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LI-ELLIPTIC REGULARITY AND H =W ON THE
WHOLE LP-SCALE ON ARBITRARY MANIFOLDS

DAVIDE GUIDETTI, BATU GUNEYSU AND DIEGO PALLARA

ABSTRACT. We define abstract Sobolev type spaces on LP-scales,
p € [1,00), on Hermitian vector bundles over possibly noncompact
manifolds, which are induced by smooth measures and families 13
of linear partial differential operators, and we prove the density of
the corresponding smooth Sobolev sections in these spaces under a
generalized ellipticity condition on the underlying family. In par-
ticular, this implies a covariant version of Meyers-Serrin’s theorem
on the whole LP-scale, for arbitrary Riemannian manifolds. Fur-
thermore, we prove a new local elliptic regularity result in L' on
the Besov scale, which shows that the above generalized ellipticity
condition is satisfied on the whole LP-scale, if some differential op-
erator from ‘P that has a sufficiently high (but not necessarily the
highest) order is elliptic.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let us recall that a classical result of Meyers and Serrin [12] states
that for any open subset U of the Euclidean R™ and any k € N,
p € [1,00), one has WFP(U) = H*P(U), where W*P(U) is given as the
complex Banach space of all f € L] _(U) such that

loc

0 = ([ )« 3 ([ prsoras)” <o

laf<k

and where H*?(U) is defined as the closure of W*P(U) N C®(U) with
respect to the norm ||e]f, .

On the other hand, thinking for example of Riemannian geometry on
noncompact manifolds, it becomes very natural to ask under what min-
imal assumptions one can replace the partial derivatives in ({Il) by more
general partial differential operators, that are nonelliptic and typically
vector-valued. In fact, in order to deal with all possible geometric situ-
ations simultaneously, we introduce an abstract notion of a 3-Sobolev
space szs,p(X , /) of LP-sections in a Hermitian vector bundle £ — X

(cf. Definition 2.5]). Here, X is a possibly noncompact manifold, u is a
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smooth measure on X (which may, but need not come from a Riemann-
ian metric in general), Fi,..., Fy — X are Hermitian vector bundles,
and the datum P = { P, ..., P} is a finite collection such that each P;
is a linear partial differential operator of order < k; from F to F;. With
||y, the canonical norm on Lyyps (X, E), the question we address
here is:

Under which assumptions on B is the space of smooth Sobolev sections

(2) Tee(X,E)N wa,p(X, E) dense in FWE,p(X, E)wr.t. |[o]ly, 7

To this end, the highest differential order k := max{ky, ..., ks} of the
system 3, plays an essential role: Namely, it turns out that even on
an entirely local level (cf. Lemma [2.10]), the machinery of Friedrichs
mollifiers precisely applies

(3) either if k < 2, or if Ty (X, B) C Ty (X, E).

With this observation, our basic abstract result Theorem [2.9 precisely
states that the local regqularity (3) implies (2), and that furthermore any
compactly supported element of wa,p (X, E) can be even approzimated
by a sequence from I'cee (X, E).

This result turns out to be optimal in the following sense (cf. Example
210)): There are differential operators P such that for any ¢ > 1 one
has

WP,q C Word(P)—2,q WP’q ¢ Word(P)—l,q

loc loc ’

C*® NW?" is not dense in W54,

Thus it remains to examine the regularity assumption (3]) in applica-
tions, where of course we can assume k > 2.

To this end, it is clear from classical local elliptic estimates that for
p > 1, ([B]) is satisfied whenever there is some elliptic P; with k; > k—1.
However, the L'-case p = 1 is much more subtle, since the usual local
elliptic regularity is well-known to fail here (cf. Remark 2.7). However,
in Theorem [2.0 we prove a new modified local elliptic reqularity result
on the scale of Besov spaces, which implies that in the L'-situation, one
loses exactly one differential order of regqularity when compared with the
usual local elliptic LP, p > 1, estimates. This in turn shows that for
p = 1, ([3)) is satisfied whenever there is some elliptic P; with k; = k.
These observations are collected in Corollary 3.1l The proof of Theo-
rem 2.0 relies on a new ezistence and uniqueness result, (cf. Proposition
[A.3 in Section[dl) for certain systems of linear elliptic of PDE’s on the
Besov scale, which is certainly also of an independent interest.
Finally, we would like to point out that the regularity (B]) does not
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require the ellipticity of any P; at all. Indeed, in Corollary we
prove that if (M, g) is a possibly noncompact Riemannian manifold and
E — M a Hermitian vector bundle with a (not necessarily Hermitian)
covariant derivative V, then for any s € N and p € (1,00), the Sobolev
space

FW%Z (Mv E) = F{V;,...,V;},Lp (Mv E)

volg
satisfies
Pwer (M, E) C Dy (M, E),

which means that we do not even have to use the full strenght of The-
orem here. To the best of our knowledge, the resulting density
of

FW;Z(M, E)NTcx(M, E) in FW%Z (M, E)

is entirely new in this generality.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Throughout, let X be a smooth m-manifold (without boundary) which
is allowed to be noncompact. For subsets Y7, Y, C X we write

Y) € Ys, if and only if Y; is open, Y; C Y,, and Y; is compact.

We abbreviate that for any £ € N5y, we denote with N}’ the set
of multi-indices a € (Nxo)™ with [a] := 37", a; < k. Note that
(0,...,0) € Ni* by definition, for any k.

In order to be able to deal with Banach structures that are not neces-
sarily induced by Riemannian structures [3], we fix a smooth measure p
on X, that is, p is a Borel measure on X such that for any chart U for
X there is a (necessarily unique) 0 < py € C*(U) with the property
that

w(A) = / po(zt, - 2™)dz! - - -da™ for all Borel sets A C U,
A

where dz = dz! - - - da™ stands for Lebesgue integration.

We always understand our linear spaces to be complex-valued, and
an index “c” in spaces of sections or functions stands for “compact
support”, where in the context of equivalence classes (with respect to
some/all u as above) of Borel measurable sections, compact support of
course means “compact essential support”.

Assume for the moment that we are given smooth complex vector bun-
dles F — X, F — X, with rank(F) = ¢, and rank(F') = ¢;. The linear
space of smooth sections in £ — X is denoted by I'cw (X, E), and the
linear space of equivalence classes of Borel sections in £ — X is simply
written as I'(X, E).
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We continue by listing some conventions and some notation concerning
linear differential operators and distributions on manifolds. We start
by adding the following two classical definitions on linear differential
for the convenience of the reader, who can find these and the corre-
sponding basics in [14, 17, 6, [IT]. We also refer the reader to [9] (and
the references therein) for the jet bundle aspects of (possibly nonlinear)
partial differential operators.

Definition 2.1. A morphism of linear sheaves
P: Fcoo(X, E) — Fcoo(X, F)

is called a smooth linear partial differential operator of order at most
k, if for any chart

v= (..., 2™ : U — R"

for X which admits local frames ey, ... e, € I'c (U, E), f1,..., fo, €
Lewe (U, F), and any o € NP, there are (necessarily uniquely deter-
mined) smooth functions

P, :U— Mat(@;fo X fl)
such that for all (¢!,...,¢%) € C°(U,C"%) one has

Lo ' 4o a\ |¢Z '
PY dei=> > > Pajgf; mU.
i=1

7j=1 1= 1a6Nm

The linear space of smooth at most k-th order linear partial differential
operators is denoted by Q(Q(X; E F).

Proposition and definition 2.2. Let P € 2% (X, E, F).
a) The (linear principal) symbol of P is the unique morphism of smooth
complex vector bundles over X,

op: (T*X)% — Hom(E, F),

where © stands for the symmetric tensor product, such that for all
x:U—=R™ ey,....€4, f1, -, fo,, @ as in Definition 21 one has

p (dz®)e Z P.;f; inU.

b) P is called elliptic, if for all x € X, v € TEX \ {0}, the linear map
opu(v) = ap@(v@k) : B, — F, isin GL(E,, F,).
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We recall that the linear space lek,p(X, E) of local LP-Sobolev sections

i E — X with differential order k is defined to be the space of f €
['(X, E) such that for all charts U C X which admit a local frame
€1,...,ep € Lco(U, E), one has

Lo
(f'. . f°) e WEZ(U,C%), if f =) flejinU.
j=1
In particular, we have the space of locally p-integrable sections
FL{’OC(X’ E) = Fwﬁ;g(Xv E).
The linear space of distributional sections in ' — X is defined by

I'p/(X, E) := topological dual of I'p(X, E'), where
I'p(X, E) ==l (X, E* @ [ X]),

and where |X| — X denotes the bundle of 1-densities, which is a
smooth complex line bundle. We have the canonical embedding

FLlloc(X’ E) — 1—‘D’()Q E)>
given by identifying f € I'1 (X, E)) with the distribution

() = [ wl), wero(x. )
b'e
We continue with (cf. Proposition 1.2.12 in [17], or [6]):

Lemma 2.3. For any P € Q(Q(X; E,F), there is a unique differential
operator

Ple 9¥) (X F & |X|,E*®|X]),

the transpose of P, which satisfies

/ptw]:/ WP for all U € Tew (X, F* @ | X|),
X X

and all ¢ € Tc (X, E), with either ¢ or ¥ compactly supported.

Using the transpose, one extends any P € .@é@, (X; E, F) canonically
to a linear map

P FD/(X, E) — FD/(X, F),
by requiring
(Ph,¢) = (h, P'¢) for all h € Tp/(X,E), ¢ € I'p(X, F).



6 DAVIDE GUIDETTI, BATU GUNEYSU AND DIEGO PALLARA

Remark 2.4. 1. Assume that £ — X and F' — X come equipped
with smooth Hermitian structures hp(e,e) and hp(e,e), respectively.

We define P* € 98 (X; F*, E*) by
(P*) @ p= P'(p @ p), ¢ € Tee (X, F),
and Prhehe ¢ %’ZZ(X; F, E) by the diagram

pr

Fee (X, F*) Feo (X, EY)
hp hyt
Lo (X, F) oo T e (X, E)

where iz and hp stand for the isomorphisms of C>(X)-modules which
are induced by hg and hp, respectively. Then P*"&"F is the uniquely
determined element of .@gfx)) (X; F, E) which satisfies

[ he (Pt ) du= [ e (0, P)
X X

for all 1 € T'cee (X, F), ¢ € T'cee (X, E) with either ¢ or ¢ compactly
supported.

2. Given f; € P'-%OC(X’ E), f, € PL%OC(X’ F) one has Pf; = fo, if and
only if for some triple (i, hg, hr) as above it holds that

(4)
/ h (P”th’hF@D, fl) dp = / he (¢, f2) dp for all ¥ € T'eee (X, F) |
¥ X

and then () automatically holds for all such triples (u, hg, hr).

From now on, given a smooth Hermitian vector bundle £ — X and
p € [1,00], abusing the notation as usual, (e,e), denotes the inner
product on the fiber £, with |e|  the corresponding norm, and we get
a Banach space

Dy (X B) = {1 |f € T(X, B), £, < o0} |

where

/p
e 4 (elr@lutn) ™, itp <o
N inf{C|C >0,|f| < C p-a.e.}, if p = oc.
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Of course, I' L2 (X, F) becomes a Hilbert space with its canonical inner
product.
The following definition is in the center of this paper:

Definition 2.5. Let p € [1,00], s € N, k; ..., ks € N5g, and for each
ie{l,...,s}let E — X, F; — X be smooth Hermitian vector bundles

and let P :={Py,..., P} with P, € Q(ﬁi)(X; E, F;). Then the Banach
space

Py (X, E)
= {f‘ f €Ty (X, E), Bf € Ty (X, F) forall i € {1,...,s} |

s 1/]7
C L'z (X, E), with norm || fllg;,, , := <||f||§,u +> ||Pif||§,u) :
i=1

is called the *B-Sobolev space of L -sections in £ — X.

Note that in the above situation, I Wg.t,z(X , ) is a Hilbert space with
the obvious inner product, and we have the linear space

r (X, FE)

WS
- {f ‘f €Ty (X,E),Pf €Tp (X, F) foralli € {1,.. .,s}}

of locally p-integrable sections in E — X with differential structure 3,
which of course does not depend on any Hermitian structures.

In this context, let us record the following local elliptic regularity re-
sult, whose L} -case, p € (1,00), is classical (see for example Theorem
10.3.6 in [14]), while the L{ .-case seems to be entirely new, and can be

considered as our first main result:

Theorem 2.6. Let U C R™ be open, let k € N>o, ¢ € N, and let
Pe 9% (U;Ct,cCh,

P= )" P,0" with Py:U — Mat(C;{ x () in C*

aeNT

be elliptic. Then the following results hold true:
a) Ifp € (1,00), then for any f € LY (U, C*) with Pf € LI _(U,C") one
has f € WEP(U, CY).

b) For any f € LL.(U,C") with Pf € L. _(U,C" it holds that f €
Wi BT, ).

loc

Before we come to the proof, a few remarks are in order:
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Remark 2.7. In fact, we are going to prove the following much stronger
statement in part b): Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.G1b), for any
f e L. (UC" with Pf € L _(U,C"), one has that for any ¢ € C°(U),
the distribution v f is in the Besov space

B} ..(R™,C") ¢ WFHIH(R™, C°).

This in turn is proved using a new existence and uniqueness result
(cf. Proposition [A.3]in Section [A]) for certain systems of linear elliptic
PDE’s on the Besov scale. We refer the reader to Section [A] for the
definition and essential properties of the Besov spaces Blﬁ,,q(]Rm, CY c
S'(R™,C*) (with S'(R™) the Schwartz distributions), where 3 € R,
p,q € [1,00]. Note that in the situation of Theorem 2.6b), the assump-
tions f, Pf € LL (U,CY), do not imply f € Wi (U, C*): An explicit
counter example has been given in [I5] for the Euclidean Laplace oper-
ator. In fact, it follows from results of [§] that for any strongly elliptic
differential operator P in R™ with constant coefficients and order 2k,
there is a f with f, Pf € LL (R™), and f ¢ Wy>"(R™). In this sense,
the above k-th order Besov regularity can be considered to be optimal.

Proof of Theorem b). In this proof, we denote with (e, e) the stan-
dard inner product in each C", and with |e| the corresponding norm
and operator norm, and B, (z) stands for the corresponding open ball
of radius r around z. Let us consider the formally self-adjoint elliptic
partial differential operator

T:=PP=Y" T.0"€c 25 R™C,CY).
aeNm
Here, PT € g% (U; C*, C*) denotes the usual formal adjoint of P, which
is well-defined by

/ (Plor, ps)da = / (61, Pey)dr,
U U

for all ¢y, s € C(U,C*) one of which having a compact support, in
other words, P' is nothing but the operator P*"#"# from Remark 2411,
with respect to the Lebesgue measure and the canonical Hermitian
structures on the trivial bundles. By a standard partition of unity
argument, it suffices to prove that if ¢ € C°(U) with

(5) supp(t)) C Byy(z0) C U

for some zy € U, to > 0 we have ¢f € B (R™ C’). The proof
consists of two steps: We first construct a differential operator QY
which satisfies the assumptions of Proposition[A.3, and which coincides
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with T near supp(v), and then we apply Proposition [A.3] together with
a maximality argument to Q¥ to deduce the thesis.

we can assume that there are ty > 0, o € U such that We also take
some ¢ € C°(U) with ¢ =1 on By, (z¢), and for any 0 < ¢t < ¢, we set

C, = max ‘Taij (y) — Thij (o)

yEB: (w0),0€NT
and we pick a y; € C°(R? R?) with y,(2) = z for all z with |z| < C,
and |x:(z)| < 2C; for all z. We define a differential operator
QU =3 Qo e 7ZI®R™C,CY),
aeND
Quis () = Taij(w0) + x0($(2) (T (%) = Toig(20)))
=: Toij(wo) + AL, (2)

(%%

(with the usual extension of ¢(Tp;;—T4ij (o)) to zero away from U being
understood, so in particular we have Qf;?j () = Thij(xo), if z € R™\U).
Let ¢ € R™\ {0}, n € C’ be arbitrary. Then using o7, = O'L’IOO'RIO,
and that
R™\ {0} 5 ¢ — 0pae(iC) = > Pa(zo)(i¢)* € GL(C; { x 0)
aeND |a|=k
is well-defined and positively homogeneous of degree k, one finds

R(07.20(i€), 1, 1) = (0,00 (1), 1,1) = Dul¢[* [,

where
D, = min opa, (i) |2 > 0.
.

Furthermore, for x € U one easily gets
§R(O-A(’f),:n(ig)v m, 7]) > _D(k7 m) anela‘x

m
2k

AL @IS,

for some D(k,m) > 0. From now one we fix some small ¢ such that

sup i | A0 (2)] < Dy /(2D(k, m))

zeU €Ny

Then we get the estimate
D
Rogwie) e mm) = 71\(|2k|n|2 for all x € R™ ,

thus
(7 + 000 1(i6) '] < min{Dy/2, 1} +[€)
which is valid for all
(z,§,r) € R™ x (R™ x [0,00)) \ {(0,0)}).
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In other words, Q¥ := Q® satisfies the assumptions of Proposition [A.3]
with 6y = 7, and by construction one has

(6) QY =T, for all & € NJ., in a open neighbourhood of supp(z).

Since L'(R™,C*) — B (R",C"), the assumption f € Lj (U, C") im-
plies

By = sup {B] B € R, Pf € By (R™,C") for all € C*(U)} > 0.
We also know that Pf € L{ (U, C*). Then P(¢f) = Y Pf+ P, f, where

loc
the commutator P, := [P,] € .@(IZJI)(U; C*, C*) has coefficients with
compact support in U, and using (@) we get

QU(wf)=TWf)=PIP@f)=P(yPf)+ PP f,

all equalities understood in the sense of distributions with compact
support in U. We fix R > 0 so large that the conclusions of Proposition
A3 hold for Q@ = Q¥, 6y :=7, r = R,

1
B e { =2k min{B+ 5 — 2k —k}}.
So 1 f coincides with the unique solution w in B}  (R™, C") of
(7) R w + QYw = R*™ f + PY(YPf) + P'P.f.

On the other hand, as ¢ € B2 (R™, C) for all ¢ € C(U) (by the
very definition of 5y), we get

min{—k,B0+% —2k}

R*¢f + P(yPf)+ PP f € B (R™,C).
So () has a unique solution @ in BTQ{BM?H(R”,CZ), evidently co-
inciding with ¢ f, by the uniqueness of the solutions of (7)) in the

: 1
class By (R™ C). We deduce that ¢f € Brfj:;{BOJrz’k}(Rm,Cé), S0

that, ¢ being arbitrary, min {Bo + %,/{:} < By, implying £ < [y and
min{fy + 3, k} = k. We have thus shown that ¢ f € Bf (R™,C’). ®

Keeping Remark [2.412 in mind, we immediately get the following char-
acterization of local Sobolev spaces:

Corollary 2.8. Let E — X be a smooth complex vector bundle, and
let k € N>g.

a) If p € (1,00), then for any elliptic operator Q) € @é’zl(X; E FE) one
has

Ly (X, E) = Tyau(X, E).

loc
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b) For any elliptic Q € .@gz:l)(X; E, E) one has
ng,cl (X, E) - leko,cl (X, E)

Our second main result is the following abstract Meyers-Serrin type
theorem:

Theorem 2.9. Letp € [1,00), s €N, ky..., ks € N5g, and let E — X,
F; — X, for each i € {1,...,s}, be smooth Hermitian vector bundles,
and let B :={Py,..., P} with P, € Q(ﬁi)(X; E, F}) be such that in case
k= max{ky,..., ks} > 2 one has AW ¥ (X,E) C Lyt (X, E). Then
for any f € leqf,p (X, E) there is a sequence

(fn) C FC°°(*X7 E) N FWE'T’(X7 E>7

which can be chosen in I'ce (X, E) if f is compactly supported, such
that || fo — fllgp,p, — 0 as n— oc.

The following vector-valued and higher order result on Friedrichs mol-
lifiers is the main tool for the proof of Theorem 2.9 and should in fact
be of an independent interest.

Proposition 2.10. Let 0 < h € C°(R™) be such that h(z) = 0 for
all x with |x| > 1, [g,. h(x)de = 1. For any € > 0 define 0 < h, €
C®(R™) by he(z) := e ™h(e ‘x). Furthermore, let U C R™ be open,
let k € Nxg, Lo, 01 €N, p € [1,00), and let P € 98 (U;Ch, ChH),

P = )" P, with Py:U — Mat(C;ly x 1) in C*.

aeNy

a) Assume that f € LL (U,C%), Pf € LY (U,CH), and that either

loc loc

k<2 orfeW (U Ch). Then one has Pf. — Pf as ¢ — 0+ in

loc
LP (U, C%), where for sufficiently small e > 0 we have set

foim [ s = )f)y € C2(U.C).

b) If f € CE(U,C%), then Pf. — Pf as e — 0+, uniformly over each
VeU.

Proof. a) We prove the statement by an induction argument on the
order of the operator similar to that in [3, Appendix A]. The case
k = 0 is an elementary property of convolution, the case k = 1 is the
classical Friedrichs’ theorem, see [4]. Therefore, let k£ > 2 and assume
that the result is true for operators of order at most k& — 1, and also
that at least for some o € NJ* with |a| = k we have P, # 0. For
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j€{l,...,m}, let e; € NJ* be the j-th element of the canonical basis
of R™, set

Ji={a|a e N, |a| =k, a; > 1},

and for o € Jj, set &; = o —e;. For every f € Wk_l’p(U, C*) such

loc

that Pf € L} (U,C"), j € {1,...,m} with J; # () and a € J; we may

loc

write g; = 9% f, and

Pf=3"3"0,(Pagj) + Qf, where Q € 2LV (U;Ch, C™).

j=1 acl;

By the induction hypothesis, Qf. — Qf in L?

P (U,C") as e — 0+.
Moreover, by assumption g; € L? (U, C%) for every j, hence (g;)c — g;
in L?

P (U,C%) and as a consequence (P,g;). — Pag; in L (U,C"), so

loc
that Pf. — Pf in L}, (U, C") by Friedrichs’ theorem, and the proof is
complete.

b) This follows from the following two well-known facts: Firstly, if
f € CHU,Ch), then 0%(f.) = (0°f). for all @ € N and all sufficiently
small € > 0. Secondly, if g € C(U, C*), then for every V € U

sup |ge(x) — g(x)] = 0 as € — 0+.
zeV

This completes the proof. |
Proof of Theorem[2.9. Let
o == rank(E), {; :=rank(F}), forany je€ {1,...,s}.

We take a relatively compact, locally finite atlas J, . Un = X such
that each U,, admits smooth orthonormal frames for

E—X,F,— X,... . F,— X.
Let (p,) be a partition of unity which is subordinate to (U,), that is,

0 <, € C(U,), ngn(aj) =1 foral z € X,

where the latter is a locally finite sum. Now let f € wa,p(X, E),
and f, := ¢, f. Let us first show that f, € wag’(UnvE>’ Indeed, let
Jj €{1,...,s}. Then as elements of I'p/(U,,, E) one has

k._
and as we have f € PWlkfl,p (X, E), it follows that

(0% f1,...,0%fy,) € LD (U,,C") for all « € N,

loc
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where the f;’s are the components of f with respect to the smooth
orthonormal frame on U, for E. Thus we get

[P]a Son]f € Fw?fvcp(Um E)
as the coefficients of [P}, ¢,] have a compact support in U,, and 0 <

puy, € C*(U,), and the proof of f, € waf(UmE) is complete. But

now, given € > 0, we may appeal to Proposition 210 a) to pick an
fne € I'cee (X, E) with support in U,, such that

an - fn,e||&p7p7“ < 6/2n+1'

Finally, fo(z) := >, fue(z), € X, is a locally finite sum and thus
defines an element in I'ce (X, ) which satisfies

[e'9)
||f5 - f||m7p7u S Z ||.fn,e - fn”q’j,p,u <€
n=1

which proves the first assertion. If f is compactly supported, then
picking a finite covering of the support of f with Uls as above, the
above proof also shows the second assertion. [ |

We close this section with the following example which shows that the
assumptions of Theorem are optimal in a certain sense:

Example 2.11. Consider the third order differential operator
A=—aP+(x-1)0=(1-0)ox0d c 22 (R)
on R (with its Lebesgue measure). Then for any p € (1,00) one has

WAP(R) ¢ WLP(R), WAP(R) ¢ WP(R)

loc loc

and WAP(R)NC>®(R) is not dense in WAP(R): Indeed, we first observe
that

WAP(R) = {u|u € LP(R), 20°u € W'P(R)}.

To see this, if f = Au and v = 20%u, v € §'(R), (1 — d)v = f, so that
(1 —i€)o = f, so that v = F1[(1 — i€)~'f] € W'P(R). Here, F is the
Fourier transformation and W := FU.
Next we show WAP(R) ¢ WP(R). In fact, let u € WAP(R) and set
29%u = g € WHP(R). We write g in the form g = ¢(0) + [ 9g(y)dy.
Then

O*u(zx) = 9(0) + h(z), xe€R\{0},

T



14 DAVIDE GUIDETTI, BATU GUNEYSU AND DIEGO PALLARA

with h(z) = fom Jg(y)dy. As p > 1, it is a well known consequence of

"

Hardy’s inequality that h € LP(R). So

O*u = g(0)p.v. (l) +h+k,

a

with k£ € D'(R), supp(k) C {0}. We deduce that
9(x) = g(0) + wh(x) + xk(z),

implying zk(z) = 0. From k(z) = Y7 ;69 it follows that zk(z) =
— > ja;68=Y = 0 if and only if k(x) = aed, whence

1
0*u = g(0)p.v. <—) + h + ag9,

X

so that
du(x) = g(0) In(|z) + / " 0g(y)dy + aoH(x) + C € L (R),

where H is teh Heaviside function, and we have proved that WAP(R) C
Wige (R).

In order to see WAP(R) ¢ W;?(R), consider the function u(r) =

() In(|z|), with ¢ € C®(R), ¢(x) = = in some neighbourhood of
0. Then z0?u € W'P(R), but u ¢ WiP(R), since one has

loc

Pu(z) = pv. (%)

in a neighborhood of 0. So Theorem 2.8 is not applicable.

To see that WAP(R)NC>(R) is not dense in WAP(R), let again u(x) :=
¢(z)In(]z|) with ¢ as above. Assume (by contradiction) that there
exists (up)neny with u, € WAP(R) N C®(R), such that

|wn — ul|Lew) + || Awn — Aul|o@) — 0 as n — oco.
We set v = 20%u, v, = £0*u,. Then
|vn — v|lr@) + |0V, — OV]|Lr®) — 0 as n — oo,

so that (considering the continuous representative of any W?(R) equiv-
alence class) v,(0) — v(0). However, one has v,(0) = 0 for all n € N,
while v(0) = 1, a contradiction.
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3. APPLICATIONS OF THEOREM

3.1. The elliptic case. Theorem in combination with Remark
2.412 for formal adjoints immediately imply:

Corollary 3.1. Let s € N, ky..., ks € Nyg, let £ — X, F;, = X,
i € {1,...,s}, be smooth Hermitian vector bundles, and let P :=
(P,..., P} with P, € 9% (X, E, F,), and let k := max{ky, ..., k}.
a) Let p € (1,00). If one either has k < 2, or the existence of some
Jj€{1,..., s} with P; elliptic and k; > k—1, then the assumptions from
Theorem 2.9 are satisfied by B, in particular for any f € I\yps(X, E)
there is a sequence '

(fn) C FCOO(Xa E) N FW??’P(X> E)>

which can be chosen in I'ce (X, E) if f is compactly supported, such
that || fo — fllgp,, — 0 asn— oc.
b) If one either has k < 2, or the existence of some j € {1,...,s}
with P; elliptic and k; = k, then the assumptions from Theorem
are satisfied by B, in particular for any f € FW;IL},l(X, E) there is a
sequence

(fn) CTex (X, E)N FW‘EE,I(X, E),

which can be chosen in I'ce (X, E) if f is compactly supported, such
that || fo — fllp, — 0 asn— oo.

3.2. A covariant Meyers-Serrin Theorem on arbitrary Rieman-
nian manifolds. The aim of this section is to apply Theorem [2.9in the
context of covariant Sobolev spaces on Riemannian manifolds, which
have been considered in this full generality, for example in [16], and
in the scalar case, in [2, [I0]. The point we want to make here is that
Theorem can be applied in many situations, even if none of the
underlying P;’s is elliptic.

Let us start by recalling (cf. Section 3.3.1 in [14]) that if £; - X is a
smooth vector bundle and

vV, € 99 (X;E;, T*X ® E;)

a covariant derivative on E; — X for j = 1,2, then one defines the
tensor covariant derivative of V1 and V4 as the uniquely determined
covariant derivative

V1®V2 c 9(2 (X, E1 ® EQ, T*X ® E1 ® Eg)
on B, ® E5 — X which satisfies
(8) ViedVa(fi ® fo) = Vi(fi) ® fo+ f1 @ Va(fa)



16 DAVIDE GUIDETTI, BATU GUNEYSU AND DIEGO PALLARA

for all fi € Tcee(X, EY), fo € I'cee (X, E5) (the canonical isomorphism
of C*°(X)-modules

I'cwo (X, X ® E® E2) — I'ceo (X, ™X® Ey ® El)

being understood).

Now let (M, g) be a possibly noncompact smooth Riemannian manifold
without boundary and let p(dx) = vol,(dx) be the Riemannian volume
measure. We also give ourselves a smooth Hermitian vector bundle
E — M and let V be a Hermitian covariant derivative defined on the
latter bundle. We denote the Levi-Civita connection on T*M with V.
Then for any j € N, the operator

v e g (M (T"M)¥ ™ @ B, (T"M)¥ @ E)

is defined recursively by Vél) =V, Véﬁl) = ng)ébvg, and we can
further set

V=V VY € 28 (M B (T M) @ B)

g
Note that if dim(M) > 1, then each V7 is nonelliptic. The following
result makes Theorem accessible to covariant Riemannian Sobolev
spaces:

Lemma 3.2. Let B/ — X be a smooth complex vector bundle with a
covariant derivative V' defined on it. Then for any p € [1,00) one has
Py (X, B') = Dy (X, ).
Proof. Let ¢ := rank(E’), and pick Hermitian structures on E’ and
T*X. Given f € WY (X, E'), we have to prove f € WLP(X, E'). To
this end, it is sufficient to prove that if V' € W &€ X are such that
there is a chart

r= (... 2™ W — R™
for X in which £/ — X admits a orthonormal frame e,...,e, €
[ce (W, E'), then with the components f7 := (f,e;) of f one has

() > /V 100 /7 (2)Pda < oo,

To this end, note that there is a unique matrix of 1-forms
A € Mat (Do (W, T*X); £ x ()

such that with respect to the frame (e;) one has V = d + A, in the
sense that for all (W', ... W% € C*°(W,C") one has

VY We; =Y (dW)@e;+ > > WA @ e
- . £

J J ?
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It follows that in W one has
Y dff @e; =df =Vf— Af,
J

so using |A;;| < Cin V and that (e;) is orthonormal we arrive at
(10) Z/ |df7 (z)|Pdx < é/ IV f(z)[Pdz < co.
—Jv v

But it is well-known that the integrability (I0) implies (Q) (see for
example Excercise 4.11 b) in [5]). [

With these preparations, we can state the following covariant Meyers-
Serrin theorem for Riemannian manifolds (which in the case of scalar
functions, that is, if £ = M x C with V = d) has also been observed
in [13, Lemma 3.1}):

Corollary 3.3. Let p € [1,00), s € N, and define a global Sobolev
space by

FW%%’Q(M, E) = FW{Vl Vg},p(M7 E)

Then one has
Pwer (M, E) C Dwer (M, E),
in particular, for any f € FW;{;(M, E) there is a sequence
(fn) CTee(M, E) 0 Dwp (M, E),
which can be chosen in U'ce (M, E) if f is compactly supported, such

||fn - f”v%p = ||fn - f”{vl Vs },p,voly — 0 asn — oo.

gr

Proof. Applying Lemma inductively shows
Pwer (M, E) C Dwer (M, E),

so that the other statements are implied by Theorem |

4. A SUBSTITUTE RESULT FOR THE p = 00 CASE

As C* is not dense in L*, it is clear that Theorem cannot be true
for p = co. In this case, one can nevertheless smoothly approximate
generalized CF-type spaces given by families 93, without any further
assumptions on B, an elementary fact which we record for the sake of
completeness:
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Proposition 4.1. Let s € N, ky..., ks € Nsg, and let E — X,
F, — X, for each i € {1,...,s}, be smooth Hermitian vector bun-

dles, and let B = {Py,..., P} with P, € .@gz,)(X;E,Fi). Then with
k= max{ky, ..., ks}, define the Banach space I'y (X, E) by

Iy 00(X, E)
- {f’ f € Deu (X, B), P.f € Teou(X, F) for all i € {1,..., s} }
with norm | flg o0 = 1 fllc + D 1Pl
=1
Assume that I'g oo (X, E) C T'cr-1(X, E). ThenT'ceo (X, )Ny o0 (X, E)

is dense in 'y oo (X, E).

Using Proposition 2ZI01b), this result follows from the same localization
argument as in the proof of Theorem

APPENDIX A. AN EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS RESULT FOR
SYSTEMS OF LINEAR ELLIPTIC PDE’S ON THE
BESOV SCALE

Throughout this section, let ¢ € N be arbitrary. We again use the
notation (e, e), |e|, and B,(z) for the standard Euclidean data in each
C". We start by recalling the definition of Besov spaces with a positive
differential order:

Definition A.1. For any a € (0,1],p € [1,00],¢q € [1,00), one defines
B2, (R™, C’) to be the space of u € LP(R™, C) such that
/ [u(e +2) — 2u + u(® — )| pgm coy 2] da < oo,

and B (R™,C") to be the space of u € LP(R™, C*) such that

sup ]~ [lue + ) — 2u+ u(® — @) |y gy < 0.
zeR™\{0}

For a € (1,00), p € [1,00], ¢ € [1,00], one defines ijvq(Rm,(Cg) to be
the spaceH of u € Wllr(R™ C) such that for all 8 € (Nso)™ with
18] = [a] one has d%u € B*~lIP(R™ C*). These are Banach spaces
with respect to their canonical norms.

For negative differential orders, the definition is more subtle:

8Here, [o] := max{j|j € N,j < a}
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Proposition and definition A.2. Let t(¢) := ||, ¢ € R™, and for
any v € R let
J, o= F 1 %)

denote the Bessel potential of order v. Let o € (—00,0], p € [1,00],
q € [1,00), and pick some B € (0,00). Then one defines ng(Rm,CZ)
to be the space of u € S'(R™ CY) such that u = J,_g x f for some
f € Bqu(Rm,Cg). This definition does not depend on the particular
choice of 3, and one defines

||u||Bqu(Rm,(c£) = || S * UHB;H(RM,CZ) )
which again produces a Banach space.

We are going to prove:
Proposition A.3. Let n € N3, Q € .@gﬁi (R™; C*, CY),
Q =Y penm a0, with Qn : R™ — Mat(C; £ x £) in W,

that is, Q. and all its derivatives are bounded. Suppose also that for
some 6y € (—m, 7| and all

(z,§,r) € R™ x (R™ x [0,00)) \ {(0,0)}),
the complex € x ¢ matriz r"e% — g (i) is invertible, and that there
are is C' > 0 such that for all (x,&,7) as above one has

(11) (e = 0q. (i) ! < CO + I

We consider the system of linear PDE’s given by

(12) re®u(z) — Qu(r) = g(x), = €R™ r>0.

Then for any B € R, p,q € [1,00], there is a R = R(B,p,q,Q) > 0

with the following property: if r > R and g € BS (R™,C"), then (13)
has a unique solution u € BSt"(R™, C").

Note that given some Q € .@é@, (R™; C*, C*) which is strongly elliptic
in the usual sense

R(00..(C)n,n) > Clnl? for all z € R™, n € C’, ¢ € C™ with |¢| =1

with some C' > 0 which is uniform in z, 1, ¢, it is straightforward to
see that the condition ([ITJ) is satisfied with 6y = 7, C' = min{1, C'} (see
also the proof of Theorem 2.6 b)).

Before we come to the proof of Proposition [A.3], we first collect some
well known facts concerning Besov spaces. Unless otherwise stated, the
reader may find these results in [7] and the references therein.

(i) For every p € [1,00] one has B | (R™) < LP(R™) < B _(R™).
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(ii) Let p,q € [1,00], € R. Then
BUT'(R™) = {f|f € BY (R™),0;f € BY (R™) for all j € {1,...,m}}.

So for all k € N one has Bf | (R™) — WFP(R™) — BF _(R™).

(iii) As a consequence of (ii), we have the following particular case of
Sobolev embedding theorem: if § € R, 1 < p,q < oo, B (R™) <
B /P (R™).

(iv) Let us indicate with (-,-)g, (0 < 6 < 1, 1 < ¢ < o0) the real
interpolation functor. Then, if —oco < ag < a3 < 00, 1 < p,qo, 1 <
00, the real interpolation space (B5o (R™), BgL (R™))g , coincides with
By, Pt (R™), with equivalent norms.

(v) If 1 < p,g < oo and S € R, the antidual space of Bqu(Rm) can
be identified with B;,i, (R™) in the following sense: if g € B;,i, (R™),
then the (antilinear) distribution (e,g) can be uniquely extended to
a bounded antilinear functional in BJ (R™) (we recall here also that,
whenever max{p, ¢} < oo, then CZ(R™) is dense in each BJ (R™)).
Moreover, all bounded antilinear functionals on Bqu(Rm) can be ob-
tained in this way:.

(vi) Suppose that a € C*°(R™), and that for some n € R and all £ € R™
one has

max [0%a(€)| < C(1+ ¢l

aeN”
Then for all
(6,0, q) € R x [1,00] x [1, 0],
the Fourier multiplication operator f — F~!(aF f) maps Bqu(Rm) into
BJ."(R™), and the norm of the latter operator can be estimated by

¢ sup  |(L+[E)Tmoa(€)],

aENT | EeR™

for some C' > 0 independent of a (cf. [1]).

(vii) If a € W>>*(R™) and f € B (R™), then one has af € B (R™).
More precisely, there exist C' > 0, N € N, independent of a and f,
such that

lofllsg, gy < € (lalliemll g, gomy + lallwm s |1 gt umy ) -
(viii) Let 0 < xo € C°(R™) be such that for some ¢ > 0 one has
supp(xo) C [—6,0]™, xo = 1in [-§/2,0/2]™.
For any 7 € Z™ set
: X (@)
X3(@) = xolz = 67/2), x(2) = Y x(), ¥y(e) =

jezm
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Then for all § € R, p € [1, 00], there exist C}, Cy > 0 such that for all
f € Bl (R™) it holds that
Cl”f”sg’p(ugm) < ||(||¢jf||sg’p(ugm))jelm||ZP(Z7”) < C2||f||3§’p(Rm)-
With these preparations, we can now give the proof of Proposition [A.3
Proof of Proposition[A.3. We prove the result in several steps.
Step 1 (constant coefficients): Let
Q= Qu0", with Q, € Mat(C;( x (),

aeNm
and suppose that for some 0y € (—m, 7| and all

(& 7) € (R™ x [0,00)) \ {(0,0)}),

the I x| matriz r"e% —inoq(€) is invertible, and that there exists C' > 0
such that for all (£,1) as above one has

(13) (e — oq(i€)) 7' < Cr+ €)™

Then for any B € R, 1 < p,q < 00, there exists R > 0 such that, if
r> R and g € Bf,,q(Rm,CZ), the system (I3) has a unique solution
u € Bg;"(Rm,CZ). Moreover, there exists a constant Cy > 0, which
only depends on B, p,q, the constant C' in (13) and on Imax |Qa|, such

that for all r > R one has
TnHu’|B£7q(Rm7cl) + ||u||Bg§"(R7”,C5) S COHgHBg’q(Rm,(CZ)’
By interpolation, we obtain also, for every 6 € [0,1] and r > R,

(14) [[ull BS O (Rm Cf) < Cor?=m 9]l BE ,(R™ CY)

In order to prove the statement from Step 1, we start by assuming

that ) coincides with its principal part @, := Zm‘:n Q,0%. Then,

employing the Fourier transform, it is easily seen that for any r» > 0,

g € S'(R™,C"), the only possible solution u € S'(R™, C*) of (I2) is
u=F" ((7“"619O — UQ(if))_l]-"g) .

Observe that (r"el% — g (i€))~! is positively homogeneous of degree
—n in the variables

(r,§) € ([0,00) x R™) \ {(0,0)}.
So for all a € Ny, the matrix 9 (1" — g(i€)) ™" is positively homo-
geneous of degree —n — |a| in these variables, implying

|02 (r"ei® — 0 (1)) 7| < Cla)(r + €)1
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It is easily seen that C'(«) can be estimated in terms of the constant C
in (I3) and of max |Qal|. We deduce from (vi) that, for all » > 0, and
aeNP

all g € B (R™,C"), the problem
(15) re®ou(r) — Quu(z) = g(x), = €R™

has a unique solution u in B‘”"(Rm C"), and also that for all ry > 0
there is C'(19) > 0 such that for all » > rg one has

||u||35§7l(erl,cl) < C(T0>||g||B§,Q(Rm,<cl)’
The latter inequality together with (IH]) also gives

||u||B§’q(Rm,cf) < T_n(||g||3§7q(ugm,cf) + ||Qnu||3§7q(Rm7(c£))
< Cl(TO)T_N(HQHBQ(Z(RWU) + HuHng]ﬂ(Rm,(cé))

< CZ(TO)T_TLHQHBg’q(R"ﬂCZ)’

and now the estimate (I4]) follows directly by interpolation (see (iv)).
Now we extend the previous facts from @), to @), taking r sufficiently
large. In fact, we write (I2)) in the form

re®u(z) — Quu(z) = (Q — Qn)ulx) + g(x).
Taking h := r"e®y — Q,u as new unknown, we obtain
(16) h=(Q = Qu)(r"e™ — Q) 'h =g.
We have
1@ = Q)% — Q) hllgs. m o)

< COH( " 190 - Qn)_1h||ng;"*1(Rm7Cz) S Clr_1||h||Bqu(Rm7(ce)-
So, if Cyr~ < 1, then (I6) has a unique solution h € B (R™, C*) and,
in case Cjr~ ! < % such solution can be estimated in the form
HhHBqu(Rm,U) < 2“9”33(1@775@!)’
So the previous estimates and results can be extended from @), to Q.

Step 2 (a priori estimate for solutions in BBZ" with small support): Let
BER, 1< pqg<oo. Then there exist rq,6,C > 0 with the following
property: if u € BSIM(R™, CY) satisfies

Tneieou Qu =g, Supp C H (5’ ;U;) -+ (5] fOT some .Z’O c Rm,
7=1
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then one has

(17) 7mHUHij,q(Rm,(cZ) + ||U||Bgzn(Rm7(cz) < OHgHBg’q(Rm,U)'

In order to prove this, we define the constant coefficient operator
Q(20,0) := > enm Qal(0)0* and observe that

re®u(z) — Q(2", )u(x) = (Q — Q(z",0)u(z) + g(x).
Let € > 0. For any ¢ € C°(R™) which satisfies

supp(¢) C H[x? — 20, x? + 24,

7j=1
¢=1in JJlz? - 6,29 + 6, |¢]l@m) = 1,
j=1

we have
(@ = Q" 0)u = 6(Q — Qz",9))u.
So, taking ¢ sufficiently small, from (iv) and (vii) we obtain
(@ — Q(”, a))“”sg’q([@m,@) < EHuHBp?fg"(Rm,(cé) + C(€>HuHBp?fg"*l(Rm,(cf)'

Observe that § can be chosen independent of 2°. So, from Step 1 with
0 = (n—1)/n in ([d), taking r sufficiently large (uniformly in x°) we
obtain

™ fullgg om0y T Tllellggsn-1em o) + ltllggin@m e

< C <€||u||Bgzn(Rm7Cg) + C(@H“Hsﬁ"*(ﬂ@m@) + ||g||Bqu(]Rm,(CZ)> :

Taking € so small that Coe < 1 and r so large that CoC(e) < r, we
deduce (I7).

Step 8 (a priori estimate for arbitrary solutions in BIY™): For any
peR, pe [l,0), there exist Cy,m9 > 0 such that if r > ro and
u € BUAM(R™; C’) is a solution to (I2), then

(18) T"||u||B£)p(Rm7CZ) + ||U||Bg;n(Rm7(cz) < COHQHBQP(Rm,CZ)'

To see this, we take §,79 > 0 so that the conclusion in Step 2 holds.
We consider a family of functions (¢;)jezm as in (viii). Let u €
BZtn(R™, C*) solve (I2), with 7 > ry. For each j € Z™ we have

rju — QYju) = g + Qju,
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with the commutator

Q=10 4]= QQZ( )aa—wjm.

1<]a|<n <o

We set

Zj = {ili € Z™, supp(¢;) Nsupp(¢;) # 0}.
Then Qju = Ziezj Q;(¢;u), so that

||quHB£7p(Rm,(Cl) < Cl Z qu}iuHBgi;"*l(Rm,Ce)’

iGZj
with C} independent of j. So, from Step 2, we have, for each j € Z™,
TnijuHBg’p(Rm,cZ) + T’|¢ju’|3§;"*1([§m,c€) + Hd}juHBg;"(Rm,U)

(19)
< Cy (HlpngBg’p(Rm,U) + Ziezj ’|¢iu||3§;7L*1(Rm,C€)) :

We observe that Z; has at most 7" elements. So we have, in case
p < o0,

p
' m(p—1) o ||1P
(3 Ilagysanen)” < 70 S Il

SV €L

and

p
> (3 Ielgggramco)

JEZ™  i€Zj

7m(p 1 Z Z ||wlu||85+7l 1(Rm (CZ

JEL™ i€l

KD DY O 3 [T S

1EL™ JEZ4

p
<7

(”wiuHBg;"*l(Rm,Cl))iEZm e (zm)
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So, from (19) and (viii), we deduce

el @ coy + rllllegro @ oo + g @ oo

<3 (7"” H (Hi/fju||3§’p(1gm,<cf))jezm

+r

e (zm)

(hbsullgggn-s@mcn) sezm | m,

yid (Zm ))

e (zm)

ZP(Z’"))

< Cs (I1gllgg  am ooy + g o))

Taking r > C5, we get the conclusion.

| Uslag g en o) sz

< Cy <H (||¢j9”|3§7p([kmxc‘f))jezm

+ H (1sullgsin-1@m cr)) jezm

Step 4: For any B € R, p € [1,00), there exists ro > 0 such that
if > 1o, g € BY (R™,CY), then [{I2) has a unique solution u €

n m l
Bg; (R™ C").
The uniqueness follows from Step 3. We show the existence by a duality
argument. We think of r"e'% — () as an operator from Bf,;”(Rm, C*) to
BJ ,(R™,C'). By Step 3, if r is sufficiently large, its range is a closed
subspace of Bf,,p(Rm, C*). Assume that it does not coincide with the
whole space. Then, applying a well known consequence of the theorem
of Hahn-Banach and (v), there exists h € B;,i,,(Rm,Cl), h # 0, such
that

((r"e” — Q)u,h) =0 for all u € BJ*"*(R™,C").

This implies that
(20) (r"e”% — Q*)h = 0.
Now, it is easily seen that QQ* satisfies the assumptions of Proposition

[A.3] if we replace 0y with —f0,. We deduce from Step 3 that, if r is
sufficiently large, (20) implies h = 0, a contradiction.

Step 5: For any 8 € R there exists 1o > 0 such that if r > rg, g €
BY, oo(R™,C"), then (I3) has a unique solution u € BL L (R™, C*).

In the proof of Lemma 2.4 from [7] it is shown that for any g €
Bfopo(]Rm), there is a sequence (gx)ren in S(R™) converging to ¢ in
S'(R™) and bounded in B, _(R™). So we take a sequence (gx)ren in
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S(R™,C") converging to g in S'(R™, C*) and bounded in B, __(R™, C*).
We fix v larger than 34 and think of g; as an element of B ,(R™, Ch).
Then, by Step 4, if r is sufficiently large, the equation

r”e‘eouk — Quk = 0k

has a unique solution uy in BJ3"(R™, C*). By (iii), u € BL L (R™, CY)
and, by Step 3, if r is sufficiently large, the sequence (uy)xen is bounded
in B (R™, C*), because (gi)ren is bounded in B, (R™, C*). Then,
by (v) and the theorem of Alaoglu, we may assume, possibly passing
to a subsequence, that there exists u € BZI7 (R™, C*) such that

lim w; = u in the weak topology w (B2 (R™, C"), B/ "(R™,C")).

k—00

Such convergence implies convergence in S'(R™, C*). So

(r"e'® — Q)uy, — (r"e® — Q)u as k — oo in S'(R™,C").
We deduce that (r"e® — Q)u = g.
Step 6: Full statement.

This is a simple consequence of Step 4, Step 5 and the interpolation

property (iv).
|
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