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Abstract: In this paper we give a positive answer to a question raised by Baer-Jerison in connection
with hyper-Jacobian determinants and associated minors in fractional Sobolev spaces. Inspired by
recent works of Brezis-Nguyen and Baer-Jerison on the Jacobian and Hessian determinants, we show
that the distributional mth-Jacobian minors of degree r are weak continuous in fractional Sobolev
spaces W™ %7 and the result is optimal, satisfying the necessary conditions, in the frame work of
fractional Sobolev spaces. In particular, the conditions can be removed in case m = 1,2, i.e., the
mth-Jacobian minors of degree r are well defined in W*? if and only if WP C W™ 7™ in case
m=1,2.
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1 Introduction and main results

Fix integer m > 1 and consider the class of non-smooth functions u from €2, a smooth bounded
open subset of ]RN , into R"( N > 2). The aim of this article is to identify when the hyper(mth)-
Jacobian determinants and associated minors of u, which were introduced by Olver in [16], make
sense as a distribution.

In the case N = n and m = 1, starting with seminal work of Morrey[14], Reshetnyak[15] and
Ball[I] on variational problems of non-linear elastichty, it is well known that the distributional (1th-
)Jacobian determinant Det(Du) of a map u € W %1 (Q, RY) (or u € LINWP(Q, RY) with %_‘_% =
land N —1 < p < 00) is defined by

Det(Du) Z@ “(adjDu) )

where adjDu means the adjoint matrix of Du. Furthermore, Brezis-Nguyen [5] extended the range
of the map u + Det(Du) in the framework of fractional Sobolev spaces. They showed that the
distributional Jacobian determinant Det(Du) for any u € W=~V (Q, RY) can be defined as

(Det(Du),v) := lim [ det(Dug)ydr Vi € CHQ,R),
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where u;, € C'(Q,RY) such that u; — u in Wi-nN. They pointed out that the result recovers
all the definitions of distributional Jacobian determinants mentioned above, except N = 2, and the
distributional Jacobian determinants are well-defined in W*P if and only if W*P C Wi~ for
l<p<oocand 0 < s < 1.

In the case n = 1 and m = 2, similar to the results in [5], the distributional Hessian(2th-Jacobian)
determinants are well-defined and continuous on W2~ %N (RY) (see [I3, [1]). Baer-Jersion [I] pointed
out that the continuous results of Hessian determinant in W2~~~ (RY) with N > 3 implies the
known continuity results in space W'*(RY) NW4(RY) with 1 < p,r < 00, 2+ -2 =1, N > 3 (see
[6L [7, @]). Furthermore they showed that the distributional Hessian determinants are well-defined in
W if and only if W C W2~V for 1 <p<ooand 1 < s < 2.

For m > 2, mth-Jacobian, as a generalization of ordinary Jacobian, was first introduced by
Escherich [§] and Gegenbauer [11]. In fact, the general formula for hyper-Jacobian can be expressed
by using Cayley’s theory of higher dimensional determinants. All these earlier investigations were
limited to polynomial functions until Olver [I6] turn his attention to some non-smooth functions.
Especially he showed that the mth-Jacboian determinants (minors) of degree r can be defined as a
distribution provided

m m - t t
= [/Vm_[TL’Y(Q’]R") N m/m—[ﬂ—l"s(Q,]R") with r—° + 3 <1, t:=mmodr
7

or
Nr

N + t}’

Bare-Jersion [I] raised an interesting question: whether do there exist fractional versions of this
result? Ie., is the mth-Jacboian determinant of degree r continuous from space W™ %" into the
space of distributions? Our first results give a positive answer to the question. We refer to Sec. 2
below for the following notation.

u € W (Q R™) with v > max{

Theorem 1.1. Let q,n, N be integers with 2 < q < n := min{n, N}, for any integer 1 < r < ¢,
multi-indices B € I(r,n) and a = (a,a?,- - - a™) with o € I(r,N) (j = 1,---,m), the mth-
Jacobian (3, a)-minor operator u — MBZ(D™u)(see 28)) : C™(Q,R") — D'(Q) can be extended
uniquely as a continuous mapping u — Div2(D™u) : W™ a(Q,R") — D'(Q). Moreover for all
w,v e W TUQRY), ¢ € C2(Q,R), we have

|(Ditig (D™u) — Divg,(D™v), )|

< Crgmwolln = ollym-ma (15w, + 0l ) 1D e

(1.1)

We recall that for 0 < s < co and 1 < p < oo, the fractional Sobolev space W*P () is defined as
follows: when s < 1

Wer(Q) = {u e P(Q) | (/Q : %dw)% < oo} ,

_ |u(z) —uly)|”
ullwsw == ||u||zr + (/Q P dxdy

When s > 1 with non-integer,

and the norm

T =

WP(Q) = {u € WkP(Q) | Dy € W)},
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the norm

1
._ | DFlu(a) — DFlu(y)|? v
HUHWs,p = HUHW[S] </ / |,’L‘ — ‘N—i— e d.flfdy

Remark 1.2. It is worth pointing out that we may use the same method to get a similar result, see
Corollary BB, for u € W™ ¢ 9(Q) with m > 2. Theorem [[.Il and Corollary recover not only all
the definitions of Jacobian and Hessian determinants mentioned above, but also the definitions of
m-th Jacobian in [I6] since the following facts

(i) W= (Q RN m=IF1=10(Q R") € W™=+ 7(Q, R") with continuous embedding if =45 <
1 (1<d<oo,1<r<N), where t :=m mod r.

(is) W= (Q,R?) ¢ W=7 (Q,R") (1 < r < N) with continuous embedding if v > max{

N+t

Similar to the optimal results for the ordinary distributional Jacobian and Hessian determinants in
[5L 1], an natural question is that wether the results in Theorem [[Tlis optimal in the framework of the
space W*P? l.e., is the distributional m-th Jacobian minors of degree r well-defined in W*P(Q2, R™)
if and only if W*P(Q, R") C W™ w7 (€, R")? Such a question is connected with the construction of
counter-examples in some special fractional Sobolev spaces. Indeed, the above conjecture is obviously
correct in case r = 1. Our next results give a partial positive answer in case r > 1.

Theorem 1.3. Let m,r be integers with 1 < r < n, 1 < p < o0 and 0 < s < oo be such that
Wer(Q,R™) ¢ Wm=7r(Q,R"). If the condition

1 <r<p,s=m—m/r non-integer (1.2)

fails, then there exist a sequence {uy}2°, C C™(Q,R"), multi-indices 3 € 1(r,n), o = (al,a? -, a™)
with o/ € I(r,N) and a function ¢ € C°(Q) such that

lim |luglsp =0,  lim /Mg(Dmu)wd:c = 00, (1.3)
k—o00 k—o00 Q

one still unanswered question is whether the above optimal results hold in case (L.2)). We give
some discuss in Sec. 4 and give positive answers in case m = 1 and 2. Indeed

Theorem 1.4. Let m = 1 or 2 and r,s,p be as in Theorem [L3 Then there exist a sequence
{up}se, € C™(Q,R™), multi-indices 3 € I(r,n), a = (a*,a? -, a™) with o/ € I(r,N) and a
function ¥ € C°(Q) such that (I3) holds.

Furthermore, we give reinforced versions of optimal results, see Theorem [L.9] for u € w21 ()
with 1 <7 < N. we expect that there are reinforced versions of optimal results for W™~ Q) (m >
2), for instance there exist a sequence {u;}32, C C™(Q2) and a function ¢ € C°(£2) such that

lim [uglsp =0, lim / Mo (D™ u)d = oo (1.4)
k—o00 k—00 Q

for any s,p with W*P(Q) € W™=57(Q).

This paper is organized as follows. Some facts and notion about higher dimensional determinant
and hyper-Jacobian are given in Section 2. In Section 3 we establish the weak continuity results and
definitions for distributional hyper-Jacobian minors in fractional Sobolev space. Then we turn to the
question about optimality and get some positive results in Section 4.
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2 Higher dimensional determinants

In this section we collect some notation and preliminary results for hyper-Jacobian determinants
and minors. Fist we recall some notation and facts about about ordinary determinants and minors,
whereas further details can be found in [12].

Fix 0 < k£ < n, we shall use the standard notation for ordered multi-indices

I(k,n):={a= (o, -, a) | o integers, 1 < oy < --- < oy < n}, (2.1)
where n > 2. Set 1(0,n) = {0} and |o| = k if a € I(k,n). For a € I(k,n),
(i) @ is the element in I(n — k,n) which complements « in {1,2,---,n} in the natural increasing
order.
(7i) o — i means the multi-index of length k& — 1 obtained by removing i from « for any i € .

(7ii) o + j means the multi-index of length k + 1 obtained by adding j to « for any j ¢ «, .

(iv) o(a, ) is the sign of the permutation which reorders («, ) in the natural increasing order for
any multi-index 8 with o N 8 = (. In particular set ¢(0,0) := 1.

Let n, N > 2 and A = (a;;)nxn be an nx N matrix. Given two ordered multi-indices o € I(k, N') and
B € I(k,n), then A? denotes the k x k-submatrix of A obtained by selecting the rows and columns
by 8 and «, respectively. Its determinant will be denoted by

MP(A) := det A, (2.2)
and we set M{(A) := 1. The adjoint of A? is defined by the formula
(ad] Ag); = o(i,f—i)o(j,a—j)det AL iepjea.

a—j)
So Laplace formulas can be written as
MJ(A) = ay(adj AD)i, i€ p.
JjEa
Next we pay attention to the higher dimensional matrix and determinant.

An m-dimensional matrix A of order N™ is a hypercubical array of N™ as

A = (11t )N x N (2.3)
where the index [; € {1,---N} for any 1 <i < m.

Definition 2.1. Let A be an m-dimensional matrix, then the (full signed) determinant of A is the
number
det A = Z I 50 (Ts) Qry (1) omn (1) @275 (2) 7 (2) * * * AN (N (N) 5 (2.4)

T2, TmESN

where Sy is the permutation group of {1,2,---, N} and o(+) is the sign of -.

Forany 1 <i<mand1<j <N, the j-th i-layer of A, the (m — 1)-dimensional matrix denoted
by Al;,—;, which generalizing the notion of row and column for ordinary matrices, is defined by

A

li=j -—

(@t s 1 jlss1dn) NN -

According to Definition 2.1, we can easily obtain that
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Lemma 2.2. Let A be an m-dimensional matriz and 1 < i < m. A’ is a matrixz such that a pair of
i-layers in A is interchanged, then

e JED T der A i=1,
] —detA 1> 2.

For any A and 1 < i < j < m, the (i, j)-transposition of A, denoting by AT09) is a m-
dimensional matrix defined by

/ —_—
(L0 FURTSN PR PO M1 ORI IO P

for any ly,- -+, 1, = 1,---, N. where

Then we have

Lemma 2.3. Let A be an m-dimensional matriz and 1 <i < j<m, ifmisoddand1 <i<j<m
or m is even, then

det AT4I) = det A.

Proof. According to the definition of the m-dimensional determinant, we only to show the claim in
case m is even i =1 and j = 2.

det A = Z I 50 (Ts) Qry (1) (1) @275 ()7 (2) * * * ANTo (N7 (N)

T2, TmESN

= Z H 20(75) ( J1T307y 1(1)~~~T7,LOT;1(1)a’Tgl(2)27307{1(2)---Tm0751(2) e argl(N)N'rgo'r;l(N)~-~Tmorgl(N)
T2, TmESN

= 3 (o) 0l elm o) olmmo )

/ /
a

/
1y ( )T30Ty (1) Tmorgl(l) 27{1(2)730751(2)~~~T7,LOT;1(2) a

N7y H(N)r3ory (N)-TmoT; ' (N)

_ /
= Y ()1, )@@ ry @) ON NN orty ()

Ty T ESN
]

More generally, suppose A be an m-dimensional matrix of order Ny x--- x N,,,, 1 < min{Nl, o

N,,}, and an type of multi-index a = (o', a2, - - -, a™) where o/ := (o], -, -, ad), o) € {1 2,---, N;}

and ag # 04'2 for i; # i5. Define the a-minor of A, denoted by A, to be the m—dlmensmnal matrix
of order r™ as

Ao = (Diyigty ) rxxrs

where by, i,..1,, 1= Q41 o2 ..qm . Its determinant will be denoted by

e PR
My (A) = det A,. (2.5)
If o/ is not increasing, let ad be the increasing multi-indices generated by o/ and a := (:)zvl, cee 647”),
then Lemma implies that M,(A) and Mg(A) differ only by a sign. Without loss of generality,
we can assume a = (o', a?,- - a™) with o/ € I(r, N;). Moreover we set Mp(A) := 1.
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Next we pay attention to hyper-Jacobian determinants and minors for a map v € C™ (2, R™). We
will denote by D™u the hyper-Jacobian matrix of u, more precisely, D™u is a (m + 1)-dimensional
matrix with order n x N x --- x N given by

m R
D™y = (alllz---lm+1)n><N><---><N

where

l
Alyly ol — 812813 e 8lm+1u L

Then for any 8 € I(r,n), a = (a',a? - -, a™) with o/ € I(r,N) and 1 < r < min{n, N}, the
mth-Jacobian (3, a)-minor of u, denoted by MZ(D™u), is the determinant of the (3, a)- minor of
D™Mu, i.e.,
ME(D™u) == Mg o) (D). (2.6)

In particular if N =nand 8 =a! =---=a™ = {1,2,---, N}, det(D™u) is called the m-th Jacobian
determinant of w. Similarly, the hyper-Jacobian matrix D™u of u € C™(f)) is a m-dimensional
matrix with order N x - -+ x N and the mth-Jacobian a-minor of u is defined by My, (D™u).

In order to prove the main results, some lemmas, which can be easily manipulated by the definition
of hyper-Jacobian minors, are introduced as follows.

Lemma 2.4. Let u = (v,---,v) € C"™(Q,R") with v € C™(Q). For any 5 € I(r,n) and o =
(al,a? - a™) witha! € I(r,N),1<r<n

rIMq (D) m is even,

ME(D™u) = :
0 m s odd.

Lemma 2.5. Let u € C™(Q,R"), B € I(r,n) and a = (a*,a?, -, ™) with o’ € I(r,N), 1 <r < n.
Then for any 1 <i<m

Mu(D™u) = > g0 (1) M2 (Do i), (2.7)

T1, 5 Tie1,Tig 1, Tm ESr
where M2, (+) is the ordinary minors and v(i) € C*(Q,R") can be written as

Uj('i) = 8 1 e QXH 8ai+1

Bj
. m U
a"'l(j) Ti—1(5) Ti1(d) aTm(j)

s j:]-f"ar'

3 Hyper-jacobians in fractional Sobolev spaces

In this section we establish the weak continuity results for the Hyper-jacobian minors in the

fractional Sobolev spaces W™ 9(€2, R™).
Let a = (!, a2, - - -, a™) with of € I(r, N), we set

a=(a'"+(N+1), o™+ (N+m)),R(a) :={(is, - im) | ij € &’ + (N +j)}.

For any I = (i1, -+, in) € R(a),
a—1:= @ +(N+1)—iy,-,a™+(N+m)—ip);
olaa—1,1):=1" 0(a’ 4+ (N + s) — is,i5);
Op =0~ Oy i T:= (T1, TN, TN41, TN

We begin with the following simple lemma:



Lemma 3.1. Let u € C™(Q,R"), v € C™(Q), 0 < r < n:=min{n, N}, 5 € I(r,n) and ¢ =

(a',a? - ™) with o € I(r,N) (1 < j < m), then
/ MA(D™u)pde = > (=1)"o(a—1,1) / ME_(D™U)0,Vdz, (3.1)
Q IER(&) Qx[0,1)™

for any extensions U € C™(Q2 x [0,1)™,R™) N C™H(Q x (0,1)™,R™) and ¥ € C™(Q x [0,1)™ R) of
u and 1, respectively.

Proof. 1t is easy to show the results in case » = 0,1 or n = 1. So we give the proof only for the case
2 < r < n. Denote

U' o U|SCN+i+1:"':CCN+m:0) ]- < Z < m — 1) \Ij . \I]|SCN+i+1:"':Z‘N+m:0) 1 < Z < m — ]‘7
o lu, i=m. ’ U, i=m.

Q =0 x [0 1):CN+1 X [O> 1)1'N+i; "L’Tl = (ZL’,ZL’N+1, t '$N+i)'
Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus and the definition of M?(D™u), we have
/ MS(D™u)pdr = — [ O+ (ML(D™UL) W) day
¢ o (3.2)
=— [ Oy ME(D™U) W diy — [ ME(D™U,)0N 41V 1dT .
921 2
According to the Lemma 25, M?(D™U,) can be written as
MDY = Y To(m) M (DVA),
T2, TmESr
where 0 := {1,2,---,r} and
Vvl(l?l) = (‘/11(1’:1)7 T ‘/17,(:171))7 ‘/1j = aagz(j) e aaTm(j)u6j~
Then
/ MB D™y )’l/]dl’ = Z Hs 20’(’7'8) { 8N+1Mg1 (D‘/l)\llldl’:i - Mg1 (DVl)ﬁNH\Ifldfl} .
T2, TmESr ! t
(3.3)

We denote the first part integral on the right-hand side by I, Laplace formulas of the 2-dimensional
minors imply that

ZZ/ o(i,a' =)o (j,0 — §)On 10V M2 (DV;) W, diy

ical j=1

_ ZZ/ oi,at = )o(,0 = )ona Vi (BMI (DVi)Wy + MO (DV)o,0, ) di.

ical j=1

(3.4)

Since

> o(i,0t —i)a(j,0 — j)OM%? (DVy) = 0

ical



for any j, it follows that

I —ZZ / o(i,at — )o(5,0 — j)On1 Vi MO (DV1) 0,01 dy

ical j=1
_ Z/Q Jat = )o(N 41,0t = )M 1o (DVA) Oy (3.5)
ical
_ _Z/Q ool + (N +1) =1, )M 11y (DV)O W1 dr.
ical
Combing with ([B.3]), we obtain that
/Mg(Dmu)wd:z = — Z o(a*+(N+1)—iy,i1) Z 7 o (7s / a1+ N1y i, (DV1)0;, W 1dy .
Q 1€l +(N+1) T2, TmESr

For any i; € o + (N + 1), we denote v := a* + (N + 1) — iy, then

Z H 2U(TS>Mo¢ L+ (N+1)— (D‘/l) Z H;ila(TS)a%l(l)V? T a%l(r)‘/lr

T2, Tm €Sy T1,T2, TmESr

_ m B Br
=Y W) (00 B JUP ) (00 O UT) (3

T1,72, 0, Tm €Sy

- M° (D7),

alir)

where a(iy) := (o' + (N + 1) — iy,a%, - - -,a™). Hence

/ Mﬁ(Dmu)¢d$ = — Z (Oé + (N + 1) - Zl,’Ll / a(z DmU1>821\I/ d.ﬁlfl
Q i1€al
1€l +(N+1) (37)
= Z U(al + (N + 1) - il,il)/ 8N+2 (Mg(zl)(DmU2)all\I]2> d«f/Q
i1€al+(N+1) {22
An easy induction and the argument similar to the one used in ([B:2)-(3.6]) shows that
/ ME(D™u)pdr = (— Z Z IV_o(a® + (N +s) — iy, is / a(mz i) (DmUj)ailiQ...ij\Ifjd:i’vj
s=1 j,€as+(N+s)
(3.8)
for any 1 < j < m, where
a(’ilig s Zj) = (Oél + (N + 1) - ’il, e ',Oéj + (N +]) - ij,Oéj+l, s ',Oém).
]

Lemma 3.2. Let u,v € C"™(,R™) and ¢ € C*(2) and 2 < ¢ < n. Then for any 1 < r < g,
BeI(r,n) and a = (a',a? -, a™) with o/ € I(r, N),

/ ME(D™uyidr — / ME(D" Y| < Cllu = vl gl 7E e, + 0l77E e D™,
Q Q

(3.9)
the constant C' depending only on q,r,m,n, N and 2.
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Proof. Let 7 and v be extensions of v and v to RY such that

lallyy, < Cllullym-z. 9] yyym-zz < Clolfjym-z.,

_m
a (RN Rn) (Q,Rn)’ (RN Rn) 1(Q,R")

and

< Cllu =

(] [

(RN R™) Wmf%’q(Q’Rny

where C' depending only on ¢, m,n, N and (2.
According to a well known trace theorem of Stein in [I7, 18], where W™ 4*%(R™) is identified as
the space of traces of W™4(RN x (0,+00)™), there is a bounded linear extension operator

E W™ T (RN RY) — W™RN x (0, +00)™, R").
Let U and V be extensions of u and ¥ to RY x (0, +00)™, respectively, i.e.,
U=FEu, V=Ev.
We then have

DU La@x0.1)m) < Cllul| D™V || aex(0,0ym) < Cllv]|

W=7k d(Q,Rn) W™ Rn)

and
HDmU D VHLq(QX 0,1)™ CHU—UH

Let U € C7"(Q2 x [0,1)™) be an extension of ¢ such that
D™ W] Los xfo.ym)y < ClID™ | L ()

According to Lemma Bl we have

/ MP(D™u)pdx — / MP(D™v)dx
Q Q

< D™ oy Z/
Q

IeR(a

W Rn)

<y / ‘Mﬁ (D™U) — M2 (D™V)| |8, 9|d7
IER(&) Qx[0,1)™

(D™ — Mg_I(DmV)‘ d7.

X [0 1 m

(3.10)
Note that for any I € R(a)
|ME_(Dm0) = ME_ (DY)
< D 10U 0 0rn ) U™ = OV Oy V|

T1, 0 TmESr

< > > |pmUpFTlpmU - DmV||IDmV|T
Tl TmESy s=1

< C|D"U — D™V|(|D"U|[""t + |D"V|"h).
Combining with ([B.I0), we can easily obtain

/ MP(D™u)dr — / MP(D™v)pdx
Q Q

<C / ID™U — D™VI(ID™UP + D™V )dE D e oy
Qx[0,1)

< Cllw=vll g a(llull’ sy + 10l JID™ |

m=g 4



According to the above lemma, we can give the definitions of distributional mth-Jacobian minors
of u with degree less that ¢ when v € W™ " 1(Q,R") (2 < ¢ < n).

m

Definition 3.3. Let u € W™ «*9(Q,R") with 2 < ¢ < n. For any 0 < r < ¢, § € I(r,n) and
a=(a',a? - a™) with o/ € I(r, N), the distributional mth-Jacobian (3, a)-minors of u, denoted
by Div? (D™u), is defined by

Jo ¥ (x)dz, r = 0;

3.11
limy o0 [, MBE(D™up)pdr, 1<r<q (3:.11)

<Div§(Dmu), vy = {

m

for any ¢ € C™(2) and any sequence {uy,}3°, C C™(€, R") such that uy — u in W™ a9(Q, R™).

Obviously this quantity is well-defined since Lemma B2 and the fact that C™(Q2, R") is dense in
W™ a(Q,RY).

Proof of Theorem [I.1l It is clear that Theorem [[LTlis a consequence of Lemma [3.2] and Definition
. ol ]

According to the trace theory and the approximate theorem, we obtain a fundamental represen-

m

tation of the distributional m-th Jacobian minors in W™ a9,

Proposition 3.4. Let u € Wm_%’q(Q,R”) with 2 < ¢ <n. Forany 0 <r <gq, 5 € I(r,n) and
a=(at,a? - a™) withal € I(r,N) ,

/Q Div} (D™ u)pdr = Y (—1)"o(a —1,1) / ME_(D™U)o,Vdz

for any extensions U € W™4(Q x [0,1)™,R"™) and ¥ € C™(Q2 x [0,1)™) of u and 1, respectively.

Note that the m-dimensional matrix D™ is symmetric if u € C™(Q), i.e., (D™u)T() = D™y
for any 1 <7 < j < m. An argument similar to the one used in Lemma B and 3.2 show that

Corollary 3.5. Let u € Wm_%’q(Q) with 2 < g < N and m > 2. For any 0 < r < ¢ and
a=(a',a? - a™) with o’ € I(r,N), Then the m-th Jacobian a-minor operator u —s My (D™u) :
C™(9) — D'(Q) can be extended uniquely as a continuous mapping u —s Divg(D™u) : W™ () —
D'(Q). Moreover for all u,v € W™ a9(Q), ¢ € C(Q,R) and 1 < r < q, we have

[{Dites(D™) = Dita(D™0), )| < Crgallu = ollym-a (0l + 07 A ) 1D e,
(3.12)

where the constant depending only onr,q, N and Q). In particular, the distributional minor Dive(D™u)
can be expressed as

/Q Divg(D™u)pdz = Y (—=1)"o(a—1,1) / Mg_;(D™U)d,VdT

IER(&) axfo,1)m

for any extensions U € W™4(Q x [0,1)™) and ¥ € CI(Q2 x [0,1)™) of w and 1, respectively.
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4 The optimality results in fractional Sobolev spaces

In this section we establish the optimality results of Theorem 1 in the framework of spaces W*P.
Before proving the main results, we state some interesting consequences (see [, Theorem 1 and
Proposition 5.3]):

Lemma 4.1. For 0 < 51 < $5 < 00, 1 < p1,p2,p < 00, § = Os1 + (1 — 0)so, % = pil + 1});29 and
0 <0 <1, the inequality
£ llwer) < ClLF oo @y f e -

holds if and only if the following condition fails

1
se = 1 is an integer, p2:1ands2—sl\1—p—
1

Proposition 4.2. The following equalities of spaces holds:
(i) W=P(Q) = F; () if s > 0 is a non-integer and 1 < p < oo.
(ii) WeP(Q) = F;,(S2) if s = 0 is an integer and 1 < p < oc.
Remark 4.3. The definition of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F;  can be seen in [4} [19].

Remark 4.4. If 1 < r < N, according to the embedding properties of the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces
F3 . see e.g. [19, page 196], and Proposition .2l we consider all possible cases:

p,q’

(i) s —m + = > max{0, % — &}, then the embedding W**(Q) C W™ "() holds;
(ii) s —m + = < max{0, % — %}, the embedding fails;

(iii) s —m + = = max{0, % — X}, there are three sub-cases:

m

(a) if p < r, then the embedding W*?(Q) C W™= 7+"(Q2) holds;
(b) if p > r and m — 2 integer, the embedding W*?(Q) C W™+ "(Q) holds;

m

(c) if p > 7 and m — ™ non-integer, the embedding fails.

In order to solve the optimality results, we just consider three cases:

m N N
Ml<p<rs+—<m+———;
r p T
(2)1<r<p,0<8<m—m; (4.1)
T
(3)1 < r < p,s =m — m/r non-integer.
Without loss of generality, one may assume that n = N, (=8,8)Y € Q, and o’ = (o, , )

with o' = (1,2,---,r). First we establish the optimality results in case 1 <7 <p,0 <s <m — 2.

m

Proposition 4.5. Let m,r be integers with 1 <r <n, p>r and 0 < s <m — . Then there exist
a sequence {ug}3>, C C™(Q,RY) and a function ¢ € C=(QQ) such that

lim |uglsp, =0,  lim [ M2 (D™u)dr = oo. (4.2)
k—o0 k—o0 Q

11



Proof. For any integer k, we define u;, : Q — R" as
up(z) = kPsin(kr;), 1<i<r—1;, ui(z)=0, r<i<N
and

r—1
up(x) = k™ (z,)" H sin(% + kxj).
j=1

Where p is a constant such that s < p < m—"2. Since || D" || e < CEEF=7 and [Juy|| - < Ck7,
it follows that
lurllsp < Cllunll 2" unllfy s, < CKP.

Where 0 = 7. Let o € C(€2) be such that
N
/ . / 1 / / . 1 3
O(x) = [[¢/(@), with ¢' € CH((0,7)),¢' >0 and ¢/ =1 in (3™ 7™ (4.3)
i=1
Then

/M Mg )pdr > /(1 kM mHsm 7 +k::£])dx = M,

3
TN j=1

Hence the conclusion ([@2]) holds. O

Next we establishing the optimality results in case 1 < r < p,s = m — m/r non-integer by
constructing a lacunary sum of atoms, which is inspired by the work of Brezis and Nguyen [5].

Proposition 4.6. Let m,r be integers with 1 <r < n, p>r and s =m — m/r non-integer. Then
there exist a sequence {uy}e, C C™(L,RY) and a function 1 € C=(Q) satisfying the conditions

2.

Proof. Fix k >> 1. Define v, = (v}, -+ ,vi) : @ — RY as follows

Zl L s (1) I sin(nlxi) 1<i<r—1;
v, = 4 (z)™ Zl L, H; ism( +omxy), Q=
0, r+1<7<N.

Where n; = k58 for 1 << k. Let ¢ € C°(Q) be defined as ([A3]). We claim that
vk llsp < C, / MS, (D™ )pda > Clnk, (4.4)
Q

where the constant C' is independent of k.
. . 1 . ..
Assuming the claim holds, we deduce uj, = (In k)~ 27 v;, and 1) satisfies the conditions ([Z2]). Hence
it remains to prove (4.

12



On the one hand

m

MZS,(D™vy,) = {E (Z ﬁ sm(T + ny,x; ) } (m' Zl YT 1) Hsm - + nlrscj)>

r—1 o
1 n;’ mm mm
=m! E . H < b sm(T + ny,x;) sm(T - nlrzl))

(Il lr)EG ny (b +1)7 0 \(Li+1)7

k r—1
1 .o, M
‘l’m' E H—1H81n2(7+nlzi)’
=1 i=1

(4.5)
where
G:={(ly, L) (L, ) £ A 0) for Ll - L, =1, k}.
Hence i
B8 m
/QMO"(D vg)Ydr > C; 7 /i o Hsm Ty ma;)dx — C1, (4.6)
where
r—1 m
1 n;” . omm .omm
I := / x _— ————sin(—— + ny,x;) sin(—— + ny,.x;) | dz|.
) 3 T (i s )
(I, lr)EG i=1
Since n; = l{;%Sl , it follows that
M fny, =y, | for any B, 1 = 1, & with [ # 1), (4.7)
lj
7‘2
min [n;, — ng,| = km0-0 (4.8)
i#]

and
g ]l=1,---k}yNn{z€R| 2" <|z| < 2"} has at most one element for any n € N.  (4.9)

For any (l4,---,1,) € G, there exists 1 < ip < r — 1 such that l;, # [,, it follows from (@3]), (7)) and
([A.8) that

r—1 B

1
nlr lrr + 1 r i=1
C r—1 %
< : W' () sin(—— + ny, ;) sin(—— + ny, ;) da;
ng(zrﬂ)%g(llﬂ% / (2 ) (2 )
SN 1 (1.10)
<OTT () minf e 1D e
-\, e, =, |
< ¢ —7
Iy, — [T
<CE™™

13



Combine with (6], we find

k
/ (D™ )pda > Z—l ~C, (4.11)

which implies the second inequality of (4.4]). On the other hand, in order to prove the first inequality
of (4], it is enough to show that
||Ull~c||87p <, (4.12)

where v, := (vt v2, .- 071 im . In fact, the Littlewood-Paley characterization of the Besov space
k k> Yk ko () y

B; ([0,2 ] ) (e.g. [19]) implies that

1
P

loillen < (nvknmw +Z2WHT M2 000 >>. (4.13)

Here the bounded operators T; : LP — LP are defined by
T; <Z an€ ) = Z (ﬂ(ﬁ) - P(g) n€ ",
20 < |n|<2i+1

where p € C°(R) is a suitably chosen bump function. Then we have
e 1
||7}(U2>’|ip([072ﬂ]N) < Cp Z Wnﬂ(gl,k)nip([o,gﬂmv (4-14)

l
where ¢, = (sin(nyzy), - - -, sin(nz, - 1),]_[;;1 sin(% + ma;)). Indeed, since sin(nx;) = o (e™® —
e~™MTi) g, can be written as

gl,k(x) _ Z aeenliaf,

ee{-1,0,1}7—1

where T = (21, - -, x,_1), |ac| < 1 for any . Set

S, 1) ={e € {—=1,0,1}7 1| 277! < myle| < 27F%}

and
: 1 S #0
=1t S0
0 S@GEH=0
Hence
||T(gl k)”llj,p( 0,27]V) < Cr NX(ja l) (415)
For any j, if S(j,1) # (), then Lfl < my < 272 which implies that Zz XUl < [%] + 1.
Thus, applying (£13)), (LI4) and (IZ:lH), we have
© k
9sjp
o125 CpsNT<||Uk||Lp ([0.27]N +ZZ P JJ))
e (4.16)
< CZLS,N,T (HUkHLp ([0,27) ¥ + Z (ZX j, )) .
I=1
which implies (Z12) since » 77, x(j,1) < [%] + 4 for any [. O
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Proof of Theorem [1.3l Clearly Theorem is a consequence of Proposition and as ex-

plained in Remark 241 O
Next we pay attention to the optimality results in case 1 <p <r,s+ 7 <m+ % %
Proposition 4.7. Let m,r be integers with 1 <p <r <n and s+ <m + - = ﬁ If there exist a

function g € C=°(B(0,1),R"), B € I(r,n) and o = (', a?,- - -, ™) with o’ € I( N) such that

MP(D™g(x))|z|™dx # 0. (4.17)
B(0,1)

Then there exist a sequence {ug}>, C C™(Q,RY) and a function 1 € C=(Q) satisfying the conclu-
sions (L3).
Proof. For any 0 < ¢ << 1 we set
x
ue = e79(-), (4.18)
€
where p is a constant such that s — % <p<m-— % -
On the one hand, Lemma [4.1] implies that

ltellsp < Clluelolluclliz?y, < Co = gllf 1D g115, (4.19)

where 0 = [sgﬁls. On the other hand, let ¢ € C°(Q) be such that ¢(z) = |z|™ + O(|z|™™) as

xz — 0. Then

/ MZ(D™uc)gpdr = P~ MZ(D™g(x))(ex)dx
Q B(0,1) (4.20)
— Epr—rm—l—N—l—m Mg(Dmg(x)) |$|md$ + O(Epr—rm+N+m+1).
B(0,1)
Take ¢ = % and hence the conclusion is proved. O

In order to establishing the optimality results in case 1 <p <r,s+ = < m + % — %, a natural

problem is raised whether there exists g € C°(B(0,1),R") such that the conclusion ([fIT) holds.
We have positive answers to the problem in case m = 1 or 2, see Theorem [[L4], according the following
Lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Let g € C°(B(0,1)) be given as

||
o(z) = / h(p)dp (4.21)

for any v € RN, where h € C>((0,1)) and satisfies

1 1
/ h(p)dp = 0, / W (p)p~" N ldp # 0.
0

0

Here r > 2,5 > 1 are integers. Then for any o € I(r, N), we have

M2(D?g(z))|z|*dz # 0. (4.22)
B(0,1)
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Proof. 1t is easy to see that

where A = (a;j)nxn and B = (b;;)yxn are N x N matrices such that
ai; = h(|z)x*8], by = (W' (Jz))|z| = h(|z]) zszj, 4,5 =1,...,N.

Using Binet formula and the fact rank(B) = 1, one has

M(A+B) = M3 (A) +) Y oli,a—i)o(j,a—j)by M=/ (A)

i€Eq JEQ
= 1 (|2])a* = ()27 af + R () ()Y e,
1EQ [1<tet
Hence
M (D*g)|x|*dx = / 2| M (A+ B)de =T — 1T+ 111,
B(0,1) B(0,1)
where
i [ (el
B(0,1)
7= / B (|2 2] S 22da,
B(0,1) Zeza
and

m::/ ()R (22 S a2de.
B(0,1) ZEZQ

Then integration in polar coordinates gives

r—N—s_ N2 !
_ = B . r —r+N4s—1
I = T?T{' H ](z)/o h"(p)p dp,

where I(i) = [ sin’ 0df. Similarly,

N—-2 1
_ r . r —r+N—+s—1
II = N27T H I(z)/o h"(p)r dp,

and

N-2 1

I=2r ] 16) / ' (p)p~ N dp,

i=1 0

which implies (£.22)), and then the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [L.4l. Note that if m =2 and g = (¢',--- ,¢') with ¢’ € C*(Q0), then Lemma 2.4]
implies ,
Mg (D?g) = r!Mg (Dg)

for any a = (o', a?), a € I(r, N). Hence Theorem [l is the consequence of Proposition .5, 1.6, €7
and Lemma [1.8 O
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In particular, we can give a reinforced versions of optimal results in case m = 2.

Theorem 4.9. Let 1 <7 < N, 1 <p < oo and0 < s < oo be such that WP(Q) ¢ W27 (1),
Then there ezist a sequence {ug}32, C C™(§2) and a function i € C°(§2) such that

lim ||Jugllsp, =0,  lim / M (D*up)tpde = co. (4.23)
k—o00 k—o0 Q

Proof. We divide our proof in three case:
Case 1: 1<p<rands—|— <2+——ﬂ
Apply Lemma [4.§ and the argument sunllar to one used in Proposition 4.1
Case 2: r<pand0<s<2—;
For k >> 1, we set
ug = k™ x, I sin® (kx;),

where p is a constant with s < p < 2 — 2. According to the facts that [Jug|z~ < Ck™ and
| D?uy|| g < CK*7P, it follows that

ekl < Cllunllzy i3, < Ch,

On the other hand, Let ¢ € C°(Q2) be defined as (43)), the (4.1) in [I, Proposition 4.1] implies that

2r=2 /. 4 (424)
> k2r—2—m27‘/ Hsm kx; ) (Z COSz(kxj)> dx
1 j=1

(477747r)

_ C]{?2T_2_Tp.

Case 3: 2<r<pands:2—%
For any k € N with k > 2, define uj, with

1 k
un(@) = (In k‘) ;

where n; = k™. Let 1) € C°(Q) be defined as ({A3). The argument similar to the one used in [I}
Proposition 5.1] shows that

Hsm nr;) T € RN,

nl l"'zl

1
[urllwer) < Cllullwsro2my) < C(ln REs
and
/ M (D*uy)epda| = / M (D*u) [ [ v/ (@i)day - - - da,| > C(Ink)z.
(0,27) i=1
O
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