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NEW APPROACH TO AFFINE MOSER-TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES
VIA BESOV POLAR PROJECTION BODIES

OSCAR DOMINGUEZ, YINQIN LI, SERGEY TIKHONOV, DACHUN YANG AND WEN YUAN

AssTracT. We extend the affine inequalities on R" for Sobolev functions in W*” with 1 < p < £ obtained recently

n

by Haddad-Ludwig [16, 17] to the remaining range p > 4. For each value of s, our results are stronger than affine
Moser—Trudinger and Morrey inequalities. As a byproduct, we establish the analog of the classical L” Bourgain—
Brezis—Mironescu inequalities related to the Moser—Trudinger case p = n. Our main tool is the affine invariant
provided by Besov polar projection bodies.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Affine and fractional Sobolev inequalities: An overview. The classical Sobolev inequality on R” states
that, for every f € W) (1 < p <n)',

©) AP o < Cop / VAP dx.
L’l*p Rn

This inequality has a long and rich history. We only mention that the optimal values of the constant C,, ;, and the
corresponding extremizers are known, see [1, 34] and also [32].

Let us focus on two different improvements of inequality (S) that have evolved into independent research
fields: the affine refinement of (S) by Lutwak—Yang—Zhang and the Bourgain—Brezis—Mironescu approach via
fractional Sobolev spaces.

Lutwak, Yang, and Zhang (cf. [41] and [25] for p = 1 and 1 < p < n, respectively) showed that (S) can be
significantly improved as follows:?

n+p

nwy" _r
np_ f; (j7L]7________ |Ii[;mfw n f; (j7L17 J/p |‘7,f1;x)|p CZA;
n=p (Yn’p R

(LYZ) ILf II’L’
where |IT}, f] is the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of IT,, f, the L” polar projection body? of f and*

(1.1 Anp :/ le - &P dor (&), eesS !
Sn—]

The first inequality in (LYZ) is nowadays referred to as the agffine Sobolev inequality since involved quantities
(i.e., Lebesgue norms and volumes of L? polar projection bodies) that remain invariant under volume-preserving
affine transformations. This is in sharp contrast with the classical inequality (S), where standard Sobolev norms
are only invariant under rigid motions.
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IOtherwise is stated, all function spaces considered in this paper are based on R".

2 et B" be the n-dimensional Euclidean unit ball and w, = |B"|.

3A certain star body in R" associated to f, cf. Section 2.3 for the precise definition.

4o is the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure on $"~'.
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The inequalities (LYZ) (more precisely, the Zhang’s affine Sobolev inequality with p = 1) are of special
relevance in Brunn—Minkowski theory. Indeed, if E C R" is a convex set, then I171£ coincides with the classical
notion of the polar projection body I1*E. Then the famous Petty projection inequality follows from (LYZ) (more
precisely, its extension to functions of total variation obtained in [40]) with f = 1,

EIN\T  [ITE\ " PE)
(1.2) <|B”|> < <|H*B"|> < P(B”)’

where P(FE) stands for the perimeter of E. In particular, the Petty projection inequality is stronger than the
classical isoperimetric inequality. Hence (LYZ) may be considered as a functional analog of (1.2).

Taking a different approach, Bourgain, Brezis, and Mironescu showed that the Sobolev inequality (S) can also
be sharpened through suitable normalizations of fractional Sobolev norms. Let us first recall that the family of
Gagliardo (semi-)norms

e !
(13) nﬂmw::</anﬁgl;ﬁﬂde@> . se.1),

e =17

does not converge at the expected norm as s — 1, namely,

ggwww¢([Wﬂmw07

In fact, the failure is even more dramatic since letting s = 1 (at least formally) in (1.3) gives (cf. [5])
|fllwir <00 = f isaconstant.

Bourgain, Brezis, and Mironescu [3] overcame this obstruction through a renormalization of (1.3). More pre-
cisely, if f € W; then

(1.4) lim p(1 - AWy = an,p/ IVf(0)I” dx,
S—1— Rn

where «,,, is given by (1.1). Furthermore, the prefactor 1 — s in (1.4) corresponds to the optimal behaviour

as s — 1— of the constant related to the classical Sobolev embedding theorem W*? C L%, p € [1,n/s).
Specifically, according’ to [4],

1-s

BBM P, <o [ with Ospp=C—,
( ) “f”Lﬁ sap 1f lwsp S ——

where c is a constant® independent of s € [1/2, 1). An extension of (BBM), taking now into account the behaviour
of the constant as s — 0+, was later obtained in [28]; cf. also [14, 20, 22]. Putting together (1.4) and (BBM), one
arrives at the classical inequality (S) (possibly with a non optimal constant). In this sense, (BBM) can be viewed
as a refinement of (S) using fractional smoothness.

The connection between the two approaches described above has been recently discovered by Haddad and
Ludwig, see [17] and [16] for the case p = 1 and 1 < p < n, respectively. There the authors introduced the
concept of the fractional polar projection body II;*f related to f € W*P (cf. Section 2.3) as the fractional
counterpart of the classical I, f introduced by Lutwak—Yang—Zhang. The following affine version of formula
(1.4) was shown to be true (see [17, Theorem 3] and [16, Theorem 10]): For every f € Wl,p € [1, 00),

(1.5) lim p(1 — )| fI7% = [T, f] 77
s—1-

Moreover, forO < s<land 1 < p <n/s,

n+s,

mep _ps
(HL) WA wp < s pnen™ I 170,
L7=sp

where o, , is the constant appearing in (BBM), cf. Theorem 1 in [17] and [16]. The inequality (HL) is affine
(in the sense that both sides are invariant under volume-preserving linear transformations) and improves simulta-
neously both (LYZ) and (BBM). Indeed, in light of (1.5), (LYZ) (up to optimal constants) follows automatically

To be more precise, the authors obtained (BBM) for the equivalent case of mean zero functions over a fixed cube.
%In general, the optimal value of ¢ remains unknown.
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from (HL) by taking limits as s — 1—. On the other hand, a simple application of the dual mixed volume
inequality (or more generally, Holder’s inequality) gives

n+sp

mep
(1.6) nwn " I 170 < A1 f s

so (HL) is stronger than (BBM).

For the reader’s convenience, in Table 1 we provide a quick guide to the interrelation between the inequalities
(S), (LYZ), (BBM), and (HL).

(S) 1l s (BBM)
Cup / VAP dx > IfIP . | Tonpllflisr = 171 2,
Rn
i n
(LYZ) l s (HL)
m
nwy" # _5 4 VH—% % _%S r

Crpa = (T 17 2 W | = | Tampmeon™ [T F] 2 WA e,

TaBLE 1. Affine and fractional Sobolev inequalities.

The limiting case of (S) when’ p = n > 1 corresponds to the celebrated Moser—Trudinger inequality [29, 39].
Namely, there exist constants C and A such that®

I F@l\"
MT C -1l dx<A
(MD supp /1 /e [eXp< IIVfIILn> ] i

for every f € W! with 0 < |supp f| < co. In other words, functions in W! might be unbounded but they are
exponentially integrable of order n’. The value C = nw)/" is the best possible one for which (MT) holds for some

A. The affine version of (MT) is due to Cianchi, Lutwak, Yang, and Zhang [7, Theorem 1.1], who showed the
existence of an explicit constant c,, depending only on 7, such that

! )l > I ( ) >
CLYZ C ——— —1] dx < C———— - 1| dx <A.
R T [eXp ( IV s ] = upp A Jan [‘”‘P R x <

The super-limiting case of (S) corresponds to classical Morrey inequalities. Recall that the Morrey inequality
provides the quantitative version of the embedding Wll, C L™ with p > n:

1_1
M) Ifllz= < clsupp fI" IV fllze,

for every f € W;, with [supp f] < oo (see e.g. [34]). Here, ¢ = n‘l/pw;””(%) Up’. The affine counterpart of (M)
was also obtained by Cianchi-Lutwak—Yang—Zhang [7, Theorem 1.2]: There exists a constant ¢, ,, depending
only on n and p, such that

11 . 11
(CLYZM) Ifllzs < clsupp f17 "7 cu plTy fI7" < clsupp f17 77|V fllLr

1.2. Main results. The goal of this paper is to complement the affine fractional Sobolev inequalities with 1 <
p < n/s given in [16, 17] for both the limiting case p = n/s and the super-limiting case p > n/s. Before we
state our main results, let us mention several essential difficulties that arise when trying to apply the methodology
developed in [16, 17] to the missing case p > n/s.

"Note that W} c L* if n = 1. So, throughout this paper, we assume n > 2.
8 ’ . ’ 4
As usual, p’ denotes the dual exponent of p € [1, oo] given by p’ = ﬁ
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1.2.1. The case p > n/s. In short, Haddad and Ludwig ingeniously reduced the proof of (HL) to the classical
setting given by (BBM) with p < n/s by applying the symmetrization technique and Pélya—Szeg6-type inequal-
ities for fractional polar projection bodies. However, the following important question remains open: how to
obtain BBM type phenomenon® for (MT) (i.e., the analog of the (BBM) inequality with p = n/s and s — 1-)?
A crucial observation is that, in some sense, the scale of fractional Sobolev spaces W*? is not rich enough to
capture the underlying essence of (MT).

One of our main ideas is to show that situation seriously improves when the Sobolev spaces W*? are replaced

by the more general scale of Besov spaces By, , cf. Section 3.2. Here we recall that By, , = W*7.

It turns out that the integrability parameter g in Besov spaces allows us to extend the Bourgain—Brezis—
Mironescu method to sharpen Moser-Trudinger inequalities. At a more technical level, it can be easily observed
that functions in W"/P?, p > n, do not necessarily satisfy the exponential integrability of the same order as in
(MT) (i.e., n’), but only the weaker exponential integrability of order p’. However, this issue may be overcome if
we consider BZ{ 7 in place of W"PP, cf. (1.16) below.'”

1.2.2. A new approach via Besov polar projection bodies. In Section 3, we use Besov polar projection bodies as
a tool that enables us to overcome the obstructions explained in Subsection 1.2.1. More precisely, we introduce
Besov polar projection bodies H;”Z f related to the Besov norm || f]| By, asa natural extension of H;’S f for || fllwsr;
cf. Definition 3.42. Then we show that II,; f is an affine invariant concept that is intimately connected with

anisotropic Besov spaces B? . defined by (cf. Definition 3.35)

p.q;K
1
o 1
dt
s = -5q q
||f||B}7,q;K </0 t a)K(f’ t)p t ) )

where K is a star body in R" with corresponding L”-moduli of smoothness (cf. Definition 3.1)

wg(f,0p = < I£C+h) = fli7 dh> g

KT Jyingg<e
In the special case when K = B" we recover the classical Besov space Bj, , and the modulus of smoothness
w(f,1),, respectively. We will see that wg(f,1), is a natural object to be investigated from the point of view of
convex geometry. In particular, the anisotropic Sobolev spaces [23, 24] based on the polar moment body of K can
be characterized in terms of wk(f, 1), (cf. Proposition 3.14) and the P6lya—Szeg6 inequality holds for wk(f, 1),
(cf. Proposition 3.26.)

1.2.3. Affine fractional Moser-Trudinger inequalities. In Section 5, we introduce the following affine invariant

_1
", r > n.

(1.7) G(f) = (1 - g) i g

The normalization constant (1 — %)»]‘z in (1.7) will play a key role in our results. Then we establish the following
affine fractional Moser—Trudinger inequalities.

Theorem 1.8. Let f € B, r > n, with 0 < |supp f| < co. Then there exists a constant c,, depending only on n,

rn°
such that for every B > ¢, we have

| Fol "
1.9 - —-1|d A,
(19) jsupp 71 Je {exp (ﬁwz/’gxf)) ] rE

where A is an absolute constant.

The quantity G,(f) is strongly connected with classical polar projection body in the following sense.

9Connections between Moser—Trudinger inequalities and certain (non-local, non-convex) variants of Gagliardo norms have been
recently obtained by Mallick and Nguyen [26].

10 n/p n/p n/p.p o
Note that B)} € B)/) = W' since n < p.
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Theorem 1.10. There exists a purely dimensional constant ¢, such that'!

(1.11) GH(f) S cllly /171", Vr e (n.ro),
and
(1.12) lim G,(f) = WL, for  f e CARM).

Remark 1.13. We claim that (1.12) is the critical version of (1.5) with p = n, namely,
(1.14) lim (1= )7 [IT;" 17 = w8, £,
s—1—

Observe that both limits (1.12) and (1.14) have the same outcome, but they refer to different differential dimen-
sions. To be more precise, recall that the so-called differential dimension of By, , is defined by [36, Remark 11.5,
pp. 172-173]

n
d= d(B;’q) =5— ;
and the sign of d classifies embedding theorems for B), , in three possible regimes: sub-critical d < 0, critical
d = 0, and super-critical d > 0. In particular
dW*")=d(B,,)=s-1<0 (sub-critical case)

and

1 n o on

d(Bﬁ,,) =—--=0 (critical case).
ror

Hence (1.12) corresponds to the critical version of (1.14), where the corresponding asymptotics are studied

with respect to the smoothness parameter s for a fixed integrability n. This is not the case in (1.12), where the
asymptotical relation involves both smoothness n/r and integrability r parameters.

Comparing (1.9) with (CLYZ) and (HL), it follows from Theorem 1.10 that (1.9) provides a significantly
stronger estimate than (CLYZ) in both senses: pointwise and asymptotic. In comparison with (HL) the pointwise
strengthen exhibited by (1.9) is a new phenomenon.

Theorem 1.15. () (Pointwise improvement) For every f € B’ r € (n, ry), with 0 < |supp f] < oo, we have

r,n?’

1 @l " 1 ol \”
— —-1ld - —-1|d A,
jsupp /1 /e [e"p (c" IH;ZfI‘””> } = supp /1 S [exp <ﬁw;/’g,< f)> } rE

where the constants A, 3 are given in Theorem 1.8 and c;, depends only on n.
(ii) (Asymptotic improvement) Let Q be a bounded open set in R". Then, for every f € C' with support in Q,

, Fel \" ~ / [ ( |f () > ]
1 7 ) —1ldx= —-1|dx.
o Jo [exp (ﬁwi”@(f)) ] 7 S L7\ Bl et i !

1.2.4. The BBM phenomenon for fractional Moser—Trudinger inequalities. Letn < r < co and ¢ > 1. Itis
well known that there exists a constant @ = a(n, r, g), depending only on n, g and r, such that (cf. [31, Theorem
9.1))

1 Fol \? }
1.16 a<a
o [supp 1 Jes [exp (“ ||f||3¢/qr> xs

for every f € Bf’/qr with O < |supp f| < oo. Here, A is an absolute constant. This inequality can be viewed as
the fractional counterpart of the Moser—Trudinger inequality (MT). In sharp contrast to (MT), the value of the
optimal constant « in (1.16) is unknown, although some partial results (in the special case r = g) have recently
been obtained in [30] (see also [27]).

As an application of the affine inequalities stated in Theorem 1.8 and the fact that (cf. Proposition 3.46 and
compare with (1.6))

Gr(f) < callfllgoyrs

”ro is an unessential parameter that indicates that r is close to n. Without loss of generality, one may think that ry = 2n.
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we are able to get the optimal behaviour of @ in (1.16) with respect to » showing the Bourgain—Brezis—Mironescu
phenomenon for Moser—Trudinger inequalities. More precisely, in Theorem 1.17 below'? we establish the family
of inequalities (1.18) that sharpens (1.16) and converges as r — n+ to the classical (MT). In fact, we obtain a
stronger assertion: for each r, (1.18) is pointwisely stronger than (MT).

Theorem 1.17. Let f € B, r > n, with O < |supp f] < oo. Then there exists a constant c,, depending only on
n, such that

I @)l > }
1.18 n —-1|dx <A,
i supp /1 /5 [e"p ( (=5 fll -

where A is a certain absolute constant. Furthermore, (1.18) consists of an improvement of (MT) since

R / [ ( f ()l ) ~ }
(1.19) /" [CXP <Cn ||Vf||Ln> 1] dx < ) EXp | Cn (1- %)l/anHB%r 1| dx

for every r € (n,ry) and it is optimal in the sense that (cf. (MT))

. f@)l > } _ / [ <n‘/"cn f)l > }
1.20 | , 1| dx= ~1|d
(20 e oo [exp (C (= 5| fll e P\ IS g

Ap.n ) l/n
2nwy, .

for every f € C2, where y, = (
For the proof of this result see Section 6.

1.2.5. Affine and fractional Moser-Trudinger inequalities: Putting all the pieces together. Combining Theo-
rems 1.8, 1.15 and 1.17, we complete the picture on affine and fractional Moser-Trudinger inequalities. See Table
2 and compare the outcome with Table 1.

(MT) VYr e (n,ry) Theorem 1.17
Wlpfl Jan [exp (C “g}ﬁl )nl - 1] dx <A = m Jen [exp (cn %)n - 1} dx <A
: - i
(CLYZ) Yr e (n,ry) Theorem 1.8
IsuplﬁfR" [exp (C%)n,—l}dxﬁA = WIR" [exp (%)”,—l}dxﬁf\

TaBLE 2. Affine and fractional Moser—Trudinger inequalities.

1.2.6. Affine and fractional Morrey inequalities. In the super-limiting regime s > n/p, we obtain in Section 7
the following result.

Theorem 1.21. Let p > n and sq € (%, 1). If13 s € (80, 1) then there exists a constant C, which is independent of

s, such that
s_1 1 . _3
(1.22) Il < Clsupp f1"" 7 (1 = )7 |IL;" f1™7
provided that f € WP with |supp f| < co. Furthermore
1 Sk _s L =1

(1.23) (s(1 = s))7lsupp f1=|I1,° f17= < clsupp fl=|[T,f1"", Vs € (0,1),
and

. 1 P 1 1.1 1
(1.24) }E{‘_(l = s)7|supp f1" PIT;* fI7n = p~7lsupp f1" 7L, f] .

12This result refers to the case g = n in (1.16), but this is not a technical assumption since the method can be easily modified to deal
with the general case g € [1, 00). For the purposes of this paper, the case ¢ = n is of special relevance and to pursue the general case
would take us too far away from our main motivations.

13s0 plays an auxiliary role and only indicates that values of s sufficiently close to 1 are of some interest.
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It is worth mentioning that, unlike the case s = n/p, the full strength provided by Besov polar projection
bodies is not now needed to achieve Theorem 1.21, which is formulated in terms of fractional polar projection
bodies. In particular, a key role in our argument is played by the following sharp form of the Morrey inequality
in terms of Gagliardo norms: under the assumptions'* of (1.22), we have

s_1 1
(1.25) Ifllzee < Clsupp f1" 2 (1 = )7l fllws».

This inequality seems to be new and it is interesting by its own sake. Its proof is also contained in Section 7.
Note that (M) follows immediately from (1.25) via the classical BBM formula (1.4).

M) l s (1.25)
1_1 s_1 1
Al < clsupp f[" [V fllz» & | fllz~ < Clsupp fI* 7 (A = )| fllwsr
i )
(CLYZM) l s Theorem 1.21
1_1 s_1 1 s
Il < elsupp f1 "2 e, T /171" | = | 1flle < Clsupp f1777(1 = 5)7 [T £

TasLe 3. Affine and fractional Morrey inequalities.

1.2.7. A few more words about our techniques. In addition to the concept of Besov polar projection bodies
mentioned above, our approach relies on extrapolation estimates (cf. Theorem 4.2). These estimates are based on
a careful analysis of decomposition methods using wavelets and interpolation tools (K-functionals); see Section
4. Moreover, we also establish new Poincaré inequalities (cf. Theorem 4.35) that improve the recent results by
Haddad, Jiménez, and Montenegro [15].

2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Symmetrization. Let E C R” be a Borel set of finite measure. The Schwarz symmetral E* of E is the
closed centered Euclidean ball with |E*| = |E]|.

Let f: R" — [0, c0) be a measurable function with corresponding level sets { f > ¢} of finite measure for every
t > 0. Note that f can be recovered from {f > ¢} via the so-called layer-cake formula:

£ = /0 Lo () d,

where 1z denotes the indicator function of the measurable set E. This representation can be applied to introduce
the concept of Schwarz symmetral: Let f : R” — R be a measurable function such that {|f] > ¢} has finite
measure for every ¢ > 0. Then f*, the Schwarz symmetral of f, can be introduced as

f*(x) = / 1{|f|2t}* (x)dt, xeR",
0

Note that f* is a radially decreasing functions with [{|f] > 7}| = |{f* > t}|. The function f* is also commonly
known as spherically symmetric rearrangement.

2.2. Star bodies. Let K be a star-shaped (with respect to the origin) set in R” with corresponding gauge function
defined by
lIxl|x = inf{d > 0: x € AK}, xeR"

It is plain to see that |K|, the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of K, can be expressed as
1

2.1) K| = - / px(€)" dé,
n gn-1

where'” pg is defined by
pr(x) = ||x||}1 =sup{d > 0: Ax € K}, x € R"\{0}.

14%e mention that (1.25) with s — (n/p)+ was already investigated in [37].
15We assume that Pk is a measurable function.
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The star-shaped set K is said to be a star body if pg is a strictly positive and continuous function on R"\{0}.
Let a € R\{0, n}. For star-shaped sets K and L, the dual mixed volume is defined by

- 1
VoK. L) = — /S PR ()" de.

2.3. L? and fractional polar projection bodies. The concept of L” polar projection body associated to f €
W},, p = 1, goes back to the work of Lutwak, Yang, and Zhang [25] and it is defined as the star body with gauge
function given by

il = [ Orw-erds gew

In particular, IT, f the polar body of a convex body.

Fractional counterparts of IT}, f have been recently introduced by Haddad and Ludwig [16]. More precisely,
given f € W, s € (0,1), p € [1, ), its fractional polar projection body 11" f is defined as the star-shaped set
with corresponding gauge function:

S, * -5 d n
2) i = [ o [ s - sora, gew
P 0 Rn t

We refer to [16, Proposition 4] for some basic properties of IT;* f.

3. ANISOTROPIC MODULI OF SMOOTHNESS AND BESOV POLAR PROJECTION BODIES

3.1. Anisotropic moduli of smoothness: definition and basic properties.

Definition 3.1. Let K be a star body in R". The anisotropic moduli of smoothness of f € LP,1 < p < oo, is given
by

(3.2) wig(f,0)p = < AR AT dh) g >0,

PIKT i<
(with the usual interpretation if p = c0). Here, Ay, is the difference operator, i.e., A, f(x) = f(x + h) — f(x).

Remark 3.3. (i) Note that wg(f,1), < 2||f|z» for every f € LP and ¢ > 0.

(ii) Let K = B", the unit ball in R". Then wk(f, 1), = w(f,1),, the classical (averaged) moduli of smoothness
(see e.g. [9]):

| ;
(34 w(f.0)p = (t,, Azl 1AL FIE dh) )

Wp
where |h| is the Euclidean norm of A.

Next we study some basic properties of wg(f,1),. In particular, we show that the LP-average over ||h||x < tin
(3.2) can be replaced by any L7-average, more precisely, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.5. Given p € [1,00) and q,r € [1, ], let

1

1 q
g,(1) = (— ARSI dh) .
! KT Jynig <t e

Then

(3.6) grl(1) < 42" + 1)ig,(0).
Furthermore, the constant in (3.6) can be improved to

(3.7 8r(1) < g4(1)

if, additionally, r < q. In particular

1
(3.8) — sup [|Anfllr < wg(f,0)p < sup [|AnfllLr.
420 + 1)F Iilg<t Wil <t
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Remark 3.9. The equivalence (3.8) is well known in the classical setting K = B" (cf. (3.4)), that is',

w(f,0p = sup [|Anfllzr-
lhl<t

Proof of Proposition 3.5. For any h, x,& € R”,
Apf(x) = =(DAenf(x + h) — Ae f (X)),
which yields (using also that ||Az_; fllr < 2||Aen fll2r)
2
ARSI, < 4"(||Af;_hf||%p + 1A A7)

Assume ||h||x < t. Then integrating the last inequality over all ||£]|x < t, we get

KA AT, < 47 (A IIA%fIIZp dé + / 1A A7 df)

SNk <t Il <z

S4‘1< \ A& 111, d§+/ IA: SN2, df)
158 k< 2 léllx <t

=412" + 1) IA:f1IT, dE.
llEllx <t
Hence

1 1/q
1AL fllLr < 42" + W( o / A 117, df)
IK1E" Jyigie<e

and integrating over all ||A||x < t, we arrive at

1 / 1 rlq
[ Al dh < 4@+ 1)”‘1<— / 1A A1 d§> .
K12 J o<t v Kl Sygpeer

This completes the proof of (3.6).
On the other hand, the proof of (3.7) is an application of Hélder’s inequality:

; -
[ ( [ it dh) ( / dh)
[|Allx <t 1Al <t [1Allx<t

r

|K|z"< : / 1AL dh)q
= h » .
LK J i<t o

Proposition 3.10. (1) wg(f, 1), is an almost increasing function of t, that is, wg(f,1), < wg(f,u), for every
r<u.
oy w(fiDy . ; .
(i) ——* is an almost decreasing function of 1, that is,

O

wr(fsw)p _ wr(fi)p
L S ——=—L foreveryt <u.

Proof. Property (i) is an immediate consequence of (3.8). On the other hand, we claim that

(3.1 wi(f, ), s (1 + D wk(f, 1))
for every A, t > 0. Observe that (ii) follows from (3.11). Since
N-1
Annf(x) =Y Apf(x+kh),  NEN,
k=0

we have ||Annfllr < N||AnfllLr. Then, by a simple change of variables,

1
P
wk(f,ND)p = < IANK I, dh)

K1 <t

(3.12) < N( ARSI, dh) "= Nwk(f.0),.

K S ynge<t

16Given two non-negative quantities A and B, by A < B we mean that there exists a constant C, independent of all essential parameters,
such that A < CB. We write A = Bif A < B < A.
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As a consequence, using also property (i),
wi(f, A S wr(f, (1 +[ADD)p < (1 + [AD wk(f, Dp < (1 + D) wk(f, 1)p,
i.e., (3.11) holds. ]

In the isotropic setting given by K = B", w(f, 1), (cf. (3.4)) allows to measure smoothness properties of f.
Indeed, the Hardy—Littlewood theorem asserts that, for p € (1, 00),

(3.13) w(fiD), St = / IV F(x)IP dx < oo,
R’I

cf. [9, Theorem 9.3, p. 53] or [33, Proposition 3, p. 139]. Our next result extends (3.13) to general convex bodies.
At a first sight, one may conjecture that wg(f, ), characterizes the anisotropic Sobolev space (see e.g. [8, 13])

e = [ 19700 ax)”

where K* = {y € R" : y-x < 1forall x € K}, the polar body of K. However, we show that this is not true
in general, but the correct answer involves instead variants of Wll(’p as introduced by Ludwig [23, 24]. More
precisely, anisotropic Sobolev spaces based on the norm with unit ball Z) K, the polar L’ moment body of K.
Recall that, for a convex body K, the polar L” moment body of K is the unit ball of the norm defined by

n+p
il = "5 [l xew
P 2 K
Proposition 3.14 (Anisotropic Hardy-Littlewood theorem). Let p € [1,00) and f € W2P(R™) with compact
support. Then
wg(f,t), St &= IIVf(x)Ilgl,;de < 0.

R}l
Furthermore

R

=0 >0

Proof. Recall that, for each 7 € R” and for almost every x € R",

1
f(x+h)—f(x):/ VF(x+ Ah) - hdA.
0

Then, by Minkowski’s inequality and a change of variables,

1/p

1 1/p
(3.15) AL fllr < / < \Vf(x+ Ah) - h|P dx) da = < |\Vf(x)-hP dx> .
0 R R

Using Fubini’s theorem and another change of variables yield

/ IARSIIE, dh < / IV £(x) - AP dx dh
[|h]lx <t ||hl|g<t J R"

" Jhllg <t

= (P / / IV £(x) - hlP dhdx.
" JAllx<1

h\p
Vf(x)-?‘ dhdx

Accordingly (note that h € K = ||hllx < 1)

1

— / 1A, fNl7» dh <
7 i<t

2
P P
. +pl - IV (OllZ, k dx.

As a consequence

1/p
(3.16) wk(f,0p < z< /R V@I, dx) :
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Next we prove the converse inequality. Assume that f € WP with compact support. Let &~ € R” and
Qy = supp f. By the triangle inequality, we have

VS - hllr@y < NAnf = VI - bl + 1Anflle@y)-

If we integrate this expression over all ||A]|x < ¢, we get

(3.17) / IV - Bl dh / IAS =V - Bl dh + / ARSI A
[|Allx <t [|Allx <t [|Allx <t
Observe that
/ (V- hIILp(Q)dh—t’””/ (V- hIILp(Q)dhzt’””/ IIVf(X)IIQ;de
[1allx <t Qf

and then (3.17) reads as

1 1
IVFONG. ¢ dx < / lALf =V f - hll} —/ WAL oy, AR
/Qf “K P Jiniig<t oy I Al <t L)
wk(f, 05
o

1
(3.18) S o /||h|| lAnf =V - h||LP(Q)dh+
k<t

Next we show that

(3.19)

/ ||Ahf Vf h”LP(Q) =0.
1Al <t

Indeed, it is well known that there exists a positive constant ¢, which depends only on K and n, such that c|h| <
[|h||x for all h € R™. In particular

lim
1—0 Pt

(3.20) / IALS = Vf - bl dh < / 1A = Vf - By, dh
[1Rllx <t |h|<t/c

Furthermore, we make use of the basic fact that given x, 1 € R” we can write f(x+ h)— f(x) = Vf(£) - h for some
&xn € R" between x and x + h. Hence, letting A the Lipschitz constant of Vf,

18nf =V - Bl = /Q ((VfEe) - V() - P dx
f
<P | IVfEn) = VIO dx
Qf
(3.21) < AP|h|P / écn — Xl dx < APIHPPIQ|.
Qy

As a byproduct, by (3.20),

) 1\ 2p+n
/ 1ALS = V£ - bl d < APICY] PP di = karigl (£) 7
Al <t ¢

|hl<t/c
which leads to

1
tp+n

/ IALS = Vf - hll o, dh < luAPIQqICTP T -0 as 10,
Al <

This proves the desired assertion (3.19).
Taking limits as t — 0 in (3.18), it follows from (3.19) that

.0 .0
(3.22) IV SO, ¢ dx < lim sup =20 wrlhop g QKD
Qf t—0 P >0 1

Putting together (3.16) and (3.22), we get

sup (A)K(f t)p ~ </ ||Vf(x)”z* dx)
t>0
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It remains to show that

,1 ,1
(3.23) lim X500 _ o 96D
t—0 I3 >0 t
Let
t
L = liminf 250"0r
t—0 t
and choose a sequence of positive numbers {¢;} jeiy such that 7; — 0 as j — oo and
>t

(3.24) lim K21 _ g

Jjooo tj

For any ¢ > 0, we let k; € N be such that k;z; < ¢ < (k; + 1)t;. Note that lim;_,, k;t; = . Hence, taking into
account the continuity of wg(f, t) as a function of 7 and using (3.12) and (3.24), we have

wg(f, D)) ~ lim wg(f,kjtj)p < lim wi(f,1))p _7
t e kitp T e g '
This implies sup,. M < L and the proof of (3.23) is complete. O

An important result in classical theory of function spaces claims that moduli of smoothness does not increase
under symmetrizations. Namely, for every ¢ > 0,

(3.25) w(f*,0)p < o(f, 1),

where w(f,1), is given by (3.4). See [21] and the extensive list of references given there. Next we extend this
result from K = B” to the general anisotropic setting.

Proposition 3.26. Assume that f € L”,1 < p < co. Then, for each t > 0,

(3.27) wix(f*, 0, < wi(f,1)p.

Proof. We first observe that it is enough to show the validity of (3.27) for non-negative functions. Indeed, the case
of general functions f can be reduced to the latter since wx(|f1,7), < wg(f,1),. Then we restrict our attention to
non-negative functions f.

By Fubini’s theorem, we have

/ ARSI, dh = / If(x +h) = f(OI dxdh
Al <t llAllk <t JR"
- / / f) = FCOP dydx
" S lx=yllg <t
(3.28) = / IfO) = fOIP1z,(x — y) dy dx,
n R"
where Z;, = {z € R" : ||z||x < t}. Furthermore, we find that
(3.29) z€7Z, < z€tK.

Indeed, it is clear that z € K yields ||z|]|[x < t. Conversely, if ||z||x < f then there exists A < ¢ such that z € AK, i.e.,
z = Ak for some k € K. In particular, z = £ = t”—tk and Lf € K, since A/t € (0,1) and k € K (recall that K is a star
body).

In view of (3.29), one can rewrite (3.28) as

(3.30) / 1A A7 dh = / lf(0) = fOIP Lk (x = y) dy dx.
Il <t " JR"
Taking into account that f is non-negative, one can write'’

(f(x) = fODY = p/o () = DT ypan G dr.

7Recall that f, = max{f,0} and f. = — min{f,0}.
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The case p = 1 in the previous formula should be adequately interpreted as (f(x) — r)’j_1 = 1>, (x). Then, by
Fubini’s theorem,

/ n /R () = OV = dyd = p /0 / [ =0 = dy v

(3.31) = P/O / . (f) = DA = Lo ) Lig (x - y) dydx dr.

For every r,t > 0, we have

/ L@ = = L )L (x = y) dyd
= | F@ -t / il = y)dyda / L PO =D 00 - y) dy de

(332) =VIK| | (FCo =i dx - / L0 =D e Ol (x = y) dy

where the last step is justified by the fact that [5,(f(x) — P!~ dx < co. The latter follows since f € L” and
therefore {f > r} has finite measure. Moreover, applying symmetrization properties, we can write

K| / (f@) = dx = K*| / (f* () =i dx.
R" R*
On the other hand, the second term in (3.32) can be estimated using Riesz’s rearrangement inequality. Indeed

/ L@ =D e 00— ) dydi < / LT = D a0 (x =) dy

Accordingly
[ [ 00 =nt0 = tpontuct -y dyas
n R’I

> "|K*| /R (@ - 0 dx - /R n /R (@ - P2 s )= (x — y) dy dx

- / Rn(f*(x) - r)’j—l(1 — 1y pran W) Lig+ (x — y) dy dx,

where the last step follows from (3.32) (after replacing f and K by f* and K*, respectively). Therefore (3.31)
can be estimated as

/Rn /Rn(f(X) - fONi Lk (x - y)dydx > p/o / Rn(f*(x) — P07 1 = U prs O igs (x — y) dy dx dr

(3.33) = / . (f* () = fX O L (x = y) dy dx,

where the last step follows from (3.31) (after replacing f and K by f* and K*, respectively).
On the other hand, since

(f(x) - fFON2 =p /O r = O e () dr

one can apply the above reasoning line by line in order to get (cf. (3.33))
(3.34) / (f(0) = fFON Lk (x = y) dydx = / (f* () = X ON Lk (x = y) dy dx.
n R’I n R}'I

Taking into account that |f(x) — fO)IP = (f(x) — FO))} + (f(x) — f(»)? (and analogously for f*), we can
invoke (3.33)-(3.34) to achieve

/ If(x) = fFONP Lk (x — y) dy dx 2/ If*(0) = fX O Lig= (x = y) dy dx,
n Rn n R}'I
or in other words (cf. (3.30) and its counterpart in terms of f* and K*)

/ IAWFIL, dh > / 1AL, dh,
||All g <t

[17ll g% <t
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This completes the proof. o

3.2. Anisotropic Besov norms. As can be seen in [2, 9, 33, 35], Besov spaces are cornerstones in the theory
of function spaces. There are several available approaches to introduce these spaces. Among them, the method
relying on moduli of smoothness is of special relevance (cf. Remark 3.36 below). We start this subsection
by presenting anisotropic versions of Besov spaces, which are naturally introduced using anisotropic moduli of
smoothness.

Definition 3.35. Let K be a star body in R” and let s € (0,1) and p,q € [1,o]. The anisotropic Besov space
By, ..k is formed by all f € L such that

e g qt é
Wl = ([ oxthog T ) <o

(where the usual modification is made if g = o).

Remark 3.36. If K = B" then By, .« = B, . the classical Besov space given by

337 ([ g Y
(3.37) Wy, = (| g )
where w(f, 1), is defined by (3.4).

Now we show that anisotropic Besov spaces extend anisotropic fractional Sobolev spaces of Ludwig [23, 24]:
the space Wy’ s € (0,1), p € [1,00), is equipped with

P\
nmwm:</’ 1ﬂﬁ_§%¥dm@>.
E 7\ e S el

The case K = B" corresponds to the classical Gagliardo (semi-)norm (1.3).

Proposition 3.38. We have
BS’p;K — W;;p

p
with
1
Al . = AKICsp +m)) 7 [l fllwsr-
Proof. Changing the order of integration, we derive
« da 1 [ dt
Iy, = [ rrenGop S = [ [ g an
p.p:K 0 Py |K| 0 Ikl <t L t
1 « dt 1 AnflIlF,
= [y [ - LA
K| Jpn Willx 1 IKI(sp +n) Jre |IHlI
1
— P
T+ T
m]
Theorem 3.39. Let s € (0,1),p €[1,00),and g € [1,0]. If f € B;’q;,( then
* o s
(3.40) 1 B < W flB, -
In particular, letting p = q (cf. [16, Theorem 11])
I *llwse < 1f Nl
Proof. 1t is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.26. O

Anisotropic Besov spaces can be characterized in terms of differences as follows.



AFFINE MOSER-TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES 15

Proposition 3.41. Let s € (0, 1) and p, g € [1, 00). We have

1

ARSI, >5

~ | — dh| ,
||f||31,ql< <|K| - ||h||§?+n

where the hidden equivalence constants depend only on n.

Proof. By virtue of Proposition 3.5,

1

q
wg(f,0)p = AR A1 dh) )

<f"|K| il <t
where equivalence constants depend only on n. Then, a change of the order of integration yields

[1£11%: / 1 "/ 1A% ||q)dh IRl 1AL £1I7, dh.
f P-g:K |K| Al <t f L t |K| R f L

O

3.3. Besov polar projection bodies: definition and basic properties. We extend the notion of the fractional
polar projection body IT;* due to Haddad and Ludwig [16, 17] to the Besov polar projection body ITy;%. Such an
extension is made in a natural way, in the same fashion as fractional Sobolev spaces W*? are part of the more
general class formed by Besov spaces By, ; recall that W*” = By, , (cf. Proposition 3.38).

To avoid repetition, throughout this subsection, we always assume that s € (0, 1) and p, g € [1, o).

Definition 3.42. For a measurable function f : R" — R, Besov polar projection bodies 11,3 f are defined as the
star-shaped sets in R" with gauge function given by

< dt
I|§||H*sf /0 N A fIl e §eR™
Remark 3.43. It is obvious that IT%, f = IT* f, cf. (2.2).

Remark 3.44. The set IT7 f is invariant under translations of f and volume preserving affine transformations:

(3.45) I8 (fog) = ¢TI
for every ¢ € SL(n). Indeed, for every ¢ € R”,
— q _ _
[ /0 A (f o DIy — —/O MAwgef WLy — = g€l -

The relation between the measure of Besov polar projection bodies and classical Besov norms is given in the
following result.

Proposition 3.46. The following inequality holds

ntsq . _sq dh
n" Sfl v < [T UNARAIL o
- A

In particular

(3.47) s 70 < AN,
pPq

Proof. Applying Holder’s inequality with exponent p = 1 + %, we have

1 < ( /S e g) ( /S - el d f) .

( L] e, ’df)( | e, f) "
S"] S”
( / I 4l1ALf1S, lm")(nm;;;ﬂ)%
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Note that |[S"~!| = nw,. Then we have shown that

n+sq

ntsq ~ dh vs o5
nw," < ( =N ARSI, W>|Hp’f;f|
Rn

Proposition 3.48. We have

(3.49) A . o = 00" 5l
g
and
1 _1
q 1
(3.50) - < ( . > IAllps ., < 42"+ 1)a.
42" + 1)r sq+n X

Proof. We first note that IT7;% f* is a ball since f* is radially symmetric (use that [|[Apef*llr = [1Awf*|lzr if
A € O(n)). In particular ||h||H;,A§I = cu,l/ ”|1'[;;1§1 f *1=1/m)p), that yields to the following relation between anisotropic
and classical moduli of smoothness (cf. (3.4))

1
1 P

wrs (L), = | =———— MFIE yom dh ) = w(F, ITS £*| -1y

s+ (- Op (IHp’qu*lt” /|h|<z|H1*J,2f*l”"wn”" 185 Sz ) U Wi/ 710

Inserting this into the definition of anisotropic Besov space given in Definition 3.35 and making a change of

variables, we obtain
1
(o) -
dt\ ¢
s = [_Sq(_u 5 lq
Il (/0 e (0 =

oo—sq *,8 *l _lth 1
= 0 4 CU(f, Z|Hp:qf |n wn 8 )p 7

-3 s o0 dt q
_ n *, * | -
= wy "[T5 [ ] (/0 Mw(f, 0} 7> .
This proves (3.49).

Let us now show (3.50). We concentrate on the upper estimate, since the lower estimate can be obtained using
similar ideas. It follows from (3.6) and Fubini’s theorem that

1
< dt\
1l = ( | QwK(f,r)?,?)
” 0

_1 e dt\ ¢
< 4(2}1 + l)l/qlKl ‘II</ [_Sq—n/ “Ahf”Zp(R") dh _>
0 llll <t 4

1

_1 « dt a

= 402" + 1)1/4|K| L';< ||Ahf||zp/ s 2 dh> q
R}l “

hllx
1
q

= 42" + D)VIK| i (sq +n) @ ( Iy dh)
Rn

Then, using polar coordinates,

1
1 1 —sa-n T _ dt 4
||f||B~;,'q;K <42" + DK i(sq +n) ¢ </s ||~§:||qu n/o t SqllAzng%p " df)

n—1

1
q

—sq—n sq
e fdf) .

. . s . . .
In particular, letting K = I1;;7 f and using (2.1), the previous estimate reads as

=42" + 1)1/q|K|_é(sq + n)_é </

NG

1
5 n l/q *,8 -1 -1 —n !
flgy ., < 4Q"+ DTG fI70 (sq +m) 7 < /S - Nl df)

2
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_1 -1 . 1
= 42" + DVIITS f17 4 (sq + n) "« (nlIT33 f1)a
1
2"+ 1)\«
4 <M) .
sq+n
This proves the upper estimate in (3.50). O

Remark 3.51. Constants in (3.50) are not sharp. For instance, one can carry out the above argument but now
relying on (3.7) (rather than (3.6)) and then

) 1if
‘ < i <
g I1f ”B,,,q;n;,; , P=q

and

n ) 1 if
s > 1 > (.
sqrn) We e = p24q

In the special case p = ¢, from Proposition 3.38 and Remark 3.43, we derive the following formula
1 1
TP|ITE T sp = 1.
n o P[IL f1 ”f”Wn[;,sf

3.4. The Pélya-Szeg6 inequality for Besov polar projection bodies. The classical Pélya—Szegd inequality for
Besov norms asserts that (cf. (3.25) and (3.37))

(3.52) 1 *1Iss,, < IIfllss

P4 Pa’
Next we establish the affine version of this inequality.

Theorem 3.53. We have
sq

(3.54) |H;,’Sqf*|—% < 492" + l)max{%,l} |H;’,2f|_7.

If p = q the above constant 47 (2" + 1) can be replaced by 1.
Remark 3.55. Inequality (3.54) is stronger than (3.52) in the sense that

* (19 ~ %8 pk _% X, _% q
¥, ~ 51 S ILAT < A1,
The first estimate easily follows from (3.49) and (3.50) applied to f*. Concerning the last estimate, see (3.47).

As in [16, Theorem 13], where the case p = ¢ was already considered, the proof of (3.54) is a simple conse-
quence of the Pélya—Szegd inequalities stated in Theorem 3.39 via the dual mixed volume inequality. However,
in sharp contrast with the case p = ¢, the general case p # ¢ requires additional technicalities that essentially
come from the fact that

1 o 1/q
(3.56) 1Al = (ﬁ [ A I A1 dh)
is no longer true, but we only have the weaker assertion obtained when = in (3.56) is replaced by ~ (cf. Propo-

max{<,

sition 3.41). This is the reason behind the additional constant 49(2" + 1) "'» Win (3.54), which does not appear
if p = ¢. It may be well the case that this constant is not optimal'®. However, in later applications, we will be
mainly interested in the special choice of parameters ¢ = n < p and then 4"(2" + 1) ~ 8".

Proof of Theorem 3.53. Let K C R" be a star-shaped set. By polar coordinates, we have

_ . 1 .
Vs KT ) = - / e de

Sn

1 o o U
! /S gl /O A Sl < d

n

1 o
(3.57) — [ Al NAR AL, dn.
n Rn

18Optimal constants in Pdlya—Szegd inequalities for moduli of smoothness are a rather delicate issue, even in the classical setting
K =B".
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Since we are interested in applying (3.40), we need to replace the Besov norm given in (3.57) by the equivalent
one ||f]| B, . This is possible through the application of Lemma 3.5. Assume first that g < p. It follows from
Fubini’s theorem and (3.6) that

—n- I
/ ”hHKn sqllAhf”%p dh=n+ sq)/ ”Ahf”Zp/ 51 L gp
- ||h||K t
=(n+ sq)lKl/ AL fII? an
’"|K| T
/p
n+ Sq » q dt
A -
= s il / <,n| K Jyy 11 dh) t
n+ sq q
- = o KA
(3.58) YT 1)I A1l
Conversely, by (3.7), one can easily prove that
(3.59) / Well" A1y dh < (0 + sIKT A,
Rn

It follows now from (3.57), (3.58), (3.40) and (3.59) (applied to f* and K*) that

V_Sq(K,H o) = m”ﬂ”f ||

1 -
> mllsNALf N, dh,
el LA Tl

and invoking again (3.57), but now applied to f*, K*, we achieve

7 *, 1 0/ * *,
(3.60) V_Sq(K, Hp:;f) > mv_sq(l( R Hp:;f*)'
The analog of (3.60) under g > p can be analogously obtained and it reads
- 1
(3.61) V_oso(K IS f) > —— V(K TS £5).
oK Tpgf 4902n +1)r ral

At this point, the desired estimate (3.54) can be obtained by mimicking the proof of [16, Theorem 13] related
to the case p = g. For convenience of the reader, we provide below with full details.

Applying the dual mixed volume inequality (which is a consequence of Holder’s inequality)

3q

Vg (K* LS £%) > |K| IS £
Hence, by (3.60) and (3.61),
1

Vs (K. 1, KIS TS 4
sq 4q(2n + 1)max{%,l}
In particular, taking K = IT};% f in the previous estimate,
* -y % _%
Iy /1 > 18 ol el I

4q(2n n l)max{%,l}
O

3.5. Connections between I1,;7 / and IT, f. Applying similar techniques as in [16, Theorem 10] (which corre-
sponds to the special case p = g; see also (1.5)), one can show that

. 1
(3.62) lim (q(1 = )2 €ll = 1€l

for every f € Wll, and ¢ € S"!. The formula (3.62) may be viewed as directional counterparts of known
extensions (cf. [20, 22]) of the Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu formula (1.4) from W*? = Bjs,’p to the full scale of
Besov spaces Bj, ;.



AFFINE MOSER-TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES 19

In our further considerations, we shall need the following variant of (3.62) where the limit is not only taken
with respect to the smoothness parameter s, but also with respect to the integrability parameter p. Related results
in the classical setting of Gagliardo-type functionals and total variation may be found in [6].

Theorem 3.63. Let & € S"'. Then, for any f € C*(R"),

P

i n\" 1
(3.64) lim (1 - —> 1" . n = — 1€l £-
pon+ p myf no
Formula (3.64) is a simple application of the following result on convergence of functionals involving families
of nonnegative functions {pz}ze(0,00) On (0, 00) satisfying that, for any & € (0, o),

(3.65) / p()dt =1
0
and, for any a € (0, 1),
(3.66) lim pe(D)dt = 1.
e—0+ 0

Lemma 3.67. Let p € (0, ) and {pg}ee(0,00) be a family of nonnegative functions on (0, o) satisfying both (3.65)
and (3.66). Assume g is a nonnegative function on (0, o) X (0, 00) satisfying that"

t t
L:= lim @ IS M < 00
t,e—0+ 1

[0, o0) and limsup sup

-0+ 1€(0,00)

(o] P %
lim { / [M} pg(t)dt} - L
e—0+ 0 t

The proof of this result follows similar ideas as in [12, Lemma 2.8(i)], where the special case g(¢, ) = g(¢), € >
0, was already considered.

Then

Proof of Theorem 3.63. Observe that
R ndr 2"
[ [rinsen]” 5 < 22
1

n2

Therefore, to show (3.64), we only need to check that

1
(3.68) lim 7 <1 _ ﬁ)/ [ﬁ
p—>l’l+ p 0

In order to show this, we prove

(3.69) lim /°° [w} pe(0) dt =/ [Vf(x)-&" dx,
0 R

" d
pefly] 5 = [ 9re- g dx.

-0+ t

where the sequence {p,}sc0,00) Of nonnegative functions on (0, co) satisfies both (3.65) and (3.66) and p(-) :

(0, 0) — [1, o0) is a nonnegative function satisfying lim._,o; p(¢) = n. Indeed, if we assume (3.69) holds for the
o’

> we obtain (3.68) and hence complete

moment, then, letting p.(7) := ert! Lo, 1)(®), € :=n(1 - %), and p(¢) =
the proof of (3.64).
Thus, it suffices to show (3.69). Let g(z, &) = ||A fll . By Lemma 3.67, we only require to prove

t t
(3.70) im 59 _\vrigl,  and  limsup sup 202 < oo

re—0+ e—0+ 1e(0,00) [

t
generality, assume that supp f C B(0, R) for some R > 0 and ¢ € (0, R). Then, from triangle inequality and (3.21)

(with & = 1¢),

Notice that g(z, &) < 1[[V fll e (cf. (3.15)) and then lim sup, o, SUP,¢(q 00 £22 < [V £llz» < co. Without loss of

Aef
t

1Al
# CIVF -l

< -Vf-¢ +[IVf - Ellpper = IVS - &llpa|

L)

lglim,’ﬁm f(t, &) = L means that given any 1 > O there exists ¢ > 0 such that if 7, & € (0, 0) then |f(¢, &) — L| < n.
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1
< A[B(0,2R)|[7@ t + ||V f - &l e — IV f - flan| .
Letting , € — 0+, we obtain (3.70). |

4. SHArP BEsov INEQUALITIES INVOLVING EUCLIDEAN NORMS

4.1. Sharp Besov inequalities in the critical case. Let n > 2. It is well known that BZ{ 1, the classical Besov

space given by (3.37), is not embedded into L™ but it is (locally) embedded into L7, ¢ < co. That is, there exists
a constant ¢ = c¢(n, p, g, |[supp f|) such that

@.1) 1llze < cllfll o

for every f € BZ/ L with [supp f] < co. However, the sharp value of the constant ¢ is unknown. The following
result gives a sharp version of (4.1) in terms of the behaviour of ¢ with respect to both integrability parameters p
and gq.

Theorem 4.2. Let** 2 < n < p < py < g < co. Then there exists a constant c,, depending only on n, such that
gt (1~ 1\
3) Illee < calsupp 196" (1) 11l

for every f € BZ{,’,’ with |supp f| < oo.

1/n’ n

Inequality (4.3) reveals that ||f||;« increases as ¢'/" and decreases as (1 — ;)1/ " provided that ¢ — oo and

p — n+, respectively. The proof relies on a variety of techniques, including wavelets and interpolation theory.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let (Y, : j € Z,m € Z"} = {{;,,} be the system generated by the (finite) wavelet set
P, specifically, ¢, (x) = 202y (27 x — m), ¥ € P. Without loss of generality, we may assume that every i is
supported on Qy, the unit cube, and {i) ;,,} forms an orthonormal basis in L% In particular, the function f can be
decomposed (at leat, in the distributional sense) as

(4.4) £ 30 A Wjms
ye¥ j=—oco meZ"
where

/ljm(f) = /1;” f(X)lﬁjm(X) dx,

the wavelet coefficients of f.

Next we estimate the L7-norm of f given by (4.4). Indeed, using the triangle inequality and the fact that, for
every fixed j, the wavelets {1, : m € Z"} have pairwise disjoint supports, we obtain®!

= Z < Z M]m(f)ﬂ”‘ﬁpn”iq) .

Lf jm—co Nmezn

(4.5) Il <>

Jj=—

Z /1jm (f)wjm

mezZn

Further, a simple change of variables together with the fact that |||z« ~ 1 (with underlying absolute constants)
lead to

W jmllze = 2f"/2< @ x = mf dx) "
- 2jn/22—j54||¢,|| Lo < 20n2p-inld
< 20270y
— Jn/2n=jnlqpjnlp < |;l/(2jx —m)|P dx) o
-
172

= 2]"(1/P—1/£1)||¢jm|

20The unessential constant Po indicates that only values p — n+ and ¢ — oo are of some interest.
21 The index set ¥ € ¥ does not play any role in our arguments and can be safely omitted.
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Inserting this estimate into (4.5) and using that p < ¢, we get

o 1/q
1Al s> 2f"<v‘q>< > mjm(f)wnwjmn%p)

j:—oo meZ"

oo l/p
in(L_1
< Z Zjn(P q)< Z |/ljm(f)|p”¢jm||l£p>

p— mez

® Ll 1 1p
<y 2f"<z‘q><z mjm(f)V’) :

j:—oo meZ"

Choose jy € Z such that [supp f| ~ 27/". The previous computations show that

Jo L1 1 1/p © Ll 1 I/p
Iflle s > 2727 (Z ujm(f)V’) +sz"(fq)< > Mjm(fw’)

Jj=—co mezn J=Jo mezn
4.6) =1 +9>.
To estimate >, we can apply Holder’s inequality with exponent # to obtain
1/n 1/n
(o] - n/p (o] o
Jas D 2" ”( > |ﬂjm(f)|”> > ol
J=Jo mez" J=Jo
1/n
L 0 ) n/p
~ g/ oionla Z ( Z |2]n/2/ljm(f)|p>
Jj=Jjo ~mezZ"
4.7) < ¢ 1supp f1'"11 Il -

where
1/r

o r/p
Ifllsy, = Z 2J(s—n/17)r< Z |2Jn/2/1jm(f)|p>
j:—oo mezn
It is worthwhile to mention that, in sharp contrast with the Besov norm || f]| By, given by moduli of smoothness
(cf. (3.37)), the wavelet norm || f IIQ;;” makes sense for any s € R.
Next we focus on J;. Given j < jo, we observe that the cardinality of the set {m € Z" : A;,,(f) # 0} depends
only on n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there exists m; € Z" such that 4;,(f) = 0 for all

m € Z",m# mj, and A, (f) = 2/n/2 fRn f. Therefore (recall that g > 2)

Jo Jo
in(L_1 in(1-1
Ji= Y 2" ()] < ( D2 q>> SUp |4 jm, (f)|
j=—o0 J=Jo

Lo

1_jon
~ [supp f1922 [ jom,, ()

Jj=—

—1 _
< (l - l) 2j°"(%_$)sup2%l

2 ¢ J<Jo
/ f

1
4.8) < Isupp f17IIf1l ;5 -

pn

~ pjon(1=1)

As a consequence of (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8), we achieve
4.9) 1/llze s ¢'"" 1supp f1"11 g
It is well known (see e.g. [38]) that B;/ % given by (3.37) can be equivalently characterized in terms of wavelets

and
Wl = 1 -
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However, there are equivalence constants depending on p and n. The behaviour of these constants are essential
in our arguments. Then we will show that

n 1/n
(4.10) Wiy (1= 7)WLy
as p — n+. Assuming momentarily the validity of such a claim, the desired estimate (4.3) comes from (4.9) and
(4.10).

The proof of (4.10) makes use of some interpolation techniques. For the benefit of the non-expert reader
in interpolation theory, we briefly recall the construction of the real interpolation method. Recall that the K-
functional relative to a (compatible22) Banach pair (Ag, A}) is defined by

(4.11) K(t, f; A0, A1) = || fllagsea, = inf ([ follay + 2l f1lla,)
f=foth

forevery t > Oand f € Ag+ A;. Let 8 € (0,1) and r € [1, ). The real interpolation space (Ag, A1)y, is the set
of all those f € Ag + A; for which

1
< Ldr|T
4.12) 1/ 1lcag.a10, = [/ (tK(t, f; Ao, A1) —| <
0

For further details we refer the reader to e.g. [2, 9].

The K-functional is an useful tool that can be characterized, for some classical Banach pairs, in terms of more
familiar objects in analysis. For instance, it is well known that, for every given p € [1, oo],

(4.13) K(t, f; LP, Wp) ~ &(f. 1), := sup 1AL,
<t

where the hidden equivalence constants depend only on n (see e.g. the explicit computations carried out in [19]).
Moreover, by (3.8) with K = B",

D(f, D < 42" + D w(f, D).
As a byproduct, there exists a constant c,, depending only on 7, such that

o0 dt 1/n
”f”(L”,W,l,)n/p,n by (/0 [t—n/pa)(f’ t)p]n 7) = Cn”fHB;/,Il’

Hence the proof of (4.10) can be reduced to show that

(4.14) Wiy < (1) UWlrsgy,  a pons
Recall that (note that p > 2) (cf. [35, Proposition 2(iii), p. 47])
L'—%)  and W, 3
with embedding constants independent of p as p — n+, and thus (cf. (4.12))
(4.15) 1AW, e S Wl sirt), 0

Furthermore, %g’ ,and 2311,’ , are isomorphic (with corresponding constants again independent of p) to {7 (ZxZ") =
P and €P(Z x Z"; 27) = €P(2)), respectively, via the wavelet transform

il _ 1
(4.16) fe 2757 25,,(0)
Here 1
hd ) »
[ Allep2iny = < > 2J'W|Ajm|l’> . A={dw),  7=0,1.
Jj=—oco mezZ"

0

Therefore computability of the space (B, ,.

cisely, we have

4.17) [ f 10 51

pp>BppIn/pan

%},’p)n/p,n turns out to be equivalent to ({7, é’p(2j))n/p,,,. More pre-

ol 1
~ 27270 A (WMo 0273301

where the equivalence constants are independent of p.

22Loosely speaking, this means that Ay + A; makes sense.
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Next we estimate the K-functional for (€7, £P(27)). Lett > 0 and A € £P + £P(2/). Since p > 1, we have

K@ 0.0 2 inf A1 + 2121, )

Z Z inf l(ug?m|l’+zpzfpu}m|l’)

]_—oo mEZ’l J))l
. P
1
(4.18) > 2P Z 3 [ inf (12,1 + 12712},
}_—oo mezn /lfm _/1 /ljm

Furthermore, elementary computations lead to the minimization of the following variational problem

inf (|x0| +1|x']) = min{1, £}|x], xeR.
X= x +x

Applying the latter formula (with x = 4;,) into (4.18) we get

(4.19) K(t, A, €7, € (29)) > 2“( Z > (min{1, 27} |a,m|)1’>

—o00 mezZn

In light of (4.19), the interpolation norm |4l ¢r(2sy),,,, can be estimated as follows:

dt 1/n
WAller er@iyyypn = ( / [PK (1, 25 €7, P 2))]" >

1/n
(Z 2P g7 A e, 0P (27))]" >
|=—c0
00 [ ) n/p\ 1/n
~ (Z [21" > Z(min{l,Zf_l}Mjml)p] )
[=—00 Jj=—00 meZm
S n/p\ 1/n
(Bt s
J=—0c0 Jj=—co meZ
n/p\ 1/n
(X ]
[=—0c0 Jj=l+1 mezZ
(4.20) =1+1,.

It is clear that

o0 n/p\ /"
(421) szZ‘"“’(Z [Zl”zuzmi”} ) > 27\l ity

[=—c0 meZ

where
1

n2 p n
Il oo ry = ( Z 27 ( > |Azm|f’> >

mez"

On the other hand, it is also obvious that

0 nlp 1/n
Iz <Z [21" > usz’] ) = [ llprcanino)-

[=—0c0 mezZ"

However, the latter estimate is very rough and can be improved to say that

n\ Vr
(422) Il 2 <1 - ;) ”/l”[n(zln/p[p).

23
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Note that (1 — %)_% — oo as p — n+. Let us show (4.22): Setting

A, = Z 2PN Al veL

Jj=—00 mezZ"
we have (recall that p > n)

4 a p ndt _p -1 p -
A) - 5—1 = _/ tr—>=A) (A,-A,_)==A) 27 E [Ayml”.
Ay t n n
v mezZn
Summing up over v < [, we arrive at

n

( ZI: 2y Mjml”) 2 ;o ( Z 2Py Iﬂjm|”> "y S 1l

Jj=—c0 mezZ" Jj=—o0 mezZ" mezZ"

Accordingly, changing the order of summation, we obtain

o~ 5
(5 1 (S ) )

[=re y=—00 % j=—00 mezZ" mezn
( > ( Z 2Py W |”> 273 Wl Z he m”)“
V=T J=—e0 mez" mezZ"
b 1
- p N
() (Z(mr g > grar?).

where we have also used that p > n in the last step. If we apply now reverse Holder’s inequality with exponent
n/p < 1, then

n:(5ts) (S o] ) (S (s S
y=—00 mezZn y=—00 Jj=—00 mezn
- o
:< P > <Z[2V"Z|Awﬂ|}> I,
(p—n)n = meZ

Hence

> EDY uvmw];)",

y=—00 mezZ"

iz ((p—n)n> (
ie., (4.22) holds.

Inserting (4.21) and (4.22) into (4.20), we get

n 1/p
Ulcer,er@ipypn 2 (1 - ;) Alenintr ery-

Using the fact that "/ s is isomorphic to £"(2/"P ¢P) through (4.16) (with equivalence constants independent of
p), from (4.17) we achieve that

n -1/p
(4.23) Mg, 8, s 2 <1 - ;) 1Tl
Then, by (4.15) and (4.23),

n\ Vr
<1 - ;) “f”‘BZ/ff S ||f||(Lp,W117)n/p’n-

n 1/p n 1/n
1-— ~(1-— as p — n+,
p p

Noting that
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the proof of (4.14) (and hence (4.10)) is finished. |

The applicability of our method requires sharp estimate for the Besov norm given in the right-hand side of (4.3)
in terms of standard Sobolev norms. This can be accomplished via the well-known Franke—Jawerth embeddings
(see e.g. [21, (10.2), p. 83])

W, < BI/F, 2<n<p<oo.

That is, there exists ¢, , > 0, depending on n and p, such that

A lgp < €ap IV fll
However, for our purposes, this inequality is not strong enough and the optimal blow-up of ¢, , as p — n+ is
needed?. This is the content of the following result.

Theorem 4.24. Let 2 < n < p < py < oo. Then there exists a constant c, p,, depending only on n and po, such
that

n\—1/n .
Wil < np (1= ) W9 e, ¥F € W,

Proof. We first establish the following estimate of moduli of smoothness in terms of rearrangements. Let n >
1,-L < p <oo,and r = £ then (cf. (4.13))

*n—-1 — n+p’

" % S ;1,
(4.25) o(f,0)p < Cup { </0 (VA )" du> +f</n (VST w)? du) }

for some constant C,, , ~ 1 as p — n+. The proof of (4.25) can be done via standard interpolation techniques.
For the convenience of the reader, we sketch below the proof.

Applying Sobolev’s inequality (note that 1 < r < n):
(4.26) Wi with  (1fll < Sup IV Al

where the Sobolev constant §,,, — coas p — oo (i.e. r - n—),but§,, ~ lasp - n+ (i.e. r - (%)Jr). If we
interpolate (4.26) with the trivial embedding Wll, — Wll,, it is plain to see that (cf. (4.11))

(4.27) K(Supt, fiLP, W) < Sy p K(t, £ WL W), V> 0.
The left-hand side can be computed using (4.13):
(4.28) K(S,,,pt,f;L”,W;) = (f,Sppt)p = O(f,1)p as p—on+.

On the other hand, characterizations of the K-functional appearing in the right-hand side of (4.27) follows from
the work of DeVore and Scherer [10], namely,

" % o0 ;1,
(4.29) K(t. f; WﬁV’Vé)w( i (|Vf|*(u))’du> +z< / (IVfI*(u))”du> :

with underlying equivalence constant independent of p. Collecting now (4.27)—(4.29), we obtain the desired
estimate (4.25).

Since w(f,1), < W(f,1), (cf. (3.8)), we can apply (4.25) together with a simple change of variables and basic
monotonicity properties to get

00 d 1/n
11l < < /0 @ Pa(f,0,)" {)
© ' Par)" ®© © AR
s( / f"/ﬂ< / (IVfI*(u))rdu> —) +< / z“"“’( / (IVfI*(u))”du> —)
0 0 1 0 ' 4

00 t % 1/n Hn
< / f”“’( / (IVfI*(u))’du> @>

0 0 1

(4.30) =11+ 1>

Q

o j n
+ Z 2—j(l—n/p) < Z (lvfl*(z—l))[’z—l> r

Jj=— [=—c0

23lim1,,_m+ Ifllzp < 00 = f = constant.
o



26 OSCAR DOMINGUEZ ET AL.

To estimate 7|, we can invoke the sharp version of Hardy’s inequality as stated in [21, Lemma 2.1],

1/r o0 1/n
I, < <3> ( / [t<|Vf|*(t))’]”/’f"/”ﬂ>
r 0 t
) + 00 1/n ) 1/n
@31 =<1+;> ( /0 (IVfI*(t))”dt> z( /0 (IVfI*(t))"dt> I e

On the other hand, 7, can be estimated as follows: use that p > n and change the order of summation so that

S I=

1
p

. 1/n
00 J
Iy | Y 27 N v ey e
Jj=—00 [=—00
[ o) 1/n
< | Doavrethyaiey o
[=—00 j=l
n —1/n ©0 1/n
~ (1 - —) (Z <|Vf|*<2"))"2‘l>
p I——eo
n —1/n
(4.32) ~ (1 - —) IV £l
p
Plugging (4.31) and (4.32) into (4.30), we arrive at
n —1/n
11l < (1 - —) IV £l
pan p
and the proof is finished. O

4.2. Sharp fractional Poincaré inequalities. Recall the directional Poincaré inequalities recently obtained by
Haddad, Jiménez, and Montenegro in [15, Lemma 1].

Theorem 4.33. Let Q C R”" be a bounded open set and let p € [1, 00). Then, for every & € S"! and every f € C!
with support in Q,

(4.34) Ifllr < ¢, WQ VS - Elwr,

where w(€, ) is the width of Q in the direction of & and the constant c,, depends™ only on p.

Our next result consists of an improvement of Theorem 4.33; cf. Remark 4.37 below.

Theorem 4.35. Let Q C R" be a bounded open set and let s € (0, 1), p,q € [1,0). Then, for every & € S"! and
every f € C' with support in Q,

. W) di\ ¥
(4.36) 11l < C(1 = $)aw(€2, &)’ (/0 A S 7) ,

where C can be taken to be® ]

- I-s
-2 () )
cp\sq+1 3

with ¢, being the constant in Theorem 4.33.

Remark 4.37. Using that [|[Afllzr < HIVS - &llr (cf. (3.15)), we have

. W) dr\ i
(1 = 5)g)1w(€Q,&)° (/0 N A Sl 7) <SwEQHIIVS - &,

n
27

lop .
24cp: Zbing(P—l)’ , if p>1,
2, it p=1.
2Note that C ~ C,, for s € (0, 1), where C,, denotes a constant that depends only on p and g.
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i.e., the right-hand side of (4.36) can always be estimated by the corresponding one of (4.34). In addition, the
following limit formula holds

1
. 1 © dt\¢ 1
lim w(Q, (1 - 5)7 (/ A ST 7) =q WQ,O|VS &l
—1- 0
The proof of this result can be obtained similarly as (3.68).

Remark 4.38. One can not expect (4.36) to hold with the additional prefactor s'/¢ on the right-hand side, that is,
the Maz’ya—Shaposhnikova phenomenon does not appear in this case. To see this, one may use (3.15) and take
limits as s — O+.

Proof of Theorem 4.35. Let Q; = {x € R" : dist (x, Q) < w(Q,&)}. Note that Q¢ is a bounded open set with
Q C Qg and

(4.39) w(e, &) < 3w(Q,§).
For every fixed t € (0, w(Q, £)), define

1 t
gi(x) = - / f(x + ué)du, xeR"
0
‘We next show that

(4.40) supp g; C Q.

Indeed, we will prove that x ¢ €. guarantees x + ué ¢ Q for all u € (0, w(Q,¢)) (and hence x ¢ supp g;).
Otherwise, if there exists u € (0, w(€,£)) such that x + u& € Q, then [x — (x + ué)| = u < w(Q, ). In particular,
dist (x, Q) < w(€, ) and then x € Q¢, which is not true. This proves the desired claim (4.40).

We wish to apply (4.34) to f = g; and Q = Q.. Accordingly

cpW(Qe ) gy < Vg, - Ellrr,
and, by (4.39),

C _
(4.41) §w<ﬁ,§) Nedlr < 1IVg: - Ellpr.

Furthermore, basic computations yield that

Vei(x) - &= l/tVf()Huf)'fdu = l/tif(x+u§)du _ D/
rJo tJo du P
and hence
Vg, £l = e
Plugging this into (4.41), we arrive at
(342) L w,6 gl < 1L

On the other hand, we can estimate the L” norm of f — g; via integral Minkowski’s inequality as follows:

1 ! 1 [

(4.43) If —gdlr = - ‘ / (fO) = fC+ud))du|| < —/ Aug fllr du.
Ll Jo tJo

As a combination of (4.42) and (4.43), we get

c B 1 /!
Ilf = gellzr + KPW(Q, & Mgl < " / 1A fller du + || Age fllp.
0

Therefore

. Cp -1 . Cp -1
min 3 1, 2w, pllfller < min 4 1, =w(QO7 o1 = giller + llgeller)
C _
<If - gl + g”w(ﬂ, E gl

1 t
(4.44) <o / 1Al di + 1A flur-
0
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Since A f(x) = Aq—we f(x + ué) + Aye f(x), u € (0,1), we obtain (after a simple change of variables)
A fllr < AG-we fllr + 1Aus fllLr-

Integrating the last expression over all u € (0, ), we derive
t t t
A fllLr S/ 1AG-we fllr du +/ 1Aue fllLr du = 2/ Aue fllLr du,
0 0 0

where we have applied another change of variables in the last step. Hence, by (4.44),

) c _ 3 /[
mln{l,ng(Q,f) ll}llfllu < ;/0 1Aue fllr du

and, using Holder’s inequality with exponent g,

1 [ g
(4.45) min { IR %pW(Q, f)_lf}ﬂfllu <3 (; /0 18ue f1I7 d”)

for every t € (0, w(Q, &)).
If we multiply both sides of (4.45) by ¥ and then apply L0, w(Q, &); ﬂ) norms, we achieve

w(Q,€) 9 4 w(.8) dt 0
(4.46) (/ tﬂﬁmn{L%WGla”% %) me<3</‘ —Wl/ﬁm%ﬂmdu—>7
0 0

On the one hand, the right-hand side can be computed by using Fubini’s theorem:

“eH di V@O wesH g
/ e / 1Aue AN, du— / 1Aue f1I7 / " — du
0 0 u

1 w(Q.9) du
4.47 < =Sq|A a =
( ) 5q+ 1 /(; u | Ltff”U »

On the other hand, to estimate the left-hand side of (4.46) one can proceed as follows

w(Q.8) c q gt c g rmin{l,2w(Qé) dt
/ 9min} 1, Zw(Q, &)1y — > [ Lw(Q, &) / ! {1794 —
0 3 t 3 0 t

e\ ¢ (1-5)q
(4.48) = (_,;) (1= s)q)_l min {1, —} w(Q, &) 7%,
3 Cp

Finally, (4.46), (4.47) and (4.48) result in

1

. 1-s (.6 7

(I-s)q)° Cp /W - du\ 7

)<— 1, —=— w(Q, &)° A, a "\ .
/1| ( s+ 1 max 3 (,8) . u A 7 »

5. AFFINE FRACTIONAL MOSER—TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES

Proof of Theorem 1.8. By ¢, we denote a purely dimensional constant that may vary from line to line.
combination of (3.49) and (3.50), we derive

—l/r wnr gk 1/r 4 2"+1 v
.1 I PN g = U W < 4{ 5 .
j*

rnl'[ / 7+1

On the other hand, from Theorem 4.2 with f = f* (recall that |supp f] = [supp f*|),

) n 1/"
(52) fllee = 1 *lls < calsupp 176" (1= %) 1 gy
Putting together (5.1) and (5.2),

1
, a\In (24 1\ L 1
nﬂmms@mWﬂwme—;)4<4H>cme7ﬂn
r
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n l . . .
Note that (3)" < 4 and then the previous estimate gives

’ n 1/n " _
(5.3) sy < calsupp 119" (1= ) op M0 210
Since n < r, we can apply Theorem 3.53:

|H*,n/rf*|—l/r S 4(2n + 1)1/n|Hj:rl;l/rf|—l/r

r.n

Plugging this into (5.3), we have
4 n 1/n riyrsn/r g1—1/r
(5.4) fllacen < culsupp /1197 (1= 2) " wp i oo,

Let A > 1. Using the series development of the exponential function, it follows from (5.4) with ¢ = kn’ that

1 ) "
exp v 1r = n/r — 1} dx
jsupp /1 /s cn(n’ Ae)! I @ (1 = ULl f-Vr
1 S 1 X kn’
= Zk' ; k/ ( 1/r |,‘lf(l )l w,n/r 1 ) dx
[supp f1 &= k1w A Jen \ cpoh (1 = BT f-1r
0 k
1/ k
< —(=— .
B Z k! </le>
k=1
Note that the last series is convergent using Stirling’s formula k! = \/27rk( %)k (1 + 0( %)) O

Proof of Theorem 1.10. According to the comparison result of Huang and Li [18, Theorem 1.2]: Given f € W,
there exists 7, € SL(n) and a constant ¢,, which depends only on n, satisfying

(5.5) cnlIVCf o Toller < I f1717,
On the other hand, applying Theorem 4.24 with f o T, we have

1/n
(5.6) (1 - g) 1f © Tallgnyr < 19 © Tl
From (3.47), (5.6) and (5.5),
(5.7) G(foTy) S IIV(f o Tl < A7,

Furthermore, in light of (3.45), the left-hand side of (5.7) coincides with G,(f). This completes the proof of
(1.11).

Next we proceed with the proof of (1.12). Without loss of generality, we may assume that r € (n,2n) and
supp f € Q = B(0, R) for some R > 0. It follows from Theorem 4.35 and Holder’s inequality that

© dr]
[(1_ﬁ> / f7||A,§f||’zr—’] 2 W@ &Il
r 0 4

> w(Q, g)-"|§z|<”|g||§"> > w(Q, &) "1 min{1,A)A”,

n

where A = :glllf/:’l In particular
inf |(1-" wz—ﬁuA fr d £> (Q, £)7"Q min{1, A}"A"
1 - — r rT w N 1 . .
re(n,2n) r 0 %/ 1IL t ~
and hence

r

n\ "o n <2 dt| ™
sup  sup (1——> I s = sup sup [(1——>/ ! rIIAtgfIIZr—]
£esn=1 re(n,2n) r Wl S gesn-1 re(n,2n) r) Jo t

1 diam Q \"
5.8 S — — .
65 *la <min{1,A}A>
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Since (cf. (2.1))

L1 N
G =1 <1 r) s de

and (5.8) hold, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem together with Theorem 3.63 to obtain

1 n\
lim G (f)" =~ [ lim (1-2 L dE = o de = Il ).
rg};rg N n/ m < r) ||§||1‘[’,‘j,{fd§ /S"-l I€1Iry:  d€ = nlIL, f1

gn-1 r—n+

Proof of Theorem 1.15. The assertion (i) is a simple consequence of (1.11).
(i1): Let x € R". Then

’

&) ) - [If(x)l i _1]”
5.9 O T -1 = = . - 1.
62 e [‘”‘p (ﬂw}/’gr( 7 ] =P oy n G

In view of (2.1) and (5.8), for r € (n, 2n),

L] N
G < - / sup (1——> Iy de
n Jsn=1 re(n,2n) r . f

< sup su (1 ”>_ﬂgwm <l ( diam € >n
- §ES£1 rE(n,IZ)n) r H:i:n,?l ~ || \ min{1, A}A ’

Putting this into (5.9), there exists a positive constant A = A(|| f]|z», n, ), which depends on || f]|z», n and €, such

that ,
f) > 1 AN — 1
et [eXp (ﬁw;“gr(f) ] s bl

n

from which we derive that sup,¢, -, [exp < Fool ) - 1] € L! (recall that f € C(Q)). Therefore an applica-

Ben! G (/)
tion of the dominated convergence theorem together with the limit formula (1.12) yield

lim exp (%) -1 dx:/ exp( 7 /) ) - 1| dx.
ront Jpn ﬂwn gr(f) n ﬂwn n—l/n|H;klf|—l/n

6. Proor oF THEOREM 1.17

The proof of (1.18) is a combination of Theorem 1.8 with the following inequality (cf. Proposition 3.46)

n
*, 0
I f

1+7
nwy,

_n
P allfl
rnn

To show (1.19), it is enough to restrict our attention to r € (n,2n). Then the desired assertion immediately
follows from Theorem 4.24.

Lete € S" ! and (cf. (1.1))

1/r
Upr
6.1 nr = | —————— .
©.1) Y ((n+r)a)n>

The proof of (1.20) relies on the following limit formula:

1
. ny\" n
6.2) lim (1 - —) WAl = 2519 flor,

r—n+ r i nn

with vy, = v, ,. The latter follows as an application of Lemma 3.67 with the special choice of g given by

1

1 o

1.8) = W(f. ey = AfIE dn)
8(t,€) = w(f, Dre) <t”a) Azm” n SNl

n
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where lim,_,04 7(€) = n. More precisely, since ||Ayfll;o < AV Sl (apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to
(3.15)), we have

1
w(f, 1)y, c @
f}(wf<4@in> 19 Al
which yields
1
o1 "
(6.3) limsup sup W Drie) < (C—"> VSl < oo.
-0+  1€(0,00) t 2n
Furthermore, we claim that
{ 1
(6.4) ﬂi@wwﬁmmmm%>=nwwm

uniformly with respect to » € [1, 00). Such a claim is somehow implicit in the computations carried out in [12,
(6.9)], however, to make the presentation self-contained, we prefer to give below a direct proof of (6.4): Without
loss of generality, we may assume that supp f C B(0, R) for some R > 0 and 7 € (0, R). Let L be the Lipschitz
constant of V f. Then, for every x € R" and |h| < ¢,

1
L
(6.5) |Anf(x) = Vf(x) - hl < Ihl/o IVf(x +sh) = Vf(x)lds < §|h|213(0,2R)(x)-

In addition, using the definition of y, , (cf. (6.1)), we find that, for any ¢ > 0,

1 1/r
/ V£ hl?, dh) .
Wn J <t

yn,rHVfHL’ = <l”+r

From this and (6.5), we derive

1 1/r 1 1/r
A S5 dh - Vil < A f=Vf-h;, dh
<z"+wun(A;<,” i > Yarl VAl <z"+wun(A;<,” wf =V -l )

L|B(0,2R)|\/" 1 Ur L/ nB, 2R\ V"
_ LIBO.2R) ( ‘/ Wyﬁ> :_<M( n) )
|h|<t

2 e, 2 2r+n

n|B(0,2R)|

28T ~ 1 uniformly with respect to € [1,00), we arrive at the desired

Then, taking into account that (
assertion (6.4).
It follows from (6.4) (applied to r = r(e)) that
gt €) 81, &)
t t
ast,e — 0+, 1i.e.,

= YullV Al

< ‘ = Y@V lipo | + Wnr@lIV e = yallV Al — 0

(6.6) lim

t,e—0+

gt &)
= YullV Al

The validity of (6.3) and (6.6) enables us to apply Lemma 3.67, namely,

[ (@)

hm/ Gl >%®m=ﬁWﬂﬂ
0

£—0

where p (1) = n(1 — rig))t"(l_ﬁ)_ll(o,l)(t). This can be expressed as
1 n
. n _n dt vy
1 1-— r @ Lt "— = 2LV
ti (1--5) [ ot § =i

In particular, since w(f, )y < Il

. n R dt "
lim <1 - —) / [t @ w(f, D))" i % IV £ll7ns
0

g—0 r(e)
i.e., (6.2) holds.
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According to (3.11) (where the corresponding equivalence constant can be explicitly estimated using (3.8)),
we have

o(f, ), <42" + DV + Dw(f,1),  for  A,t>0.

In particular, taking A = t~! in the previous estimate, we have, for every r > n,

1 n 1/n | 1/n
Ifl o, > / pon WD T Wl Dy / (1= dt
By 0 t t 8(21’1 + l)l/n 0 ¢

3 _E —1/n w(f,])r _E —1/n _% (U(f,])n
- <1 r) 82 + D" = <1 r> IBO. R+ D] 8[n(2" + D]/’

where we have used Holder’s inequality in the last step. As a byproduct, for every x € R”,

sup exp <C |f(X)| )n = exXp (C |f(X)| >n,
A\ (= )l g " inf (1= V|l

) i OO\
< exp <Cn|B(O’R+1)| o(f, D)’

with

/ﬂ [exp <5n |B(O,R + 1)|1/"%> - 1] dx < .

Therefore, the dominated convergence theorem can be applied, together with (6.2), in order to get

. f ) " / [ (n‘/"cn () ) }
1 " —1ldx = _ — 1| dx.
ot Jga {CXP (C (1—%>1/"||f||32¢r> ] e TP\ Ty N )

The proof of (1.20) is finished. m|

7. Proor oF THEOREM 1.21 anD (1.25)

7.1. Proof of (1.25). We rely on the following sharp estimate involving classical Besov spaces that has been
recently obtained in [11, Theorem 6.13, (6.52)]. Assume that % < 850 < s <1, then

(7.1 A s < CCL= )11 fllwsr,
oo,p
where C is independent of f and s.
Let u > 0. We have
0 g dt tp 0 s +ndl tp _1 g
WAl gy = / el =) 2 olf s / )= Gp ) e e
.p u u

In particular, taking u = |supp f|'/"

1 s_1
(7.2) w(f,Isupp f1'")s < (sp = mPIsupp f1"" 711l .-z

oo,p

, we get

Next we check that

(7.3) £l < cnw(f, Isupp f1'7")eo.

Given any x € supp f, we choose r € (0, c0) such that |B(x, r)| = |supp f| (i.e., w,r* = |supp f|). Then either
B(x,r)\supp f # @ or supp f = B(x,r) U N with [N| = 0. Assume first that there exists y € B(x, r)\supp f, then

1
1= 1) = FO) S wf, s < (14— ) @ Isupp £

On the other hand, if supp f = B(x,r) U N with |[N| = 0 then we can take y € B(x,2r)\supp f and a similar
argument as above applies. This proves (7.3).

Hence, by (7.2) and (7.3),
1 s_1
”f”Loo < Cn (p - n)p|supp fln p“f“BS*% ’

0.p
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and combining this with (7.1), we achieve

1 s_1
Ifllze < (L= s)7lsupp fl* 7l fllws»r.
This completes the proof of (1.25).

7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.21. It follows from (1.25) applied to f* (recall that [supp f*| = |supp f|) together with
Proposition 3.48 and Theorem 3.53 (for the special choice p = ¢) that

1 s_1 . _s 1 s_1 . _s

Al < (1 = s)zlsupp f1» P [IT;° f*[7n < (1 = s)»|supp f1"~ #|IT,* f| 7.
This proves the desired estimate (1.22).
Let £ € S™!. From (3.15), we derive

Il / P NIAe f, di < / P min{2)\flle, AV S - €l )P dt
0 0

21l p -
IV 72llp o o
= </ 1=9) 1dz>|IVf-§||’L’,, +2p</2m £ 1dt>||f||’L’p
0 IVf&llgp
p(1-5) 2p(l—s)
- PU=9g ¢ 275 = pU=5)y 21PS
PR WAl IV - &l sl = s) Az el /-

Therefore

(1-s)n (1-s)n
s

. 1 _ oo 1 _ ao U .
Al = /S Dl € 2 (5= )T A /S Nl dé = (sC1= ) fl IS
This yields (recall that f € W5 c L™)

s _1 s S _1 L s S
T 177 < (s(1 = )77 |1l T A1 < (s(1 = s)"7|supp f177 (|l 177
Inserting (CLYZM) in the last estimate, we find

w5 p—3 -1 s oy oL
T A7+ < (s(1 = ) 7lsupp f1'7 [T £,
i.e., (1.23) holds.
The relation (1.24) is an immediate application of (1.5). O
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