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Extremals in nonlinear potential theory
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Abstract

We consider the PDE —A,u = p, where p is a signed Borel measure on R". For
each p > n, we characterize solutions as extremals of a generalized Morrey inequality
determined by p.

1 Introduction
In this paper, we will study functional inequalities on the homogeneous Sobolev space

D'?(R") := {u € L (R") : u,, € LP(R") fori =1,...,n}

for
p > n.

The best known functional inequality on this space is Morrey’s inequality which asserts that
there is a constant C' depending only on n and p such that

[t)1np < C|[Duly (1.1)

for all w € D(R") [9, 13| 20, 21), 24]. Here we have written
u(x) —u
o =y {20

Ty |z — y|1_n/p

1/p
|| Dul|, = (/ \Du]pdac) .
Rn

Moreover, we have identified each v € D'P(R") with its 1 — n/p Holder continuous repre-
sentative.
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An extremal of Morrey’s inequality is a function v € D'P(R") for which equality holds in
(1.1). In recent work, we established that a nonconstant extremal u of Morrey’s inequality
exists [I4]. In particular, we characterized u as a solution of the PDE

_Apu = 0(5350 - 5?/0) (1'2)

in R™ for some constant ¢. That is,

|Du|P~2Du - Dvdz = c(v(x) — v(yo))

Rn

for each v € D (R"). In equation (1.2)), o, yo € R"™ are distinct points for which

e |z — Yol /P

It also follows from the variational structure of this PDE that u is an extremal satisfying

(1.3)) if and only if
[1Dullp < [[ Dol

for each v € DMP(R") with

v(wo) — v(yo) = u(o) — u(Yo)-

It turns out that it is possible to extend these results to a class of inequalities which
generalize Morrey’s inequality. To this end, we will consider signed Borel measures p on R"
which have the following properties

(the support of p is compact,

p(R") =0, and (1.4)

/ ydp(y) # 0.

For such a measure p, we define the seminorm

| at)duta)
[u], := sup - eyl Sups, u€DPR. (1.5)

SeS(n) / vd(x)

Here S(n) is the collection of similarity transformations of R™. That is, each S € S(n) is
of the form

S(y) =NOy+z2, yeR"



for some A > 0, O € O(n), and z € R". Further, Syp is the usual push forward measure
defined as

(Sgp)(A) = p(S7(A))
for Borel A C R". Equivalently

[ w@dSao)@) = [ w(sw)dow

for each continuous w : R* — R.
It is not hard to check that if

p = 0gy — Oy,
for any two distinct zg,yp € R", then
[ul, = [u]lfn/p

for each u € D'?(R™). A more general example of p satisfying (1.4)) is

N
p= Z Ciéyia
=1

where ZZN:1 c¢; = 0 and ZZ]\; ¢;y; # 0. Another example occurs whenever
p=divF

for an appropriate class of mappings F' : R" — R"™ with fR” F(y)dy # 0. We will also explain
how to associate such an F' with each p satisfying when n = 1.

We will show that each p satisfying leads to a generalized Morrey inequality on
D'P(R™). In particular, we shall make the basic observation that there is a constant C
depending only on n, p, and p such that

lul, < C||Dull,, u e DR, (1.6)

Furthermore, we will give a simple proof of the existence of a nonconstant extremal u of this
inequality and characterize extremals as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose S € S(n) and set pp = Syp. The following are equivalent.

(i) uw € DYP(R™) is an extremal of (1.6]) with

[ uwnta)
1-n/p’

/ wdp(z)

[u], = (1.7)




(i) There is ¢ € R for which
—Ayu = cp (1.8)

in R™.
(iii) For each v € DY?(R™) with

[ o@iute) = [ atwinte),

the following inequality holds
[Dull, < [[Doll,.

This theorem has several corollaries. Part (zi7) implies that extremals of (|1.6)) are conve-
niently generated by a minimizing the seminorm

DLP(R”) > v || Dol

/ vdp = 1.

We will also see how Theorem implies that an extremal u satisfying ([1.7]) is uniformly
bounded with

subject to the constraint

min v < u(r) < max u, z€R"”

supp(p) supp(p)

and that the limit

lim wu(x)

|z| =00
exists. Another consequence of this theorem is that extremals are essentially uniquely de-
termined, which will enable us to verify that extremals inherit symmetry and antisymmetry
properties from p.

In addition, we will argue that condition (i) in Theorem is always satisfied in the

sense that for each v € DMP(R") there is S € S(n) such that

| o@duto)
[ wnta o

for i = Syp. Even more remarkably, we can exploit this fact to refine the generalized Morrey
inequality (1.6 with the following stability estimates.

[U]p =

Theorem 1.2. Suppose v € DYP(R™) and C is a constant for which (1.6) holds. There is
an extremal u € DV (R™) such that

C p
(5) | Du — D[y + [v]h < CP[[Dol[}
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for2 <p< oo and

1

C\r1 _p_ _p_ e P
(5) I =I5+ [ols T < ||l

forl <p<2.

The reader will observe that the proofs of our main result are not especially difficult
and only require elementary variational arguments. We emphasize that the main point of
this note is to highlight the connection between the PDE and the generalized Morrey
inequality . PDEs such as arise in nonlinear potential theory and have been studied
in great depth for many years [1I, 2] [5, [7, [8, 16, 17, 18, 19} 23]. Stability estimates for Sobolev
inequalities have also been of great interest in analysis and geometry [3] 4, [10], 12}, 22| 25| 26]
and this work provides a simple method to obtain such estimates for Morrey type inequalities.

This paper is organized as follows. In section , we show that the seminorm is
controlled by a constant times the 1 — n/p Holder seminorm and that the maximum ratio
determining the seminorm is always achieved. Next we prove nonconstant extremals
of exist in section |3 Then in section |4, we prove Theorem and discuss its various
corollaries. In section [5], we issue a short proof of Theorem[I.2] Finally, in section [6], we write
down the extremals and best constant in one spatial dimension and give a duality formula
for the sharp constant in any dimension.

2 Preliminaries

We will first verify the basic assertions that [u], is controlled by the 1 —n/p Hélder seminorm
of u and that [u], = 0 implies u is identically equal to a constant.

Proposition 2.1. (i) There is a constant A such that
[u], < Alulsnp

for all uw € DYP(R™). (i1) If
[u], =0, (2.1)

then u is constant throughout R™.

Proof. (i) Suppose u = Syp, where S(y) = AOy + z for some A > 0, O € O(n) and z € R™.
Note that

| u@idn() = [ (@) - u(:))duta)
— [ w0y +2) - u(:))doly)
< [ahewy [ 100y +2) = 2ol

5



= [t)1-n/p i ly[* " Pd|p| (y) - AP

/ _adp(z)

Also observe

1-n/p

1-n/p

/ n(AOy + 2)dp(y)
1-n/p
/ ) ydp(y)

. )\1*n/p_
ly[*""7d|p| ()

—njp [U]lfn/p =A- [u]lfn/p'

Consequently,

[ a@dutz)
[ itz o

() If (2.1)) holds, then

R

/ ydp(y)

/ AYP=Ly(AOy + 2)dp(y) = 0

for all A > 0, z € R® and O € O(n). In particular,

/n uw(AOy ~|—>\z) — u(z)dp(y) _0

for all A > 0, z € R" and O € O(n).
By Rademacher’s Theorem, u is differentiable almost everywhere (Theorem 6.5 in [9]).
Let z be a point in which Du(z) exists. As the support of p is compact,

lim w(AOy + z) — u(z)
A—07F A

= Du(z) - Oy

uniformly for each y € supp(p). It follows that

0= lim / w20y +;) - u(z)dp(y) = Du(z) - O (/ ydp(y)) :

A—07F

As [enydp(y) # 0 and O € O(n) is arbitrary, Du(z) = 0. Since Du vanishes almost

everywhere, it must be that u is constant throughout R". O]
Let us recall the limits
u(z) —uly)l _, (2.2)
le—y|—=0 |z — y|t—n/P
and
lim [u(z) —uly)] _ 0 (2.3)

2| +]y| oo |z — y|t—m/P
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which hold for each u € D"(R"). These limits were verified in Theorem 6.1 of [14] which
asserts that for each u € DMP(R™) there are distinct g,y for which

_ Jul@o) — ulyo)]
[u]l—n/P - o — yo| /P

We will extend this assertion in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose u € DYP(R™). There is S € S(n) such that

| u@ydu(z)
/ _adp(z) o

Proof. We may that assume that u is nonconstant; or else the assertion holds for any S €
S(n). In this case, we can choose sequences (Ag)keny C (0,00), (Ok)ren C O(n), (2x)keny C R™
such that

[u]p =

for = Syp.

/ AP (A Ogy + Zk)dp(y)‘
]Rn

l—n/p
/ ydp(y)

/ w(AOry + 21) — u(z2y)
g |(AOry + 21) — 2|1 0/P

o= 02

We may also rewrite this limit as

/ _ydp(y)

In addition, observe that

1—n/p

o=

|y|1—”/f’dp<y>]. (2.4

lu(MOwy + 2i) — u(z))|
= P 2.5
|(AOry + 21) — 23|t —"/P — ()1 (2.5)

for k € N and y € R".
Suppose any one of the limits hold

lim infk_>oo )\k = 0,

lim sup,_, ., A = 00,

| lim supy,_, . 21| = oo.



In view of (2.2) and ({2.3), there are subsequences (A, )ren C (0,00), (O, )ren C O(n),
(2&; )ren C R™ such that

|u()\kj0kjy + ij) - u<zkj)|
lim =0
J—o0 |()\kj0kjy + ij) - ij’ p

for all y € R™. We can then combine this limit with (2.5 and apply dominated convergence
to get

y u(MOry + 21) — u(2k)

im

k—oo Jrn |(>\k0ky + Zk> — Zk’l—n/p
It would then follow from ([2.4)) that u is constant.

As a result, there are subsequences (Ag;)ren C (0,00), (Ok;)ren C O(n), (2k;)ren C R

such that

ly|' P dp(y) = 0.

A, > A, O, =0, and z,;, — 2

for some A > 0, O € O(n), and z € R". Here we are using that O(n) is compact. Then we
can send k = k; — oo in (2.4)) to get

/ _ydp(y)

1-n/p
[u]p =

ly|* "/ ”dp(y)‘

/ u(AOy + z) — u(z)
rn |(AOy + 2) — z[1=7/P

/ AP Ly (NOy + Z)d,o(y)‘ :

We conclude upon setting S(y) = AOy + z, defining u = S4p, and rearranging this equality.
O

3 Nonconstant extremals

In view of Proposition and Morrey’s inequality ([1.1)), there is a constant C' such that the
generalized Morrey inequality ((1.6) holds. It will be convenient for us to denote C, as the
smallest constant such that the generalized Morrey inequality holds and state the inequality

as
[u], < Cil[Dul, (3.1)

for u € D'?(R™). We will now verify that a nontrivial extremal exists. Along the way, we
will use the fact that u +— [u], and v — || Dul|, are each invariant under the transformations

(w(z) — —u(z)

u(z) — u(x) + ¢

| u(r) = NYP=Ly(A\Oz + 2)

for each c € R,z € R", O € O(n), and A > 0.



Proposition 3.1. There is a nonconstant u € D'P(R™) with
[u], = C.|[ Dullp-

Proof. Set
A= inf {|[ Dul, : [u], = 1}

and choose a sequence (ug)reny C DVP(R™) with

A= Tim | Dugl,

and [uy], = 1 for each k € N. By Proposition 2.2 we may also select \* > 0, 0% € O(n), 2* €

n

[ 00660+ yapt)

1-n/p
/ ydp(y)

ve(y) = )P {u (M Oy + 2F) —ui (M)}, y e R™

It follows from the definition of v, and the invariances of the seminorms u +— [u], and
u +— || Dul|, that

1= [uk]p =

for each k£ € N.
Define

A\

/ ui(y)dp(y) )
/ ydp(y) -

\A = limk_>oo ||ka||p

In view of Morrey’s inequality, we have that (vy)ren is equicontinuous. Since vg(0) = 0, this
sequence is pointwise uniformly bounded on compact subsets of R". By the Arzela-Ascoli
Theorem, there is a subsequence (vg;)jen and v : R™ — R such that v, — v locally uniformly
on R".

It follows that

/ _o(y)dp(y) .,
/ ydp(y) B




In particular,

/ _v(y)dp(y)

I-n/p
/ ydp(y)
so v 1S nonconstant.

As [[Duy, ||, is bounded, Duvy; has a weakly convergent subsequence in LP(R";R™); it is
routine to check that Dvy, — Dv in LP(R";R"). As a result, v € D'?(R") and

A = Tim [[Dugll, > | Doll, > A.
Jj—0o0

[U]p =

Consequently, for a given u € DM?(R™) which is nonconstant

D
A= HDUHp < H UHP
[ul,
Thus,
1
[y < 1Dl

and equality holds for v. It follows that v is the desired nonconstant extremal and C, =
1/A. O

Corollary 3.2. Suppose S € S(n) and set p = Syp. There is an extremal of (3.1]) with
| u@)duta)

l-n/p’
/ rdu(x)

Proof. Assume S(y) = AOy + z, for some A > 0, z € R” and O € O(n). Let v be the
extremal constructed in the proof of Proposition [3.1] and define

[u]p =

u(x) == NPy <le ; Z) , xeR"

Then

/ _(y)dp(y)
/ ydp(y) o

and ||Dul|, = ||Dv||,, so u is an extremal. Moreover,

/n v(y)dp(y) / AP u(AOy + Z)dp(y)’

/ ydp(y) o / ydp(y) !
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[u]p = [U]p =

[ u@du(o)
[ wnta o

1-n/p




4 Equivalence theorem

In this section, we will argue that extremals of the generalized Morrey inequality are
uniquely determined up to similarity transformations, are uniformly bounded, are asymp-
totically flat, and inherit symmetry and antisymmetry properties of p. These features are
all consequences of Theorem so we will start by proving this theorem.

Proof of Theorem[1.1]. (i) = (4i) By assumption,

/ ]u(x)du(x)pn =Cr / | Du|Pdz. (4.1)
wdp() v

For t € R and v € DY?(R"), we also have

p

p

[ u@duto) +t [ ola)duta)
- — <C? | |Du+tDv|’dx. (4.2)
/ _adp(z) v

Subtracting (4.1]) from (4.2)), dividing by ¢ > 0, and sending t — 0 gives

[ wtwyinta) [ otwiint

/ _adp(z) o

Replacing v with —v gives

| u@)dn(z)

<C? |Du|P~2Du - Dvdz.
R

|Du|P~2Du - Dvdz = c/ v(x)dp(zx)

Rn n

where
p—2
[ w@ina)| [ u@au
c= 22 - — )
Cc? / xdu(z)
That is,
—Ayu = cp

in R™.

n n

(it) = (i17) Suppose v € D'P(R") with / v(x)du(x) = / u(z)dp(x). Then
|Dv|Pdx > / |DulPdx +p | |DulP"2Du - (Dv — Du)dx
Rn R" R®

11



_ / |Dupds + pe / (0l@) - ul@))dp()

= / | Du|Pdzx.
R

(i17) = (i) Suppose w € DMP(R") is an extremal of (3.1)) with

| w@duto)
[ wuta o

Such a w exists by Corollary Multiplying w by an appropriate scalar, we may assume
that

[w]p =

[ w@inte) = [ ut@yduto)
In particular,
[w], < [ul,.

By assumption,
| Dullp < [|[Dw[,.

As
[w], < [ul, < Ci||Dull, < Cif|Dw||, = [w],,

u 1s an extremal and

[ w@inta)| | [ ut@duto)

[ ]P - [ ]P - 1-n/p l-n/p*

| aduta) [ aduta)

4.1 Uniqueness

We will now explain that any two extremals are uniquely determined up to a similarity
transformation and a few constants.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose S € S(n) and set p = Syp. If u,v € DYP(R™) are extremals of

with

/ ) v(y)dp(y)
1-n/p

/ ) ydp(y)

[ u@)du(z)
[ wnta o

> 0,

[U]p =

>0 and [v], =

12



then

/ vdp

v(y) = (u(S(y)) = u(5(0))) + v(0) (4.3)
/n udp

for all y € R™.

Proof. Suppose S(y) = AOy + z, where A > 0, z € R” and O € O(n). Set w(y) =
AP~y (AOy + z), and observe that w is an extremal of (3.1]) which satisfies

/ _w(y)dp(y)
/ _ydp(y) o

By the proof of Theorem [I.1] w satisfies the PDE

(L)

[w], = [u], =

—Apw = pnP
ydp(y)
]RTL
in R™. We also have o1
( / vdp)
—Ayv = - —n P
ydp(y)
Rn

in R™.
Let us now define
v(y) w(y)

@(y)z/wvdp and @(y)Z/Rnwdp

and note that since v, w € D'P(R") satisfy the same PDE:

1

|D5[P~2D% - Dépdx = — | ¢dp= / |Dw[P~2 D1 - Dgda
R R

]Rn

ydp(y)
R
for all ¢ € D'?(R™). Choosing ¢ = 0 — w gives
/ (|DsP2D — |DidP~2Di) - (Dis — Did)da = 0.

As R" 3 z +— |2|P722 is strictly monotone, ¥ — w is constant throughout R™.
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It follows that

/ udp

Corollary 4.2. Suppose S € S(n) and set p = Syp. Assume uy,uy € DVP(R™) are extremals

of (3.1)) with

]

s (2)du(z) un(x)dp(z)
[ul]P: /" 1 ) [UQ]P_ /” 1 )
[ wnta o [ wnta .
. / s (a)du() = / us(a)dp(z). (4.4)

Then uy — us 1s constant throughout R™.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may suppose / uy(z)dp(z) > 0. Let v be an extremal

of (B.1)) with
/ v(y)dp(y)

1-n/p
/ ydp(y)

>0

[U]p =

In view of (4.3), we have

14



for all y € R™. By assumption ,
ur(S(y)) — u2(S(y)) = ur(5(0)) — uz(5(0))
for all y € R™. It follows that , uj(z) — us(z) = uy(S(0)) — ua(S(0)) for all x € R™. O

4.2 Pointwise bounds and asymptotic flatness

In the following proposition, we will use the fact that each u € D'*(R") is continuous and
that the support of p is compact. Moreover, the support of S p is compact for any S € S(n).

Proposition 4.3. Suppose S € S(n) and set jp = Syp. Further suppose u is an extremal of

(3.1) with

| u@dn(a)
/ _xdp(z) o

infu = min v and supu= max u.
R supp(p) R supp(u)

[u]p =

Then

Proof. We will show supg. u = maXgupp(u)  =: M. To this end, define
w(z) = min{u(z), M}, ze&R"™

It is routine to check that w € D'P(R"), and it is plain to see that w(z) = w(x) for
x € supp(u). In particular,

[ w@dnto) = [ ula)duta).
Note that this implies
[u]p < [w]p- (4.5)
In view of Theorem [I.1]

| DuPdz < |Dw|Pdx = / | DulPdz < | Du|Pdz.
R® u<M Rr

Rn
Combining this with (4.5) we conclude that w is an extremal. By Corollary
w(z) = w(x) = min{u(z), M} < M, ze€R"
O

For the moment, let u be the extremal discussed in the previous proposition. By Theorem
, u € DYP(R™) is p-harmonic on R" \ supp(p). In particular, as supp(u) is compact, u
is p-harmonic on an exterior domain and is uniformly bounded. We can then conclude the
following limits by our recent work [15].
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Corollary 4.4. Assumen > 2, S € S(n) and set p = Syp. Further suppose u is an extremal

of (3.1)) with

[ u@)dn(o)
/ _zdp(z) o

lim wu(z)
|z|—o00

[U]p =

The limit

exists and
lim |z||Du(z)| = 0.

|z|—o00

Remark 4.5. When n = 1, the limits lim, . u(z) and lim,_, ., u(z) exist. However, these
two limits are typically distinct. See Remark below for more on this point.

4.3 Symmetry and antisymmetry

We will now consider the scenario in which p is invariant under a similarity transformation.
We shall see that each extremal of will have a corresponding invariance. In a similar
manner, we will establish how the antisymmetry of extremals can be inherited from an
antisymmetry property of p. In the process, we will make use of the limit

lim [S(y)| = oo, (4.6)

ly|—o0

which holds for each S € S(n).

Proposition 4.6. Assume n > 2 and v is an extremal for (3.1) with

/ ) v(y)dp(y)'
/ ydp(y) o

Typ=p

[U]p =

If
for some T € S(n), then
v=wvoT.

Proof. Suppose T(z) = AOx + z for some A > 0, O € O(n) and z € R". We first claim that
A is necessarily equal to 1. To see this, we note

/n ydp(y) = / T(y)dp(y) = AO (/ ydp(y)) :

16



Taking the norm of both sides this equation gives

/ ) ydp(y)‘ =A / ydp(y)

which forces A = 1. In particular, T'(z) = Ox + z.
Arguing as we did in the proof of Corollary [3.2] we find v o T is an extremal with

/n vo T(y)dp(y)‘
/ _ydp(y) o

/n v(y)dp(y) = / voT(y)dp(y).

It then follows that v — v o T' is constant throughout R™ by Corollary . In view of (4.6)
and Corollary [4.4]

v(e) —voT(z) = lim (o(y) —vo T(y)) = lim (v(y) - v(y)) = 0.

9

[voTl, =

By assumption,

yl—o0 |y|—o00
for each x € R". O]
Proposition 4.7. Assume n > 2 and v is an extremal for (3.1) with
/ v(y)dp(y)‘
[v], = 1-n/p"

/ ydp(y)
If

Typ=—p

for some T € S(n), then
v() +o(T(x)) = v(y) + (T (y))

for x,y € R™. Moreover,
+ (T
lim v(z) = vly) + vl (y))

for each y € R™.
Proof. As in the proof of Proposition [£.6] we find w = —v o T' is an extremal and

[ oot
/ _ydp(y) o

17
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Further,
/n w(y)dp(y) = — / voT(y)dp(y) = / v(y)dp(y).
By Corollary [£.2] v — w is constant in R”. That is,
v(x) +o(T(z)) = v(y) +o(T(y)), x,yeR"
We can also employ Corollary and once again to find

v(y) +o(T(y)) = Jm (v(@) +0(T(x))) = 2 lim v(z).

The example where the above propositions are most useful is
p= 5I0 - 5y0

for distinct z¢ and yo. As mentioned, the generalized Morrey extremals for this p are ex-
tremals of Morrey’s inequality . Let us see how Proposition can be used to show
that Morrey extremals are axially symmetric about the line passing through the points which
maximize its 1 — n/p Holder seminorm.

Corollary 4.8. Suppose u € DVP(R™) a Morrey extremal which satisfies

iy = ) =]
e |z — yo|'—/P

Then
uw(O(x — x0) + x9) = u(z), ze€R” (4.7)
for each O € O(n) such that
O(yo — o) = Yo — Zo-
Proof. Set
T(z) =0(x —x9) + 9, xz€R"

and note
T#(6x0 - 5?/0) - 5960 - 5y0~

Proposition then applies to give (4.7)). O

We can also use Proposition to show that the Morrey extremal u featured in the
previous corollary is antisymmetric about the hyperplane in R™ with normal zq — 3 and
which passes through the midpoint of xy and .

18



Corollary 4.9. Suppose u € DVP(R") is a Morrey extremal which satisfies

s o)~ ut)
P Jwo = yolt/p

Then
. (x (@0 =) - (@ = 30+ 0)) (@ — y0)> Culzo) Fulye) (u(x) ~ulzo) + u(yo))

|$0 - ?/0|2

for each x € R"™ and
) 1
lim wu(z) = §(u(1’0) + u(yo))-

|z| =00

Proof. 1t is easily seen that

B 2((% — o) - (z — %(Io +y0))<

T(x)==x
() |3170—yo|2

To — ?Jo)

is a similarity transformation of R". As T'(xo) = yo and T'(yo) = o,
Ty (0zy — Oyy) = — (029 — Oy )-
By Proposition [4.7]
u(T'(x)) + u(x) = u(zo) + u(T'(x0)) = u(zo) + u(yo)
which is another way of writing . Proposition also gives

lim u(r) = 5 (u(mo) + u(T(x0))) = 5 (u(zo) + ulyo)).

|z|—o00 2

]

Remark 4.10. We verified Corollaries and in previous work based on the fact that
the extremal in question satisfies the PDE ([1.2)) [14].

5 Stability
In our proof of Theorem below, we will make use of two classical inequalities due to
Clarkson [6]. The first one is

Dv — Dw
2

|
< Z
-2
P

1
5 |Dolls + 5 IDwll (51)

P HDU+Dw
+

p

and it holds v, w € D" (R") and p > 2. The second inequality is

p p 1
p=1 v 4w || T 1, , |
L < (G g (5:2)

p

v —w

2

p

which holds for 1 < p < 2 and v, w € D"?(R).
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. Assume

| o@dutz)
/n xdu(x) o

where p = Syp for some S € S(n). Let u € D'P(R™) be an extremal such that

[v]p =

| u@)du(z)
/ _adp(z) o

[ w@dnt) = [ ola)duta).

It is routine to check that

[u]p =

and

u+v}
p

[U]p:[ 9

If p > 2, we apply , , and Theorem to get
Du — Dv p+ {u—i—vr
2 » 2 ],
<C? (HDU;DU p+ HDu—i—D’u

2
1 1
<o (GIDall + 51D0)
< CPHDUHQ
If1 <p <2, we employ , , and Theorem to find

C p
(5) 1ou- ol s 1=

p

)

u -

P P P
C\r1 _r_ _p_ e p—1 uw-+ovlr1
S =T+ ]y = +
2 2 2

P P
p W — |7 W+ ||
< (Cr1
= ( 2 2
p p

1
o (1 1 p=1
<o (Gl + 1)

_pb
< Crr|lof |57
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6 Remarks on the best constant

In this final section, we will write down an extremal and the best constant C, for the
generalized Morrey inequality (3.1)) when n = 1. We will also show how these ideas translate
to a duality formula for the best constant for n > 2.

6.1 One spatial dimension
Suppose n = 1 and p satisfies ([1.4). We define the distribution function of p as follows
F(z) = p((=o0,2]), z€R.

From this definition and our assumptions on p, F' is bounded, right continuous, and has
bounded variation. Moreover, there is a > 0 such that

F(z) =0 for all |z| > a. (6.1)

We will use this F' to express the extremals of (3.1)) and the best constant. In our formulae
below, we will write ¢ for the Holder conjugate to p

1 1
S ps=1
p q
Proposition 6.1. The function
vw) == [ IF@I @y ceR (6.2

is an extremal of (3.1) with

B ‘/_:v(y)dp(y)‘
. ’/_Z ydp(y) o

([ irtra) "

: ‘ /O_o Z ydp(y) "

_|U/|p—2 A F

[]

Moreover,

*

Proof. Differentiating v, we find

almost everywhere in R. For ¢ € D'P(R), we can multiply the above equation with ¢’ and
integrate by parts to get

| w@r @i = - [ Fade

—00 [e.e]
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= —F(z)o(x)

L eete)
— [ ota)dpa)

Here a is chosen as in (6.1)); and the integration by parts is justified as ¢ is absolutely
continuous and F' has bounded variation (Theorem 3.3 in [11]). We conclude that v satisfies
(Y =

in R.
Theorem |1.1] then implies that v is an extremal which satisfies (6.3)). Since

/_Oo v(y)dp(y) = /OO o' (y) [Py = /_Oo |F'(y)|*dy,

(e} —0o0 [e.e]

o ([ rwre) "

- 1/q

el e
/ ydp(y)

we also have

*

Remark 6.2. Observe that v defined in (6.2)) satisfies
0, < —a

v(z) =

- / T IFWIT )y, x> a

—00

In particular,

T—r—00 T—00

lim v(z) =0 and lim v(z)=— /00 |F(y)|" 2 F(y)dy.

—00

6.2 Duality

The observations we made for n = 1 can be extended as follows. We will again use ¢ for the
Holder conjugate to p and say that
divF =p

in R™ provided
— Dv - Fdy = / vdp
R" R

for v € D'?(R™). Here F € LY(R™;R").
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Proposition 6.3. Suppose p satisfies (1.4). Then

sup
| Dullp<1

/ n u(y)dp(y)‘ — inf { < ) \F(y)|qdy> M AF = pin ]R"} L (64)

Proof. Suppose u € DMP(R") satisfies ||Dul|, <1 and that F € LI(R™;R") fulfills divF = p

in R™. By Holder’s inequality,
1/q 1/q
/ u<y>dp<y>\= Du(y)-F<y>dy\snDu||p( |F<y>|qdy) s( |F<y>|Qdy) |
n R R™
(6.5)

This show’s that the left hand side of (6.4]) is less than or equal to the right hand side.
We claim that equality holds in (6.5) (and therefore in (6.4)) for an extremal of the
generalized Morrey inequality v such that

R

/ _o(y)dp(y)
/ _ydp(y) o

and ||Dv||, = 1. To see this, we recall that any such v satisfies

[U]p =

—A,v =cp
for some ¢ > 0. In order to conclude, we note the L¢(R"; R"™) mapping

1
F=———|Dv|P*Dv

cr-1

satisfies divF = p and

1 1/q
[ vto=— [ poray= = ([ 1rwra)
n R R

cpr-1

The duality formula (6.4]) gives us an expression for C,.

Corollary 6.4. Suppose p satisfies (1.4). The best constant in the corresponding generalized
Morrey inequality (3.1) is given by

1/q
inf { ( |F(y)|qdy> :divF = pin R”}
Rn”

N / ydp(y)

23
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Proof. In view of the generalized Morrey inequality (3.1)),

/n v(y)dp(y)’ S~

1-n/p —
/ ydp(y)

for each v € DP(R"). By Corollary , equality holds for an appropriately chosen extremal
v. In particular, identity (6.4]) gives

/ _ydp(y)

l—n/p

C. = sup / o(y)dp(y)
|Dvlp=1 |/

1/q
= inf { < |F(y)|qdy) :divF = pin R”} .
R
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