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Abstract

In this paper, we prove both the local and global L?-norm inequalities for Green's
operator applied to minimizers for functionals defined on differential forms in
[?-averaging domains. Our results are extensions of [P norm inequalities for Green'’s
operator and can be used to estimate the norms of other operators applied to
differential forms.
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1. Introduction
Let Q be a bounded domain in R”, # > 2, B and ¢ B with 0 > 0 be the balls with the
same center and diam(o B) = odiam(B) throughout this paper. The n-dimensional
Lebesgue measure of a set E S R” is expressed by |E|. For any function u, we denote
the average of u over B by up = \llil Jpudx. All integrals involved in this paper are the
Lebesgue integrals.

A differential 1-form u(x) in R” can be written as u(x) = Y"1, ui(x1, %2, - -+ , Xy )dx;,
where the coefficient functions u,(xy, %,..., x,,), i = 1, 2,..., n, are differentiable. Similarly,
a differential k-form u(x) can be denoted as

u(x) = Zu;(x)dx; = Z”iliz---ih (x)dxi, Adxi, A -+ A dxg,,
[

where I = (i3, i3, ..., ix), 1 < i1 <iy < ... <ix < n. See [1-5] for more properties and some
recent results about differential forms. Let A’ = A/(R”) be the set of all /-forms in R”,
D(Q, A be the space of all differential [-forms in Q, and LP(Q, AY) be the Banach
space of all [-forms u(x) = X; u)(x)dx; in Q satistying

e - ([ |u(x)|f’dx)1/p= / <Z|u1(x)|2)p/2dx
1

for all ordered I-tuples I, [ = 1, 2,.., n. It is easy to see that the space A is of a basis

1/p

{dxil/\dx,-z/\~~-/\dx,-l, 1<ii<ip<---<ij<n},
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and hence dim(A!) = dim(Al(R")) = (7) and

n n n
dim(A) =Y dim(A(R")) = = 2"
im(n) = 3 dim(~'(R")) Z(l)
1=0 1=0
We denote the exterior derivative by d : D(Q, A) > DQ, A" for [ =0, 1,..., n - 1.
The exterior differential can be calculated as follows

n
do(x) = kzl 3 ;m 3“’8ku ) gy A dis, A diy e A,

Its formal adjoint operator d* which is called the Hodge codifferential is defined by
d* = (-1)""! » dwx: D(Q, A1) - D(Q, AY), where [ = 0, 1,.., n - 1, and « is the well
known Hodge star operator. We say that u € L}OC(AIQ) has a generalized gradient if,
for each coordinate system, the pullbacks of the coordinate function of u have general-
(AIQ): u has
generalized gradient}. As usual, the harmonic [-fields are defined by
H(ANQ) = {ue W(AIQ) :du=du=0,uellforsomel <p < oo}, The orthogonal
complement of % in L' is defined by L = {u € L! :< u, h >= Oforallh € H}. Greens’
operator G is defined as G : C®(A!Q) - HL N C®(A'Q) by assigning G(u) be the
unique element of H+ N C®(AlQ) satisfying Poisson’s equation AG(u) = u - H(u),

ized gradient in the familiar sense, see [6]. We write W(AIQ) = {u € Llloc

where H is either the harmonic projection or sometimes the harmonic part of # and A
is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, see [2,7-11] for more properties of Green’s operator.
In this paper, we alway use G to denote Green’s operator.

2. Local inequalities
The purpose of this paper is to establish the L?-norm inequalities for Green’s operator
applied to the following k-quasi-minimizer. We say a differential form

ue le'cl (22, AY)is a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional

1(2;v) =L (1dv])dx (2.1)

if and only if, for every ¢ € W' (R, A!) with compact support,

loc
I(supp ¢; u) < k-I(supp ¢;u +¢),

where k > 1 is a constant. We say that ¢ satisfies the so called A,-condition if there

exists a constant p > 1 such that
9(2t) < po(t) (2.2)

for all ¢ > 0, from which it follows that ¢p(At) < A P¢ (¢) for any £ > 0 and 1 > 1, see
[12].

We will need the following lemma which can be found in [13] or [12].

Lemma 2.1. Let f(t) be a nonnegative function defined on the interval [a, b] with a >
0. Suppose that for s, t € [a, b] with t <s,
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M
f(t) < (-t + N +6f(s)

)0[
holds, where M, N, o and 0 are nonnegative constants with 0 < 1. Then, there exists a
constant C = C(a, 6 ) such that

0 2¢( g Y0 )

for any p, R € [a, b] with p <R.

A continuously increasing function ¢ : [0, «) — [0, e) with ¢ (0) = 0, is called an
Orlicz function.

The Orlicz space L?(Q) consists of all measurable functions f on Q such that

Joo <|’;l> dx < oo for some A = A(f) >0. LY(Q) is equipped with the nonlinear Luxem-

burg functional
ey =infte = 0+ [ o (f)ax< .

A convex Orlicz function ¢ is often called a Young function. A special useful Young
function ¢ : [0, ©) — [0, =), termed an N-function, is a continuous Young function
such that ¢(x) = 0 if and only if x = 0 and lim, _, ¢ Ppx)/x = 0, lim, _ . P(x)/x = +oo.
If ¢ is a Young function, then || - ||, defines a norm in L?(Q), which is called the Lux-
emburg norm.

Definition 2.2[14]. We say a Young function ¢ lies in the class G(p, ¢, C), 1 < p
<q < oo, C 2 1,if (i) 1/C < ¢(t“?)/D(t) < C and (ii) 1/C < o(t"4)/¥ (t) < C for all ¢
> 0, where @ is a convex increasing function and ¥ is a concave increasing function
on [0, o).

From [14], each of ¢, ® and ¥ in above definition is doubling in the sense that its
values at ¢ and 2¢ are uniformly comparable for all £ > 0, and the consequent fact that

Cit9 < W (g(1)) < Cot?, C1* < D (p(1)) < Caof”, (2.3)

where C; and C, are constants. It is easy to see that ¢ € G(p, ¢, C) satisfies the A,-
condition. Also, for all 1 < p; <p <p, and & € R, the function ¢(t) = tlog?t belongs to
G(p1, pa, C) for some constant C = C(p, @, p1, p»). Here log,(t) is defined by log.(t) = 1
for ¢ < ¢; and log,(¢) = log(t) for ¢ > e. Particularly, if oc = 0, we see that ¢(¢) = ¢ lies in
G(p1, p2 C), 1 < p1 <p <p».

Theorem 2.3. Let u € Wllg’cl(Q, A9Ybe a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, q, C), 1 < p <q < o, C 2 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be a bounded domain and G be Green'’s operator. Then, there exists a constant C, inde-
pendent of u, such that

/ o(IG() — (G(u))sl)dx < C / ol — | )dx (2.4)
B 2B

for all balls B = B, with radius r and 2B € Q, where c is any closed form.
Proof. Using Jensen’s inequality for ¥ ', (2.3), and noticing that ¢ and ¥ are dou-
bling, for any ball B = B, € Q, we obtain
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/B ¢ (IG(u) — (G())sl) d (qf 1( p(IG(u) — (G(u))Bl)dx>)
< ( (G - (G(u))Bn)dx)
< v (i [ 1660 - (G, ir) 05

< Chop ((Cl /B |G(u) — (G(u))BI”dx) 1/4)
< Cao (( [ 16w - (G(u))Bde) W) |

Using the Poincaré-type inequality for differential forms G(u) and noticing that
IG) Il o5 = Callullps

holds for any differential form u, we obtain

(/B G = (G(u))Bwﬂ/(n_p)dx) (n=p)inp

<G ( [ iacuyras) v
<Cs ( /B |G(du)|”dx) v
< Cg (/B Idul”dx)l/p

If 1 <p <n, by assumption, we have g < n_pp. Then,

n

(/B |G(u) — (G(u))B|"dx> " <C; (/B |du|”dx)1/p. (2.7)

Note that the L”-norm of |G(u) - (G(u))p| increases with p and nnfp —> o0 asp > n,
it follows that (2.7) still holds when p > n. Since ¢ is increasing, from (2.5) and (2.7),
we obtain

1/p
/B ¢ (IG(u) — (G(u))z]) dx < Csp (Q(/B |du|f’dx) ) (2.8)

Applying (2.8), (i) in Definition 2.2, Jensen’s inequality, and noticing that ¢ and @ are
doubling, we have

/1;‘/’ (IG(w) = (G(w))pl) dx < Csg (C7 (/I; |du|”dx) l/p)
- C3®< (/ 'dul%C)) (2.9)

< C9/d>(|du|”)dx.
B
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Using (i) in Definition 1.1 again yields

/B O (|dulP)dx < Cw/]; o(|du|)dx. (2.10)
Combining (2.9) and (2.10), we obtain

[ (600 = @yl s < [ oauns (.11)

for any ball B € Q. Next, let By, = B(xo, 2r) be a ball with radius 2r and center xo, »
<t <s < 2r. Set n(x) = g(|x - xo|), where

1, 0<t<t
g(r) =1 affine, t <t <s
0, T >5.

Then, 5 € WS'OO(BS), 1 (x) = 1 on B, and

(s—07" < lk—xl <s
= 2.12
jdn ()] { 0, otherwise. 2.12)
Let v(x) = u(x) + (n(x))’(c - u(x)), where c is any closed form. We find that
dn
dv=(1-n")du+n"p " (c—u(x)). (2.13)
n
Since y is an increasing convex function satisfying the A,-condition, we obtain
ldn]
o)) = (1= n")o(dul) + no(p" e~ u(2))). (2.14)

Using the definition of the k-quasi-minimizer and (2.2), it follows that
/ o(Jdul)dx < k / o (1dv])dx
B, B,
p p |dn|
<k (1 =n"e(ldul)dx+ | n’o (p~ "lc—u(x)|)dx | (2.15)
Bs\B, By n

< k(/BS\BLwUdundxw” stw (dnllu - c|)dx).

Applying (2.15), (2.12)) and (2.3), we have

/B COCE fB i)

A et [ () o
<k (/BS\BL o(|dul)dx + gﬁ?; /B " ('”;C'> dx) .

Adding & |, 5, ¥(ldul)dx to both sides of inequality (2.16) yields

/B[<p(|du|)dx < kfl (/};Sgo(ldu|)dx+ ((54_’”3; /Bxgo ('“;'>dx). (2.17)
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In order to use Lemma 2.1, we write

- )i, f(9) - [ odul)ds, M = (apry [ v ('“;r C')dx

and N = 0. From (2.17), we find that the conditions of Lemma 2.1 are satisfied.
Hence, using Lemma 2.1 with p = r and o = p, we obtain

/ o(|dul)dx < Cu/ ¢ ('u N C') dx, (2.18)
Br BZr 2r

Note that ¢ is doubling, B = B, and 2B = B,,. Then, (3.18) can be written as
[ otauras = cua [ o (u-cpas (2.19)
B 2B
Combining (2.11) and (2.19) yields
[ o600~ G e = Cun [ (= e (220
2

The proof of Theorem 2.3 has been completed. O
Since each of ¢, ® and ¥ in Definition 2.2 is doubling, from the proof of Theorem
2.3 or directly from (2.3), we have

[0 (90 MY e [y (M) o)

for all balls B with 2B € Q and any constant A > 0. From definition of the Luxem-
burg norm and (2.21), the following inequality with the Luxemburg norm

Il G(u) — (G(w)slly) < C || u —clly(2p) (2.22)

holds under the conditions described in Theorem 2.3.

Note that in Theorem 2.3, ¢ is any closed form. Hence, we may choose ¢ = 0 in The-
orem 2.3 and obtain the following version of ¢-norm inequality which may be conveni-
ent to be used.

Corollary 2.4. Let u € WZL’CI(Q, A9Ybe a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, q, C), 1 < p <q < o, C 2 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be a bounded domain and G be Green'’s operator. Then, there exists a constant C, inde-
pendent of u, such that

/ $(IG() — (Gw))sl)dx < C / o (jul)dx (2.23)
B 2B

for all balls B = B, with radius r and 2B < Q.

3. Global inequalities
In this section, we extend the local Poincaré type inequalities into the global cases in
the following L?-averaging domains, which are extension of John domains and L*-aver-
aging domain, see [15,16].

Definition 3.1[16]. Let¢ be an increasing convex function on [0, «) with ¢(0) = 0.
We call a proper subdomain Q € R” an L?-averaging domain, if |Q| < e and there
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exists a constant C such that

/ (el — ug, )dx < Csup | o(olu— ug|)d (3.1)
Q

BCcQ JB

for some ball By © Q and all u such that ¢(|u|) € L} (£2), where 7, 0 are constants
with 0 <7 < e, 0 < ¢ < o and the supremum is over all balls B € Q.

From above definition we see that L*-averaging domains and L*(u)-averaging domains
are special L”-averaging domains when ¢(t) = ¢* in Definition 3.1. Also, uniform
domains and John domains are very special L‘*’”—averaging domains, see [1,15,16] for
more results about domains.

Theorem 3.2. Let u € W (R, A°) be a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, q, C), 1 < p <q < o, C 2 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be any bounded L?-averaging domain and G be Green’s operator. Then, there exists a

constant C, independent of u, such that
| w60 = (€ < C [ o (u=cis 62)

where By € Q is some fixed ball and c is any closed form.
Proof. From Definition 3.1, (2.4) and noticing that ¢ is doubling, we have

f ¢(IG() = (G(u))s, )dx < C SHPf ¢(IG(1) = (G(u))l)dx
Q BCQ JB

< Cy sup (C;;_f o(lu — c|)dx)
BcQ 2B

< Cy sup (C2/ o(jlu — cl)dx)
BcQ Q
< C3/ o(lu — c|)dx.
Q

We have completed the proof of Theorem 3.2. O
Similar to the local inequality, the following global inequality with the Orlicz norm

| G(u) — (G(u))B,llp@) < C I ullye) (3.3)

holds if all conditions in Theorem 3.2 are satisfied.

We know that any John domain is a special L?-averaging domain. Hence, we have
the following inequality in John domain.

Theorem 3.3. Let u € Wli’cl(Q, A®Ybe a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, q, C), 1 < p <q < o, C 2 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be any bounded John domain and G be Green’s operator. Then, there exists a constant
C, independent of u, such that

f P(1G() — (G(u)), )dx < C / o (Iu - cl)dx, (3.4)
Q Q

where By € Q is some fixed ball and c is any closed form.

Choosing ¢(t) = t"log”t in Theorems 3.2, we obtain the following inequalities with
the L?(log?L)-norms.

Corollary 3.4. Let u € Wli’cl(Q, A%Ye a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1),
o(t) = tPlog%t, oo € R, g(n - p) <np for 1 < p <q < o and G be Green’s operator. Then,
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there exists a constant C, independent of u, such that
L 1G(u) — (G(u))5, I’ 1ogs (IG(u) — (G())s,|)dx < CL |u— cl’log?(lu —c)dx (3.5

for any bounded L?-averaging domain Q, where By € Q is some fixed ball and c is
any closed form.

We can also write (3.5) as the following inequality with the Luxemburg norm
| G(u) — (G(u))B, e (loge Ly(@) < C Il t — cllzrtoge L)(2) (3.6)

provided the conditions in Corollary 3.5 are satisfied.

Similar to the local case, we may choose ¢ = 0 in Theorem 3.2 and obtain he follow-
ing version of L?-norm inequality.

Corollary 3.5. Let u € Wl})/cl(Q, A®Ye a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, q, C), 1 < p <q < o, C 2 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be any bounded L” -averaging domain and G be Green’s operator. Then, there exists a
constant C, independent of u, such that

/ o(IG(u) — (G(u))s,)dx < C / o(ul)dx, (3.22)
Q Q

where By € Q is some fixed ball.

4. Applications
It should be noticed that both of the local and global norm inequalities for Green’s
operator proved in this paper can be used to estimate other operators applied to a
k-quasi-minimizer. Here, we give an example using Theorem 2.3 to estimate the projec-
tion operator H. Using the basic Poincaré inequality to AG(x) and noticing that d com-
mute with A and G, we can prove the following Lemma 4.1

Lemma 4.1. Let u € D(Q, A'), 1 =0, 1,.., n - 1, be an A-harmonic tensor on Q.
Assume that p > 1 and 1 <s < . Then, there exists a constant C, independent of u,
such that

| AG(u) — (AG(u))sllsp < Cdiam(B) || dulls 5 (4.1)

for any ball B with pB < Q.

Using Lemma 4.1 and the method developed in the proof of Theorem 2.3, we can
prove the following inequality for the composition of A and G.

Theorem 4.2. Let u ¢ WIIO'CI(Q, A9Ybe a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, ¢, C), 1 < p <q < «, C > 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be a bounded domain and G be Green'’s operator. Then, there exists a constant C, inde-
pendent of u, such that

A o(|AG(u) — (AG(u))pl)dx < C/ZB o(lu —c|)dx (4.2)

for all balls B = B, with radius r and 2B € Q, where c is any closed form.
Now, we are ready to develop the estimate for the projection operator applied to a k-
quasi-minimizer for the functional defined by (2.1).
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Theorem 4.3. Let u € Wllo'cl(Q, A9be a k-quasi-minimizer for the functional (2.1), ¢
be a Young function in the class G(p, ¢, C), 1 < p <q < «, C 2 1 and q(n - p) <np, Q
be a bounded domain and H be projection operator. Then, there exists a constant C,
independent of u, such that

/ o(IH(u) — (H(u))sl)dx < C / ¢ (1u - cl)dx (4.3)
B 2B

for all balls B = B, with radius r and 2B € Q, where c is any closed form.
Proof. Using the Poisson’s equation AG(x) = u - H(u) and the fact that ¢ is convex
and doubling as well as Theorem 4.2, we have

/ w(IH(u)*(H(u))BI)deffﬂ(Iu*uB|+|AG(u)*(AG(M))BI)dx
B B

- / ¢ ((1/2)2]u — ugldx + (1/2)21AG(u) — (AG(u))sl)dx

. ;fg (p(2|u7u3|)dx+;/Bw(zmc(u)*(AG(u))Bl)dx
=9 /B o (1~ upl)ds+ [B¢ (IAG@) — (AGW))sdx  (4.4)
=

(;3 (C4 faB ¢ (lu—cl)dx +Cs /JBIP (|U_C|)dx)

scef @ (lu—cl)dx,
oB

that is

f o (IH(u) — (H(w))s])dm < C /
B g

o(lu — cl)dm.
B

We have completed the proof of Theorem 4.3. O

Remark. (i) We know that the L*-averaging domains uniform domains are the special
L?-averaging domains. Thus, Theorems 3.2 also holds if Q is tan L*-averaging domain
or uniform domain. (ii) Theorem 4.3 can also be extended into the global case in L?
(m)-averaging domain.
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