2Vu) - ((u" — u)¢V()da.

We wish to bound Aj} (u) from above and Aj(u) from below.

Using inequality (A.30) with vectors z = Vu and y = Vu” and the inequal-
ity (4 —4/p)ab < ea® + C.b?, where € > 0 will be chosen later on depending
on the upper bounds we have found, we can write the right-hand side A} (u)
of (A.27) as

Ap(u) < 2/0 |Dp ()] [u = u| ¢ |V(| da
<) [ (waprs s a0
RN
|[Vul[P=227ul — | V| =220 [uf — ] ¢ [V(|dz |,

whence

Al (u) < s/ ||Vu|P=2727 | 7u| =220 |¢]? da
RN

+C. /N (IVulP’? 4 |Tul P/2)> 722 |yh )2 |V ¢ da,
R

Next, using the inequality

(A.32) (P2 4+ b/2)*/P < O (ar=2 4 pp=2) /P
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we obtain
(A.33) A (u) gs/ |IVu|P=2/2 0k — V| P=2/270)? (¢ da
RN
+ CE/ (|Vu|p_2 + \Vuh|p_2)|uh —ul?|V¢|* da.
RN

For the sake of simplicity, we will, from now on, keep the notation x = Vu
and y = Vu". Moreover, we set

Bp(u) = / 2] P22 — |y|P=2/2y|*¢2 o,
RN
Calw) = [ TP+ Iy la” = uf*| VP da,
RN
Inequality (A.27) then becomes

|Ap(u)| < 2eBp(u) + 2C.Ch(u).

Let us continue by bounding A, (u) from below by an expression that is
proportional to Bp(u). This will then allow us to bound Bj(u) from above
by Cp(u), up to a multiplicative constant. We use the following result for the
lower bound.

Lemma A.34. Let p be a real number > 2. There exists a constant c, > 0
depending only on p, such that for every pair (z,y) of elements of RY, we
have

_ _ _ _ 2
(A35) (2l = i) (2 = ) > el PP P — [y P72 2y
which in turn implies that Ap(u) = cpBp(u).

Proof of Lemma A.34.
After dividing by |z|P, if necessary, we may, and do, assume that = has
norm 1.

Case Where |z —y| > 1/2. Let us use a contradiction argument. We suppose
that there exist sequences {x,} and {y,} with |z,| =1, |z, — y»| > 1/2, and
the following inequality, which implies that {y,} is bounded:

—_

(1 + |yn‘p - (mn : yn)<1 + |yn|p_2) < n (1 + |yn|p - 2<xn : yn)lyn‘(p_Q)/Q)'

We can then extract subsequences from z,, and ¥, such that z,, — x with
|z| =1 and y,, — y. By taking the limit in the inequality above, we obtain

(14 Jyl” = (@ - y)(1 + [ylP~?)) <0,
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which can also be written as
(l2P~22 = [yI"~y) - (z — y) <O

Now, by using the strict convexity of the function x +— |z|P, this inequality
implies that y = z, giving a contradiction with |z —y| > 1/2. Inequality (A.35)
follows.
Case Where |z — y| < 1/2. In this case, |y| > 1/2. We begin by showing
(A.35) in the scalar case. If x = 1, then y € [1/2, 3/2] and if x = —1, then
the situation is symmetric with respect to 0. In the scalar case, we reduce to
proving that
(p—1)27

(A36)  Vyel/21, (1-yH-y)> ")

(1—y"?)>

Indeed, by replacing y by 1/y, this inequality remains true when y € [1, 2],
and in particular when y € [1, 3/2].

In order to prove (A.36), we use the mean value theorem for the function
y +— yP~ 1, and then for the function y — y?/2. This leads to

(L=l Hl-y)=@-DA+60(y—1)>*1-y)?
> (p—1)(1/2)P (1 —y)?

md (L P = (/22 - D) -t < B

for real numbers 6 and ¢’ in 0, 1], and consequently (A.36).

Let us now prove inequality (A.35) in the vectorial case, again for |z| =1
and |y| > 1/2, where the constant c, is defined by ¢, = [(p —1)/p?]2*~P.
By using, in particular, inequality (A.36) applied to the scalar function ¥ =
(1= [ylP~1)(1 — |yl), we obtain

(J2lP~2z — |ylP~2y) - (@ —y) =Y + (lyl — 2 - y)(A + [y"7?)
> ep(L=[ylP?)? + (lyl = 2 - y) (L + [y ~2)
= ¢p|[a| ™ 2a — |y P2y + 26,y D (- y — Jy)
+(lyl =z - y)(L+ |ylP~?)
= Cp’|a?|(p72)/2x _ |y|(17*2)/2y|2
+(lyl =z y)(L+ yP~2 = 20|y 7D/?)
> ¢pla| e — |72y,
since we have, on the one hand, the inequality |z - y| < |y| and on the other

hand, the inequality 201,|y|(p’2)/2 < 1+ |y[P~2 because ¢, is less than 1. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. a
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Let us return to Proposition A.25. Recall that the notation A in fact de-
notes he;. By the lemma, the inequality Aj(u) < 2e By (u)+2C:Ch(u) becomes
(cp — 2¢)Bp(u) < 2C:Ch(u). In other words, since € may be chosen < ¢,/2,
we may conclude that there exists a constant C' such that By, (u) < CCx(u).
Dividing by h? then gives

By, (u) :/ ‘|vuh\<p*2>/2vuh—|vu\(P*2>/2Vu’2<2
h2 RN h

()
<c [ (vap+ [wute) | e
RN

which can also be written as

(0 Dot

h _ , 2 h _ o2
<C |Vu|H]u‘ |v<|2+c/ \Vuhv’*?‘u] V¢,
e h e h

In the first integral on the right-hand side, the function (u" — u)/h converges

almost everywhere to d;u. Since the function u belongs to W, the continuity
of the translation 7, in L? and the convergence of (u" — u)/h to d;u also give
the convergence of the second integral on the right-hand side, to

C/ |VulP~2|0ul?| V|2
RN
It follows that when he; — 0, the right-hand side of (%) converges to
20/ VP05l |V ¢|Pda.
RN

The first integral in (x) is therefore bounded. We also note that, up to a
factor (?, its integrand can be written as the quotient

|17|||Vu|(p_2)/2Vu VD2

which converges, almost everywhere, to the absolute value of the partial
derivative

%ai(|Vu|<p*2>/2vu).

From this result, the limits we found earlier, Fatou’s lemma, and inequality
(%), we deduce

(A.37) / |0,(|Vu| P22V u)¢ Pde < C/ \VulP~2 |0;ul?| V(| d.
RN RN
Taking the sum of these inequalities from ¢ = 1 to ¢ = N, we obtain

(A.38) / IV (|Vu| P22V )¢ | *de < c/ (VulP~2 | Vul?|V¢|2da.
RN RN
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In the integral on the left-hand side of (A.38), we write
V(|Vu|P=22Vu) ¢ = V(| Vu| P22V () — |Vu|P~2/2Vu VE.

Taking the square of the absolute value and applying an inequality of the type
ab < ea® + b? /e, as we have done before, we deduce that

(A.39) / V(¢ |Vu| =22V | *dz < C/ |VulP| V| da.
RN RN

The absolute value of the part between parentheses on the left, whose
gradient we take, is the pth power of |Vu|§2/p. Hence, since \Vu|p/2C is an
element of L? and the gradient of this function also belongs to L? by (A.39),
we find that

¢|VulP’? € HY(RM).
Let us apply a reasoning we have used before. First, by Sobolev’s embedding
theorem, we have

C|Vu|(p_2)/2Vu e [2N/(N=2)
and H<|VU|(‘D72)/2VUH2N/(N—2) S HC|VU|(%2)/2V“HH1'

By the Poincaré inequality, which allows us to bound the H' norm from above
by the norm of the gradient in L?, we finally obtain the inequality

(N-2)/N
(A.40) ( / |Vu\pN/(N_2)C2N/(N_2)dx) <C / \VulP|V¢|d,
RN RN

which is the bound (A.28). This completes the first step of our proof.

Second Step. Using a process similar to the previous one, we will now deduce
from the upper bound (A.40) that, step by step, we can obtain estimates for
the gradient in the spaces Lf . for arbitrary k.

We replace the assumption of the first step, namely Vu € L} | by Vu €
LPF2 Let us multiply the difference Aju — Ayu by

loc
e

where ¢ is a regular function with values between 0 and 1. Using Green’s
formula, we have seen that we obtain inequality (A.29):

Api(u) < 243, (u),

where

Anat) = 21+1) | | w2 D) (Ve = V) g,

h h

ha(w) /Q’th(u)' \uh;“rmqvqm
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We first consider the right-hand side, using inequality (A.30):

ul — |l [Vul|P=2/2 7yl — | V| (P=2)/27y
< =) [T v c1v¢l
RN
h o l+1 -
‘“ - “] (Il [P/ + [Vulp/2) @ de}

By a classical inequality, this becomes

;Ll(u)
ul — w2 [ Vul | P22y — | Vu|(P=2)/2vq, 2

J =T | e

RN h h

ub —u ‘2(l+1)

e [ v (IVul /2 4 [Vufp/2) 20272
RN

for an e that we will choose further on. We then use the lower bound for
Api(u), taking into account the definition of Dj(u), and using the result
(A.35) of Lemma A.34:

‘uh —u ‘leQ‘ |Vl |P=2/27yh — |Vu|P=2)/27y |2

Ah,l(u) > (2[ + l)Cp/ h 3

RN
Without going into the details of the computations, which are analogous to
those that lead from (A.31) to (A.37), in particular concerning the choice of
a suitable ¢ and the application of (A.32), we obtain

(A.41) /‘m‘”@“vuhﬁp—mﬂwh_vu|<p_2>/zw‘2
: N .

h _ 4, 12142
4 “‘ IV¢|2dz.

< c/ (19" P2 4 |l =?)|
RN

Keeping in mind the assumption that Vu € Lfotm and using Holder’s inequal-

ity with exponents (p 4 21)/(21 + 2) for |(u" — u)/h[?+2|V([2H2)/(+2) and
(p+20)/(p—2) for (|Vul|P=2 4 |Vu[P~2|V([2P=2)/ P20 we can repeat earlier
arguments to show that the right-hand side of (A.41) is bounded from above
by

uhfu
o [ warwe+ [ vaprees [ |
RN RN RN h

Consequently, by (A.41), the sequence

uh —u
{’ h ’lDi(“)}

p+21
V).

is bounded in LZ2.
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Since V(|Vu[P/2)¢ is an element of L? and h is colinear with e;, the
sequence {Dj(u)} converges strongly to 9;(|Vu|?~=2/2Vu) in L?(supp(¢))
and there exists a subsequence that converges almost everywhere. Likewise,
|(u" —u)/h|' converges in L? to |0;ul' and there exists a subsequence that
also converges almost everywhere.

By Fatou’s lemma, we therefore have

/ C2IVuf20,(|Vul?/) 2
]RN

uw —url‘\Vth’ ARGyl — |Vu|P=2/27y 2

< lim g‘ - 7

where the last sequence is bounded by
¢ [ 1vulr v,

By taking the sum of these results over the indexes ¢ from 1 to N, we
obtain

(A.42) / CIVul? |V (|VulP/?)|*dz < C/ |VaulP 2| V¢ da.
RN RN
The results of Chapter 2 allow us to write
p/2 p p/2+1
IVl [TV = Gt [V (T2

giving the inclusion of |Vu|P/2*! in L2 .
From this, we deduce the following upper bound:

(21+1)4/ 2 +21/24|2 / 2] 2
—_— V(|Vul|Pt2/ <C VulPT2ve)?.
2 [Lemwarnp<e [ g

Differentiation of the product of ¢ and |Vu|Z*+P)/2 leads us to write the left-
hand side as the integral associated with the square of

(A.43)

v(|vu|(p+21)/2§) — |Vu|Pt2D/2y ¢

We conclude as in the step [ = 0, which gives us the existence of a constant C
that is independent of [, such that

4020+ 1)

(A4

/ |V (|Vu| ®T20/2¢) [Pde < 0/ |VulP+2 V¢ 2 da.

By assumption, the function |Vu[P/2T!¢ belongs to L% .. The upper bound
(A.44) proves that the gradient of this function also belongs to L% .. It follows
that |Vu[P/2+¢ € HL ., so that the Sobolev embedding theorem gives

(A.45) | VP2 ooy < || IVRIP2HE| 0
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To conclude, we apply the Poincaré inequality, which gives
IVl 2 | panjovo < | V(90 PF2020) || .
I L L

Consequently, taking into account inequality (A.45), we obtain the inclusion
of Vu in LPT2ON/(N=2) Moreover, because of the upper bound (A.44), we
can deduce the inequality announced in (A.30), namely

4(20+1) (/ |Vu|(p+2l)N/(N—2)<2N/(N—2)dx
RN

(N=2)/N
(p+ 20)2 )

< C/ |Vu|PT2V (|2 da.
RN

This concludes the second step.

Let us finish the proof. From this last upper bound, which allows us to
pass from Vu € LP+t20/2 to Vu € LP+H2ON/(N=2) e deduce step by step
that Vu € LF for every k. Finally, by following the process described several
times in this chapter and using once more the sequences {(n}, {km}, and
{R.}, we obtain, by induction, an estimate for the L> norm of |Vu|. O
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Notation

Spaces
(RM)*, 85
Xm(£2), 325
Y, (£2), 326

Distribution spaces
D'(12), 27
D), 27
&'RM), 181
HS_I/Z(RN_l), 185
H—*(RY), 183
S'(RY), 180
W*P(£2), 219
Function spaces
CoMN ), 21
C>(N), 94
c™(12), 20
(), 20
M), 21
C™I(0), 98
cr (), 307
D(£2), 20
D(]0, +o0[, B), 190
DF(£2), 25
D’;(j(()), 25
E7(12),2
L(X,Y), 4
L*(02,C), 3
LP(]0, +o0], B) 189

S(RM), 179

3358
=

W (div), 140
LD(£2), 328

as derivatives
BD(£2), 339
BV (£2), 281, 299, 314
BV(£2), 281

Measure spaces

M(£2), 300
M*'(£2), 300

Sobolev spaces

H™®RY), 58, 182
H*(RY), 181
H'Y?(8B), 272
wi-t/ee(RN-1) 115
WHh=VPP(902), 150
W™P(02), 57, 84, 94
W*P(£2), 189, 192
Wg”p((z) 68

WP (02), 63

loc
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p, v, §2) (trace space), 190
—1/p—s,9), 197

Spaces of functions with measures
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Index

A
absolute continuity, 57, 64
absolutely continuous, 310

B

base, filter, 2

basis
canonical —, 405
dual —, 8
of open subsets for a topology, 10
of tangent vectors, 146
orthonormal —, 146

best constant, 296

C
coercivity, 234, 242, 281, 283
compactness, 11
comparison of solutions, 268
computation of variations, 280
conjugate exponent, 63, 140, 141
constant
Lipschitz —, 65
universal —, 439
convergence
almost everywhere —, 197, 227
dominated —, 42, 48, 264, 386
in the sense of distributions, 366
monotone —, 378, 439
nontangential —, 373, 389, 391, 433
norm —, 50
tight —, 303, 322, 360
uniform —,; 35, 301
vague —, 284, 303, 347, 356, 357, 360
weak —, 10, 227

weak sequential —, 10

weak-* —, 390
convolution, 26, 49, 82, 147, 306, 324,
389, 394, 403
cover, 11, 23, 38, 60, 61, 104, 165
D
deformation tensor, 107, 176, 259, 416
density

of a measure, 311
of a subspace, 38, 172, 183, 271, 281,
314, 316, 333, 339
superficial — on 942, 130, 135
derivative
A-normal —, 250
directional —, 232, 235
fractional — 113, 114, 123, 169
in the sense of distributions, 32, 139,
156, 241
normal — XV, 146, 176, 250, 274, 421
tangential —, 95, 149, 176
with respect to a vector, 145
differentiability
in the sense of Fréchet, 232, 237
in the sense of Gateaux, 232234, 239
displacement, 259
distribution
associated with a locally summable
function, 29, 225, 401
deformation —, 326
Dirac —, 29, 33, 123, 137
finite part —, 399, 400
finite subsets —, 52
gradient —, 361
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462 Index

Hadamard finite part —, 29

homogeneous —, 225, 402

logarithmic finite subset —, 53

of order < k, 27

on an open subset, 23

positive —, 300

principal value —, 29

tempered —, 179, 180, 401, 420

two-sided finite subset —, 53

with compact support, 49, 415
domain of a function, 350, 353, 367

E
eigenfunction, 240, 241
eigenspace, 241
eigenvalue, 239, 241, 265, 280, 289
elasticity, 259
ellipticity, XIIT
embedding, 76, 188, 200, 318, 333, 336,
364
compact —, 20, 23, 216, 220, 318
continuous —, 20, 47
critical —, 188, 296
Sobolev —, 164, 238, 248, 296, 437,
438, 443, 451
epigraph, 231
equation
Cartesian —, 99
Euler —, 261, 293
in the sense of distributions, 361
of the p-Laplacian, 444
PDE, divergence, XVI
PDE, elliptic at one point, XIV
PDE, elliptic on an open set, XIV
PDE, linear, XIII
PDE, quasi-linear, XIII
PDE, strictly elliptic, XIV
PDE, uniformly elliptic, XIV
equicontinuity, 12, 40, 98, 218

F
family
directed —, 9
of seminorms, 2, 9, 10
separating —, 10
first eigenvalue, 268, 286
formula

Fubini’s —, 63, 118, 153, 203, 320, 397,

407

Green’s —, 134, 135, 142-144, 146,
172, 239, 245, 250, 252, 253, 267,
290, 292, 315, 343, 346, 348, 421,
437, 442, 446

Green’s generalized —, 135, 241, 250,
259, 265, 344, 436

Leibniz —, 68, 155, 156

Poisson —, 424

reciprocity —, 225

Taylor’s —, 400

Fourier series, 16
function

l.s.c.—, 231, 272, 307, 347

Hardy-Littlewood maximal (HLM) —,
378, 406

absolutely continuous —, 54, 97, 105

analytic —, 389

asymptotic —, 362

biconjugate —, 349

characteristic —, 150, 308

conjugate — in the sense of Fenchel,
348, 350, 355, 356, 362, 367

convex —, 232

eigen-, 224

equi-integrable —, 50

p-equivalent —s, 309

Euler, I' —, 226

Holder —, 21, 106

Holder continuous —, 83, 98

Hardy-Littlewood maximal (HLM) —,
372

harmonic —, 269, 374, 376, 394, 421,
424

p-harmonic —, 435, 436

Heaviside step —, 52, 122

holomorphic —, 221, 372, 377, 390,
394

p-integrable — 308, 309

Lipschitz —, 21, 64, 131, 173, 206, 231

locally integrable —, 310

maximal Hilbert —, 398, 404, 406

measurable —, 34, 35

p-measurable —, 309

of p-measure 0, 309

of a measure, 348, 366

of bounded variation, 67

positively homogeneous —, 349

proper — (with values in R), 348

radial —, 297, 356, 402



rapidly decreasing —, 179, 412
rearrangement — 51, 385
Riemann-integrable —, 65
simple —, 51, 52, 189
slowly increasing —, 182, 428
step —, 52
strongly measurable —, 190
subdifferentiable —, 232
subharmonic —, 272
superharmonic —, 270
universally measurable —, 369
weakly l.s.c.—, 242
with measures as deformations, 339
fundamental solution, 71, 82, 111, 214,
324, 326, 361, 421
fundamental system
of neighborhoods, 2, 24, 25
countable —, 24

G
gluing, 101, 106, 249, 321
Green’s second theorem, 111

H
Hessian, 146, 363
higher order trace, 145
homorphism, 388
hypercube, 65
hyperplane, 8, 9, 18, 230
kernel, 230
hypersurface, 92, 145, 299, 331, 341, 342

I
identity
Picone’s —, 288, 289
Pohozaev —, 297
inequality
Clarkson’s —, 19
continuity —, 221
convexity —, 121, 202, 233, 262, 289
Holder’s —, 34, 63, 66, 81, 97, 124,
128, 198, 414
discrete Holder’s —, 148, 438
generalized Holder’s —, 34, 366
Jensen’s —, 48, 358
Korn’s —, 260, 326, 327, 371, 415417
Minkowski’s —, 34, 35, 86, 438
Poincaré’s —, 237, 260, 262, 283, 438,
443, 451, 454

Index 463

generalized Poincaré’s —, 106
Riesz —, 372, 409, 410, 414
Schwarz —, 442

injection
compact —, 95
critical —, 70

isometry, 394, 405

iterated gradients, 176

J
Jacobian, 400
K
kernel
Poisson —, 270-272, 372, 377, 389,

423, 433
Riesz —, 372, 400, 409

L
Lebesgue decomposition, 312, 354
lemma
Fatou’s —, 50, 65, 192, 197, 394, 395,
408, 439, 450
Sobolev’s —, 72, 213
lifting, 122, 123, 134, 141, 147, 150, 151,
159, 163, 174, 271, 272, 283
linear functional
continuous —, 8, 11, 13, 15, 46
sequentially continuous —, 28
linear growth, 349, 350
local coordinate system, 94, 244

M
measure
absolutely continuous —, 67, 347, 369
bounded —, 67, 300, 321
charging a subset, 320
complex —, 300
conjugate —, 300
(N — 1)-dimensional, 71, 107
dominated by v, 311
Lebesgue —, 34, 36, 47, 50
mutually singular —s, in the vector
case, 314
on an open set, 300
positive —, 300
positive part of a —, 303
real —, 300
real part of a —, 303
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singular —, 311, 367
vector-valued —, 303

minimal surface, 282
Minkowski functional, 46

N

norm

inner product —, 16
operator —, 5

normal, 135, 136, 275, 279, 342, 363

outward-pointing, 137, 343, 344

normal trace, 250
normed algebra, 21

(0]

open set

class C* -, 90

Lipschitz —, VII, 80, 92, 173, 219, 363
relatively compact —, 104

uniformly Lipschitz —, 91

uniformly of class C* —, 91

uniformly C™ —, 94

with the cone property, 80

operator

P

compact —, 47

divergence —, 411

Laplacian —, XV, 236, 410
p-Laplacian —, 261, 278, 289, 292
of weak type (p,p), 393, 408
Riesz —, 399

translation —, 66

parallelogram law, 16
partition of unity, 60, 91, 104, 244, 316,

323

point

Lebesgue —, 373, 389, 433
limit —, 35

principle

Hopf —, 279, 287, 294

maximum —, 265

strong maximum —, 241, 267-269,
273, 275, 287, 289

weak maximum —, 265, 272, 275

Vazquez —, 267, 293, 435

problem

coercive —, 280

Dirichlet —, XV, 236, 238, 239, 270,
273, 377, 423
nonhomogeneous Dirichlet —, 257

bi-Laplacian —, XVI
p-Laplacian —, XVI, 261

limit —, XV, 110

minimal surface —, XVII

Neumann —, XVI, 236, 239, 250, 252,
254, 294, 295

nonhomogeneous Neumann —, 257,
258

Newton —, XVI

relaxed —, 281, 283

property

R

Baire —, 4

(1, p)-extension, 91

(m, p)-extension —, 84, 91, 94
(s, p)-extension —, 206, 209
mean value —, 421

rearrangement, 377, 381
regularization, 26, 68, 196, 422
rigid displacements, 108

S

seminorm, 2
sequence

approximating —, 190

Cauchy —, 6

minimizing —, 235, 240, 242, 262, 281,
283, 290, 295

regularizing —, 26

summable —, 44

space
Baire —, 4, 44
Banach —, 5, 48

separable Banach —, 234, 251
bidual —, 13

complete normed (Banach) —, 4
dual —, 8, 140, 250

Hilbert —, 16, 60

separable Hilbert —, 48
locally convex —, 2

quotient —, 54, 259

reflexive —, 15, 60

Sobolev —, 57, 113

tangent —, 146

topological dual —, 8, 27, 191



topological vector —, 1
uniformly convex —, 16, 19, 197
Zygmund —, 176
spherical coordinates, 176, 422
star convex, 173
subdifferential, 232, 367
subset
absorbing —, 1, 2
balanced —, 1, 2
compact —, 11, 96
connected —, 230
convex —, 2, 230
p-integrable —, 309
precompact —, 11, 38
relatively compact —, 11
sequentially compact —, 11
universally integrable — 309
supersolution, 276
support of a distribution, 31

T

tangent vector, 145, 147, 150, 176

Taylor polynomial, 52

theorem
Ascoli—Arzela, 23, 39, 47, 98
Banach—Steinhaus, 6
Bessel-Parseval, 48
Cauchy, 224
closed graph, 46
Dieudonné-Schwartz, 25
dominated convergence, 36, 52, 233
embedding, 210
Fubini, 37
Green, 112
Hahn-Banach, 1, 8, 15, 138

geometric version, 8

Hausdorff-Young, 223, 338
Helly, 17
Lebesgue-Radon-Nikodym, 369
Marcinkiewicz, 220, 396
Mazur, 46
open image, 341
open mapping, 5, 133

Index 465

Phragmén—Lindelof, 221
Plancherel, 181
Plancherel-Parseval, 394
residue, 420
Riesz, 16
Riesz representation, 110
Riesz—Thorin, 220
Riesz—Thorin convexity, 220
Sobolev, 106
Sobolev embedding, 94
Stone—Weierstrass, 21
topology
intermediate —, 316, 318, 321, 357
norm —, 9, 10, 30
of Hausdorff TVS, 10
of separating TVS, 3
weak —, 263
weak-* — 10
total variation, 301, 359
trace map, 85, 90, 100, 102, 109, 117,
130, 132, 321, 364
transform
adjoint Hilbert —, 397
Fourier —, 180, 183, 394, 401
Hilbert —, 399, 429
inverse Fourier —, 410, 411
Riesz —, 30, 372, 399, 401, 404, 432
translation of a distribution, 31
truncation, 437
truncation and regularization, 68, 195

U
uniform
convexity, 41
ellipticity of a matrix, 238, 245, 247,
252, 257, 275, 287
upper integral, 309

\%
value, critical, 239

w
weakly sequentially compact, 305
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