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On a definition of seminorm
in W2 (T")

FABIO GASTALDI and GIANNI GILARDI

ABSTRACT. A definition of seminorm is given in the Sobolev space Wo#(IM on a
smooth compact manifold I' without boundary, using a localization procedure
without partition of unity.

0. INTRODUCTION

In the study of noncoercive boundary value problems for elliptic partial
difierential equations or inequalities, one often can estimate derivatives (or,
more generally, difference quotients) of the solution, but not the solution
itself.

On the other hand, in the linear case, estimates of high order norms of the
solution (for instance, in Sobolev spaces) are well known, depending on
snitable norms of data and on lower order norms of the solution itself.
Similar estimates can be obtained also in several non linear problems; they
can have either a local character or a global one. Yet, local a-priori estimates
of high order norms of the variation of the solution are often useful, involving
only lower order norms of the same variation. In such a case, partitions of
unity are not useful, since they generally call into play norms of zero order,
for instance the L norm of the solution, which is not controlled in
noncoercive problems, usually.

Thus, it could be useful to introduce functional seminorms whose defi-
nition is given in terms of local charts, without using partition of unity. In
this paper we develop such an idea in the framework of the Sobolev space
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W r (I, with s2>0, | <{p<{2o, I being a compact smooth manifold without
boundary.

An application of this technique is given in [GG].

1. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM .

Throughout this paper I" will denote a manifold in a euclidean space such
that

I"is N —dimensional, compact, without boundary, of class C', {1.1]
where N= | and m=0 are iritegers.

Under this assumption, one can find in the literature several definitions of
the Sobolev space W+# (), for all real s with 0<<s=m+1, and of its norm
(see {A], [BL], [KJF], [LM], [M], [N], [T]).

We are interested here in definitions using localization and local change of
variables (see, e.g. [LM] (iii) 2.5; in particular Prop. 2.9): the problem is
reduced to a preliminary study of the space W*7 (1), where {) is an open
subset of R, In this paper we introduce a variant to such kind of definitions
(see also [N] pp. 88 and 94), which consists in avoiding partitions of unity, in
view of a similar definition of a seminorm whose kernel is made by locally
constant functions.

In section 3 we will give the definitions of W»#(I), of its norm and of its
seminorm. Although the definition of the space is clearly independent of the
system of local charts, this is no longer true for the norm and for the
seminorm; nevertheless, we will show that different systems lead to
topologically equivalent norms and even seminorms. This requires a
preliminary study of the case where I' is replaced by an open set of RY: this
is done in section 2. Finally, section 4 is devoted to a comparison between our
definitions and others, some of which already given in the literature.

Although most of the following could be extended to cover the cases p=1
and p=oo, yet we will confine our attention to the case | <p<lco.

2. THE CASE OF AN OPEN SUBSET OF R¥

We begin by recalling the (usual) definition of W+#({}) and of its norm
and seminorm.
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Definition 2.1  Let () be an open subset of RY. Let s>0 and pe]l,+oo[
be given. The space W+» (1), its seminorm |a|, poa and its norm |\o||, . o are
defined respectively as follows:

(1) if0<s<1,

Wir(Q)={velr(Q): |vl],, o<}, [2.1]

Vi pa={ [lx—pI=¥ v (x)— v ()| dxdy. [2.2]
10

100 = IV lla.p 0+ 191 p [2.3]

where |lallo.p o is the norm in L? (Q));

(ii) if s @ positive integer,

Wer () ={velr(Q): D*velr(Q), for |a| <sl, [2.4]
”V“_\',,r).ﬂzl‘z< ||-D“V||0.p.n= [25]

N
Pvls,p,ll:_zi ”ajvlls—l,p,!h [26]

J=

here 3= —°— De=gfi g :
where o; = X, » DY=dy- 98 and |a|=Zaj— Hf a=(ay,...,an);
i

(iii) if s> 1 and s is not an integer, denoting by m the largest integer<s,
we define

V\;"f’(.ﬂ):{ve Wmr(Q): Deve Ws—me (), for |al =m},  [2.7]

“v”.\'.p,!l: “vllru,p.11+ Z |Duvlj—m.p,.().1 [28]
) la| =m
N
|V|_‘-,,u.n=_21 19 vlls—1,p, 0 (2.9]
J=
d

A preliminary step consists in comparing |e]; ,, 0 With , la]; . 0, where {(),}

is a finite, open covering of (1, at least when 0<{s=1. To this end we need
some lemmas.
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Lemma 2.2 let Qand ), (i=1,...,n) be open, connected subsets of RY
such that O =UQ,. Then at least one among the (Vs is such that the union

i
of the remaining ones is connected.

Proof. By induction, we notice that the result is trivial if n=2. Let m=2
and assume that the resuit holds for n=rm: we are going to show that it is still
valid for r=m+1. Let 0 and Q, (I =7/=m+1) satisty the assumption: then,
Q1,.+ intersects the union of the preceding ones, whence it intersects one of
them. We may assume that this is Q,. Set (', =, if 1=i<m and
O,=0,,Ul, ; by the inductive assumption (which can be applied
because (1, is connected), one among the ;% is such that the union of the

remaining ones 1s connected. Let ', be this set. If k=m, then (), :g ; is
=m

connected and intersects {)',,, whence it intersects either {1, or {3, ;. There-
fore, the set we wanted is either 0,,., or ,, respectively. If k<mi, the
wanted set is (1.

O

Lemma 2.3  Ler Q and §Y; satisfy the same assumpltions as in the previous
Lemma. Then there exists a permutation w of (1,...,n) such that for all |,
1<li=n, there exists j, 1< j<li, such that O NQ  1# .

Proof. By induction, we notice that the result is trivial if n=2. Let m=2
and assume that the result holds for n = m: we are going to show that it is still
valid for n=m+1. Let £ and Q; (1 =/=m+1) satisfy the assumption: by
Lemma 2.2, one among the {1, is such that the union of the remaining ones
is connected. Up to a permutation of |,...,m+ 1, we may assume that this is
1,,.+4. By the inductive assumption, there exists a permutation = of (I,...,m)
such that each Q,,, apart from Q_,, intersects one of the preceding ones:
define (D) =n ()il 1=i<mp and [T(m+1)y=m+1: 11 satisfies the requested
properties. -

U

In the following we shall use this wel! known result (see [N] Lemma 5.5:
the assumption on () can be weakened), which we state as a lemma.

Lemma 24  Ler (Y he a bounded open subset of RY, m=0 an integer,
0<s=m+l, pe]l,+toc[ and we C"'(L)). Then, for all ve Wsr((}) it is
vwe WP Yy and

“vw“s,p,ﬂsc”v“s.p,ﬂ& [2’IO]

where c does not depend on v.

c

The following lemma is well known: here we prove it under weak
assumptions. The following notations will be used.
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B (x)=f{veR¥|x—y|<rland B,= B.(0). [2.11]

Lemma 2.5 Ler Q) and Q; (i=1,...,n) be open bounded subsets of RY
such that 1=\ {),, satisfying the following condition:

VxeNZe>0,30 1 <i<n such that QN B,(x)CQ,. 12.12]

Let s>0 and pe|l,+oef. Then, ali ve L () such that Vin, € W2 (1),
1 =i=n, belongs to W=7 ((}); moreover, there is a constant ¢>0 such that,
for all ve Wsr (1),

|!V||s.p.n<—:ff§_:||V|n,~||s,,n.n,« [2.13]

Proof. Since (I is compact, there exist m€N, ;>0 and eI =Zj<m)
such that, setting {};= B, (x/), it is UL 20 and for all j{l=j<=m) there
is 1(l<1<n) such that QA Q' CO i

Let {4} be a partition of unity associated to the compact set { and
to the covering {7}, Il velr()) and v, e WP({}), 1=i=n, then
Viginey c Wsr (), ﬂﬂ’) 1 <j=<m, and then (‘1’;")|(mn € W=7 (£);N{Y)). Since
supp ‘f’; has a strictly positive distance from Q/Q’ the dlrect evaluation of the
seminorm leads to ;ve WP (), Vj. Thus, v—za,ijeW‘P(Q) This

evaluation leads also to the {ollowing inequality, whefe we omit the symbol
of restriction (which will be done also in what follows):

1 vils o = 14 v s panas

where ¢; does not depend on v. Therefore

“v”spﬂ Z”‘!{.V“spn EC ”'Jl;v”spnﬁﬂ !S
SCZIIr!ijIIS,p,mn}S C’Z | v”.\'.p.!lﬂ!l’j-
J J ‘

Since every term of the last sum is less than one of the addends of [2.13],
the proof is complete.

O

Note that regujarity assumptions such as [2.12] cannot be completely
dropped. Actually, consider the open sets

0, ={(pcos8, psind): 0<p<1,—n<9<%},
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Q,={(pcosb, psin): 0L p<< 1,—%<8<w 5,

fl:Q] Unz
and the function v defined by
v(pcos@, psind)=48, for 0<p<l —r<f<m

it is vjp,€ C I(€);} for i=1,2, while ve W» (1) 1f and only 1fs<— because
Illspﬂ_'lvl_qp B for 0<Ts<1.

The main step consists in obtaining an inequality analogous to [2.13],
calling into play only seminorms. To this end, we state a known result (based on
the compactness of the embedding of W+r(}) in L/ (Q}), obtained by a
combination of known results, e.g. [N] Theor. 6.3, [A] Theor. 7.48, [LM](iii)
Prop. 2.7 and [LLP] ch. V} as a lemma.

Lemma 2.6 Let Q) be a bounded, connecied open subset of R¥, of class
CO%' und w CQ @ nonempty open set; let s>>0, pe]l,+eof. Then there exists
a positive constant ¢ such that, for all ve W+#({1),

”v”spil'—((lvlcpﬂ “V”spw) [214]
HVH\,':!! C(‘v‘s;).(l+1vw|) [215]
where we have set
v, = l f‘u‘. [2]6]
|
|

Now we are in a position 1o prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.7 Let Q) and (), (i=1,...,n) be bounded, connected open
subsets of RN verifying condition [2.12]. Assume thar (), is of class CO' and
that !l:%) Q. Ifse]0, 1] and pe]l,+oe(then there is a constant ¢>>0 such

that for all ve W+r(Q)

|vl,\',p.!!SCzlv}s,p.ﬂ," [217]

Proof. In the following, ¢ will denote different constants, independent of
v. Let us consider [2.13]: thanks to LLemma 2.3 we may suppose that each of
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the s, except the first, intersects one of the precedmg ones, which we will
denote by V. Then, for | <i=n it is

”v“.".[).!lfscl( ile.p, ﬂ,-+ ”v”s,p,ﬂ',ﬂﬂ;) SC( |V|.r.p,!!,+ ”V”.\‘,p,ﬂ',-)s

whefe [2.14] has been used. Iterating this inequality, adding up and applying
[2.15] we find

“ v”.\'.p.(ls C(Z |v|s.p,Ih‘+ Hv”s.p,ﬂg)S C(E |v|,\-.p.!!,'+ | v!hl);
i’ 1

whence
tuls,p,.(li:c(zIvls,p.ﬂ,-‘leﬂ;l)' [218]

Applying [2.18] to v—v, we get [2.17].

We end this section with a result which will be used in the next one.

Lemma 2.8 Let () and OV be open subsets of RN, Let a: Q0 — QO be a
diffeomorphism of class C*'. If s€]0,m+1], pe]l,+oe[ and ve Wsr{{})
then v o c WP (Q)) and

|V" als.p,ﬂs Cl vls.p,ﬂ’ and ||VO C!” s.p,!lS f” v“.\'.p.!l‘a [2 i9]
where ¢ does not depend on v.

Proof. The second inequality i1s well known (see [LMI] 12.9, which
extends to our case). Yet, its “natural” proof shows also the first one: indeed,
it s>> 1, lower order derivatives of v do appear in evaluating higher derivatives
of v a, but v itself does not; now, this is exactly what is needed to express

-the seminorm according to the definitions [2.6] and [2.9]. If s=1, [2.19] is
immediate.

O

3. THE CASE OF A MANIFOLD

Now we are able to deal with a manifold I of a euclidean space. The
definition of W+~ (I") is clearly equivalent to the usual one, given by means of
local charts and partition of unity.

Definition 3.1 Assume[l.1] and let 0<s=Zm+1 and | <p<oco. We say
that a funcrion v of L (') belongs to W (1") when for all xe I there exists
a diffeomorphism o : B) — o (B))CT of class C™' such that x€a (B) and
vooae WP (B ) O
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In defining the norm in W+ (I") we will not employ partition of unity,
as usually done; the method allows us to define a seminorm as well.

Definition 3.2 Under the assumptions of Definition 3.1, let {a;} be a
finite family of diffeomorphisms a;; By — a;(B)CT of class C™ " such that
{a;(B);2) } is an open covering of T. For ve WsP(I") we set:

||v|IJ.[),F: Z ”VU ai”s,p.ﬂuz' [31]
i

IVIJ,[),F: 2 [vo ar’ls,;';,B;;z' [3.2]

’ O

Obviously [3.1] and [3.2] depend on the choice of the system {a;}; yet,
different systems lead to topologically equivalent results, thanks to the
following Theorem.

Theorem 3.3  Assume [1.'1] and let 0<s<m+1 and | <p<oc. Let {a;}
and {B;} be two families satisfying the assumptions of Definition 3.2. Then
there exists ¢ >0 such that for all ve W (') it is:

Zlv“ails,pﬁmﬁczsvoB_,llsp Bijs [33]

Z “ Vo aillj,p.ﬁ”zgc Z ||Vo Bj”s,p. Bz [34]
i J

Proof. It is enough to evaluate each of the terms on the left hand side of
[3.3] or [3.4] by means of the corresponding right hand side. For this, fix i and
set @ = a; and B= B);;. We would like to use Lemma 2.5 and Theorem 2.7 with
=B and ();=a"! (BJ,(B)) However, these {)s may be irregular, hence we
introduce some auxiliary open sets as follows.

For all xc B fix j=/(x) and € =€ (x) such that B, (x)C 8B, and
afB (x))CB; (B) using the compactness ¢ of B, we may fmd a finite number
of pomts xk€ B such that, setting Qkkb’fm)(x) iss BCUQ,CB,
itzr((lk)(:,(iﬂr (B), for suitable j. Set (= BN, and .Qk-(B;' 0 ) ‘(QA) and
denote by ¢ different constants independent of v. We shall show that the
inequality

'V” a!.v,p.B-:—:czkiv"ﬁjkls,p,ﬂ" [35]

and the analogous for the norms hold, distinguishing the cases 0<{s< | and
§>1.
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If 0<s=1, Theorem 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 give:
Vol sSeSlvealpa=c3l(vo Bi)o(By 0 a) |spo,<

Ec%lv"ﬁjk!s,p,ﬂ’k
and [3.3j follows.

Let s>> 1. Denoting by v/ the /-th component of the generic function
with values in R¥, we have:

Woals 5= 35119 (voodlls—r o 5= XXM (Voo pn, =
=c§§||ah[(voﬁj;)q(ﬁg‘u @) Ms-tp.0,=
=33 2 B10BL o )39, (8,10 @' ot =
=N veB)I0Bilo @)llicr pn =

50%?”@(”3},,) ”s—l.p,ﬂ'k:C§|vOBjkls.p.ﬂ’k

and [3.3] still follows.

The analogous inequalities for the norms are proved in the same way.

(W

4. FURTHER REMARKS

Our aim is firstly comparing the norm [3.1] with the usual one, whose
definition exploits a partition of unity.

Let {e;} be like in Definition 3.2 and let {y;} be a partition of unity of class
Cm1 associated to the compact I" and to the covering {a;{(B);)}}. Define (see
[LM] (i) 2.5) ,

VIS =2 5 ¥)o cills p, 5y - [4.1]

Proposition 4.1 Assume [1.1] and let 0<<s=m+1 and 1 <p<oo. The
norms [3.1] and [4.1] are equivalent.
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Proof. Using Lemma 2.4, we have immediately:

*
|| v”s.p, [’ :ZH (v" a.‘) (lpi"a!)‘l.\',p, B S 4 Z”V o H.\\p, B2 — c ”vll.\,p, 1"
i !
where ¢ does not depend on v.

Since W+#(I') is complete with respect to [4.1], the assertion will follow
from Banach theorem as soon as we show that W7 (T") is complete with
respect to [3.1]. Let {v,} be a Cauchy sequence with respect to [3.1]: then,
for all i, {v,0a;} converges in W57 (B;) to a function w;. We only have to
prove the existence of a function ve L7 (I") such that voa;— w; for all i. Since
the set of indices is finite, there is a subsequence {v, } such that v, oa;— w;
a.c. in Byy; it follows that v, — w;ee7! a.e. in a;(By;,). whence
wioai'=wiea;i ! in a;(By)Nay(B);) and v is defined in an obvious manner.

a

Let us introduce other possible norms in W7 (I'), related to the seminorm

[3.2], equivalent to [3.1].

Proposition 4.2 Assume [1.1] and let 0<ls=m+1 and 1<{p<lco.
Suppose T is connected and let w "' be a set with positive N-dimensional
measure. Then the following norms are equivalent 1o [3.1]:

||VH.’\‘,p,l‘:|v|s,p, I‘+||‘,H0.p.w7 [42]
”v“.’\:p.l':lVI.\',,U.F""|vw| ’ [4'3]

where ile|lg . i5 the norm in 17 (w) and v, is the average of v on w.
Proof. Obviously [4.2] and [4.3] are estimated from above by [3.1].

Converse inequalities are of Friedrichs-Poincaré type and can be obtained
according to classical arguments, provided one notices that:

(i) 1vl;,1r=0 is equivalent to v=constant, so that [4.2] and [4.3] are
NnoIms;

(it the embedding of W+#(I") in L?(I'} is compact with respect to the norm
[4.1], hence with respect to [3.1], too.
’ O

Proposition 4.3  Assume [1.1] and let 0<<s=m+1 and |<p<oo
Suppose I' is connected and set

|v|.s‘..p.[‘ zin.f{”""i'klis,p,r:kER}' [44]
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Then [4.4) and [3.2] are equivalent.
Proof. For all kR one has
|V|.:,p,r= |V+k|s,p,r‘ = v+k“s.p, T

whence [vi; , r=<|v|;, r. Denoting by vr the avcrage of v on I',thanks to the
previous Proposition one has

[vl:,p,[‘ = ||V—Vr‘||s,p,r<—:c |V*" Vp | spP=¢C Ivl.c,p,l"-

O

If " is also the boundary of an open set, then there is a further possibility,

Proposition 4.4  Let QCR¥T! be a hounded, connected open set of class
Cnloand let T' be its boundary, which is assumed to be connected; let
0<s=m+!| and | <p<eo. Suppose either p=2 or s not integer.

Forve W (I"), define © by means of: AV=0in Q and V=v on I'. Intro-
duce .

Vip e =19k L. 9
Then [4.5] and [3.2] are equivalent.

Proof. We shall use well known results ([LM](v), Theorem 4.2,
[LM](vi) Theorem 4.1). For all keR it is

Vi = 1Pl L pn= 9kl L o= (k) e L p 0=
=i{v+k)" s+ L o a=cllv+kllpr-
By the previous Proposition we then find
Wl SelvIipr Sclvlyr.

Maoreover, choosing &k to be the average of ¥ in {1 and applying [2.15], we
abtain:

Wipr=Iv—klspr=lv—kllspr=cll(v=k) s+ L pa=
7]

=c ” ‘”}*k”xﬁ*%.p,ﬂsc |‘A}_kls-i-%.p,.().:C1G|.v+7|)-.p,ﬂ=c |V|:p,l‘-
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