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ABSTRACT. We compute the precise value of the measure of noncompactness of Sobolev embed-
n—=k
dings Wy ?(D) < LP(D), p € (1,00), on strip-like domains D of the form R* x [] (as,b:). We

i=1
show that such embeddings are always maximally noncompact, that is, their mleasure of non-
compactness coincides with their norms. Furthermore, we show that not only the measure of
noncompactness but also all strict s-numbers of the embeddings in question coincide with their
norms. We also prove that the maximal noncompactness of Sobolev embeddings on strip-like do-
mains remains valid even when Sobolev-type spaces built upon general rearrangement-invariant
spaces are considered. As a by-product we obtain the explicit form for the first eigenfunction

of the pseudo-p-Laplacian on an n-dimensional rectangle.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T be a bounded linear map between Banach spaces X and Y. For each k € N the k"
ﬁntropy number ex(T") of T is defined by

FA] 17 Jun 2020

er(T) = inf {6 > 0:T(Bx) can be covered by 2°~! balls in Y with radius 6} ,

mat

w—where Bx is the closed unit ball in X. Since T is compact if and only if klim ex(T) = 0, this limit
—00

C\is'called the measure of noncompactness of T'; we denote it by S(T'). Plainly 0 < g(T) < ||T||;
i B(T) = ||T|| we say that T is mazimally noncompact. The definition of entropy numbers has
ts roots in the notion of the metric entropy of a set, introduced by Kolmogorov in the 1930s
O3nd which, in its different variants, has proved useful in numerous branches of mathematics and
[“theoretical computer science. Sharp upper and lower estimates of eg(7T") are known in many
ases when T is compact: information of this type is useful in connection with the estimation
(C3f eigenvalues and is especially complete when T' is an embedding of one function space into
nother (see, for example, [7]).
N It is a different story when T is not compact. If T is an embedding map between function
“8paces on an open subset {2 of R™, possible reasons for noncompactness include
-—(1) Q is unbounded;
(ii) if © is bounded, because of some bad behaviour of the boundary 0f2, or due to particular
E(alues of the parameters involved in the function spaces.

An example of (ii) was provided by Hencl [9], who considered the case in which k € N,p €
[1,00),kp <n,1/q=1/p—k/n and, in standard notation, id: Wg’p (Q) — L7(9Q) is the natural
embedding. He showed that id is maximally compact, so that ex(id) = ||id| for all & € N.
Further work in this direction, involving Sobolev spaces based on Lorentz spaces and maximally
noncompact embeddings, is contained in [4] and [11].
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Little seems to be known in cases of type (i), even in quite basic situations. For example,
suppose that n =2, @ = R x (0,7) and I: Wy (Q) — L2 () is the natural embedding. Then
it is known that I is not compact, so that g (I) > 0, but although this example could hardly
be simpler, the exact value of 3 (I) appears to be unknown up to this point. It was shown in
[9, Remark 3.8] that the embedding I is maximally noncompact, but the precise value of its
measure of noncompactness remained unknown. Here we settle this question by establishing a
more general result in which n > 2k € {1,....n—1},p € (1,0), —00 < a; < b; < 0o for each
ie{l,..,n—k}, and

the norm on I/VO1 P (D) is defined by

1/p
(Rl ) + 11V ulal 1))

We show that the natural embedding I, : W, ? (D) — LP (D) is maximally noncompact and

pn—k —1/p
8(1,) = I, = (1 D >> |

psin(w/p) ) =

For the particularly elementary illustration involving I that was mentioned immediately above
this gives the attractive formula
BI) =1I]| =1/v2.

It is also shown that the strict s-numbers of I, (that is, the approximation, isomorphism, Gelfand,
Bernstein, Kolmogorov and Mityagin numbers) exhibit the same behaviour as the entropy num-
bers: the k' such strict s—number coincides with |I,|| for all & € N. The proof of these
assertions relies on properties of the pseudo-p-Laplacian and the p-trigonometric functions. Fur-
thermore, we show that the embedding of the Sobolev-type space WolX (D) built upon a general
rearrangement-invariant space X (D) to a rearrangement-invariant space Y (D) is always max-
imally noncompact provided that the space Y (D) has absolutely continuous norm. Precise
definitions are contained in the following section.

2. BACKGROUND MATERIAL

In this section, we fix the notation used throughout this paper and collect the fundamental
theoretical background needed later in [Section 3l Let 2 C R™ be an open set (throughout this
paper, we assume that n > 2).

We denote the set of all continuous functions that are compactly supported in by C.(Q).
The set of all smooth (i.e., infinitely differentiable) functions that are compactly supported in
(2 is denoted by C5°(2).

For p € [1,00), WP(Q) stands for the classical first-order Sobolev space on € endowed with

the norm
1

(2.1) lullwroiey = (Il gy + NIVul ) s w e W),

where |Vu|gp is the ¢P-norm of the (weak) gradient of u, that is,

o= (3 p)?

i=1
We denote the closure of C5°(2) in WHP(Q) by Wol’p(Q).

2u
31‘2‘
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We shall also work with Sobolev-type spaces built upon function spaces more general than the
Lebesgue spaces. We say that a functional g: 9+ (Q2) — [0, 00|, where 9™ (Q) is the set of all
nonnegative measurable functions on {2, is a rearrangement-invariant Banach function norm if|
for all f,g,Fj € MT(Q), k €N, for all « € [0,00), and for all measurable £ C €2, the following
properties hold:

o(f) =0if and only if f =0 a.e., o(arf) = ao(f), o(f + 9) < o(f) + o(9);

if 0 < g < f a.e., then o(g) < o(f);

if 0 < F; 7 f ae., then o(F;) / o(f);

if |E| < oo, then o(xg) < oo;

if |E| < oo, then there is a constant Cg, which may depend only on E and p, such that
Jg f(@)dz < Cro(f);

e o(f) = o(g) whenever f and g are equimeasurable, that is, [{x € Q: f(x) > A\}| = |{z €
Q: g(x) > A} for every A > 0.

If o is a rearrangement-invariant Banach function norm, then the set X () = {f € M(Q): o(|f|) <
oo}, where M(Q) is the set of all measurable functions on , endowed with the norm || - || x(q)

defined as

1fllx@) = e(lf]), fe X (),

is called a rearrangement-invariant Banach function space. A rearrangement-invariant Banach
function space (we shall write just ‘a rearrangement-invariant space’) is a Banach space. Text-
book examples of rearrangement-invariant spaces are the Lebesgue spaces LP (p € [1,00]), the
(two-parametric) Lorentz spaces or the Orlicz spaces. We say that a function f € X () has
absolutely continuous norm in X () if khi{.lo I fxE, |l x(@) = 0 for every sequence {Ex}72, of mea-

surable sets Ej C €2 such that klim XE,(x) =0 for a.e. x € 2. We say that X (£2) has absolutely
—00

continuous norm if every f € X () has absolutely continuous norm in X (£2). For example, the
Lebesgue space LP(2) has absolutely continuous norm if and only if p < oo.

Comprehensive accounts of the theory of rearrangement-invariant spaces can be found, e.g.,
in [3] or [14].

We denote the (first-order) Sobolev-type space built upon a rearrangement-invariant space
X(Q), that is, the set of all weakly differentiable functions from X () whose gradients also
belong to X (), by W!X(Q). We equip W' X(Q2) with the norm

Jullwrx ) = lullx@ + I[Vulallx@), ve WX (Q),

which turns WX () into a Banach space. Note that we have W1P(Q2) = WLP(Q) in the set-
theoretical sense, but their norms are merely equivalent (unless p = 1). The closure of C§°(12)
in WLX(Q) is denoted by Wi X ().

Any rule s: T — {s,,(T)},-_, that assigns to each bounded linear operator 7' from a Ba-
nach space X to a Banach space Y (we shall write T € B(X,Y)) a sequence {s;,(T)}>_, of
nonnegative numbers having, for every m € N, the following properties:

(S1) T = 51(T) > 85(T) > - -- > 0;

(S2) s (S +T) < 5m(S)+||T| for every S € B(X,Y);

(S3) sm(BTA) < ||B|lsm(T)||A|l for every A € B(W,X) and B € B(Y,Z), where W, Z are

Banach spaces;

(S4) sp(id: E — E) =1 for every Banach space E with dim £ > m;

(S5) s (T) =0 if rank T < m;
is called a strict s-number. Notable examples of strict s-numbers are the approximation numbers
Qm, the isomorphism numbers i,,, the Gelfand numbers c,,, the Bernstein numbers d,,, the
Kolmogorov numbers d,, or the Mityagin numbers m,,. For their definitions and the difference
between strict s-numbers and ‘standard’ s-numbers, we refer the reader to |6, Chapter 5]. In



MEASURE OF NONCOMPACTNESS OF SOBOLEV EMBEDDINGS ON STRIP-LIKE DOMAINS 4

this paper, we will only need the definition of the isomorphism numbers. The m-th isomorphism
number i,,(T) of T € B(X,Y) is defined as

im(T) = sup{[| A" B] 7"}

where the supremum is taken over all Banach spaces G with dim(G) > m and all bounded
linear operators A: Y — G, B: G — X such that AT B is the identity on G. The isomorphism
numbers are the smallest strict s-numbers (|15, Theorem 3.4]), that is,

(2.2) s(T) > ia(T)

for every strict s-number s, for every T € B(X,Y), and for every m € N.
If T € B(X,Y), then its m-th entropy number e,,(T), m € N, is defined as

2m71

em(T) =1inf < € > 0: there are y1,...,Ysm—1 € Y such that T(Bx) C U (yj +€By) ¢,
j=1

where Bx and By are the closed unit balls of X and Y, respectively. Note that entropy numbers
are not (strict) s-numbers (e.g., property (S4) is violated ([&, Chapter 2, Proposition 1.3])) even
though they posses similar properties. Through entropy numbers, we define the measure of
noncompactness B(T) of T € B(X,Y) as

B(T) = Tim e (T).

Note that the limit always exists because the sequence {e;,(T")}7°_; is nonincreasing. Furthe-
more, we have 0 < S(T") < ||T||, and the operator T' is compact if and only if 8(T) = 0. We
say that the operator T' is mazimally noncompact if B(T) = ||I||. Thanks to the monotonicity
of {em(T)}5°_,, the operator T' is maximally noncompact if and only if e,,(T") = ||T|| for every
m € N.

A great deal of information on (strict) s-numbers and entropy numbers can be found in the
pioneering work of Pietsch [15, [16] as well as, e.g., in books [5, [8] and references therein.

Lastly, let us briefly recall the generalized p-trigonometric functions. For p € (1,00), sin,, is

defined on [0, 72| as the inverse function to the increasing function

t
0,1] 2t~ / (1- Sp)_% ds,
0
where
1 1
Tp = 2/ (1—sP)"7 ds.
0
Tp

We extend sin, to [—mp,m,] by defining siny(t) = sin,(mp, — ¢), t € [Z, 7], and sin,(t) =
—siny(—t), t € [—mp,0]. Finally, we extend sin, to the whole real line in such a way that the
resulting function is 2m,-periodic. The function sin,, is continuously differentiable on R, and its
derivative is denoted by cos,. Note that siny = sin, coss = cos and 72 = 7. The interested
reader can find more information on properties of the generalized p-trigonometric functions as
well as their connection with the theory of the p-Laplacian, e.g., in [6, 12, [13].

3. NONCOMPACTNESS

Although the following proposition concerning the density of smooth compactly supported
functions in rearrangement-invariant spaces having absolutely continuous norm on open sets
) C R™ is folklore, the only reference that we could find is [10, Lemma 2.10], which deals with
the particular case 2 = R. For the reader’s convenience, we sketch a proof of the assertion in
full generality.
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Proposition 3.1. Let Q@ C R"™ be a (nonempty) open set and let X () be a rearrangement-
invariant space on Q. If X (2) has absolutely continuous norm, then smooth compactly supported
functions on Q0 are dense in X(Q).

Proof. Let u € X () \ {0}. Since X(£2) has absolutely continuous norm, bounded functions
supported in sets of finite measure are dense in X (2) (e.g. [3, Chapter 1, Proposition 3.10 and
Theorem 3.13]). Therefore, we may assume, without loss of generality, that u is bounded on 2.
Let € > 0 be given. Set , = QN {z € R": |[z| < k} for k € N. Clearly, xo\q, — 0 as k — oo.
Hence, since u has absolutely continuous norm in X (2), there is & € N such that
(3.1) luxo\a, llx@) < %
Moreover, we may assume that €, # 0.

Thanks to Lusin’s theorem (recall that € is bounded and u is a bounded measurable func-
tion), for each j € N, there is a compact set F; C € and a continuous compactly supported
function f; € C.(€4) such that

(3-2) u=f; onFj
(3.3) sup |fj(z)| < sup [u(z)],
2EQ r€Q
1
(3.4) 2\ Bl < 5.

Using the fact that X (£2) has absolutely continuous norm again, we can find j € N large enough
such that
€

(3.5) IxonFllx@ < 55—

A Gl o)
owing to (B.4). Furthermore, since f; is continuous and compactly supported in the open set
Q, we can employ a standard mollification argument to find a smooth compactly supported
function g € C§°(£2) such that

3.6 S i(xr) — <

e

(note that 0 < ||xq, [ x(@) < oo because Q2 has finite positive measure).

Finally, combining (3.1]), (3.2), (33)), (B.5) and (3.6]), we arrive at
lu = 9gllx@) < lluxaa,llx@) + lluxe, = fillx@ + 1 — 9llx @)
e 2l|ull Lo ()

<z —et

€
—<e.
3 6f|ullLe(q) 3

O

Remark 3.2. Since the rearrangement invariance of X (£2) was not used at all, [Proposition 3.1]
is actually valid even when X () is just a Banach function space, a function space defined
through a functional g: 9™ (Q) — [0, 0] that has all properties of a rearrangement-invariant
Banach function norm but the last one.

The following theorem shows that the Sobolev embedding Wi X (D) < Y (D) on a strip-like
domain D is always maximally noncompact whatever the rearrangement-invariant spaces X (D)
and Y (D) are provided that the target space Y (D) has absolutely continuous norm.

Theorem 3.3. Let k € {1,...,n—1} and —c0 < a; < b; < 00, i =1,....,n—k. Set D =
n—k

R* x [ (ai,b;) CR™. Let X(D), Y(D) be rearrangement-invariant spaces on D. Assume that
i=1
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WiX (D) < Y(D). If Y(D) has absolutely continuous norm, then
em(Wy X (D) = Y(D)) = |[Wy X(D) = Y/(D)| for every m € N,
that is, the canonical embedding Wi X (D) < Y (D) is mazimally noncompact.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we denote the canonical embedding W} X (D) — Y (D) by I.
Suppose that there is m € N such that e, (1) < ||I]|. Let 7,7 > 0 be such that e,,(I) <r <7 <
|| As 7> en(I), there are functions g; € Y(D), j =1,...,2™"1 such that

(3.7) Yu € WoX (D), lullwix(py < 1,37 € {L,....2" 1} lu = gjllypy <.

Furthermore, since (smooth) compactly supported functions are dense in Y (D) by[Proposition 3.1]
there are functions g; € C5°(D) such that

(3.8) lg; — gilly(py <7 —r forevery j€{l,... ,2m—1
n—k
For every | > 0, set D; = (—1,1)¥ x [] (a;,b;). Since ||I|| = lim  sup ”Jﬁ”& and the
i=1 l—o0 ueCs® (Dy) wlx (D)
u#0
functions g; are compactly supported in D, there is [ > 0 such that
U
(3.9) sup lully(y .
u€C® (Dy) HUHW1X(D)
u#0
and
2m—1
(3.10) U sptg; € Dy.
j=1

Combining (3.9) with the translation invariance of the Y (D) and W!X (D) norms in the first
k-directions, which follows immediately from the rearrangement invariance of the X (D) and

~ ~ n
Y (D) norms, we see that there is a function u € C5°(D;) where D; = (1,31)* x [] (as,b;) such
i=1

that
(3.11) lullwixpy =1 and [ulyp) > 7
Finally, using (3.8), (3.10) and ([B.11), we see that
v = gjllypy = llv = gillypy = 1195 — gilly (D)

> || (u—g5) xp,llyp) = 135 = 9illy (D)

>r—(F—r)=r
for every j = 1,...,2™" 1 which contradicts (B.7). Hence e, (I) > ||I|, and so e,,,(I) = ||I||. O
Remark 3.4. Note that our choice of the norm on W!X(D) is immaterial in [Theorem 3.3

and the theorem remains valid even when W!'X (D) is endowed with any equivalent norm.
In particular, the assertion of the theorem is also true for the standard Sobolev embeddings

W, P(D) < LI(D) with either p € [1,n) and q € [p, n"Tpp} or p € [n,00) and ¢ € [p,00) (cf. [1,
Theorem 4.12]).
In the case where both domain and target space are the Lebesgue space LP, not only do we

know that the corresponding Sobolev embedding is maximally noncompact, but we also know
the exact value of the norm of the embedding.
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Proposition 3.5. Let p € (1,00). Let k € {0,1,...,n — 1} and —oco < a; < b; < o0, i =
1,...,n—k. Set D =RFx nﬁk(ai, b;) CR™. The norm of the canonical embedding Wol’p(D) —
LP(D) satisfies -

n—k 1 7%
(3.12) Wy P (D) = LP(D)|| = [ 1+ -1 ——
— (b — ay)?
Proof. Since
IWi#(D) <> L2(D)? i ) :
= sup = sup ,
0 ueW? (D) Hqu y T H‘VU,ZPHLP(D ueWy?(D) 1 + NVulerllzp )
u#0 u#0 ”“”LP(D)
we clearly have that
I Vuler|7
(3.13) Wy P(D) < LP(D)| = |1+ inf —p D)
uEWOI’p(D) HUHLP(D)
u#0
Let A denote the infimum in (3.13]). We shall show that
(3.14) =72(p Z
n—k
Assume that k& > 0. For each [ > 0, we set D; = (—1,1)* x T] (as,b;) and we also define the
i=1

function u; as

k n—k
. TpZi . Tp\Yi — 4
uy(x,y) = Hsmp< pl > <H sin,, (%)) y (@1, Ty YL, - Ynk) € Dy,

j=1 i=1

and we extend it outside the rectangle D; by zero. Since u; € WO1 P(Dy), we have that u; €

VVO1 P(D). Tt follows from basic properties of the p-trigonometric functions ([12], also |6, Chap-
ter 2, (2.22), (2.23)]) and Fubini’s theorem that

ANF T b —
P _ = (3 T
”ulHLp(D) = <p> I | D and

i=1

H’vul’ﬂ’Hp — i 2_l H(bl — ai) E + Z 1
Lr(D) ~ prpn—k-1 \ p L. v = (bi —az)P )’

PG |
A< al(p—1) (l_p +> Gy ai)p> .
=1

Hence, since | > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain that

whence

n—k 1

(3.15) A<m(p—1)) T ay

i=1
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Next, it is well known ([13, page 28], also |6, Theorem 3.3]) that

oy ~1
(3.16) inf Lried) v P - whenever —oo < a <b < oc.

veW P ((a,b)) HUHLp(ab)) P(b—a)
00

Since smooth compactly supported functions are dense in I/VO1 P(D), we have that

I 117
uecED)  ullf,

w0 Lr(D)
Let u € Cg°(D). Since the function (a;,b;) 3 t — u(z,y1,...,Yi-1,t Yit1s- - Yn—k) IS in
C((as,b;)) for each i € {1,...,n—k} and every fixed z € R¥, y; € (a;,b;), j € {1,...,n—k}\{i},
it follows from (B.10]) that

/b
a;

ou p
at(ﬂﬂ Yl Yiels by Yig 1 -y Yn—k)| dit

b.
p—1 '
> me / ‘U(%yh e 7yi—17t7yi+17 e 7yn7k)’p dt.
7 a;
Hence, thanks to Fubini’s theorem, Hg—;‘iHip( > WPWHUH p) for every i € {1,...,n—k}.
Therefore,
k 1l
n— P
= %)
<i:1 Yi D) z H H ”Zf‘: 1
A>  inf 5 = inf ——m—— ng(p—l) _—
uei(;ééD) HUHLIJ(D) Uei(;éé ) HUHLP(D) 1 (b; — a;)P

which combined with (B.15]) implies (3.14).

Finally, equality ([B.12]) follows from equalities (B.13]) and (B.14]).

The case where k = 0 is actually simpler and can be proved along the same lines, and so we
omit its proof. O

Remark 3.6. By using the identity 7, = _2’<TW> (e.g. 6, (2.7)]), the norm of the canonical em-
psin( &

bedding WO1 P(D) < LP(D) can be expressed by means of the standard trigonometric functions

as

_1
or E N\

psin (%) ; (bi — a;)P

Wy ?(D) = LP(D)| = |1+ (p—1)

Corollary 3.7. Let p € (1,00) and R = [](a;,b;) where —oco < a; < b; < co. The norm of the
i=1
canonical embedding Wol’p(R) — LP(R) is attained by the function u defined as

(3.17) Hsmp (”” TiT ai)) , z€R.

b, —a;

Moreover, u is the unique positive maximizer up to a positive multiplicative constant.
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||u||2£p(R)

if and only if
el NIV uler T Y

Proof. Since a function u € VVO1 P(R) maximizes  sup
ueWyP(R)

u#£0
, the fact that the function defined by ([B.I7) is a positive

v
it minimizes  inf 7”| derllzr )
ueWOl’p(R) ||u||Lp(R)
u#0
maximizer follows immediately from the proof of [Proposition 3.5l The uniqueness (up to a

positive multiplicative constant) of the positive minimizer of the Rayleigh quotient

11V uler 175
in 5
ueWyP(D) ||U’HLP(R)
u#0
was proved in [2, Lemma 2.1]. O

Remark 3.8. It can be routinely shown that the extreme function for the Rayleigh quotient

inf |HVU‘ZP||LP(R) i

wewpir(y 1liem)
u#0

boundary conditions, i.e.:

(3.18) Apu = MpluP~?u, with u =0 on IR,

" 9 [|oulP? u
Then it follows from that the first eigenfunction for the Dirichlet problem (BI8))
for the pseudo-p-Laplacian operator on the domain R is the function defined by (BI7)). In the
case where R is a cube, this was already observed in [2, Example 2.4].
This coincides well with the classical result for p = 2. However, whether all eigenfunctions
for (BI8) on the domain R are of the form

Hsmp (Wp b, al)), (x1,...,zy) € R, for some k; € N,

s the first eigenvalue of the pseudo-p-Laplacian operator with Dirichlet

where

remains an open questlon if p £ 2.

Not only is the canonical embedding I/VO1 P(D) < LP(D) maximally noncompact, but also all
its strict s-numbers coincide with the norm of the embedding.

Theorem 3.9. Letp € (1,00). Let k€ {1,...,n—1} and —o00o < a; < b; <oo,i=1,...,n—k.
n—k
Set D = RF x (ay,by) x [] (a;,b;) € R™. We have that

=1

am(I) = by (1) = con(I) = dyp(I) = i (I) = mn(I)

n—k p
=en(l) =1 = <1+7T£(P— 1)2@)

i=1

(3.19)

for every m € N, where I stands for the canonical embedding Wol’p(D) — LP(D).
In particular,

n—k 1 Tp
I=|I]|=|1+nE(p-1 S R———
(D) = 1] ( +R0-DY 5o )>
for each strict s-number s and every m € N, and the canonical embedding Wol’p(D) — LP(D) is
mazimally noncompact.
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Proof. The last two equalities in (3.19]) were already proved in[Theorem 3.3land [Proposition 3.5|
respectively. As for the other equalities, it suffices to show that i,,(I) > ||I]| for all m € N
thanks to the fact that the isomorphism numbers are the smallest strict s-numbers (see (2.2)))
and property (S1).

We recall that i,,(I) = sup{||A|~!||B||~!} where the supremum is taken over all Banach
spaces G with dim(G) > m and all bounded linear operators A: LP(D) - G, B: G — Wol’p(D)
such that AIB is the identity on G.

Let € > 0 be given. Since smooth compactly supported functions are dense in VVO1 P(D), there
are [ > 0 and a function v € C§°(D;) such that

(3.20) [ullr oy > ]l =& and  [lullyrrp) =1

where D; = (—1,1)F x ]:[ (@i, b;). For i =1,2,...,m, we define

Di = ((2i — 3)1,(2i — 1)I)* x H(ai,bi)

and
ui(x,y) = u(xy — 26 — DI,... 2z, — 200 — D)l y), (z,y) € Di CRF xR,
Clearly, for every i =1,2,...,m,

(3.21) the rectangles D] are mutually disjoint and u; € C3°(D}),

(3.22) IVuilerll o0y = 1Vuler | Lo(py and il ooy = llull Lo (p)

Now, we define B: P(R™) — Wol’p(D) by
B({ai}iZy) Zazuz

m
The operator B is a well-defined linear operator and || B|| = 1. Indeed, >  a;u; € I/VO1 P(D) and

i=1
m m
(3.23) I1B{e i) 10 p Zazuz =D lailPlluillfyr oy = D leil”
7788 »(D =1 i=1
owing to (3:20), B:2I) and (3.:22)).

Next, note that the functions u;, i = 1,...,m, are linearly independent in LP(D) because
they have mutually disjoint supports. Hence, for each ¢ € {1,...,m}, the linear functionals
Ji: span{uy, ..., Uy, — R defined as

m
Zﬁjuj =B
j=1
are well defined. Moreover,
m
|5i|||uz‘||LP(D
Zﬁjw = |8l = [l HU”LP(D) Zﬁﬂm
j=1 i=1 Lr(D)
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thanks to (B2I) and (B:22]). Therefore, by virtue of the Hanh-Banach theorem, there are
functionals v;: LP(D) — R, i =1,...,m, such that v; = 4; on span{uy,...,u,} and

1
(3.24) lvill <
lull e (D)
We define A: LP(D) — (P(R™) as

Av = (Wl (UXD;> yeres Im (UXD;n)) .
The operator A is clearly linear, for the functionals ; are linear. Furthermore
1

(3.25) Al < ——.
HUHLP(D)
Indeed,
JA01, gy = 3 i (ox0y) | < ZuvxDzuLp < 101,y
< Tl ) H < = Tl HLP(D

in view of (3:24]) and (3:21]).

Finally, upon observing that AIB is the identity on ¢?(R™) because u;x pi = Ui for every
i €{1,...,m} thanks to ([B.2I), we see that

m(D) 2 NAITHBI™ 2 Hlull ooy > ] — €

owing to (3:23), B25) and (B:20]), whence ,,(I) > ||I]| since e > 0 may be chosen arbitrarily
small. g
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