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FAMILIES OF FUNCTIONALS REPRESENTING SOBOLEV NORMS

HAIM BREZIS ANDREAS SEEGER  JEAN VAN SCHAFTINGEN PO-LAM YUNG

ABSTRACT. We obtain new characterizations of the Sobolev spaces W'?(R") and the
bounded variation space B‘V(]RN ). The characterizations are in terms of the functionals
Uy (Ex ~/plu]) where
Ey /plu] = {(x,y) eRY xRY: z #y, % > )\}

and the measure v, is given by duv. (,y) = |z —y|"~Ndzdy. We provide characterizations
which involve the LP**°-quasi-norms supy. oAy (Ex /p[u])*/? and also exact formulas
via corresponding limit functionals, with the limit for A — co when v > 0 and the limit
for A — 07 when v < 0. The results unify and substantially extend previous work
by Nguyen and by Brezis, Van Schaftingen and Yung. For p > 1 the characterizations
hold for all 4 # 0. For p = 1 the upper bounds for the L' quasi-norms fail in the
range v € [—1,0); moreover in this case the limit functionals represent the L' norm of
the gradient for C2°-functions but not for generic W -functions. For this situation we
provide new counterexamples which are built on self-similar sets of dimension v+ 1. For
v = 0 the characterizations of Sobolev spaces fail; however we obtain a new formula for
the Lipschitz norm via the expressions vo(Ex o[u]).

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we are concerned with various ways in which we can recover the Sobolev
semi-norm ||Vu1» g~y via positive non-convex functionals involving differences u(z) —u(y).

We begin by mentioning two relevant results already in the literature. A theorem of
H.-M. Nguyen [15] (see also [5,6]) states that for 1 < p < co and w in the inhomogeneous
Sobolev space W1P(RY),

1.1 lim )\p// r—yl P Ndad ( N) Vu
(11) o [ e y="yup
with
or (2l )7
1.2 k(p, N) = e-wpdeQ—,
(12 o= [ el Fov
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and e is any unit vector in RY. As shown in [5], (1.1) still holds for all u € C}(R") when
p = 1 but fails for general v € WHH(RY). The limit formula (1.1) may be compared to a
theorem of three of the authors [7], which states that for all u € C2°(RY) and 1 < p < oo,
one has

. N K
(13) Jim MLV ({(z,) € RY xRN fu(@)—u(y)| > Ale—yl5)) = “ED ygupp,

A—00

where £2V denotes the Lebesgue measure on RY xRY. Our first result, namely Theorem 1.1
below, provides an extension of (1.1) and (1.3) that unifies the two statements. Before we
state the theorem, we introduce some notations that will be used throughout the paper.

First, for Lebesgue measurable subsets E of R?Y = RN x RY and v € R, we define

(1.4) // |z —y[" N da dy.

z,y)EE
xsﬁy

In particular, when v = N, vy is just the Lebesgue measure on R?Y. If u is a measurable
function on RY and b € R, we define, for (z,y) € RY xRN with z # v, a difference quotient

(15 Quule.) = s

moreover, we define, for A > 0, the superlevel set of Qyu at height A by
(1.6) Explu] = {(z,9) € RV x RY: 2w £ y, |Quu(z,y)| > A}.

We will denote by Wl’p(RN ), p > 1 the homogeneous Sobolev space, i.e. the space of
LL (RM) functions for which the distributional gradient Vu belongs to LP(RY), with the
semi-norm [|u|1p = || V|| s gy). The inhomogeneous Sobolev space W is the subspace

of W'P-functions u for which u € LP, and we set ||u|ly1p = ||u|zr + ||Vulpr. For p =1
we will also consider the space BV (RN) of functions of bounded variations, i.e. locally
integrable functions u for which the gradient Vu € M belongs to the space M of RV -valued
bounded Borel measures and we put ||ul| gy, = ||Vul|re; furthermore, let BV := BV N L.
In the dual formulation, with C} denoting the space of C! functions with compact support,

Jull gy = sup | [ udiv(@)] : 6 € CHRYRY), ol < 1}.
RN
For general background material on Sobolev spaces see [4], [21].
Theorem 1.1. Suppose N >1,1<p<oo,vy€R\{0}.

(a) If v > 0, then for all u € WHP(RN)

(17) i X (Bupli) = “P 19l g,

A——+o00
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(b) If either v <0, p>1 ory < —1, p=1 then for allu € Wl’p(RN)
. #(p, N)
(1.8) )1\1{‘776 /\pV’y(EA,'y/p[u]) = |,7|

(¢c) If p=1and -1 < v < 0 then (1.8) remains true for all u € CHRN) but fails for
generic u € WHL(RN). However we still have for all v € WHH(RY)

k(1,N)

el

||Vu‘|§p(RN)-

(1.9) li{\n\igf vy (B [u]) > IVl L1 .-

Formula (1.1) is the special case of (1.8) with v = —p, and formula (1.3) is the special
case of (1.7) with v = N. Note that our result concerns functions in the homogeneous
Sobolev space WP; we do not require u to be in LP.

Remarks. (i) The reader will note the resemblance of (1.8) and (1.7) and may wonder why
in (1.8), for v < 0, one is concerned with the limit as A N\, 0 and in (1.7), for v > 0,
one takes the limit as A — oo. In the proofs of these formulas one relates limits involv-
ing Av,(E) 5 /p[u])l/ P to (the absolute value of) limits of directional difference quotients

6 (u(z + 66) — u(z)) with increment 6 = A"/, and in order to recover the directional
derivative (6, Vu(x)) we need to let 6 — 0, which suggests that we need to take A — oo or
A\, 0 depending on the sign of 7. For the calculations see the proofs of Lemma 3.2 and
Lemma 3.3 below.

(ii) The failure of (1.8) for p = 1, v € [~1,0) and u € W' (RY) is generic in the sense
of Baire category. It may happen that limy\ g Avy(E) ,[u]) = co. This phenomenon was
originally revealed when v = —1 by A. Ponce and is presented in [15], see also [5, Pathol-
ogy 1]. For stronger statements and more information see Theorem 1.8. For v € (—1,0)
we provide new examples based on self-similarity considerations. For discussion of failure
in the case 7 = 0 see Theorem 1.5 below. The special case of (1.9) for v = —1 was already
established in [5, Proposition 1].

When p = 1 we can also consider what happens if one allows functions in BV (R") in
(1.7) and (1.8). For v = N in particular Poliakovsky [19] asked whether the limit formulas
remain valid in this generality (with ||Vu||;: replaced by [[Vul|r¢). We provide a negative
answer:

Proposition 1.2. (i) The analogues of the limiting formulas (1.7) forv >0, p =1 and
(1.8) for v <0, p=1, with |Vul|sp on the right hand side, fail for suitable u € BV .

(ii) Specifically, let Q@ C RN be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and let u be
the characteristic function of Q. The limits imy_,o0 Avy(Ex4[u]) for v > 0 and
limy 04 AUy (Ex[u]) for v < —1 eist, but they are not equal to |v|~ k(1, N)||Vu| m.

For a more detailed discussion we refer to Section 3.6. See also Section 7.2 for a discussion
about some related open problems.



Motivated by [7], we will also be interested in what happens to the larger quantity
obtained by replacing the limits on the left hand side of (1.7) and (1.8) by supy~g. This
will be formulated in terms of the Marcinkiewicz space LP>°(R*Y v,) (a.k.a. weak type
LP) defined by the condition

(1.10) [F] = sup Wv, ({(z,y) € RN x RY : |F(z,y)| > \}) < oo,

p
p,00 (R2N
L (R 7'/"/) )\>0

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 we have for N > 1, 1 < p < oo, v # 0 and
all u € C°(RV),

(1.11) Q) Lo (g ) 2 CN DAVl g,

where C'(N,p,7) is a positive constant depending only on IV, p and . Moreover, the same
conclusion holds for all u € W'?(RY) when p > 1 with any v # 0, and when p = 1 with any
v ¢ [—1,0]. We shall show that the conditions in the last statement can in fact be relaxed,
see the inequalities (1.14) and (1.16) below. In addition we have the important upper
bounds for Q. /,u, extending the case v = N already dealt with in [7] for u € C°(RY).
The result in [7] states that for every N > 1, there exists a constant C(N) such that

(1.12) [Qn/pt) e o ) < CNIVU @y

for all u € C®(RY) and all 1 < p < oco. In light of Theorem 1.1, it is natural to ask
whether one can replace the limits on the left hand sides of (1.7) and (1.8) by supy~( and
still obtain a quantity that is comparable to HVU”ZT’(RN)' As suggested by Theorem 1.1

the answer to our question is sensitive to the values of « and p.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that N > 1, 1 <p < oo and v € R. Then the following hold.

(i) The inequality

(113) [ny/pu] Lp’oo(RZNﬂ/’y) S C(N7p77)Hvu”Lp(RN)
holds for all u € CX(RYN) if and only if v # 0. In this case (1.13) extends to all
u e WH(RN).

i) Suppose that u € L (RN) and Q.,,,u € LP° (RN, v.). Then u € WHP(RY) and we
loc v/p Y
have the inequality

(1.14) [Vl pr ey < CN,P,’Y[Q'y/pu]LP’w(R2N,V«,)'
There is a new phenomenon for p = 1, namely the upper bounds for @, u only hold for

the more restrictive range v € (—o0, —1) U (0,00). Here it is also natural to replace Wwht
with BV.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that N > 1 and v € R. Then the following hold.

(i) The inequality

(115) [Q’yu} L1 (R2N 1)) < C(N7 7)“VU|’L1 (RN)
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holds for all u € C°(RN) if and only if v & [~1,0]. In this case (1.15) extends to all
u e WH(RN), and, if |Vl 1y is replaced by [|[Vulam, to all v € BV(RN).

(ii) Suppose that u € L (RN) and Q,u € LV (R*N v.). Then u € BV(RY) and we
have the inequality

(1.16) Vullm < On @yl proe man -

We note that the quantitative bounds (1.13) and (1.15) in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are cru-
cial tools for establishing the limiting relations for all W1 functions in Theorem 1.1. Note
that there is no restriction on 7 in (1.14) and (1.16). The constants in the inequalities will
be quantified further later in the paper. In particular, C(N,p,~) in (1.13) remains bounded
as p \, 1 only in the range v € (0,00) U (—o0, —1) (cf. Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 6.1).

Historical comments. Some special cases of the above quantitative estimates have been
known. Estimate (1.13) for v = —p and 1 < p < oo was discovered independently by
H.M. Nguyen [15], and by A. Ponce and J. Van Schaftingen (unpublished communication
to H. Brezis and H.M. Nguyen), both relying on the Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality.
A. Poliakovsky [19] recently proved generalizations of results in [7] to Sobolev spaces on
domains; moreover he obtained Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 in the special case v = N under the
additional assumption that u € LP. Other far-reaching generalizations to one-parameter
families of operators were obtained by O. Dominguez and M. Milman [10].

The case v = 0. We shall now return to the necessity of the assumption v ¢ [—1,0] in
parts of Theorems 1.1, 1.3 and 1.4. When ~ = 0, the bounds for [Q., /,u] s g2v ;. fail in
a striking way. We begin by formulating a result illustrating this failure, which also gives
a characterization of the semi-norm in the Lipschitz space W,

Theorem 1.5. Suppose N > 1, u is locally integrable on RN and Vu € LL (RN). Then
(1.17) [Vl oo mrvy = inf{A > 0 : vo(Ex o[u]) < oo}

Indeed in Proposition 5.1 we shall prove the stronger statement that vo(Eyo[u]) = 0
for A > [|Vul|oo, and vp(Eylu]) = oo for A < ||Vul|s. As an immediate consequence of
Theorem 1.5 we get

Corollary 1.6. Let u be locally integrable on RY. If Vu € LL (RYN) and if vo(Exo[u]) is
finite for all A > 0, then u is almost everywhere equal to a constant function.

In view of other known results [3], [8] on how to recognize constant functions, a natural
question arises whether the hypothesis on the local integrability of Vu in the corollary could
be relaxed; one can ask whether the constancy conclusion holds for all locally integrable
functions satisfying vo(E) o[u]) < oo for all A > 0. However the following example shows
that such an extension fails (for details see Lemma 5.2).
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Example 1.7. Let Q C RN be a bounded Lipschitz domain and let u be the characteristic
function of Q. Then u € BV (RN)\ WLHRYN) and supy-o A vo(Exolu]) < oo.

More on counterexamples. We now make more explicit the exclusion of the parameters
v € [-1,0) in part (c) of Theorem 1.1 and in (1.15). We shall show in Section 6.2 that
for v € (—1,0) these negative results can be related to self-similar Cantor subsets of R, of
dimension 1 + 7.

Theorem 1.8. Suppose N > 1. Then the following hold.

(i) Let —1 < v < 0. There exists a C™® function u € WVH(RN), rapidly decreasing as
|x| — oo and such that

(1.18) )1\1{% Avy (B 4 [u]) = oo.

(ii) Let —1 <~ < 0. There exists a compactly supported u € WIH(RN) for which (1.18)
holds. The set
{u e WH(RY) : limsup vy (Ey4lu]) < oo}
ANO
is meager in WHL(RN), i.e. of first category in the sense of Baire.
(iti) Let —1 <~y <0, N>2or —1<~<0, N=1. There exists a compactly supported
u € WHYRN) such that v (E) [u]) = oo for all A > 0; moreover, the set

{u e WHRN) : v (Ey,[u]) < oo for some A € (0,00)}

is meager in WLHRN).

The case N = 1 = — plays a special role and is excluded in the strongest statement (iii)
since for all compactly supported u € WH(R) one has v_1(Ex _1[u]) < oo for all A > 0
(¢f. Lemma 6.5 below). The proofs of existence of counterexamples are constructive and
the Baire category statements will be obtained as rather straightforward consequences of
the constructions.

Outline of the paper.

In Section 2 we provide the upper bounds for [Q, /pu] Lo (R2N 1), 1-€. the proof of in-
equalities (1.13) and (1.15) in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. We first derive these for a dense
subclass, relying on covering lemmas, and then extend in Sections 2.3 and 2.4 to general
WLP and BV-functions. In Section 3 we derive the limit formulas of Theorem 1.1; specif-
ically in Section 3.2 we prove the sharp lower bounds involving a lim inf \Pv, (E} , /,[u])
for general functions in W' and in Section 3.3 we obtain the sharp upper bounds for
lim sup \Pv, (E) . /p[u]), under the assumption that u € C' is compactly supported. Then

in Section 3.4 we extend these limits to general W1 functions. In Section 3.6 we show
6



that the limit formulas for W' do not extend to general BV functions and prove Propo-
sition 1.2. In Section 4 we prove the reverse inequalities (1.14) and (1.16) in Theorems 1.3
and 1.4. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.5 on a characterization of the Lipschitz norm
and also discuss Example 1.7. In Section 6 we provide various constructions of counterex-
amples and in particular prove Theorem 1.8. We discuss some further perspectives and
open problems in Section 7.

Acknowledgements. A.S. and P.-L.Y. would like to thank the Hausdorff Research Institute
of Mathematics and the organizers of the trimester program “Harmonic Analysis and An-
alytic Number Theory” for a pleasant working environment in the summer of 2021. The
research was supported in part by NSF grants DMS-1764295, DMS-2054220 (A.S.) and by
a Future Fellowship FT200100399 from the Australian Research Council (P.-L.Y.).

2. BOUNDING [Q, /pu]fp.0(R2N ) BY THE SOBOLEV NORM.
In this section we prove inequalities (1.13) and (1.15) in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

2.1. The bound (1.13) via the Hardy-Littlewood mazximal operator

Following [7], one can prove the result of Theorem 1.3 for p > 1 by an elementary
argument involving the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M |Vu| of [Vul|; however the
behavior of the constants as p \, 1 will only be sharp in the range —1 <~ < 0.

Proposition 2.1. Let N > 1 and 1 < p < oo. There exists a constant Cn such that for
all y # 0 and all u € WHP(RY),

(2'1) sup )‘pV’Y(EA,'y/p[u]) <

@( P
A>0 ol

p
]ﬁ) HVU”Z(RN)-

Proof. We assume first that v € C' and that Vu is compactly supported. As in [7, Remark
2.3], one uses the Lusin-Lipschitz inequality

(2.2) W < CIM(Vul)(z) + M(|Vul)(y)]

and observes that (2.2) implies
Exqplul € {lz —y["? < 207 M(|Vul)(2)} U {Jz — y[V/? < 20X M(|Vul)(y)}-

As a consequence

(Bl <2 [ [ P dhda.
x JIh[Y<2CA"I M (|Vul)(z)]P

Direct computation of the inner integral (distinguishing the cases v > 0 and v < 0) yields

vy (Exoplul) Sy CPly| A / (M (Vul)(@)P da.
7 RN



Inequality (2.1) follows then from the standard maximal inequality ||M f|[5 < [C(N)p'P|| f[15

for p > 1, see [21] (here p’ = p/(p — 1)). The extension to general WP functions will be
taken up in Section 2.3. (]

2.2. The case v € R\ [-1,0]

We shall prove the following more precise versions of the estimates (1.13) and (1.15) when
v ¢ [—1,0], with constants that stay bounded as p \ 1, indeed we cover all p € [1,00). We
denote by oy_1 the surface area of the sphere S¥~1. In the proof of the following theorem
we will first establish the estimates for functions u € C1(RY) whose gradient is compactly
supported. The extension to W1? and BV will be taken up in Section 2.3 and Section 2.4.

Theorem 2.2. There exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that for every N > 1, every
1 <p < oo, and every u € WIP(RY)

(a) if v > 0, then

(2.3) Sup A7 By o plu) < Conoy [Vl g
A>0 Y
(b) if v < —1, then
(2.4) sup X, (By o plul) < S22 (14— [Vull g,
>0 vl [y + 1 Lr®&

When p = 1 the above assertions hold for all u € BV(RN) provided that [Vl L1 @y s
replaced by ||Vul|am.

The proof of Theorem 2.2 relies on the following proposition, in which [z,y] ¢ RY
denotes the closed line segment connecting two points z,y € RY.

Proposition 2.3. Let
(2.5) B(f,7) = {(e,y) € RY xRN : 2 £ g, /[ |
T,y

for f € C.(RN). There exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that for every N > 1 and
every f € C.(RN),

[flds > o -y}

(i) if v >0, then
_ 57
(2. J[ o=y dedy < Cona il vy
E(f) v
(ii) if v < —1, then

Con_1 1
2.7 // z—y|" Ndedy < + f )
(2.7) AN i (1 ) ey




Indeed, to deduce Theorem 2.2 from Proposition 2.3 one argues as in the proof of (1.12)
n [7]; for u € CY(RY) and 1 < p < 0o, one has

) —u)P <[ [ (Valas]" < [ updslo -yt
[,y] [z.y]

for all z,y € R, which implies that
Exqplul € EAP[Vul?, ).

Hence for u € C I(RN ) whose gradient is compactly supported, one establishes Theorem 2.2
by applying Proposition 2.3 with f := A™|Vu|P. The extension to u € WP will be taken
up in Section 2.3.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. As in the proof of [7, Proposition 2.2], using the method of rota-
tion, we only need to prove Proposition 2.3 for N = 1. Indeed,

// —yNdedy = / / // — 5|77t drdsda’ dw
E(fy) sN=t Jw b WE(f, 2ry7)

where for every w € SV1

by

and every z’ € w, fw,a is a function of one real variable defined

fw,x’(t) = f(l‘/ + tw)'

The innermost double integral can be estimated by the case N = 1 of Proposition 2.3, and

/ / /mMm%WM=wMmey
SN-1 Ju1 JR

Thus from now on, we assume N =1 and f € C.(R).

If v > 0, the desired estimate (2.6) is the content of [7, Proposition 2.1]. On the other
hand, suppose now v < —1. Without loss of generality, assume f > 0 on R. In addition,
we may assume that f is not identically zero, for otherwise there is nothing to prove.

Let
E+(f77) = {(:Evy) S E(f,’)/) y < 33‘}
Then by symmetry,

// o~y dzdy = 2// |z -y~ dzdy,
E(f) EL(f)

and it suffices to estimate the latter integral.

In what follows we will need to always keep in mind that in view of our assumption
v < —1 we have —(y+1) = |y| =1 > 0. We will now use a simple stopping time argument
based on the fact that for all ¢ € R the continuous function

x> (T — c)_(wrl)/ f(s)ds, x>c¢

increases from 0 to oo on [¢, ).



Assume that supp f C [a,b]. We construct a finite sequence of intervals Iy,..., [k, that
are disjoint up to end-points, that cover supp f = [a, ], and that satisfy

1
(2.8) y.m—W“)/ f=5 forl<i<K
I;
Indeed, we may take a; := a, and as > aj to be the unique number for which
a2
(ag — 611)_(%1)/ f=1/2,
ai

and set I := [a1,as]. If ag < b, we may now repeat, and take Iy := [ag, ag] where a3z > a9
is the unique number for which (ag — ay)~0+1) fg; f =1/2. Note that the a;’s chosen as
such satisfy

_ R
(ait1 —a;) O+ > _HfHLll(R)v

so that aj4+1 —a; > (2HfHL1(R))1/(V+1). This shows that in finitely many steps, we would
reach agy1 > b for some K > 1, with axg < b if 1 < K. Then we have our sequence of
disjoint (up to endpoints) intervals Iy, ..., Ik that cover [a,b] and satisfy (2.8). We also
write Iy := (—00,a1] and Ix 41 = [ag+1, +00).

We now claim that I; x I; N E,(f,v) = 0 for every 0 < i < K + 1. This being trivially
the case when i € {0, K + 1}, we consider the case i € {1,..., K}: any z,y € I; satisfy

o=y [l <oy [ =2 <
Y I; 2
It follows thus that
K+1
(2.9) E (f,v) = | E(f,7) N (@i, +00) x (—00,a;))
i=1

Furthermore, for i € {2,..., K}, if y < a; < x and  — y < min{|;|, |I;_1|}, then

o=yl [* g <minfirf a0 ([ g [ )
y Iy I;
1 1
< ‘[i—ll_(ﬁ—l)/ [+ ’Iz’\_(wl)/ fesg+gz=1
i—1 I;

(again we used v < —1 so that —(y + 1) > 0 here), from which it follows that (z,y) ¢
E.(f,v). Combining this with a similar argument for i € {1, K + 1}, we get that if
10



(z,y) € EL(f,7) N (@i, +00) X (=00, a;), then [z —y| = min{| L], [;1]}, and thus

/ |z —y[""" dedy
E‘F(fv’Y)m(a’i 7+OO)>< (—007(],1')

oo pmin{a;,x—min{|L;|,|l;—1|}}
S/ / lz —y[""tdyda
i J—o0

1 o0
= m / (max{z — a;, min{|;|,|l;—1|}})” dz

1( 1 ) L2 1
= (14 min{|L], |L— |}V < (1+ )/ f
A\ ) il G s (U e )

(The computation of these integrals uses our assumption y+1 < 0.) Summing the estimates,
we get in view of (2.9)

4 1
z—y|  tdedy < — (1+ )/f
/E+(f,»y)| | [l v +11/ Jr

We have thus completed the proof of (2.7) under the assumption vy < =1l and N =1. O

2.3. Proof of Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 for general WP functions

We use a limiting argument, together with the following fact: if u € W1 (RN), N > 1,
and 1 < p < oo, then there exists a Lebesgue measurable set X C R?Y with £2V (X)=0,
so that for every (z,h) € R2V \ X, we have

1
(2.10) w(@ +h) — u(z) = /0 (h, Vu(z + th)) dt.

Indeed, both sides are measurable functions of (z, h) € R?V, and if X is the set of all (z,h)
where the two sides are not equal, then X is a measurable subset of R?V, and the assertion
will follow from Fubini’s theorem if for every fixed h € RY, we have LN ({x € RV : (z,h) €
X1}) =0, i.e. (2.10) holds for £V almost every z. This follows since for every ¢ € C°(RY),
one has

/[ww+m—meWMw=/ w(@)(x — h) - $(a)] da
RN

RN

:—/ u(x )/ (h,Vé(x —th)) dtdx—/RN/ (h,Vu(z))p(x — th)dtdz
/RN/ (h, Vu(z + th)) dt 6(x) dz

Now given v € W1P(RN), there exists a sequence u, € C®(RY) such that Vu, are
compactly supported, and

(2.11) IV, — )| oy = .
11



Indeed if N > 1 and p > 1, or if N = 1 and p > 1, then this follows from the density
of CX(RN) in WIP(RN) as asserted in [12] (in this case one may choose u, € C°(RN)).
The density of C2°(RY) in WP fails when N = p = 1 (again see [12]); the issue is that
if Vu is supported in a convex set in RV, N > 2, then w is constant in the complement
of the set, but this fails for N = 1 since the complement of a bounded interval has two
connected components. On the other hand, in the anomalous case N = 1 and p = 1, one
can choose an approximation of the identity to get a sequence vy, of C2° functions on R such
that [lv, — u/|| 1ry — 0. One can then take u,(z) = [ vn(t)dt, and (2.11) follows with
ul, = vy, being compactly supported (even though un may not be compactly supported).

Let, for R > 1,
Kp={(z,y) eR*N: |z <R, |y < Rand R™" <[z —y|}.
By monotone convergence it suffices to prove

HVUMPRN
(212) V—Y(E)\ﬁ/p[u] N KR) T
with C independent of R.

Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 on p and ~, since u, €
C®(RY), we already know

”vun”ip RN
vy (Bx s pplun]) < C—375.

Moreover, the sequence Q. /,u, converges to (), ,u in LP(KR) as n — oo. Indeed, using
(2.10) we may write

Q. pulw,y) = ! KT<$_y,Vu«1—ﬂy+t@>dt

|z — y[/p |z — y|

for £2N a.e. (z,y) € R?Y, and similarly for u,, in place of u, which allows us to estimate

(//K |Q’Y/P“"($’ y) = Qyppule, y)I” dz dy)l/p

. 1/p
|z|<R y|<R
QN/P(QR NP RYP ||V (g, — 1) |lp — O

By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that @), ,u, converges L3N _ae.
to Q,/pu on Kgr as n — oo. Thus

Kr N Eyqplul € Kr D ( U ﬂ E&*//p[uf])
neNL>n

12



which implies

vy (K N Epyplul) < lim v, (KR 0 Ex, /p[w]> < liminf v, (K 0 By - plun))
>n
||VunHLp(RN < C ||Vu‘|ip(RN)

< Clipjpt — ) <o

2.4. Proof of Theorem 2.2 for BV -functions

We choose a sequence p, € C2°(RY) with p, = 2"Vp(2") and [pn p dz = 1 and set

Up = U * p,. Then u, € lel(RN ) and w, — u almost everywhere. This means if
Gr = {(x,h) e RN x RN : |x| < L, L7! < |h| < L} then

Lll_I)I;O Uy (Exqylun) NGL) = vy (B4 [u] NGL),

by dominated convergence. Also

V| gy vy = sup ‘/un ) dive(z dx‘

pec
l[8lloc <1
— sw | [ u@)divip, = 3)(w)ds] < |Vulae
peC
l[9lloo <1

here we used |[pn * @|loc < ||@]loo for the last inequality. Combining these two limiting
identities with Theorem 2.2 we get the desired inequalities with E) . [u] replaced by E) - [u]N
Gr.. By monotone convergence we may finish the proof letting L — oo.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We extend and refine arguments from [5], [7] which are partially inspired by techniques
developed in [1].

3.1. A Lebesgue differentiation lemma

Our argument uses the following standard variant of the Lebesgue differentiation theo-
rem. For lack of a proper reference, a proof is provided for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.1. Let u € WH'(RY) and let {6,} be a sequence of positive numbers with
limy, 00 0y, = 0. Then

lim u(z + oph) — u(x)

n—00 On,

for almost every (z,h) € RN x RY,

= (b, Vu(z))

13



Proof. If u € C' with compact support the limit relation clearly holds for all (x,h). We
shall below consider for each # € SV~! consider the maximal function

1 t

MpF (z) = sup — / |F(x 4 r0)|dr
>0t Jo

which is well defined for all 6, a measurable function on RY x S¥=1 and satisfies a weak

type (1,1) inequality

LY({z e RN : My F(z) > a}) < 5a™||F|;.

Let uw € WEY(RN) and Ay, = {h € RN : 2=M < |p| < 2M}. Tt suffices to prove the limit
relation for almost every (x,h) € RY x Ay, From (2.10) we get that for every n > 1,
u(x + oph) — u(x)
On
for £2V almost every (z,h) € RY x Ays; as a result, there exist representatives of u, Vu
and a null set N € RY x Ay, such that the identity holds for all (z,h) € N* and all n > 1.

It suffices to show that for every @ > 0, € > 0
(3.1)

EQN({(x,h) e RN x Ay limsup‘ !

pal PR

Lo, L) d
_5n|h|/o ({ ,Vu(m+rw>) r

on|h|
/0 (h, Vu(z+rh))dr— (h, Vu(x)}‘ > oz}) < e.

Let v € C! so that |V(v — u)|1 < ae/(12LY (Apr)). Let g = u — v. Since the asserted
limiting relation holds for v, we see that the expression on the left hand side of (3.1) is
dominated by

1 Onlh|
£2N({(;p, h) e RN x Ay« [Vg(z)| + sup —/ IVg(z +rie)|dr > a})
n>0 5n|h| 0 [h]

< 20N (Ay)a Y| Vgl + /A £ (= My [Vl (2) > 0/2}) dh
M

< 12LN(Ap)a M| Vgl < €
since || Vgll1 < ae/(12LN (App)). O

3.2. The lower bounds for liminf \Pv. (Ey . /p[u])

We use Lemma 3.1 to establish lower bounds, relying on an idea in [5] where the case
v = —1 was considered.

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 <p < oo and u € W'"P(RN). Then

(i) For v >0
liminf APv, (E) 5 /plu]) > +(p. N)

A—00 |’7|
14
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(7i) For v <0

. #(p, N)
hg\n\%lf)\pVV(E)w/p[u])E ] [Vu ”LP(RN

Proof. We write, for A > 0 and 6 >0

P —\P =N
Nou (B plu]) = A //u(m)u(x)»'h' dh da

|h|1+7/P

-N
D “r// o B[N dh dz,
wleton) —u(@) | P> \po7 |h|

here we have changed variables replacing h by §h. Hence

// ([ o0y (| O] Py 7= N QA with § = AP/

(32) My (E, sarihoule)

“//p

—p/v

We now take a sequence {\,} of positive numbers, set d,, = A"’ ' and note that

(3.3) lim & — 0 if limy, 00 Ay, = 00 and v > 0,
' n—oo " lim, oo A, = 0 and v < 0.

Also observe that

liminf 147,00y (8n) > L(jp|—7,00)(t) if lim s, =t

n—o0 n—oo

Now assume that A\, — oo if ¥ > 0 and A\, — 07 if v < 0 and stay with §,, = )\;p/y, a
sequence which converges to 0 in both cases. Use Fatou’s lemma in (3.2) and combine it
with Lemma 3.1 to get

hmlnf)\ Py (B, ~/plu //hmlnf]l (k] oo)(]u(ﬁ(;z“)z‘ u(@) ) |n N dh da

// (hfr,o0) ( lim [HEEGRE ) 77N dh da

_ // ) RPN dhde =,
<[ (g V@)

We use polar coordinates h = rf and write the last expression as

Jy = // / P~ tdrdfdz

RN XSN=1rv<|(0,Vu(z))|P

i Lo e Tu@ip aode = vl 0

with the calculation valid in both cases v > 0 and v < 0. d
15




3.3. Upper bounds for lim sup NPv+(E) ., p[u]), for C} functions

We assume that u € C! is compactly supported and obtain the sharp upper bounds for
lim supy_, oo APV (E) 4 /p[u]) when v > 0 and lim supy_,q Nvy (E) 5/p[u]) when v < 0.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose u € CL(RY) and 1 < p < co. Then the following hold.

(i) If v > 0 then
K(p, N)

lim sup \Pv, (Ey /plu]) < [Vu HLp RN)"
A—00 ‘ ’

(ii) If v < 0 then
K(p, N)
lim sup APv (E [u]) <
A0 YAy /p Lt ‘ |

(iii) The statement in part (i) continues to hold for u € C*(RN) whose gradient is com-
pactly supported.

IVl p @y

Remark 3.4. The subtlety in part (iii) above is only relevant in dimension N = 1, since
if N > 2, then any function in C'(R") with a compactly supported gradient is constant
outside a compact set.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We distinguish the cases v > 0 and v < 0.

The case v > 0. We assume that Vu is compactly supported. To prove part (iii) (and thus
part (i)) assume

1/
s e (S
Then
(3.5) (€,y) € Exppplul = Nz —y"P <L — Jo—y|<1.

Furthermore, if (z,y) € Ej/plul, then writing y = 2 + rw with r > 0 and w € SV we
have

(3.6) MP < |Vu(z) - w| + p(r)  with p(r) == sup sup |Vu(z + h) — Vu(z)|;
) z€RN |h|<r

since Vu is uniformly continuous on RY we have p(r) \, 0 as 7 \, 0. This, together with
the first implication of (3.5), shows that

(3.7) AP < | Vu(z) - w| + p((§)P7).
Let B be a ball centered at the origin containing supp(Vu), and let B the expanded ball

with radius 14rad(B). Then for 2 ¢ B, we have Q. /pu(,y) = 0 for every y with [z —y[ < 1,
16



and (3.5) shows (x,y) ¢ Ej,/plu] for every y with [z —y| > 1, so Ey/plu] C B x RV,
Define, for z € B, w € SV, and A > 0

R(x,w,\) := (A‘l(\Vu(a:) cw| 4 p((%)p/v))p/ﬁ/

Then by (3.7),

(z,w,\)
Nvy(Ey 5 /plu] //SN 1/ 7t drdwde
=~ \V4 . Ly dwd
T (IVu(@) -w| + o))" dwda.
B stl

Letting A — oo we get

lim sup \Pv,, (E)  /p[u]) < 7 k(p, N) /~ |Vu(z)P dz
B

A—00

and hence the assertion.

The case v < 0. We first note that if (z,y) € E) ,/p[u], then writing y = = + rw, we have
again (3.6).

Now let € > 0, and let 6(¢) > 0 be such that p(r) <e for 0 < r < d(e). Let

_ A =1
m(e.w.e) = min {0(e). (o)

Note that 7y(7,w,e) > 0 for A > 0. Also if (z,2 + rw) € Ej,/plu] then r > ry(z,w,e);
indeed, either ry(z,w,e) > d(e) already, or else r)(z,w,e) < §(e) in which case (3.6) shows

r)\(ﬂf w 5) (W) p

-

Finally let B be any ball in RY containing the support of u, and let B be the double
ball. Then

lim sup \Pv, (B /p[u] N N (B x RY)) <hmsup)\p// / 7 dr dw dz
ANO N0 SN=1 Jry(z,w,e)

= hmsup)\p/ / [ra(z,w,e)]” dwdx
A0 SN-1 \’Y’

= lim sup—/V/ max{\d(e)7, (|Vu(z) - w| + &)’} dwdx
woo [ JE Jsv-

= ﬁ /g/SNl(\Vu(a:) ~w| +e)f dwda.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary we obtain

~ 1
(3.8) hl;l\supk vy (B plul 0 (B x RY)) < m%(p, N)IVully, g
17



Since u = 0 in RV \ B, if (z,y) € By plul N N (RN \ B) x RN) then y € B. Therefore
limsup AP, (E) /p[u] N (RN \ B) x RY)) < limsup )\p/ / jz —y["" N dedy = 0.
ANO ANO RN\B
This finishes the proof of part (ii). O

In dimension N = 1, when v < —1, one can also weaken the hypothesis u € C}(R) in
Lemma 3.3 to u € C'(R) and « is compactly supported:

Lemma 3.5. Suppose u € C1(R), v is compactly supported, and 1 < p < co. If vy < —1

then ( )
. k(p, N mp
lim sup Nv. (E ul) < u
A\Jop y(Exqplul) < m ' 170

Proof. Let supp(u’) C B := (=03, ). By (3.8) we have

limsup v~ (E ul N (—28,28) x R) < —k
A\Op ’Y( )\,'y/p[ ] ( /8 /8) ) ’,Y‘

(p, 1)HUIHZ£p(R)'

Moreover, since u is constant on (f,00) and constant on (—oco, —f), if (z,y) € Ej/plu]
and x < —2f then y > —f, and if (z,y) € E) 7/p[u] and x > 2/ then y < §. Since v < —1,

Vy E)\'y/p ] ( \( Zﬁ 26)
25
/25/ T —y 71dydx+/ / (y — ) tdydz < oco.

lim sup \Pvy (B p[u] 0 (R (=25,28)) x R) = 0. O
ANO

We conclude

3.4. Upper bounds for limsup \Pv, (E) 5 /p(u]), for general WP functions

Let N>1,1<p<ooandu€ Wl’p(RN). In light of Lemma 3.2, to prove the limiting
relations (1.7) and (1.8) in Theorem 1.1, we need only show that

K(p, N)

(3.9) lim sup Avy (Ey 4 /p[u]) < IVl @y
A—00 h"

if v > 0 and
. K(p, N)

3.10 lim sup NPv, (E u]) < Vu

( ) )\\Op “/( )\,'y/p[ ]) = h" H HLP RN)

ify<0Oandp >1,ory < —1and p=1. Lemma 3.3(i)(ii) asserts that these desired

inequalities hold for functions in C}(RY). When N > 2 or p > 1, a general WHP(RY)

function can be approximated in W5P(RY) by functions in C}(RN): by [12], there exists

a sequence {u,} in C(RY) such that lim, e |V (up, — u)|| ey = 0. If further v > 0, or
18



v<0andp>1,ory< —1and p=1, then by parts (i) of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 (proved
in Section 2), we have

(3.11) sup Ny (B pplum — ul) < CFp IV (un — w) |17, -

It follows that for every n and every ¢ € (0,1),
lim sup \Pv, (Ey /plu]) < liin sup Avy (B —s)x/p[Un]) + sup Ny (Esy y jp[tn — u))
—00

A—00
H( ) ”v ” ,p'yHV( u)”ip(RN)
Sl e or

(3.12)

if ¥ > 0, and a similar inequality holds with lim sup,_,,, replaced by limsupy\ o if v <0,
p>lorvy < —1,p=1. Letting first n — oo and then § — 0, we get the desired conclusions
(3.9) and (3.10) under the corresponding conditions on v and p.

It remains to tackle the case N = p = 1, in which case we only need to prove (3.9) when
~v > 0 and (3.10) when v < —1. Using (2.11), we approximate u by finding a sequence {u,, }
in C*°(R) so that uj, are compactly supported for each n, and lim, . [|u;, —v'|[ L1 @) = 0.
Since the desired inequalities hold for u,, in place of v by Lemma 3.3(iii) and Lemma 3.5,
and since part (i) of Theorem 1.4 applies to give (3.11) when v > 0 or v < —1, our earlier
argument in (3.12) can be repeated to yield (3.9) when v > 0 and (3.10) when v < —1.
This completes our proof of parts (a) and (b) of Theorem 1.1.

3.5. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.1

In Section 3.4 we proved parts (a) and (b) of Theorem 1.1. The lower bound for the
liminf in part (c¢) has been established in Lemma 3.2(ii), and the limiting equality for
u € CHRY) when p =1 and —1 < v < 0 follows by combining that with the upper bound
for the lim sup in part (ii) of Lemma 3.3. The proof of the negative result in part (c) of the
theorem (generic failure for p =1, —1 < < 0) will be given in Proposition 6.6 below. [

3.6. On limit formulas for B.V(R)-functions - The proof of Proposition 1.2

When p = 1, Poliakovsky [19] asked whether (1.7) still holds for u € BV (RY) instead
of Wli’l(RN ) if v = N. More generally, one may wonder whether it is possible that for all
u € BV(RY), one has

1,N
(3.13) lim vy (E)5[u]) = rl, )HVUHM when v > 0,
A—00 "y’
and
1,N
(3.14) im Ay (B ful) = “(” ) Vullng when 7 < 0.
ol

We show that this is not the case.
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First, when —1 < v < 0, Theorem 1.8(i) (proved in Proposition 6.3 below) shows that
even if u € WH(RY), it may happen that limy_,o+ Avy(E) 4[u]) = co. So (3.14) cannot
hold for all u € BV (RY) for such 7.

The following lemma provides examples of failure of (3.13) and (3.14) when v € R\[—1, 0],
since |y + 1| # |y| unless v = —1/2:

Lemma 3.6. Suppose N > 1 and u = 1g where 2 is any bounded domain in RN with
smooth boundary. Then u € BV (RY) and

k(1,N)

dim vy (Byy[ul) = 1l IVullag - for all y > —1,
while (L)
. R{L,
)\11>H01+ )‘V’Y(EAW[U]) = |7 n 1| ||VUHM fOT’ all v < —L

Proof. First consider the case N = 1. If u = 1}y ., then for every v € R\ {~1} and A > 0,
one has

2 1
(3.15) vy(Exqy[u]) =2v,({(z,y) ER: 2 >0,y <0, |z — y|_(7+1) > A}) = mx7
which follows from a change of variables s =z — y, t =  + y: when 7 > —1, one has

AT e o -
vy (Exqy[ul) = /0 dts7 lds = 2/0 s7ds = FEEEY
—S

while when v < —1, one has
[e.e]

S 1 o 2 1
E = dts7 " ds =2 Tds = ~.
Bl = [y [t =2 [ e oy

A similar calculation shows that if w =17, +---+1 1; is a sum of characteristic functions
of finitely many open intervals whose closures are pairwise disjoint, then

(3.16) ,\h—gio vy (Eyy[u]) = ﬁHU'HM(R) for all v > —1,
while

(3.17) /\ILI& vy (B u]) = ﬁ”ul”M(R) for all v < —1;
we also have

(3.18) sup Ao (B [u]) < oLy for all 7 € B\ {1}

Now consider the case N > 2. Let (2 be a bounded domain in RY with smooth boundary
and u = 1. Then u € BV (RY) with ||Vu|r = LY 71(09Q). The method of rotation shows

1
vy (B, u]) = 3 /SN1 /L AUy (B (U 2]) dz’ dw
20



where u,, 4/ (t) = u(z’ + tw) for w € SV and 2/ € wt. (3.16), (3.18) and the dominated
convergence theorem allows one to show that

1
Iy + 1] /SN 1/l Huiu,m,HM(R) dz'dw for all vy > —1,
- w

and using (3.17) in place of (3.16) we obtain the same conclusion with limy_, ., replaced
by limy_,o+ if v < —1. It remains to observe that

(3.19) / / ol ey A2’ o = £(L, N)|[ Vil e
SN-1

this equality holds by Fubini’s theorem if u = 1q is replaced by u. := u * p. where p. is a
suitable family of mollifiers, because the left hand side is then just

/ / /‘—u€ 7'+ tw) ‘dtd;n'dw:/ / |w -+ Ve (z)| de dw
SN-1 Jwd SN-1 JrRN

which equals x(1, N)||Vue|| 1 rr). One then just need to let € — 0 to obtain (3.19). (See

also the integral-geometric formula for the surface measure in [11, Chapters 2.10.15, 3.2.13
& 3.2.26], which extends the classical Crofton formula.) O

Jim A, (B [u]) =

4. FROM WEAK TYPE BOUNDS ON QUOTIENTS TO WP AND BV

In this section we complete the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 proving part (ii) of these
theorems. The key tool is the BBM formula, proved in [1] (see also [9] for additional
information for the BV case). The formula is quite flexible, involving a bounded smooth
domain  and a sequence of non-negative radial mollifiers p,(|z|) with fol pu(r)rN"ldr = 1
and lim,, o f;o pn(r)rN_ldr = 0 for every § > 0; we will apply it in the case when Q) = Bp,
the ball of radius R centered at 0, and py () = spp(2R)™*P|r| N T5nP L1 oy (1) where {s,,}
is a sequence of positive numbers tending to 0. As a result, we conclude that if R > 0,
1 <p<oo,ue LP(BR) and

P
liminfs// N+( vl dxdy < oo,
s—0t BRXBR "T—y’ psp

then for p = 1 we have u € BV (Bg) with Vul| pm(By) being bounded by (1, N) times the
above liminf, and for 1 < p < oo we have u € W'P(Bg) and IVull Ly () being bounded
by k(p, N)/p times the above liminf.

Supposenow N > 1, 1<p<oo,vyER, ue LIIOC(RN) and Q. /pu € LP®(R2N vy). Let

Ju(z) — u(y)[”
4.1 A= su hmmfs// dzd
( ) R>I()) s—0F BrXxXBpr ‘.Z' - y’N-i-p P v
Suppose A is finite. If p = 1, then the BBM formula above implies u € B'V(BR) for
every R > 0, with ||Vul|rp,) < CnA where Cy is a dimensional constant independent
of R; as a result, u € BV(RY) (with |Vul| pprryy < CnA). Similarly, if 1 < p < oo,
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the BBM formula implies u € W1HP(RY), with [Vl Lp@yy < Cn pAY/P; this follows from
our above formulation of BBM if u is additionally LY (RY), but if not, for any given
R > 0, one can always extend u by zero outside Br and denoting u,, its convolution with
ng(nx) where ¢ € C°(Bp) has integral 1. In that case we have u, € LP(Bg), so the
above formulation of BBM applies, and ||Vuy||1»(B,) is bounded uniformly independent of
n (because Minkowski’s inequality implies

p _ p
BRXBR ‘x_y‘ p=sp BR+1><BR+1 ‘x_y’ p=sp

for every n). Thus a subsequence of {Vu,} converges weakly in LP(Bpg) to a distributional
gradient Vu of u on Bg, and a desired bound on ||Vul|z»(p, follows for every R > 0.

So it remains to prove that A < oo. By considering truncations of u we may assume
additionally that u € L>®(R"); the reduction is based on the pointwise bound

u(x) if |u(z)| < n,

QV/Pun($ay) < QV/pu(x>y) where un(:E) = {nzgi%| if ]u(x)\ > n.

Using the definition of weak derivative we see by a limiting argument that the conclusion
sup,, [|Vuy|lp, < C implies ||Vul|, < Cif p > 1 and sup,, ||Vu,||m < C implies ||[Vulpg < C.

In order to establish our estimate for bounded functions we will use Lorentz duality in
the following form: if F', G are measurable functions on R?Y, then for any 1 < ¢ < oo, we
have

(12 L. PenGle ) v, < q 1l gon oGl o,

where
[Fl e 1) = sup Aoy ({1 > M)V = sup /97 (0),
. A>0 t>0

and
> ! 1 o / dt
Clusgen iy = [ 161> AV dr == [T e S
el 0 q 0 t

here F*(t) := inf{s > 0: v, ({|F| > A}) < s} is the non-increasing rearrangement of F, and
similarly for G*(t) (see [13,22]). Indeed, (4.2) follows by noticing that

x X V. - * * — > 1/q 1/q v g
L. Fencena, < [“rocea = [Crrape ol

which is clearly < q’[F]Lq,oo(Rzva)[G]Lq/,l(RzNM).

First we consider the case v > 0. For sufficiently small s > 0, define




so that 6 € (0,1) and p — sp = p(1 — 0)(1 + J) — . Then for every R > 0,

[ b,
BRXBR "T— ‘N+p P

[ (@)™ ()~ w7 v,
RN xRN

1 p(1-0) b
SE [(pru) ]Ll_le"’o(]R?N,uﬂ,) DU(ZE) u) ]Le Y(BrxBp,vy)

by (4.2). But
p(1-0)

(1-0)
{(Qv/p“)p . } b e ) vt Lp oo (R2N 1)

and

[lu(z) — u(y)”’]

< @llull oo @) P [LBrxBal

1
LEVI(BRXBRW'V) L (]RNX]RN Vy)

= (2||ull g @))P’vy(Br x Br)’,

from which it follows that
|u(z) —u(y)[ p(1-0) 0 0
dxdy < - 2 o Py (B Bgr)’.
3 . B dady < 5 (@) 7 @l (B B
Furthermore, since v > 0, we have
(BRXBR)<|BR|/ |h|N ﬁ{dh<OO.

Recall 6 = H% Thus as s — 07, we have

. —u(y)lP ( )
1 < '
1msups//BRXBR [z = gV dzdy < [Qv/p }Lpoo(Rzzv v) < 00

s—0t

Since this upper bound holds uniformly over all R > 0, this concludes the argument for
the case v > 0.

Next we turn to the case v < 0. We then observe that for 0 < s < 1 and every R > 0,

J
BRXBR "T— ‘N+p P

://RNxRN Q»y/pu(x,y)) s (]u(x) —u(y)||lr — y\l_%]lBRxBR)pg dv,
g% [(Qy/pu)pu—%)] [('“@’) ulle — oI5’ ]

Again

_1_ .
-3 2N 21
L 2 (R 7l/—y) Ls> (BRXBR,V—Y)

(@)™ ™) g o = @i



and

@3) |(jute) ~ uty)lo — o7 )"

2
]LEJ(BRXBng)

< 2flull oo a8 [Jo — y®™ E}L%,l(BRxBRV )
Wy

We will show that
(4.4) lim sup [|:1: - y|(p_7)%} 2 <1- 1
> p

s—0+

when v < 0. We then see that

, lu(z) — u(y)|”
lim sups//BRXBR = y\NH’ o drdy <2 ( ) [Q'y/p }Lpoo(Rw vs)

s—0t

which concludes the argument in this case since this bound is uniform in R > 0.
It remains to prove (4.4) when v < 0. Note that in this case p—v > 0, so |z —y|P™V2 <
(2R)(p_7)% on Br X Bgr. Thus

) (2R)(P ’Y)j ) B
[lz = yl=%] 5, = vo{(2.y) € Br x B | — y/% % > A} da
0

(BRXBR,V—Y
If v <0, then
s 1 1 _2v
v {(z,y) € BRxBpg: |z—y|?P=V7 > A} < BR/ dh < on_1|Br|— A\
'Y{( ) ’ ’ } ‘ ‘ ‘h|>)\s(p = |h|N v ’ ’|,7|
where on_1 is the surface area of S¥~!. Hence in this case,
. 1 § (2R (p ’Y)g .
_ =735 < il =
=0 gy < (owatBaiy) A
1 pe
= (1 — %) (UN—l,BR’m) (2R) 2,
(Here we used - ,Y = —1 17 € (—1,0) whenever v < 0.) This proves (4.4) when v < 0.
Next, suppose ’y =0. Then
S (2R) ? S S
o0 g = [y ol € Brx B ool > AP0

(2R)P3 1 3
< BR/ ——dh d\
/o (' | [ <picon ATV )

0

s 1 2 1\)2
— 2R"% | (|Brloy_1—log (~
erps [ (1Bakovatos(5)) " an
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which shows (4.4) remains valid when v = 0 by the dominated convergence theorem. [J

5. FINITENESS OF vy(E)olu]) AND THE LIPSCHITZ NORM

In this section we prove Theorem 1.5 which we put in the following more precise form.

Proposition 5.1. Let u be locally integrable on RY and Vu € L. (RN). Then

loc

0 if A> ||Vt oo,

vo(Exolu]) = {OO if A <||Vu|oo-

Proof. First assume Vu € L*® and A > ||Vulloo. Then for every h € RY we have
|u(@+h)—u(z)
|

i L < X for almost every 2 € RN, This immediately implies v (Exolu]) =0.
For the more substantial part assume A < ||V« where ||Vu||o may be finite or infinite.
We need to show that vy(E\lu]) = co. We pick Aj, Ay such that

A< AL < A2 < |[Vul|oo-

Let Br = {z € RY : |z| < R} and assume that R > 1 is so large that [Vl g (Bg) > A2
is not the zero distribution on Br. Let x € C2° such that x(z) = 1 in a neighborhood of
Bsg and set 1o = yu, Then Vu, = Vu in the sense of Ll(Bg r)- There is a measurable set
Fy C Bp of positive measure such that |Vu(x)| > g for all z € Fy.

Fix0<ex1- % We now consider the set &, of all spherical balls S ¢ SV~ with
positive radius and the property that (61,602) > 1 — ¢ for all 61,6, € S. By pigeonholing
there exists a spherical ball S € &, and a Lebesgue measurable subset F' C Fj such that

Vu(z)

LN(F) > 0 and Na@)] < S for all x € F. For the remainder of the argument we fix this

spherical ball S; we denote by o(S) its spherical measure.

We first note that for |h| < 1 and for almost every |z| < R

u(@+h) —ulx)  u(z+h)—u(z) /,h ' Uo(x + sh)ds
(5.1 i = = () Vst st ds)

Secondly since the translation operator is continuous in the strong operator topology of L'
we see that there exists g < 1 such that

LY(F)(M —N)
10

(5.2) [Vuo(- +w) — Vo || 1y < for |w| < dp.

In what follows we let § < dg and set

h
$(6,00) = {h € RV ;6 < || < B0, € s}.
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Let
[u(@ + h) — u(z)|
|h

so that (z,h) € & implies (z,x + h) € E) o[u]. We then have by (5.1)

80:{(:n,h)::neF,heS(5,5o), >>\}

1
vo(Exolu]) > vo(&) = yo({(a:,h) z € F, he S, b)), \(%,/0 Vuo(z + sh)ds)| > )\})
(5.3) > V()(El) — V()(gg)
where

& = {(w.h) 12 € F, h € S(.80), [{f, Vuo())] > A}

& ={(z,h) 1z € F,h € 5(3,6), /01 (Vo (2 + sh) — V()| ds > Ay — A}.
Indeed, if (z,h) ¢ E U & then

(Vo (@) < |<%|,/01 Vuo(:n+sh)ds>|+/01 Vo (& + 5h) — Vto(2)| ds

which is then < Ay, so (z,h) ¢ &, establishing & C & U &; and thus (5.3).
The set £ does not change if we replace u, by u in its definition. Since
(|—Z‘,Vu(x)> > (1—¢)|Vu(x)] > (1 —e)dg >\ forx € F, % es

we get

e
(1) > /F dx /S o = £ (S) og(0/).

Moreover, using (5.2) and Chebyshev’s inequality we see that

1
v o\’ h —v ° d
Vo (&) é/ Jo IVuo(- + sh) — Vuo| 1 gy ds d@v
S(6,60) A — A\ 0
LY(F)(M\ = X\)/10 dh LN(F)
= = o(S5)log(dg/d
_/5(5,50) A — A N 10 (S) log(do/0)

and hence putting pieces together we obtain for § < Jy

LY (F)
2

Here 0 < §yp was arbitrary and by letting 6 — 0 we conclude that vy(E) g[u]) = oc.

vo(Exolu]) > vo(€1) — 10(&2) > o(5)log(do/d).

We now give a more precise version of Example 1.7.
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Lemma 5.2. Let Q C RY be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary and let u = 1q.
Then v € BV (RN)\ WEHRN) with

log(2/)\)  if A <1,

E < C;
vo(Exolu]) < Cq x {)\_1 ifA> 1

in particular we have supysg A vo(Eyplu]) < oo.

Proof. Let
E(r,A) ={(z,y) € Exolu]: r < [z —y[ < 2r}.

We begin with the observation that rA < 2 if vo(E(r,\)) > 0. Furthermore, if (x,y) €
E(r,\) for some y € RV, then x belongs to the 2r-neighborhood of Q. The Lebesgue
measure of such a neighborhood is O(r) if » < ry where ry is some positive constant de-
pending on Q (because the boundary of a bounded Lipschitz domain can be covered by
finitely many Lipschitz graphs, and the 2r-neighborhood of such graphs can be approxi-
mated by a union of O(r) neighborhoods of suitable hyperplanes). Hence for r < ry we
have vo(E(r,\)) < Crif r <2/X and vo(E(r,A)) = 0 if » > 2/X. As a result, if 2/X <y
we get

w(Exolul) < > w(E@,N) <A
jeZ: 21<2/A

and if 2/X > ro we get

; dy 1
vo(Explu]) < vo(E(27, A +2// ——dr <1+ 1log(A7).
(Exolul) > (E(27,7)) o )rctoyicapn o g (A7)

JEZ: 29<rg

6. WHEN THE UPPER BOUND (1.15) FAILS

In this section we make various constructions demonstrating the failure of (1.15) in the
range —1 <y < 0, and give the proof of Theorem 1.8. We first establish

Proposition 6.1. Suppose N > 1 and —1 < v < 0.

(i) For every m > 0, there exists u € C°(RY) such that

(6.1) vy (Erq[ul) > ml|Vul| i gy).
(it) There exists C = C(N,v) > 0 and pyp = po(N,v) > 1 such that for all 1 < p < po,
p
(6.2) sup vy (B 4 pu]) > C——.
weC®(RN) Al p—1
[VullLp<1
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6.1. Proof of Proposition 6.1: The case v = —1.

Here we may choose, for m > 1,
(63) Um = ]]-B1 * M/m € OSO(RN)

where 177/, () := 2™ p(2™x) for some non-negative, radially decreasing n € C¢°(B1) with
Jgv p=2. Then when 1 < p < oo and m < p’ = p/(p — 1) (which is no restriction on m if
p = 1) we have | Vo, ||, < 277 < 1, while By _1plvm] 2 {lz] < 1-2771427™ < Jy| < 2},
and hence

v (Erapplon]) = [ / v — 1N dady
|z|<1—2-m J142-m<|y|<2
ch/ (1427~ [a) ! — (2 — [2)) " dz > dym.
|z|<1-2-m

This proves both (i) and (ii) of Proposition 6.1 in the case v = —1. O

6.2. The case —1 < v < 0: Examples of Cantor-Lebesgue type on the real line.

We now discuss some examples related to self-similar Cantor sets of dimension 5 = 1++.
Recall the definition of v, @, in (1.4), (1.5) and observe the behavior under dilations:

(6.4) v, (tE) = "7 (E) .
We have

Lemma 6.2. Let —1 <y < 0. There exist constants ¢, > 0, C;, > 0, and a sequence of
functions g, € C*°(R) with gm(z) =0 for x <0 and gm(z) =1 for x > 1, such that for
all 1 < p < oo,

m|y|
(6.5) g llp < 32775 O 75)
and if m —1 < LB thep
vl p—1
(66) V’Y({(gj?y) € [07 1]2 : |Q*y/pgm(x>y)| > %}) 2 m/C’Y N

Proof. For —1 < v < 0 let

1
(6.7) p=2 T
so that 0 < p < 1/2. We construct g, such that its derivative is supported on the m—th
step of the construction of symmetric Cantor sets of dimension § =1+ v = 10};(%, with

an equal variation on each of its 2™ components [14, ch. 8.1].

Let go € C*°(R) be such that 0 < go < 1, go(x) = 0 for z < p and go(x) =1 for x > 1—p.
Set for m € N,

T l—z

Im+1(2) = 59m (5) + 39m (1 = 5%).
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Since p < 1/2, we have for p € [1,00), Hg;nHHip( =2x (2p)” ppHgmHLp(]R and thus

mly|

I 1\ _1
19l o) = 20) 5™ bl oy = 2771 7% gbl o m) -

Fix now 1 < p < oo, and for m € N, A > 0 define

Amp = vy({(@,9) € [0,1]% £ Qs /pgm (,y)| > A}).

Our goal is to estimate A,, ;/4, which we do by deriving a recursive estimate for A, . We
have the decomposition

Amiix = vy ({(@,y) € 10,017 £ |Qy jpgmrr (@, y)| > A})
(6.8) +vy({(z,9) € 1= p, 11 2 1Qy jpgm1 (2, y)| > A})
+ vy ({2, 9) € [0, p] X [L = p, 1] [Qypgmi1(2,y)| > A}).

Using the definition of gp,4+1, (6.7) and (6.4), we compute the first term in the right-hand
side of (6.8) as

vy ({(2.9) € [0,p]? ¢ |Qgrer ()] > A})
(6.9) = v, ({(pw,p2) : (w,2) € (0,1, |Qm (w, z>|>2p1+%x}>

= P ({(0,2) € 0,1 5 Q3 gm(w,2)] > 27N = LAy

o4 [l
where s := 2p1+p = 27'(+1) | and similarly the second term as

(610) V’\/({(xvy) € [1 - P ] ‘Q'ygm-‘rl(x y)‘ > 2}) ms)\
Thus
Am—i—l,)\ > Am,s)\ =+ V’y({($7y) € [O,p] X [1 - P 1] : |Q'y/pgm+1(x>y)| > A})v

which iterates to give

Am,1/4 > AO,sm/4 + ZV’Y({(‘Tay) € [Oap] X [1 2 1] : ’Q’y/pg](xay)’ > %Sm_]})
=1

We drop the first term, and note that as long as m — 1 < V‘fyr‘l ppl, we have ism_j < %

for all j = 1,...,m. Moreover, for every x € [0, p%] x [1 — p?,1] and every j > 1, we have
gj(z) < 1/4 and g;(y) > 3/4, so |Qy/pg;(w,y)| > 3. Thus we obtain the desired conclusion

Am,1/4 > mV’Y([Oap2] X [1 - 1027 1]) = m/C’Y
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6.3. Conclusion of the proof of Proposition 6.1.

We continue with the case —1 < v < 0. Let n; € C°(R) supported in (—1,2) such that
n(s)=1on (—1/2,3/2) and 0 < n(s) <1 for all s € R.

We split « = (z1,2’) with 2’ € RV~! where the variable 2’ should simply be dropped
in the case N = 1. Set n(z) = [1; n1(x;) and define

(6.11) U (21,2") = 16gm (21)1(x)

where gy, is as in Lemma 6.2. Then u,, € C®°(RY), andif 1 <p < coand m—1 < V‘j‘l pp

we have ||Vuy, ||, < 1. Both parts of Proposition 6.1 will follow, if we can prove that under
the same hypotheses on p and m, we have

(6.12) o (Er oy pltm]) > (N, 7)m — C(N. ).

We aim to reduce to the one-dimensional situation in Lemma 6.2 and split

Q- /pum(T,y) = 161() 9 (21) = Gm (1) + 16gm(yl)M = In(z,y) + (2, y)

1+2 1+
|z —y|'t? jz —y|'T
so that
nEioplin)z [ eV dedy
z1,y1€[0,1]

|Im(x,y +II7,L(Z‘,y)‘>1

(6.13) > // lz — "N dzdy — // lz —y[" "N dady.

z€[0,1]V 31 €[0, 1] [T (2,y)[>1
|z1— y1|>\x -/
|Im(x7y)|>2

Clearly if By is the ball in RY of radius 2 centered at the origin then
_
[ Im ()| < enlz =yl 7 (1p,(2) + 1B, (y))

and it follows immediately (since —v > 0) that

|z =y Ndady < y[TIC(N)P.

[ (,y)|>1
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For the first term in (6.13), we prove a lower bound and estimate by integrating in ¢/’

[ e Vacay> [ eeurasy

I6[071}N7y1€[0,1] x6[071}N7y1€[0,1]
lz1—y1| =]z —y'| |1 —y1|>]2'—y'|
[T (z,y)|>2 \169m(r1)*1697£(y1)\>4
lz1—y1l P
-1
>cN / |1 — y1|7 " day dys,
$17y1€[0,1]

|Q'y/pg7n(x17y1)‘>%
but by Lemma 6.2 the last expression is bounded below for large m by cym/C, under our
hypothesis on m. This concludes the proof of (6.12). d

For later purposes, note the inequality (6.13) (with p = 1) and the argument that follows
proved also that for all sufficiently large m > m(N,~), we have

(6.14) Uy (B ~[um] N ([0, 1] x RY"12) > ¢(N,v)m.

6.4. Exzamples related to Theorems 1.1 and 1.8

We now consider the limit (1.8) in the range —1 < < 0 and provide counterexamples
for cases where u is no longer required to be a C2° function. The following proposition
covers part (i) of Theorem 1.8.

Proposition 6.3. Let —1 <y < 0. Let s — w(s) be any decreasing function on [0,00)
with w(0) <1 and w(s) > 0 for all s > 0. Then there exists a C™ function u € WLH(RY)
such that

(6.15) lu(z)| < Cw(|z|) for all z € RY
and
(6.16) )1\1{% Avy (B 4 [u]) = oo.

Proof. We consider the case —1 < v < 0. Let u,, € C°(R™) be as in (6.11) and define
(617) fm(x) = um(xl -2, .’1’/)
so that fp,(z) = 01if 1 ¢ [1,4]. Let, for n € N,

(6.18) Ry =22, A\, = R- N u(Roin), m(n) > 4;" w(Rpy1) "',
n+1

We also assume m(n) > m(N,~) so that by (6.14) in Section 6.3,

(619) V‘/({($7y) 1T,y € [273]7 |Q“{fm(n)(l‘>y)| > 1}) 2 C(N7 ’y)m(n)
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for all n € N. Finally let
— ( n 1)
(6.20) u(z) = Z e 1+2fmn( ).

Since || fn||lyir11 < €, and w is bounded, it is easy to see that the sum converges in WLLRN),

and that u is in W5 (RN). Also, the supports of Sy (Bt namely [Ry, 4R, x [—4Ry, 4R, [N 71

are disjoint as n varies, so clearly u € C®(RY). Since || fn|/z~ < C, we have
ju(@)] < w(Rnt1)R, N "In? for |z] = Ry,
so |u(z)| < C'|z|~N*1w(|z|) for |z| > 2. In particular |u(z)| < Cw(|z]).

For A € (n+1)72\,41,n72\,] we estimate

_ Ant1 _
Ay (Bxg[ul) 2 (04 1) 2 X1 (Byoay, o lul) 2 J55 072200, (E0)

where &, == E, -2, [u]N([2Ry, 3R] xRN ~1)2. Moreover, for (z,y) € ([2Ry, 3R] xRN ~1)2,
we have

u($) - u(y) = Riz_Nn_2w(Rn+l)(fm(n) (Rglx) - fm(n) (erly))

SO
—1 _ -1 N—{-fy
An Ap=1
|Qyu(z,y)| >n — Rl — Ry Lyt o > w(Rpi1)
where the last equality follows from (6.18). Hence rescaling using (6.4) yields
(621) 0 2w (En) = n AR v ({2, ) 2y € (2,3],1Qy fingy (2,9)] > 1))

> (N, y)m(n)eo (R 1)
with ¢(N,~) > 0, by (6.19). Thus we have shown

inf My(Bas fu]) = o(N, ) 2t

R, ~2 > ¢(N,
AE((n4+1) 2011, 2] AN, W( +1)m(n)n _c( fy)n

where for the last inequality we have used our assumption (6.18) on m(n). The assertion
follows for —1 < v < 0.

Finally consider the case v = —1. We now choose v, as in (6.3) and

An n3

6.22 R, =2, X\, = R, N "Vy(R,.1), m(n) >4 S
(6.22) (Rpnt1), m(n) > ot o (Ror))

In analogy to (6.20) we now use

(6.29 u(w) = > A )
n=2 *\n n



Since w is bounded it is immediate that v € WL(RY) and also that |u(z)| < w(|z|

).
We need to check that A\v_q(Ey_1[u]) — oo as A — 0F. If |z| < R,(1 — 2m(n)) and
ly| > R, (14 2™™), then

w(Rnt1) v, wRny1) o —2
u(z) — u(y) > va(n)(R_n) = QW =2n""Xy >n" "\,
so (x,y) € E, 2y, _1[u]. Hence we get
7’L_2)\n1/_1(En72)\n’_1[u]) Z n_z)\n /m|SRn(1_2m(n)) |x - y|_1_N dflf dy

|y|> Ry (14277

>n A Ry —y|7 N dady

Iy‘21+2m(n)

> enm(n)w(Rpg1)n >

(using (6.22) in the last inequality). This together with our assumption on m(n) imply
that infye((ng1)-20,41,n-220] W-1(Ex—1[u]) > enyn — 00 when n — oo, as desired. O

The next proposition is relevant for part (ii) of Theorem 1.8.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose —1 < ~ < 0. Then there exists a compactly supported u €
WLLHRN) such that u is C* for x # 0,

C
(6.24) @) < N T oga T e P
and
(6.25) )1\1{% Avy (B 4 [u]) = oo.

If in addition N > 2 or —1 <~ < 0 there exists u with the above properties and
(6.26) vy (Ey 4 [u]) = oo for all A > 0.

Proof. Consider first the case —1 < vy < 0. We choose for n € N

(6.27) R, =272" m(n) > 2%".
and with these choices of R,, and m(n) and f,, asin (6.17) and (6.11) we define again
a 1 T
u(z) = ; me(n)(R—n)-

The sum converges in W' to a function supported in [—4,4]Y. We have |u(z)| <
C22(IN=Dp=2 for 0 < z; < 272" moreover |2/| < |x1| on the support of u. This im-
plies |u(z)| < C'[|z|*=N log(1/|z|)]~2 for small z. Also, because of the choices of R,, we see
that w is smooth away from 0.
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Fix A > 0. Since lim,, Rﬁf t¥n? = 0 we may choose ng such that
(6.28) ARNTIN2 <1, Vn > ng.

Now vy (Ex[u]) > vy (Ex o [u] N ([2R,, 3R] x RN 1)2) | and again fm(n)(Rgl-) is supported
in R(n) = [Rn, 4R,] x [-4R,,4R,]N 1. Hence by the same rescaling argument as in (6.21),
we obtain

V’Y(E)\f\/[u]) > Rij—i—wy“{({(xay): T1,Y1 € [27 3]7 |Q7fm(n)($ay)| > )‘Rr]:[+ﬁ/n2})'
If n > ng then this gives
vy (Exylul) > RY v, ({(2,9): 21,01 € 2,3],1Q4 frnmy (2, 9)] > 13) = e(N, y)m(n) R

by (6.19). Since limy, oo m(n)RY+7 = 0o by (6.27) we conclude v, (E) ~[u]) = oco.

For the case v = —1 and N > 2, define u as in (6.23) but with the choice of the
parameters R,, m(n) as in (6.27) to obtain a compactly supported u € W' satisfying
(6.24). We now fix A > 0 and note that when N > 2 we have ARY"'n? — 0 as n — oco.
The above calculation gives v_1(Ex _1[u]) > ¢(N)m(n)RY~! provided that ARYtn? < 1
and thus the conclusion v_;(E) _1[u]) = oo.

Finally, clearly (6.25) follows from (6.26), and the latter was proved if —1 < v < 0

or N > 2. It remains to consider the case N = 1, v = —1. We define u as in the
previous paragraph. The above calculation shows that v_i(Ey _1[u]) > c¢m(n) provided
that A < 1/n? which establishes (6.25) in this last case. O

The case N = 1, v = —1 plays a special role. The following lemma shows that the
conclusion (6.26) in Proposition 6.4 fails in this case.

Lemma 6.5. Let u € WH(R) be compactly supported. Then v_1(Ex_1[u]) < oo for all
A>0.

Proof. Let u € WH1(R) be compactly supported in [—R, R]. Then given any A € (0,1),
there exists §(A\) > 0 such that [ [u| < \/2 for every interval I C R with length < §()). As
a result, u is uniformly continuous on R, with sup,cp |u(z+h) —u(z)| < A/2 for |h] < §(N).
Thus

va(Bralu) =2 / S dr

h>
(B @)

00 |z|+R
/ / dn — dz +/ / L <4R(6N) ' 4+4. DO
SO\ ®\[—2r2R] Jjo-r M2
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6.5. Generic failure in W', for the case —1 <y < 0.

Proposition 6.6. Let -1 <y <0, N>2o0r-1<vy<0, N>1. Let
(6.29) V={feWHRN): v, (E\,[f]) < co for some A > 0.}
Then V is of first category in WL (RY), in the sense of Baire.

Let
Up = {(z,y) € RN : 2F71 < |2 — | < 2%}
Q= Uiz1_ Ui

For the proof of Proposition 6.6 we use an elementary estimate for the intersections E} [u]N
Q.

Lemma 6.7. For ally € R, u € WH(RN), £ > 0 and Q as in (6.30),

iu% Avy (Exq[u] N Q) < C(N, ) Vully
>

(6.30)

Proof. For u € C! we use the Lusin-Lipschitz inequality (2.2) to see that

)\// |z —y[" "N dzdy
Ex A [ulnUy
< 0(7))\21‘”5]\]{:17 c RV : M(|Vul)(x) > 021‘”’)\} < C(N,y)||Vulx

by the Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality. Now sum in 1 — ¢ < k < /. The extension
to general u € W1 is obtained as in the limiting argument of Section 2.3. O

Proof of Proposition 6.6. Let, for m € Nand j € Z
V(m,j) = {ue WHRY) : v, (E\,[u]) <m for all A > 27},

Since A = vy (E)4[u]) is decreasing we see that V is contained in U, Ujez V(m,j). To

show that V is of first category in W11 (RY), we need to show that for every m € N, j € Z
the set V(m, j) is nowhere dense.

We first show that V(m, j) is closed in WL (RYN). Let u, € V(m,j) and u € WHH(RY)
such that limy,eo [[u — un|lw11@yy = 0. It suffices to show that given € > 0 we have

vy(Exq[u]) < m+e for all A > 2/. By the monotone convergence theorem, we have
limy_so0 vy (Ex 4 [u] N Q) = vy (Ey4[u]), and it suffices to verify that

(6.31) Uy (ExA[u] N Q) <m + e for A > 27,
for all £ € N. Now let § > 0 such that (1 — §)A > 27. Then

Va(Exq[u] N Q) < vy (Eq_s)ay[un] 0 Q) + v (Esx o [u — un] N €y)
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and using that u, € V(m,j) together with (1 — )\ > 27, and Lemma 6.7, we see that for
A > 2

146
627
Since § > 0 was arbitrary and since ||V (un — u)| 1@~y — 0 by assumption we obtain
(6.31).

vy (Exyul N Q) <m+ C(N,y)¢

IV (un = w1

To show that the closed set V(m,j) is nowhere dense when —1 < v < 0 we need
to verify that for every u € V(m,j) and &1 > 0 there exists f € WI1(RY) such that
|f — ullwri@mny < €1 and f ¢ V(m,j). To see this we use Proposition 6.4 according to
which there exists a compactly supported W! function f; for which v (E) ,[fo]) = oo for

all A > 0. It is then clear that f =u + % |f0|{° — satisfies ||f — u[ly11 < €1/2 and also,
wh

vy (Exq[f1) 2 vy (Baxs [F s ]) — 12 (B ful) = oo
for every A\ > 27, for all j € Z. The proposition is proved. O
To include a result of generic failure of the limiting relation in the case N =1, v = —1

we give
Proposition 6.8. Let —1 < vy < 0. Let

W= {feW"(R): limsupsup Rv,(Ex,[f]) < oo}
R—0 M>R

Then W is of first category in W', in the sense of Baire.

Proof. Clearly W C V where V is defined in (6.29). We define
W(m,j) ={ue W' (R): sup sup Rvy(E),[u]) <m}
0<R<2-7 A>R
and note that
(6.32) W C Uj>1 U1 W(m, j)

The arguments in the proof of Proposition 6.6 that was used to show that the sets V(m, j)
are closed in W11 (R™N) also show that the sets W(m, j) are closed in WH1(R).

Let u € W(m,j), and let ¢y > 0. By Proposition 6.4 there is fo € W!(R) such that
limy\ o Avy (Ex 5[ fo]) = co. We may normalize so that || follyy1.1(ry = 1. Pick R € (0,277] so
that v, (Ex[fo]) > 16m/eq for X <8R/ey. Let f = u+(e1/2)fo so that || f —ully11 @) <
£1/2. Moreover if A = 2R, then A > R and

Ruvy(Ex5[f]) = Ry (Eany [ fo]) — Ry (B [ul])

= %i_}fy'y(E8R/€1,'y[f0]) - RV'y(E)\,fy[u]) > %12—1m —m=m

and we see that f ¢ W(m,j). Thus we have shown that W(m,j) is nowhere dense in
WHL(R). By (6.32) the proof is concluded. O
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7. PERSPECTIVES AND OPEN PROBLEMS

7.1. Subspaces of W' and BV and related spaces

The failure of the upper bounds for [Qyu]z1,00(gen ;. ) for 7 € [—1,0) raises a number of
interesting questions. Consider the space B.V(v) consisting of all BV functions satisfying

(7.1 [l 5y = [l +$up A (B [u]) < o

and the corresponding subspace W11 (y) of Wh1,

Embeddings. We proved in this paper that for v ¢ [~1,0] we have BV (y) = BV and
Whl(y) = WU Tt is natural to ask how in the range —1 < v < 0 the proper subspaces
BV (v) and W'1(5) relate to other families of function spaces, in particular to the Hardy-
Sobolev space Fﬁz, another subspace of W1

Triangle inequalities. The spaces W11 () and BV (y) are defined via L -quasi-norms,
and the space L%* is not normable (unlike LP*> for 1 < p < oo which is normable [13]).
However Theorem 1.4 tells us that W''(v) and BV () are normable for v ¢ [~1,0]. Are
these spaces normable in the range v € [—1,0)?

Related quasi-norms. Consider for 0 < s <1

(p,5,7) |:E o y|%+s Lp.oo(R2N 1)
It is an obvious consequence of Theorem 1.3 that for s = 1 and fixed p > 1, these expressions
define equivalent (semi/quasi)-norms on C2° as 7 varies over R\{0}. It would be interesting
to find a more direct proof of this observation which does not involve the relation with W12,
We note that the equivalence for varying v breaks down for 0 < s < 1. This result, and
more about the spaces for which |[ul[(,s~) < oo with 0 < s < 1, such as their connection
to Besov spaces and interpolation, can be found in [20].

7.2. Other limit functionals

Our results, combined with the various developments presented in [5,6,16, 18], suggest
several possible directions of research.

Can one prove a generalization of (1.14), (1.16) where the supremum is replaced by the
liminfy_ o, when v > 0 and by a liminf,_,5+ when v < 0. More precisely, for 1 < p < oo
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is there a positive constant C(N,~, p) such that for all u € Li (RY)

(7.2a) IVulfs < C(N, 7y, p) i inf Ny (B plu]) if v > 0,
(7.2b) IVullze < CN, 7, p) i inf Ay (Exq plul) i 7 <0,

in the sense that ||Vull, = oo if u € LL_\ WP?

loc

For p = 1 we can also ask: Is there a positive constant C'(N,~) such that for all u €

Lipe(R™),
(7.3a) |IVullpm < C(N,7) li}]\rgiolgf vy (Ey 4 u]) if v > 0,
(7.3b) IVulas < COV.7) it v (B ful) i 7 <0,

in the sense that ||Vu|y = oo if u € LL .\ BV?

loc

Theorem 1.1 gives (7.2a) and (7.2b) if we additionally assume u € WhP(RN). Tt also
gives (7.3a) and (7.3b) if we additionally assume that u € WHLRYN). Tt would already be
interesting to establish (7.3a), (7.3b) for all BV functions.

When v = —1, p = 1, (7.3b) holds for all u € L _(RY) as established in Nguyen
[17, Theorem 2| and Brezis-Nguyen [5, Section 3.4]. For v = —p, 1 < p < oo inequality
(7.2b) was proved in Bourgain—Nguyen [2]. For v = N, Poliakovsky [19] proved weaker
versions of (7.2a) and (7.3a) where the liminf is replaced by a lim sup.

7.3. I'-convergence

This is a far-reaching generalization of the questions raised in Section 7.2. For fixed
p>1and vy € R\ {0} consider the functionals

Dalu] = Ny (B jp[u]), A€ (0,00)

defined for all u € Llloc(RN ). It would be very interesting to study the I'-limit of ®, in
Li (RY), in the sense of De Giorgi, as A — oo when v > 0, resp. as A \, 0 when v < 0.

loc

More specifically, if p > 1 define on LIIOC(RN ),
P if i71,p RN
Dol = {CHVqu if u € Whe(RN)

)

o0 otherwise,

and for p = 1 define
if u e BV(RN
&, fu] = {c||Vu||M if u e .V( )
' 00 otherwise.

A challenging question is whether there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(p,v, N) > 0 such that
o\ — ®, . in the sense of I'-convergence, meaning

(1) whenever uy — u in L{_ then liminf ®y[uy] > ®. .[u], and
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2) for each u € LL _(RN) there exist (vy) with vy € LL (R™), vy — w in LL and
( loc loc loc
limsup @y [vy] < @y ([u].

This question is especially meaningful in the case p = 1 where the pointwise limit behaves
somewhat pathologically. Indeed, recall that for p = 1, —1 < v < 0 there is no universal
upper bound for ®[u] in terms of ||Vul|;1. Also when p = 1 and v € R\ [-1,0] the
examples in Section 3.6 show that the pointwise limit in W' and on BV \ Wbl may
differ (by a multiplicative constant). A remarkable result of Nguyen [16, 18] states that
®), — P,.as A — 0, in the sense of I'-convergence, when p > 1, and v = —p for some
appropriate constant ¢ = ¢(p, N); see also Brezis-Nguyen [6] (note however that W'» and
BV are replaced in these papers by WP and BV).

7.4. More general families of functionals

Consider a monotone nondecreasing function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) and set (inspired by

[5,6])
Uylu] == NP //RNXM w(—’;fz ;ﬁf%) lz —y" N dz dy.

The family ®, in Section 7.3 corresponds to ¢ = 1(; o). It is an interesting generalization
of the above problems to study the limit of ¥y as A \ 0 when v < 0 and the limit of W)
as A — oo when v > 0, both in the sense of pointwise convergence or in the sense of I'-
convergence. A formal computation suggests that our Theorem 1.1 should go over modulo

a factor [ fp(fz ds (see [6]). We refer to [5] for a further discussion of applications.
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