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ABSTRACT. We consider the non-linear eigenvalue equations characterizing LP
into L? Sobolev embeddings of second order for Navier boundary conditions at
both ends of a line segment. We give a complete description of the s-numbers
and the extremal functions in the general case (p, q) € (1,00)2. Among other
results, we show that these can be expressed in terms of those of related first
order embeddings, if and only if % + % = 1. Our findings shed new light on the
surprising nature of higher order Sobolev spaces in the Banach space setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let us begin by recalling the classical theory of first order Sobolev embeddings in
1D. For to > 0, let the line segment Z = [0, o). For 1 < p < oo, let Wy = W, ?(T)
be the closure of C§°(Int Z) in the real Sobolev space WP = WP (Z) with respect
to the norm

lullwrr = llullze + 0]l o
The seminorm ||u||W01p = ||| » is also a norm equivalent to ||u||y1.» in Wy* and

from now on we endow this space with it. Both WP and WO1 P are embedded into
L1 = L%T) for all 1 < ¢ < oo. Consider the identity maps

Byt WyP s LA,
which are compact operators. As the underlying spaces are reflexive and strictly
convex, then there exist non-zero functions up € WO1 P realizing the operator norm
of Ey. That is, such that

”EIH = sup HU‘HLQ . ”uDHLq

= > 0.
i N P TV P

These optimal functions can be fully described in terms of an eigenvalue equation
which derives from a duality map formulation [I4] Sect. 3.2], as follows.

We seek for up, such that |lup|/re = || E1]| and ||uD||W01,p = 1. See [I4, Propo-
sitions 1.10 and 1.11]. Formally, this corresponds to a solution of the “infinite-
dimensional Lagrange multipliers” equation

(1) A (v, grad Julle) o = (v, grad [lul )

for all v € C§°(Int Z), where the eigenvalue A = A\; = || E1|| =7 is minimal. We write
p = ﬁ, so that the usual identity % + ﬁ =1 holds. In the sense of distributions,

the Gateux derivatives of the norms are
grad [|ull Lo = [|ull . sgn (u(t)) [u(t)|""  for ue L7\ {0}

r’

and
/
grad [ullya.s = = /|7 (sen (/@) [/ OF ) for ue WS\ {0},

respectively. Then, ([Il) with up normalized as above and the representation of Ay,
yield
to

) s (@) o (Ot = /050 () [ )

for all v € C§°(Int 7).
By following the arguments described in [I4] Sect. 1.3] (or in [10] and [I1]), we
then see that the latter identity renders the eigenvalue equation

~(sgn (') [u[")" = Asgn (u) Jul""

u(0) = u(to) =0,
of which up is an eigenfunction associated to the smallest eigenvalue A = A\ > 0.
The other extremal functions of the Sobolev embedding F; are related to the other
eigenfunctions of [2)). For p # ¢, this equation is not homogeneous, so extra ansatz

should be imposed. We will elaborate fully on this, rigorously, in the context of
second order Sobolev embeddings, in sections 2l and [1

(2)



The eigenpairs of () have been studied significantly in the past. See Section
or the list of references in [8, [I4], for details on this. The eigenfunctions can
be described explicitly in terms of generalized trigonometric functions related to
inverse incomplete Beta functions. The norm of E; was first computed in [27] in
terms of Beta functions. It is also known that the different notions of s-numbers of
E; coincide. Moreover, they scale as % in their index n, [15].

From the above well settled theory, questions such as the following naturally
arise.

e Is there an analogue eigenvalue problem for Sobolev embeddings of higher
order?
e If so, can we expect a full characterization of the extremal functions in
terms of known special functions?
e Once the equation is posed, what properties do the eigenpairs have, com-
pared to those of ([@)?
e Is there any obvious relation between the first and the higher order opti-
mizers?
In the present paper we address these questions for the specific case of the second
order Sobolev space

WP = W2P(T) = {u € W?P(T) : u(0) = u(ty) = 0}
equipped with the norm
lullwze = llu”l e
and the corresponding compact embedding
Byt WEP — LA,

In Section 2] we derive the associated eigenvalue problem which serves as analogue
to [@). See ([@). Formally, this corresponds to replacing first order differentiation
with second order differentiation and an extra pair of boundary conditions, but
this has to be justified rigorously. Periodic solutions of this equation will be the
central object of study in sections BHA, where we show existence and uniqueness
in a suitable sense. One of the crucial steps for the proof of the latter relies on
earlier fundamental work of Benedikt, [I]. To the best of our knowledge, only the
homogeneous case p = ¢ seems to have been studied in some detail. Concretely,
Drabek and Otani reported in [9], that the first eigenfunction exists, that it is
symmetric with respect to to/2 and that the higher eigenfunctions are generated
from this first eigenfunction by re-scaling. Below, we extend these and other related
statements to all (p, q) € (1,00)%.

In Section [7l we determine explicit bounds for the s-numbers of Fs, after exam-
ining the relation with the first order embedding F; in Section We give close
formulas for the s-numbers of E5 whenever ¢ = p’ and argue that this is the only
case in which these are given in terms of simple expressions involving Beta functions.

2. DERIVATION OF THE EQUATION AND MAIN RESULTS

We now consider the rigorous derivation of the non-linear eigenvalue equation
for Fy via duality maps. Basic terminology and background results can be found
in [I0, 1T} and [12, Chapter 2].

Let 0#T : X — Y be a general compact map, where X, Y, X* and Y*, are real
strictly convex Banach spaces. Let Jx and Jy be given by Jx () = grad ||z||x and
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Jy(y) = grad||y|ly, where “grad” is derivative in the Géateaux sense. Then, [14,
Proposition 1.10], there exists x; € X such that ||z1]|x = 1 and ||T'(z1)|ly = ||T|-
Moreover, [I4, Proposition 1.11], in the following diagram,

x Loy

I s

X* e Y*

T

x = x1 satisfies the equation
(3) T*JyTz =vixx
for v = ||T||. The case of first order Sobolev embeddings described above, corre-
sponds to taking X = W, Y = L9, T = E; and (3) unpacks into (I)).

. 2
For second order embeddings, we seek for non-zero extremal elements up € WD’p

such that
lullrs — [lupllre

[ Es|| = sup

wewze 1wy Jupllze

In order to characterize up, set X = Wé’p, Y =L%and T = F5. Both X and Y are

reflexive and strictly convex. Also Y*, being Lq/, is strictly convex. Furthermore,
[I-lx is Géateaux-differentiable on X \ {0}, hence X* is also strictly convex, [14]
Proposition 1.8]. In the sense of distributions,

Ty (u) = Jlullzz"sgn () [ul”™", we L7\ {0},
and
i) = 557 (sen () |P) ", e WP {o).
The equation (3) takes the form

to
Jul}? | wsen () ol
0
(4) . 1
|| Bl 55 / o sgn (u") [u" P dz,
0

for all v € C§°(Int Z). By compactness, there exists a (weak) solution v = up €
WP, satisfying |[u]lz» = 1 and |Jup|/« = |[Ez|. We now derive the non-linear
eigenvalue equation representing all turning points of ().

Firstly, recall that the Poisson equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions is

uniquely solvable in L7, That is, for each f € L7 there exists g€ Wg’q/ such that
—g"” = f. In particular, there exists & € W2 such that —@” = sgn (up) [up|? " €
L7, In weak form,

to to
/0 vsgn (up) |up|?" = —(v,@") o = _/0 v
for all v € C§°(Int Z). Substituting into (@), we then have that
/ " (1Bl s ) g+ ) = 0
0
for all v € C§°(Int Z). Hence

i = —|| B9 sgn (uf) [up " € LP n w2



and moreover
—1 ” —
| Eall? (sem (ufs) [ufs ") = sgm (up) [up|*~"

Thus, up is an eigenfunction of the differential equation

v (sen () )" = s ()l
with boundary conditions
u(0) = u(to) = u"(0) = u"(to) = 0.
Here, the first two boundary conditions are consequence of the inclusion
up € Wg’p

and the last two are consequence of the inclusion

" e W

We therefore obtain a characterization of the norm of the embedding F in terms

of an eigenvalue equation, which can be re-cast as,

(sgn (u”) [u"[P~H)" = Asgn (u) |ul?™" 0<t<t
u(0) = u(ty) = u”(O) = u”(to) =0,

for eigenpairs © # 0 and A > 0. One of our main goals below will be to prove
existence and uniqueness (in a suitable sense) of the eigenfunctions. The next
theorem, about those which are positive, is a template for this and it represents the
first main contribution of this paper. Subject to scaling, this positive eigenfunction
will turn out to be the extremal functions up for ||E3||. The branching of the
statement is a consequence of the fact that the equation is homogeneous if and only
if p=g.

Theorem 2.1. Let tg > 0 be fized. If p # q, then for all A > 0 there exists a
unique eigenfunction of [ positive on (0,ty). If p = q, then there exists a unique
A > 0 (depending on tg) such that an eigenfunction of [) positive on (0,tg) exists
and this eigenfunction is unique up to multiplication by a scalar.

()

The characterization of the strict s-numbers of F5 by means of (B follows argu-
ments similar to those given above. In Section [l we will determine bounds for these
s-numbers through a suitable normalization and scaling of the eigenpairs. At this
point we highlight that, despite of the clear formal connections between (Bl and
its first order counterpart (2), the periodic solutions of (@) cannot be expressed in
simple terms by means of those of () for general (p,q) € (1,00)%. This point will
be addressed in Section

3. SYSTEM FORMULATION AND BACKGROUND PROPERTIES
If (u, A) is an eigenpair of (B), integrating by parts twice and applying the bound-
ary conditions, gives
g,
lullZe —
The boundary conditions prevent u from being a linear function, other than w = 0.

Hence, A > 0. Without further mention, from now on we will assume that this is
the case.




Let
ur(t) = u(t), ua(t) =u'(t),
wy (t) = —sgn (u(8)) |u”(1)["" and  wa(t) = —(sgn (u” (1)) [u” ()"
where u(t) is a solution of (Bl). Then,

o) un(t) = uat)  wh(t) = = sen (wn () fun ()
° wi(t) = walt) () = —Asgn (un (£)) |us (£)]"

Integrating each component, gives

a® = [Cua@as w0 == [ smn o) ) " as
(*1)

wn(t) = /O wr(s)ds  wa(t) = f— A /O sen (1 () Jur ()|~ ds
for a = u2(0) and 8 = wy(0). We can also write (Fp) as
(+v) (1) = POy (1))
where
us (t) U
p(t) = 3}21((13 and F\z,y,z,w) = | 8! (sz 27
wo(t) —Asgn (z) z|*"

When referring to the systems (x) below, we mean collectively the equivalent for-
mulations (Fp), @) and (Fy), with suitable initial conditions for (@Fp) and (),
depending on the context.

The boundary conditions of () turn into

ul(O) = w1 (O) = Uz (to) = w1 (fo) =0.

Regarding the eigenvalue ) as a fixed parameter, we therefore seek for a C' solution
() satisfying the initial condition,

(6) p(0) =¢=

O R o

By means of a change of variables to t — 2ty, it is readily seen that, if such a solution
returns to the initial position at ¢t = 2tg, i.e. ¢(2tg) = (, then we can continue it
into a 2to-periodic global solution. Below, we will see that this periodic solution
corresponds exactly to an eigenfunction, as it is symmetric with respect to half
the period with ¢(t9) = £(. Its existence is supported on suitable combinations
of non-zero a and 3. We will also see that it does not bifurcate. Therefore, it is
unique, modulo the re-scaling introduced next.

Remark 3.1. Assume that (A, u) is a solution of [ for to > 0 and that a,b > 0.
Then, (A, @) where

(7) a(t) = au(bt), A= XaP"* and iy = %O,



is a solution of (B)) for 0 <t < ty. In obvious notation

’(7,1 (t) auq (bt)

~ o ’(7,2 (t) _ abu2 (bt)
(8) f(t) o] T aP—1p2P—2qp, (bt)
Ng(t) ap*1b2p*1w2 (bt)

is the corresponding solution of (x) so that

0 0

- aba a

2l0) = 0 ~ o

ap71b2p71ﬁ B

We close this section by addressing local and global uniqueness of the solution.
The function F();-) : R* — R? is continuous. Therefore, by the Cauchy-Peano
Theorem, for any 1 € R* and t; > 0, there exists § > 0 such that (Fg) has a
solution ¢ € C*([t1,t1 + 6])* and (t1) = ¢.

The function F'();-) is Lipschitz for all  # 0 and z # 0, therefore the solution
will be locally unique by the classical Cauchy-Lipschitz Uniqueness Theorem, for
ui(t1) # 0 and wi(t1) #0. If p > 2 or ¢ < 2, F();-) is not Lipschitz at x = z = 0.
However, remarkably, the solution turns out to be locally unique also, if and only
if ¢ # 0. This discovery dates back to the work of Benedikt. The next statement
summarizing this fact follow directly from [I, Proposition 3.1.5].

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < p,q < oo and X\ > 0 be fived. Let t; >0 and ¢ € R*\ {0}.
There exists § > 0, such that (F7) has a unique solution ¢ € C'([t1,t; + 4])*
satisfying ¢(t1) = . B

By standard continuation arguments, the above implies that there exist maximal
tso < 00, dependants on (o, 8), such that the solution ¢ € C1(0,t.) is unique, for
any given (a, 8) # (0,0). In order to show the uniqueness in Theorem 1] we will
see below that, subject to the boundary conditions of (H), ¢ is unique in the case
1 =0 for any t1 € (0,%9). See Lemma [5.1] B
~ The next result, about the expected property of continuity of the solutions with
respect to (o, B), is a consequence of combining the uniqueness with classical state-
ments such as [6] Theorem 4.3]. The proof is straightforward.

Lemma 3.2. Let (a1, (1) € (0,00)2. Let ' € C'(0,ts) be the solution of (&),
unique for tog < 00, such that ¢*(0) = [0, ay, 0, B1]7. Let t1 € (0,tx). Then,
there exists § > 0 such that for any
(0476) S (Oél —6,(11 +6) X (61 _67ﬁ1 +6)7
all solutions ¢ of () satisfying p(0) = [0, o, 0, B]T ewist over [0,t1]. Moreover,
lim t) = '(t
wpim o 2l =2 ()
uniformly for all t € [0,t1].
For some pairs (p,q) and (a,3), concretely for p > ¢ and any (o, ) € R?,
the solution of (x) exists for all ¢ € [0,00). However, for certain combinations of

these parameters, the solution develops singularities at some ¢ < oco. The next two
lemmas describe the oscillatory behaviour of these solutions, in both cases.
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Lemma 3.3. Let A, p, ¢, « = u2(0) and B = w2(0), be such that there exists a
solution ¢ € C'(0,00)* of (x). If one of the components of ¢ is uniformly bounded
int € [0,00), then all the components of v have infinitely many zeros.

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose that it is uq(¢) the one component that
is uniformly bounded. That is,
lim sup |uy (t)] < 0.
t—o00

Then, note that
liminf |uq(¢)] = 0.
t—o0

Indeed, the fact that
litminf lua(t)] > 0,
— 00

would imply that
Jim fuwa(t)] = o,
which by following the connections of () between the different components of o(t),
would lead to
Jim fua(8)] = o0
creating a contradiction. Moreover, in fact

(9) litrgiogf luk(t)] = litrgiogf |wi(t)] =0 k=1,2,

also, for otherwise we end up with the same contradiction.
Now we know that (@) holds true and two possibilities arise. One is that the
modulus of one of the components of () has non-zero limsup at ¢ — oco. That is,

lim sup (Jus ()] + |uz ()] + |wr (8)] + [w2(®)]) > 0.

In this case, because of (@) and by following the connections between the different
entries of ¢(t) via (F), we gather that the next component will necessarily have in-
finitely many zeros. In turn all components will have infinitely many zeros, reaching
the conclusion of the lemma.
The other possibility is that all components of ¢(t) have zero limit as ¢ — oo.
That is, B
T (Ju (5] + ua(t)] + s (1)] + (D)) = 0.

Here the limit exists, because the limsups and liminfs of all the terms coincide and
are all equal to zero. This being the case, if one entry of p(¢) vanishes at time
t; > 0, then there exists t3 > ¢; such that the next entry_(counting cyclically)
vanishes at 2. Arguing recursively, this implies that all entries of ¢(¢) should have
infinitely many zeros as claimed in the conclusion of the lemma. ([

We will show in Section Bl a sharper result than this lemma in the context of the
eigenvalue equation (B)). Namely, if uq(t1) = w1(t1) = 0 for some ¢; > 0, then all
components of the solution are uniformly bounded, periodic and symmetric.

We now consider the behaviour of the solution near finite singular points.

Lemma 3.4. Let A, p, q, € be such that, there exists a solution vector ¢ € CH0,t50)*
of (x) for some 0 < too < 00. If

limsup v(t) = oo for one of v € {u1,uz, wi,wa},
t—too



then

(10) lim sup v(t)

t—too

=00 for all v € {uq,ug, w1, wa}.

lim infv(t)' =

t—too

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that,

lim sup uy () = oc.
t—too

There are two possibilities to consider.
One possibility is that

0 <liminf u; (t) < oo.
t—too

In that case, according of (F)), near ¢, we should have wy(t) monotonic decreasing,
hence wy () monotonic decreasing and wuz(t) is monotonic increasing. Then, uq(t)
is monotonic increasing and positive near to,. Therefore, in fact

lim uq(t) = oo.
t—too

But then, from the formulation (Fg)), it follows that

lim wus(t) = 0o and also that lim wy(t) = —o0.
t—too t—too

This implies (0.
The other possibility is that

lim inf uy (¢) < 0.

t—too
From the formulation (#pg) it then follows that

lim inf us(t) = —oc0 and lim sup us(t) = +o0,
t—too t—teo

as u1(t) becomes highly oscillatory at to, < oo with negative minima and positive
maxima. Likewise, and for similar reasons, also

lim inf wy (t) = —o0 and lim sup wy, (t) = +o0.
t—too t—too
Then,
liminf uy (t) = —oo0.
t—too
Therefore, once again, we have (0. O

Remark 3.2. When a solution exists in a segment (0,to) and has a singularity at
to, we have the following assertion. If one of the components of the solution vector
does not have a zero int € (t1,tx) for some 0 < t1 < too, then all the components
of the solution vector are monotonic for t € (ta,te) where to > t1 is large enough.
Moreover, in that case

(11) lm wug(t) = — lim wg(¢).

t—too t—too

The proof of this is identical to that of the first possibility in the proof of Lemmal[3.4)
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The solution does not become oscillatory near a singularity -, < oo for a range
of parameters (p, q). Namely
lim |ug(t)] = lim |wg(t)] = oo
t—too t—too
and () holds true. In fact we conjecture that the latter is the case for all p > 1

and g > 1, but we are not currently able to complete the proof of this claim. We
will not need this fact below.

4. STABILITY OF SOLUTIONS AND PROOF OF EXISTENCE

We now settle the existence part of Theorem 21l The first statement below,
about the monotonicity of the solutions of (%) in terms of the initial data, will
be combined with Lemma in order to construct solutions whose components
develop zeros in (0, 00). These solutions will then be further perturbed and dilated,
to match the boundary condition at t = ty.

Lemma 4.1. Let A > 0 and p, q > 1 be fized. Consider the evolution systems
()-@). Let 0 < ag < a1, 0 < B1 < B2 and assume that at least one of these
inequalities is strict. Let t1 > 0 be such that all the components of the solution]
|ui,(t)| and |wi (t)| are finite for t € (0,t1]. Then,

(12)  wi(t) <wup(t) and wi(t) < wi(t), fork=1,2 and te(0,t1].

Moreover,
(13)

for all t € (0,t1].

Proof. As the proofs of the two cases are almost identical, without loss of generality
we assume that as < oy and B < Ss.

By virtue of () and by monotonicity of each one of the integrals in this formu-
lation, it follows that there exists € > 0, such that the left hand side of (I2]) holds
true for all ¢ € (0,¢]. Assume that ¢ lies in this segment. Then,

w2 (t) — wi(t) = By — t sen (ul(s)) [ul(s)]? " =
30— b)) = o=+ [ (sen (ul(9) [l o)

(14) sgn (u%(s)) ‘u%(s)rﬁl )ds
> B2 — B1 > 0.
Hence,
(15) wh®) — whe) = [ (wh(o) — whe)ds = (52~ Byt
0

Here and everywhere below, the indices j (on top) refer to corresponding sub-indices of « or
B, in context.
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up(t) — u3(t)

=1 — Qy —l—/o (sgn (w%(s)) ’wf(s)’p/_l — sgn (w%(s)) ’w%(s)‘p/_l) ds
>ap —ag > 0.

Note that the strict inequality here follows from the previous inequality and the
fact that then the integral on the right hand side is strictly increasing for the stated
values of t. Then,

) =) = [ (ud(s) ~ 35 > (03— ).
But then, going back to ([I4]) with the latter, it follows that in fact
w3 (t) —wy(t) > B2 — Ba.
And, carrying on to ([I3]), we also have
wi(t) = wi(t) > (B2 = fr)t.

As a conclusion of the previous paragraph, so far we now know that (I2) and
(@3) hold true for t € (0,¢] with strict inequality. Let ¢ < &1 < ¢ be the maximum
t such that (IZ) and (I3) hold true for ¢ € (0,e1] with strict inequality. As we
can run an analogue of the above argument from ¢ = e, with suitable constants in
front of all the integrals in (&), then necessarily e; = ¢;. This completes the proof
of the statement. O

The next remark will be repeatedly used below for the case ¢; = u;, w; and
Pk = W1, U1.

Remark 4.1. If the entry ¢;(t) of a solution vector o(t) has 8 simple zeros at
ro < 11 < 19, where rg > 0, then necessarily that entry should have inflection
points lying between ro and ro. Hence, for k = j +2 mod 4, the entry @i should
have at least one zero at a point sg € (rg,r2) .

We now determine a mechanism for perturbing («, ) in order to create zeros for
the different components of the solution vector.

Corollary 4.1. Let A > 0 and p, ¢ > 1 be fizred. Consider the solution to the
systems (x)-[@). There exist a > 0 and S > 0, such that both uqi(t) and wi(t)
vanish at least once for t > 0. Moreover, we can find a pair (o, 3) € (0,00)2, such
that one of these two functions has at least two zeros, 0 < t1 < ta, the other has
one zero, r1 € (0,t2), and these are the first zeros counting from the left of the
respective functions.

Proof. We show the first claim. The other claims follow immediately from Re-
mark [l taking rqg = 0. Moreover, for the rest of the proof, we assume without loss
of generality that o > 0 and 3 > 0 are such that u}(t) = uy(¢) has no positive zeros
and is eventually monotonic increasing, while w}(t) = wy () has only one positive
zero and is eventually monotonic decreasing. We are going to invoke Lemma [T
therefore let us set (a1, 1) = (o, 5).
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Let t; > 0 be such that wi(t;) = 0 and wi(t) > 0 for all t € (0,¢1). Then
(ud)'(t1) = 0 and (ud)'(t) < 0 for all t € (0,¢;). Hence ui(t) is concave for all
te (O,tl). Let
Oéltl — ’U&(tl)

t '
Then oo > 0 and also as < a7. From Lemma [£.1] it follows that

ui(t) —ui(th) > (a1 — a2)ts = ui(tr).

Hence u3(t1) < 0, so this component must have a zero below t1, and the proof now
branches into four possibilities.

One possibility is that either u3(¢) or w?(t) are uniformly bounded in (0, ).
By virtue of Lemma [B.4] then t,, = co. In this case, the conclusion follows from
Lemma B3l Another possibility is that all u?(t) and w(t) become unbounded
oscillatory near to, < 00, see Lemma [1] and its proof. But then, once again the
conclusion follows. A third possibility is that the u2(¢) point upwards (the limits at
too are +00), wi(t) point downwards and once again the conclusion follows taking
(o, B) = (a2, B1), because then w?(t) will also have a zero.

The fourth possibility is that for the pair (as,81), ui(t) point downwards and
wi(t) upwards at . At this point it is not guaranteed that w?(¢) has a positive
zero. Let

0<as=

ag =inf{la < ap @ lim uy(t) = +o0}
t—too

ag =sup{a > az : lim wu;(t) = —oc0}.
t—too
If ay < ag, then for @ = 2351 the component uy(t) is either bounded or oscil-
latory as t — t-,. Hence, the conclusion follows as in the previous first or second
possibilities. If, on the other hand, az = ay, call u3(t) = ui(t) the first component
of the solution vector for the pair (as, 51). We consider three further sub-cases.
If both

ag € {a<ar: lim ui(t) =+oo} and
t—too
ag €{a>as : lim u(t) = —co},
t—too

then u3(t) is either bounded or oscillatory as t — t-_ and once again the conclusion
follows. If, by contrast, lim,_,— u$(t) = +o0, then uf(t) has an inflection point at
the positive zero of w3 (t). According to Lemma B2 for 6 > 0 small enough, the
component w3 (t) corresponding to the pair (a5 = o — d, 1) would necessarily have
two zeros above this inflection point. Indeed, uf(t) would also have an inflection
point close the one of u3(t) plus an extra inflection point, due to the fact that
lim, ,,— u}(t) = —oc. According to Remark B} then u3(t) has also a positive
zero. Therefore, the conclusion follows for this sub-case as well. The final sub-
case, involving the condition lim, ,,— u3(t) = —oo, can be dealt with in a similar

manner. O

Corollary 1] gives four possibilities which we label for later use.
I. uq(t) is the one with two zeros, ¢1 < t2, wy(t) the one with at least one zero
r1 < tg, and
a) either r1 >t
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b) orry < ty.
IT. (Roles of w; and wy swapped), wi(t) is the one with two zeros, r1 < ro,
u1(t) the one with at least one zero t; < re, and
a) either t; > m
b) ort; < ry.

Now we turn to solution vectors to (x)-(6) whose first and third components
vanish at tg > 0. The next lemma, whose proof reduces to describing the interlacing
of the zeros between the different derivatives of a solution to (), is expected but
it will be crucial in what follows.

Lemma 4.2. Letn > 0. Let u(t) be an eigenfunction of ({&). Then, u(t) has exactly
n zeros counting multiplicity in the segment (0,t0) if and only if u”(t) has exactly
n zeros counting multiplicity in (0,%o).

Proof. Suppose that u(t) has n zeros in (0,tp) counting multiplicity. Since u(0) =
u(tp) = 0 then, u/(t) has at least n + 1 zeros in (0,tg). Then, «”(t) must have at
least n zeros in (0, 1), because it must vanish in between two consecutive zeros of
u/(t) taking into account multiplicity. So, in the notation of the systems (x), wy (t)
has at least n zeros counting multiplicity in (0, Zo).

Now, if wq (t) has n+ 1 zeros in (0, o) or more, arguing cyclically, we would then
have that u(t) = uy(¢) has n + 1 or more zeros in (0,tp). Since this is not the case,
it follow that u”(t) must have exactly n zeros in (0, o).

The proof of the converse is identical. (|

Corollary 4.2. Let A > 0 and p, ¢ > 1 be fized. There exist « > 0 and [ > 0,
such that, for the solution vector of (x)-(6l), the first and third components u(t)
and w1 (t), both have a simple zero at the same point t1 > 0 and both are strictly
positive for t € (0,t1).

Proof. By virtue of Lemma [£.2] it is sufficient to show that there exists a pair
(a, B) € (0,00)2, such that at some ¢; > 0 both components of the solution vector
vanish, uq(t1) = wi(¢t1) = 0, and only one is positive up to ¢y, say, ui(¢) > 0 for all
te (O, tl).

Let a pair (ao, Bo) € (0,00)? be such that one of the possibilities of Corollary [Z1]
holds true. The proof branches accordingly.

Suppose that IIE] occurs. Fix

d=

tl]tgntigt2 u(l)(t)‘ >0 and o = % + ap.
Combining lemmas and 1] we gather that, if the parameter « is varied con-
tinuously from «p to ;3 and Sy remains fixed, then the component wui(t) of the
solution increases, the difference between the two zeros t; — to decreases, wy () de-
creases, and r; begins its trajectory lying between ¢; and ts. At «q, according to
Lemma [£.1]
ui(t) —ud(t) > (1 — )t > (g — )ty > d

for all t; < t < ta. Then, ui(t) > 0 for all t € (0,¢2). Therefore, as ¢, and r;
are continuous functions of «, there is an intermediate value @ = a9 such that
ui(t1) = u1(te) = 0, ur(t) > 0 for all t € (0,¢1), and wi(r1) = 0 for 1 € {t1,%2}.
If 1 = t; the conclusion follows and there is nothing else to prove. So, assume
r1 = to # t1. Then, wi(t) # 0 for ¢t € (0,¢1]. Moreover, by virtue of Lemma [£.2]
case n = 1, for the pair (aq, 8o) there is a zeros of w; lying in the segment (¢1,2).
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Then, by increasing « further, and appealing to continuity, we eventually reach a
point in the deformation where we have wy(t) > 0 for all ¢ € (0,r1), r1 = ¢1 and
hence the claimed conclusion.

Suppose now that it is the possibility [Jo) the one that holds. Let d = [w(t1)| =
—wl(t1). If B increases from By, then r; increases, and t; and t, decrease. Let (31
be such that

(81— Bo)t1 > d.
Then, by Lemma [4.1],

wi(t1) —wi(t1) > (B1 — Bo)t1 > d.

Hence wi (t1) > 0. Therefore, by continuity, there should have been a point in the
deformations of w1 (t) and wy (t), where 8 was such that r = ;.

Finally, if the cases[[T]) occurs, we argue by swapping the roles of the components
up(t) and wi (t). O

The existence part of Theorem 2] follows directly from this corollary for ¢; = .
But note that ¢; depends on p, ¢ and A\. We therefore combine this with the rescaling
(@ to complete the proof for general t; > 0.

Proof of existence in Theorem [2.1l There are two statements to show.

For the first statement, let p # g and A > 0. According to Corollary 2] there
exists t; > 0 such that the corresponding first component of the solution vector
u1(t) and its second derivative uf(t) are positive in (0,¢;) and they both vanish
at t = 0 and t = t;. This shows that there exists a solution u(t) = wuy(t) to (@),
whenever tg = ty.

Now let ty > 0 be arbitrary. Take

2p

t £\ Pa
—— and a= (—1>
tl to

in the substitution (@)-@). Then, u(t) = au;(bt) is a positive solution of (@) for
eigenvalue A = AaP~%% = \. This ensures the first statement of the existence
claim in Theorem 211

For the second statement, let p = ¢q. By Corollary [4.2] for eigenvalue parameter
A =1, there exists t; > 0 such that the corresponding u(t) > 0 for all ¢t € (0,¢1)
solves (B for tg = t;. Take

t
=2 and a=1.
ty
Then u(t) = ui(t) in (M-, is a positive solution of (@) for ¢ € (0,%p) and eigen-
value
to\
A= <—0) .
ty
This is the second statement of the existence claim in Theorem 2.1 O

5. SYMMETRIES, PERIODICITY AND UNIQUENESS

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 211 We begin by showing
that, for fix p,¢ > 1 and A > 0, an eigenfunction u(t) of (Bl is unique for any choice
of (a,8) € [0,00)%. Here we include the statement that, the only solution in the
case (o, ) = (0,0) is the trivial solution u(t) = 0. More generally, as we establish
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next, the only solution to (x) satisfying the boundary conditions of (Bl for which
all components vanish simultaneously at a point, is the trivial solution.

Lemma 5.1. Let p € C([0,t0])* be a solution to (x), such that ¢(0) = [0, 0, 8]
and ¢(to) = [O,d,O,B]T. Then, a8 > 0 and @B > 0. Moreover, @(t) =0 for some
t € [0,to] if and only if p(t) =0 for all t € [0,to].

Proof. From the formulation () follows that, if o and § have different signs, then
©3(t) is of opposite sign to ¢1(t), and so 1 (t) is monotonic and it therefore cannot
vanish at t = to. Similarly, @3 < 0 implies that ¢ (0) # 0. This shows the first
claim. For the second claim, the argument similar to the one used in the proof of
Lemma [£.2] is as follows.

Consider first the case ¢ = 0. Assume that « = § = 0. Let u1(t) have n zeros
(counting multiplicity) in (0,%p). Then, uz(t) has at least n + 1 zeros in (0, to).
But, since uz(0) = 0, we have that wo(t) has at least n + 1 zeros in (0,%). This
contradicts the statement of Lemma [£2] Hence, necessarily a5 # 0.

Secondly, for ¢ = g, apply the result already proven to the solution p(t) =
@(to —t), in order to get that &3 # 0.
~ Finally, let t = t; € (0,%p). The solution to (x) in [t1, o] satisfies the boundary
conditions of () at t = ¢; and t = t;. That is, the vector (t) = p(t — 1) is
a solution to (x) in C1([0,tg — t1])*, satisfying the boundary conditions of (&) at
the end point of the segment. Then, apply the first case to obtain that the only
possibility is that s (t1)p4(t1) # 0. O

Corollary 5.1. Letn > 0. Let u(t) and u(t) be two eigenfunctions of () associated
with eigenvalues A > 0 and A > 0 respectively, such that they both have n zeros in
(0,t0). Then, u(t) = tau(t) and A = Xa?~? for some a > 0.

Proof. Case p # q. According to Lemma [B.1] without loss of generality, we can
assume that both wu(t) and @(¢) have first and third derivatives positive at ¢t = 0.
We prove the claim of the corollary by contradiction. Taking b = 1 and a suitable
a > 0 in (7)), the negation of the statement to be shown, is equivalent to assuming
that, for the same fixed A > 0, there exists two solutions of (&) on (0,t) with n
zeros, say u'(t) # u?(t). We therefore suppose this and derive a contradiction.

Let ag = u5(0) > 0 and By = w4 (0) > 0. Combining lemma 1] and 5], follows
that, either a; # g or 81 # B2. Without loss of generality, we further assume that
a1 # az. The other case is similar and leads to the same conclusion.

Let a,b > 0 be such that

aP~1p?P = 1 and ab =21
Qa2
Then necessarily b # 1. Let
G=abas =01 and S =a" P B,.

Hence, i(t) = au?(bt) is a solution of (G)) in (0,%y) for the same eigenvalue A > 0
but end point fo = £ # to. Moreover, 4(t) and @”(t) have n zeros in (0,%). The
corresponding solution vector ¢(t) satisfies () with i2(0) = a; and w2 (0) = B, for
which i (t) and i (t) have n zeros in (0,%0). Additionally they are such that

11 (0) = 11 (0) = 41 (f0) = w1 (fo) = 0.



16

Two possibilities now arise. Either 83 < 8 or 85 > . But these two possibilities
are incompatible with LemmalIl Indeed, the first possibility renders i () < u?(t)
and w?(t) < w1 (t) for all t > 0 whereas the second possibility renders a1 (t) > u?(t)
and w?(t) > b1 (t) for all t > 0. Either case, we have that either i (fg) # 0 or
w1 (tp) # 0 or that one of these functions does not have exactly n zeros in (0, #y).
Any of this, contradicts what we know already about (t). Hence, we must have
b=1and so u?(t) = a(t) = u'(t). From this, the conclusion of the lemma for p # ¢
follows.

Case p =q. Just as before, suppose that for the same A > 0 we have two
positive solutions of (B with n zeros, u!(¢) and u?(t). Let ¢ = o2, where ay, are the
second components of the corresponding solution vectors. Set a(t) = cu®(t). As
the equation is homogeneous, then 4(t) is also a solution for the same eigenvalue .

After this we can proceed in similar way as the case p # ¢g. We have 42(0) =
az = u3(0) and, by virtue of Lemma ] the only possibility not leading to a
contradiction is that also 1w2(0) = B2 = w3(0). But then, combining lemmas [3.1]
and [5.1] ensures that

u?(t) = a(t) = cul(t).

We now complete the proof of Theorem 211

Proof of uniqueness in Theorem [2.1l The case p # ¢ is a direct consequence of
Corollary b1l for n = 0.

Let p = ¢ instead. By virtue of Corollary 5.1l we only need to show that A is
unique. Suppose that we have two A\; # Ay with corresponding eigenvectors u!(t)
and u?(t), positive on (0, %) and vanishing at the end points alongside their second

derivatives. Set
1
Ao\ 2P
b=[=
(/\1>

and consider u?(t) = u'(bt). Then *(t) and ©*(t) are both solutions vectors of the
systems (*) for the same A = \g = A\ b?P.
Now, let

<
W

0
30)°

Then, au3(0) = u3(0) = ag, that is, both au?(t) and u®(¢) match their derivatives at
t = 0. Now the third derivative satisfies the following three possibilities. If 82 = 3,
then u?(t) = u3(t) and so b = 1 and \; = Ay contradicting the original assumption.
If B3 < B3, according to Lemma EET] then w?(t) < wi(t) and u?(t) > u3(t) for
all t > 0. But this is impossible too, as then the first zeros of u}(t) and w3 (t)
cannot coincide, contradicting the fact that u3(¢) is a dilation of u!(t). Finally, if
B2 > (B3 we reach the same conclusion by analogous arguments. This completes

the proof of uniqueness for the eigenvalue when p = ¢, and also the full proof of
Theorem 211 O

~

a =

The rest of this section is devoted to describing the symmetries of the eigen-

functions. The next statement is a direct consequence of the uniqueness part of
Theorem 2.1
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Theorem 5.1. Let u(t) be a positive solution of @) on (0,t9). Then, u(t) = u(to—t)

for all 0 < t < %" Moreover, u(t) can be extended to a 2tg-periodic function

us € CL(R) satisfying
(sgn (ul(£)) [ul ()]")" = Asgn (wa(t)) [ua (8)] "
for allt € R.

Proof. Start with a solution u(t). Since the equation (Bl is invariant under trans-
lations and the change ¢t — —t, then () = u(to — ¢) is also a solution of ().
That is, for the same A > 0 and boundary conditions. But we have uniqueness in
Theorem 211 For p # g, this implies directly that u(¢) = @(t). For p = g, it implies
that u(t) = ct(t). Then

(5)-()-(2)

so ¢ =1 and once again u(t) = u(¢).
In order to achieve the second conclusion, note that u € C1(0,¢y) and that the
first conclusion implies that u’(0) = —u/(¢o). O

Corollary 5.2. Let u(t) be a solution of [) with exactly n — 1 zeros in (0,tp).
Then, these zeros are all simple and located at

_ Jto

t .
J n

Moreover, u"(t) also vanish exactly at the points t;.

Proof. Let u*(t) be a positive solution of (F) on the segment (0, %) for the same
eigenvalue A > 0. From Theorem 511 it follows that ul(t) is a solution of the same
equation on (0, o) with exactly n—1 zeros in the interior of the segment. If p = ¢, as
all eigenfunctions are multiple of one another, then the claimed conclusion follows.
If p # q, by Corollary B we obtain u!'(t) = u(t) and the claimed conclusions
follow. (|

We remark that, by combining the construction of Corollary 4.2l with uniqueness,
it is guaranteed that all the zeros of the eigenfunctions of (&) are simple.

6. THE CASE ¢ = p’

Let B(a,b) denote the Beta function and B,(a,b) denote the incomplete Beta
function [23] 8.17.1]. For 1 < r, s < 00, let

1
d 2 /11
(16) m,s:2/ T _—B<—,—,>
o (1—79)r S s

and let sin, s : R — [—1,1] be the 27, -periodic odd function whose inverse in

0, 75%] is
v dr 1 11
Fr,s(y):/ 1 __By5<_a_,>
o (1—7%)7 2 s'r

Tr,s
)

5.
except possibly at the points = = (2;%% for k € Z, the functions sin, s(z) are

for all y € [0,1] and is even with respect to Then, sing o(x) = sin(z) and,
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C*. Note that (I6) and the fact that the Beta function is symmetric, yield the
relation

(17) STr,s = 7“/7T5/7T/.

In this section we show that, for ¢ = p’, the systems () are solvable analytically
in terms of sin, s and therefore the value of || Ez|| can be found explicitly in terms
of B(a,b). The next two statements summarize our main finding.

Theorem 6.1. Let 1 < p < 0o and fixr T = [0, m2,]. Then

2 1 1

11l e 2\" L p+1\\*
||E2|| = Sl;'p ||f//|f = - B 57 ,
FEWRP(T) Lr p p

and the extremal functions are of the form f(t) = csing,(t) where ¢ € R is a
non-zero constant.

Let us now re-write the equation (B]) with the substitution ¢ = p’. For 1 < p < oo,
we seek for u # 0 and A > 0 such that
(sgn (u) [u”[P7H)" = Asgn (u) [ul’ ™' 0<t<to

(18)
u(0) = u(ty) = v (0) = u"(to) = 0.

Theorem 6.2. The eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of (I8)) are fully characterized
as follows. For any given constant ¢ > 0 and n € N, A = A\, is of the form

2\P 2 2\ P
(7T21p/7Tp12’fL ) p—p' pﬂzyp,n p—p’
Ay = ————L¢ = —_— C
" 2t2
0

with corresponding u(t) = fn.c(t) of the form

. To N
fn,c(t) = csing ( 2f > .
0

For p # 2, this eigenpair is the unique solution such that the eigenfunction has
positive derivative at x =0 and changes sign exactly n — 1 times on (0,to).

We prove the validity of these two statements below. Let us begin by recalling
properties of the generalized trigonometric functions and their role in the solution of
the equation (2), associated to first order Sobolev embeddings E;. The eigenpairs
(u, A) of (@), have a close expression in terms of 7, 4 and sin, 4. Concretely, the full
set of solutions of the Dirichlet problem (2] is [8]

aty . N,
u(t) = upa(t) = pr— sinp, q < tgq t) ,

for corresponding

A=\ _ (nﬂ—P‘Z)q |a|p—qq(1 _p)
n,o t() P )

where a # 0 is a real parameter and n € N. Here we focus on the case ¢ = p/,
which is independent of « only for p = ¢ = 2.
The generalised cosine, cosp, 4 : R — [—1, 1], is defined as

cosp q(z) = 1 sin,, 4(z), z €R.
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From the properties of sin, 4(x) it follows that cosp () is an even, 2m, ; periodic
function, decreasing on [0, 7 4/2]. If € [0, 7p,4/2], then

(19) cosp,q(z) = (1 — (sinpq x)9)/P
and

|sing q x|? + | cosp g x|P =1
for all x € R.

The functions sin, ;, and cosp, have a long history that can be traced back to
about 40 years ago. Indeed, these and other analogue functions were examined by
Schmidt [26], Lindqvist [19, 20], Elbert [16], and Otani [24], in connection with
extremal functions for Hardy operators and eigenvalues of p-Laplacians. In recent
years many properties of sin, , and cos, 4 have been discovered, mainly as a conse-
quence of the study of their approximation characteristics. An account of this can
be found in [2, [3, 21I]. Tt has also been discovered that these play a significant role
in describing optimal Sobolev embeddings and related integral operators [14].

The proof of Theorem relies on the decomposition Fo = I1Is where the
embeddings I; are to be understood in the context of the following diagram,

X =Wp3t Yy =L1¥

\1/

We will see that u(t) = sing (w2, t/to) is the extremal function for embedding
I and u/(t) is the extremal functions for I;. Hence, u(t) is extremal for Fy and
eventually that would lead to || Ez|| = || I1]|]|L2]]-

Before establishing the proofs of theorems [6.1] and [6.2] we recall four additional
known formulas connecting properties of the generalized trigonometric functions
and their derivatives. See [13| Lemma 2.2, Props. 3.1 and 3.2]. Let r,s € (1,00).
A direct calculation gives

/

.o T = —i(cosnS az)%r(sinnS a:)sfl
' s

cos and
[(sing s ) ) = (r — 1)(sin,. s )" 2 cos, s .

Thus, as in [I3], we get the general formula

(20) (08,5 (st /2)]" = [sings, o (mor 1 (1 — £)/2)]"

which we will employ mostly in the case r = 2 and s = p’. Finally, let u(z) =
sing p(x). Applying (20)), then (I7), yields

(21)  u(z) = —sgn (u(@)) [u(@)P T 22 = — sgn (u()) u(z)]” " %I.

T2,p!

Proof of Theorem [6.1. As W2’p WO PAW?P, it is readily seen that
WP = {f € W2P(Z) : f(0) = 0 and /f’ _ 0},
T

Moreover, Wi € Wy? for any 1 < ¢ < oo and in particular for ¢ = 2. We will use
these facts below.
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We begin by finding an upper bound for || Es||. Note that

| Es| = sup ||f/|/|Lp’
rewze | f" e
I
qup WAl 1F e
fewg? 2 ILf7 |lze
!
< sup ”f”Lp sup HfHL2 = N1 Ns.

ronis 1P emin 17710
Let us compute the exact values of these constants.
On the one hand, we claim that
+% 11
w5 (2+p)E T (p)2

2» B(4, 1)

[N

1
11 1 1\?» 2 _=2_ _1
(22) Ny = — (2+p)? J’B(‘v—/) 27 )
The second equality follows from ([IG]). To show the first equality, recall the following
classical result of Talenti [27, page 357] (see also [22] (45.4)]) for general segment
Z=1[0,tg). Forall 1 <r,s< oo,

i 1.1, ,41 L
Ifllze _ 85 )t () s
(23) sup - = 1
fEWOI’T ”f HLT 2B(§, F)
and the extremals of this are any non-zero multiple of sinns(ﬂ;jt). Substituting

to = Moy, r =2 and s = p/, it follows that the middle expression of ([22]) and the
right hand side of ([23]) coincide. Then, since the optimizer sin, , € Wg’p , we have

that )
O N 1 PR I P
lcosopr e ™ pewze 1722 ™ ewp 11|22
This confirms the first equality of (22]).
On the other hand, we find the value of Ny as follows. By substituting f’ = u,

4
Mo sy WPl

P Y PR A
where S C Z = {u € AC(Z) : [;u =0} is the subspace
S ={ueAC(Z) : u=f for some f € WP (I)}.

Now, let us show that

lullee _ 8" 0! + 23 E )
2
(24) sup — L= _2 ]91 P
wez |[u'|| e 2» B(L, 1)
P
where the extremals are non-zero multiples of cospyz(ﬁift) on Z = [0,tg]. Indeed,

recall that the optimizer of the supremum on the left hand side is odd with respect
to to/2 (see [I7] or [7]). Then,

flullr> | Hvll12(0,t0/2)

wez |Wlle  werr(to/2) NVLr(o.te/2)

where H : LP(0,ty/2) — L?(0,t9/2) is the Hardy operator. According to [14}
Theorem 4.6], the supremum on the right hand side is attained whenever u is any
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. Tp,2t
non-zero multiple of cos) (=%

with the fact that

). Hence, from (23) with » = p and s = 2 together

_ to Sinp)g ( ﬂ-i’zt)

H [cosp a(mp,2(-) /10)] (1) = T”

we obtain ([24]) with the extremals as claimed. Now, for ¢y = ma ,, COSpﬁz(::’i () €
2P

S. Hence,

o222 Ol _ e sma(Z20)

- < INg < sup = ’ .

Teosp (222 ())ller web Il ~ Teospa(Z22(O)ller

Thus
p_l/"'%( /+2)l—%( /)% 11 4 -1
7T p P p 1_1 »’ 2 _1 _a
Ny =T B PR o giie(5.0) " T2 e
27 B(3, ) 2p

Therefore, we get

2
7

1
2\ 7 1 p+1\?» ">
D 2" p

So we have an upper bound for ||Es|. Let us now show that there is equality. Set
u1(z) = sing p (). By using (2I) we obtain

lualler _ 2, 1-%
LY :Z7||U1||Lp,p.

w7 ]lz»

o p /2 ' L v’ 1 1 p+1
[ G an = [T D (50,
0 o (1—77)" p 2. p

which can be obtain by substituting 7 = sing (), d7 = cos2 »r(x) and invoking
identity (I9). Thus,

Now,

/

lsll g _ (2>”ﬁ“%) (m(12 1))1/,,1/,,
el ~ \» >

which gives exactly the expression for || Es].
The uniqueness of the extremal function follows from the uniqueness of the ex-
tremal functions in the above arguments. (I

Remark 6.1. Evidently, Theorem [6.1] follows from Theorem [6.2, as the extremal
function of Ea is the first eigenfunction of (I8). However, the proof we include
above has the advantage of clearly distinguishing the connection between first order
embeddings and second order embeddings in the general case for p and q. It shows
that only for the case ¢ = p’ the extremal functions coincide.

Proof of Theorem[6.2. Let to = ma . From (21I), applied twice, we obtain that for
u(t) = sing , (t) we have

wrory = (2) v = (1) v,
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forall 0 < t < mo,. As u/'(t) = —%/up/’l(t), then also u”(0) = u” (w2, ) = 0.
Hence, sing ;v () is a positive eigenfunction for the problem ([I8) on Z = [0, m2 ]
with A = (p//2)P.

For the general case ty > 0, observe that

fre(t) = esing p (72,0t /t0),
satisfies ([I8]) on [0, o] with eigenvalue

(7"2 p'Tp 2”2)p !
Ap = —————c"".
to!
Note that A, is the n-th eigenvalue in the spectrum, for fixed ¢ > 0 and that
fn.c has exactly n — 1 zeros in (0,%p). Finally, uniqueness follows directly from

Corollary 5.1 O

7. APPROXIMATION OF SOBOLEV EMBEDDING

In this final section we derive a precise connection between the s-numbers of
E5 and the eigenpairs of ([B). For this purpose, it is necessary to fix the norm
of the eigenfunctions. We will call an eigenpair (f, \) a spectral couple of (@), if
1/l = 1 and f'(0) > 0. Below we refer to such f as a spectral function and we
refer to the corresponding eigenvalue A > 0 as a spectral number.

In earlier publications, the choice || f||z« = 1 is used. To distinguish the connec-
tion with our choice of normalization, we write ( f , 5\) for the corresponding spectral
couple of this second kind.

The connection between any eigenpair and either of the above choices becomes
evident via re-scaling. Indeed, let ( 1, 5\) be any eigenpair of (B)). Then,

I
[ £11%q
Let ,
1
a= M and O=—.
(R (P22 (haly2e
Then

)

; TEPa%
= 5 )\: — =
Q@ 0 @Nm>>

is a spectral couple and

N AT Y
=a , A= =
(m ) (”ﬂm) )

is a spectral couple of the second kind. Our discussion below only refers to spectral
couples of the first kind.

The next lemma shows that the spectral functions form a unique chain, linked
by re-scaling and generating a corresponding chain of spectral numbers. In turn,
the latter form an increasing sequence of positive numbers accumulating at +oo.

Lemma 7.1. Let 1 < p,q < oo andn € N.

i) There is a unique spectral couple (f,\) such that f has n— 1 distinct zeros
in Int(Z).
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i) Let (f1, 1) be the spectral couple on T = [0, 1] where Ay s the first spectral
number. Let fi1. : R — R be the 2-periodic odd function, such that f1.(t) =
f1(t) for all t € [0,1]. Then,

«(nt
(fn(t) = L (2n )7 An = n2q)\1)

n

is the spectral couple on [0, 1] associated to the n-th spectral number.
iii) Let (fn,An) be the n-th spectral couple of the previous item. Then,

(SNa(t) = 2272 ultf10), smo = 187717200,

is the spectral couple on T = [0,to] which has n — 1 distinct zeros in (0,t).
In particular
2-1/p

t — 11—
SN, (t) = 0n2 fix(nt/to), and Snn:n2qtg/p =20y

are the n-th spectral function and the n-th spectral number on I, respec-
tively.

Proof. The first item follows directly from Theorem [B.1] and Corollary The
other statements follow from applying the substitutions (@), then conducting the
corresponding computations. ([

Below we will adhere dissambiguously to the notation of this lemma. The fol-
lowing direct consequence, is one of the main contributions of this paper. It gives
an expression for the norm of the second order Sobolev embedding in terms of the
eigenvalue equation ().

Theorem 7.1. For all 1 < p,q < 00, the second order embedding
By : WEP(T) — LY(T)
has norm

ulln
1Bl = sup e

H SNl HL‘I - Snl 1/q = | Z|1/‘1*1/;D+2)\1—1/q7
'U,EWZ‘p ||u”||Lp
D

where A1 is the first spectral number on the unit interval [0, 1].

It is natural now to describe the connection between the different s-numbers of
FE5 and spectral couples. We begin by recalling the classical definitions.

Definition 7.1. Let s : T + {s,(T)} € €xo(N) be a rule which assigns to every
bounded linear operator T € B(X,Y) on every pair of Banach spaces X and Y, a
sequence of non-negative numbers satisfying the following properties.

(S52) s, (S+T) < s, (S)+||T| for S,T € B(X,Y) and n € N.

(S3) sn(BTA) < ||Bllsn(T)||A|| whenever A € B(Xo,X), T € B(X,Y), B €

B(X,Y)), and n € N.

(S4) sp(Id:R™ = R™) =1 forn e N.

(55) sn(T) =0 when rank(T) < n.
We call s,(T) (or s,(T : X =Y )) an n-th s-number of T. Moreover, when (54)
is replaced by

(S6) sp(Id: E — E) =1 for every Banach space E with dim(E) > n,
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we say that s, (T) is the n-th s-number of T in the strict sense.

Many standard s-numbers of approximation theory are defined in relation to the
moduli of injectivity and surjectivity, which we will recall.

Definition 7.2. Let T € B(X,Y). The modulus of injectivity of T is
J(T) = suplp > 0 |[Tally > pllallx for all z € X}.
The modulus of surjectivity of T is
q(T) =sup{p = 0:T(Bx) D pBy}.

Below we denote the embedding of a closed linear subspace M C X into X
by Jﬁ[ and the canonical map of X onto the quotient space X/M by Qﬁ. The
standard n-th s-numbers and their terminology is as follows.

Definition 7.3. Let T € B(X,Y) and n € N.
e The Approximation numbers of T are
an(T) =inf{||T — F|| : F € B(X,Y), rank(F') < n}.
e The Isomorphism numbers of T are
in(T) = sup{ | A| | B 71},

the supremum taken over all possible Banach spaces G with dim(G) > n
and maps A € B(Y,G), B € B(G, X) such that ATB is the identity on G.
e The Gelfand numbers of T are

cn(T) = inf{|| T J35|| : codim(M) < n}.
e The Bernstein numbers of T are

b (T) = sup{j(TJ3y) : dim(M) > n}.
e The Kolmogorov numbers of T are

dn(T) = inf{||QXT|| : dim(N) < n}.
e The Mityagin numbers of T' are

m(T) = sup{g(QNT) : codim(N) > n}.
In the context of this definition, recall the fundamental relation [14, [25]
an(T) > max[c,(T),dn(T)] > minlc,(T), dn(T)]
> max[b, (T), mn(T)] > min[b, (T), m,(T)] > i,(T).

Moreover, the approximation numbers are the largest s-numbers and the isomor-
phism numbers are the smallest strict s-numbers.

Theorem 7.2. For all 1 < p,q < 0o, the second order embedding
By : WHP(T) — LY(T)
has s-numbers obeying the following relations.
1) If p < q, then
|Z|V/a+2-1/p

; —1/q _
in(F2) > sn, n2)\1/q
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ii) If p > q, then

an(By) < Sngl/q _ w
n2\y a

Proof. Fix 1 <p < g < 0.
Proof of i). We show that

in(Ey) >sn;1/a,

Set 0 =ap < a1 < ... < ap = to where a; — a;—1 = to/n and Z; = (a;—1, a;).
Then, SN,,(a;) = 0 = SN (a;) for i = 0,...,n. Let g; = SN, xz, for 1 < i < n.

Then M,, = span{g,...,gn} has dimension n. Also, ||g/||lLr = ||g7||L» for every
1<i<n.
Now, let u = sny for Z;. By virtue of Theorem [Z.I] applied on the interval Z;,
sgn (g (0
5w, () = B
g ll v

for all t € Z;. Hence,
lgill%a = = gt I
foralli e {1,...,n}.
Recall the next identity valid for p < ¢, [14, Lemma 8.14],

n 1

p C ),
QERn [ 1 ’
QER (3 lew|?) v

and the infimum is attained when |a;| = ¢, ¢ = 1,...,n. Since the supports of the
g; are disjoint, we have,

lellee L IXiiigillee _ L (D lougill7a)
o£ueMy [[u”|Lp  ack\{0} [| D00y cig) e ackm\{o} (301 [loug!||h,)1/P
0 (Z?zélloeigi’ll‘zpu*)”q: 0 (Zgzllailq)”qu_l/q
aer\{o} (300 [leug?[|7,)YP aerm\{oy (00 |oulP)L/P
=nt/a=1/p, =10 — sn;l/q )

The last equality follows from Lemma [7.1]

This allows us to complete the proof of i) as follows. In the definition of the
isomorphism numbers, replace G = M,, with norm || - ||, X = W2P, Y = L4
and T'= E5. Now set B : G — X the operator B(u) = v and A : Y — G the
projection obtained by completing {g;} to a basis of L?. Then ||A|| = 1 and

—1
1
S (R 7 17 P U PRy
outrt, Tl )~ ozathn, ol

So, indeed i, (F2) > sny, 9.
Proof of ii). Now we claim that for ¢ < p,

an(Ey) < sn; /e,
Using the partition of the interval into n sub-intervals as in the previous part, we
now let

(Tou)(@) = xz.(2) (u<ai1> 1 ) —ulain) ))

A — Aj—1
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and T'= " | T;. Note that T" defined on Wé’p(I) is an operator of rank n — 1.
Then,

-T -T
o< sp MTflie o = Tulu

0£fEWEP 1N otuewze  [[u”[lLe
Now, for any 0 # u € W2P,

n 1/q
lu—Tull s = (Z Ju— Tiun‘zq@i)) .
i=1

Also, for all z € Z;, u”(z) = (u — T'uw)" (). Hence,

n 1/p
5 = <Z I m)"n’zp@)) |
i=1

Let u; = xz,u. Then, for any u; € W2P?(Z;) we have (u; — Tyu;)(a;) = (u; —
Tiu;)(ai—1) = 0 and (u; — Tyu,)"” = uf. Thus,
n e Ve
an(E2) < sup (Eizll‘m TZUl”f/qp)
ueW2» Ooimy luf M170)
n 1/
< sup iy llui — Tiwall )

1
wew?r @y (O, [ullln)"”

i=1,...,n
n 1
SO P T
n 1/p°
fi.efvé’p(fi) iz 1A11E0) "

1=1,..., n

By virtue of Theorem [7.1] applied on the sub-segments Z;, which are of equal
length, we then have

n 1
(S )
n 1
geewzr ) (0 L7187

i=1,...,n

n q \1/a
g e gy i)

|Z|V/a+2-1/p (S0 o)

_ i=1 1Y

n2+1/q71/p)\}/q acRn (2?21 |ai|p)1/177

where |a;| = || f/'|| -
Invoke now the identity |14, Lemma 8.23], valid for ¢ < p,

1/q

o iz @il ni/a=1/p,

ack” (L) Jaufr)'/”
where the supremum being attained when |o;| = ¢, i = 1,...,n. Hence, we finally
get
|Z|V/at2-1/p

n2)\1/q

as claimed. (I

an(E2) < =sn; /9,
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The second statement in the previous theorem sharpens the results obtained in
and [5].
The next statement encompasses the other original main purpose of this paper,

but we omit details of its proof, which is beyond the current scope. It follows from
Lemma [Tl and Theorem [[.2 alongside with results settled in [4] and [5, “Basic
Theorem”]. An interesting related question, is whether we can replace d,(E3) by
cn(E2) and by, (E2) by my(E2) below. Our omission of the proof is motivated by
the fact that we aim at reporting on a full investigation of this question in future.

Theorem 7.3. Let 1 < p,q < 0.

i) If p < q, then

T|1/a+2-1/p
in(Ey) = bp(B) = sn, '/ = ||71/q

n2\y

1) If ¢ < p, then

T/ a+2—1/p
an(B) = du(B) = s Vo = EL

n2\
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