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GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITY WITH HOLDER NORMS

MENGXIA DONG ¢

ABSTRACT. The classical Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, known as an interpolation inequality, involves Lebesgue
norms of functions and their derivatives. We established an interpolation lemma to connect Lebesgue and
Holder spaces, thus extending the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. This extension involved substituting arbitrary
Sobolev norms with appropriate Holder norms, allowing for a wider range of applicable parameters in the
inequality.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Sobolev embedding theorem states that if 1 < p < n then for any weakly differentiable function
u € WP, we have
[ullp- < ClIVullp,
where p* = n"—20 and C' > 0 is independent of uw. If p > n, then according to the Morrey’s inequality, for the
continuous representative, the following holds:

lull or-3 < ClIVull,.

These results are well-documented in standard references such as [1] or [4].

Sobolev spaces serve as important tools for describing the regularity and integrability of functions, while
Sobolev embedding reveal the potential connection between these two aspects. However, as a space for con-
tinuous functions, Holder spaces primarily emphasize the regularity of functions but lack a description of their
integrability. Therefore, L. Nirenberg introduced a notation for the first time in [12] to formalize the definition
of integrability of functions in Holder spaces, with a key idea being that when p < 0, define

_ _ [Du(x) = D*u(y)|
lully = e = 3 sup == s,

|a|=p1

where p; = —% , P2 = —% — p1. While this notation differs significantly from the traditional definition of
integrability, it seamlessly blending the traditional Lebesgue norm for p > 0 with the Holder semi-norm for
p < 0. This notation allows for unifying the two inequalities involved in Sobolev embedding into a single
framework.
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In addition, in L. Nirenberg’s article [12], he also presents the famous interpolation inequality.
ID"ullq < Ol D ullpllully=?,

for all function u € C§°(R™) with a constant C' independent of u. Here, k,1 € N with k > [, and the parameters
satisty

1 1 1k 1

- — = '(———>+(1—9)'—,

q n p n r

l
- <9<
U

for all € in the interval

This inequality was also proven by E. Gagliardo in [6] and independently by L. Nirenberg. The inequality is
also referred to as Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality has diverse applications in
functional analysis, partial differential equations, and mathematical physics. It’s particularly useful in studying
the regularity properties of solutions to elliptic and parabolic equations, interpolation theory, and in establishing
compactness results for function spaces.

If we look at it as a classical interpolation inequality of the form

lullx < Cllull3-lull 7,

E. Gagliardo and L. Nirenberg initially established the proof for cases where X, Y, and Z are Sobolev spaces .
In 1995, A. Kufner and A. Wannebo expanded the scope by allowing Y™ to be a Holder space [8]. Subsequently,
in 2018, A. Molchanova, T. Roskovec, and F. Soudsky successfully broadened the extension to encompass both
X and Y as Holder spaces [14].

In this paper, we will demonstrate our results by substituting arbitrary of Lebesgue norms with appropriate
Holder norms. For the convenience of exposition and proof, we slightly adjust the notation given by L. Nirenberg
n [12]. Now let’s introduce our new notation. Define X? to be Lebesgue and Holder spaces:

O0<p<oo: XP=1LP
p=occ: XP=L>
—c0o<p<0: XP=CPrP2

where p; = — {% + 1] and py = — — p1 when p < 0. Define the norms ||u| x»n) to be
1
p
0<p<oo: lall o @y = Il 2o gan = (/ |u|de> ,
RTL
p=0: [ull xr®n) = [lullLoo®n) = esssup u(z)],
TER™
—o0o<p< 0: HUHXP(]R") = HuHcpl,pg(Rn) = ||u||cp1(]Rn) =+ Z [Dau]co,pg(Rn)
l|=p1
D~ — D“
= max sup |D%l|+ Z sup | D ulw) uw)l
|a|<p1 zeRn — z,yeR" |£L' - y|p2
[a]=p1 x#y

This notation establishes a connection between Holder spaces and Lebesgue spaces to a certain extent. From
this perspective, it shares many similarities with Morrey-Campanato spaces. Literature related to Morrey-
Campanato spaces have been studied by various authors S. Campanato [3], F. John and L. Nirenberg [7], N.G.
Meyers [11], where Stam proved Interpolation Theorem for this space in [13]. However, Morrey-Campanato
space tends to lean towards using mean oscillation, which describes the regularity, to portray the connection
between the two, while our notation leans more towards extending integrability.
Similar to the Sobolev space, fix —oo < % < +00 and let k£ be a non-negative integer, if for each multi-index

a with a < k,

D% € XP(R"),
then we say

u e XPP(RM).
For simplicity and to distinguish it from the Lebesgue norm, we denote

lulp = [lullx»@n)
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in this paper.

Here are the main theorem of this paper.
Theorem 1.1. Let p,q,r € (—00,0) U [1,+00), k,l € Ntk > [ and 2 ¢ {1,---  k — 1}, then for any u €
XkEP(R") N X"(R™), we have u € X"9(R™) and there exists a constant C independent of u such that

(1) |D'ulq < C|D ulpul;~?,
where L - )
- — = '(———>+(1—9)'—,
q n p n r
for all 0 in the interval
l
—-<6<1
p=v=

This paper is orgnized as follows: In section 2, we will use the new notation to present a unified form of
the Sobolev inequality and the Morrey’s inequality. The main purpose is to facilitate subsequent calculations.
In Section 3, we established a crucial interpolation lemma related to both Lebesgue and Holder spaces. This
lemma plays a key role in problem-solving, and importantly, it demonstrates that similar to Lebesgue spaces,
even when extended to Holder spaces, the interpolation inequality holds true. In Section 4, we complete our
conclusions using mathematical induction and the interpolation lemma.

2. SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES

Under the new notation, we can combine the Sobolev inequality and Morrey’s inequality into a unified format
and expand the range of parameter p to all negative numbers in the Holder space. Let us check it:

Theorem 2.1. Let p € (—00,0)U[1,1) U (n, +00), then for any u € X P(R™), we have u € XP (R"™) and there
exists a constant C' independent of u such that

(2) |ulp= < C|Dulp,
where
111
PP n
Proof. When p € [1,n), both p and p* are positive, the inequality (2) is the standard Sobolev inequality
[ullp < CllDullp.

When p € (n,+00), p is positive and p* is negative, direct calculation show us

n
p

* n * n
pp=——7-p=1-—
ope p

In this case the inequality (2) becomes the Morrey’s inequality:
[ull jo.1-2 < CllDull,.

P

When p € (—o00,0), p* < 0 is negative. Then direct computation shows us

n n
T

P p

n n n
pp=——-p=1l—=—(P1+1)=—=—p1 =pa.
2o p p

Therefore, we get the Holder equality

|D%u(z) — D*u(y)|
o= Nullgoi gy + S sup :
P CP1(R") QIZ* #.y€R™ |:v — y|p2
TP sy
_ ||D’U’HCPI(]R") + Z sup |Da(Du(I)) B Da(Du(y))|

lal=p1 z,yER™ |£L' - y|p2
TFY

|u

(3)

= |Dulp.



Which completes the proof. O

Remark 2.2. If we suppose there is a space Y with the norm || - ||y and assume
|uloo := llully-

We would like to apply it on the unified format notation in order to extend the range of p in Theorem 2.1. Thus
we must have:

lully = luleo < C|Duln,
[ul—n < C|Duloc = C|[Dully.
These two inequalities show that
Wh™ YV e L,
However, this is impossible. Therefore, we cannot provide a perfect notation for borderline cases.

By iteratively employing Theorem 2.1, we can express the generic Sobolev inequality involving derivatives of
any order in a consolidated manner.

Theorem 2.3. Letp € (—o0,0)U[1,+00), k,l € Nt k> 1 and 2 ¢ {1,---k—=1}. Then for anyu € XFP(R"),
we have u € X“4(R™) and there exists a constant C' independent of u such that
(4) |Dlu|q < C|Dku|p7

where

g n p n
Proof. Assume py = p, let p;11 be the conjugate Sobolev index of p;, i.e.
1 1 1
=——— (=0,1,---,k—=1-1).
Pivr  DPi 0N

Thus we have

111 k=11
Pk—1  Pk—-1-1 T p n q
Since % ¢ {1,---,k—1}, consequently p; # n, then repeatedly applying (2) we obtain

|Dlu|q ,S |Dl+1u|;vk7171 S 5 |Dku|P

~

3. INTERPOLATION LEMMA

L. Nirenberg mentioned an interpolation lemma in [12], however, the proof is omitted. In this section, we will
provide a foundational yet detailed proof to demonstrate that interpolation is continuously available between
Lebesgue and Holder spaces, bridging the connection between them.

Lemma 3.1. Assume —o00 < A < < v < 00, then
() Juls < Clul} July™"
m P

where
p=nA+(1-n,
and C' is independent of u.

Remark 3.2. Some special cases of this lemma have been studied. In particular

(1) When A > 0, the inequality (5) is essentially the interpolation inequality for Lebesgue spaces.
(2) When v <0, a result of A. Lunardi [9], [10] settling the case —n\, —nv € N for Holder norms.

Before proving the interpolation lemma, let’s first look at two lemmas. One of them illustrate the transitivity
of interpolation, which is a straightforward application of the Reiteration Theorem found by A. Calderén in [2].
Readers may also refer the theorem in Lunardi’s books [9] and [10]; it presents a more general form within the
interpolation theory. This lemma allows us to focus on proving the important parameter nodes and the general
case will be directly deduced from this lemma, and we will frequently use this method in the subsequent proofs.
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Lemma 3.3. Assume —o0 < g < pi1 < g < g < 00, when i = 1,2, we have the interpolation inequalities
i |u|1*m

_1 _1 >

Hi—1 Hi+1

lul L S fu
[

where
i = Mifpti—1 + (L= ni)piga
Then for j = 1,2, we have

6, 1-6;
ful 1 < Jul% Jul %,
J

KO n3
where

pj = Ojpo + (1= 0;)ps.
Proof. We only prove for j = 1, the proof of the other case is similar. From the condition we have
p = mpo + (1 —n1)p2
=mpo + (1 —m)(n2pa + (1 —n2)ps)
=mnpo + (1 —=n)nzpn + (1= n1)(1 = n2)ps.

Therefore
m m
(1)
L= 4 mmne L—mn2+mn2
Choose
m
e —
L= +mne
Then
) < ™ Jul ™ < ™ 20T [y G )

75 ~ s 7 ~ = = ~

Simplify it and we obtain the interpolation inequality in Lemma. 0

The inequality in the next lemma is used to address interpolation problems related to summation in Holder
norms.

Lemma 3.4. Assume a,b,c,d >0 and 0 <n < 1. Then
(6) a1 4 d T < (a4 )b+ d) .

Proof. The proof is simple. From Young’s inequality we have

a NN e gy b
a+c b+d =17 a+c " b+d’
c \" d \'™" c d
- - <p— 4 (1=p) —.
(a—l—c) (b—l—d) =1 a+c+( ") b+c
Combining these two inequalities and simplifying them, we conclude the proof. O

Now we can begin the proof of the interpolation lemma. According to Lemma 3.3, we will only present the
proof for the parameters are all greater or less than zero and the special case where the middle term p is exactly
equal to 0, thereby naturally deducing the general case.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Case 1. X > 0. In this case (5) is merely the interpolation inequality for LP, which can
be proved simply by applying Hélder inequality. Set n = Z=&, then

(o) =(foim=)
()" (fo)

Case 2. v < 0. In this case, all parameters are less than 0, thus we need to deal with Holder norms. For
convenience, when —oco < A < p < v <0 and k € N, let’s assume Cy, C,, C), and Cy be
C)\ = [U]C’\l’”\27 CH = [U]C"l"‘27 CV = [’U/]CVIWQ, Ck = ||U||Ck
5



Where the parameters obtained by the notation we defined.
A =—[RA+1], d=-n\— )\,
p=—lnp+1], po=-—-np—p,
v =—[nw+1], va=—nv-—u.
Since A < 0 ensure the continuity of function, when v = 0 we have
uloo = [lullzoe = [lullco =: [lullco.o.
Obviously,
A1 > p1 > v
We divide the proof of this case into three sub-cases.
Case 2.1. Interpolation of Cj. First assume u € C?(R"), then from Taylor formula, we have

uly) — u(z) = Du) - (4 — 2) + ~(y — 2)D%u (1 - )z + 8y) (y — 2)7.

2
For each direction e;(i = 1,--- ,n) and h > 0,
1 1
|u(z + he;) — u(z) — Dyu(z)h| < §|Diiu(:v)|ooh2 < §|D2u(x)|ooh2,
so that
2 o 1
Dy oo < 20@oe Lo
h 2
< 2(Ju(®)[00) ? (|D*u(w)]o0) .
So we have

C1 = max(|u]oo, | Dulso)
< (Juloe)* [max ((Juloo), 2( Duluc))]
<Czes.
For u € C*+2(R"), after substituting D*u for u, we can directly obtain
Crir S CFCFyo
Combine with Lemma 3.3 we know that for any ki, ko, k3 € N and ky < ko < k3, if u € C*3(R"), then

(7) Cr, SCPLCLTT,
where 1 )
1 _n_ l-n
ko ko ks
Case 2.2. \{—r; = 0. Without loss of generosity, we assume v; = 0. According to the condition Ay > 1 > 11

we have

/\1 = M1 = V1 = 0.
Direct calculation shows us
(8) p2 =nAz + (1 = n)va.
Then apply the Holder conditions and (8),

lu(z) — u(y)] < Ju(z) — u(y)|"|u(z) —uly)|* "

< CQCL M — et

=ClC M — y|.
This tells us

c,<cy- cl-n.
Apply the interpolation inequality (6) we have
uly = Co+C,



=CiC, "+ Y- Cyn
< (Co+ C\)"(Co + C,)' 7
=l fu s
Case 2.3. \; —v; =1 and pus = 1. Without loss of generosity, we assume v; = 0. Since \; > py > vq, then
A =p =v1 =0.
By calculation, we obtain
L=pe=—npu—
—n(nA+ (L=n)v) —m
n(l+ A2) + (1 —n)va,

which equivalent to
(9) ni2 + (1 —=n)(r2 —1) =0.

Choose m € (2,1), there must exist point € R and direction e; such that |Dju(x)| = mC,. Without loss of
2 7

generality, we assume |Diu(0)| = mC,,, then
|D1u(0) — Dyu(hey)| < |Du(0) — Du(he;)| < Cyh 2.

Thus we have
|Diu(her)| > |D1u(0)] — [D1u(0) — Dyu(her)| > mC), — N

0, (mc_c;#) _] .= [0, R].

It is worth noting when h € [0, R], Dyu(he;) maintain the same symbol. Therefore

where

h e

R
[u(0) — u(Rey)| = /0 |Dyu(her)|dh

R
> / (mC,, — C\h*?) dh
0

C)\ A
= mC, R — —2 R+l
M Ao+ 1

Recall w € C¥""2 thus we have the estimate
|u(0) — u(Rey)| < C,R™.

Combing them together we obtain
C.R— —=—R»" < C,R".
M Ao+ 1 -

1
Substitute R = (mcﬂ) ™2 into the inequality,

C
m/\Q mC ’\;
—C, <, .
Ao+ 1 B= ( Cy >
Recall the condition of parameters (9) we have

V2—17 U
)\2 N 1—’17.

Thus we simplify and obtain

1\
(10) Cu < <1 + )\—> mflC’f\’Cifn.
2
Apply the interpolation inequality concerning sums (6) again we obtain the interpolation inequality (5).
All the remaining cases when v < 0 could be established by applying Lemma 3.3 on results of step 2.1, step
2.2 and step 2.3.



Case 3. pu=0.
In this case we have A < 0 and v > 0. First let us check when —% <A< 0and 0 < v < 1. Followed the
notation we have
A= —[TL)\-i-l] =0,
/\2 = —n\— )\1 = —nA.
Define

u(z) —u
a+b:=ule + sup 7| (z) )\(y”
x,yeRn” |$ - yl 2
for short. Easy to see a < co and u is continuous. When b = 0 the function is trivial. Without loss of generality,
assume |u(0)| = a, and we have

=|ul1 < o0
A

la— u(a)] < blaf.
Thus we have

wwMZa—m—u@nza—MMh,|ﬂe[&(%ﬁﬂ:—mmy

Set p := % > 1 we obtain

/ |u|pd:102/ |u|Pdz

R B(0,¢)
// |u|PdSdr
o JoB(,r

Z/ (a — br’\Q)pr"_ldr

0
pan 1 n
= a)\c / (l—s)psgfldt (r:cs%)
2 Jo
afc 1
= Bl——p—-1).
X2 ( AP )
Notice that ) o
(apcn)F —al7xpx = alfnblflz
Finally we conclude the estimate
a n
[u]1 = |uloo =a < (5+1) a
= (a+b)" (a7 b= )"
< Jul?
Combining with Lemma 3.3, we can derive all the remaining cases. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we will prove our conclusions using mathematical induction and the interpolation lemma. The
basic idea is similar to the method used by L. Nirenberg in [12], and we also refer to the proof details provided
by A. Fiorenza, M.R. Formica, T. Roskovec, and F. Soudsky in [5].

4.1. Initial Inequality. We aim to prove the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality by mathematical induction, so
we need a fundamental starting inequality. Let’s check the case when [ =1 and k = 2 in Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let —oco < %, %,% <1 and

2_1,1

qa p T
Ifue X2P(R") N X"(R"), then u € XV9(R™) and there exists a constant C' independent of u such that
(11) |Dulg < C|D*ulylul,,

Remark 4.2. This lemma has been mostly proven by previous researchers.
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(1) When p, g, > 1, this Lemma was left as an exercise in L. Nirenberg’s paper [12]. Recently, A. Fiorenza,
M.R. Formica, T. Roskovec and F. Soudsky provided a detailed proof of this lemma in their paper [5]
under these circumstances.

(2) The result for r € [—o0,n)Ngq € [1,00) can be found as a particular case in A. Kufner, and W. Andreas’s
paper [8]. Thus we only need to prove for the remaining cases, which is trivial.

Proof. Given that the majority has been proven by predecessors, we now focus on demonstrating the lemma
when r € [-n,0) U g € [—0,0).
First denote the converse Sobolev conjugate index p, with

111

pe p on
When r € [-n,0). Easy to verify

2 1 1

¢

Notice r, € [—00,0), then apply the general sobolev inequality (2), Holder equality (3) and the interpolation
inequality (5), we have

|Dulj < |Duly-|Duly, < [D?ulplul,.

P
When ¢ € [—00,0). This case is also simple, the parameters satisfy the condition
2 1 1
q* - p** r

Use (2), (3) and (5) again we have

|Du|§ = |u’ < [w]perulr S |D2u|p|u|r.

O

4.2. Induction. When 6 = 1, Sobolev inequality (2) arises as a special case of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequal-
ity (1). In this subsection, we focus on the case 6 = é, where the parameters hold the condition:

1 1 k=11

1
q k . p + koo
Use mathematical induction to prove the inequality for a pair of integers (I, k). For the base case, let’s consider
[ =1 and k = 2, which has been addressed in Lemma 4.1 in the preceding subsection.
First, we use induction method on the parameter k, assume the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1) holds for
l=1and k =k € N. We want to show it also holds for I = 1 and k = k + 1. Notice the parameters satisfy
1 11 ko1

(12) S R R
¢ k+1 p k+1 7

Set s corresponding to g, such that

2 1 1
13 24z
(13) riairi-
Then comes from (11) we obtain
11
(14) |Duly < C|D?ul? |ul?

From the relations (12) and (13) of the parameters we derive that

1 1 1 k-11

T T )

k p k q

s
which coincides with the case | = 1 and k = k we assumed, therefore apply (1) on Du we have

S Eo
(15) |D?uls < C|D** 1 ulf | Duls™ .
Then inequalities (14) and (15) imply that

|Duly < C|D*+luly* ful 1.

Which completes the first induction.



Secondly, we use induction concerning the parameter j, assuming the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1)
holds for (I,k) = (I,k) € N? with [ < k. It is enough to prove it also holds for (I,k) = (I + 1,k + 1). Similarly,
we have the parameters satisfy

1 I+1 1 k-1 1
(16) —m et~
q k+1 p k+1 T
Set t to be such that
1 11 k=11
17 L R A
17) qa kP Eoot
Thus the parameters meet the assumption, apply (1) on Du we get

v

- - L Et
(18) D™l < CID 1l |Dul,* .
Then (16) and (17) imply that
1 1 1 l 1

to0+1 g I+1 7
Let [ =1 and k =1 + 1, it matched the result we have for the first induction

. L L
(19) |Dul; < C|D™ | jul
Combine (18) and (19) we complete the second induction,
p - JES
(D], < OOl 7T
4.3. Interpolation. Once we reach the inequalities for endpoints of 6 = 1 and 6 = %, the general case is
followed by the interpolation Lemma 3.1. Set
1 I 1 k
@i noop on
I | n k-1 1
@ k p kEr
l
—(1=n)=20
n+ g (L=mn)
It is easy to verify that
1 _n 1-mn
q q2

Then
|D'uly S |D'uld, [D'ulg, "
< |Dku|g|Dku|§(l_")|u|,%(l_")
— DRl

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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