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A NOTE ON THE LP-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY
SHENGBING DENG AND XINGLIANG TIAN*

ABSTRACT. The usual Sobolev inequality in RY, asserts that ||Vul|p»@y) > Sllull Lo @y

f0r1<p<Nandp*:]€—pr,

Figalli and Zhang [Duke Math. J., 2022], a weak norm remainder term of Sobolev inequality
in bounded domain Q C R is established, i.e., for 1\27—11 < p < N there is C > 0 such that

max{p,2 —max{2, 00
IVl ) = SPIlullf e g = Cllull Ty IVl iy #, for all w € G5°(2) \ {0},

with S being the sharp constant. Based on a recent work of

where p = p*(p — 1)/p, and || - ||z ) denotes the weak LP-norm. This result answers the
long-standing open problem raised by Bianchi and Egnell [J. Funct. Anal., 1991]. Moreover,
we establish a sharp upper bound of Sobolev inequality in R,

1. Introduction

Given N > 2 and p € (1, N), denote the homogeneous Sobolev space Dy”(RN) be the

closure of C2°(RY) with respect to the norm ||Vl po@y) = ([pn [VulPdz) Y2 The Sobolev
inequality states as

(1.1) [VullLo@yy = Sllull o @y, forall u € Dé’p(RN)a
with § = S(N,p) > 0 being the sharp constant, where p* := ﬁ—j_vp. It is well known that

Aubin [1] and Talenti [17] found the optimal constant and the extremal functions for (1.1).

Indeed, equality is achieved precisely by the functions cU, ,(z) = NP U (A(z — 2)) for all
cc€ R, A\ >0and z € RY, where

N—
U(x) =ynp(1+ |a7|p%1)_7p, for some constant yy, > 0,

which solve the related Sobolev critical equation
(1.2) —div(|[VulP2Vu) = v, w>0 inRY, wueDy"RY),
we refer to [15] for details. Define the set of extremal functions as
M= {cUy,: c€RN>0,z € RV}
For each bounded domain Q C RY, let us define
[Vullzr@)

S(Q) = inf .
ueDYP(Q)\{0} ||u||LP*(Q)
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It is well known that S(2) = S(RY) = S, and S() is never achieved then it is natural to
consider the remainder terms. For p = 2, Brézis and Nirenberg [4] proved that if s < %
then there is A = A(Q), N, s) > 0 such that

(13) IVul2a0y — Sl ) = Al

7o forall u € Dy*(Q).

Furthermore, the result is sharp in the sense that it is not true if s = % However, the
following refinement is proved by Brézis and Lieb [3] that

L) IVul = Sl = ATE g, forall ue D@
where || - ||z: ) denotes the weak L°-norm as
_s—1
(1.5) Il i= sup (D)5 [ |- Jdn
DCQ,u(D)>0 D

Here (D) denotes the Lebesgue measure of D. Note that this weak L*-norm is equivalent
to the classical weak L®-norm for s > 1, that is, v € LJ (Q) if and only if sup,.,tu{z €
Q : u(z)| > t}Y* < oo, furthermore, for any 0 < t < s and s > 1 with u € L2 (),
we have [[ul|re) < Cygllullrs @) which implies the result of (1.4) is stronger than (1.3),
see [12, p.255] and also [5, Chapter 5] for details. Brézis and Lieb [3] asked a famous
question whether a remainder term — proportional to the quadratic distance of the function
u to be the optimizers manifold M — can be added to the right hand side of (1.1). This
question was answered affirmatively by Bianchi and Egnell [2] by using spectral estimate
combined with Lions’ concentration and compactness theorem (see [13]), which reads that
there is cgg > 0 such that

(1.6)  [IVullf2@yy — S*llull 2 @ny > B inf [[V(u— V)[72@ny,  for all u € Dy?(RY),

which can be regarded as a quantitative form of Lion’s theorem. Besides, based on the
result (1.6), Bianchi and Egnell [2] gave a simpler proof of (1.4).

While for the general p € (1, N), it needs much delicate analysis to deal with the stability
of inequality (1.1). Egnell et al. [8] obtained a result of (1.3) type that
(1.7) ||Vu||’£,,(m — Sp||u||’£p*(m > A||u||ps(Q), for all u € D(l]’p(Q),
where Q0 C R is a bounded domain and s < p := p*(p — 1)/p, furthermore, the inequality
fails if s = p. For this reason, the number p is usually called the critical remainder exponent.
Furthermore, Bianchi and Egnell [2] conjectured that for all 1 < p < N,

17
(18) IV lli0) = Sl ) 2 Clullg gy, for all w e D(),
for some C > 0. Note thatif 1 <p < i—fl, then p < 1, thus from the definition of weak norm
1.5) we have ||ul|;5 o, = u(§2 T 1), and the weak norm makes no sense. Therefore,
IZA() @)

combining with (1.7) we know (1.8) may holds only if 1\?—51 <p<N.
When the domain is chosen to be the whole space RY, Cianchi et al. [6] first proved a
stability version of Lebesgue-type for all 1 < p < N, Figalli and Neumayer [9] proved the

gradient stability for the Sobolev inequality when p > 2, Neumayer [14] extended the result
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n [9] to all 1 < p < N. Recently, Figalli and Zhang [11] obtained the sharp stability of
Sobolev inequality (1.1) for all 1 < p < N, i.e., there is cpy > 0 such that
||vu||LP(]RN) B . (HV(U—U)HLP(RN)

S > cpy inf
[[w]] o+ (mvy vEM [Vl ey

gl
(1.9) ) . forall u € DYP(RV)\ {0},
furthermore, the exponent v := max{2, p} is sharp. In fact, Figalli and Zhang proved the
following equivalent form

(1.10) IVullze@ry = SP Nl @y = Crz 10 1V (1w = 0) |5 Vel 7o @r)-

When 1 < p < 2, (1.10) looks like a degenerate stability result as in [10].

As mentioned above, it is natural to consider the weak norm remainder term of LP-Sobolev
inequality of (1.8) type which is an open problem given by Bianchi and Egnell [2]. Recently,
Zhou and Zou in [18, Corollary 1.8] established remainder term inequality with weak norm
when VN < p < N, under some assumptions on domain. In present paper, based on
the sharp stability result (1.9), we give an answer to this problem given by Bianchi and
Egnell [2].

Theorem 1.1. Assume N > 2, 22 < p < N, and let @ C RN be a bounded domain.

) NAT
There is C = C(2, N, p) > 0 such that
(111) [Vl = Slull gy = Cllully o 0l for allw € DY)\ 0},

where v := max{2,p}, p=p*(p—1)/p, and || - || 15,y denotes the weak LP-norm as in (1.5).

Remark 1.2. Note that the condition N—+1 < p < N indicates p = p*(p — 1)/p > 1, then
we have U € LP (RY) (this can be easily verified) which is crucial for eomparing ||u|| L2()

with inj\f/l IV (u =)l 1oy (see (2.8)), however, U]z RN) =+40ifl <p< N+1 Note
ve

also that our result (1.11) holds for all 75 < p < N, and 375 < VN which indicates our
region for p is slightly better than Zhou and Zou [18, Corollary 1.8].

As aresult of Theorem 1.1, when 1 < p < 2 we give another form of (1.7) as the following:

Theorem 1.3. Assume N > 2,1 <p <2 and let Q C RY be a bounded domain. Then for
each t € (0,p) with p = p*(p — 1)/p, there is C' = C'(Q2, N, p,t) > 0 such that

(L12) [ Vulllyq) — Sl ) = ClulBe 1l for all w € DY)\ {0},

Finally, following the arguments as those in the recent work [7], we give a upper bound
of Sobolev inequality in RY, which may has its own interests.

Theorem 1.4. Assume 1 < p < N. There is B = B(N,p) > 0 such that for all u €
Dy (RY) \ {0},

(1.13) B inf |[V(u— oo @i IV ulligany = IVl gy = SPIl e oy,
furthermore, the exponent ¢ := min{2, p} is sharp.

Remark 1.5. The sharpness of the exponent ¢ = min{2, p} in (1.13) follows directly from
[11, Remark 1.2].
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The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we give the proof of weak norm remainder
term of Sobolev inequality in bounded domain €2. Section 3 is devoted to proving the upper
bound of Sobolev inequality in RY.

2. SOBOLEV INEQUALITY WITH REMAINDER TERMS IN BOUNDED DOMAIN
Let us first consider the weak norm remainder term.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. In order to prove (1.11), firstly, by homogeneity we can always
assume that ||ul| =) = 1. Since

1 1
lull 220y < llullr@) < llullpo @ ()77 = u(Q)77
by using Holder’s inequality, it suffices to prove (1.11) under ||Vu||zrq) —S < 1. Observe
that, if [[Vuzr) — S < 1 then [[Vul|ro) — S = co([[Vull7,q) — SP) for some constant
co > 0, thus it suffices to prove

(2.1) IVullZoq) = S" = Cllull o

for all u € Dy?(Q) satisfying [ull o (@) = 1 and [|Vu||zr) —S < 1, where v := max{p, 2}.
Furthermore, we notice that |Vu| > |V|ul|| thus it suffices to consider |u| instead of u. By
the rearrangement inequality we have

IVullo@ry < IVullr@), 0o mg) = Ul @), 107 p w5 = lullz @)

Here, u* denotes the symmetric decreasing rearrangement of nonnegative function u ex-
tended to zero outside €2, and () = u(Bg) for some R > 0 where By := Bg(0), see [3,8].
Therefore it suffices to consider the case in which 2 is a ball of radius R at origin and u is
nonnegative symmetric decreasing,

(2.2) IVullzom,y = S" = Cllull}p g,
for all u € My*(Bg) satisfying [l o5y = 1 and [[Vul|prsg) — S < 1. Here Ry”(Bg)
consists of all nonnegative and radial functions in Dy (Bg) with support in the closed ball
Bg. Assume that (2.2) is not true, then there exists a sequence {u,} C Ry (Bg) satisfying
[tnll o= B,y = 1 and ||V, | zr@sg) — S < 1 such that

(2.3) IVunlZopn — S

— 0, asn — oo.
5
.

Here, we will make use of (1.9) to derive a contradiction. Since
1 1
[unll iz By < Nunllr@gy < lunlle @puBr)7? = p(Br)77,
we must have

(2.4) IV} g,y — " — 0, and also HVunHLp gy —SP = 0.

Furthermore, combining with (2.4) and the Lions’ concentration-compactness principle [13],
we know that there exist two sequences {¢,} C R and {\,} C RT satisfying ¢, — 1 (up to
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a multiplicative constant, in fact, it is S_ﬁ) and )\, — +00 as n — oo such that
(2.5) nf [V(un =)o@y = IV (U = ealUn,,0) | oy = 0.

Since the support of w, is contained in Bg, then for n sufficiently large we obtain

19t = nUs, )y = ll? [ VU o

jo|>R

N — P +o0 tN—1+%1
= WN-1 ( p) |Cn‘p/ 7:(?”
p—1 Ry, (14t T)N

z
S|

(2.6) > crlenPAn T

for some positive constant cg = ¢(N, p, R) < 1 as n large enough, where wy_; is the volume
of S¥=! then

N—p

(27) vlenja Hv(un - U)HLP(RN) > CR‘Cn‘)\;m'
Therefore, combining with Remark 1.2, we have

[unll 2By < lenUnnoll iz @g) + ltn = enUxioll 128,

__N—-p_ N—p B
< e A P77 Ul g wy + 1(Br) ™00 S IV (un — nUx0) | o ey
(2.8) <Cgr Uiél/a IV (=) || @y,

for some Cr > 1 as n large enough. Thus combining (2.3) and (2.8), (1.10) yields a
contradiction then (2.2) follows. Now, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed. O

Then based on Theorem 1.1, we are ready to give another form of (1.7) shown as in (1.12).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < p < 2. As stated in the introduction, for any 0 < t < s
and s > 1 with u € L; (), then ||ul|rr @) < Cisllullis ). If ]\?fl < p < 2 which implies
p=p'(p—1)/p>1, then for all t € (0,p) we have |[ul|rt@) < Cilull s q), thus in this case,
(1.12) in Theorem 1.3 directly follows from (1. 11)

Let us consider the remainder case 1 < p < N

+1 By homogeneity we can always assume

that | Vu| rr) = 1. Note that |Jul|ztq) < 1(Q) ' ||u||Lp @ < ,u(Q)TS_l forany 0 < t <
p*, and [[ul| o+ (q) < S, thus it suffices to prove (1.12) under 1 — &P y <L Observe
that, if 1 — SpHqu < 1 then

P p P p 2/p
1= S lull gy = (1= Sl e )
thanks to p < 2, thus it suffices to prove
(2.9) 1= 8P[|ullfpr ) = Cllullzy g,

for some C' > 0, for all u € Dy?(Q) satlsfylng [Vull @) = 1 and 1 — SP||ul” . ) K 1.

From (1.7), we know (2.9) always holds for all £ € (0,p) with p = p*(p — 1)/p, thus (1.12)
also holds. Now, the proof of Theorem 1.3 is completed. 0
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3. UPPER BOUND OF SOBOLEV INEQUALITY

In this section, we consider the upper bound of Sobolev inequality (1.1). In order to do
this, firstly, we need the following algebraic inequalities.

Lemma 3.1. [16, Lemma A.4] Let z,y € RY, the following inequalities hold.
(i) If p > 2 then

p(p—1)

— 2l + Iyl
(17) If 1 < p < 2 then there exists a constant v, > 0 such that
(32) @+ yl” < |zl + plal” ey + ylyl

(3.1) @+ ylP < |2P +plaf" ey +

Lemma 3.2. [11, Lemma 2.1] Let x,y € RN. Then for any x > 0, there exists a constant
C1 = Ci(r,k) > 0 such that the following inequalities hold.

(1) If r > 2 then

— kK r— — 7= r
(rl2l2ly? + r(r = 2@ (2] = |z + y])?) + Culyl",

o+ yl" > fa] + rfa] 5

where

, if |z| < |z 4+ y]

o=0w(r,r+y)= L .
(E) 7 @y), i Jatyl <l

||
(i) If 1 <r < 2 then

-k r— ~ T —
5 (Pl Iyl + r(r = 2|6 (J2] = = + y1)%)

+ Cymin{ly[", |z["|y[*},

z+yl" > |of" + |z

where
1

|z+-y| =2 :
((2—r)|x+y|-zi(r—1)\x\> z, if |zf < |x+y\.

O=0(r,x+y) =
z, if |z +y| < [x]

Note that if 1 < r < 2, then |z|"2|y|* + (r — 2)|@|""2(Jz| — |x + y|)* > 0 for any = # 0,
see [11, (2.2)] for details. Therefore, from Lemma 3.2 we deduce that for each r > 1,

(3.3) la+b]" > |a|]” 4+ r|a|""?ab, for all a,b € R.

The main ingredient of the upper bound of Sobolev inequality is contained in the following
lemma, in which the behavior near the extremal functions set M is studied.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose 1 < p < N. There is a large constant p > 0 such that for any
sequence {u,} C Dy (RM)\M satisfying || V|| r@vy = 1 and in/\f/( |V (tr, — ) || oy = 0,
ve

1- SpHunHLp *(RN)

(3.4) lim sup

<p
n—oo inf ||V(u, —v
veM

)15 e

where ¢ = min{2, p}.
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Proof. Since ||Vuy||rp@yy = 1 and d,, = in/\f/I IV (un — v)| Lrny — 0, from [11, Lemma
ve

4.1] we know that d, can always be attained for each sufficiently large n, i.e., there are
cn € R\ {0}, A, > 0 and 2, € RY such that d, = ||V (u, — cnU,\mZn)HLp(RN Since M is a
smooth (N + 2)-manifold and the tangential space at ¢,U,, ., is given by

oU,, .. 0Uy, . .
TCnUAn,an = Span {U)\n,znv 8);:“ nv 8)\27;7 n’Z = 17 ey N} 5

we rewrite u,, as

(3.5) U, = ¢ Uy, .. + dyw,,

ns2n

then w, is perpendicular to 1., y, _ M, satisfying ||Vw,| r»@v) =1 and

/ VU, ., [P2VU,, . - Vwpds = / UY wde = 0,
RN

RN
thanks to Uy, ., is the solution of Sobolev critical equation (1.2).
From (3.3) we have

* * * * _1 *
1 >‘((]RN b / ‘U)\nyzn 2cndn/ Uﬁ\) anndx - Il)/p*(RN)’
RN RN
thus
(3.6) I gy = [enlP NI oy
When p > 2, from (3.1) we have
IVl = [ enTUn, e, + duV P
RN
S |C77/|p/ |VU>\7L7Z7L de _I_ p|cn|p_2cndn/ |VU)\7L7Z7L p_2VU>\7L7Z7L ’ vwndx
RN
-1
+ p(p2 iz / (eaVUn o] + |8 V)72 Vo, da

2

Moreover, by Hoélder inequality we have

/RN (|Can)\7l7Z7l
p

< ( / (|chUAn,zn|+|ngwn|)pdx) ’ ( / |an|pdx)”
RN RN

p—2

(p=1)(p—2) P
<o <|cn\p/ \VU,\n,Zn|pdx+d‘fL/ \an\pdx>
RN RN

p—2

(= 1)(1) 2)
- (el IV U any + ) 7

—1
P 1Ty + P [ (VU |+ 00 V0, P
]RN

+ |d, Vw, )P 2 [ Vw,|2dz
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thanks to (a + b)? < 2P~ (a? 4 b?) for all a,b > 0 and p > 1. Since ||[Vu,||»@y) = 1, then
from Lemma 3.2 it is not difficult to verify that |c,| is bounded. Therefore,

37) V0l ) < s 1NV v, + C

Thus for p > 2, combing with (3.6) and (3.7) we have

(3.8) Hvunnip(RN) - SpHunHip*(RN) < |Cn|p||VU||I£p(RN) +Cd? — |Cn|p||U||ip*(RN) = Cd;,
When 1 < p < 2, from (3.2) we have

IVl < el [ VO Pe 5 plenl 2y [ (90,200,

- Vw,dz

ns2n

o / V[P
(3.9) = enlP VUL @y + 0,
for some constant 7, > 0. Thus for 1 < p < 2, combing with (3.6) and (3.9) we have
(3-10) [[Vunlpp@ay = SPlltnllypr gy < eal” VU Loy + 9 = lenlP U gy = Wl
Therefore, (3.4) follows directly from (3.8) and (3.10). O
Now, we are ready to prove the upper bound of Sobolev inequality.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By homogeneity, we can assume that ||Vu||i»@vy = 1. Now,
we argue by contradiction. In fact, if the theorem is false then there exists a sequence
{u,} C DYP(RV)\M satisfying |V || Lrevy = 1 such that

1- SpHunHLp *(RN)

inf [V (u = 0)l|7 ey,

where ¢ = min{2,p}. Since 0 < 1-87([u,|" - «@vy < 1, it must be inj\f/l |V (un—)| Lr@ny — 0
ve

which leads to a contradiction by Lemma 3.3. U

— 400, asn — o0,
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