arXiv:2004.08481v1 [math.AP] 17 Apr 2020

An optimal pointwise Morrey-Sobolev inequality

Grey Ercole® and Gilberto A. Pereira”

& Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais, Belo Horizonte, MG, 30.123-970, Brazil
grey@mat.ufmg.br
b Universidade Federal de Ouro Preto, Ouro Preto, MG, 35.400-000, Brazil.
gilberto.pereira@ufop.edu.br

April 21, 2020

Abstract
Let Q be a bounded, smooth domain of RV, N > 1. For each p > N we study the
optimal function s = s, in the pointwise inequality

[0(@)] < s(2) |V0ll oy V¥ (@,0) € 0 x WyP(Q).

We show that s, € C’g A=(N/p) (Q) and that s, converges pointwise to the distance function
to the boundary, as p — co. Moreover, we prove that if (2 is convex, then s, is concave and
has a unique maximum point.
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1 Introduction

The well-known Morrey’s inequality in RY states that if p > N then

P

lv(z) —v(y)| < Cpn |z — y|1_(N/p) (/ |Vv|pd:c) ., Vz,yeRY and ve Wl’p(RN), (1)
]RN

where C), y is a positive constant depending only on p and N, whose optimal value is still unknown
for N > 2.

For N =1 the optimal constant C,; in (IJ) is known to be 1 and, for N > 2, expressions that
appear in standard proofs of () are

2pN C(N) (p—1\ 7
Cp,N:m and  Cpn = &) ( ) ) (2)
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where C'(N) is a constant depending only on N and wy is the N-dimensional volume of the unit
ball.

Now, let  be a bounded, smooth domain of RV and let dq denote the distance function to
the boundary 0f2, that is,

do(z) = inHan lz—y|, xel

Taking an arbitrary y € 0f2 in () one arrives at the following pointwise inequality
[v(@)] < Cp (da(@)' =P V|,V (z,0) € Qx WGP (Q), (3)

where, for N < p < oo, ||-||,, stands for the standard norm of LP(€2) (a notation that will be kept
throughout the paper).

Note that (dg)' "7 € 0871‘(””’ (Q), the space of the functions that vanish on the boundary
0§ and are (1 — (IN/p))-Holder continuous in 2.
Passing to the maximum values in (3] we arrive at the well-known Morrey-Sobolev inequality

ol < Cowa VoIl Yo e WyP(Q), (4)

where the constant C), y o depends only on p, N and (2.
In this paper we study the function

@) im { sup {[o(2)]/ IVl -0 € WSH@\{0}} if @ €0 5
0 if x e 09,

which is the optimal function in the pointwise (version of) Morrey-Sobolev inequality
[o(@)] < s(2) [[Voll,, ¥ (z,0) € Qx WP(Q). (6)

Clearly, s, satisfies (@) and if s : Q — [0, 00) satisfies (@), then s, < s pointwise in Q. This
fact and (B]) imply that

0 < sp(z) < Cpy (do(2)" NP vaeq, (7)

for every constant C, y satisfying (). Therefore, s, is continuous at the boundary points.

In Section [ (see Theorem [Z5]) we show that for each x € Q given, there exists a (unique)
function u, € W, (Q) that is positive in 2, assumes the maximum value 1 uniquely at z and
satisfies

sp(@) = (V) (8)

Using these facts and ([7) we prove that s, € Cg’lf(N/ 2 Q).
We emphasize that, actually (see Remark 2.7),

sp(x) = (Gp(z;z)) 7 and  wu,(y) = 7) Yy €,



where G(+; z) denotes the Green function of the p-Laplacian in © with pole at .
Alternatively, as it can be noticed from [5],

sp(x) = (cap,({z},9)) >

for each x € ), where
cap,({z},Q) := inf{”VuHi cu e WeP(Q)NCe(Q), wuz) > 1}

denotes the p-capacity of the punctured domain Q \ {x}. Hence, as consequence of (8]), u, is the
p-capacitary function corresponding to cap,({z}, ().

Still in Section 2] (see Corollary 2.8]), we derive an explicit expression of s, for the unidimen-
sional case, where () is an interval. We also argue that in the case where {2 is a multidimensional
ball the function s, is radially symmetric and radially decreasing. Even though, it seems to
be very difficult to derive an explicit expression for s, in this case. We recall that an explicit
expression for the Green function of the p-Laplacian for a ball is not available if p > 2.

In Section [ (see Proposition B.2]) we prove that

lim s,(z) = do(z), Vaze.

p—0o0
Moreover, for each = € € we show that the function u, satisfying (8) converges uniformly, as
p — 00, to a function us, € WH*(2) N Cy(Q) that is infinity harmonic in the punctured domain
Q\ {z} (see Theorem [B.4)).

In Section [l (see Theorem [A.2)), we prove that if 2 is convex, then the function s, is concave
and has a unique maximum point. The concavity proof is adapted from arguments developed by
Hynd and Lindgren [4]. The uniqueness of the maximum point is a direct consequence of their
main result: the extremal functions for the Morrey-Sobolev inequality (@) are scalar multiple of
each other and achieve the maximum value uniquely at a same point.

2 The optimal function

In this section,  is a bounded, smooth domain of R and p > N > 1. For each = € € we define
My(a) = {v € WP(Q) : o(@)] = ol = 1}

and

ppla) i= min_[[V]3. (9)

We recall that the Dirac Delta distribution 4, is the linear functional defined by

(00, 8) = d(x), Vo€ W,P(Q).

Actually, by virtue of (@), d, belongs to the dual of W,"(2), commonly denoted by W=7 (Q),
(1/p)+(1/p) = 1.



Proposition 2.1 Let x € Q be fized. There exists v € M,(x) such that
po() = [Vl (10)

Proof. Let {v,} C M,(z) be such that |Vv,|[l — p,(z). As W,y (Q) is reflexive and compactly

embedded in C(€2) we can assume, without loss of generality, that
v, = v weaklyinW,?(Q) and v, — v uniformlyinC(Q),

for some v € WyP(Q) N C(Q). As |Jvall, = |va(x)| = 1, the uniform convergence implies that
v € M,(z). Hence, (I0) follows since the weak convergence yields

() < | Voll2 < liminf [V 2 = oy ().
| ]

Proposition 2.2 Let x € Q be fized and let u, € Wol’p(Q) be the only weak solution of the

Dirichlet problem
—Apyu = py(r)d, inQ
{ u = 0 on 0f). (11)

Then, u, € My(x), is strictly positive in €2, attains its mazimum value only at x and
pp(x) = [V Iy -

Proof. The existence and the uniqueness of u, follow from the bijectivity of the duality mapping
(see [2]) from WP(Q) into W, **' () given by

u = (=D, @) = [ |VulP 2 Vu - Veda.

Thus, since ()5, € W1 (), there exists a unique function u, € Wy () satisfying

/Q V"2V, - Vody = py(2)b(x), ¥ € Wor (), (12)

which means that w, is the only weak solution of ({ITJ).

Taking an arbitrary nonnegative test function ¢ in (I2) we conclude, by the weak comparison
principle, that u, > 0 in Q. Since p,(x) > 0, the identity (I2) also guarantees that u, is not the
null function. Using ¢ = u, in (I2)) we obtain

pp()up () = ([ V][ (13)

Moreover, considering in ([I2]) an arbitrary test function ¢ supported in the punctured domain
Q\ {z} we can see that u, is p-harmonic in this domain (i.e. Ayu, =0 in Q\ {2} in the weak
sense). It follows that the minimum and maximum values of u, are necessarily attained on the
boundary 9Q U {z} of (2 \ {z}) (see [9]). Consequently (recalling that u, = 0 on 0f),

0 <up(y) <up@) = llwpll, Yy eQ\{z}.
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Combining ([I3)) with the definition of ju,(z) in (@) and observing that w,/ ||u,|| ., € Mp(x) we
arrive at

V|, (o) < V|,
up(7) T Nl
from which follows that |ju,|| < 1.
Now, let v € M, (x) such that u,(x) = HVUHﬁ (the existence of v comes from the previous

proposition). As [v| € M,(z) and ||V |[v]||, = [[Vv]|, = p,(x) we can take ¢ = |v] in (I2]) and use
Holder inequality to find

Z/QIV%IP2 Vi, - Vol dy < [V |} 1V [olll, = [Vaplly ™ (@) (14)

Consequently,
pp(x) < IVl

an inequality that, in view of (I3)), implies that u,(x) > 1. It follows that ||u,| =1 (recall that
|up|| . = up(x) and ||u,|| . < 1). This shows that u, € My(x) and, in view of (I3), yields

po(@) = [V, -

Hence, Holder’s inequality in (I4]) becomes an equality and this implies that u, = |v|. As u, > 0
in 2, we conclude that v does not change sign in €2, so that either v = u, or v = —u,. =
In the sequel, s, denotes the best function in the pointwise inequality (@), defined by (&).

Corollary 2.3 One has
sp(x) = (p(x)) "7, Voeq.

Proof. Let u, € M,(x) given by Proposition 22 and take and arbitrary v € W, *(€)\ {0} . We
have, by Holder inequality,

pp() [0(2)] = |pp ()0 ()|
= ‘/ﬂ V"™ Vi, - Vody| < [V ly " [ Voll, = (p(2)) 7 [Vl

It follows that (u,(z))~Y/? > |v(x)| / [Vol|,, . The arbitrariness of v and (E) imply that (pp(2)) =P >

sp().
Recalling that (p,(x )) Up = |u,(z)| / IV, ||, and that |u,(z)| /[[Vuy,ll, < sp(z) we conclude
R

that s,(z) = (up(7)

Corollary 2.4 One has

[sp(2) = sp(y)| < Cpy & =y, Vay e, (15)

for every constant C,, y satisfying (). Consequently, s, € Cg’l‘(N/p) Q).



Proof. Obviously, (I5) implies that s, € Cy*'~ NP)(©)). So, let us prove (IH).
Let 2,y € Q. If y € 99, then (7)) yields

|sp(2) = $p(y)| = sp(a) < Cpv (dﬂ(l‘))li(N/p) <Cpnlzx— y|17(N/p) )

Likewise, (I5]) holds if x € 9f.
Now, we assume that z,y € Q. Let u € Wol’p(Q) be a positive function such that

u(z) = sp() [[Vull,
(take u a positive multiple of the function u, € M, (z) given by Proposition 2.2)). As

u(y) < sp(y) [Vull,

we have, in view of (),
(sp(2) = sp()) IV, < u(x) = uly) < [u(z) —uly)] < Cpn |z —y|"™ 7 | Vull|,.

Analogously, by taking a function v € W'Ol’p(Q) such that v(y) = 5,(y) HV“Hp e arrive at the
inequality Wi
— 1—(N
sp(y) — sp(x) < Cp |z —y|' VP

completing thus the proof. m
We summarize the main results above in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5 Let x € Q) be fized and let u, € Wol’p(Q) be the only weak solution of

—Ayu = (sp(x))7Pd, inQ
{ u = 0 on 0. (16)

Then, u, € My(x), is strictly positive in Q, attains its mazimum value only at x, and
sp() = (V)™
Moreover,
(a) v(z)| < 5p(2) [[Vll,, ¥ (z,v) €Qx WyP();
(b) lv(z)] = sp(x) Vv, if, and only if, v is a scalar multiple of uy;

(c) s, € Co'~MP(Q).



Proposition 2.6 Let z € Q, u € W,"(Q) and pn > 0 be such that

—Apu = pd, inQ
u = 0 on 0f).

If u(x) =1 then,
u=u, and = (5,(2)7,

where u, denotes the only solution of (10).

Proof. Since ||[Vull) = p and s,(z) = (HVupHp)_l, Holder’s inequality yields

p= pup(r) = /Q VulP ™ V- Vudy < [[Vulll™ [ Vull, = 47 (sp(2)) 7",
so that p'/P < (s,(x))~!. Using this and recalling that u(z) = 1 we have
1= u(2) < s5,(@) IVall, = s, (@)a? < 1,
Therefore, p1 = (s,(x))~? and, by uniqueness, u = u,. ®
Remark 2.7 For each x € Q let G,(-; ) denote the Green function of the p-Laplacian in Q with

pole at x. That is, G,(-;x) is the (only) solution of

-Apju = 6, inQ
u = 0 ondQ,

where 0, denotes the Dirac delta distribution supported at x. Since Gp(x;x)/Gp(z;x) =1 and
—Ap(G,(12)/Gp(w; 7)) = Gplw; 7)) 770,

an immediate consequence of Proposition[2.0 is that

sp(2) = (Gplw:2)) 7 and wy(y) = 2270 WyeQ.

In the unidimensional case, s, and wu, are given by explicit expressions, as the following
corollary shows.

Corollary 2.8 Let p> N =1 and Q = (a,b). For each x € (a,b) one has

sp(@) = (& —a)' P+ (b—2)'7) 77 (17)
e -a)e—a)' if a<y<
up(y) = { b b2t i r<y<b (18)



Proof. Let p be the right-hand side of (I7) raised to —p, that is,
b= (=) + (b —2)7)

Let u be expressed by the right-hand side of (I8). Clearly, > 0 and u(z) = 1.
For ¢ € Wy ((a,b)) given, we have

/ WPl gy = / (oo ey - [ (b )y

a (x —a)t /(bdy— —x) /(bdy

=((@=a)""+(b—2)""") ¢(x)

Thus, according to Proposition 2.6], 1 = (s,(z))™” and v = u,. =

(Note that s, is symmetric with respect to T := (a + b)/2 . It is also simple to check that s,
is concave.)

We end this section with some remarks on the case where 2 = Br(0), the N-dimensional ball
(N > 2) centered at the origin with radius R. In this case, the function x +— s,(x) is radially
symmetric: s,(z) = s,(y) whenever |z| = |y|. Indeed, by using an orthogonal change of variable
one can see that the only positive maximizer of s,(x) in M, (x) is a rotation of the only positive
maximizer of s,(y) in M, (y). Note that the function wu, corresponding to x # 0 cannot be radial
since z is its unique maximum point.

On the other hand, w, is radial when z = 0. By the way,

<O>_R1 (N/p) p—1 5w d (y)=1 (||/R)% Vy € Br(0)
=y o) e ww =il o

since the best constant in the Morrey-Sobolev inequality (4) for Br(0) is given by the first
expression above and its corresponding extremal functions are scalar multiples of the function
given by the second expression above (see [3] [9]).

As consequence of Theorem (Section M), the function s, is concave and assumes its max-
imum value uniquely at 0. Hence, we conclude that s, is radially decreasing.

Even knowing these properties of s, it seems to be very difficult to compute this function
explicitly (at x # 0). Note that the Green function G, of the p-Laplacian for a ball is not known
if p> 2.

3 Asymptotics as p — oo

An immediate lower bound to the function s, comes from its definition (Bl), by taking v = dg
(and recalling that |Vdg| =1 in Q):

do(z)|Q] 77 < s,(z), Vel (19)



Lemma 3.1 For each fized x € Q, the function p — s,(x) |Q|% is nonincreasing and

do(z) < s(x) := lim s,(z) = inf s,(x) |Q|% . (20)

p—ro0 q>N

Proof. Let N < p; < py. For i € {1,2} let u; € M,,(x) be such that

pi
pi°

ppi(7) = ||V
Since My, (x) C M,, (z) we obtain, by Hélder’s inequality,

1-2 1_P1

b () < (Va2 < ([ Va2 19772 = (g ()72 Q)52
This means that
1 -1 1 -1 1 1
S () Q72 = (1, (2)) 772 1QIYP2 < (i, (2) 7P QIYP = 5, () | VP

It follows that
. 1/p . 1/q
i s, ()91 = i 5, () 0]
Hence, since s,(z) = (s,(z) [2]"?) ||/, the limit s(z) in [0) exists and coincides with the
above limit. The first inequality in (20)) then follows by letting p — oo in (1I9). =
The next result shows that the inequality in (20) is, in fact, an equality.

Proposition 3.2 Let x € Q be fized and, for each p > N, let u, € M,(x) be the positive function

such that s,(x) = (||Vup||p)_1. We claim that every sequence {tup, }, .y, with p, — 0o, admits a

subsequence {upnj} converging uniformly to a nonnegative function us € WH(Q) N Cy(Q)
jEN
such that
Uoo(?) = ol =1 and ||Vl = (da(z))

Moreover,
lim s,(z) = do(z), Vze. (21)

pP—00

Proof. Let {p,},cy C (IV,00) be such that p, — oo and fix r > N. There exists ny > N such
that p, > r for every n > ng. Hence, by Holder’s inequality and (20,

11 _ —1/pn r
IV, I, < 1V, l,,, 17777 = (s, (2) QTP QY ¥n> ng, (22)

That is, {up, },,5,, 13 bounded in Wy ().

Therefore, we can assume (passing to a subsequence if necessary) that u,, converges to a
nonnegative function us,, € Wy (Q) N C(Q) uniformly in C(Q) and weakly in W, (). The
uniform convergence implies that ue(7) = |[tueol|,, = 1 (recall that ||u,, ||, = up,(z) = 1, since
up, € S, (x)) whereas the weak convergence and (22) yield

[Vl < liminf [V, |, < (2" (s(2)) (23)

9



Moreover, using Morrey’s inequality ([{I) with the first expression in (), we obtain in sequence

2Np,

1—(N,
2Np, _ _
= o)y =, vyzeD

and _
oo (y) = Uoo(2)| < 2N(s(2)) ' |y — 2|, Vy,zeq.

It follows that us, € W1*°(2) N Cy(Q), so that its Lipschitz constant is || V||, -
The arbitrariness of > N allows us to let r — oo in (23] to conclude that

IVl = lim || Vo], < lim |97 (s(2) ™" = (s(2)) ™" (24)
T—00 T—00
Now, picking y € 02 such that do(z) = |z — y|, we obtain from (24))

1= toe(2) = oo () = Uso(y) < [[Vtec|l oo |2 =yl = [[Vus|l o da(z) < da(z)(s(x)) ™ < 1,

from which follows that s(z) = do(z) = (||Vue|)"' =

Remark 3.3 It is known that dg is concave whenever €2 is conver. This fact can be proved

directly, but it also follows from Theorem[{.9 (Section[{)) and (21).

Following step by step the proof of Theorem 3.11 of [3] we can show that u., is a viscosity

solution of
Asu = 0 inQ\ {z} (25)
u = dgo/do(r) ondQQU{z},

where

N
Agu = Z U Uy Uz,
ij=1
is the infinity Laplacian operator. (We refer to [§] to the concept of viscosity solution.)
It turns out that (25)) has a unique viscosity solution u € C(2). This uniqueness result follows
from the comparison principle for the co-harmonic equation in the domain Q \ {z}, which can
be quoted from [, [6].

Therefore, uo is the uniform limit of the family {u,} .y, as p — oo (which means: u,, — us

SN
uniformly in Q, for any sequence {u,, } with p, — 00). Actually, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4 Let x € Q be fived and, for each p > N, let u, € M,(z) be the positive function
such that s,(z) = (V)" The function u € Co(Q) NWE=(Q) is the uniform limit in Q of
the family {u,}, as p — oco. Moreover, uy, is strictly positive in ), attains its mazimum value 1
uniquely at x and is the only viscosity solution of (23).

10



Proof. Since uy(z) =1 > 0 and us = 0 on 0f, the strict positiveness of uy, in 2\ {z} follows
from the Harnack’s inequality for the oo-harmonic equation in balls contained in Q \ {z}, as
proved in [10].

To prove that u., attains its maximum value 1 uniquely at x we apply the comparison principle
for the oo-harmonic equation by using the function

o(y)=1-m'y—z|, yeQ

where m := max {|y — x| : y € 00} .
In fact, as it is easy to check, A, ov = 01in Q\ {z} and us < v on I(Q\ {z}) = {z} U .

Therefore, since Ay s = 01in Q \ {2} the comparison principle yields

Uss(y) Sv(y)=1—-m 'y —z| <1=uxlly, VyeQ\{z}.
||

Remark 3.5 When Q is convez u, is nondecreasing with respect to p in Q\ {x} (see [5, Lemma
2.4]): if N < p1 < pa then upy, (y) < up,(y) for ally € Q\{x}. Thus, in this case, the convergence
of u, = us is also monotone.

As for the unidimensional case, we observe from (I8) that u, = 1. So, we can verify directly
that At = 0 in (a, o) U (20, b).

4 Concavity

In this section we assume that €2 is convex and, based on the arguments developed in Section 4
of [4], we show that the function s, is concave. The case N = 1 follows from a simple analysis of
the expression [I7l So, we consider p > N > 2 in this section.

Remark 4.1 As we are assuming that Q) is convez, for each v € $2 the punctured domain
Q\ {z} fits in the definition of convex ring considered by Lewis in [7]. As mentioned in the
Introduction, the positive minimizer u, of p,(x) on My(z), given by Proposition [21, is the p-
capacitary function of Q\{z}. Thus, according to Theorem 1 of [7], u, is real analytic in Q\ {x}
and |Vuy,| # 0 in this domain. Moreover (see Proposition 2.8 and Remark 2.9 of [4))

1 1
- Jup(y) — 1 p—1 (pp(z)\ 7T . =l fp(z) \ 7T
1 — d lim|V — T = .

Theorem 4.2 If Q is a bounded, convex domain of RN, then the function s, is concave in €.

Proof. Since

sp= (1) = (1) O and (p— N)/p € (0,1)

11



the concavity of s, follows once we prove that (y,)~Y®=") is concave.
Thus, in order to prove the concavity of (u,)~Y®=N) we fix zg,z; € Q and p € (0,1) and
define

z, = (1 — p)xo + pz1.
Let ug € My(zo), u1 € My(z1) and u, € Mp(x,) denote the normalized, positive minimizers

of pp(z0), pp(z1) and py(z,), respectively.
In the sequel we consider the p-Minkowski combination of ug and wuy, defined by

vp(2) == sup {min {ug(z), us(y)} : 2 = (1 — p)x + py, =z,y € Q}.

It is known that v, € Wy™P(Q). Actually, v, € M,(z,) since v,(z,) = ||v,||. = 1 (which is
easy to verify). Hence,
pp(,) < HVU,,Hz.

Following the first three steps of the proof of Lemma 4.2 of [4] we can show that

1y(z,) < lim inf / Vo, [P do (26)
r—0t OB, (z,)
and
v, <wu, ind (27)

Now, by adapting the remaining of the proof of Lemma 4.2 of [4] we prove in the sequel that

-1

p—1
N—1 1—
limsup|va(ac)|p71 |x—xp|N71 < | Nwn(pp(z,))p=~ < p# + p 1)
Tz (1p(w0)) =N (pp(x1)) P~

(28)

Assuming this for a moment, noticing that

liminf/ IV,|P " do < limsup Nwy |V, (2)[P "z —2,)V 7,
aBr(xp)

r—0t n—00

and taking (26]) and (28)) into account we arrive at

ME

N1 l1—p P "
p(Tp) < p(Tp)) PN i i ]
fle) = () Qw@mFﬁ+WWMVW>

which leads to

z

z

-1 -1 L—p P .
p\Lp 2> (MplTp)) P~ i+ T )
k) = ) wamrﬁ wwmw)

or, equivalently, to

1 1

(11p(,)) "7 > (1= p)(p1p(0)) 75 + plpp(1)) 7.

12



This shows that the function z — (u,) "% ®~) is concave.

To prove (28) let us take z, — x, with 2, # x, for all n € N large enough. Properties of the
function v, (see Proposition 4.1 of [4]), guarantee the existence of sequences (z,) and (y,) such
that

zn = (1= p)xn + pyn
Up<zn> = ug(Tn) = u1(Yn) (29)
and
L _ t=p . __»
[Vuo(za) [Vuo(zn)| [V (ya)|

Since 2 is bounded, we can assume that the sequences (x,) and (y,) are convergent, say

z, — T and y,, — 7. It follows from (29)) that

1 =v,(z,) = up(T) = w1 ()
where the first equality comes from the fact that z, — z,. Noting that 1 is the maximum value
of both ug and uy, assumed only at xy and z1, respectively, we conclude that T = xg and y = 4.

Thus, x, — z¢ and y,, — 7.
Combining (27) with (29) we have
p—N

p—N p—N p—N
(2 — 2] T 1= up(2a) @ — x0T 1 —v,(2) _(mn—%gp*
1_u0<xn) |zn—xp|% N 1_u0<xn) |zn—xp‘% |Zn—:L’p‘

Thus, it follows from Remark E.1] that

p—N

1\l 1 e — T 1 —up(z)
(2 P*1> <u x P*1> = lim lim —
(Gn(20)) (lap)?™) = Jin Sy i
p=N
— —1
< lim inf (M) ’ ,
n—o0 ‘zn — Jj‘p|
so that L
(Mpgxp;) o < lim inf 7|‘xn — :1:0|\ .
Hp(To n—00 |2, — ITp
Likewise, we obtain
1
N _
pip(1) n—oo [z, — x|
Hence, as
1 _ L—p n P
N—1 T N-1 N—-1
IVoo(zn)llzn —xpl 770 [Vug(@n)l[2n — 2| 770 [Vua(yn)| |20 — 2| 77
:(|5"n—5€0|)]’Yll L—p
7 =20l ) [Vug(wn)| | — w0 7T
+<|yn—a:1|>P1 p
N-1°
2 =Tl V()] g — |7
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Remark [4.]] yields

1 N-1 1
1 > (Np(xp))p b < Nwy )” (1= p)
limsup |Vv,(2,)| |20, — z,| 71 fip(o) fip(o)
o 1 N-1 1
i (Np(xp)>p_N Pt ( Nwy )p_lp
pip (1) pip(1)
1 N-1 1

=<Nw>p“<up<xp>>ww( £y F )
(11 (

20)) 7N (pp(1)) 7N

Inequality (28)) then follows from the arbitrariness of z, — x,. ®
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