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1 Introduction

For M =1,2,3,..., we introduce the Sobolev space
1 .
H=HM) = {u(x) ] u(x), u™(x) € L2(-1,1), / u@)x'dx=00<i<M- 1)}
-1
with the Sobolev inner product

1
(u,v)m = / 1™ ()7 (x) dx.
-1

(+,-)am is proven to be an inner product of H in Section 4. H is the Hilbert space with
the inner product (-, ). The purpose of the present paper is to find a supremum of the
Sobolev functional given by

1
S(0) = (0520 = (sup ) /1wt el - | @) d.
yl< -

The conclusion of the present paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.1 G(x,y) = G(M;x,y) is the Green function which is defined later in Theo-
rem 3.1. SUp ey 20 S(u) = Co is given by

Co=CM) = max G»,y) =Go,y0) (M=1), 1.1)
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where yo attains the maximum value of the diagonal of the Green function. The supremum
Cy is attained by setting u(x) = G(x, o). In particular, if M <5, we have y, = %1, in other
words,

max G(y,y) = G,1) = G(-1,-1) (M =1,2,3,4,5). 1.2)
Y=

Explicit forms of G(1,1) = G(-1,-1) are given as

2PMAIP QM - 1) (2M +1)
G(1,1) = G(-1,-1) = T IPT @) (M=>1). (1.3)

Note that the equality

1|n‘a>lc G(y,y) = G(£1,£1)
y1<

in (1.1) is proven only for M < 5 and is still open for M > 6. Here, we list explicit forms of
C(M) (M = 1’ 2) 3) 4) 5))

2 8 4
cl)=—, C2)=—, C3)=———,
@ 3 @) 105 ) 1,155
4
C4)=——, Coh)=———.
405,405 3,741,309

Theorem 1.1 is equivalently rewritten as follows.

Theorem 1.2 For any u(x) € H, there exists a positive constant C such that the Sobolev
inequality holds:

(sup‘u(y)D2 < C/I’u(M)(x)‘zdx.

lyl<1

Among such C, the best constant Cy is the same as (1.1). If we replace C by Cy, the equality
holds for

u(x) = cG(x,y0), ceC\{0}(-1<x<1).
In particular, if M <5, we have y, = £1.
Concerning the infimum of S(u), we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3 The infimum of the Sobolev functional is equal to zero,

uell-},lz;o S(u) = 0. (1.4)
Based on the previous research of Bliss [1], the best constant and a family of the best
functions of the Sobolev inequality are first obtained independently by Aubin [2] and
Talenti [3]. They mainly used the functional analysis technique to compute the best con-
stant of the Sobolev inequality. On the other hand, we have computed the best constant
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of the Sobolev inequality by using the Green function corresponding to a boundary value
problem. This is a new method quite different from that of the functional analysis. The
Green function is the reproducing kernel for suitable set of Hilbert space and inner prod-
uct. As an application, the best constant of the corresponding Sobolev inequality is ex-
pressed as the maximum value of the diagonal of the Green function. References [4—6] are
related to the early studies based on these facts. The engineering meaning of the Sobolev
inequality becomes that the square of maximum bending of a string (M = 1) or a beam
(M = 2) is estimated from above by the constant multiple of the potential energy [7, 8]. We
have already obtained the best constant of each Sobolev inequality which corresponds to
clamped-free, Dirichlet and periodic boundary value problems for (~1)*(d/dx)* [9-11].
Further, in [12], we consider a time-periodic boundary value problem of #nth order ordi-
nary differential operator which appears typically in Heaviside cable and Thomson cable
theory. In this problem, the physical meaning of a Sobolev type inequality becomes that
the square of maximum of the absolute value of AC output voltage is estimated above
by the constant multiple of the power of input voltage. The purpose of the present paper
is to derive a Sobolev inequality which corresponds to free boundary value problem for
(-1)"(d/dx)*™ and obtain the best constant by using some properties as the reproducing
kernel of the Green function.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we construct a proto Green function that
becomes the origin of the Green function from the corresponding eigenvalue problem. In
Section 3, we construct the Green function from the proto Green function as to satisfy
the properties of reproducing kernel. We call the technique symmetric orthogonalization
method [13]. In the method, Whipple’s theorem concerning the hypergeometric series
has an important role. In Section 4, we show that the Green function is the reproducing
kernel for H and (-, ). After deriving the Sobolev inequality, we give the proof of (1.1).
Sections 5 and 6 are devoted to the proof of (1.2) (M = 5) and (1.3) in the main Theorem 1.1.

In Section 7, we prove Theorem 1.3.

2 Free boundary value problem and the proto Green function

We start with the following lemma concerning the eigenvalue problem.

Lemma 2.1 The eigenvalue problem

(~DMuM = ju(x) (-l<x<1),
ud(£1) =0 (M<i<2M-1)

has an eigenvalue ). = 0, and the corresponding eigenspace is M-dimensional. Its orthonor-

mal base is

{wi(x)=,/i+ %Pi(x) ‘ 0 EiSM—l},

where P;(x) are Legendre polynomials.

We omit the proof of the lemma.
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For convenience, we introduce the following monomials {Kj(x)}:

2M1 ’

s (0<j<2M-1),

K;(x) = Ki(M; x) = T(2M-j) 0<j=< )
2M <)).

For any bounded continuous function f(x) on —1 < x < 1 satisfying the solvability condi-

tion
1
/ fOeidy=0 (0<i<M-1), (2.1)
-1
we consider the free boundary value problem
DMuPM = f(x)  (-l<x<1), (2.2)
BvP(M) {u?(E1)=0 M<i<2M-1), (2.3)
[Lu@edx=0 (0<i<M-1). (24)

We first introduce the proto Green function Gy (x, y).

Lemma 2.2 Suppose that the boundary value problem (2.2) and (2.3) has a classical solu-
tion u(x). Then f(x) satisfies the solvability condition (2.1), and u(x) is expressed as

M-1

1
ue) = Yo+ [ GolwafO)dy (-1<x<D), (25)
i=0 -

where ag,a1,...,0-1 are appropriate constants. Go(x,y) is a proto Green function or an
equivalently fundamental solution for the differential operator (-1)M(d/dx)*, which is
defined by

(_M

Go(x,y) = ;) I<0(|x—y|) (-1<x,y<1).

Proof We assume that (2.2) and (2.3) have a classical solution #(x). Introducing new func-
tions

u="uo w - wp), wi=u?(0<i<2M-1)

and the 2M x 2M nilpotent matrix

we can rewrite (2.2) and (2.3) as

W =Nu+0 --- 0 DEDMf(x) (-l<x<l), (2.6)

wi(£1) =0 (M<i<2M-1). 2.7)
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The fundamental solution E(x) to the above initial value problem is expressed as
E(x) = Kx)K(0)™,
where

K(x) = (Kij)(x) (0 <i,j<2M-1),

1
K(0) = =K(©0)™

Solving (2.6), we have

u(x) = E(x + Du(-1) + f E=3)'0 - 0 DEDM0)dy

1

1
u(x) = E(x— Du(1) - f E-7/0 - 0 DDMF0)dy,

or equivalently, for 0 <i <2M -1,

2M-1 M
wix) = ) Ky + Digag15(-1) + /1(—1)MKi(x - )f ) dy,
=0 -

2M-1 1
ui(x) = Z Kij(x — Dugpr(1) - / (~DMKi(x - 9)f (v) dy.

j=0
Employing the boundary conditions (2.7), we have

2M-1 x

ui(x) = Z Kiyj(x + Dugpr1(-1) + /1(—1)MKi(x -0f () dy, (2.8)
j=M -
2M-1 1

ui(x) = Z Kiyj(x — Dugpr1-5(1) - / ~DMKi(x - y)f () dy (2.9)
j=M x

forO0<i<2M-1.If M <i<2M —1, we have
) = [ VK- 0)dy (o <i=2m-1),
-1
1
)=~ [ UMKy 0)dy (<020 1)
Setting x = +1 and employing the boundary conditions (2.7), we have
1
0=u(1)= / DMK (1 -y)f(y)dy M<i<2M-1), (2.10)
-1

1
0= ui(~1) = — / CDMK(-1—y)f()dy (M<i<2M-1). (2.11)
-1
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From (2.10) and (2.11), it is shown that f(x) satisfies the condition

1
f Y dy=0 (0<i<M-1),
1

or equivalently

1
[lfU)wi@)dy=0 (0<i<M-1),

which are necessary conditions for the existence of a classical solution to (2.2) and (2.3).
Setting i = 0 in (2.8) and (2.9), we have

2M-1

o) = Y- Ko+ Dutae- D) + [ (DMKala =50y
j=M -
2M-1 1

o) = Y- Ko =Dtz - [ Ko=) 0)
j=M *

Taking the average of the above two equalities, we obtain an expression for the solution

u(x) = o),
M-1 1
)= ) + | GolefO)dy (1<)
j=0 -

where o; (0 <j <M —1) are suitable constants and

(=M
Go(x,y) = 5 Ko(|x —yl) (-1<x,y<1).

This shows (2.5) in Lemma 2.2. a

It is easy to prove the following lemma concerning the properties of the proto Green

function Gy (x,y). We omit the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 2.3 The proto Green function Gy(x, y) satisfies the following properties.

1) 3*MGy(x,y) =0 (-l<x,y<lx#y),

i N
(2) axGO(x’ny::l:l = (:tl) Tl(i(l :Fy)

0<i<2M-1,-1<y<1),

(3) 9:Go(®2)lyor-0 — 0 Golx,)] 0 O=i=2M=D
o\% Y) ly=x-0 — o\X% Y) ly=x+0 = -1<x<1),
x y=x x y=x+ (_]_)M (i oM - 1)
; ; 0 (0<i<2M-2),
(4') axGO(x¢y)|x:y+0 - axGO(xry)lx:y—O = (_1 <y< 1)
(-IM (=2M-1)
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3 Method of symmetric orthogonalization
Concerning the uniqueness and existence of the solution to BVP(M), we have the follow-

ing theorem.

Theorem 3.1 Forany bounded continuous function f(x) on an interval -1 < x < 1 satisfying
(2.1), BVP(M) has a unique classical solution u(x) that is expressed as

1
u(x) = [1 G,nNfndy (-l<x<1).

The integral kernel G(x,y) = G(M;x,y) is given by

M-1 M-1
G(x,y) = Go®,y) — Y _{Vi®eiy) + i@} + Y viei®)e;()
i=0 i,j=0
(-1<x,y<1), (3.1)
where
1
Yilx) = / Go(x,y)p:(0)dy (0<i<M-1,-1<x<1), (3.2)
-1
1 1
mi/mmWMM=/¢mwmmhnimswsM—u (3.3)
-1 -1

The above procedure, in which the Green function G(x, y) is constructed from the proto
Green function Gy (%, y), is called the symmetric orthogonalization method [5, 6, 13]. The
proof of Theorem 3.1 is given in [13]. In the present paper, we give a more closed expression
of G(x, ).

We have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2 Forj=0,1,...,M -1, the following equalities hold:

_1WM .
we = T i Lo + ),

/ M1V (i + k + 1) 14\ 2k
Qj(x):kX_;F(2M+k+1)F(k+1)F(j—k+1)< 2 > (l<x<D.

(3.4)

Proof From (3.2) in Theorem 3.1, the functions v;(x) are calculated as

1 -1)M !
¥(x) = /1 Gol,y)0;() dy = %,/;4 % /1Ko(|x—)’|)P/(Y)d)’
1M ([ '
_ D7 2) NE 5{/_11<o(x—y)1’1@)dy+/x KO(V"‘)PJ'(Y)dy}
_ Y i+ l{ / xKo(x— YIPi(y) dy + f _xKo(—y—x)P-(—y)dy}
2 20Ja ' -1 }

M ,
= %,/ﬂ %{Q;(x) +(-1YQi(—x)}, (3.5)
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where
Qi) = /1 Ko(x—y)Pi(y)dy (-l<x<]1).

It is shown through direct calculations that u = Q;(x) satisfies the initial value problem:

u®™ = pix) (-1<x<1), (3.6)
uP(-1)=0 (0<k<2M-1). (3.7)

The Legendre polynomial P;(x) is expressed as

J j+k . k

(-Y*TG+k+1) (1+x

E(x)zzr(kn)zm-kn)( 2 ) (Flex<d,
k=0

and integrating (3.6) 2M times under the initial conditions (3.7), we obtain (3.4). This
proves Theorem 3.2. O

Theorem 3.3 For M =1,2,3,..., the coefficients y; (0 < i,j <M —1) are expressed as

(WY Mar MDA it S+ 1

22MF( 2M—2i—j+1 )T( 2M+é'—j+2 )T( 2M—2i+j+2 )T( 2M+2i+j+3 )

0 (i - j: odd).

(i — j: even),

Vij =

Proof From (3.3) and (3.5), we have

1
vy = / e ds

M 1 1
_ % (i+ %) (j+ %) {/1 Pix)Q(x) dx + (~1) /_1 Px) Q=) dx}

1M 1 1 o [
- (e 3) (e ) ) [ P

DM G+ DG+ ) [ PQ @) dx (i~ j: even),
0

) (i —j: 0dd).

Hereinafter, we investigate the case in which i —j is even. From the Rodrigues formula and
(3.4), we have

1
| P

~ 1 / (-1Y*T(G + k+1)

T +1)2 Z CEM+k+1)T(k+ 1)L -k +1)2%

e

1 i .
x /_1 ((—1)(%) (1 —xz)l>(1 +2) MK

R (=1Y**T( + k + 1)
T (i +1)2 Z TQM +k+ 1) (k+1)I(j — k +1)2k

k=0
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1 ,
XM+ k)M +k—=1)--- @M +k—i+ 1)/ (1-a%)"(1 +x)* M dx
-1

(1T + k+1)

1 j
LG +1)2¢ ZO: FEM+k—i+1)I'(k+1)I'(G -k +1)2k

x QXM B 4 1 IM + k +1)

j (-1)fT@M + k+1)I(j+ k +1)

= (=1 422M+l
- kX:(;F(2M+k—i+I)F(2M+k+i+2)F(k+1)F(]‘_k+1)

L C2MITM D) &K (G @M+, 1
‘r(zM—i+1)r(2M+i+2)kg(zM—iH)k(zMnn)k'E

o (Cy2MreM+1) —,j+1,2M +1 )
TTeM-i+)TM+i+2) P \oMm—iv1,2M+iv2| )

where (a)x is Pochhammer’s symbol, defined by

'(a+k)
I'(a)

(@) = (a#0,-1,-2,...).

Here, we present Whipple’s theorem concerning the hypergeometric series 3F;.

Theorem 3.4 (Whipple’s theorem [14])
a,l1-a,b
F. 1
o2 (1 +2b-c¢c
Setting a = —j, b=2M + 1, and ¢ = 2M — i + 1 in Theorem 3.4, we have

Sjj+1,2M +1
3F 1
QM —-i+1,2M +i+2

al2M -i+1)L2M +i+2)

) ) 722P T ()T (1 + 26 — ¢)
- b— - b—a—c\’
F(%)F(‘HHZZ C)F(%)F(%ZZLI C)

LMAL(Z = =S+ MIT M+ 5 -5+ DIM -5+ 5+ DIM+5+5+3)

2 2

Page 9 of 20

(3.8)

Substituting the above expression into (3.8), we obtain y;; in a closed form, as follows:

(Y Mrr@M+1)fivd i+

Vij = 92M[( 2M—2i—j+1 ) ( 2M+£'—j+2 ) ( 2M—é’+j+2 ) ( 2M+2i+j+3)

(i —j: even).

This proves Theorem 3.3.

The following statement follows from Theorems 3.2 and 3.3.

Corollary 3.1 v;(x) is a polynomial of (2M + j)th degree and satisfies y;(—x) = (=1) y;(x).

Moreover, V;(x) is expanded by {¢;(x)}, as_follows:

M+i M+i

Yrai(x) = Z )’21’,2;'(/’2;'(90); Yo (x) = Z V2i+1,2j+1(02j+1(x)-

Jj=0 Jj=0
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Remark 3.1 It is often more convenient to express G(x,y) in the following equivalent

form:
[A%] M+i
Gx) = Go@y) = Y > vain[@ai®@ea () + 02:(») ()]
i=0  j=0
[/‘%] M+i
- Z Z V2i+1,2j+1 [‘Pznl(x)%ju()/) + §02i+1(y)<ﬂ2j+1(x)]
=0 j=0
4 (452
+ Z J/zi,2j§021(x)§02j()’) + Z J/2i+1,2j+1§02i+1(x)¢2/+1(Y)
ij=0 ij=0
(-1<x,y<1),
where

B (-DMaT (M +1)\/(4i + 1)(4j + 1)
YA = AT (M 4 i —j+ DM —i+j+ DI(M+i+j+ T (M—i—j+ 1)

(0<ij<[M-12]),

(DM 7T (M + 1)/ (4i + 3)(4f + 3)

VA S oM T (M 4 i—j+ DT (M —i+j+ DEM +i+j+ T (M —i—j— 1

(0 <i,j<[(M-2)/2]).

Theorem 3.1 is a direct consequence of the following theorem, which states that G(x, y)

serves as the Green function of BVP(M).

Theorem 3.5 The Green function G(x, y) satisfies the following conditions:

M-1
1) CDMZMGEy) ==Y ei®ey) (-l<xy<lLxy),

i=0

(2) 3G )|get1=0 M<i<2M-1,-1<y<]l),

l. l. 0 0<i<2M-2),
(3)  0,G(x,)|y=x-0 — 0, G(%, ) |y=x+0 = (-l<x<1),
(-DM  (i=2M-1)
(4) 3G ) lemyeo — D1Glx,) 0 Os=i=aM=2 Ly
x,_)/ =y+0 — x!y =y-0 = - <y< ’
" I T e =2m-1)

1
(5) / @i(x)Gx,y)dx=0 (0<i<M-1-l<y<]).
-1
The proof of the above theorem is given in [13].

4 Sobolev inequality
In this section, it is shown that the Green function G(x, ) is a reproducing kernel for a set

of Hilbert space H = H(M) and its inner product (-, ), introduced in Section 1. We also
derive the Sobolev inequality from the reproducing relation.
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Theorem 4.1 For any u(x) € H, we have the following reproducing relation:

1
u(y) = (u(x), G(x,9)),, = / UM (x)dMGx,y)dx (-1 <y<1). (4.1)

-1

In particular, we have

1
Gly) = / o6y dy (1=y<D). 4.2)

Proof For functions u = u(x) and v = v(x) = G(x, y) with y arbitrarily fixedin -1 <y <1, we
have

M-1 !
4D M) _ u(_l)MV(ZM) _ (Z(_I)Mlju(j)v@Mlj)) )
j=0

Integrating with respect to x on intervals —1 < x < y and ¥ < % < 1 and using the properties
of G(x,y) given in Theorem 3.5, we have

1
(u, Va1 = /1 u™ ()™ (x) dx

1
= / u(x) (=)™ (x) dx

1

-1
+ [Z(—I)M_l_ju(j)(x)VQM‘H) (x):| {

J

x=y-0
+
x=-1

x=1
x=y+0}

(_I)M—l—f [u(/‘)(l)v(ZM—l—i)(l) _ u(j)(—l)v(zM’l_j)(—l)]

X

-1

[:Lj

=0
M-1
+ Z(_I)M—l—iu(/) ) [V(2M—1—1')(y —0) — yPM1D (4 0)]
j=0
= u(y).
This proves (4.1). Equation (4.2) is shown by setting u(x) = G(x,y) in (4.1). (]

Applying the Schwarz inequality to (4.1) and using (4.2), we have

1 1 1
2 2 2 2
luy)|” < / |02 G(x, )| dx/ | (x)|" dx = G(y,y)/ | (x)|” d.
-1 -1 -1
Taking the supremum of the above inequality with respect to y € [-1,1] and setting
Co =max G(3,),
lyl<1

we obtain the following Sobolev inequality:

(sup\u(y)|)2 <G / i\u(M)(x)\zdx = Colt, ). (4.3)

lyl=<1
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This inequality shows that (-, -), is positive definite. Note that, in order to prove (4.3), the
Schwarz inequality is required but not the ‘positive definiteness’ of the inner product.

Let yo be a value that attains the maximum of G(y,y). Applying this inequality to u(x) =
G(x,y0) € H, we have

2 1
(|51|1p|G(y,yo)|> 5(?0/ 101G, yo)| dx = C2.
y|<1 -1

Combining this expression and the trivial inequality:
) 2
CS = {G@o,yo)} = (‘stllG(%yo)l) ,

yl<

we have

2 1
C < (sup’G(y,yo)D < Cof layG(x,yo)Fdx =Cs.
-1

lyl=1

Hence, it is shown that the equality in (4.3) holds if u(x) = G(x, yo):
2 1 y 9
(su1G0:30)) = o [ [oGts o)l d
y|<1 -1

Remark 4.1 In the next section, it is shown that yy = &1 for M < 5, which is expected to
hold also for M > 6.

5 Supremum of Sobolev functional

In this section, we prove (1.2) in Theorem 1.1 in the case of M = 5. The cases of M < 4 are
comparatively simple, and so we omit their proofs. From Theorem 3.1, the diagonal value
of the Green function G(x,y) = G(5;x, y) is given as

G(5;x,x) 3,693 +1,750,653x% — 16,760,772x* + 56,270,844x°

- 429,083,246,592(
—78,971,3464% + 44,618,574x° — 7,910,916x*% + 1,701,564x™

—263,891x"° +20,349x'%).
Calculating G(5;1,1) — G(5;x,x), we have

1
G(5; 1, 1) - G(S;x,x) = m(l —xz)g(5;x2),

g(5;x) = 455,059 — 1,295,594« + 15,465,178x* — 40,805,666x° + 38,165,680x*

- 6,452,894 + 1,458,022x° — 243,542x" + 20,3494 (0 <x <1).
It is sufficient to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1

gx)=g(5;x) >0 (0<x<1).
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Proof We investigate the extremal values or zeros of g(x),g'(x),...,g*(x). Through
straightforward calculations, we have
g"(0) = —244,833,996,¢" (1) = 414,624,768,
g (%) =77,520(11,816 — 9,989x + 6,771x* — 2,639x° + 441x*)
=77,520{1,827 +9,989(1 - x) + 4,132+" + 2,639x° (1 — x) + 441x*} > 0.

Therefore, the equation g”’(x) = 0 (0 < x < 1) possesses a unique solution, x = xo € (0,1),
and g’ (x) takes its minimum at x = xy. Next, we prove

g"(x0) < 0.

We can find 130—% <X < 1%—10 from the intermediate value theorem. Dividing g”(x) by g”’ (%),
we have

5
(252x —377)g" (%) + —ro(x),

7 _
gW=1p 126

ro(x) = 15 (%) — rg (%),
7 (x) = 46,067,875x* + 5,261,460,050x” + 613,870,628x,

r5 (%) = 526,780,7004° + 758,928,637.

Setting x = x, we conclude g”(xg) < 0 as

g (x0) = iro(xo),

126
_ 31 /30
ro (%) = 1 (%0) — g (%0) < 15 (W) ~To (ﬁ)
_ 61,440,051,132,097
- 800,000

Together with the fact that g”(0),g”(1) > 0, there exist x;, x; satisfying 0 <x; <xp <x3 <1
and g”(x1) = g’ (x2) = 0. In addition, g'(x) takes its maximal and minimal values at x = x;
and x = x,, respectively. Next, we show that

g (x2)>0.

Direct calculation shows that 1‘(*)—10 <Xy < %. Dividing g’(x) by g”(x), we have

g = (252x —377)g" (x) + ﬁrl(x),

1,764
ri(x) = r{ (%) — ry (%),
7} (x) = 138,203,625x° + 26,307,300,250x° + 4,604,029,710x* + 2,343,829,099,

7 (x) =1,975,427,625x* + 11,383,929,555x.
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Setting x = x,, we have

gx) = Lh(xz),

441
_ 41 (42
ri(x2) =1y (%2) — 1y (%2) > 1y (ﬁ) ! (ﬁ)
_ 7,181,871,438,953,829
- 80,000,000 ’

from which it is concluded that
g'(x1) > g (%) > 0.

Since we have g’(0) < 0, there exists a unique x3 € (0,1) such that g’(x3) = 0, at which g(x)
takes its minimum value. Finally, we prove that

glx3) > 0.

Direct calculation and the intermediate value theorem show that % <x3< %. Dividing
g(x) by g'(x), we have

1
2,0

80 = 552520~ 377)g () + (%),

1,008

ra(x) = r3 (x) — 15 (%),

r3 (%) = 46,067,875x° +13,153,650,125x* + 3,069,353,140x>
+4,687,658,198x + 214,480,003,

ry (%) = 790,171,050x° + 11,383,929,555x%.

Using the same procedures, we obtain

glxs) = ra(x3),

1,008

ra(xs) = 1y (x3) — 15 (x3) > 75 (%) — r;(%)

_ 653,353,651,584,933,307
- 1,600,000,000

This shows that
gx) =glx3)>0 (0=x<1),
which completes the proof of Lemma 5.1. O

Although the proof is straightforward and simple, the proof for general M remains in-
complete. Even if M > 6, if it is possible to carefully analyze the increase and decrease on
the function G(M;«,x), we will be able to confirm that the maximum value is achieved on
the boundary points x = +1. However, a unified way to treat G(M;1,1) — G(M; %, x) has not
been established and therefore the positivity remains to be unproved.
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6 G(1,1)
The purpose of this section is to prove (1.3) in Theorem 1.1,

22M-1r oM - 1) (2M +1)

G(L.1) = T(M)2T (4M)

(6.1)

Setting y = 1 in (4.2), we have

1
G(1,1) = / (0MG(x,1))* dx. (6.2)

1

We present the following key lemma.

Lemma 6.1

I(M+1
OMG(x,1) = %KM(I — ) Ky (1 +%)

_ M-l M
_42MF(M)(1 271 + %) (-1<x<1).

From the above lemma and (6.2), (6.1) is proven by

1

2°MT (M) /4

| gL BRM—12M 4 1)< 2MIP QM - 1)T(2M +1)
= Ton? —Lelt )= T (M)2T (4M)

G@1,1) = 1-2)"M21+2)Mdx

Proof It is easy to see that

vix) = %I(M(l —x)Kp_1(1 + x)

satisfies the boundary value problem:

(—1M-1L,eM-1) 2]1:4(12_1(‘;1&) (-1<x<1), (6.3)
V(1) =0 0<i<M-2), (6.4)

W(-1)=0 O0<i<M-1). (6.5)
Hence, it is sufficient to prove that
u(x) = afyG(x,l) (-l<x<1)

satisfies the same boundary value problem (6.3)-(6.5).
From (3.1), we have

(-1 -
Ko(1-2) = Y {vi®)ei1) + i)}

i=0

G(x,1) =

M-1

) vipi®) g ).

i,j=0
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Using X ¢p;(x) =0 (-1 <x<1,0 <i <M —1), we have
M-1

u(x) = 9MG(x,1) = %I(M(l ~%) = > oWy (). (6.6)
i=0

Recall the relation (-1)M 1//1.(2M) (%) = @i(x) (-1 < x < 1), which follows from (3.2). We have
M-1 M-1
(DMUMD ) = (DM iy V) = Y ei)e™ ()
i=0 i=0

= oy () = (M B %>P%_‘P(x)
_ Tem)
T 2MT(M)” 6.7)

This shows that u(x) = 3 G(x, 1) satisfies the differential equation (6.3).
Next, we prove that u(x) satisfies the same boundary conditions (6.4) and (6.5). From
(6.6), we have

M-1
) = (1) Kopel1 ) - Zoj Dy M (),

We now prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2 Forany k (0 <k <M -2), we have

M-1
W «®0)=->" ey =o0.
i=0

Forany k (0 <k <M -1), we have

M-1

2) u®(-1)= (—1)k§1<M+k(2) - ZO (MM (1) = 0.

Proof We first prove (1). Substituting

1(_ )M

) / K- Datdy 0 <k=M-2)

-1

into (1), we have

Dy 0k L1 -«
Y eya) = o Kukl1=) > eiDeiy) dy.
i=0 - i=0

Since a vector space spanned by

{TM =Kkl -9) = (1= )"0 <k <M -2}
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is the same as the vector space spanned by
lg0) -l <j<M-1},

it is sufficient to show that

1 M-1
[ 1o0)- 0@ L oeordy =0 a=j=p-.

i=0

This can be shown by

(Lhs.) = / {w;(y) (l)wo(y)}Z%(I)% ) dy

pay Wei1) (1
{wl(l) / o ei(y) dy - #Wed) / ¢0(y)¢i(y)dy}:0r
-1

@o(1)

where we used the following relations:

1 1
200) = ol1) = = and f ) dy =

We next show (2), that is,

M-1 (—l)k
> ey == ) 0<k<M-1).

i=0

Since

) (-D)k

f Kyt + 9@ dy (0 <k<M-1)

holds, it is sufficient to show that

M-1

f Kok +9) Y i) dy = Ko@) (0 <k =M —1),

i=0

or equivalently

1

1 M-1
/ (Kii (@)~ Kna+ 90} 3 0iDpin)dy =0 (0 <k <M-1),
- i=0

Page 17 of 20

This is easily confirmed in the case in which k = M -1, and therefore it is sufficient to

prove this for 0 < k < M — 2. The vector space spanned by

{F(M - k) (KM+k(2) — Kk (1 + y)) = gM-1-k _ 1 +y)M—1—/<|

0<k=<M-2}
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is the same as the vector space spanned by
{TM = Kpr(1 - y) = 1= )" Ko <k <M -2}
Using the same procedure as in the proof of (1), we can prove (2). O
From (6.7) and Lemma 6.2, we have Lemma 6.1. O

7 Infimum of Sobolev functional
In this section, we finally prove (1.4). It is sufficient to prove the following lemma.

Lemma?7.1 The Legendre polynomials P,(x) (n = 0,1,2,...) satisfy the following properties:

1) sup|P,,(y)| =1,
lyl=1

1
(2) / |P,(1M)(x)|2dx—> oo (n—oo,M=1,2,...).
-1
Proof (1) follows from the Laplace-Mehler formula,
1 e
P,(cosf) = — f (cosO ++/—1sinf cos )" de,
T Jo

and P,(1) = 1. In order to prove (2), we present two lemmas.

Lemma 7.2

Fn+M+1)

M) (1) —
P ) = MM + )T (n - M +1)

(n>M). (7.1)
Proof u = P,(x) satisfies the Legendre differential equation:

(1 —xz)u” —2xu/ +n(n+1)u=0.

By taking M times the derivative of the above equation, it is shown that v = v(x) = P (%)
satisfies
(1 —xz)v” —2(M + DV + {n(n +1)-MWM + 1)}v =0. (7.2)

Setting x =1 in (7.2), we have
—2(M + )PM V() + {n(n +1) - MM + 1)} PP (1) = 0.

This is equivalently rewritten as

LM +2)'(n - M)
I'(n+M+2)

I'M+1)I'(n—(M-1))
F'n+M+1)

TOr(n+1)
= F(n—-}-l)Pn(l) =1.

2M+1P}(1M+1) (1) — ZMPLM) (1)

This proves Lemma 7.2. g
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Lemma 7.3 For n > M, we have

1 M T(n+M+1 >
/ ’P(,,M)(x)yzdx > (n+ M+1) .
1 m+n-M\2MTM+1D)I'(n-M +1)

Proof Multiplying v = P (x) on both sides of (7.2), we have
1=y =2M+Dav'v+ {n(n+1) - MM +1)}»* = 0,
or equivalently
(72 + 1 - M2 = [Mar® = (1= 2] + (1-2%) (v))".

Integrating the above equality on the interval -1 < x < 1, we have

2 2 ! 2 4 2 2 ! 2\ /(a2
(n +n—M)/ |v(x)| dx—M(V(l) +v(-1) )+/ (1—x)|v(x)| dx
-1

-1

> Mv(1)> = M(PM(1))”.

Substituting (7.1) in the right-hand side of the above inequality, we obtain Lemma 7.3.

a
Taking the limit # — oo in Lemma 7.3, we finally prove Lemma 7.1(2). d
Proof of Theorem 1.3 From Lemma 7.1, we have
2 1 " 2
S(M; P@) = (sup|P.0)] ) // 1P ) dx— 0 (11— o0).
lyl=1 -1
This proves (1.4). d

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Author details

'College of Science and Technology, Nihon University, 7-24-1 Narashinodai, Funabashi, 274-8501, Japan. *College of
Industrial Technology, Nihon University, 2-11-1 Shinei, Narashino, 275-8576, Japan. *Graduate School of Engineering
Science, Osaka University, 1-3 Matikaneyama-cho, Toyonaka, 560-8531, Japan. “Department of Computer Science,
National Defense Academy, 1-10-20, Yokosuka, 239-8686, Japan. *Tokyo Metropolitan College of Industrial Technology,
1-10-40 Higashi-ooi, Shinagawa, 140-0011, Japan.

Acknowledgments
This research was supported by J.S.PS. Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) Nos. 24540199, 25400146, 25400210.

Received: 10 September 2014 Accepted: 19 January 2015 Published online: 12 February 2015

References
1. Bliss, GA: An integral inequality. J. Lond. Math. Soc. 5, 40-46 (1930)
2. Aubin, T: Problémes isopérimétriques et espaces de Sobolev. J. Differ. Geom. 11, 573-598 (1976)
3. Talenti, G: Best constant in Sobolev inequality. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 110, 353-372 (1976)
4. Kametaka, Y, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A: The best constant of Sobolev inequality in an n dimensional Euclidean space.
Proc. Jpn. Acad. 81, 57-60 (2005)



Takemura et al. Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2015) 2015:54 Page 20 of 20

. Kametaka, Y, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A, Pyatkov, S: The best constant of Sobolev inequality in an n dimensional Euclidean

space. Sci. Math. Jpn. e-2004, 295-303 (2004)

. Watanabe, K, Yamada, T, Takahashi, W: Reproducing kernels of H™(a,b) (m = 1,2,3) and least constants in Sobolev's

inequalities. Appl. Anal. 82, 809-820 (2003)

. Kametaka, Y, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A, Yamagishi, H, Takemura, K: The best constant of Sobolev inequality which

corresponds to a bending problem of a string with periodic boundary condition. Sci. Math. Jpn. e-2007, 283-300
(2007)

. Takemura, K, Yamagishi, H, Kametaka, Y, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A: The best constant of Sobolev inequality

corresponding to a bending problem of a beam on an interval. Tsukuba J. Math. 33, 253-280 (2009)

. Kametaka, Y, Yamagishi, H, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A, Takemura, K: Riemann zeta function, Bernoulli polynomials and the

best constant of Sobolev inequality. Sci. Math. Jpn. e-2007, 63-89 (2007)
Kametaka, Y, Yamagishi, H, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A, Takemura, K: The best constant of Sobolev inequality
corresponding to Dirichlet boundary value problem for (-1)"(d/dx)*". Sci. Math. Jpn. e-2008, 439-451 (2008)

. Takemura, K: The best constant of Sobolev inequality corresponding to clamped-free boundary value problem for

(=1)M(d/dx)*. Proc. Jpn. Acad. 85, 112-117 (2009)

. Takemura, K, Kametaka, Y, Watanabe, K, Nagai, A, Yamagishi, H: Sobolev type inequalities of time-periodic boundary

value problems for Heaviside and Thomson cables. Bound. Value Probl. 2012, 95 (2012).
doi:10.1186/1687-2770-2012-95,

. Nagai, A, Takemura, K, Kametaka, Y, Watanabe, K, Yamagishi, H: Green function for boundary value problem of 2M-th

order linear ordinary differential equations with free boundary condition. Far East J. Appl. Math. 26, 393-406 (2007)

. Bailey, WN: Generalized Hypergeometric Series. Cambridge University Press, London (1935)

Submit your manuscript to a SpringerOpen®
journal and benefit from:

» Convenient online submission

» Rigorous peer review

» Immediate publication on acceptance

» Open access: articles freely available online
» High visibility within the field

» Retaining the copyright to your article

Submit your next manuscript at » springeropen.com



http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1687-2770-2012-95

	Sobolev inequality of free boundary value problem for (-1)M(d/dx)2M
	Abstract
	MSC
	Keywords

	Introduction
	Free boundary value problem and the proto Green function
	Method of symmetric orthogonalization
	Sobolev inequality
	Supremum of Sobolev functional
	G(1,1)
	Inﬁmum of Sobolev functional
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Author details
	Acknowledgments
	References


