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EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS FOR THE SECOND-ORDER
SOBOLEV INEQUALITY ON GROUPS OF POLYNOMIAL
GROWTH

BOBO HUA, RUOWEI LI AND FLORENTIN MUNCH

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove the second-order Sobolev inequalities on
Cayley graphs of groups of polynomial growth. We use the discrete Concentration-
Compactness principle to prove the existence of extremal functions for best
constants in supercritical cases. As applications, we get the existence of posi-
tive ground state solutions to the p-biharmonic equations and the Lane-Emden
systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Sobolev inequalities are important in the studies of partial differential equations
and Riemannian geometry etc. For N, k, p > 1, kp < N, % = 1—17 — %, we have the
classical Sobolev inequality,

(L.1) lullye < Cyllull i, ¥ € DEP (RY),

where C), is a constant depending on N and p, we omit the dependence of constants
N for convenience, and Dlg P (RN ) denotes the completion of C§° (RN ) in the norm

||“||%k,p = ‘ ;kﬂDo‘ude. Define

Dhe (RY) = {u € L (BY) ¢ Jul prr < o0

and it is well-known that Dg’p (RN ) = Dkr (RN ) It is sufficient to establish the
inequality (IL.I)) for k£ = 1 as its validity for higher k can be obtained by induction
on k [2].

Whether the best constant is attained by some u € Dlg’p (RN ), which is called
the extremal function, has been intensively investigated in the literature. When
k = 1, p = 1 the best constant is the isoperimetric constant and the extremal
function is the characteristic function of a ball [23] 24]. For kK = 1,p > 1, the best
constants and extremal functions were obtained in [4] [70} [71], [61] [15]. For k& > 1, P.
L. Lions [44), [45] [46], [47] established the Concentration-Compactness method, which
provided a new idea for proving the existence of extremal functions. The general
idea is as follows. The best constant in the Sobolev inequality () is given by

K:= inf flul¥)., > 0.

ueDFP(RY)
llullpx=1

Take a minimizing sequence {u,} and regard {|un|p* dx} as a sequence of prob-
ability measures. He proved in [44], [46] that there are three cases of the limit of

the sequence: compactness, vanishing and dichotomy. Vanishing and dichotomy
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are ruled out by the rescaling trick and subadditivity inequality. Therefore, the ex-
tremal function exists by the compactness. Since the Concentration-Compactness
principle requires weak convergence u,, — u in D*P(R¥), this method does not
apply the case of p = 1. And Lieb proved the existence of extremal functions by a
compactness technique [42, Lemma 2.7] which is induced by the Brézis-Lieb lemma
[10].

In recent years, people paid attention to the analysis on discrete groups. Since
the Sobolev inequalities are useful analytical tools, they have been extended to the
discrete setting [14] [58]. For finite graphs, Sobolev inequalities and sharp constants
have been obtained by [55, [56] [67, [69, [80, BI]. In this article, we generalize our
previous results on the existence of extremal functions for the first-order Sobolev
inequality [33] to higher order inequalities on Cayley graphs of groups of polynomial
growth.

Let (G, S) be a Cayley graph of a group G with a finite symmetric generating set
S,i.e. S = S~L. There is a natural metric on (G, S) called the word metric, denoted
by d°. Let BS(n) := {z € G|d®(p,z) <n} denote the closed ball of radius n
centered at p € G and denote | By (n) |:= §B; (n) as the volume (i.e. cardinality)
of the set BJ(n). When e is the unit element of G, the volume fBg(n) :=| B (n) |
of BZ(n) is called the growth function of the group, see [49] 50} [78, 28] 26}, 27, [72].
A group G is called of polynomial growth, or of polynomial volume growth, if
Bs(n) < CnA, for any n > 1 and some A > 0, which is independent of the choice
of the generating set S since the metrics d° and d°* are bi-Lipschitz equivalent for
different finite generating sets S and S;. By Gromov’s theorem and Bass’ volume
growth estimate of nilpotent groups [6], for any group G of polynomial growth there
are constants C1(5), C2(S) depending on S and N € N such that for any n > 1,

C1(S)n™ < Bs(n) < Co(S)n™,

where the integer N is called the homogeneous dimension or the growth degree of
(. Since N is sort of dimensional constant of G, we always omit the dependence
of N in various constants.

In this paper, we consider the Cayley graph (G,S) of a group of polynomial
growth with the homogeneous dimension N > 3. We denote by ¢?(G) the ¢P-
summable functions on G and by Di?(G) (k = 1,2) (resp. DaP(G) ) the completion

of finitely supported functions in the D¥? (resp. D2p ) norm, where ||u||D1,p(G) =
IVuller(ay, lullp2ea) = IlAullercy and [[ullgep gy = [[V*uller(q). see Section 2
for details. Using Dungey’s result [22] Theorem 1], we prove the second-order norm
defined by the Hessian and Laplace operators are equivalent on a nilpotent group
@G, hence DyP(G) = Dg?(@G), see Lemma Bl Analogous to the continuous setting,
set

Np
DEP(G) = {u € (%55 (G) : |l pro) < oo} :

D*#(G) = {u € (575 (G) : [[ull sy < 0}

For RY, the equivalence Dg’p (RN) = DFP(RN) follows from the approximation

of f € D*P(RN) by compact supported functions using nice cutoff functions. In-
spired by the continuous setting, for a concrete example, integer lattice graph Z~,
the equivalence Dg’p (ZN) = D*»?(ZN) can be proved by constructing cutoff func-
tions. We prove that any D'?(Z") function can be approximated by a "linear"
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cutoff function of the logarithmic function (Theorem [7]) and Cosco, Nakajima and
Schweiger give a more explicit estimate in [I7]. However, the "linear" cutoff func-
tion does not work for D??(Z") since the Laplacian is "bad" when it comes to the
sharp corner. Different from the continuous setting which can be mollified locally,
we find a way to fix this by taking a "close to linear" third-order polynomial function
being smooth at the sharp corner. Moreover, the Euclidean distance is necessary for
cutoff functions since its Laplacian is decreasing while the combinatorial distance
is not. Then using the discrete chain rule (Lemma []) we can get a good estimate
of the second-order norm, and finally construct desired cut-off functions, see The-
orem [[11 Then we prove the equivalence Dlg’p (G) = D*P?(GQ) on general Cayley
graphs (G, S), see Theorem B and Theorem [A First DFP(G) € D*P(G) follows
from Sobolev inequalities, then we prove the converse direction via the parabolicity
theory on graphs [63] Corollary 2.6] for ¥ = 1 and the functional analysis method
by checking the Laplace operator is an isometry from D3?(G) (also D*P(@)) to
P(@).

For special case p = 2, we extend the results to the Cayley graph (G, S) satisfying
Bs(n) > C(S)n™, ¥n > 1. We prove the Hodge decomposition theorem on 1-forms
on edges (Theorem [I8) and use it to prove Dy> = D2 on G (Corollary [IJ).
Moreover, we prove DS’Q = D??2 on the groups satisfying the second-order Sobolev
inequality including polynomial growth groups and non-amenable groups.

Using the boundedness of Riesz transforms [22] and the functional calculus in
Banach spaces [30] we get the following discrete second-order Sobolev inequality by
induction on the first-order Sobolev inequality:

(1.2) lulles < Cpgllullpze, Yu € D>P(G),

N N
where N > 3,1 <p < 5= p* = ﬁ, see Theorem[I0 Since ¢P(G) embeds
—<p

into £9(G) for any g > p, one verifies that the inequality (L2) holds for ¢ > p**.
Recalling the continuous setting, it is called subcritical for ¢ < p**, critical for
g = p™* and supercritical for ¢ > p** for Sobolev inequalities. Therefore, (2]
holds in both critical and supercritical cases.
The optimal constant in the Sobolev inequality (I2)) is given by

(13) K= intfullpe,.

weD>P(G)

llullq=1

In order to prove that the infimum is achieved, we consider a minimizing sequence
{un} C D*P(QG) satisfying

(1.4) lunllq = 1 [lunlpe, — K,n — oo

We want to prove u, — u strongly in D*?(G), which yields that u is a minimizer.
We prove the following main results.

Theorem 1. For N > 3,1 <p <&, ¢>p~ = N]Xp2p7 let {u,} C D*P(G) be a

minimizing sequence satisfying ([I4)). Then there exists a sequence {x,} C G and

v € D*P(Q) such that the sequence after translation {v,(z) := u,(z,z)} contains

a convergent subsequence that converges to v in D*P(G). And v is a minimizer for

K.

Remark. (1) This result implies that best constant can be obtained in the super-
critical case.



EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS FOR THE SECOND-ORDER SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 4

(2) If we define the second-order norm by the Hessian operator, i.e. D?? (see

Section 2), then the second-order Sobolev inequalities also hold, and the strong
. . . . ~21p . .

convergence and existence of minimizer in Dy (G) follows from a similar argument.

(3) In particular, for p = 1, we can get the same results in D>1(Z"), see Section
7.

We will provide two proofs for Theorem [II In the continuous setting, Lions
proved the existence of extremal functions by Concentration-Compactness princi-
ple [46] Lemma I.1.] and a rescaling trick [46, Theorem 1.1, (17)]. And Lieb in [42]
used a compactness technique and the rearrangement inequalities. Following Lions,
the main idea of proof I is to prove a discrete analog of Concentration-Compactness
principle, see Lemma However, we don’t know proper notion of rescaling and
rearrangement tricks on graphs to exclude the vanishing case of the limit function.
Inspired by [35], for the supercritical case, we prove that the translation sequence
has a uniform positive lower bound at the unit element, see Lemma [T6] which ex-
cludes the vanishing case. The idea of proof II is based on a compactness technique
by Lieb [42] Lemma 2.7] and the nonvanishing of the limit of translation sequence.

As applications, we get the existence of positive ground state solutions for the
discrete nonlinear p-biharmonic equations and the Lane-Emden systems in super-
critical cases. They have certain physical backgrounds, such as traveling waves in
a suspension bridge [2I] and the static deflection of an elastic plate [I], and have
been well studied in continuous setting, see for example [43] [13| [74] 64 [66], 65], 12,
59, 52, 511, 68, B9, 48], 251 19, [73], [75} 3T, 41, 54, (3], 57, 29] [36], 37, [38] and references
therein. For discrete setting, there are few results of the fourth order nonlinear
equations [32] [79].

First by Theorem [[ we can get the existence of positive solutions to Euler-
Lagrange equation of (L2) as follows.

Corollary 2. For N > 3,1 <p < %,q > p**, there is a positive ground state
solution of the monlinear p-biharmonic equation

(1.5) A(|AulP™? Au) = |u |72 u=0, Yu € D>P(G),
where A is the Laplace on graphs defined as Au(zx) = Y (u(y) — u(x)).
Y~z

Consider the Lane-Emden system

—Au = [p]P' "2
(1.6) —Av = |u|72u
uwe D2?(G),v e D27 (G),

/

where N > 3, p,q > 1,p = %, q = ﬁ, (p',q) lies on the critical hyperbola,
that is,

1 1 N-2

v ¢ N
Indeed, (u,v) is a solution of (6] if and only if u is a solution of (L) with
v = — | Au [P~2 Au inB critical cases. This relation is sometimes called reduction-

by-inversion, see [16, Lemma 2.1] [9] 20} [62] for continuous setting. We can also
prove the equivalence in supercritical cases for discrete setting, see Lemma [I7
Hence, by Corollary 2l we have a positive solution of the Lane-Emden system.
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1,1 N-2 : : L
Corollary 3. For N > 3, p,q > 1, 7t < N there is a pair of positive
solution (u,v) for the Lane-Emden system (IL.4).

Conjecture 4. According to the results in continuous cases |46, Corollary 1.2]
[43], 13| [74], 64, 12, 59, 52, 68, M9l (4, [75] [73], we conjecture that (I8) and (1.6)
have positive solutions in critical cases and the non-negative solutions in subcritical
cases are trivial.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic facts
and prove some useful lemmas. In Section 3, we study the important equivalence
of Sobolev spaces and prove the discrete second-order Sobolev inequality using
the boundedness of Riesz transforms and the functional calculus. In Section 4,
we introduce the Brézis-Lieb lemma and prove the Concentration-Compactness
principle on G. In Section 5, we prove a key lemma to exclude the vanishing case
and give two proofs for Theorem [[l As applications, we get the existence results
for p-biharmonic equations and Lane-Emden systems in Section 6. In Section 7, we
prove the Hodge decomposition theorem on 1-forms on edges for p = 2 and study
the existence of extremal functions for p = 1.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let G be a countable group. It is called finitely generated if it has a finite
generating set S. We always assume that the generating set S is symmetric, i.e.
S = S~!. The Cayley graph of (G, S) is a graph structure (V, E) with the set of
vertices V = G and the set of edges F where for any z,y€G, zy € E (also denoted
by x ~ y) if 2 = ys for some s € S. The Cayley graph of (G, S) is endowed with a
natural metric, called the word metric [11]: For any x,y € G, the distance between
them is defined as the length of the shortest path connecting x and y by assigning
each edge of length one,

dS(z,y) =inf{k:x =xg~ -~z = y}.

One easily sees that for two generating sets S and S; the metrics d° and d°' are
bi-Lipschitz equivalent, i.e. there exist two constants C1 (.9, S1), C2(S, S1) such that
for any z,y € G

C1(S, 51)d> (z,y) < d°(z,y) < C2(S, 51)d" (z,y).

Let BJ(n) := {x € G| d*(p,z) <n} denote the closed ball of radius n centered
at p € G. By the group structure, it is obvious that | BS(n) |=| B (n) |, for any
p,q € G. The growth function of (G, S) is defined as Bs(n) :=| BS(n) | where e is
the unit element of G. A group G is called of polynomial growth if there exists a
finite generating set S such that Bg(n) < Cn? for some C, A > 0 and any n > 1.
One checks that this definition is independent of the choice of the generating set .S.
Thus, the polynomial growth is indeed a property of the group G. In this paper,
we consider the Cayley graph (G, S) of a group of polynomial growth

C1(S)n™ < Bs(n) < Co(S)n™,

for some N € N and any n > 1, where N is called the homogenous dimension of G.
We denote by C(G) the space of functions on G. The support of u € C(G) is
defined as supp(u) == {x € G : u(z) # 0}. Let Co(G) be the set of all functions
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with finite support. For any u € C(G), the P norm of u is defined as

1/p
(z |u<x>|P) 0<p<oo,
HUHZP(G) =

z€G
sup|u(z)] P = 00,
zeG
and we shall write |[u|¢r () as [Jul, for convenience. The ¢P(G) space is defined as
P(G) = {u e C(G) : ||ullw) < oo} .

For any u € C(G), the difference operator is defined as for any = ~ y

Vgt = u(y) — u(z).

In particular, for the Cayley graph (G,S) with symmetric generating set S =
{s1, 82, -+, $m}, we can define the difference in i-th direction as

Oiu(x) == u(xs;) — u(x).
Let

1/p
[Vu(z)lp = <Z|Vﬂayu|p>

Yy~
be the p-norm of the gradient of u at x.
We define the Laplace operator as

Au(w) = (u(y) - u(z)).

y~z
We write p-norm of the Hessian of u as

1/p 1/p

IV2all, = | D Yo 100m@)P | = > 119;0u@)]}

i,j=1 z€G i,j=1

The D*? (k = 1,2) norms of u are given by

1/p
1
lullprsgey = Va2, = (Z wauw) ,

zeG y~z

1/p
lull p2r(a) = |AUller(c) = <Z|Z meu|p> -

reG y~w
We use the Hessian operator to define D2P norm as
Hqu)z,p(@ = ||V2u||p-

Since G is a regular graph, that is, the degree d,, := #{y : y ~ x} is constant for
x € G, we have

1
IVullpi= V(@) o~ [[Va(@)Bl"= lul s

In this paper, we use a < b to denote a < Cb for some C > 0 and a ~ b to denote
ashsSa.
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We define DEP(G) (k = 1,2) and D3P (G) as the completion of Cy (G) in D*P
norm and D?P norm respectively. And define

DR0(G) = {u € (575 (G) s ull prngy < 50}

D**(G) = {u € %5 (G) : [[ull apey < OO} '

Let ¢o(G) be the completion of Cp (G) in £°° norm. It is well-known that ((G) =
(co(G))*. We set

[l = sup  (mu),  Vuel(G).
u€co(G),|lullc=1

By definition,
thn AN win £1(Q) if and only if (fa,, u) — {(p, u), Yu € co(G).
In the proof, we will use the following results, see [1§].

Fact. (a)Every bounded sequence of £*(G) contains a w*-convergent subsequence.

(O)If wn AN win £Y(G), then p, is bounded and

el < Lim || pen]-
n—oo
(c)If € OF(G) == {p € LY(G) : p >0}, then
el = (e 1)

Next we give a discrete chain rule.

Lemma 5. For a weighted graph G = (V,w,m), where wy,, m(z) denote the
weights assigned to the edge vy € E and to the vertex v, respectively. Let ¢ € C*(R),
f e V), then for some € € [m, M],
Ad(f)(@) = ¢'(f(2))Af(x) + ¢" (T f(2),
where Af(z) = Y 22 (£ (y) = f(2)), Df(@) = 1 ¥ 22 | f(y) = f(2) > and
Yy~x Yy~x

= ) , M = .

mi= min f() jnaz [ ()

Proof. With s = f(z) and t, = f(y) — f(z), Taylor’s theorem gives

B(s +ty) = ¢(s) + ty¢l( )+ t2¢/l(§y)

for some &, € [s A (s +ty),s V (s + ty)]. Summing up gives

Ad)(w) = 3 (6 (s + 1) = 9(5))

- “’( 5+ 306 )

= e (16 9+ 5300))
~ é (e >> £(a) + 6" (€1 (@),
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where in the third identity, we can choose some & between minimum and maximum
of the &, by continuity of ¢”, that is,

m << M.
This finishes the proof. O

3. SOBOLEV SPACES AND SECOND-ORDER SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

In this section, inspired by the results in the continuous setting, we study some
important properties of Sobolev spaces defined in Section 2. By induction on the
discrete first-order Sobolev inequalities, we prove the second-order Sobolev inequal-
ities using the boundedness of Riesz transforms and the functional calculus.

First, we introduce a key lemma of norm equivalence using Dungey’s result [22]
Theorem 1].

Lemma 6. Let Cayley graph (G, S) is a nilpotent group of polynomial growth with
symmetric generating set S = {s1,82, -+ ,8m}, for p > 1, if u € Co(G), then

lull 5y ~ llull D2 (G-

Moreover, DaP(G) =D (G).

Proof. Since —Au(z) = 3 i 0,-10,,u(x), then
i=1 '

m 1/p
1
Al = (z 1550 0 |p)
x =1

m 1/p
< <Z 710,104, u(x) |p>
r =1
m 1/p
<[ Slogou@ ) =9l

x 4,5=1
Using Dungey’s result in [22, Theorem 1|, we know for any %, j,
(3.1) 105, 0, u(x)lp < [|Aullp,

which implies
2
[VZullp < [ Aullp.
Hence the norms defined by the Laplace and Hessian operator are equivalent. So
that the spaces defined by the completion of finitely supported functions in the
equivalent norms coincide. (I

Remark. The assumption of nilpotent group is necessary, if G is not nilpotent then,
BJ) may fail, see |3, Section 1].

For a Cayley graph it is well known that if Bs(n) > C(S)n™V, ¥n > 1 for N > 3,
then the first-order Sobolev inequality holds [34, Theorem 3.6],

(3.2) lulles < Cpgllullprn, Yu € Dy (G)

N
where 1 <p < N,q > p* = N—p In fact, this follows from a standard trick and
—p

the isoperimetric estimate |77, Theorem 4.18].
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We consider a concrete example of Cayley graphs of polynomial growth with
the homogeneous dimension N, the integer lattice graph Z, which serve as the
discrete counterpart of RV. It consists of the set of vertices V = Z" and the set of
edges

N
R I
=1

Analogous the continuous setting, we construct cutoff functions to prove the results
on ZN.

Theorem 7. If N >3,1<p < N, then D{*(ZN) = D'»(ZN).
Proof. For any u € DyP(ZN), there exists a sequence {u,} C Cy (ZN) such that
Uy, — u in DVP.

And u € (775 (ZN) by the Sobolev inequality (3:2). Hence, Dy (ZN) C DVP(ZN).

In the other direction, the key is to find suitable cutoff functions n,(z) €
Cy (ZN). For any u € DP(ZN), set u, = un, € Cp (ZN), then by Holder in-
equalities

llun — “H%l,p(ZN) = Z Z|V1u(unn) — Vayul?

TELN Yy~
T EZLN Yy~
S [Vu(z) [ max | 7a(y) — 17 +[[Vin|[§x [ull7,-
~ p o (Y Minllpn %
zeZN

Hence, if the cutoff functions satisfy

7y, is uniformly bounded,

(3.4) nn — 1 pointwise on Z

V0 llen (zvy — 0,

then we can prove the other direction by the dominated convergence theorem.
Let r > 1, and R > r be large enough. Define

logR — log| « |

n(x) =1A V0,

logR — logr

where | z | stands for the Euclidean distance. Then

V0l @y = D, D [Vaynl™

r<|z|<Ry~w

R —N
() X Slosla |- togly "

r—1<|z|<R+1y~x

R\ Y N
< (log— > Y,
r

r—1<|z|<R+1

A
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where the second inequality follows from the mean value theorem. In the following,
we can estimate the summation on Z”" by the integral on RY,

DT DI (el

r—1<|e|<R+1 r—1<]|<R+1g Y,
Sa(3)

s > [

T*lg\z\SRJrlSz(%)

< / 1N,

B(R+2)\B(r—2)

where S;(3) == {t e RY : |t; — x;] < 3,1 <i < N} is the Euclidean cube, and B(r)
is the Euclidean ball in RY with radius of 7 and centered at the origin. Hence,

R\ N R R\
IVnllgh zvy < (log—) log— =0 <<log—) ) :
T T '

For fixed r, letting R — oo when N > 3, we have that |[Vn||y — 0. Since n(z) is
uniformly bounded and tends to 1 pointwise, we prove u € Dé’p (ZN) by B3). O

Remark. For DVP(ZN), one can replace the Euclidean distance | - | in the definition
of cutoff function n by any norm || - ||, with » > 0, and Cosco, Nakajima and
Schweiger give a more explicit estimate of the p-capacity [17].

For a Cayley graph (G, S) of polynomial growth with the homogeneous dimension
N, it is difficult to construct desired cutoff functions. We find an alternative method
to prove the result by the parabolicity theory [63].

Theorem 8. If N >3, 1 <p < N, then D}*(G) = D"?(G).

Proof. By the same argument as Theorem [7, Dy (G) € D'?(G) follows from the
Sobolev inequalities (3.2)).

In the other direction, by the parabolicity theory on graphs [63] Corollary 2.6]
we know that G is N-parabolic which implies the N-capacity is zero. Hence, we can
get a uniformly bounded sequence 7, (x) with finite support satisfying n,(x) — 1
pointwise and ||V, ||~ gy — 0. Set u, == un, € Co(G), then by Holder inequalities

llun — u”%l,p(c) = Z Zlvaunn(y) + Vaynpu(z) — Vayul?

z€G Yy~
<D V() |5 max | 7 (y) = 17 +[[Vaal[gx[lullz- — 0.
zeG Y
That is, D'?(G) C Dy (G). O

Remark. For N > 3, if the Cayley graph (G, S) satisfies Bs(n) > C(S)nV, Vn > 1,
then we can prove Dy*(G) = D2(G) using the Hodge decomposition theorem on
1-forms on edges, see Theorem [I8 and Corollary [T9

By the properties of semigroup [5, Chapter 5], we have the following lemma.



EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS FOR THE SECOND-ORDER SOBOLEV INEQUALITY 11

Lemma 9. For any u € #(G), p € (

Mu = / t2dt
IF——I

where e'® is the semigroup of A. Then M is a bounded linear operator in £P(G),
and
Ly = (—A)%u = Mu,Vu € °(G).

Proof. Obviously, M is well-defined and linear. And for any u € Cy(G),
1 t 5 00 5
M’LLN/ (/ s Au ds> tiﬁdt—l—/ (emu—u) t~2dt.
0 0 1
Then,

1 t [e'e)
A _3 A _3
|Mull, < / ( / 1652 s Al ds)t Lt / (€™ lpopllully+llull,) £ ¥at
1 _ 1 o0 _ 3
< Jlully / 4t + ull, / +4dt < Jlul,.

Hence, M is a bounded operator in #7(G). And these definitions are consistent for
different p, i.e. two of them agree on their common domain since the extensions of
semigroup e*” are consistent in different ¢7(G), see [40].

By the spectral mapping theorem in Banach spaces [30, Proposition 3.1.1], we
know that L% is a bounded operator in ¢P(G). For p = 2, using the functional

calculus in Hilbert spaces, for any u € £2(G), we have
Liu=M u,

which is also true for any u € Cy(G). Hence by the Bounded Linear Transformation
theorem [60, Theorem 1.7], we get

L3u = Mu, Yu € (*(G).

O
Now we are ready to prove the discrete second-order Sobolev inequality.
N N
Theorem 10. For N > 3,1 < p < E,p** = N p2 , we have the second-order
—<p
Sobolev inequalities
(3.5) [ull o= < Cpllullp2os Yu € DFP(G),
N
and for 1 <p< 57
~
(3.6) [ullgrs < Copllull pa.p Yu € Dy (G).

Proof. Using the completion trick, it suffices to prove that the second-order Sobolev
inequalities (3.0) and B.6) hold for any u € Cy(G). By the first-order Sobolev
inequality (32) we have

(3.7) [ullgoe= < Cpl[Vullp-.
By the boundedness of Riesz transforms [22], we know that

1
(3.8) IVullp- S 1L2 ullp-
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And Lzu € (?(@) since L? is a bounded linear operator in /7(G) by Lemma[@l Then
Lzu € Dy*(G) follows from £2(G) embeds into D*P(G) and Dy*(G) = D?(@).
Hence by the first-order Sobolev inequality again we know

(3.9) ||L%u p = CPHVL%U’”P'
By the boundedness of Riesz transforms, we get
(3.10) IVLZull,< | L7 L2 ully= [ul| p2.r-

The inequality ([B:5) is proved by B7)-(B10).
Next by the first-order Sobolev inequality (32,

m 1/17*
[l S N Vullerr = <Z ||3iu||§p*>

i=1

m 1/17*
(z nvaiunzp)
=1

.
p* 1/p

> 10;0iuller ~ [IV2ulle.

i,j=1

A

A

Hence the Sobolev inequality (3.6 holds. O

Remark. (1) Since ¢P(G) embeds into ¢2(G) for any ¢ > p, see |35, Lemma 2.1],
we get the second-order Sobolev inequalities (2] and (3.8]) in supercritical cases
q > p**-

(2) The second-order Sobolev inequality for v € D' (G) can not be proved
directly since the Riesz transforms is weak type (1, 1) for the nilpotent group G [22,
Theorem 1], and we don’t know whether the inequality

fulse S IVullne = sup ¢ (4 € G| Vu(e) 1> 1})
holds or not.
Then we prove the equivalence of higher-order Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 11. If N >3, 1<p< g, then

(3.11) DR?(ZN) = D7 (zM),

andf0r1§p<g,
D2P(ZN) = D> (ZN).

Proof. By the same argument as Theorem [, DE7(G) € D*?(G) and D3P (ZN) C

D%?(ZN) follow from the Sobolev inequalities (Z3) and (3.0).
In the other direction, the key is to find suitable cutoff functions n,(z) €

Co (ZN). For any u € D*P(ZN)(resp. D2P(ZN)), set u, = un, € Co (zZ™),
then by Holder inequalities

(312)  un =l opizny S Y [Au(@) [P max | 9 (y) = 11+ A7y ulfgyes
zeZN



13

EXTREMAL FUNCTIONS FOR THE SECOND-ORDER SOBOLEV INEQUALITY

and
lun = ull o zny S >3 {10;00u(z) [P na(wsis;) — 1 [P +]0ju(z) P| dimn(xs;) [P
zeZN i,j=1
(3.13) + |0u(x) [P| Ojnn(xsi) [P +|u(z) [P] 9;0inn(z) P}
S DD o0 P max | (2sis;) — 1P+ Vaalox 1 Vull],-
z€ZN i,j=1 '

+ V2 |7 ullge-

Hence, if the cutoff functions satisfy
7y is uniformly bounded,

(3.14) Nn — 1 pointwise on Z

and
(7N
HAU"”Z%(ZN) — 0, for D?P(Z N),
I9allevzy, 192l 5, = O, for DH(ZY),
then we can prove the other direction by the dominated convergence theorem. We

distinguish two cases and construct cutoff functions respectively:

FIGURE 3.1. The figure shows the cutoff functions constructed for
DYP(ZN) (solid line) and D?P(Z") (dotted line), respectively.

Case 1. For D?P(ZN), define f(x) :== . z? and

o log(l-(1-5%)%)
B(s) =1A oa(l —(1_ 2)3) V0.

Let n(z) = ¢(f(z)), X = {a €Z" : f(y)>rforally~z}. Then Af = 2N,
T'f =4f+ N. The numbers r and R rather stand for the square of the distance as

f is the square of the Euclidean distance. By definition ¢ € C? (r, 00) and
R -1 / 1 R -1

— - — < <0< < — — .

log(=2)) 12 <¢(5) <0< (5) < (log(- ) 1S, Vs € (n R

By the discrete chain rule (Lemma[B) on X, we have

An(z) = Ag(f)(x) = 2N¢' (f(2)) + (4f(z) + N)¢"(€?)
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with f(x) —2+/f(x) +1 <& < f(x) +2+/f(x) + 1. And thus if 100 < r < f(y) for
all y ~ z, we have 2{2 > f2(w) giving

R _ C2 R —1 203
~(loB(0)) 2N < Ana) < (loB(0)) " (4£(2) + M) 13
Then taking ¢ := max {2c2,9¢3}, we get
cN 1
A1 S loa( ) ™ FwleaE
Thus,
(3.15) >l an(@) 35 10;) > S F

r<f(z)<R

A
e Y
5}
0 | —
z)
~
N
|

/ |t~V dt

B\/ﬁ+1\B\/?*1

so((wd) ).

This goes to 0 as R — oo for N > 3. The boundary at y/r does not matter as we
can keep r constant and let R — oco. At the neighbourhood of boundary 94/, i.e.
Y = {:v eZN:r—2<|z|<r+ 2}, by the mean value theorem we have

1
| A0 [=1 32 (6L 0) = @) 151610110 = £0) 5 e

Since the cardinality of Y is finite, then

N
2

(3.16) STl an() |5 Z(\nog> —0as R— .

€Y z€eY

Hence, by 318) and (316) we know

HAn(:v)Hé%(ZN) — 0 as R — oo,

and we prove u € DgP(ZN) by (BI2).
Case 2. For D*?(ZN), set n(x) := ¢(f(x)) as in Case 1. Then we can check that

RN
anHZN(ZN) o (<log7> ) .

By the norm equivalence (Lemma [6]) and the result in Case 1, we know

1-N
213 o~ £l < LA
9 ~ I8, SO ((mgr |

Hence, D2?(ZN) C ﬁg’p(ZN) by BI3]). This finishes the proof. O

Remark. (1) The cutoff function 7 defined for DV'?(Z") can not work for D*?(Z)
directly since the Laplacian is "bad" when it comes to the sharp corner R. We
find a way to fix this by taking a "close to linear" function ¢ being smooth at the
boundary R. Now the Euclidean distance is necessary for constructing the cutoff
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function since its Laplacian is decreasing while the combinatorial distance is not.
Then using the chain rule we can get a good estimate.

N
(2) For 1 < p < 5 by Lemma [6 and Theorem [Il we know D*P(ZYN) =
Dy*(ZN) = Dy"(ZN) =D*(ZV).

Then we prove the higher-order equivalence on a Cayley graph G using the
functional analysis.

Theorem 12. If N >3, 1<p< g, then DEP(G) = D*P(@).

Proof. First Di*(G) € D*?(G) by the Sobolev inequalities ([3). The other direc-
tion can be proved by checking the Laplace operator A is an isometry from D(Q)’p (@)
to £7(G). The injection follows from the ¢?—Liouville property of graphs [5, Section
1.7]. The range of A, denoted by Ran(A), is closed by the completeness of Dg’p(G).
For any h € ¢4(G), the dual space of (P(G),

0= h(f), Vf € Ran(A),

which implies
0= (h,Au) = (Ah,u), Yu € Cy (G).

Hence Ah =0 and h = 0 by the /P—Liouville property, then the surjection follows
from the closed range theorem. Similarly, A is also an isometry from D??(G) to
P(G). Then by the fact Dy*(G) C D*>P(G) we know Di*(G) = D*?(G). O

Remark. For the special case p = 2, DS’Q = D?? on general groups satisfying
the second-order Sobolev inequality, for example, polynomial growth groups and
non-amenable groups.

4. THE CONCENTRATION-COMPACTNESS PRINCIPLE

In this section, we prove the discrete Concentration-Compactness principle. We
first introduce a key lemma as in [I0, Theorem 1].

Consider a measure space ({2, X, 1), which consists of a set Q equipped with a
o-algebra ¥ and a Borel measure p: ¥ — [0, 00].

Lemma 13. (Brézis-Lieb lemma) Let (Q, %, 1) be a measure space, {un} C LP(Q, %, 1),
and 0 < p < oo. If

(a) {un} is uniformly bounded in LP, and

(b) up, = u,n — 00 p-almost everywhere in Q, then

(4.1) i (unll7 — lfun — ull) = [ull-

Remark. (1) The preceding lemma is a refinement of Fatou’s Lemma.
(2) Since {u,} is uniformly bounded in L, passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we have

3 P — 13 _ p p
i[5 = T [~} + [l

(3) If Q is countable and p is a positive measure defined on ), then we get a
discrete version of Lemma [T3]
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Corollary 14. Let Q C G, {u,} C D*?(G), and 1 < p < co. If
(a) {un} is uniformly bounded in D*P(Q), and
(b) u, — u,n — 0o pointwise on G, then

(@2 Jm (Zmun(w’ - Yla, —u><x>|P> = Y lAu(@)p.
€N €N €N

Proof. Since {Au,,} is uniformly bounded in ¢?(G) and Au, — Au,n — oo point-
wise on (G, by Lemma [I3] we get

HILH;O(HA“n”Z(Q) — A (un — U)”Z(Q)) = ||AU||Z(Q)7
which is equivalent to the equation ([4.2). O
Next, we establish the Concentration-Compactness principle on G.

Lemma 15. (Discrete Concentration-Compactness lemma) For N > 3,1 < p <
%,q > p**, if {un} is uniformly bounded in D*P(G). Then passing to a subse-
quence, still denoted by {u,}, we have

(4.3) U, — u  pointwise on G,
(4.4) |Aup|P 25 [AuP in 6(G).

And the following limits

. . b . . q._

lim lim Z [Auy ()P = poo, Rh_r)mOO nh_)rrgo Z [ten ()7 = Voo,
d®(z,e)>R dS(z,e)>R

exist. For the above {uy}, we have

(4.5) A — )P 250 in fY(G),
(4.6) lun —ul? 250 in fY(G),
(4.7) V1< K o,

(48) Tim [funl B = [[0ll + f1oc,
(19) Jimn [ = g+ v

Proof. Since {u,} is uniformly bounded in ¢?(G), they are bounded in £>°(G).
By diagonal principle, passing to a subsequence we get ([@3]). Since {|Au,[P} is
uniformly bounded in ¢}(G), we get (@d) by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and
([#3). For every R > 1, passing to a subsequence if necessary,

lim Au, (x)[P, lim Un ()[4,

Jim. ds(;e)>Rl ()] Jim. ds(;e)>Rl ()]
exist. Then we can define p, Vs by the monotonicity in R.

Let v, := up, —u, then v, — 0 pointwise on G and {|Av,|P} is uniformly bounded

in /1(@). Then any subsequence of {|Av, [P} contains a subsequence, still denoted
by {|Av,|P}, that w*-converges to 0 in ¢1(G), which follows from

> h|Av, [P — 0, Vh € Co(G).
Hence we obtain (LH). Similarly, we get (A.6).
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For R > 1,let Ui € C(G) such that U(x) =1 for d°(z,e) > R+1, Up(x) =0
for d°(z,e) < R. By the discrete Sobolev inequality (I.2), we have

Wl < K S IAWp0)l = K3 (Tay W avn(y) + Wa(@) Vayva) P
T y~zT

For any ¢ > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that

Y Ve Uron )+ Vr(2)Vayval” < Col Y Vay U ron (y)[P+(142) [ Ava[”| ¥ g ().

Y~z y~zx y~x

Since v, — 0 pointwise on G, by € — 0" we obtain

Tim a\p/4q -1 Tm PP
(4.10) Tm () [ Wroa|)?/? < K7 T ) [ Av, PUF
From the definition of Vg,
4.11 lim v P < K~ Tim Av,|P.
(4.11) (> vl
nee dS(z,e)>R e dS(z,e)>R

By Lemma [I3] and Corollary 14l we have

lim Yo Au@P - Y MA@l | = Y [Au)P,

n—oo
dS(z,e)>R dS(z,e)>R dS(z,e)>R
dm (Y - Y @)= Y @l
dS(z,e)>R dS(z,e)>R dS(z,e)>R
Hence by letting R — oo, we get
. . p_
(4.12) dim lim YT [Av, (@) = e,
dS(z,e)>R
. . q_
(4.13) ngnoo nl;rrgo Z [vp (2)]? = Voo
dS(z,e)>R

Combining the equations (ZII)-@I3), we get
WP < K g

Since u,, — u pointwise on G, then for every R > 1,

Tm > |Aul” = Tn (Z W g Aug P+ > (1 - \I/R)|Aun|p)
= Tim_ > Ug|Au, P+ (1 — Ug)|Aul?,

and

; a_ I q _ q
nhrn E [t | —nhrn (E Uplun|?+ E (1= Tg)|uy| )
_ T q _ q
—nhrn g Uglunl? 4+ g (1 —=Tg)|u|?

Letting R — oo, we obtain
nlggo Z|Aun|p = Hoo T+ Z|Au|p = fioo + [[ullpa.s,

lim Z|un|q = Voo + Z|u|q = Voo + [|ullg-
n—oo
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Remark. (1) In the continuous setting, P. L. Lions [46], Bianchi et al.[§] and Ben-
Naoum et al.[7] proved that the limit of the minimizing sequence norm can be
divided into three parts, i.e. the norm of the limit function, the norm of the limit
of the difference between the sequence and the limit function, and the norm of the
sequence at infinity. The corresponding parts still satisfy the Sobolev inequality,
see [0, Lemma 1.40].

(2) The difference between the sequence and the limit function w*-converges
to 0 in ¢1(Q), i.e. ([&5) and ([@6), which is not true in continuous setting. For
example, consider the sequence of probability measures {d,,} in [0, 1], where §,,(z) ==

nXo,1)dz, then 6, — 0 almost everywhere in [0, 1]. However, d,, AN 8o in (C[0, 1])"
and the Dirac measure g is non-zero. This is the advantage of the discrete setting.

5. PROOF oF THEOREM [I]

In this section, we will prove the existence of the extremal function for the
discrete second-order Sobolev inequality (I2)). Firstly, we prove that the minimizing
sequence after translation has a uniform positive lower bound at the unit element
e € G. This is crucial to rule out the vanishing case of the limit function.

Lemma 16. For N > 3,1 <p < & ¢ > p**, let {u,} C D*P(G) be a minimizing
sequence satisfying (L2). Then lm ||uylle= > 0.
n—00

Proof. Choosing ¢’ such that p™* < ¢’ < ¢ < oo, by interpolation inequality we
have

D2
where Cy ,, is the constant in the Sobolev inequality (L2).

By taking the limit, we obtain

’ o ’ ’ o
1= flunllg < lunllg lluallES? < CG pllunllpe lluallES

7 L. '
1<Cf K7 lim lu, |25
n—oo
This proves the lemma. (I

Remark. The maximum of |u,| is attainable since [|u,|q, = 1. Define v, (z) :=
Un(xnx), where |up(z,)] = max|u,(z)|. Then the translation sequence {v,} is
x

uniformly bounded in D*?(G), |[v,|lq = 1 and |v,(e)| = ||un| 0o, Where e is the unit
element of G. By Lemma [IG] passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have

v, — v  pointwise on G,
(5.1) v(e)] = lm flunfle= > 0.
n—oo
Next, we give the proof I of Theorem [l
Proof I of Theorem[d. Let {u,} C D*P(G) be a minimizing sequence satisfying

(T4). And the translation sequence {v,} is defined in the Remark after Lemma [I6]
By equalities (£9) and (@8] in Lemma [I5] passing to a subsequence, we get

K = T [Jon[e, = [[v/72., + too,
1= tim [Joa][¢ = o] + vec.

From the Sobolev inequality ([2)), (1) and the inequality
(5.2) (a9 + b9)P/T < aP + VP, Ya,b > 0,
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we get

K = [[vlpe.s + too
> K(([ollg)P'e + v2L7)
> K(|[o]|2 + veo)P/1 = K.
Since (a? + b9)P/? < aP + b7 unless @ = 0 or b = 0, we deduce from (5.I) that
[oll§ =1. By
||U||Zz)2,p 2 K”’UH:Zv
we get
HUH%M =K = nlij;ollvnﬂ%z,p-

That is, v is a minimizer. [l
Then we give another proof for Theorem [ using the discrete Brézis-Lieb lemma.

Proof II of Theorem[l. Using Lemma [I6] by the translation and taking a subse-
quence if necessary as before, we can get a minimizing sequence {u,} satisfying
(T4, u, — u pointwise on G, and |u(e)| > 0.

By Lemma [[3 the inequality (5:2) and the Sobolev inequality, passing to a
subsequence, we have

63 K= lin funlts, = tim Lolbze _ g lin = ey + lellpe
: P
ol T e ully o — )
s i ln = s + il
novee un — ully + ull

K|y — ull? p
2 T Kl =l + el
w3 T =l + [l

Since u#0, by the Sobolev inequality we have that

ullpe, < Klullg,
which implies

lullpa, = K Jullg-
By (53)), passing to a subsequence, we get

. p . .
Jim Jup — ul|pe, = K lm [lu, —ul[g.
Since 0 < |lullg < lim |lugnllq = 1, it suffices to show that |lu|; = 1. Suppose that
n—oo
it is not true, i.e. 0 < |lullg = D < 1, then by Lemma [I3]
el = Jin el = ully =1 = D >0

However, (a? + b9)"/% < aP + VP if a, b > 0. This yields a contradiction by (53).
Thus, |Jull; =1 and u is a minimizer. O
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6. PROOFS FOR COROLLARIES

As applications, we prove corollaries in the introduction. The following lemma
establishes the equivalence between solutions to the higher-order quasilinear prob-

lem (LH) and to the system (LE).
N—

Lemma 17. For N > 3, p,q > 1, i—i—% < TQ,p’: ﬁ; q = #, (u,v) is a

solution of (I.3) if and only if u is a solution of (I.8) with v := — | Au [P~2 Au.

Proof. Since ﬁ + pi* = %, ﬁ + % < % if and only if ¢ > p**. Suppose that
uw € D2?(G) is a solution of (LH). Set v:= — | Au [P~2 Au. Then v € (% (G) and
u € (7" (G) by the Sobolev inequality. And u € £9(G), since 7" (G) embeds into

¢4(G). Let w be a solution of
—Aw = |u|? ?u.

Hence, Aw € (7 and w € D7 (G) by the fact that Laplace operator A is an
isometry from D27 (@) to 9 (G), see Theorem [ By the uniqueness theorem for
harmonic functions we know that

v=we D> (G).

Note that |[v|? ~20 = —Aw. That is, (u, v) is a solution of (IB). On the other hand,
if (u,v) is a pair of solution for (L6, we have — | Au |[P~2 Au = v. This proves the
lemma. 0

By Theorem [ we can prove Corollary 2

Proof of Corollary[@. By Theorem [ there exists a minimizer u for the problem
(C3). Let v be a solution of

—Av =| —Au|.
Then ||v]|; < ||Aul|, since Laplace operator A is an isometry from D™ (G) to £7(G),

and D3P(G) embeds into £4(G) for ¢ > p**. Note that u < v by the maximum
principle. Replacing u by —u, we get —u < v similarly. Hence,

0<|u|<w.
In particular we have 1 = |jull, < ||v||q and ||Aull, = ||Av||p. Therefore, we know
that —4 is a non-negative minimizer. It follows from the Lagrange multiplier that

vllq
o, 1S @ non-negative solution of (C3). The maximum principle yields that it is
q

positive. (I
Finally, we can prove Corollary B by Corollary 2l and Lemma [I7

Proof of Corollary[3. By Corollary 2l there exists a positive solution u of equation
@H). Set v := — | Au |P~2? Au as Lemma [T and we know

—Av = |u|??u > 0.

Hence v is positive by the maximum principle. O
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7. THE CASES OF p=2 AND p=1

In this section, we study the special cases of p = 2 and p = 1. First, for p = 2,
consider a Cayley graph (G, S) satisfying Bs(n) > C(S)n®, ¥n > 1. By the first-
order Sobolev inequality (3:2) we know Dy*(G) € D'?(G). We fix an orientation
for edge set E. Then D(l)’2(G) and DY2(G) are Hilbert spaces equipped with the
inner product

(Veu, Vev)p =) (ules) = ule-)) (v(es) —v(e-)),
ecE

where e_ and e; are the initial and terminal endpoints of e respectively. For any
ae C(E),

diva(x) = Z ale) — Z ale), zeV.

e=(y,z)EE é=(z,y)EE

Then we can prove the Hodge decomposition theorem on 1-forms on edges on the
Cayley graph.

Theorem 18. If the Cayley graph (G, S) satisfies Bs(n) > C(S)n®™, Vn > 1, then
we have decompositions

(2(E) =VDy*(G)® H
and

*(F) =VD"3(G) & H,
where H := {u € (*(E) : divu = 0}.
Proof. For any u € (*(E), we define a bounded linear operator on Dy*(G) as

L(v) = —(div u, v).

A nondegerate bilinear functional B : D§?(G) x Dy*(G) — R is defined as

B(v,w) == (Vev, Vew)g.
By the Lax—Milgram theorem, there exists f € D(IJ’2(G) such that

B(f,v) = L(v), Yo € Dy*(G).
Hence, for any v € Cy(G),
(Af,v) = —(Vef,Vev)g = (divu,v),

which implies that Af = divu.
Since ||Vf||€2(E) = %HfHDlvz(G)a Vfe 62(E) Let h=u—-Vfe éQ(E) Then

divh =divu —divVf =divu — Af = 0.
That is h € H. The decomposition is proved. If u € VDé’Q(G) N H, then there
exists v € Dy*(G) such that u = Vo and divu = Av = 0. Hence v = 0 and u = 0.

The property of the direct sum is proved. And we can get the decomposition
(*(E) = VD'2(G) @ H by the same argument. O

Corollary 19. If the Cayley graph (G, S) satisfies Bs(n) > C(S)n™, Vn > 1, then
Dy*(G) = DY2(G).
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Proof. By the Sobolev inequality we know Dy*(G) C D%2(G). Then for any
u € DY2(G), by the Hodge decomposition theorem we get

Vu = Vi+h, e Dy*(G),heH.

And h = Vu — Vi € VDY2(G), hence h = 0, that is V (u — @) = 0, which implies
that u = @ € Dy*(G). Hence D2(G) C Dy(G). O

Remark. For the groups satisfying the second-order Sobolev inequality, for example,

: i 22 _ 22
polynomial growth groups and non-amenable groups, we can prove Dy* = D*“ by
checking the Laplace operator is an isometry from D3*(G) (also D*2(@G)) to £2(G)
as Theorem

For the special case p = 1, since lN)S’l(ZN) = D2(ZN) by Lemma [[I] we can
consider the optimal constant K of Sobolev inequality (3.6)) in the supercritical case

qg>1" =5 on ZV:

(7.1) K:= _inf [ullps.-

In order to prove that the infimum is achieved, consider a minimizing sequence
{un} € D>Y(ZN) satisfying

(7.2) lunllqg = 17”“11”52,1(21\7) — K,n — cc.

Then by the same argument as the proof of Theorem [ we can get the following
result for D%1(ZV).

Theorem 20. For N >3, ¢ > 1** = 55 let {u,} C D*Y(ZN) be a minimizing
sequence satisfying (Z2). Then there exists a sequence {x,} C ZN and v € D21
such that the sequence after translation {v,(x) = u,(z, + )} contains a conver-

gent subsequence that converges to v in D*'. And v is a minimizer for K.

Remark. This result implies that the best constant can be obtained in the super-
critical case.
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