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Abstract  An affine Moser—Trudinger inequality, which is stronger than the Euclidean
Moser—Trudinger inequality, is established. In this new affine analytic inequality an affine
energy of the gradient replaces the standard L" energy of gradient. The geometric inequality at
the core of the affine Moser—Trudinger inequality is a recently established affine isoperimetric
inequality for convex bodies. Critical use is made of the solution to a normalized version of
the L" Minkowski Problem. An affine Morrey—Sobolev inequality is also established, where
the standard L? energy, with p > n, is replaced by the affine energy.
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1 Introduction and main results

The standard Sobolev inequality in R", n > 2, for p € [1, n), provides an upper bound for
np_
the L -7 (R") norm of functions f from the Sobolev space WLP(R") in terms of the L? (R")
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420 A. Cianchi et al.

norm of the Euclidean length of their gradient,
1/p

VAl = /IVf(X)I”dx : (LD
R}’l

An optimal form of the Sobolev inequality, with sharp constant, reads
apnllfllze < IV Flp, for fe whr®r"), (1.2)

and goes back to Federer and Fleming [21] and Maz’ya [42] for p = 1, and to Aubin [5]

1 1
and Talenti [52] for 1 < p < n.Here, a,,, = nF(’;_fl’)lfﬁ[wnF(%)F(H +1-— %)/ l"(n)]nl,
where T is the gamma function, and w, = 72/T (1 + %) is the n-dimensional volume
enclosed by the unit sphere 8"~
In [38,56], a strengthened version of the sharp Sobolev inequality was established (see
[41] for further extensions), where the customary norm ||V f| , is replaced by a new invariant

(of functions) defined by

—1/n
Ep(f) =cnp / 1Dy f1I,"dv . (1.3)
Sn—1
Here, ¢, = (%)I/P(nwn)]/”, and for each vector v € S"~! the expression 1Dy fl
stands for the L? (R") norm of the directional derivative D, f of f along v, namely
1/p
ity = ([ vrwrar) (1.4)
Rn

where “.” denotes the usual inner product in R”. An important fact is that £,( f) is invariant
under affine transformations of R” of the form x — Ax + x(, with xo € R"” and A € SL(n).
Note that by contrast |V f|, is invariant only for A € SO(n), rather than A € SL(n). We
call the invariant £,(f) the L? affine energy of f.

The affine Sobolev inequality, established in [56] for p = 1 and in [38] for | < p < n,
states that

apnllfll e < Ep(f), for fe WhP(R™). (1.5)

Observe that (1.5) is an affine inequality whereas the Sobolev inequality (1.2) is only Euclid-
ean. Inequality (1.5) improves the Sobolev inequality (1.2) because, by the Holder inequality
and Fubini’s theorem, one easily sees that

Ep(f) =V Sllp (1.6)

for every f € WLP(R") and p > 1 [38, Inequality (7.1)]. In fact, the affine Sobolev
inequality (1.5) is essentially stronger than the Euclidean Sobolev inequality, because the
ratio £, (f)/IIV flp is not uniformly bounded from below by any positive constant, as f
ranges in W17 (R"). This is demonstrated, for instance, by considering functions f having
the form f(x) = ¢(Ax) for some fixed function ¢ and letting A vary in SL(n).

It is the aim of this note to complete the picture of affine Sobolev inequalities given in
[38,56], and deal with both the limiting case p = n and super-limiting case p > n.
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Affine Moser—Trudinger and Morrey—Sobolev inequalities 421

Functions f € W!"(R"), whose support sprt f has Lebesgue measure |sprt f| that is
finite, are known to be not merely in L9 (R") for every ¢ < oo, but to be even exponentially
summable [46,54,55]. The Moser—Trudinger inequality is the statement that there exists
my, > 0 such that

1
[sprt f]

/e(nw,i/”\f(x)\/Hann)"’dx <m, (17)
]Rll

for every f € WU (R") with 0 < |sprt f| < oo, where n’ = n/(n — 1) is the Hélder
conjugate of n. The constant na),i/ " is best possible, in that inequality (1.7) would fail for
any real number m,, if na)i/ " were to be replaced by a larger number. Although not explicitly
known, the best constant m,, on the right-hand side of (1.7) can be characterized as

oo
m, = sup/em’)” ~dt, (1.8)
¢ 0

where ¢ ranges among all non-decreasing locally absolutely continuous functions in [0, c0)
such that ¢ (0) = 0 and fooo @' ®)'dt < 1.

The Moser-Trudinger inequality and close variants have attracted the attention of spe-
cialists in both the theory of function spaces and in partial differential equations; see e.g.,
[3-7,10,11,15,16,19,20,23,24,26,30,47].

Our first result deals with a stronger, in light of (1.6), affine version of (1.7):

Theorem 1.1 Suppose n > 1. Then for every f € WL (R") with 0 < |sprt f| < oo,

I 1tf| /e(nw,i/”|f<x>\/5n<f>)"’dx <m,. (1.9)
spr
Rn

The constant na),i/" is best possible in that (1.9) would fail for any real number m, ifnw,i/n

were to be replaced by a larger number.

Carleson and Chang [10] proved that (spherically symmetric) extremals do exist for the
Moser—Trudinger inequality (1.7). As a consequence, since, by (1.6),

! / "IV A g < L / o "FOVE g <
spri 71 spre 71/

(1.10)

for each f € WI"(R") with 0 < |sprt f| < oo, extremals for the affine Moser—Trudinger
inequality (1.9) exist as well. Moreover, if f is an extremal for the Moser—Trudinger inequal-
ity (1.7), then not only is f also an extremal for the affine Moser—Trudinger inequality, but
since we are dealing with an affine inequality, composing f with any element of GL(n) will
also yield an extremal for the affine Moser—Trudinger inequality.

Let us now turn to the case when p > n. For these values of p, the Morrey—Sobolev
embedding theorem tells us that any function from W!?(R") is essentially bounded. An
optimal bound for || f || in terms of ||V f|, is available, and states that

11
[ flleo < bn,p Isprt fI" 7V Fl, (1.11)
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1 1 ,
forevery f € W7 (R") such that [sprt f| < co. Here, by, =n P w, " (%)I/P , where p/
is the Holder conjugate of p. See Talenti [53]. The affine counterpart of (1.11) is contained
in the following result.

Theorem 1.2 If p > n, then for every f € WP (R") such that |sprt f| < 0o,

1_1
I flloo < bn,plsprt f* 7 E,(f). (1.12)
Equality holds in (1.12) whenever

p—n
f =a(1-1A@ - x0)| ) (113)
+
for some a € R, xg € R", and A € GL(n).

Here, the subscript “+” stands for the “positive part”.

2 A symmetrization inequality for the affine energy

A key tool in our approach to Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is an affine version of the Pélya—Szego
principle regarding the decrease of gradient norms under symmetrization. Recall that, given
any measurable function f : R” — R such that [{x € R" : |f(x)| > t}| < oo for every
t > 0, its distribution function p ¢ : (0, 00) — [0, 00) is defined by

pr@) ={fl >} forz>0, 2.1
its decreasing rearrangement f* : [0, c0) — [0, oo] is defined by
fr(s)=sup{t >0: ps(r) >s} fors=>0, (2.2)

and its spherically symmetric rearrangement f* : R” — [0, oo] is defined by

fr(x) = f*(wplx|") forx € R". (2.3)
Note that
Kf = Hpe =Ry 24
and hence
Isprt f| = [sprt f*| = [sprt f*], (2.5)
[ flloo = f*©O) = [ f*llco- (2.6)
and
/<I>(|f(X)|)dx = / O(f*(s))ds = / O(f*(x))dx 2.7
R” 0 R

for every continuous increasing function @ : [0, o) — [0, 00).
If f € WhP(R") for some p > 1, then the classical Pélya—Szego principle (see [8,28,52])
asserts that then f* is locally absolutely continuous, f* € W7 (R"), and

IV < IV fllp- 2.8)
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In fact, a full analogue of (2.8) for the affine energy £, turns out to hold. It was shown in
[38] thatif 1 < p < n, then

Ep(f) = Ep(f) 2.9

for every f € WIP(R"). An inspection of the proof given in [38] shows that the same
argument will work for p > n as well. Instead, the proof given in [38] breaks down when
p = n, exactly the case of interest for applications to Theorem 1.1. In this borderline sit-
uation, a limiting argument could be used to establish (2.9). However, a main aim of this
note is to present in Theorem 2.1 below a direct unified approach to inequality (2.9), which
yields (2.9) simultaneously for all p > 1. Apart from its own interest, such an approach
makes the proof of Theorem 1.1 self-contained, and, by avoiding limiting arguments in p, is
useful in analyzing the equality cases, an issue of possible interest for future developments.
(In this connection, see e.g. [8,18,22,29], where the cases of equality in (2.8) and in related
inequalities are characterized.)

Theorem 2.1 Supposen > 1 and p > 1. If f € WHP(R?), then f* € WHP(R"), and

Ep(fM) = Ep(f). (2.10)
Note that the left-hand sides of (2.8) and (2.9) agree, since

Isprt £1 I/p

Ep(f*) = /(nw,i/”s”"’(—f*’<s>>)”ds =Vl @1
0

if f € WHP(R"). Thus, in view of (1.6), Theorem 2.1 provides a strengthened version of
the standard Pélya—Szegé principle.

3 Elements of the L? Brunn—-Minkowski theory

The proof of Theorem 2.1 relies on tools from the rapidly evolving L? Brunn—Minkowski
theory of convex bodies (see, e.g., [12,14,27,31-41,44,48-50]). In particular, on the affine
LP? isoperimetric inequality [37] (see [9] for an alternate proof) and on the solution of the
normalized L” Minkowski problem [40]. We recall some basic facts from this theory that
will be needed in what follows.

A convex body is a compact convex set in R” with nonempty interior, which, through-
out this paper, will be assumed to contain the origin in its interior. Each convex body K is
uniquely determined by its support function 2 : R” — [0, 0o) defined by

hg(u) =max{u-x :x € K} foru e R".

Forreal p > 1, real ¢ > 0 and convex bodies K and L, the Minkowski-Firey L” combi-
nation K+, eL is the convex body whose support function obeys

hkger ()P =hg ()P +ePhp()P. (3.1

When p = 1, the subscript in “+,” can be suppressed without causing any ambiguity — see
the observation following equation (3.5) below.
The LP-mixed volume V, (K, L) of K and L is defined by

i
K+,eP L] — |K
V,(K, L) = P im M
n e—0t &
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The existence of this limit was proved in [33]. In particular,
Vp(K, K) = |K], (3.2)

for every convex body K. The L” extension of the classical Minkowski inequality (estab-
lished in [33] for p > 1) states that

Vp(K,L)" = |[K|""PIL|", (3.3)
with equality, for p > 1, if and only if K = ¢L for some ¢ > 0, and equality, for p = 1, if

and only if K = x + ¢L for some x € R" and ¢ > 0. In [33] it is also shown that

VoK. L) = - / By () hg (0) P dSk (v) (3.4)
Sn—l

for all convex bodies K and L, where Sk is a Borel measure on S~ ! called the surface area
measure of K (see, e.g. [51]).
The mixed volume V| (E, K) of a compact set E and a convex body K in R” is defined as

1 E+¢K| - |E
VI(E.K) = L liminf £ KT = 1EL
n -0t &

(3.5)

Here E+¢K = {x+ey : x € Eandy € K}. Notice that, if E is a convex body, the definition
of E 4 ¢K coincides with Definition (3.1) for p = 1. The Brunn—Minkowski inequality (see
e.g., [51] or [25]) states that

1 1 1
|E+ K|n > |E|n + |K|n. (3.6)
Definition (3.5) and the Brunn—Minkowski inequality immediately give the Minkowski
inequality
IR
VI(E, K) = |E|v|K]|7n. (3.7
If E has a C! boundary, then the following integral representation for Vi (E, K) holds:
1
MEK) = o [ e o, (33)
n
dE
where v(x) denotes the outward unit normal vector to dE at x, and H" ! is (n — 1)-dimen-
sional Hausdorff measure—see [56].
The L?-projection function of a convex body K is denoted by v, (K, -) : R" — (0, 00)
and is defined by
1
vp(K, u)? = 5 / lu-v|Phg ()" dSk(v), foru € R". (3.9)
Sn—l

The LP-projection body IT, K of K is the convex body whose support function is v, (K, -).
The polar IT}, K of the convex body IT, K is defined as

MK ={xeR":|[x -yl <1forally e M,K}
On observing that

I K = {vp(K, W) ucue S”_l},
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and making use of polar coordinates, one sees that

1
|H;K| = / vp (K, u) "du. (3.10)
Sn—1

The L? Petty projection inequality [37] (see [9] for an alternate approach) is an affine iso-
perimetric inequality that states that for every convex body K in R”",

|K|(n—p)/"|n;K|P/" < Wp®p_1/Wntp-2, 3.11)

with equality for p = 1 if and only if K is an ellipsoid and with equality for p > 1 if and
only if K is an ellipsoid centered at the origin.

The solution to the even normalized L? Minkowski problem [40] will play a key role in
our proof of Theorem 2.1. It states that with each p > 1 and with each even Borel measure
A on 8", whose support does not lie in the intersection of 8" ~! with a proper subspace,
there is uniquely associated an origin-symmetric convex body K, such that

1

b= —— Sk (3.12)
K Ih%

4 Proof of Theorem 2.1

The proof follows roughly the same rearrangement argument used to prove the Euclidean
Sobolev inequality. In the Euclidean case, the proof reduces to applying the classical Euclidean
isoperimetric inequality to the level sets. In the affine case, we would like to apply the L?
affine isoperimetric inequality (3.11) instead. This cannot be done directly, because the L?
affine isoperimetric inequality applies only to convex bodies, and the level sets are not nec-
essarily convex. Even when the level sets are convex, the L7 affine isoperimetric inequality
alone is not enough. Instead, it is necessary to write the L? gradient integrals over level sets
in terms of L” mixed volumes of convex bodies. This is done by solving a family of L?
Minkowski problems. Estimates for the L? gradient integrals then reduce to estimates for
L? mixed volumes of convex bodies. The L? affine isoperimetric inequality is crucial for
this.

Assume that p > 1, and n > 1. Suppose that f € C§°(R"), the space of infinitely
differentiable functions having compact support in R”. By Sard’s Lemma, for a.e. t > 0,

{| f| > t} is a bounded open set with a C! boundary, “4.1)
lfl >y ={lfl=1}, “4.2)

and
Vfx)#0, forxe{|lf|l=t}. 4.3)

For every positive ¢ satisfying (4.1)-(4.3), define v, (f, ¢, ) : R" — (0, c0) by

vp(fit, u)p:% / lu-ViOPIVE@| dH (x), forueR",  (44)
{1f1=1)
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and, for each convex body Q, define V,(f, ¢, Q) by

1
Vp(fit, 0 =~ / hoWE)PIV £ )P dH ™ (x). 4.5)
{If1=t}

Observe that, for each convex body Q,
Vilfot, Q) =Vi{lfl =1}, Q) forae.r>0. (4.6)

Lemmad.l If f € Ci°(R"), then for a.e. t > 0, there exists a unique origin-symmetric
convex body K, = K;(f, p), such that

vy (Kp, u)?P

TR foru e 8", 4.7)
t

vp(fit,u)f =

and

Vp(Ki, Q)

, 4.8
|K | @9

Vp(fit, Q) =
for every origin-symmetric convex body Q in R".

Proof Suppose ¢t > 0 is such that (4.1)—(4.3) are fulfilled. Let A; be the even positive Borel
measure on S”~! satisfying

/ g(W)dr (v) = / gV FOIP dH ™ (x) (4.9)
Sn—1 {Ifl=t}

for every even Borel function ¢ : S"=1 5 R. Since, for fixed u € §"1,
H V(x| f ) =1 and u-v(x) #0}) > 0,

and (4.3) holds, one has

lu - v ||V F )P dH ™ (x) > 0. (4.10)
{1f1=1)

Hence, by (4.9),

/ lu-v|dr,(v) >0, forueS" . 4.11)
Sn—1
Consequently, the measure A, is not supported in the intersection of §”~! with any subspace.
By the solution to the even normalized L? Minkowski problem (3.12), there exists a unique
origin-symmetric convex body K; such that
1

M= ——Sk,.
K lnly

4.12)
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Equation (4.7) follows from the chain

1 lu- VIO .
P — _ A n
Vo) =5 / vim W
{1 f1=t}
=% / lu - )P IV £ )P dH ™ (x)
{1 f1=t}
1
:§/|u~v|pd)\,(v)
Sn—l
_ 1 -
—2|Kt|/lu-v|”h1<,(v) PdSk, (v)
Sn—l
vy (K, u)?
= 4.13
K| @13

foru € "1, where the second equality holds since v(x) = V f(x)/|V f(x)| forx € {| f| =
t}, the third equality is a consequence of (4.9), the fourth equality is due to (4.12), and the
final identity is (3.9).

As for (4.8), note that by (4.5), (4.9), (4.12), and (3.4),

1 —1 n—1
Vp(f,t,Q)ZZ / hoW@EDPIVF@)IP™dH"™ (x)
{If1=1)
. / ho)PdA (v)
ns"-l
1
=K /hQ(v)”hKI(v)lfpdSK,(v)
Sn—l
_ Vpﬁiz] Q) (4.14)
t

To see that K, is unique, suppose that K is an origin-symmetric convex body that also
satisfies (4.8). Then

Vo(Ki, O) _ Vp(K} Q)
K| K/l

, (4.15)

for every origin-symmetric convex body Q in R". Choosing Q = K, in (4.15), and making

use of (3.2) and (3.3) entail that |K]| > |K;|. The same argument applied with Q = K/ in

(4.15) shows that |K,| > |K/|. Thus, |K,| = |K;|, and the equality condition in (3.3), with

K = K; and L = K/, implies that necessarily K; = K. O
We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1 We may assume that f does not vanish identically, otherwise the state-
ment holds trivially. The fact that f* € WP (R") whenever f € WP (R") is classical—see
e.g. Brothers and Ziemer [8]. To establish (2.10), let us first assume that f € C;°(R"). From
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the coarea formula and definition (4.4),

IDy £l =/|v-Vf(x)|de

W VP
—dH d
/m/t V0] (0 dt

= Z/Vp(f,t,v) dr, (4.16)

0

for v € $"~!. Minkowski’s inequality for integrals tells us that

00 —n/p —p/n 00 —p/n

1
/ !Vp(fyt,v)pdt dv ZO/ /; mdv dt.

Sn—1 S
(4.17)

Let K; = K;(f, p) be the unique origin-symmetric convex body guaranteed by Lemma 4.1
for a.e. t > 0. Owing to (4.7), (3.10), and (3.11), we have
—p/n . —p/n
1 / 1 1 / |K:| P
— ——dv =|- ———dv
n vp(f, t, )" n v,y (K, )"
Sn—1 Sn—1
1
o i 2
[K [ 1T15 K |

> Cntp2 1 (4.18)
©np-1 | K|
for a.e. t > 0. Thanks to (4.8) applied with Q = K/, and (3.2), one gets
Vp(K:, Ky)
|K:|
Assume, for the time being, that p > 1. From Eq. (4.19), Holder’s inequality, Eq. (3.8) and

inequality (3.7), we deduce that, for a.e. t > 0,
1

r

Vp(fit, Ky) = =1, forae.t>0. (4.19)

1
1/p dHn_l
" / vt
{1 f1=t}

— 1 1 n—1
= (WY (f. 1. K))7 {m/} e
fl=t

<=
“\

hie, WPV f )P " (x) / L o
' V7]
{1f1=t} (1 f1=1}
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> [ b w
{1.f1=t}
=nVi({lf] > 1}, Ky)
> nlllf1 > 07 1K,
— ()7 Ko7 (420)

By the coarea formula again,

Mf(t)—|{|f|>t}ﬁ{Vf—0}|+/ /
t {lfl=t}

IVf(X)I

dH" Y(x)dt, fort >0,

(see, e.g. [8]), and since the non-increasing function w s is the sum of two nonincreasing

functions, we have

1
’ n—1
— we(t) > / dH"" " (x) forae.t > 0. 4.21)
/ V£l
{If1=t}
Combining (4.20) and (4.21) yields
1 NP~
B ——_ @) — forae.r > 0. (4.22)
|K,|n — (=up@)/n)P
Inequality (4.22) also holds for p = 1, since, by (4.19) and (4.6),
1 _
I = - / hg, (v(x))dH" '@ =vidlfl = 1K) = HIf| > t}| |Kt|”
{Ifl—t
= uf (l) |Kt|”
From (1.3), (4.16), (4.17), (4.18) and (4.22) we obtain
—p/n
()P = b / 1D, £1I5"dv
1
[e'e) —n/p —p/n
=c,f,p / Z/Vp(f, t,v)Pdt dv
S§n—1 0
0 —p/n
1
> p/nc p/ / dv dt
n o vp(f,t,v)"
1
= nwrlll/n/ P dt
|K¢ |
> no p/n/ Mf(t)p g 423)
(= ,uf(t))l’ rd
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An inspection of the proof of (4.23) shows that, when f = f* and K; = K,(f*, p), all
the inequalities turn into equalities, since K, (f™, p) is a ball centered at the origin for a.e.
t > 0 (in particular, equality holds in (4.21) if f = f*—see, e.g. [17, Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6]).
Consequently, since u y = u g+, we deduce that

00 -2
WP~
Ep(fHP = nPwl’" /@

0

The desired inequality (2.10) for f € C;°(R") now follows from (4.23) and (4.24).

To establish inequality (2.10) for an arbitrary f € W7 (R"), consider a sequence of
functions { fi}ren such that fi € Cg°(R") fork € N, and f; — f in wLP([R"). We already
know that

Ep(fF) < Ep(fr) fork e N. (4.25)

It is easily seen that || Dy fxll, — [|Dy f 1l uniformly for v € S"~!. Moreover, the function
v = [|Dy flp is strictly positive and (Lipschitz) continuous on S"~1, and hence attains a
positive minimum on S$"~!. Consequently, l/||DUfk||’;7 — 1/||va||’1’, uniformly for v €
S"—! whence

Jim £ (fo) = Ep(f)- (4.26)

On the other hand, f — f* in L?(R"), thanks to the contractivity of the spherically
symmetric rearrangement in L”(R") (see, e.g. [13]). Hence, one can infer that f — f*
weakly in WP (R"). Since Ep(fD) = IVfElp and E,(f*) = IV f*|lp, and since the
LP(R™) norm of the gradient is lower semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence in
Whe "),

liminf €, (f7) = £,(/). 4.27)

Inequality (2.10) follows from (4.25)—(4.27). ]

5 Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

The finiteness of the quantity m,, as defined in (1.8), is the content of the following result
by Moser.

Lemma 5.1 Let p € (1, 00), and let

o0
m, = sup/aﬁ(”” ~Sds, 5.1

? 9

where ¢ ranges among all non-decreasing, locally absolutely continuous functions in [0, 00)
fulfilling $(0) = 0 and [;° ¢'(s)Pds < 1. Then

mp < 0. 5.2)

Incidentally, observe that the quantity m2;, given by (5.1) remains unchanged if the class of
trial functions is enlarged to include also not necessarily (positive and) monotone functions
¢, provided that ¢(s)1” is replaced by |¢(s)|p/ and ¢'(s)? by |¢’(s)|”. This can be easily
seen on replacing ¢ (s) by fos |¢'(s)|ds.
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The original proof of Lemma 5.1 for p > 2 contained in Moser [45] is rather involved.
A simplified approach, exploiting a technique of Garsia (see [2, Sect. 3.8]), is presented in
Adams [1], where an even more general result is established; a very similar proof, for p = 2,
can be found in Marshall [43], where the possibility of an extension to the case where p # 2
is also mentioned. For completeness, we reproduce a proof of Lemma 5.1 along the same
lines as those of Adams [1] and Marshall [43].

Proof of Lemma 5.1 For eacht € R, define
E = {SZO:S—¢>(S)” St},

and let

1

7
Cp=
1—(1+421-7)T>

From the fact that ¢ (0) = 0, the Holder inequality and the fact that f0°° @' (s)Pds < 1, we
have that

/

p

¢(S)p/ = /d)/(r)dr <s fors > 0.
0

Hence,
E; =@, fort <O. (5.3)
We now show that
|E;| < (cp +2)t, fort > 0. 5.4)

Inequality (5.4) trivially holds if E; C [0, 2¢]. If this is not the case, then inequality (5.4)
will follow if we prove that

52— 51 < cpt (5.5)

for every s1, 5o € E; satisfying 2t < s; < s7. From the definition of E; and the Holder
inequality,

1 1

p—1 o¢)
<sif1- / ¢ (r)Pdr
S1

p—1

s [7/ S1
s1—t =< /¢/(V)dr <s1 /¢/(V)pdr
0 0

Thus,

o) =1
/¢’(r)"dr <l- (1 — i) . (5.6)
81
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From the definition of E;, the Holder inequality again, and (5.6),
S1 K3 I’l
s —1 < /qb’(r)dr +/¢'(r)dr
0 S1
_ 1 197
0 S1 P . 52 P
<|sf /cb/(r)pdr + (52— s /d)’(r)”dr
L 0 S1
_ 19 V4
1 1 x ’
< s+ s [ [#wrar
1
i L €1 F\P! %
< |s{ +G2—sD)? 1—(1—*)
51
Therefore,
L p—1\7
t ! t
2_L. 1+(”—1)”(1—(1—) ) (5.7)
S1 S1 S1 S1

Set M =2l andz =1— ﬁ Then, % < z < 1 and (5.7) can be rewritten as

/

1 1 P
M1 —z)+z< (1 +MY(1—-2)7( —zP—‘)%) .

The convexity of the function 7 7P entails that, for A € [0, 1],

3

(5.8)

1 1 P , ,
Q+Mﬂa—aﬂa—ﬂ”ﬁ) < (=P LA M = (1 — e

Choosing & = 1 — z2(?=D and combining (5.8) and (5.9) yield

A=n'7r—z

2477 41

M <

whence (5.5) follows.

The Layer Cake principle and a simple change of variables imply that

@ Springer

T -2 (1 —xl—p’(l—zp—l)ﬁ) =42

00 o0
/ 90 gy — / s > 0 g(s) < 1} e dr
0

—0o0

1
I-p

(5.9)

= Cp,
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for every measurable function g : (0, co) — R. Thus,

—00

o0 o0
/é”“)" Sds = / |Ele™"dt <cp+2,
0

where the inequality is a consequence of (5.3) and (5.4). O

Proof of Theorem 1.1 By (2.7) and (2.5), we have

Isprt f1
/e(nw}/”|f(x)|)"’dx _ / oo ) g (5.10)
R” 0

On the other hand, (2.11) and (2.10) tell us that

[sprt £ I/n

e zain=[ [ (s o) as| (5.11)
0

Owing to (5.10) and (5.11), the affine Moser—Trudinger inequality (1.9) will follow if we
show that, for each a > 0,

a

1 1/n '
sup — / eeon VOY gy = m,,, (5.12)
¥ a
0

as ¥ ranges among all non-increasing locally absolutely continuous function ¢ : (0, a] —
[0, 00) such that ¥ (a) = 0 and [ (nw,"s'/" (=y'(s)))"ds < 1. Given such a ¥, define
the non-decreasing function ¢ : [0, co) — [0, c0) by

¢ () = nwy "y (ae™"), fort > 0. (5.13)
Note that ¢ (0) = 0. The change of variable
s=ae™’ (5.14)

gives
/ ¢ (1) dt = / (nw}/"sl/"’<—¢/(s)))"ds <1,
0 0

and
o0 a
oy -1 L[ ol )
e e 'dt =— | e/ ds.
a
0 0

Hence, Eq. (5.12) follows from Lemma 5.1, since, for each fixed a, the class of functions
appearing in definition (5.1) agrees with the class of functions ¢ given by (5.13) with ¥ as
above.
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The sharpness of the constant na),i/ " in (1.9) can be verified on testing the inequality on

the same sequence { fi }xen of (radially decreasing) functions as in Moser [45], namely

1/9' . _
k 1/n 1f |x| S e k/n
nwy
— —1/q . _
fr@) = 5 100 (‘i) if e < x| < 1
wn x|
0 otherwise.

Note that the sequence { fx (A(x — x0))} is also extremal in (1.9), for any x9 € R" and any
A € GL(n), since inequality (1.9) is invariant under affine transformations in R”. ]

We conclude with the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2 Similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.1, a crucial ingredient here is the
symmetrization inequality (2.9) for p > n. This inequality, together with (2.11), reads

Isprt f| 1/p
Ep(f) = Ep(fY) = / (nw}/”s‘/”’(—f*’(s)))pds (5.15)
0

for every f € whr(R") with Isprt f| < oo. By the (local) absolute continuity of f*, and
by (2.6), (2.5) and the Holder inequality,

Isprt /|
1l = £7(0) = / (—f* (s))ds
0
Ispr f1 VP / spre £ v
< (—f*/(s)sl/”/)pds / 5P s
0 0
NP Isprt /| /p
, — 1 1 / ’
- (L) Isprt f|7 7 / (—f* (s)sl/”)pds
p—n /
(5.16)

Inequality (1.12) follows from (5.15) and (5.16).

Equality holds in (1.12) for any function having the form (1.13) with xo =0 and A = I;
actually, any such function is spherically symmetric, so that equality holds in (5.15), and ren-
ders the inequality in (5.16) an equality. Equality continues to hold in (1.12) even if xg # 0
and A # [ in (1.13), owing to the invariance of (1.12) under affine transformations. ]
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