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NEW APPROACH TO AFFINE MOSER–TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES

VIA BESOV POLAR PROJECTION BODIES

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

Abstract. We extend the affine inequalities on Rn for Sobolev functions in W s,p with 1 ≤ p < n

s
obtained recently

by Haddad–Ludwig [16, 17] to the remaining range p ≥ n
s
. 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 Lp 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 Rn states

that, for every f ∈ W1
p (1 ≤ p < n)1,

(S) ‖ f ‖p
L

np
n−p
≤ Cn,p

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x)|p dx.

This inequality has a long and rich history. We only mention that the optimal values of the constant Cn,p 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:2

(LYZ) ‖ f ‖p
L

np
n−p
≤ Cn,p

nω
n+p

n
n

αn,p

|Π∗p f |−
p
n ≤ Cn,p

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x)|p dx,

where |Π∗p f | is the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of Π∗p f , the Lp polar projection body3 of f and4

(1.1) αn,p =

ˆ

Sn−1

|e · ξ|p dσ(ξ), e ∈ Sn−1.

The first inequality in (LYZ) is nowadays referred to as the affine Sobolev inequality since involved quantities
(i.e., Lebesgue norms and volumes of Lp 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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2 OSCAR DOMÍNGUEZ ET AL.

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 ⊂ Rn is a convex set, then Π∗11E coincides with the classical
notion of the polar projection body Π∗E. Then the famous Petty projection inequality follows from (LYZ) (more
precisely, its extension to functions of total variation obtained in [40]) with f = 1E ,

(1.2)

(

|E|
|Bn|

) n−1
n

≤
(

|Π∗E|
|Π∗Bn|

)− 1
n

≤ P(E)

P(Bn)
,

where P(E) 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

(1.3) ‖ f ‖W s,p =

(
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

| f (x) − f (y)|p
|x − y|sp+n

dx dy

)
1
p

, s ∈ (0, 1),

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

lim
s→1−

‖ f ‖W s,p ,

(
ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x)|p dx

) 1
p

.

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

‖ f ‖W1,p < ∞ =⇒ f is a constant.

Bourgain, Brezis, and Mironescu [3] overcame this obstruction through a renormalization of (1.3). More pre-
cisely, if f ∈ W1

p then

(1.4) lim
s→1−

p(1 − s)‖ f ‖pW s,p = αn,p

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x)|p dx,

where αn,p 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 s,p ⊂ L
np

n−sp , p ∈ [1, n/s).

Specifically, according5 to [4],

(BBM) ‖ f ‖p
L

np
n−sp
≤ σs,n,p ‖ f ‖pW s,p with σs,n,p = c

1 − s

(n − sp)p−1
,

where c is a constant6 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 Π∗,sp f related to f ∈ W s,p (cf. Section 2.3) as the fractional
counterpart of the classical Π∗p 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 ∈ W1
p, p ∈ [1,∞),

(1.5) lim
s→1−

p(1 − s)|Π∗,sp f |−
ps
n = |Π∗p f |−

p
n .

Moreover, for 0 < s < 1 and 1 ≤ p < n/s,

(HL) ‖ f ‖p
L

np
n−sp
≤ σs,n,p nω

n+sp
n

n |Π∗,sp f |−
ps
n ,

where σs,n,p 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

5To be more precise, the authors obtained (BBM) for the equivalent case of mean zero functions over a fixed cube.
6In general, the optimal value of c 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, Hölder’s inequality) gives

(1.6) nω
n+sp

n
n |Π∗,sp f |−

ps
n ≤ ‖ f ‖pW s,p ,

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) 1← s (BBM)

Cn,p

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x)|p dx ≥ ‖ f ‖p
L

n
n−p

⇐ σs,n,p‖ f ‖pW s,p ≥ ‖ f ‖
L

np
n−sp

⇑ ⇑
(LYZ) 1← s (HL)

Cn,p

nω
n+p

n
n

αn,p

∣

∣Π∗p f
∣

∣

− p
n ≥ ‖ f ‖p

L
np

n−p
⇐ σs,n,pnω

n+sp
n

n

∣

∣Π∗,sp f
∣

∣

− ps
n ≥ ‖ f ‖p

L
np

n−sp

Table 1. Affine and fractional Sobolev inequalities.

The limiting case of (S) when7 p = n > 1 corresponds to the celebrated Moser–Trudinger inequality [29, 39].

Namely, there exist constants C and A such that8

(MT)
1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

C
| f (x)|
‖∇ f ‖Ln

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ A

for every f ∈ W1
n with 0 < |supp f | < ∞. In other words, functions in W1

n might be unbounded but they are

exponentially integrable of order n′. The value C = nω1/n
n 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 cn, depending only on n, such that

(CLYZ)
1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

C
| f (x)|
‖∇ f ‖Ln

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ 1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

C
| f (x)|

cn|Π∗n f |−1/n

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ A.

The super-limiting case of (S) corresponds to classical Morrey inequalities. Recall that the Morrey inequality
provides the quantitative version of the embedding W1

p ⊂ L∞ with p > n:

(M) ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ c|supp f |
1
n
− 1

p ‖∇ f ‖Lp ,

for every f ∈ W1
p with |supp f | < ∞ (see e.g. [34]). Here, c = n−1/pω−1/n

n

(

p−1
p−n

)1/p′
. The affine counterpart of (M)

was also obtained by Cianchi–Lutwak–Yang–Zhang [7, Theorem 1.2]: There exists a constant cn,p, depending
only on n and p, such that

(CLYZM) ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ c|supp f |
1
n
− 1

p cn,p|Π∗p f |−1/n ≤ c|supp f |
1
n
− 1

p ‖∇ f ‖Lp .

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.

7Note that W1
1 ⊂ L∞ if n = 1. So, throughout this paper, we assume n ≥ 2.

8As usual, p′ denotes the dual exponent of p ∈ [1,∞] given by p′ = p

p−1
.



4 OSCAR DOMÍNGUEZ ET AL.

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 Pólya–Szegő-type inequal-
ities for fractional polar projection bodies. However, the following important question remains open: how to

obtain BBM type phenomenon9 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 s,p 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 s,p are replaced
by the more general scale of Besov spaces Bs

p,q, cf. Section 3.2. Here we recall that Bs
p,p = W s,p.

It turns out that the integrability parameter q 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 Wn/p,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 B
n/p
p,n in place of Wn/p,p, cf. (1.16) below.10

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 Π∗,sp,q f related to the Besov norm ‖ f ‖Bs

p,q
as a natural extension of Π∗,sp f for ‖ f ‖W s,p ;

cf. Definition 3.42. Then we show that Π∗,sp,q f is an affine invariant concept that is intimately connected with
anisotropic Besov spaces Bs

p,q;K defined by (cf. Definition 3.35)

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqωK( f , t)q
p

dt

t

) 1
q

,

where K is a star body in Rn with corresponding Lp-moduli of smoothness (cf. Definition 3.1)

ωK( f , t)p =

(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖ f (· + h) − f ‖pLp dh

)
1
p

.

In the special case when K = Bn we recover the classical Besov space Bs
p,q and the modulus of smoothness

ω( f , t)p, respectively. We will see that ωK( f , t)p 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 ωK( f , t)p (cf. Proposition 3.14) and the Pólya–Szegő inequality holds for ωK( f , t)p

(cf. Proposition 3.26.)

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

(1.7) Gr( f ) :=

(

1 − n

r

) 1
n
∣

∣Π
∗, n

r
r,n f

∣

∣

− 1
r , r > n.

The normalization constant (1 − n
r
)

1
n 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 ∈ Bn/r
r,n , r > n, with 0 < |supp f | < ∞. Then there exists a constant cn, depending only on n,

such that for every β > cn we have

(1.9)
1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ A,

where A is an absolute constant.

The quantity Gr( 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].
10Note that Bn/p

p,n ⊂ Bn/p
p,p = Wn/p,p since n < p.
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Theorem 1.10. There exists a purely dimensional constant cn such that11

(1.11) Gr( f ) ≤ cn|Π∗n f |−1/n, ∀r ∈ (n, r0),

and

(1.12) lim
r→n+

Gr( f ) = n−
1
n |Π∗n f |−

1
n , for f ∈ C2

c (Rn).

Remark 1.13. We claim that (1.12) is the critical version of (1.5) with p = n, namely,

(1.14) lim
s→1−

(1 − s)
1
n |Π∗,sn f |−

s
n = n−

1
n |Π∗n f |−

1
n .

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 Bs

p,q is defined by [36, Remark 11.5,
pp. 172–173]

d = d(Bs
p,q) = s − n

p

and the sign of d classifies embedding theorems for Bs
p,q in three possible regimes: sub-critical d < 0, critical

d = 0, and super-critical d > 0. In particular

d(W s,n) = d(Bs
n,n) = s − 1 < 0 (sub-critical case)

and

d

(

B
n
r
r,n

)

=
n

r
− n

r
= 0 (critical case).

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. (i) (Pointwise improvement) For every f ∈ Bn/r
r,n , r ∈ (n, r0), with 0 < |supp f | < ∞, we have

1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

c′n
| f (x)|
|Π∗n f |−1/n

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ 1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ A,

where the constants A, β are given in Theorem 1.8 and c′n depends only on n.

(ii) (Asymptotic improvement) Let Ω be a bounded open set in Rn. Then, for every f ∈ C1 with support in Ω,

lim
r→n+

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1

]

dx =

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/n
n n−1/n|Π∗n f |−1/n

)n′

− 1

]

dx.

1.2.4. The BBM phenomenon for fractional Moser–Trudinger inequalities. Let n < r < ∞ and q > 1. It is
well known that there exists a constant α = α(n, r, q), depending only on n, q and r, such that (cf. [31, Theorem
9.1])

(1.16)
1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

α
| f (x)|
‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,q

)q′

− 1

]

dx ≤ A

for every f ∈ Bn/r
r,q with 0 < |supp f | < ∞. 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 α in (1.16) is unknown, although some partial results (in the special case r = q) 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 ) ≤ cn‖ f ‖Bn/r
r,n
,

11r0 is an unessential parameter that indicates that r is close to n. Without loss of generality, one may think that r0 = 2n.



6 OSCAR DOMÍNGUEZ ET AL.

we are able to get the optimal behaviour of α in (1.16) with respect to r showing the Bourgain–Brezis–Mironescu

phenomenon for Moser–Trudinger inequalities. More precisely, in Theorem 1.17 below12 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 ∈ Bn/r
r,n , r > n, with 0 < |supp f | < ∞. Then there exists a constant cn, depending only on

n, such that

(1.18)
1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

cn

| f (x)|
(1 − n

r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤ A,

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

(1.19)

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

c̃n

| f (x)|
‖∇ f ‖Ln

)n′

− 1

]

dx ≤
ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

cn

| f (x)|
(1 − n

r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′

− 1

]

dx

for every r ∈ (n, r0) and it is optimal in the sense that (cf. (MT))

(1.20) lim
r→n+

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

cn

| f (x)|
(1 − n

r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′

− 1

]

dx =

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

n1/ncn

γn

| f (x)|
‖∇ f ‖Ln

)n′

− 1

]

dx

for every f ∈ C2
c , where γn =

( αn,n

2nωn

)1/n
.

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) ∀r ∈ (n, r0) Theorem 1.17
1

|supp f |
´

Rn

[

exp
(

C
| f (x)|
‖∇ f ‖Ln

)n′ − 1
]

dx ≤ A ⇐ 1
|supp f |

´

Rn

[

exp
(

cn
| f (x)|

(1− n
r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′ − 1
]

dx ≤ A

⇑ ⇑
(CLYZ) ∀r ∈ (n, r0) Theorem 1.8

1
|supp f |

´

Rn

[

exp
(

C
| f (x)|

cn |Π∗n f |−1/n

)n′ − 1
]

dx ≤ A ⇐ 1
|supp f |

´

Rn

[

exp
( | f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′ − 1
]

dx ≤ A

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 s0 ∈ ( n
p
, 1). If13 s ∈ (s0, 1) then there exists a constant C, which is independent of

s, such that

(1.22) ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ C|supp f |
s
n
− 1

p (1 − s)
1
p |Π∗,sp f |−

s
n

provided that f ∈ W s,p with |supp f | < ∞. Furthermore

(1.23) (s(1 − s))
1
p |supp f |

s
n |Π∗,sp f |−

s
n ≤ c|supp f |

1
n |Π∗p f |−

1
n , ∀s ∈ (0, 1),

and

(1.24) lim
s→1−

(1 − s)
1
p |supp f |

s
n
− 1

p |Π∗,sp f |−
s
n = p

− 1
p |supp f |

1
n
− 1

p |Π∗p f |−
1
n .

12This result refers to the case q = n in (1.16), but this is not a technical assumption since the method can be easily modified to deal

with the general case q ∈ [1,∞). For the purposes of this paper, the case q = 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 assumptions14 of (1.22), we have

(1.25) ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ C|supp f |
s
n
− 1

p (1 − s)
1
p ‖ f ‖W s,p .

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) 1← s (1.25)

‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ c|supp f|
1
n
− 1

p ‖∇ f ‖Lp ⇐ ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ C|supp f |
s
n
− 1

p (1 − s)
1
p ‖ f ‖W s,p

⇑ ⇑
(CLYZM) 1← s Theorem 1.21

‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ c|supp f|
1
n
− 1

p cn,p|Π∗p f |−1/n ⇐ ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ C|supp f |
s
n
− 1

p (1 − s)
1
p |Π∗,sp f |− s

n

Table 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 ⊂ Rn be a Borel set of finite measure. The Schwarz symmetral E⋆ of E is the
closed centered Euclidean ball with |E⋆| = |E|.

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

f (x) =

ˆ ∞

0

1{ f≥t}(x) dt,

where 1E denotes the indicator function of the measurable set E. This representation can be applied to introduce
the concept of Schwarz symmetral: Let f : Rn → R be a measurable function such that {| f | ≥ t} has finite
measure for every t > 0. Then f⋆, the Schwarz symmetral of f , can be introduced as

f⋆(x) =

ˆ ∞

0

1{| f |≥t}⋆ (x) dt, x ∈ Rn.

Note that f⋆ is a radially decreasing functions with |{| f | ≥ t}| = |{ 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 Rn with corresponding gauge function
defined by

‖x‖K = inf{λ > 0 : x ∈ λK}, x ∈ Rn.

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

(2.1) |K| = 1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

ρK(ξ)n dξ,

where15 ρK is defined by

ρK(x) = ‖x‖−1
K = sup{λ ≥ 0 : λx ∈ K}, x ∈ Rn\{0}.

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

Ṽα(K, L) =
1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

ρK(ξ)n−αρL(ξ)α dξ.

2.3. Lp and fractional polar projection bodies. The concept of Lp polar projection body associated to f ∈
W1

p, 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

‖ξ‖pΠ∗p f =

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x) · ξ|p dx, ξ ∈ Rn.

In particular, Π∗p f the polar body of a convex body.

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

(2.2) ‖ξ‖sp

Π
∗,s
p f
=

ˆ ∞

0

t−sp

ˆ

Rn

| f (x + tξ) − f (x)|p dx
dt

t
, ξ ∈ Rn.

We refer to [16, Proposition 4] for some basic properties of Π∗,sp 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 Rn. The anisotropic moduli of smoothness of f ∈ Lp, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, is given
by

(3.2) ωK( f , t)p =

(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh

)
1
p

, t > 0,

(with the usual interpretation if p = ∞). Here, ∆h is the difference operator, i.e., ∆h f (x) = f (x + h) − f (x).

Remark 3.3. (i) Note that ωK( f , t)p ≤ 2‖ f ‖Lp for every f ∈ Lp and t > 0.

(ii) Let K = Bn, the unit ball in Rn. Then ωK( f , t)p = ω( f , t)p, the classical (averaged) moduli of smoothness
(see e.g. [9]):

(3.4) ω( f , t)p =

(

1

tnωn

ˆ

|h|<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh

)
1
p

,

where |h| is the Euclidean norm of h.

Next we study some basic properties of ωK( f , t)p. In particular, we show that the Lp-average over ‖h‖K < t in
(3.2) can be replaced by any Lq-average, more precisely, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.5. Given p ∈ [1,∞) and q, r ∈ [1,∞], let

gq(t) =

(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp dh

) 1
q

.

Then

(3.6) gr(t) ≤ 4(2n + 1)
1
q gq(t).

Furthermore, the constant in (3.6) can be improved to

(3.7) gr(t) ≤ gq(t)

if, additionally, r ≤ q. In particular

(3.8)
1

4(2n + 1)
1
p

sup
‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖Lp ≤ ωK( f , t)p ≤ sup
‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖Lp .
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Remark 3.9. The equivalence (3.8) is well known in the classical setting K = Bn (cf. (3.4)), that is16,

ω( f , t)p ≈ sup
|h|<t

‖∆h f ‖Lp .

Proof of Proposition 3.5. For any h, x, ξ ∈ Rn,

∆h f (x) = −(∆ξ−h f (x + h) − ∆ξ f (x)),

which yields (using also that ‖∆ξ−h f ‖Lp ≤ 2‖∆ ξ−h
2

f ‖Lp)

‖∆h f ‖qLp ≤ 4q(‖∆ ξ−h
2

f ‖qLp + ‖∆ξ f ‖qLp).

Assume ‖h‖K < t. Then integrating the last inequality over all ‖ξ‖K < t, we get

tn|K|‖∆h f ‖qLp ≤ 4q

(
ˆ

‖ξ‖K<t

‖∆ ξ−h
2

f ‖qLp dξ +

ˆ

‖ξ‖K<t

‖∆ξ f ‖qLp dξ

)

≤ 4q

(
ˆ

‖ ξ−h
2 ‖K<t

‖∆ ξ−h
2

f ‖qLp dξ +

ˆ

‖ξ‖K<t

‖∆ξ f ‖qLp dξ

)

= 4q(2n + 1)

ˆ

‖ξ‖K<t

‖∆ξ f ‖qLp dξ.

Hence

‖∆h f ‖Lp ≤ 4(2n + 1)1/q

(

1

|K|tn

ˆ

‖ξ‖K<t

‖∆ξ f ‖qLp dξ

)1/q

and integrating over all ‖h‖K < t, we arrive at

1

|K|tn

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖rLp dh ≤ 4r(2n + 1)r/q

(

1

|K|tn

ˆ

‖ξ‖K<t

‖∆ξ f ‖qLp dξ

)r/q

.

This completes the proof of (3.6).

On the other hand, the proof of (3.7) is an application of Hölder’s inequality:
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖rLp dh ≤
(
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp(Rn) dh

) r
q
(
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

dh

)1− r
q

= |K|tn

(

1

|K|tn

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp dh

) r
q

.

�

Proposition 3.10. (i) ωK( f , t)p is an almost increasing function of t, that is, ωK( f , t)p . ωK( f , u)p for every

t < u.

(ii)
ωK ( f ,t)p

t
is an almost decreasing function of t, that is,

ωK ( f ,u)p

u
.

ωK ( f ,t)p

t
for every t < u.

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

(3.11) ωK( f , λt)p . (1 + λ)ωK( f , t)p

for every λ, t > 0. Observe that (ii) follows from (3.11). Since

∆Nh f (x) =

N−1
∑

k=0

∆h f (x + kh), N ∈ N,

we have ‖∆Nh f ‖Lp ≤ N‖∆h f ‖Lp . Then, by a simple change of variables,

ωK( f ,Nt)p =

(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆Nh f ‖pLp dh

)
1
p

≤ N

(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh

) 1
p

= NωK( f , t)p.(3.12)

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 ≈ B if A . B . A.
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As a consequence, using also property (i),

ωK( f , λt)p . ωK( f , (1 + [λ])t)p ≤ (1 + [λ])ωK( f , t)p ≤ (1 + λ)ωK( f , t)p,

i.e., (3.11) holds. �

In the isotropic setting given by K = Bn, ω( f , t)p (cf. (3.4)) allows to measure smoothness properties of f .
Indeed, the Hardy–Littlewood theorem asserts that, for p ∈ (1,∞),

(3.13) ω( f , t)p . t ⇐⇒
ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x)|p dx < ∞,

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 ωK( f , t)p characterizes the anisotropic Sobolev space (see e.g. [8, 13])

‖ f ‖
W

1,p
K

=

(
ˆ

Rn

‖∇ f (x)‖pK∗ dx

) 1
p

,

where K∗ = {y ∈ Rn : y · x ≤ 1 for all 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 W
1,p
K as introduced by Ludwig [23, 24]. More

precisely, anisotropic Sobolev spaces based on the norm with unit ball Z∗pK, the polar Lp moment body of K.
Recall that, for a convex body K, the polar Lp moment body of K is the unit ball of the norm defined by

‖x‖pZ∗pK =
n + p

2

ˆ

K

|x · y|p dy, x ∈ Rn.

Proposition 3.14 (Anisotropic Hardy–Littlewood theorem). Let p ∈ [1,∞) and f ∈ W2,p(Rn) with compact

support. Then

ωK( f , t)p . t ⇐⇒
ˆ

Rn

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx < ∞.

Furthermore

lim
t→0

ωK( f , t)p

t
= sup

t>0

ωK( f , t)p

t
≈
(
ˆ

Rn

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx

)1/p

.

Proof. Recall that, for each h ∈ Rn and for almost every x ∈ Rn,

f (x + h) − f (x) =

ˆ 1

0

∇ f (x + λh) · h dλ.

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

(3.15) ‖∆h f ‖Lp ≤
ˆ 1

0

(
ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x + λh) · h|p dx

)1/p

dλ =

(
ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x) · h|p dx

)1/p

.

Using Fubini’s theorem and another change of variables yield
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh ≤
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x) · h|p dx dh

= tp

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

∣

∣

∣∇ f (x) · h

t

∣

∣

∣

p

dh dx

= tp+n

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

‖h‖K<1

|∇ f (x) · h|p dh dx.

Accordingly (note that h ∈ K ⇐⇒ ‖h‖K < 1)

1

tn

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh ≤ 2

n + p
tp

ˆ

Rn

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx.

As a consequence

(3.16) ωK( f , t)p . t

(
ˆ

Rn

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗pK dx

)1/p

.
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Next we prove the converse inequality. Assume that f ∈ W2,p with compact support. Let h ∈ Rn and
Ω f = supp f . By the triangle inequality, we have

‖∇ f · h‖Lp(Ω f ) ≤ ‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖Lp(Ω f ) + ‖∆h f ‖Lp(Ω f ).

If we integrate this expression over all ‖h‖K < t, we get

(3.17)

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh .

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh +

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp(Ω f ) dh.

Observe that
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh = tp+n

ˆ

K

‖∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh ≈ tp+n

ˆ

Ω f

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx

and then (3.17) reads as
ˆ

Ω f

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx .
1

tp+n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh +
1

tp+n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp(Ω f ) dh

.
1

tp+n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh +
ωK( f , t)

p
p

tp
.(3.18)

Next we show that

(3.19) lim
t→0

1

tp+n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh = 0.

Indeed, it is well known that there exists a positive constant c, which depends only on K and n, such that c|h| ≤
‖h‖K for all h ∈ Rn. In particular

(3.20)

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh ≤
ˆ

|h|<t/c

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh.

Furthermore, we make use of the basic fact that given x, h ∈ Rn we can write f (x+ h)− f (x) = ∇ f (ξ) · h for some
ξx,h ∈ Rn between x and x + h. Hence, letting A the Lipschitz constant of ∇ f ,

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) =

ˆ

Ω f

|(∇ f (ξx,h) − ∇ f (x)) · h|p dx

≤ |h|p
ˆ

Ω f

|∇ f (ξx,h) − ∇ f (x)|p dx

≤ Ap|h|p
ˆ

Ω f

|ξx,h − x|p dx ≤ Ap|h|2p|Ω f |.(3.21)

As a byproduct, by (3.20),
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh ≤ Ap|Ω f |
ˆ

|h|<t/c

|h|2p dh = knAp|Ω f |
( t

c

)2p+n

,

which leads to

1

tp+n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖pLp(Ω f ) dh ≤ knAp|Ω f |c−2p−ntp → 0 as t → 0.

This proves the desired assertion (3.19).

Taking limits as t → 0 in (3.18), it follows from (3.19) that

(3.22)

ˆ

Ω f

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx . lim sup
t→0

ωK( f , t)
p
p

tp
≤ sup

t>0

ωK( f , t)
p
p

tp
.

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

sup
t>0

ωK( f , t)p

t
≈
(
ˆ

Ω f

‖∇ f (x)‖pZ∗p K dx

) 1
p

.
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It remains to show that

(3.23) lim
t→0

ωK( f , t)p

t
= sup

t>0

ωK( f , t)p

t
.

Let

L = lim inf
t→0

ωK( f , t)p

t

and choose a sequence of positive numbers {t j} j∈N such that t j → 0 as j→ ∞ and

(3.24) lim
j→∞

ωK( f , t j)p

t j

= L.

For any t > 0, we let k j ∈ N be such that k jt j ≤ t < (k j + 1)t j. Note that lim j→∞ k jt j = t. Hence, taking into
account the continuity of ωK( f , t) as a function of t and using (3.12) and (3.24), we have

ωK( f , t)p

t
= lim

j→∞

ωK( f , k jt j)p

k jt j

≤ lim
j→∞

ωK( f , t j)p

t j

= L.

This implies supt>0
ωK ( f ,t)p

t
≤ L and the proof of (3.23) is complete. �

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

(3.25) ω( f⋆, t)p ≤ ω( f , t)p,

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

Proposition 3.26. Assume that f ∈ Lp, 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then, for each t > 0,

(3.27) ωK⋆( f⋆, t)p ≤ ωK( f , t)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 ωK(| f |, t)p ≤ ωK( f , t)p. Then we restrict our attention to
non-negative functions f .

By Fubini’s theorem, we have
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh =

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

ˆ

Rn

| f (x + h) − f (x)|p dx dh

=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

‖x−y‖K<t

| f (y) − f (x)|p dy dx

=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

| f (y) − f (x)|p1Zt
(x − y) dy dx,(3.28)

where Zt = {z ∈ Rn : ‖z‖K < t}. Furthermore, we find that

(3.29) z ∈ Zt ⇐⇒ z ∈ tK.

Indeed, it is clear that z ∈ tK yields ‖z‖K ≤ t. Conversely, if ‖z‖K < t then there exists λ < t such that z ∈ λK, i.e.,

z = λk for some k ∈ K. In particular, z = t z
t
= t λk

t
and λk

t
∈ K, since λ/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)

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh =

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

| f (x) − f (y)|p1tK(x − y) dy dx.

Taking into account that f is non-negative, one can write17

( f (x) − f (y))
p
+ = p

ˆ ∞

0

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f<r}(y) dr.

17Recall 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)
p−1
+ = 1{ f≥r}(x). Then, by

Fubini’s theorem,
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − f (y))
p
+1tK(x − y) dy dx = p

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f<r}(y)1tK(x − y) dy dx dr

= p

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ (1 − 1{ f≥r}(y))1tK (x − y) dy dx dr.(3.31)

For every r, t > 0, we have
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ (1 − 1{ f≥r}(y))1tK (x − y) dy dx

=

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+

ˆ

Rn

1tK(x − y) dy dx −
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f≥r}(y)1tK (x − y) dy dx

= tn|K|
ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ dx −

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f≥r}(y)1tK (x − y) dy dx,(3.32)

where the last step is justified by the fact that
´

Rn( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ dx < ∞. The latter follows since f ∈ Lp and

therefore { f > r} has finite measure. Moreover, applying symmetrization properties, we can write

|K|
ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ dx = |K⋆|

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − r)
p−1
+ dx.

On the other hand, the second term in (3.32) can be estimated using Riesz’s rearrangement inequality. Indeed
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f≥r}(y)1tK (x − y) dy dx ≤

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f⋆≥r}(y)1tK⋆ (x − y) dy dx.

Accordingly
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − r)
p−1
+ (1 − 1{ f≥r}(y))1tK (x − y) dy dx

≥ tn|K⋆|
ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − r)
p−1
+ dx −

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − r)
p−1
+ 1{ f⋆≥r}(y)1tK⋆ (x − y) dy dx

=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − r)
p−1
+ (1 − 1{ f⋆≥r}(y))1tK⋆ (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
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − f (y))
p
+1tK(x − y) dy dx ≥ p

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − r)
p−1
+ (1 − 1{ f⋆≥r}(y))1tK⋆ (x − y) dy dx dr

=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − f⋆(y))
p
+1tK⋆ (x − y) dy dx,(3.33)

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) − f (y))
p
− = p

ˆ ∞

0

(r − f (y))
p−1
− 1{ f<r}(x) dr

one can apply the above reasoning line by line in order to get (cf. (3.33))

(3.34)

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f (x) − f (y))
p
−1tK(x − y) dy dx ≥

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

( f⋆(x) − f⋆(y))
p
−1tK⋆ (x − y) dy dx.

Taking into account that | f (x) − f (y)|p = ( f (x) − f (y))
p
+ + ( f (x) − f (y))

p
− (and analogously for f⋆), we can

invoke (3.33)-(3.34) to achieve
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

| f (x) − f (y)|p1tK(x − y) dy dx ≥
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

| f⋆(x) − f⋆(y)|p1tK⋆ (x − y) dy dx,

or in other words (cf. (3.30) and its counterpart in terms of f⋆ and K⋆)
ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh ≥
ˆ

‖h‖K⋆<t

‖∆h f⋆‖pLp dh.
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This completes the proof. �

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 Rn and let s ∈ (0, 1) and p, q ∈ [1,∞]. The anisotropic Besov space

Bs
p,q;K is formed by all f ∈ Lp such that

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqωK( f , t)q
p

dt

t

) 1
q

< ∞

(where the usual modification is made if q = ∞).

Remark 3.36. If K = Bn then Bs
p,q;K = Bs

p,q, the classical Besov space given by

(3.37) ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqω( f , t)q
p

dt

t

)
1
q

,

where ω( f , t)p is defined by (3.4).

Now we show that anisotropic Besov spaces extend anisotropic fractional Sobolev spaces of Ludwig [23, 24]:
the space W

s,p
K , s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ [1,∞), is equipped with

‖ f ‖W s,p
K
=

(
ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

| f (x) − f (y)|p

‖x − y‖sp+n
K

dx dy

) 1
p

.

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

Proposition 3.38. We have

Bs
p,p;K = W

s,p
K

with

‖ f ‖Bs
p,p;K
= (|K|(sp + n))−

1
p ‖ f ‖W s,p

K
.

Proof. Changing the order of integration, we derive

‖ f ‖pBs
p,p;K
=

ˆ ∞

0

t−spωK( f , t)p
p

dt

t
=

1

|K|

ˆ ∞

0

t−sp−n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh
dt

t

=
1

|K|

ˆ

Rn

‖∆h f ‖pLp

ˆ ∞

‖h‖K
t−sp−n dt

t
dh =

1

|K|(sp + n)

ˆ

Rn

‖∆h f ‖pLp

‖h‖sp+n
K

dh

=
1

|K|(sp + n)
‖ f ‖p

W
s,p
K

.

�

Theorem 3.39. Let s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ [1,∞), and q ∈ [1,∞]. If f ∈ Bs
p,q;K then

(3.40) ‖ f⋆‖Bs
p,q;K⋆

≤ ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K

.

In particular, letting p = q (cf. [16, Theorem 11])

‖ f⋆‖W s,p

K⋆
≤ ‖ f ‖W s,p

K
.

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.26. �

Anisotropic Besov spaces can be characterized in terms of differences as follows.
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Proposition 3.41. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and p, q ∈ [1,∞). We have

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K
≈
(

1

|K|

ˆ

Rn

‖∆h f ‖qLp

‖h‖sq+n
K

dh

) 1
q

,

where the hidden equivalence constants depend only on n.

Proof. By virtue of Proposition 3.5,

ωK( f , t)p ≈
(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp dh

) 1
q

,

where equivalence constants depend only on n. Then, a change of the order of integration yields

‖ f ‖qBs
p,q;K
≈ 1

|K|

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq−n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp dh
dt

t
≈ 1

|K|

ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−sq−n
K ‖∆h f ‖qLp dh.

�

3.3. Besov polar projection bodies: definition and basic properties. We extend the notion of the fractional
polar projection body Π∗,sp due to Haddad and Ludwig [16, 17] to the Besov polar projection body Π∗,sp,q. Such an
extension is made in a natural way, in the same fashion as fractional Sobolev spaces W s,p are part of the more
general class formed by Besov spaces Bs

p,q; recall that W s,p = Bs
p,p (cf. Proposition 3.38).

To avoid repetition, throughout this subsection, we always assume that s ∈ (0, 1) and p, q ∈ [1,∞).

Definition 3.42. For a measurable function f : Rn → R, Besov polar projection bodies Π∗,sp,q f are defined as the
star-shaped sets in Rn with gauge function given by

‖ξ‖sq

Π
∗,s
p,q f
=

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t
, ξ ∈ Rn.

Remark 3.43. It is obvious that Π∗,sp,p f = Π∗,sp f , cf. (2.2).

Remark 3.44. The set Π∗,sp,q f is invariant under translations of f and volume preserving affine transformations:

(3.45) Π∗,sp,q( f ◦ φ) = φ−1Π∗,sp,q f

for every φ ∈ SL(n). Indeed, for every ξ ∈ Rn,

‖ξ‖sq

Π
∗,s
p,q( f◦φ)

=

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tξ( f ◦ φ)‖qLp

dt

t
=

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tφξ f ‖qLp

dt

t
= ‖φξ‖sq

Π
∗,s
p,q
.

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

nω
n+sq

n
n |Π∗,sp,q f |−

sq
n ≤
ˆ

Rn

|h|−sq‖∆h f ‖qLp

dh

|h|n .

In particular

(3.47) |Π∗,sp,q f |−
sq
n . ‖ f ‖qBs

p,q
.

Proof. Applying Hölder’s inequality with exponent ρ = 1 + sq
n

, we have

|Sn−1|ρ ≤
(
ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖sq

Π
∗,s
p,q f

dξ

)(
ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖
− sqρ′

ρ

Π
∗,s
p,q f

dξ

)
ρ

ρ′

=

(
ˆ

Sn−1

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t
dξ

)(
ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n
Π
∗,s
p,q f

dξ

)
sq
n

=

(
ˆ

Rn

|h|−sq‖∆h f ‖qLp

dh

|h|n

)

(n|Π∗,sp,q f |)
sq
n .
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Note that |Sn−1| = nωn. Then we have shown that

nω
n+sq

n
n ≤

(
ˆ

Rn

|h|−sq‖∆h f ‖qLp

dh

|h|n

)

|Π∗,sp,q f |
sq
n .

�

Proposition 3.48. We have

(3.49) ‖ f ‖Bs

p,q;Π
∗,s
p,q f⋆
= ω

− s
n

n |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|
s
n ‖ f ‖Bs

p,q
,

and

(3.50)
1

4(2n + 1)
1
p

≤
(

n

sq + n

)− 1
q

‖ f ‖Bs

p,q;Π
∗,s
p,q f
≤ 4(2n + 1)

1
q .

Proof. We first note that Π∗,sp,q f⋆ is a ball since f⋆ is radially symmetric (use that ‖∆tAξ f⋆‖Lp = ‖∆tξ f⋆‖Lp if

A ∈ O(n)). In particular ‖h‖Π∗,sp,q f⋆ = ω
1/n
n |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|−1/n|h|, that yields to the following relation between anisotropic

and classical moduli of smoothness (cf. (3.4))

ωΠ∗,sp,q f⋆( f , t)p =

(

1

|Π∗,sp,q f⋆|tn

ˆ

|h|<t|Π∗,sp,q f⋆ |1/nω−1/n
n

‖∆h f ‖pLp(Rn) dh

) 1
p

= ω( f , t|Π∗,sp,q f⋆|1/nω−1/n
n )p.

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

‖ f ‖Bs

p,q;Π
∗,s
p,q f⋆
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqωΠ∗,sp,q f⋆( f , t)q
p

dt

t

) 1
q

=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqω( f , t|Π∗,sp,q f⋆| 1nω−
1
n

n )q
p

dt

t

) 1
q

= ω
− s

n
n |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|

s
n

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqω( f , t)q
p

dt

t

) 1
q

.

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

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sqωK( f , t)q
p

dt

t

) 1
q

≤ 4(2n + 1)1/q |K|−
1
q

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sq−n

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp(Rn) dh
dt

t

) 1
q

= 4(2n + 1)1/q |K|−
1
q

(
ˆ

Rn

‖∆h f ‖qLp

ˆ ∞

‖h‖K
t−sq−n dt

t
dh

)
1
q

= 4(2n + 1)1/q |K|−
1
q (sq + n)−

1
q

(
ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−sq−n
K ‖∆h f ‖qLp dh

) 1
q

.

Then, using polar coordinates,

‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K
≤ 4(2n + 1)1/q|K|−

1
q (sq + n)−

1
q

(
ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−sq−n
K

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t
dξ

) 1
q

= 4(2n + 1)1/q|K|−
1
q (sq + n)−

1
q

(
ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−sq−n
K ‖ξ‖sq

Π
∗,s
p,q f

dξ

) 1
q

.

In particular, letting K = Π∗,sp,q f and using (2.1), the previous estimate reads as

‖ f ‖Bs

p,q;Π
∗,s
p,q f
≤ 4(2n + 1)1/q |Π∗,sp,q f |−

1
q (sq + n)−

1
q

(
ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n
Π
∗,s
p,q f

dξ

)
1
q
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= 4(2n + 1)1/q |Π∗,sp,q f |−
1
q (sq + n)−

1
q (n|Π∗,sp,q f |)

1
q

= 4

(

n(2n + 1)

sq + n

) 1
q

.

This proves the upper estimate in (3.50). �

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

(

n

sq + n

)− 1
q

‖ f ‖Bs

p,q;Π
∗,s
p,q f
≤ 1 if p ≤ q

and
(

n

sq + n

)− 1
q

‖ f ‖Bs

p,q;Π
∗,s
p,q f
≥ 1 if p ≥ q.

In the special case p = q, from Proposition 3.38 and Remark 3.43, we derive the following formula

n
− 1

p |Π∗,sp f |−
1
p ‖ f ‖W s,p

Π
∗,s
p f

= 1.

3.4. The Pólya–Szegő inequality for Besov polar projection bodies. The classical Pólya–Szegő inequality for
Besov norms asserts that (cf. (3.25) and (3.37))

(3.52) ‖ f⋆‖Bs
p,q
≤ ‖ f ‖Bs

p,q
.

Next we establish the affine version of this inequality.

Theorem 3.53. We have

(3.54) |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|−
sq
n ≤ 4q(2n + 1)max{ q

p
,1} |Π∗,sp,q f |−

sq
n .

If p = q the above constant 4p(2n + 1) can be replaced by 1.

Remark 3.55. Inequality (3.54) is stronger than (3.52) in the sense that

‖ f⋆‖qBs
p,q
≈ |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|−

sq
n . |Π∗,sp,q f |−

sq
n . ‖ f ‖qBs

p,q
.

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 = q was already considered, the proof of (3.54) is a simple conse-
quence of the Pólya–Szegő inequalities stated in Theorem 3.39 via the dual mixed volume inequality. However,
in sharp contrast with the case p = q, the general case p , q requires additional technicalities that essentially
come from the fact that

(3.56) ‖ f ‖Bs
p,q;K
=

(

1

|K|

ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−sq−n
K ‖∆h f ‖qLp dh

)1/q

is no longer true, but we only have the weaker assertion obtained when = in (3.56) is replaced by ≈ (cf. Propo-

sition 3.41). This is the reason behind the additional constant 4q(2n + 1)max{ q
p
,1} in (3.54), which does not appear

if p = q. It may be well the case that this constant is not optimal18. However, in later applications, we will be
mainly interested in the special choice of parameters q = n < p and then 4n(2n + 1) ≈ 8n.

Proof of Theorem 3.53. Let K ⊂ Rn be a star-shaped set. By polar coordinates, we have

Ṽ−sq(K,Π∗,sp,q f ) =
1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n−sq
K ‖ξ‖sq

Π
∗,s
p,q f

dξ

=
1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n−sq
K

ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t
dξ

=
1

n

ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−n−sq
K ‖∆h f ‖qLp dh.(3.57)

18Optimal constants in Pólya–Szegő inequalities for moduli of smoothness are a rather delicate issue, even in the classical setting

K = Bn.
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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 ‖Bs

p,q;K
. This is possible through the application of Lemma 3.5. Assume first that q < p. It follows from

Fubini’s theorem and (3.6) that
ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−n−sq
K ‖∆h f ‖qLp dh = (n + sq)

ˆ

Rn

‖∆h f ‖qLp

ˆ ∞

‖h‖K
t−n−sq dt

t
dh

= (n + sq)|K|
ˆ ∞

0

t−sq 1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖qLp dh
dt

t

≥ n + sq

4q(2n + 1)
|K|
ˆ ∞

0

t−sq

(

1

tn|K|

ˆ

‖h‖K<t

‖∆h f ‖pLp dh

)q/p
dt

t

=
n + sq

4q(2n + 1)
|K| ‖ f ‖qBs

p,q;K
.(3.58)

Conversely, by (3.7), one can easily prove that

(3.59)

ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−n−sq
K ‖∆h f ‖qLp dh ≤ (n + sq)|K| ‖ f ‖qBs

p,q;K
.

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

Ṽ−sq(K,Π∗,sp,q f ) ≥ n + sq

4q(2n + 1)n
|K| ‖ f⋆‖qBs

p,q;K⋆

≥ 1

4q(2n + 1)n

ˆ

Rn

‖h‖−n−sq

K⋆ ‖∆h f⋆‖qLp dh,

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

(3.60) Ṽ−sq(K,Π∗,sp,q f ) ≥ 1

4q(2n + 1)
Ṽ−sq(K⋆,Π∗,sp,q f⋆).

The analog of (3.60) under q ≥ p can be analogously obtained and it reads

(3.61) Ṽ−sq(K,Π∗,sp,q f ) ≥ 1

4q(2n + 1)
q
p

Ṽ−sq(K⋆,Π∗,sp,q f⋆).

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

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

Ṽ−sq(K⋆,Π∗,sp,q f⋆) ≥ |K|1+
sq
n |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|−

sq
n .

Hence, by (3.60) and (3.61),

Ṽ−sq(K,Π∗,sp,q f ) ≥ 1

4q(2n + 1)
max{ q

p
,1} |K|

1+ sq
n |Π∗,sp,q f⋆|−

sq
n .

In particular, taking K = Π∗,sp,q f in the previous estimate,

|Π∗,sp,q f |−
sq
n ≥ 1

4q(2n + 1)max{ q
p
,1} |Π

∗,s
p,q f⋆|−

sq
n .

�

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

(3.62) lim
s→1−

(q(1 − s))
1
q ‖ξ‖Π∗,sp,q f = ‖ξ‖Π∗p f

for every f ∈ W1
p and ξ ∈ Sn−1. 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 s,p = Bs
p,p to the full scale of

Besov spaces Bs
p,q.
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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 ξ ∈ Sn−1. Then, for any f ∈ C2
c (Rn),

(3.64) lim
p→n+

(

1 − n

p

)
p
n

‖ξ‖n
Π
∗, n

p
p,n f
=

1

n
‖ξ‖nΠ∗n f .

Formula (3.64) is a simple application of the following result on convergence of functionals involving families
of nonnegative functions {ρε}ε∈(0,∞) on (0,∞) satisfying that, for any ε ∈ (0,∞),

ˆ ∞

0

ρε(t) dt = 1(3.65)

and, for any a ∈ (0, 1),

lim
ε→0+

ˆ a

0

ρε(t) dt = 1.(3.66)

Lemma 3.67. Let p ∈ (0,∞) and {ρε}ε∈(0,∞) be a family of nonnegative functions on (0,∞) satisfying both (3.65)

and (3.66). Assume g is a nonnegative function on (0,∞) × (0,∞) satisfying that19

L := lim
t,ε→0+

g(t, ε)

t
∈ [0,∞) and lim sup

ε→0+

sup
t∈(0,∞)

g(t, ε)

t
< ∞.

Then

lim
ε→0+

{
ˆ ∞

0

[

g(t, ε)

t

]p

ρε(t) dt

}
1
p

= L.

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

Proof of Theorem 3.63. Observe that
ˆ ∞

1

[

t
− n

p ‖∆tξ f ‖Lp

]n dt

t
≤ 2n p

n2
‖ f ‖nLp .

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

lim
p→n+

n

(

1 − n

p

)
ˆ 1

0

[

t
− n

p

∥

∥∆tξ f
∥

∥

Lp

]n dt

t
=

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x) · ξ|n dx.(3.68)

In order to show this, we prove

lim
ε→0+

ˆ ∞

0

[

‖∆tξ f ‖Lp(ε)

t

]n

ρε(t) dt =

ˆ

Rn

|∇ f (x) · ξ|n dx,(3.69)

where the sequence {ρε}ε∈(0,∞) of nonnegative functions on (0,∞) satisfies both (3.65) and (3.66) and p(·) :
(0,∞)→ [1,∞) is a nonnegative function satisfying limε→0+ p(ε) = n. Indeed, if we assume (3.69) holds for the

moment, then, letting ρε(t) := εtε−11(0,1)(t), ε := n(1 − n
p
), and p(ε) := n2

n−ε , we obtain (3.68) and hence complete

the proof of (3.64).

Thus, it suffices to show (3.69). Let g(t, ε) = ‖∆tξ f ‖Lp(ε) . By Lemma 3.67, we only require to prove

lim
t,ε→0+

g(t, ε)

t
= ‖∇ f · ξ‖Ln and lim sup

ε→0+
sup

t∈(0,∞)

g(t, ε)

t
< ∞.(3.70)

Notice that g(t, ε) ≤ t ‖∇ f ‖Lp(ε) (cf. (3.15)) and then lim supε→0+ supt∈(0,∞)
g(t,ε)

t
≤ ‖∇ f ‖Ln < ∞. Without loss of

generality, assume that supp f ⊂ B(0,R) for some R > 0 and t ∈ (0,R). Then, from triangle inequality and (3.21)
(with h = tξ),

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖∆tξ f ‖Lp(ε)

t
− ‖∇ f · ξ‖Ln

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∆tξ f

t
− ∇ f · ξ

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(ε)

+
∣

∣‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp(ε) − ‖∇ f · ξ‖Ln

∣

∣

19limt,ε→0+ f (t, ε) = L means that given any η > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that if t, ε ∈ (0, δ) then | f (t, ε) − L| < η.



20 OSCAR DOMÍNGUEZ ET AL.

≤ A|B(0, 2R)|
1

p(ε) t +
∣

∣‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp(ε) − ‖∇ f · ξ‖Ln

∣

∣ .

Letting t, ε→ 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 B
n/p
p,n , the classical Besov

space given by (3.37), is not embedded into L∞ but it is (locally) embedded into Lq, q < ∞. That is, there exists
a constant c = c(n, p, q, |supp f |) such that

(4.1) ‖ f ‖Lq ≤ c‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n

for every f ∈ B
n/p
p,n with |supp f | < ∞. However, the sharp value of the constant c is unknown. The following

result gives a sharp version of (4.1) in terms of the behaviour of c with respect to both integrability parameters p

and q.

Theorem 4.2. Let20 2 ≤ n < p ≤ p0 ≤ q < ∞. Then there exists a constant cn, depending only on n, such that

(4.3) ‖ f ‖Lq ≤ cn|supp f |1/qq1/n′
(

1 − n

p

)1/n
‖ f ‖

B
n/p
p,n

for every f ∈ B
n/p
p,n with |supp f | < ∞.

Inequality (4.3) reveals that ‖ f ‖Lq increases as q1/n′ and decreases as (1 − n
p
)1/n provided that q → ∞ and

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

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let {ψ jm : j ∈ Z,m ∈ Zn} = {ψ jm} be the system generated by the (finite) wavelet set

Ψ, specifically, ψ jm(x) = 2 jn/2ψ(2 jx − m), ψ ∈ Ψ. Without loss of generality, we may assume that every ψ is

supported on Q0, the unit cube, and {ψ jm} forms an orthonormal basis in L2. In particular, the function f can be
decomposed (at leat, in the distributional sense) as

(4.4) f =
∑

ψ∈Ψ

∞
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

λ jm( f )ψ jm,

where

λ jm( f ) =

ˆ

Rn

f (x)ψ jm(x) dx,

the wavelet coefficients of f .

Next we estimate the Lq-norm of f given by (4.4). Indeed, using the triangle inequality and the fact that, for

every fixed j, the wavelets {ψ jm : m ∈ Zn} have pairwise disjoint supports, we obtain21

(4.5) ‖ f ‖Lq ≤
∞
∑

j=−∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

m∈Zn

λ jm( f )ψ jm

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lq

=

∞
∑

j=−∞

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|q‖ψ jm‖qLq

)1/q

.

Further, a simple change of variables together with the fact that ‖ψ‖Lq ≈ 1 (with underlying absolute constants)
lead to

‖ψ jm‖Lq = 2 jn/2

(
ˆ

Rn

|ψ(2 j x − m)|q dx

)1/q

= 2 jn/22− jn/q‖ψ‖Lq . 2 jn/22− jn/q

. 2 jn/22− jn/q‖ψ‖Lp

= 2 jn/22− jn/q2 jn/p

(
ˆ

Rn

|ψ(2 jx − m)|p dx

)1/p

= 2 jn(1/p−1/q)‖ψ jm‖Lp .

20The unessential constant p0 indicates that only values p→ n+ and q→ ∞ are of some interest.
21The index set ψ ∈ Ψ does not play any role in our arguments and can be safely omitted.



AFFINE MOSER–TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES 21

Inserting this estimate into (4.5) and using that p ≤ q, we get

‖ f ‖Lq .

∞
∑

j=−∞
2

jn( 1
p
− 1

q
)

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|q‖ψ jm‖qLp

)1/q

≤
∞
∑

j=−∞
2

jn( 1
p
− 1

q
)

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|p‖ψ jm‖pLp

)1/p

.

∞
∑

j=−∞
2

jn( 1
2−

1
q

)

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|p
)1/p

.

Choose j0 ∈ Z such that |supp f | ≈ 2− j0n. The previous computations show that

‖ f ‖Lq .

j0
∑

j=−∞
2

jn( 1
2−

1
q

)

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|p
)1/p

+

∞
∑

j= j0

2
jn( 1

2−
1
q

)

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|p
)1/p

=: J1 +J2.(4.6)

To estimate J2, we can apply Hölder’s inequality with exponent n to obtain

J2 .





∞
∑

j= j0

2 jn2/2

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm( f )|p
)n/p





1/n



∞
∑

j= j0

2− jnn′/q





1/n′

≈ q1/n′2− j0n/q





∞
∑

j= j0

(

∑

m∈Zn

|2 jn/2λ jm( f )|p
)n/p





1/n

. q1/n′ |supp f |1/q‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
,(4.7)

where

‖ f ‖Bs
p,r

:=





∞
∑

j=−∞
2 j(s−n/p)r

(

∑

m∈Zn

|2 jn/2λ jm( f )|p
)r/p





1/r

.

It is worthwhile to mention that, in sharp contrast with the Besov norm ‖ f ‖Bs
p,r

given by moduli of smoothness

(cf. (3.37)), the wavelet norm ‖ f ‖Bs
p,r

makes sense for any s ∈ R.

Next we focus on J1. Given j ≤ j0, we observe that the cardinality of the set {m ∈ Zn : λ jm( f ) , 0} depends
only on n. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there exists m j ∈ Zn such that λ jm( f ) = 0 for all

m ∈ Zn,m , m j, and λ jm j
( f ) = 2 jn/2

´

Rn f . Therefore (recall that q > 2)

J1 =

j0
∑

j=−∞
2 jn( 1

2−
1
q

)|λ jm j
( f )| .

( j0
∑

j=−∞
2 jn( 1

2−
1
q

)

)

sup
j≤ j0

|λ jm j
( f )|

.

(

1

2
− 1

q

)−1

2
j0n( 1

2−
1
q

)
sup
j≤ j0

2
jn
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rn

f

∣

∣

∣

∣

≈ 2 j0n(1− 1
q

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rn

f

∣

∣

∣

∣

≈ |supp f |
1
q 2

j0n

2 |λ j0m j0
( f )|

≤ |supp f |
1
q ‖ f ‖

B

n
p
p,n

.(4.8)

As a consequence of (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8), we achieve

(4.9) ‖ f ‖Lq . q1/n′ |supp f |1/q‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
.

It is well known (see e.g. [38]) that B
n/p
p,n given by (3.37) can be equivalently characterized in terms of wavelets

and

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
≈ ‖ f ‖

B
n/p
p,n
.
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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

(4.10) ‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
.

(

1 − n

p

)1/n
‖ f ‖

B
n/p
p,n

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 (A0, A1) is defined by

(4.11) K(t, f ; A0, A1) = ‖ f ‖A0+tA1
= inf

f= f0+ f1
(‖ f0‖A0

+ t‖ f1‖A1
)

for every t > 0 and f ∈ A0 + A1. Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [1,∞). The real interpolation space (A0, A1)θ,r is the set
of all those f ∈ A0 + A1 for which

(4.12) ‖ f ‖(A0,A1)θ,r =

[
ˆ ∞

0

(t−θK(t, f ; A0, A1))r dt

t

]
1
r

< ∞.

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,∞],

(4.13) K(t, f ; Lp, Ẇ1
p) ≈ ω̃( f , t)p := sup

|h|<t

‖∆h f ‖Lp ,

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 = Bn,

ω̃( f , t)p ≤ 4(2n + 1)
1
pω( f , t)p.

As a byproduct, there exists a constant cn, depending only on n, such that

‖ f ‖(Lp,Ẇ1
p)n/p,n

≤ cn

(
ˆ ∞

0

[t−n/pω( f , t)p]n dt

t

)1/n

= cn‖ f ‖Bn/p
p,n
.

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

(4.14) ‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
.

(

1 − n

p

)1/n

‖ f ‖(Lp ,Ẇ1
p)n/p,n

as p→ n + .

Recall that (note that p ≥ 2) (cf. [35, Proposition 2(iii), p. 47])

Lp ֒→ B0
p,p and Ẇ1

p ֒→ B1
p,p

with embedding constants independent of p as p→ n+, and thus (cf. (4.12))

(4.15) ‖ f ‖(B0
p,p,B

1
p,p)n/p,n

. ‖ f ‖(Lp ,Ẇ1
p)n/p,n

.

Furthermore, B0
p,p andB1

p,p are isomorphic (with corresponding constants again independent of p) to ℓp(Z×Zn) =

ℓp and ℓp(Z × Zn; 2 j) = ℓp(2 j), respectively, via the wavelet transform

(4.16) f 7→ {2 jn( 1
2−

1
p

)
λ jm( f )}.

Here

‖λ‖ℓp(2 jη) =

( ∞
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

2 jηp |λ jm|p
) 1

p

, λ = {λ jm}, η = 0, 1.

Therefore computability of the space (B0
p,p,B

1
p,p)n/p,n turns out to be equivalent to (ℓp, ℓp(2 j))n/p,n. More pre-

cisely, we have

(4.17) ‖ f ‖(B0
p,p ,B

1
p,p)n/p,n

≈ ‖{2 jn( 1
2−

1
p

)
λ jm( f )}‖(ℓp,ℓp(2 j))n/p,n

,

where the equivalence constants are independent of p.

22Loosely speaking, this means that A0 + A1 makes sense.



AFFINE MOSER–TRUDINGER INEQUALITIES 23

Next we estimate the K-functional for (ℓp, ℓp(2 j)). Let t > 0 and λ ∈ ℓp + ℓp(2 j). Since p > 1, we have

K(t, λ; ℓp, ℓp(2 j))p ≥ inf
λ=λ0+λ1

(‖λ0‖pℓp + tp‖λ1‖p
ℓp(2 j)

)

≥
∞
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

inf
λ jm=λ

0
jm+λ

1
jm

(|λ0
jm|p + tp2 jp|λ1

jm|p)

≥ 2−p

∞
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

[

inf
λ jm=λ

0
jm+λ

1
jm

(|λ0
jm| + t2 j|λ1

jm|)
]p

.(4.18)

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

inf
x=x0+x1

(|x0| + t|x1|) = min{1, t}|x|, x ∈ R.

Applying the latter formula (with x = λ jm) into (4.18) we get

(4.19) K(t, λ; ℓp, ℓp(2 j)) ≥ 2−1

( ∞
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

(min{1, t2 j}|λ jm|)p

)
1
p

.

In light of (4.19), the interpolation norm ‖λ‖(ℓp,ℓp(2 j))n/p,n
can be estimated as follows:

‖λ‖(ℓp,ℓp(2 j))n/p,n
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

[t−n/pK(t, λ; ℓp, ℓp(2 j))]n dt

t

)1/n

≈
( ∞
∑

l=−∞
[2ln/pK(2−l, λ; ℓp, ℓp(2 j))]n

)1/n

≈
( ∞
∑

l=−∞

[

2ln

∞
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

(min{1, 2 j−l}|λ jm|)p

]n/p)1/n

≈
( ∞
∑

l=−∞

[

2l(n−p)
l
∑

j=−∞

∑

m∈Zn

2 jp|λ jm|p
]n/p)1/n

+

( ∞
∑

l=−∞

[

2ln

∞
∑

j=l+1

∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
]n/p)1/n

=: I1 + I2.(4.20)

It is clear that

(4.21) I2 ≥ 2−n/p

( ∞
∑

l=−∞

[

2ln
∑

m∈Zn

|λlm|p
]n/p

)1/n

≥ 2−1‖λ‖ℓn(2ln/pℓp),

where

‖λ‖ℓn(2ln/pℓp) =

( ∞
∑

l=−∞
2

ln2

p

(

∑

m∈Zn

|λlm|p
) n

p
) 1

n

.

On the other hand, it is also obvious that

I1 ≥
( ∞
∑

l=−∞

[

2ln
∑

m∈Zn

|λlm|p
]n/p

)1/n

= ‖λ‖ℓn(2ln/pℓp).

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

(4.22) I1 ≥
(

1 − n

p

)−1/p

‖λ‖ℓn(2ln/pℓp).



24 OSCAR DOMÍNGUEZ ET AL.

Note that (1 − n
p
)−

1
p → ∞ as p→ n+. Let us show (4.22): Setting

Aν =

ν
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p, ν ∈ Z,

we have (recall that p > n)

A
n
p
ν − A

n
p

ν−1 =
p

n

ˆ Aν

Aν−1

t
n
p

dt

t
≥ p

n
A

n
p
−1

ν (Aν − Aν−1) =
p

n
A

n
p
−1

ν 2νp
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p.

Summing up over ν ≤ l, we arrive at

( l
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
) n

p

≥ p

n

l
∑

ν=−∞

( ν
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
) n

p
−1

2νp
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p.

Accordingly, changing the order of summation, we obtain

I1 ≥
( ∞
∑

l=−∞
2

l(n−p)n
p

l
∑

ν=−∞

( ν
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
)

n
p−1

2νp
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p
)

1
n

=

( ∞
∑

ν=−∞

( ν
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
) n

p
−1

2νp
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p
∞
∑

l=ν

2
l(n−p)n

p

) 1
n

≈
(

p

(p − n)n

) 1
n
( ∞
∑

ν=−∞

( ν
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
) n

p
−1

2νp
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p2
ν(n−p)n

p

) 1
n

,

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

I1 &

(

p

(p − n)n

) 1
n

( ∞
∑

ν=−∞

[

2νn
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p
] n

p

)
p

n2





∞
∑

ν=−∞
2
ν(n−p)n

p

[ ν
∑

j=−∞
2 jp
∑

m∈Zn

|λ jm|p
] n

p





n−p

n2

=

(

p

(p − n)n

)
1
n

( ∞
∑

ν=−∞

[

2νn
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p
]

n
p

)
p

n2

I
n−p

n

1 .

Hence

I1 &

(

p

(p − n)n

) 1
p

( ∞
∑

ν=−∞

[

2νn
∑

m∈Zn

|λνm|p
] n

p

) 1
n

,

i.e., (4.22) holds.

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

‖λ‖(ℓp,ℓp(2 j))n/p,n
&

(

1 − n

p

)−1/p

‖λ‖ℓn(2 jn/pℓp).

Using the fact that B
n/p
p,n is isomorphic to ℓn(2 jn/pℓp) through (4.16) (with equivalence constants independent of

p), from (4.17) we achieve that

(4.23) ‖ f ‖(B0
p,p,B

1
p,p)n/p,n

&

(

1 − n

p

)−1/p

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
.

Then, by (4.15) and (4.23),
(

1 − n

p

)−1/p

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
. ‖ f ‖(Lp ,Ẇ1

p)n/p,n
.

Noting that
(

1 − n

p

)1/p

≈
(

1 − n

p

)1/n

as p→ n+,
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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])

Ẇ1
n ֒→ Bn/p

p,n , 2 ≤ n < p < ∞.
That is, there exists cn,p > 0, depending on n and p, such that

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
≤ cn,p ‖∇ f ‖Ln .

However, for our purposes, this inequality is not strong enough and the optimal blow-up of cn,p as p → n+ is

needed23. This is the content of the following result.

Theorem 4.24. Let 2 ≤ n < p < p0 < ∞. Then there exists a constant cn,p0
, depending only on n and p0, such

that

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
≤ cn,p0

(

1 − n

p

)−1/n

‖∇ f ‖Ln , ∀ f ∈ Ẇ1
n .

Proof. We first establish the following estimate of moduli of smoothness in terms of rearrangements. Let n >

1, n
n−1 ≤ p < ∞, and r =

np
n+p

, then (cf. (4.13))

(4.25) ω̃( f , t)p ≤ Cn,p

{

(
ˆ tn

0

(|∇ f |∗(u))r du

) 1
r

+ t

(
ˆ ∞

tn
(|∇ f |∗(u))p du

) 1
p

}

for some constant Cn,p ≈ 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) Ẇ1
r ֒→ Lp with ‖ f ‖Lp ≤ S n,p ‖∇ f ‖Lr ,

where the Sobolev constant S n,p → ∞ as p → ∞ (i.e. r → n−), but S n,p ≈ 1 as p → n+ (i.e. r →
(

n
2

)

+
). If we

interpolate (4.26) with the trivial embedding Ẇ1
p ֒→ Ẇ1

p, it is plain to see that (cf. (4.11))

(4.27) K(S n,pt, f ; Lp, Ẇ1
p) ≤ S n,p K(t, f ; Ẇ1

r , Ẇ
1
p), ∀t > 0.

The left-hand side can be computed using (4.13):

(4.28) K(S n,pt, f ; Lp, Ẇ1
p) ≈ ω̃( f , S n,pt)p ≈ ω̃( f , t)p as p→ n + .

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,

(4.29) K(t, f ; Ẇ1
r , Ẇ

1
p) ≈

(
ˆ tn

0

(|∇ f |∗(u))r du

) 1
r

+ t

(
ˆ ∞

tn
(|∇ f |∗(u))p du

) 1
p

,

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

Since ω( f , t)p ≤ ω̃( f , t)p (cf. (3.8)), we can apply (4.25) together with a simple change of variables and basic
monotonicity properties to get

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
≤
(
ˆ ∞

0

(t−n/pω̃( f , t)p)n dt

t

)1/n

.

(

ˆ ∞

0

t−n/p

(
ˆ t

0

(|∇ f |∗(u))r du

) n
r dt

t

)1/n

+

(

ˆ ∞

0

t1−n/p

(
ˆ ∞

t

(|∇ f |∗(u))p du

) n
p dt

t

)1/n

≈
(

ˆ ∞

0

t−n/p

(
ˆ t

0

(|∇ f |∗(u))r du

) n
r dt

t

)1/n

+





∞
∑

j=−∞
2− j(1−n/p)

( j
∑

l=−∞
(|∇ f |∗(2−l))p2−l

) n
p





1/n

=: I1 + I2.(4.30)

23limp→n+ ‖ f ‖Bn/p
p,n
< ∞ =⇒ f ≡ constant.
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To estimate I1, we can invoke the sharp version of Hardy’s inequality as stated in [21, Lemma 2.1],

I1 ≤
(

p

r

)1/r (ˆ ∞

0

[t(|∇ f |∗(t))r]n/rt−n/p dt

t

)1/n

=

(

1 +
p

n

) 1
p
+ 1

n
(
ˆ ∞

0

(|∇ f |∗(t))n dt

)1/n

≈
(
ˆ ∞

0

(|∇ f |∗(t))n dt

)1/n

= ‖∇ f ‖Ln .(4.31)

On the other hand, I2 can be estimated as follows: use that p > n and change the order of summation so that

I2 ≤





∞
∑

j=−∞
2− j(1−n/p)

j
∑

l=−∞
(|∇ f |∗(2−l))n2−ln/p





1/n

≤





∞
∑

l=−∞
(|∇ f |∗(2−l))n2−ln/p

∞
∑

j=l

2− j(1−n/p)





1/n

≈
(

1 − n

p

)−1/n
( ∞
∑

l=−∞
(|∇ f |∗(2−l))n2−l

)1/n

≈
(

1 − n

p

)−1/n

‖∇ f ‖Ln .(4.32)

Plugging (4.31) and (4.32) into (4.30), we arrive at

‖ f ‖
B

n/p
p,n
.

(

1 − n

p

)−1/n

‖∇ f ‖Ln

and the proof is finished. �

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 Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set and let p ∈ [1,∞). Then, for every ξ ∈ Sn−1 and every f ∈ C1

with support in Ω,

(4.34) ‖ f ‖Lp ≤ c−1
p w(Ω, ξ) ‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp ,

where w(Ω, ξ) is the width of Ω in the direction of ξ and the constant cp depends24 only on p.

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

Theorem 4.35. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set and let s ∈ (0, 1), p, q ∈ [1,∞). Then, for every ξ ∈ Sn−1 and

every f ∈ C1 with support in Ω,

(4.36) ‖ f ‖Lp ≤ C(1 − s)
1
q w(Ω, ξ)s

(
ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t

)

1
q

,

where C can be taken to be25

C =
9

cp

(

q

sq + 1

) 1
q

max

{

1,
cp

3

}1−s

with cp being the constant in Theorem 4.33.

Remark 4.37. Using that ‖∆tξ f ‖Lp ≤ t‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp (cf. (3.15)), we have

((1 − s)q)
1
q w(Ω, ξ)s

(
ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t

)

1
q

≤ w(Ω, ξ) ‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp ,

24cp =

{

2
p

π− πp
sin π

p
(p − 1)

1
p −1
, if p > 1,

2, if p = 1.
25Note that C ≈ Cp,q for s ∈ (0, 1), where Cp,q denotes a constant that depends only on p and q.
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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

lim
s→1−

w(Ω, ξ)s(1 − s)
1
q

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−sq‖∆tξ f ‖qLp

dt

t

) 1
q

= q
− 1

q w(Ω, ξ) ‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp .

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 s1/q 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→ 0+.

Proof of Theorem 4.35. Let Ωξ = {x ∈ Rn : dist (x,Ω) < w(Ω, ξ)}. Note that Ωξ is a bounded open set with
Ω ⊂ Ωξ and

(4.39) w(Ωξ, ξ) ≤ 3w(Ω, ξ).

For every fixed t ∈ (0,w(Ω, ξ)), define

gt(x) =
1

t

ˆ t

0

f (x + uξ) du, x ∈ Rn.

We next show that

(4.40) supp gt ⊂ Ωξ.
Indeed, we will prove that x < Ωξ guarantees x + uξ < Ω for all u ∈ (0,w(Ω, ξ)) (and hence x < supp gt).
Otherwise, if there exists u ∈ (0,w(Ω, ξ)) such that x + uξ ∈ Ω, then |x − (x + uξ)| = u < w(Ω, ξ). In particular,
dist (x,Ω) < w(Ω, ξ) and then x ∈ Ωξ, which is not true. This proves the desired claim (4.40).

We wish to apply (4.34) to f = gt and Ω = Ωξ. Accordingly

cpw(Ωξ, ξ)−1‖gt‖Lp ≤ ‖∇gt · ξ‖Lp ,

and, by (4.39),

(4.41)
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1‖gt‖Lp ≤ ‖∇gt · ξ‖Lp .

Furthermore, basic computations yield that

∇gt(x) · ξ = 1

t

ˆ t

0

∇ f (x + uξ) · ξ du =
1

t

ˆ t

0

d

du
f (x + uξ) du =

∆tξ f (x)

t

and hence

‖∇gt · ξ‖Lp =
‖∆tξ f ‖Lp

t
.

Plugging this into (4.41), we arrive at

(4.42)
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1‖gt‖Lp ≤ ‖∆tξ f ‖Lp

t
.

On the other hand, we can estimate the Lp norm of f − gt via integral Minkowski’s inequality as follows:

(4.43) ‖ f − gt‖Lp =
1

t

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ t

0

( f (·) − f (· + uξ)) du

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

≤ 1

t

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖Lp du.

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

‖ f − gt‖Lp +
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t‖gt‖Lp ≤ 1

t

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖Lp du + ‖∆tξ f ‖Lp .

Therefore

min

{

1,
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t

}

‖ f ‖Lp ≤ min

{

1,
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t

}

(‖ f − gt‖Lp + ‖gt‖Lp)

≤ ‖ f − gt‖Lp +
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t‖gt‖Lp

≤ 1

t

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖Lp du + ‖∆tξ f ‖Lp .(4.44)
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Since ∆tξ f (x) = ∆(t−u)ξ f (x + uξ) + ∆uξ f (x), u ∈ (0, t), we obtain (after a simple change of variables)

‖∆tξ f ‖Lp ≤ ‖∆(t−u)ξ f ‖Lp + ‖∆uξ f ‖Lp .

Integrating the last expression over all u ∈ (0, t), we derive

t‖∆tξ f ‖Lp ≤
ˆ t

0

‖∆(t−u)ξ f ‖Lp du +

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖Lp du = 2

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖Lp du,

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

min

{

1,
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t

}

‖ f ‖Lp ≤ 3

t

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖Lp du

and, using Hölder’s inequality with exponent q,

(4.45) min

{

1,
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t

}

‖ f ‖Lp ≤ 3

(

1

t

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖qLp du

)
1
q

for every t ∈ (0,w(Ω, ξ)).

If we multiply both sides of (4.45) by t−s and then apply Lq((0,w(Ω, ξ); dt
t

) norms, we achieve

(4.46)

(
ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

t−sq min

{

1,
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t

}q
dt

t

) 1
q

‖ f ‖Lp ≤ 3

(
ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

t−sq−1

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖qLp du
dt

t

) 1
q

.

On the one hand, the right-hand side can be computed by using Fubini’s theorem:
ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

t−sq−1

ˆ t

0

‖∆uξ f ‖qLp du
dt

t
=

ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

‖∆uξ f ‖qLp

ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

u

t−sq−1 dt

t
du

≤ 1

sq + 1

ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

u−sq‖∆uξ f ‖qLp

du

u
.(4.47)

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

ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

t−sq min

{

1,
cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1t

}q
dt

t
≥
(

cp

3
w(Ω, ξ)−1

)q ˆ min{1, 3
cp
}w(Ω,ξ)

0

t(1−s)q dt

t

=

(

cp

3

)q

((1 − s)q)−1 min

{

1,
3

cp

}(1−s)q

w(Ω, ξ)−sq.(4.48)

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

‖ f ‖Lp ≤ 9

cp

(

(1 − s)q

sq + 1

) 1
q

max

{

1,
cp

3

}1−s

w(Ω, ξ)s

(
ˆ w(Ω,ξ)

0

u−sq‖∆uξ f ‖qLp

du

u

) 1
q

.

�

5. Affine fractionalMoser–Trudinger inequalities

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

(5.1) ω−1/r
n |Π∗,n/rr,n f⋆|1/r‖ f⋆‖

B
n/r
r,n
= ‖ f⋆‖

B
n/r

r,n;Π
∗,n/r
r,n f⋆

≤ 4

(

2n + 1
n
r
+ 1

)1/n

.

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

(5.2) ‖ f ‖Lq = ‖ f⋆‖Lq ≤ cn|supp f |1/qq1/n′
(

1 − n

r

)1/n

‖ f⋆‖
B

n/r
r,n
.

Putting together (5.1) and (5.2),

‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) ≤ cn|supp f |1/qq1/n′
(

1 − n

r

)1/n
4

(

2n + 1
n
r
+ 1

)
1
n

ω
1
r
n |Π∗,n/rr,n f⋆|− 1

r .
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Note that
(

2n+1
n
r
+1

) 1
n ≤ 4 and then the previous estimate gives

(5.3) ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) ≤ cn|supp f |1/qq1/n′
(

1 − n

r

)1/n
ω1/r

n |Π∗,n/rr,n f⋆|−1/r .

Since n < r, we can apply Theorem 3.53:

|Π∗,n/rr,n f⋆|−1/r ≤ 4(2n + 1)1/n |Π∗,n/rr,n f |−1/r .

Plugging this into (5.3), we have

(5.4) ‖ f ‖Lq(Rn) ≤ cn|supp f |1/qq1/n′
(

1 − n

r

)1/n

ω1/r
n |Π∗,n/rr,n f |−1/r.

Let λ > 1. Using the series development of the exponential function, it follows from (5.4) with q = kn′ that

1

|supp f |

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
cn(n′λe)1/n′ ω

1/r
n (1 − n

r
)1/n|Π∗,n/rr,n f |−1/r

)n′

− 1

]

dx

=
1

|supp f |

∞
∑

k=1

1

k!(n′λe)k

ˆ

Rn

(

| f (x)|
cnω

1/r
n (1 − n

r
)1/n|Π∗,n/rr,n f |−1/r

)kn′

dx

≤
∞
∑

k=1

1

k!

(

k

λe

)k

.

Note that the last series is convergent using Stirling’s formula k! =
√

2πk
(

k
e

)k(
1 + O

(

1
k

))

. �

Proof of Theorem 1.10. According to the comparison result of Huang and Li [18, Theorem 1.2]: Given f ∈ W1
n

there exists Tn ∈ SL(n) and a constant cn, which depends only on n, satisfying

(5.5) cn ‖∇( f ◦ Tn)‖Ln ≤ |Π∗n f |−1/n.

On the other hand, applying Theorem 4.24 with f ◦ Tn, we have

(5.6)

(

1 − n

r

)1/n

‖ f ◦ Tn‖Bn/r
r,n
. ‖∇( f ◦ Tn)‖Ln .

From (3.47), (5.6) and (5.5),

(5.7) Gr( f ◦ Tn) . ‖∇( f ◦ Tn)‖Ln . |Π∗n f |−1/n.

Furthermore, in light of (3.45), the left-hand side of (5.7) coincides with Gr( 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 ⊂ Ω = B(0,R) for some R > 0. It follows from Theorem 4.35 and Hölder’s inequality that

[(

1 − n

r

)
ˆ ∞

0

t−
n2

r ‖∆tξ f ‖nLr

dt

t

] r
n

& w(Ω, ξ)−n‖ f ‖rLr

≥ w(Ω, ξ)−n|Ω|
(

‖ f ‖Ln

|Ω| 1n

)r

≥ w(Ω, ξ)−n|Ω|min{1, A}nAn,

where A =
‖ f ‖Ln

|Ω|1/n . In particular

inf
r∈(n,2n)

[(

1 − n

r

)
ˆ ∞

0

t−
n2

r ‖∆tξ f ‖nLr

dt

t

] r
n

& w(Ω, ξ)−n|Ω|min{1, A}nAn,

and hence

sup
ξ∈Sn−1

sup
r∈(n,2n)

(

1 − n

r

)− r
n

‖ξ‖−n

Π
∗, nr
r,n f
= sup

ξ∈Sn−1

sup
r∈(n,2n)

[(

1 − n

r

)
ˆ ∞

0

t−
n2

r ‖∆tξ f ‖nLr

dt

t

]− r
n

.
1

|Ω|

(

diam Ω

min{1, A}A

)n

.(5.8)
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Since (cf. (2.1))

Gr( f )−r =
1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

(

1 − n

r

)− r
n

‖ξ‖−n

Π
∗, nr
r,n f

dξ

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

lim
r→n+

Gr( f )−r =
1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

lim
r→n+

(

1 − n

r

)− r
n

‖ξ‖−n

Π
∗, nr
r,n f

dξ =

ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n
Π∗n f dξ = n|Π∗n f |.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.15. The assertion (i) is a simple consequence of (1.11).

(ii): Let x ∈ Rn. Then

(5.9) sup
r∈(n,2n)

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1

]

= exp

[

| f (x)|
β

sup
r∈(n,2n)

ω−1/r
n Gr( f )−1

]n′

− 1.

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

Gr( f )−r ≤ 1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

sup
r∈(n,2n)

(

1 − n

r

)− r
n

‖ξ‖−n

Π
∗, nr
r,n f

dξ

. sup
ξ∈Sn−1

sup
r∈(n,2n)

(

1 − n

r

)− r
n

‖ξ‖−n

Π
∗, nr
r,n f
.

1

|Ω|

(

diam Ω

min{1, A}A

)n

.

Putting this into (5.9), there exists a positive constant λ = λ(‖ f ‖Ln , n,Ω), which depends on ‖ f ‖Ln , n and Ω, such
that

sup
r∈(n,2n)

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1

]

. exp(λ| f (x)|)n′ − 1,

from which we derive that supr∈(n,2n)

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1
]

∈ L1 (recall that f ∈ C(Ω)). Therefore an applica-

tion of the dominated convergence theorem together with the limit formula (1.12) yield

lim
r→n+

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/r
n Gr( f )

)n′

− 1

]

dx =

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

| f (x)|
βω

1/n
n n−1/n|Π∗n f |−1/n

)n′

− 1

]

dx.

�

6. Proof of Theorem 1.17

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

nω
1+ n

r
n

∣

∣Π
∗, n

r
r,n f

∣

∣

− n
r ≤ cn‖ f ‖n

B
n
r
r,n

.

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.

Let e ∈ Sn−1 and (cf. (1.1))

(6.1) γn,r =

(

αn,r

(n + r)ωn

)1/r

.

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

(6.2) lim
r→n+

(

1 − n

r

) 1
n

‖ f ‖
B

n
r
r,n

=
γn

n
1
n

‖∇ f ‖Ln ,

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

g(t, ε) = ω( f , t)r(ε) =

(

1

tnωn

ˆ

|h|<t

‖∆h f ‖r(ε)
Lr(ε) dh

) 1
r(ε)

,
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where limε→0+ r(ε) = n. More precisely, since ‖∆h f ‖Lr(ε) ≤ |h| ‖∇ f ‖Lr(ε) (apply the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to
(3.15)), we have

ω( f , t)r(ε)

t
≤
(

cn

r(ε) + n

) 1
r(ε)

‖∇ f ‖Lr(ε) ,

which yields

(6.3) lim sup
ε→0+

sup
t∈(0,∞)

ω( f , t)r(ε)

t
≤
(

cn

2n

) 1
n

‖∇ f ‖Ln < ∞.

Furthermore, we claim that

(6.4) lim
t→0+

(

1

tn+rωn

ˆ

|h|<t

‖∆h f ‖rLr dh

)
1
r

= γn,r ‖∇ f ‖Lr

uniformly with respect to r ∈ [1,∞). 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 ⊂ B(0,R) for some R > 0 and t ∈ (0,R). Let L be the Lipschitz
constant of ∇ f . Then, for every x ∈ Rn and |h| < t,

(6.5) |∆h f (x) − ∇ f (x) · h| ≤ |h|
ˆ 1

0

|∇ f (x + sh) − ∇ f (x)| ds ≤ L

2
|h|21B(0,2R)(x).

In addition, using the definition of γn,r (cf. (6.1)), we find that, for any t > 0,

γn,r‖∇ f ‖Lr =

(

1

tn+rωn

ˆ

|h|<t

‖∇ f · h‖pLr dh

)1/r

.

From this and (6.5), we derive
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

1

tn+rωn

ˆ

|h|<t

‖∆h f ‖rLr dh

)1/r

− γn,r‖∇ f ‖Lr

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(

1

tn+rωn

ˆ

|h|<t

‖∆h f − ∇ f · h‖rLr dh

)1/r

≤ L|B(0, 2R)|1/r
2

(

1

tn+rωn

ˆ

|h|<t

|h|2r dh

)1/r

=
L

2

(

n|B(0, 2R)|
2r + n

)1/r

t.

Then, taking into account that (n|B(0,2R)|
2r+n

)1/r ≈ 1 uniformly with respect to r ∈ [1,∞), we arrive at the desired
assertion (6.4).

It follows from (6.4) (applied to r = r(ε)) that
∣

∣

∣

g(t, ε)

t
− γn‖∇ f ‖Ln

∣

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣

∣

g(t, ε)

t
− γn,r(ε)‖∇ f ‖Lr(ε)

∣

∣

∣ + |γn,r(ε)‖∇ f ‖Lr(ε) − γn‖∇ f ‖Ln | → 0

as t, ε→ 0+, i.e.,

(6.6) lim
t,ε→0+

g(t, ε)

t
= γn‖∇ f ‖Ln .

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

lim
ε→0

ˆ ∞

0

(

g(t, ε)

t

)n

ρε(t) dt = γn
n‖∇ f ‖nLn ,

where ρε(t) = n(1 − n
r(ε))t

n(1− n
r(ε) )−1

1(0,1)(t). This can be expressed as

lim
ε→0

(

1 − n

r(ε)

)
ˆ 1

0

[t−
n

r(ε)ω( f , t)r(ε)]
n dt

t
=
γn

n

n
‖∇ f ‖nLn .

In particular, since ω( f , t)r(ε) . ‖ f ‖Lr(ε) ,

lim
ε→0

(

1 − n

r(ε)

)
ˆ ∞

0

[t−
n

r(ε)ω( f , t)r(ε)]
n dt

t
=
γn

n

n
‖∇ f ‖nLn ,

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

ω( f , λt)r ≤ 4(2n + 1)1/r(1 + λ)ω( f , t)r for λ, t > 0.

In particular, taking λ = t−1 in the previous estimate, we have, for every r > n,

‖ f ‖
B

n
r
r,n

≥
(
ˆ 1

0

[

t1− n
r
ω( f , t)r

t

]n
dt

t

)1/n

≥ ω( f , 1)p

8(2n + 1)1/n

(
ˆ 1

0

t(1− n
r
)n dt

t

)1/n

=

(

1 − n

r

)−1/n ω( f , 1)r

8[n(2n + 1)]1/n
≥
(

1 − n

r

)−1/n

|B(0,R + 1)|−
1
n

ω( f , 1)n

8[n(2n + 1)]1/n
,

where we have used Hölder’s inequality in the last step. As a byproduct, for every x ∈ Rn,

sup
r>n

exp

(

cn

| f (x)|
(1 − n

r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′

= exp

(

cn

| f (x)|
infr>n(1 − n

r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′

≤ exp

(

c̃n |B(0,R + 1)|1/n | f (x)|
ω( f , 1)n

)n′

,

with
ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

c̃n |B(0,R + 1)|1/n | f (x)|
ω( f , 1)n

)n′

− 1

]

dx < ∞.

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

lim
r→n+

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

cn

| f (x)|
(1 − n

r
)1/n‖ f ‖

B
n/r
r,n

)n′

− 1

]

dx =

ˆ

Rn

[

exp

(

n1/ncn

γn

| f (x)|
‖∇ f ‖Ln

)n′

− 1

]

dx.

The proof of (1.20) is finished. �

7. Proof 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 n

p
< s0 < s < 1, then

(7.1) ‖ f ‖
B

s− n
p

∞,p
≤ C(1 − s)1/p‖ f ‖W s,p ,

where C is independent of f and s.

Let u > 0. We have

‖ f ‖
B

s− n
p

∞,p
≥
(
ˆ ∞

u

[t−s+ n
pω( f , t)∞]p dt

t

)1/p

≥ ω( f , u)∞

(
ˆ ∞

u

t−sp+n dt

t

)1/p

= (sp − n)−
1
pω( f , u)∞u

−s+ n
p .

In particular, taking u = |supp f |1/n, we get

(7.2) ω( f , |supp f |1/n)∞ ≤ (sp − n)
1
p |supp f |

s
n
− 1

p ‖ f ‖
B

s− n
p

∞,p
.

Next we check that

(7.3) ‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ cnω( f , |supp f |1/n)∞.

Given any x ∈ supp f , we choose r ∈ (0,∞) such that |B(x, r)| = |supp f | (i.e., ωnrn = |supp f |). Then either
B(x, r)\supp f , Ø or supp f = B(x, r) ∪ N with |N| = 0. Assume first that there exists y ∈ B(x, r)\supp f , then

| f (x)| = | f (x) − f (y)| ≤ ω( f , r)∞ ≤
(

1 +
1

ω
1/n
n

)

ω( f , |supp f |1/n)∞.

On the other hand, if supp f = B(x, r) ∪ 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),

‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ cn (p − n)
1
p |supp f |

s
n
− 1

p ‖ f ‖
B

s− n
p

∞,p
,
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and combining this with (7.1), we achieve

‖ f ‖L∞ . (1 − s)
1
p |supp f |

s
n
− 1

p ‖ f ‖W s,p .

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 = q) that

‖ f ‖L∞ . (1 − s)
1
p |supp f |

s
n
− 1

p |Π∗,sp f⋆|−
s
n ≤ (1 − s)

1
p |supp f |

s
n
− 1

p |Π∗,sp f |−
s
n .

This proves the desired estimate (1.22).

Let ξ ∈ Sn−1. From (3.15), we derive

‖ξ‖ps

Π
∗,s
p f
=

ˆ ∞

0

t−ps−1‖∆tξ f ‖pLp dt ≤
ˆ ∞

0

t−ps−1 min{2‖ f ‖Lp , t‖∇ f · ξ‖Lp}p dt

=

(
ˆ

2‖ f ‖Lp

‖∇ f ·ξ‖Lp

0

tp(1−s)−1 dt

)

‖∇ f · ξ‖pLp + 2p

(
ˆ ∞

2‖ f ‖Lp

‖∇ f ·ξ‖Lp

t−ps−1 dt

)

‖ f ‖pLp

=
2p(1−s)

ps(1 − s)
‖ f ‖p(1−s)

Lp ‖∇ f · ξ‖ps
Lp =

2p(1−s)

ps(1 − s)
‖ f ‖p(1−s)

Lp ‖ξ‖ps
Π∗p f .

Therefore

|Π∗,sp f | = 1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n
Π
∗,s
p f

dξ & (s(1 − s))
n
sp ‖ f ‖−

(1−s)n
s

Lp

1

n

ˆ

Sn−1

‖ξ‖−n
Π∗p f dξ = (s(1 − s))

n
sp ‖ f ‖−

(1−s)n
s

Lp |Π∗p f |.

This yields (recall that f ∈ W s,p ⊂ L∞)

|Π∗,sp f |−
s
n . (s(1 − s))−

1
p ‖ f ‖1−s

Lp |Π∗p f |−
s
n ≤ (s(1 − s))−

1
p |supp f |

1−s
p ‖ f ‖1−s

L∞ |Π∗p f |−
s
n .

Inserting (CLYZM) in the last estimate, we find

|Π∗,sp f |− s
n . (s(1 − s))−

1
p |supp f | 1−s

n |Π∗p f |− 1
n ,

i.e., (1.23) holds.

The relation (1.24) is an immediate application of (1.5). �
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