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ONE-SIDED FRACTIONAL DERIVATIVES,
FRACTIONAL LAPLACIANS, AND WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

PABLO RAUL STINGA AND MARY VAUGHAN

ABSTRACT. We characterize one-sided weighted Sobolev spaces WP (R, w), where w is a
one-sided Sawyer weight, in terms of a.e. and weighted L? limits as & — 1~ of Marchaud
fractional derivatives of order cv. Similar results for weighted Sobolev spaces WP (R",v),
where v is an Ap-Muckenhoupt weight, are proved in terms of limits as s — 17 of frac-
tional Laplacians (—A)®. These are Bourgain-Brezis—-Mironescu-type characterizations for
weighted Sobolev spaces. We also complement their work by studying a.e. and weighted L?
limits as o, s — 07

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

G. Leibniz introduced the notation
d’n
—u(t
()
for derivatives of integer order n > 1 of a function u = u(t) : R — R. In 1695, G. L’Hopital
posed Leibniz the question:
What if n = 1/2¢
Since then, many “derivatives of fractional order” have been defined. Historical names are
Lacroix, Fourier, Liouville, Riemann, Riesz, Weyl and, more recently, Chapman, Marchaud,
Caputo, Jumarie, Griilnwald and Letnikov, among others, see for instance [15]. In our opinion,
any reasonable definition of derivative D of fractional order 0 < o < 1 should at least satisfy
the relations D*[DPu)(t) = D*TBu(t),
lim D%u(t) =u'(t) and lim D%u(t) = u(t)
a—1— a—0t
whenever w is a sufficiently smooth function.
By looking at the various definitions of fractional derivatives [15], one notices that most of

them have a one-sided nature. For example, the Marchaud left fractional derivative, given
by

(1.1) (Dt = o [ WD o

M(=a) [ G=m)TF

where I" denotes the Gamma function, takes into account the values of u to the left of ¢ (the
past). Similarly, the Marchaud right fractional derivative

(1.2) (Dright)“u(t) = F(ia) /too ?STEZ)KEZ) dr
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looks at u only to the right of ¢ (the future). These were first introduced by André Marchaud
in his 1927 dissertation [11] (see also, for example, [1, 2, 3, 4, 15] for theory and applications).
It is clear that if u is a Schwartz class function, then

Jim L (Diete)*u(t) = u/(t)  and algg+(Dleft)au(t) = u(t).

In this paper, we study characterizations of Sobolev spaces by limits of fractional deriva-
tives in the almost everywhere and LP senses. Of course, an obvious class of functions u to
work with is the classical Sobolev space W1P(R). Instead, given the one-sided structure of
fractional derivatives, we believe that a more natural, general class of functions to consider is
the weighted Sobolev space WP(R,w), 1 < p < oo, but where w is now a one-sided Sawyer
weight in A (R) (for left-sided fractional derivatives) or in A (R) (for right-sided fractional
derivatives). These spaces are defined as

WP (R,w) = {u € LP(R,w) : v € LP(R,w)}
with the norm
el g ) = 160 @ w) + 1017 (g )

for 1 < p < oo. The Sawyer weights w € A, (R) are the good weights for the original
one-sided Hardy-Littlewood maximal function [9, p. 92]:

M—u<>_sup1/ ()| dr.

h>0 N Ji—n

Indeed, M~ is bounded in LP(R,w) if and only if w € A, (R), 1 < p < oo, see [16], and M~
is bounded from L!(R,w) into weak-L!(R,w) if and only if w € A7 (R), see [13]. It is clear
that A, (R) is a larger family than the classical class of Muckenhoupt weights A,(R). In
particular, any decreasing function is in A (R), but there are decreasing functions that are
not in A, (R). For instance, w(t) = e~" belongs to A, (R) but not to A,(R) because it is not
a doubling weight. Similar considerations hold for right-sided weights in A; (R). See Section
2 for more details.

We develop a distributional one-sided setting that shows one can always define (Djef)“u as
a distribution for any function u € LP(R,w), w € A, (R). It turns out then that our weighted
Sobolev spaces can be characterized by limits of one-sided left fractional derivatives.

Theorem 1.1 (W!P(R,w) and limits of left fractional derivatives). Let u € LP(R,w), where
w e A;(R), for 1 <p < oo.

(a) If u € WYP(R,w), then the distribution (Dieg)u coincides with a function in LP(R,w)

and
. L () — ()
(1.3) (Diege)“u(t) = o) /_oo Waﬁ‘ for a.e. t € R
with
(1.4) 1(Drefe) “ull oy < Cpwo ([[ull o) + 14| Lr (R .w))
for some constant C,,, > 0. Moreover,
(1.5) hm | (Die)*u =u' in LP(R,w) and a.e. in R
and
(1.6) lim (D]eft) u=u a.e. inR.

a—0t
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Furthermore, the limit in (1.6) holds also in LP(R,w) when 1 < p < oo, and in weak-
LY(R,w) when p = 1.

(b) Conversely, suppose that (Diegt)*u € LP(R,w) and that (Dieg)®*u converges in LP(R, w)
as @ — 17. Then u € WHP(R,w) and (1.5) holds.

(c) Alternatively, suppose that (Die)“u € LP(R,w) and that (Dies)“u converges in LP(R,w)
as a — 0. Then (1.6) holds and, as a consequence, (Dieg)®u — u in LP(R,w) as
a— 0T,

Though we established Theorem 1.1 for the left fractional derivative, all the arguments
carry on by replacing Diefy by Drighe and A, (R) by A; (R). Hence, for the rest of the paper,
we will only consider the case of Dies; and left-sided Sawyer weights.

The one-sided LP(R,w) spaces, with w € A, (R), are also natural for the Marchaud left
fractional derivative in the sense of the Fundamental Theorem of Fractional Calculus. Indeed,
let u € LP(R,w) and consider the left-sided Weyl fractional integral [15]

1 t u(T)
Diee) " “u(t) = dr.
(D) ult) = g5 | i e
It was proved in [4] that (Diet)®(Dietr) " “u(t) = u(t) in LP(R,w) and for a.e. t € R, for any
0 < a < 1. Our Theorem 1.1 complements this result.
The second question we address in this paper is the almost everywhere and L? character-
ization of weighted Sobolev spaces by the limits
lim (—A)’u=—Au and lim (-A)’u=u
s—1- s—0t
where (—A)? is the fractional Laplacian of order 0 < s < 1 on R™, n > 1. Both limits hold
whenever u is a Schwartz class function. Up to the best of our knowledge, they have not

been studied for the case of weighted L? spaces. We will consider the weighted Sobolev space
W2P(R™ v) defined by

W2P(R",v) = {u € LF(R",v) : Vu, D*u € LP(R",v)}

with the norm
gy = Nl gy + 120 gy + D20l -

where v is a weight in the Muckenhoupt class A,(R") (see Section 4), for 1 < p < co. We
recall that the A,(R™) Muckenhoupt weights are the good weights for the classical Hardy—
Littlewood maximal function M on R™. In the following statement, {e¢'®};>o denotes the
heat semigroup generated by the Laplacian on R".

Theorem 1.2 (W?2P(R" v) and limits of fractional Laplacians). Let u € LP(R",v), where
v e Ay(R™), for 1 <p < oo.
(a) If u € W2P(R™ v), then the distribution (—A)%u coincides with a function in LP(R",v)

and
s 1 > tA dt n
(1.7) (—A)°u(x) = s J, (e"u(z) — u(x)) P for a.e. x € R™.
In addition,
(1.8)  (—A)’u(z) = ¢y lim Ljffgg dy for a.e. x € R" and in LP(R",v)

€20 Jiz—y|>e |7~y
with

(1.9) I(=2)"ull Lo g 1) < Crpwr (Nl Lo ) + 1AUM o gen ) )
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for some constant C', 5, > 0. Moreover,

(1.10) lim (-A)°u = —Au in LP(R",v) and a.e. in R"
s—1—
and
(1.11) lim (-A)u=u a.e. in R"™.
s—0t

Furthermore, the limit in (1.11) holds also in LP(R™,v) when 1 < p < oo, and in weak-
LYR™,v) whenp=1.

(b) Conversely, suppose that (—A)%u € LP(R",v) and that (—A)*u converges in LP(R", v)
as s — 17. If 1 < p < oo then u € W*P(R",v) and (1.10) holds. If p = 1, then D?u €
weak-L'(R™, v/).

(c) Alternatively, suppose that (—A)*uw € LP(R™,v) and that (—A)*u converges in LP(R™, v)
as s — 07. Then (1.11) holds and, as a consequence, (—A)*u — u in LP(R™,v) as
s—07.

Our Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are rather nontrivial, nonisotropic weighted versions of the
famous results by Bourgain-Brezis-Mironescu [5]. Indeed, [5] gives a characterization of
WhP(Q), @ C R”, in terms of the limit as s — 1~ of fractional Gagliardo seminorms,
namely, the seminorms of the fractional Sobolev spaces W*P(§2). Other authors have con-
sidered similar questions for abstract versions of such seminorms, see for example [6, 21].
In particular, they apply to Ahlfors-regular metric spaces. On the other hand, a weighted
Gagliardo-type fractional seminorm with power weights was defined in [7]. Nevertheless,
neither are our weighted spaces Ahlfors-regular nor do our seminorms |[|( Diest ) *u|| r(r ) and
[(=A)*u|| zp(rn ) correspond to those in [7], even for power weights. An added difficulty we
need to overcome in our case is the lack of translation invariance of the one-sided weighted
LP(R,w) spaces. Moreover, we complement [5] by studying limits as a, s — 0F.

In general, statements involving a.e. convergence are proved by considering the underlying
maximal operators, see, for example, [8, Chapter 2]. One of the novelties of our paper is that
we are able to deduce the pointwise inequalities

(1.12) 03.121 |(Diege)*u(t)| < C(M ™ (u/)(t) + M~ u(t)) for any u € WHP(R,w)
and
(1.13) Oilslgl [(=A)u(z)| < Cp (M (D*u)(z) + Mu(z)) for any u € W?P(R™,v)

see Theorems 2.9 and 4.5, respectively. The constant C' > 0 in (1.12) is universal while C}, > 0
in (1.13) depends only on dimension. Notice that the maximal operators are taken with
respect to the orders of the fractional derivative and the fractional Laplacian, respectively.
We believe these estimates are of independent interest.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains preliminary results on one-sided
Sawyer weights, the new distributional setting for one-sided fractional derivatives, and the
proof of the maximal estimate (1.12). Theorem 1.1 is proved in Section 3. The fractional
Laplacian in weighted Lebesgue spaces is studied in detail in Section 4, where we also show
the maximal estimate (1.13). Finally, Section 5 contains the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Along the paper, we denote by S(R™) the class of Schwartz functions on R™. We always
take 0 < a, s < 1. We will often use the following inequality: for any fixed n > 0 there exists
Cy, > 0 such that, for every r > 0,

(1.14) e~ < Ce 2
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For a measure space (X, u), we define the space weak-L!(X, 1) as the set of measurable
functions u : X — R such that the quasi-norm ||"||ea11(x,,,), defined by

1l wear-£1 (x0) = Sup Au({z € X+ Ju(z)] > A}),
is finite. We will need the following result from real analysis.

Lemma 1.3. Let ug be a sequence of measurable functions on a measure space (X, u) such
that uy, — 0 p-a.e. as k — oo. If lug| < v for some v € weak-L' (X, u) and all k > 1, then

kli{go ”ukHweak-Ll(XvN) =0

2. FRACTIONAL DERIVATIVES AND ONE-SIDED SPACES

Let u = u(t) € S(R) and define

Diegru(t) = lim ut) —ult=7) g Diigneu(t) = lim u(t) —ut+7)

T—07F T 70t T

Observe that Diegt = —Dyighitt = u'. From the Fourier transform identities

Dieteu(§) = (i€)a(§)  and  Digreu(€) = (~i€)a(§)
one can define
(2.1) (Diett)*u(§) = (i6)*u(§) and  (Diignt)*u(§) = (—i&)“u().
Using the semigroup of translations it is shown in [4], see also [15], that (Dieg)“u(t) and

(Drignt)*u(t) are given by the pointwise formulas in (1.1) and (1.2), respectively.
2.1. Distributional setting. If u, € S(R), then

/ (Dleft)aucpdt = / (4 (Dright)agpdt'

We will use this identity to define (Djeg)®u in the sense of distributions. Notice that if
u € §'(R), then a natural definition would be

((Diett)*u)(#) = u ((Dright) ") -
Nevertheless, it is straightforward from (2.1) to see that, in general, (Dyignt)“¢ ¢ S(R), so
we need to consider a different space of test functions and distributions.
We define the class

S_={peSR) :suppy C (—o0, A], for some A € R}.
We denote by S the set of functions
~ d" C
¢ € C*(R) such that suppe C (—o0, A] and ‘ﬁgo(t)‘ < W
for all k > 0, for some A € R and C > 0.
Lemma 2.1. If ¢ € S_ then (Dyight)®¢ € S°.

Proof. Clearly, if ¢ € S_ with suppy € (—o00, A], then (Diight)®¢ also has support in
(—00, A], see (1.2). Since (Dyighs)” dtigp dt’; (Dright )¢, we only need to estimate (Dies ).

First take [t| < 1 and note that |t|'T® 4+ 1 < 2, so that

t t—1 t
(1) — ()| 1 L
/ it dr < 2|l Lo () o Jt— ]t dr + H‘PIHLOO(R) = 7] dr

e It
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2y Wl C
- « 1—a _1+‘t‘1+a.

Now suppose that [t| > 1. We write

/t WWdT:/t/QWWdT+/t o) = oWl 4 4 g1,

R R SV A e

For 11, note that
o) — ()| < 1" (O [t — 7]
= "1 + [€])°
where £ is some point in between ¢ and 7. Hence,
c [t 1 C C
1< — ——dr = < .
=t /t/z =l T e T I
On the other hand, if 7 < /2, then t — 7 > t/2 and
t/2 | t/2
o(7)| / 1
I< ————d t ——d
< | et 0] [

¢ ¢ to(t)| < 70
[t ||<P”L1(R) + W' e(t)] < 1+ [ttt

|t — 7| < |t — 7|
T+ = (1 +1€)?

<

Collecting both estimates, we get

« ! ‘
QO(J) (p(t)‘ C
|( left) Qﬁ( )| —= C/ |t 7_|1—|-Cv 1 |t|1+o¢

for all t € R. Thus, (Dieg)%¢ € S. O

We endow S_ and 8¢ with the families of seminorms

dk
pH () = sup tl’ | Zre(t)| for £k >0,
teR dt

and
k

d
p* () = sup(1 + [¢[*+) ﬁgo(t)’ for k > 0,

teR
respectively. Let us denote by (S—)" and (S%)’ the corresponding dual spaces of S_ and S°.
Notice that S_ C 82, so that (S¢)" C (S—)". It turns out that (S§%)’ is the appropriate class
of distributions to extend the definition of the left fractional derivative.

Definition 2.2. For u € (§%)', we define (Dit)“u as the distribution in (S_)’ given by
((Diest)*u) () = u((Drignt)*¢)  for any ¢ € S_.

Consider next the class of functions given by

A
La:{u:R%R:/ ’u(T)leradT<oo,f0ranyAeR}.
—oo 1+ 7]

We use the notation

A Ju(n)]
”’U,HA—/_OOlHT’l_i_adT fOI'AER.
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Any function u € L% defines a distribution in (§%)’ in the usual way, so that (Dieg)*u is well
defined as an object in (S—). The following result is proved similarly as in the case of the
fractional Laplacian, see Silvestre [17], so the details are omitted.

Proposition 2.3. Let u € LY. Assume that u € C*t(I), for some € > 0 and some open
set Z C R. Then

(Dree)“u(t) = I’(ia) /OO W dr  forallt eX.

Remark 2.4. We have found that the one-sided class L is the appropriate space of locally
integrable functions to define the left fractional derivative. This is a refinement with respect
to the distributional definition presented in [4, Remark 2.6], which is two-sided in nature.

2.2. One-sided weighted spaces. A nonnegative, locally integrable function w = w(7)
defined on R is in the left sided Sawyer class A, (R), for 1 < p < oo, if there exists C' > 0
such that

1 a+h 1/p 1 a - 1/p
2.2 / wdT) </ w P dT) <C
( ) <h‘ a h a—h

for all @ € R and h > 0, where 1/p +1/p’ = 1. We then write w € A, (R). By re-orienting
the real line, one may similarly define the right-sided A} (R)-condition: a weight & belongs
to Af(R) if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

1 a 1/p 1 a+h , 1/p/
<h /a—h(:JdT> <h/a (I)l_p dT) S C

for all a € R and A > 0. In this way, w € A, (R) if and only if w7 ¢ A;, (R).

From the definition, one should note that, for w € A, (R), there exist —oco < a < b < o0
such that w = oo in (—00,a), 0 < w < oo in (a,b), w = 0 in (b,00), and w € L _((a,b)). For
simplicity and without loss of generality, we will assume (a,b) = R, so that 0 < w < oo in R.

The one-sided Hardy-Littlewood maximal functions M~ and M are defined by

1 t 1 t+h
M~ u(t) = sup/ lu(T)| dr and Mtu(t) = sup / lu(T)| dr
w>0 b Jin n>0 b Jy

respectively. If 1 < p < oo, then M7 is bounded on LP(R,w) if and only if w € Ag(R), see
[16]. When p = 1, M is bounded from L'(R, w) into weak-L' (R, w) if and only if w € AL (R),
namely, there exists C' > 0 such that

MTw(t) < Cw(t) forae.teR

see [13]. We refer to [12, 13, 16] for these and more properties of one-sided weights. For a
measurable set £ C R we denote
w(E) = / wdr.
E

Lemma 2.5 (See [14, Theorem 1]). If w € A (R), 1 < p < oo, then there exist C,0 > 0

such that 5
w(E) |E|
w((wen =€ <b— )

for all a < b < ¢ and all measurable subsets E C (b, c).
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Lemma 2.6. If w € A] (R), then there is a constant C > 0 such that, for any 0 < a < b,

w((=a,—a+(b—a))) .
206 —a) SO w®).

Proof. Let t € (—b,—a). Since (—a,—a + (b —a)) C (t,t 4+ 2(b — a)), then, by the A7 (R)-
condition, we get

t+2(b—a)
Cw(t) > M*w(t) > Q(bl_a) /t wo(7) dr

L pateo) w((—ay—a+ (b—a)))
= 20— a) / w(r)dr = 20— a)

for almost every t € R. O

The following result says that (Dieg )*u is well defined as a distribution in (S_)" whenever
u € LP(R,w), forw e A, (R), 1 <p < 0.

Proposition 2.7. Ifw € A (R), 1 < p < oo, then LP(R,w) C LY, a > 0, and, for any
A € R, there is a constant C' = Ca 5 > 0 such that

[ulla < Cllullrr w)-
In particular, LP(R,w) C L{ (R).

Proof. Let u € LP(R,w) and fix any A € R.
We first let 1 < p < co. By Hoélder’s inequality,

A u(T A wlT —-1/p
fulla= [ DL o - / u(r) () AT

o 14 ’T‘lJra . 1+ ’T‘lJra

) 1/p’
A -p'/p
w(r)™P /
< ull Lo (m w) (/Oo a7 d7'> = Jlull o gy - (12) V7"

Observe that &(7) = w(r)#/? = w(r) 7 e A;r, (R). It is enough to show

= " 7@(7—) T o0
I/oo<1+|7>p/d <o

Indeed, if A < 0, then we can bound I4 by I. If A > 0, then we just note that
A ~ A
w(T) -
IA:I—i—/ ,dT§I+/ w(T)dr < 0.
o (+IrDP o
Now, let f(7) = x(0,1(7). For 7 <0,
11

MTf( = .
fr 1—7  1+4|7]

dr—

Therefore, by using the boundedness of M+ in L? (R, &),

Ig/o (M*f() @ d7<0/ f(r dT—C/ T)dT < o0

—0o0

as desired.
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Now let p = 1. For convenience with the notation, we let A = 0 (the general case follows
the same lines). First observe that, by the A; (R)-condition,

0 w(T 0
/ |()1|+ad7'§/ |u(7’)|w(7')w(7')_1d7'

114 |7] -1
<Ml Sup w(®)
= [lull 10 (te(inf,o)w(t)> < llull g1 ) «((0,1)) < 00.

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.6,

-1 —2k
/oo 1+|T 1+O‘ Z/Qk“ \T|
1
d
S [ oo

1 . -
< HuHLl(R,w) 5 (_zkggi_zkw(t))
k=0

< Cllull 1 (r ey Z TO))

Lemma 2.5 implies that there exist C,d > 0 such that
w((~1,0)) L)’
— <O =] .
w((=2F,0)) =~ \2F

1 Ju(r)] C > <1>‘S
dr < — < 0.
/_oo i S Loy e 2 (5) <o

k=0
Thus, u € L® with the corresponding estimate. ]

Whence,

2.3. Density of smooth functions in WP(R w). The proof of the following statement
is similar to that of Lorente [10, Theorem 3]. Indeed, the idea is to bound ¥ € C°(R) by
a measurable function ¢ supported in [A, co) which is decreasing in [A, c0), for some A € R
and follow the steps of the proof in [10].

Proposition 2.8. Let w € A, (R) and u € LP(R,w) for 1 < p < oco. Let v € CF(R) such
that / Ydt = 1. Define .(t) = %w (é) Then the following hold.

(1) |ux(t) < CM~u(t) for almost every t € R.
(2) llu*Yell o) < Cllllporw)-

(3) lim,_,o+ u x ¥(t) = u(t) for almost every t € R.
(4) Lm0+ flu e — UHLP(R,(A)) =0.

It follows that C°*°(R) N LP(R,w) and C2°(R) are dense in LP(R,w) for w € A (R), 1 <
p < oo. Additionally, notice that if ¢ is as in Proposition 2.8 and u € WP(R,w), then

o0

(uxpe) () = / W (Pt — 7) dr = (' 02) (2).

—00
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Hence u * 9. — u as € — 07 in WHP(R,w), so that C®°(R) N W1P(R,w) and C°(R) are
dense in WP(R,w) for w € A7 (R), 1 < p < cc.

2.4. The maximal estimate (1.12).

Theorem 2.9. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that for any u € WHP(R,w),
we A, (R), 1<p<oo, we have

1 > dr .y _
sup. F(—a)/o (u(t —7) — (1)) s | < O (M~ (u)(0) + M~u(t))
for a.e. t e R.

Proof. We begin by writing

1 1 dr 1 e dr
(23) Lo+ Ly = r(—a)/o (ut —7) — u(t)) e+ F(_O[)/1 (ut —7) — u(t)) o

To study I, notice that

/01|u<t—f>—u<t>| W_/ /\u (t — 7)) dr—S7

:/ / ol (¢ — )| 22
[ (frnenz)es
g/o ra—l/o ot =) ar

1t d
— / |u'(t—7’) —Z
« 0 T

We next split up [0, 1] into dyadic intervals, use of the properties of the Gamma function
and the definition of the one-sided Hardnyittlewood maximal function to get

|u t—T)|
1, d
ol < IZ/ (k+1) 7
o0 2— k
|p1_a |Z —(k+1)) / |/ (t —7)| dr
k= 0 0

|F 1 —a) |kZO 21 a) (u')(t) = CLM ™ (u')(t).

The constant C, given by
20 | 20
T(1—a)] 1-221 |I2-a) 1-20-1

C =

(1 - Oé),

is bounded independently of a because 2!=% — 1 > ¢(1 — ) as o — 1~. Considering now the
second integral in (2.3), we observe that

1 * dr 1
I1, = F(—oz)/l u<t—7)7-1+a + T —a) u(t).




FRACTIONAL DERIVATIVES, FRACTIONAL LAPLACIANS, AND SOBOLEV SPACES 11

For the first term, we estimate

1 oe dr = 2"

t— t— d
’H—a)/l ult =) | < ,kZo 1+a/ fult =)l dr
|Z = CyM " u(t).

k=0

Here,
1 2 2 2¢
Cy = a(l — a),

T(—a) 1-2° [I(2-a) 20-1
which is bounded independently of o because 2¢ — 1 > ca as o — 07. Therefore,

|11, < CoM™u(t) + Cslu(t)] < (Ca2+ C3)M ™ u(t)
where C3 = 1/ |I'(1 — «)|. The result follows. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1(a). The proof of part (a) is organized as follows. We first show
that the formula in the right hand side of (1.3) is well-defined as a function in LP(R,w). It is
then shown that the distribution (Djef)“u is indeed given by such pointwise formula using the
fact that C2°(R) is dense in W P(R,w). The LP(R,w) estimate in (1.4) follows immediately
from these steps of the proof. Next, we show that the limit in (1.5) holds in LP(R,w) for
u € CP(R) and then use a density argument to show the result for u € W1P(R,w). The
a.e. convergence of (1.5) is proved by showing that the set of functions in W'?(R,w) such
that (1.5) holds a.e. is closed in W'P(R,w). The a.e. convergence of (1.6) follows similarly.
Finally, the maximal estimate allows us to prove that (1.6) holds in LP(R,w), 1 < p < oc.
Step 1. The integral expression in (1.3) defines a function in LP(R,w).

First let 1 < p < oco. By Theorem 2.9 and the boundedness of M~ in LP(R,w) for
w € A, (R), it is immediate that

1 e dr
o [ (=) — ) .

For p = 1, we consider the terms I, and /], as in (2.3). We use (2.4) to observe that

alleor < gy [ =] oy
- |r<1—a>|/_oo/t1 t—fadm“)‘”
~ iy [ o[
:M/_Z\u/m\/o %dtdr.

Since w € AI(R) for a.e. 7 € R,

t t
0 2—(k+1)

51|

<C (HUHLP(R,W) + HU/HLP(]R,w)) :

—dtdr
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[e%e) 1 2—k
SZ(Q_(ICJFD)OC/O w(t+T)dt

Therefore,

ellisan < o —ay [ WO dr = C sy

Moving to the second term in (2.3), we write

1 o dr 1
I1, = F(—a)/l u(t—T)THa + I _a)u(t)

/100 u(t — T)TCZQ ) < /OO /oo wdﬂu(ﬂ dt
/ /t 1 t_(:))lLadrw(t)dt
[Tl [7 s e

w(t+7)
:/ ]/ e dth.

By using again the A (R)-condition, for a.e. 7 € R,

and estimate

2k+1

w(t+7) w(t+T)
/1 t1+a dt 2/2 t1+a dt
o0 1 2k+1
(3.2) <> (2k)1+a/0 w(t + 7)dt
k=0
< i 2 MTw(r) = 2 M*tw(r) < 2 Cw(T)
Bt (20)k 1—2-@ 1—2-«
Therefore, by collecting terms,
dr 1
Il < ey | o=t ey Ml
LHRw) = D (—q)| Flta LRy D= a)] L'(Rw)
(3.3) Cy 2 /‘X’ 1
< dr+ — —
= ]F(—a)] 1—2-o ) ‘U(T)‘ U}(T) T+ |1—w(1 — Oé)’ HUHLl(R,w)

< Cu(C2 + Cs) flull pr(r oy
where Cs, C'5 > 0 are as in the proof of Theorem 2.9. Thus,
dr
<Cy, (HUHLl(R,w) + HUIHLl(]R,w)> :
L'(Rw)

(3.4) (u(t —7) —u(t)) %
Hence, the integral in (1.3) is in LP(R,w) for 1 < p < oo.

Step 2. The distribution (Djeg)*u coincides with the integral formula in (1.3). Therefore

(Diey)®u is in LP(R,w) and, by (3.1) and (3.4), we see that (1.4) holds.
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To show (1.3), let ux € C2°(R) such that ug, — u in WP(R,w) as k — oo. We may write
1 o dr
t—7) — upt)) ——.
F(—a)/o (wp(t = 7) —wk(t)) 5
Using (3.1) and (3.4), we can show that the formulas converge in norm. Indeed,
1 o dr 1 o dr
t— 1) —up(t)) —— — t—7)—u(t)) ———
ot [t =) = w0 5 - s [ e - ) S

<C (HUk — Ul o) |ug, — u’HLP(R’w)) —0 ask— oo.

(Diefe) “ur(t) =

LP(R,w)

If ¢ € C°(R) and A is such that supp ¢ C (—o0, A], then ¢ € S_ and (Dyignt)*¢ € S with
supp((Drignt)*¢) C (—00, A]. Now, by Definition 2.2,

(D) u)() = [ () (Drighe) o (8)

= Jim [ (0) (Dag) (1) dt
(35 = tim [ (D) 1) o(0)
) &0 1 &0 dr
=i [ (s [ =) - w5 ) w0 a

- Z (F(ia) /0 Tt —7) _uu))Tjﬁa) (1) dt.

In the second identity above we used that, by Proposition 2.7,

‘ /Z g (t) (Diignt)*(t) dt— /

—00

oo

u(t) (Dright)“(t) dt‘

A
< /_ lur(£) — u(t)] |(Duigne)®(1)] dt

<o [" v

o 14 ’t’1+a dt <C ||u/€ - u”LP(]R,w) =0

as k — oo and in the last equality we observed that

/00 (Diefe)*ur (t)p(t) dt — /OO (F(ia) /000 (u(t —7) —u(t)) T?L) o(t) dt'

h 4 o - dt o dr 1
<o [ [ ot —mie) 5 - [ ) ) S| e
e dr o dr
<o [Tt -n - S - [Tae-n w5 o

as k — oo. Therefore, since ¢ was arbitrary in (3.5),

1 dr

(Diet ) u(t) = m /000 (u(t —7) —u(t)) “ra &€ in R.

Step 3. The limit as & — 17 in (1.5) holds in LP(R,w) for u € C°(R).
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Suppose that u € C°(R) and write (Diegt)*u(t) = I + 11, as in (2.3). For 1 < p < oo,
we keep track of the constants in the proof of Theorem 2.9 to see that

1ol pp Ry < (C2+ C3) HM UHLI’ (Rw)

B 21+a (1___a) 1—a )
_<\T(2—a)\(2a )+|r(2_a)HM HLF , =0

as « — 17. For p =1, by (3.3) in Step 1, we similarly obtain
1ol pp ) < Cuw(C2+Cs) ull iy 0 asa—17.
Next, observe that

Lo —u/(t) = 1 /1<—/T (t—r)dr>7‘f;—u’<t)

't — 1)) dr Tf; + (moi 3" 1) (1)

hj

dr «
"(t — p)dpd — 1) u'(¢).
pir 55+ (ray 1) 0
Let K be such that supp u” —K, K] for all u € [0,1]. Then, for 1 < p < oo,
(- = HLP(R,W) < | ooy W= K EDYP = ¢

where ¢ > 0 is independent of «.. Therefore,

[ o—"]| L (R )

1 1 T T dr a
IT(—a)| /0 /0 /0 [ (t — “)HLP(R,w) dywdr It + ‘I‘(2 “a) 1‘ H“/HLP(R,W)

 a(l-a) @ B ,
RER] ‘m—a) 1‘”“””@%)

Hence, ||(Diefe)*u — || 1o ) < Lol o w) + o = Wl ogw) — 0, a8 @ = 17.

—0 asa—1".

Step 4. The limit as @ — 1~ in (1.5) holds in LP(R,w) for u € W'P(R,w).

Let up € C2°(R) such that up — u in WHP(R,w) as k — 0o. We just observe that, by the
LP estimate (1.4) (that was proved in Step 2), for 1 < p < oo,

H Diett)u — UHLP(R,QJ)

< 1 (Drete)* (w = we) | o ) + (| (Drete) e = W] 1 oy + [0k = '] 1oy

<C <||U — || o (R ) T [ (u — uk)/HLP(R,w)> + | (Dese) s — UZHU’(RM) :
Then take k large and choose « close to 1~ (see Step 3).
Step 5. The limit as a — 17 in (1.5) holds almost everywhere for u € W1P(R,w).
It follows from Theorem 2.9 and the properties of M~ that the operator T defined by

T*u(t) = sup (Dieg)®u(t) for u € WHP(R,w)
0<a<l

satisfies the estimates

1T ull o (rw) < Cpw ullwromy for any u e WIP(R,w), 1 <p< oo
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and
w({t e R:[T*u(t)] > A\}) < %”Uuwlvl(ﬂ%,w) for any u € W (R, w).

In particular, T* is bounded from W1P(R,w) into weak-LP(R,w), for any 1 < p < co. To
conclude, we need to prove that the set

E={ueW"R,w): aliglﬁ(Dleft)a’UJ(t) =/(t) a.e.}

is closed in W1P(R,w). Since C°(R) C E, this claim gives that E = W'P(R,w). To
check that E is a closed set, let uy € E be a sequence such that up — u in WP(R,w), for
some u € WIP(R,w). We will prove that w € E. Let A > 0 be arbitrary. By using the
above-mentioned boundedness of T* and Chebyshev’s inequality, we find that

w({t € R :limsup |(Dieg)*u(t) — v'(t)| > A})

a—1—
<w({t € R:lim sup |(Diefe)*u(t) — (Diefe)“ur(t)] > A/3})
Tw{teR:lim Sup | (Diefe) (1) — i (8)] > A/3})

+w{teR: }u;c(t) - u’(t)| > \/3})
<w({t e R: T (u—ug)(t)| > N/3}) +w({t € R: |(ug —w)'(t)| > A/3})

3C P
<2 </\ l|lu — uk|]W1,p(R7w)> — 0 as k — oo.

Therefore

w({t € R : limsup ’(D]eft)au(t) - u'(t)} > 0})

a—1—
<> w({t € R: limsup |(Diege)*u(t) — v'(t)| > 1/n}) =0
n=1 a—1—
and we have u € E.

Step 6. The limit as o — 0" in (1.6) holds almost everywhere for u € WHP(R, w).
We claim that the set

E' ={uc W"(R,w): lim (Dieg)u(t) = u(t) a.e.}

a—0t

is closed in W1P(R,w). This is proved exactly as in Step 5, but using now the fact that
ali>r(r)1+(Dleft)°‘go(t) =(t) forallteR, for any p € C°(R).
Since C°(R) C E’, we consequently obtain E' = W1P(R,w).
Step 7. The limit as @ — 0% in (1.6) holds in LP(R,w), whenever 1 < p < oo, and in
weak-L' (R, w) when p = 1.
By Theorem 2.9, for any 0 < o < 1,
|(Drete)*ult) — ()| w(t) < (Cu(M()(t) + Mu(t)) + [u()])” w(t)
< Crp (M) ()P + (Mu(t))?) w(t).
Therefore, by Step 6 and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, (1.6) holds in LP(R, w) for
1 < p < oo and, by Lemma 1.3, in weak-L!(R,w) when p = 1.
The proof of Theorem 1.1, part (a), is completed. O
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1(b). This is proved through a distributional argument.
Suppose that (Diegt)*u — v in LP(R,w) as @« — 17. Let ¢ € C°(R). Let A € R be such
that supp ¢ C (—o0, A], so that ¢ € S_ and (Diignt)*¢ € S. By Proposition 2.7,

’/_Z olt) e(t)dt = /_ Z(Dleft)“u(t) o(t) dt

as « — 17. With this and the definition of (Dieg)“u we can write

A N C
< [ 1ol = (D utt)] T

[V = (Diett) “vll oy = 0

< C%A,w,p

oo oo
/ vpdt= lim (Diege)“u p dt

—c0 a—1" J_~
oo

= lim u (Dright)a@ dt.
a—=1" J_~

Next, notice that, by Proposition 2.7,

o C
[u(t)] |(Daignt) %o + ¢ < ‘U(t)|%X(—oo,A] (t)

u(t)|
1+t

X(—c0,4](t) € L'(R).

Therefore, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, as (Dyight)*¢(t) — —¢/(t) as a — 0T,

linll / u(t) (Dright)“p(t) dt + / u(t) ¢ (t) dt‘
a—=1"|J 0o —o0
< / hm lu(t)] ’ right )" ga'(t)} dt =0

Whence,

/ vedt= lim w (Dright )@ dt

— 0 a—1" J_~

o o
:—/ ugo/dt:/ u pdt.
—0o0 —o

Therefore v = ' a.e. in R. Since v’ = v € LP(R,w), we get u € W1P(R,w), and by Theorem
1.1(a), the conclusion follows. O

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1(c). Using the exact same arguments as in part (b), we find
that

/ vpdt= lim (Diegt)“u @ dt

PN a—0t J_
o o0
= lim U (Dright)“ @ dt = / u  dt.
a—0t J_o —o0
Therefore v = v a.e. in R and the conclusion follows. O

4. FRACTIONAL LAPLACIANS AND MUCKENHOUPT WEIGHTS

For u € S(R™), the Fourier transform identity

(“AYu(€) = |¢2a(e)
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is used to define the fractional Laplacian as

(@u(ﬁ) = |¢*a(¢) for 0 < s < 1.

Using the heat diffusion semigroup {e'®};>0 generated by —A, it is shown in [18, 19] that

the fractional Laplacian can be expressed using the semigroup formula (1.7) and that this is

equivalent to the pointwise formula (1.8). Here, e® is the operator

etbu(€) = e (e,

It is well known that e'®u(z) = (W; * u)(z) where Wj(z) is the Gauss-Weierstrass kernel

1 —lz|? n
Wt(m)zwe‘l/(4t) forxGR,t>0

4.1. Distributional setting. The distributional setting for the fractional Laplacian was
developed by Silvestre in [17]. Consider the function class

Ss:{gOECOO R™) : [D7p(x)] <
(R DY) <
We endow S; with the topology induced by the family of seminorms
p5(p) = Sup (1+|z"***) |DVp(x)|, for v € Ng.
TER™

725 for all v € Ni, z € R", for some C' > O} .

Let (Ss)’ be the dual space of Ss. Notice that S C Ss, so that (Ss)' € 8. For u € (Ss)’, we
define (—A)%u as a distribution on S by
(=A)°u)(p) = u((=A)%p) forany ¢ €S.
One can check that Ly C (Ss)’, where
Ly={ue Ll (R" :/ de<oo}.
{ lo ( ) rn 1+ ‘x|n+2s

Proposition 4.1 (Silvestre [17]). Let Q be an open set in R™ and u € Ls. If u € C*7=(Q)
(or CY25Te=L 4f s > 1/2) for some & > 0, then (—A)%u is a continuous function in  and

(—=A)’u(x) = ¢, s P.V. ulw) = uly) dy  for every x € .
T S
Here (see [18, 19])
. 4°T'(n/2 + s)
" D(=s)|an/?

4.2. Muckenhoupt weights. A function v € L _(R"), v > 0 a.e., is called an A,(R")

loc

Muckenhoupt weight, 1 < p < oo, if it satisfies the following condition: there exists C' > 0
such that

1 1/p 1 L 1/p’
4.2 / ydx) </ y P dx) <C
(42) <\Br . 3] /s

for any ball B C R". If v satisfies (4.2), we write v € A,(R"™). Observe that v € A,(R") if
and only if v!"" € A, (R™). The Hardy Littlewood maximal function is defined by

1
Mu(z) = sup / fu(y)| dy
Bz | Bl JB

(4.1) ~s(l—s) ass—0,1.

where the supremum is taken over all balls B C R” containing x. For 1 < p < oo, the
operator M is bounded on LP(R",v) if and only if v € A,(R™). When p =1, M is bounded
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from L'(R™,v) into weak-L'(R",v) if and only if v € A;(R™), namely, there exists C' > 0
such that
Mv(z) < Cv(z) for a.e. z € R".

For a measurable set £ C R" and a weight v, we denote

W(E) = /E v da.

See [8] for more details about Muckenhoupt weights.

Lemma 4.2 (See [8, Corollary 7.6]). If v € A,(R"), 1 < p < oo, then there exists § > 0 such
that given a ball B and a measurable subset S of B,

)
49 o (12"
v(B) | B
Our next result shows that for any function v € LP(R",v), v € A,(R"), 1 < p < oo, the
object (—A)%u is well defined as a distribution in &’.

Proposition 4.3. Ifu € LP(R",v), v € Ap(R"), 1 <p < oo, thenu € Ly, s > 0, and there
is a constant C = C,,, > 0 such that

lullz, < Cllull Lo vy -
In particular, LP(R™,v) C L] (R™).

Proof. Suppose first that 1 < p < co. By Hélder’s inequality,

1
v(z)' ¥ g
< n CTL ﬁd ’
lullz, < 1l pogn..) ( /R A+ 2P 9“")

Let #(x) = v(z)'? € Ay (R"). It is enough to show

@)
/Rn L+ [y =

Let f(z) = xB,(x). If || <1, then M f(x) = 1. If |z| > 1, then B; C B(x,2|z|) and
B0, 1)| | c,
Mf(z) > _ > |
) 2 B2l ~ @)t = @1 ]

Since M is bounded on LY (R", ), for 7 € A, (R™),

v(x) .
fo Tl 2o < [ Qs e s

<C | (f@)VWi(x)de=C | b(z)ds=Cv"7(B).
R™ B1
Therefore, [lull, < Cllul|ppgn ) V7 (By).
Now let p = 1. Observe that
|u(z)] 4
——————dx < ||u n ) Sup v(x < Chyllu s
LT ot e < el sup v ol pa e

where in the last inequality we used that, since v € A;(R"™),

-1 -1
~ By)
Sul/1:<infy> <C<V( 1> .

By 5") =7 \UlB]
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On the other hand, let B; = B;(0), j > 0. By using the A;(R")-condition and Lemma 4.2
with S = By and B = Bj,

|u(z /
dx
/|J1|>1 L+ |x’n+25 Z Bij+1\B; ]ac\
Z / (z)| dx
: J

1
< cp||ull g1 g, —— sup v (z)
n LY(R™, );(2J)nx€B>

oo

L 1Bl
<C ”uHLl(Rn,u) Z (Qj) ( )
j=1

o0

|Bl|5 (2jn)1—6
<C HuHLl(R",y) I/(B1) Z (2j)n < Cmv HUHLl(R",u) :
j=1

The result for p = 1 follows by combining the previous estimates. 0

4.3. The heat semigroup on weighted spaces. Recall the definition of the classical heat
semigroup {e‘®};>0 on R™:

1
@3 ru) = [ Wil pul)dy = [ e u) dy
forx e R", t > 0.
Theorem 4.4. Let v € A,(R") and u € LP(R™,v), 1 < p < co. The following hold.

(1) The integral defining e'“u(x) in (4.3) is absolutely convergent for x € R™, t > 0, and
sup ‘e u(z)| < CpMu(z)
t>0

for almost every x € R™ where C,, > 0.
etPu(z) € C°((0,00) x R™) and 0;(e*™u) = A(et™u) in R™ x (0, 00).
tA

lim etAu(:I:) = u(x) for almost every x € R"
t—>0
t—0+ uHLP(R”,V) =0

6) If u € W2P(R™,v), then e!*Au = AetPu.

lim Wiz — y)u(y) dy =0.

|lx—y|<e

LP(R™,v)

Proof. Let u € LP(R™,v), v € Ap(R™), for 1 < p < oo.
For (1), let t > 0 and write

|etAu(gj>‘ < / Wi(y) lu(z — y)| dy + / Wily) |u(z —y)| dy = I + 1.
ly|<v't ly|>vt

On one hand, by the definition of maximal function,

C
¢ < n/2/ lu(z —y)| dy < Cp,Mu(x).
= iy«
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On the other hand, by (1.14),

oIl /(41)

11 = e = ol d
e Z/2k<y<2k+1 (4mt)n/2 lu(z —y)| dy

<C 0 e*Qk/“ i
> Z tn/2 /l\yﬁlg2k+l |’LL($ - y)| Yy

k=0
< CMu(z) 2672 /4 <4> < CpMu(x).
k=0

Therefore, sup;~ [e"®u(z)| < sup;so(ly + 1) < C,Mu(z), as desired.

To prove (2), we recall that Wy(x) € COO(R” (0,00)), O Wy = AW, in R™ x (0, 00) and
that there exists ¢ > 0 such that |0,W;(z)| < $Wy(x) for each t >0 and x € R™. Thus, we
can differentiate inside of the integral in (4.3) to ﬁnd that e’®u(xr) € C°(R" x (0,00)) and
solves the heat equation.

If 1 < p < oo, then part (1) and the boundedness of the maximal function M show that
HetAuHLP(R",u) < Clull o(rn 1)~ If p =1, by following the proof of part (1) and by using the
A1 (R™)-condition, we obtain

el < [ |u<y>|(RnWtw—y)v(x)dm)dysc u(y)| M (y) dy

R
<C/ dy—C”UHLan )

Whence, (3) holds.

To verify the almost everywhere limit in (4), we only need to observe that lim,_,o+ e'®p(x) =
() for every x € R™ whenever ¢ € C2°(R"), that C2°(R"™) is dense in LP(R",v) and that,
by part (1), the maximal operator
(4.4) T*u(z) = sup ‘e u(z)|

t>0
is bounded from LP(R",v) into weak-LP(R"™, v) (see, for instance, [8, Theorem 2.2]).

For (5), notice that if ¢ € C°(R™), then, as in part (1),
t
(@) — (@) = | [ e pta)ds

! sA
§/ |e Ago(x)| ds < CM(Ayp)(z)t.
0

(4.5)

Therefore,
A
Het 2 SOHLP(]Rn,y) <C HA(p|’LP(R”,u) t—0

as t — 0. We then use the density of C°(R") in LP(R"™,v).
For (6), let ¢ € C2°(R™) and observe that

AetPu(z)p(x) de = /n ePu(z)Ap(z) dx

]Rn

= /n - Wiz — y)u(y)A¢(z) dy dx

= [ W] [ utdgete ] ao
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= [ W] [ sutiete ] ao
R’VL RTL
= /n e Au(z) p(z) da.

Then Aet?u(x) = ' Au(z), for almost every x € R".
Let us finally prove (7). Observe that, by part (1),

/|_ < Wiz —y) [u(y)| dy < CnMu(z).

For 1 < p < oo, Mu € LP(R™,v) so, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem,

p
i | [ Wile =) u(w)] dy
e—0 lz—y|<e

LP(R™,v)
P
= / lim / Wi(x —y) |u(y)| dy | v(z)dx = 0.
Rn €0 lz—y|<e

For p =1,

H / Wiz = y)uly) dy

lz—y|<e

and, by part (1),

\U(y)\/ | Wiz — y)v(z) dz < Cluly)| My(y) < Cluly)|v(y) € L'(R")
r—y|<e

s < L [ W) iz ay

for a.e. y € R™. Therefore, (7) holds for p = 1 by the Dominated Convergence Theorem. [

4.4. The maximal estimate (1.13).

Theorem 4.5. There exists a constant C, > 0 such that for any u € W27P(R”,V), v e
Ap(R™), 1 < p < o0, we have

u\xr — — u\x
| Heposin,,
ly|>e

w <G, (M(D2u)(x) + Mu(z))

sup sup
0<s<1 >0

for almost every x € R™.

Proof. Define the operator Ts . on W2P(R", v) by
Tscu(z) = cn,s/ u@ —y) — u(z) dy.

eyt
We will show that there is a constant C' = C,, > 0 such that

Ty cu(z)| < C (M(D*u)(z) + Mu(z)) for a.e. z € R”

from which the statement follows. We write

uU\xr — — u\xr u\xr — — u\x
Ts,au(.%') = Cn,s/ ( yn)+28 ( ) dy + Cn,s/ ( yn)+2s ( ) dy =IT+1I.
e<lyl<1 Y lyl>1 ly|

Let us first estimate the second term. In view of (4.1),

lu(x —y)| 1
’II’ < C”zs/ T n+2s dy + Cn,s u(x) n+2s dy
yl>1 |yl yI>1 [yl
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[e.o]

u(z — y)| Cns(1—s)
= Cn, dy + |u()|
" zcz:o/2k<lyl<2’“+1 Jy[" 2s

lu(z —y)| dy + Cp(1 — s) [u(z)]
kg 2k n+2s /y|<2k+1

< Cps(1 — s)Mu(z)

4%s(1 —s)

T

Mu(z) + Cy Ju(x)| < CpMu(x).

Consider now the first term, that we rewrite as

[=ecns / u(x —y) — U(Zi)g Vu(z) -y dy.
<Jyl<1 Y|

Since u € W2P(R™,v) and (4.1) holds, for a.e. x € R™ we can estimate

|I‘ < Cn,s/ ]u(x — y) - ugﬁ_)zj V’U,(.T}) i y‘ dy
<Jyl<1 Y

2 1
<ens [ [a-0) Dt - t)] dty
e<lyl<1 |y 0

1 D%u(x — ty)
0 e<|yl<1 |y[

1 D2 _
< Cpns / (1—¢)¢~20-9) / [DPu(z — )] :(f(lsy)” dy dt
0 lyl<t |

ly
1 D2 _
Scn,s/(l—t 152/ ‘n“;ls))’d dt
0 2= (D i<|y|<2=*t  |y|
1 00 1
< Cns / (1—t)t 209 / D?u(z — y)| dydt
0 kzzo (27(k+1)t)n72(1fs) | <2kt | ‘
1 oo 1
< Cps(1 — )27 20=9) M (D2u) () / (1 —t)[ ] dt
0 kZ:O (2201-9))"

< 0,20 =8 0 (D)) < CuM (D) (x)

where in the last line we applied the estimate 4!=% — 1 > c¢s, for any 0 < s < 1. Therefore,
Ty cu(z)| < I+ |11] < Cp (M (D*u)(z) + Mu(z)) for a.e z € R™, O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2 (a). The steps in the proof of part (a) are similar to the steps
in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (a).

Step 1. The semigroup formula in (1.7) defines a function in LP(R"™, v).
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Let us begin by writing

1 o dt

o [ ) - o)
(5.1) B 1 1 ; dt 1 0o t it
= gy ) (e ) i+ [ ) i

=1+1I.
To study I, recall Theorem 4.4 and observe for ¢ € [0,1] that
t
Hemu _ UHLP(RTL,V) < /0 HGM(AU)HL:D(RTL,V) dr < C||Aull pp(gn ) t-
Therefore

1 ! dt
Wleear < gy J, 162 Wlangn 25

C s

(5.2) 1
= iy 18ulinanay [ 70 = O | Aulagans -

For I, in view of Theorem 4.4,

1 00 A dt
P e s / (el gy + el o) 7155
1 o dt
(5.3) < g7 (€ ellogmrnsy + |“”L”<R”7”>)/1 i
_ C(1—-ys)
= |F(2 — S)| ||uHLP(R”,I/) :
Therefore

1=, dt
(=) /0 (e Au(;v) — u(x)) P

Step 2. The distribution (—A)*u coincides with the semigroup formula in (1.7) for a.e.
x € R™. Therefore, (—A)*u is in LP(R, v) and by (5.4), we see that (1.9) holds.

Since C°(R™) is dense in W2P(R™,v) (see [20]), there exists a sequence u € C°(R")
such that uy — u in W2P(R™, ). We consider the terms I and IT as in (5.1) and, similarly,

(5.4)

<C (HUHLP(]R"J/) + HAUHLP(R"W)) < 00
Lr(R™v)

AN 1 LA dt 1 SN dt
(- )Uk(ﬂﬂ)—r(_s) ; (e Uk(x)—uk(fﬂ))tlﬁJrF(_s) : (e Uk(x)_uk(x))ﬁ
= I + I1.
By (5.2),
S
I — I ;o pn )y < C s [|A(ur — )| pgn ) — 0 as k — oo.
=l < O gy 1808 =)o

Similarly, by (5.3),
C(1-ys)
”I[k- - IIHLP(R"J/) = m ”'U,k - UHLP(R",ZI) — 0 as k — Q.

Therefore,

. 1 * dt
(5.5) (—A) ug(x) — I’(—s)/o (e Au(x) - u(x)) +s
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in LP(R™,v) as k — oo.
Next, let ¢ € C°(R™) and note that (—A)®*p € S;. By Proposition 4.3,

[ n@-aye@de - [ u@(-aypl)ds

< C/ lu () —u(fﬂ e
rn 14|zt

< Cllug = ull ppgn ) = 0 as k — oo

In addition, by (5.5),

/n(—A)Suk(x)cp(x) dr — ! /” /OOO (e"®u(z) — u(x)) tld% o(x)dx

I'(—s)
s 1 RN dt 1
<0 [ |ty —wigy [ ) | e e
—A)’ug(x T ePuz) — u(z dt

as k — oco. Therefore
| carua et de= [ uw)(-ayp s

= lim ug(z)(—A)°p(x) dx

k—o00 Rn

= lim (—A)ug(x) p(x) dz

k—o0 Rn

_ / n [F(l_s) /0 T () — () | o) do

and so we obtain

(—A)°u(x) = F(is) /000 (emu(x) —u(z)) tldis for a.e. x € R"™.

Step 3. The integral expression in (1.8) defines a function in LP(R™,v) for all € > 0.
For ¢ > 0, define the operator 7, on LP(R",v) by
u(z) —u
(5.6) Tou(x) = cn,s/ Lnizyg dy.
jo—yl>e |z =yl

We claim that Tou(x) € LP(R™,v) for all € > 0. Indeed, for 1 < p < oo this is immediate by
Theorem 4.5: there exists C' > 0 such that

HTEUHLP(R",V) <C (HM(DZ’LL)HLP(R",V) + HMUHL?(R",V)) < .

For p =1, we write

1 U
Tu(z) = ey gu(z) / s Ay + e / )y

le—y|>e |T — Y| e—y|>e [T — Y|

Cpe™2 / u(y)
= Cp, u(z) + cp, — —dy.
2 " Jayise o=y
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We only need to study the second term above. Observe that

u(y) v(z)
/Ix_y>8|x_W9d3/ < /n W(y” wdl‘dy-

L1(R" ) |z—y|>e ‘IIZ - y’
For a.e. y € R™, by using the Al(R")—condition on v,

—2)
_— ——“dx
/Ia: y>e |z — yl"”s Z /2k5<|x<2k+1a |2
SZ k 1n+2$/ v(y —x)de
_ (2 5) |x|<2k+1g

Therefore,

u
/ (y1)1+23 dy
le—yl>e |T — Y|

Step 4. The principal value in (1.8) converges in LP(R™,v) to the function (—A)%u.

<C - lu(y)| v(y) dy = C||ul| 1 gn ) < o0

L (®")

We write the semigroup formula (1.7) as

s (i ) - e )

s [ (L Wit ) — o) ) A%
—I+1I

(—A)u(z) =

and, similarly,

- /| ulz) —ul)

a—y|>e [ = |

=1 ([ v )
= u(y) — u(zx Wiz dy
F(_S) |m—y\>e( t t1+s
1 1

) ) ) dy
W) ) o) dy

=1 . +1I..
From Theorem 4.4 it follows that
1] = Il 1o (g )

: N dt
[(=s) /1 [( /lxy|<5 Wiz = y)uly) dy) +u(z) e Wi(2) dz] P
H [ Wit

LP(R™,v)

dt
+HUHLP(R",V)/|| Wi(z) dz a+s
z|<€e

Lr(R™,v)



26 P. R. STINGA AND M. VAUGHAN

as € — 0. We next show ||I — Ll ppgn,) — 0 as e = 0" as well to conclude the proof.
Indeed,

1 ! dt
=/ ( i) (utr =)~ uta) dy> e

By Taylor’s Remainder Theorem and (1.14),

11— IsHLp(Rn,V) =

LP(R™,v)

‘ Vi) (e =) —u(z) dy’

< Wi(y)lyl® </01(1—7”) | D?u(z —ry)] dr) dy

lyl<e

1
— T 2U xr—7rTr T
<crf (/0 (1= ) [D2u(e - ry)| d )dy
1
= Ct/ (I—r) ( War(y) ‘D2u(x—ry)‘ dy) dr
0 ly|<e

1
= Ct/ (1—r) ( Woz2(y) | D*u(z — y)| dy) dr.
0 ly|<re
In particular, since D?u € LP(R™,v), by Theorem 4.4,

(5.7) Wi(y) (u(z —y) — u(x)) dy‘ —0 ase— 0"

‘ lyl<e

a.e. in R™. We continue estimating by

[ W) - y) () dy]
y|<e

1
<ot [a-n ([ W D%t )] dy) ar
< CtM(D*u)(z) /1(1 —r)dr = CtM(D?u)(z).
0

Whence, for 1 < p < oo, we have

it

s = CM(D?u)(z) € LP(R™, v)

1
1L < CMDP@) [ ¢
0
where C' > 0 is independent of e. Thus, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem and (5.7),

lim o+ |1 = Ie|| fogn,y = 0. When p = 1, by following the computations above and by
Theorem 4.4, we get

1 —1c | L1 (rr 1)

1 1 "
< C/n/o t/o (1—r7) ( yl<e W2 (z — y) ‘D2u(y)‘ dy) drﬁy(x) dx

o[ [a-n [ 1020 ([ Weasta = mwteas ) ayan
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e[ [a-n (/W\ D Moy dy)drdt
<o [ [an ([ 1l ot

=C ‘Du ‘V Ydy —0 ase— 0",
ly|<e

Step 5. The principal value in (1.8) converges almost everywhere in R™ to (—A)%u.
It follows from Theorem 4.5 and the properties of M that the operator T™ defined by
T*u(t) = sup [T.u(z)| for u € W*P(R™, v),
e>0

where T is defined as in (5.6), satisfies the estimates
1Tl o (rn ) < C llullw2p@n,y for any u € W2P(R™ v), 1 <p < 0o
and

v({z e R" : |[T*u(z)] > A\}) < %Hu\|wz,1(my) for any u € W2L(R"™,v), A >0

where C' > 0 is independent of u. In particular, T* is bounded from W?2P(R", v) into weak-
LP(R™, v), for any 1 < p < oo. With these estimates we can proceed as in Step 5 of the proof
of Theorem 1.1(a) to find that the set

E = {u € W2P(R™,v) : lim Tou(z) = (—A)*u(z) a.e.}
e—0*t
is closed in W2P(R"™,v). Consequently, since C2°(R") C E, we obtain E = W2P(R", v).
Step 6. The limit as s — 17 in (1.10) holds in LP(R,v).
Fix € > 0. By Theorem 4.4, there exists § > 0 such that

(58) e Au AUHLP(R",V) <& when [t] <.
We write
s 1 J n dt 1 o] ; dt
(59) ("A@)= /0 (u(@) = (@) 55 + 1) /5 (ule) — u(a)) e
=I5+ 11;.

Looking at the second term, by Theorem 4.4,

1 IV dt
||II§||LP(Rn7,,) < |F(_3>‘/§ (HC UHL;;(RTL’,,) + HUHLP(R",V)) ﬁ

Clull o rn 1) /OO (1-3s)
< PR [ 18 gt O] ey 0 el 5 0
T Js lellze@e ) O P =)

as s — 17. Next,

[ I5—(—A UHLT’(R" )

/86’”A (x)dr 1d+s+Au( )

// e Au(x d s T Au(z)

Lr(R™,v)

LP(R",v)
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_ Hi /5 /t ("2 Au(z) — Au(x)) dr tﬁs n <(r(;)f1; N 1> Moo}
= I(- \/ 0 Sl i+ 53 “' I

( )51 s
T(2—s)

Lp(R™,v)

<egdl—s +‘

1 |A nyy — 17
‘F(2—S>‘ + ‘H UHLPR V) € ass

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, (1.10) follows in LP(R",v).

Step 7. The limits as s — 1~ in (1.10) and as s — 0 in (1.11) hold a.e. in R™.

This is proved as in Step 5, by noticing that supg.,q [(—A)*u(x)| can be bounded by
means of Theorem 4.5 and that lim,_,;- (—A)%u(x) = —Au(z) and lim,_,o+ (—A)*u(z) = u(x)
for all z € R”, for any u € C°(R"™).

Step 8. The limit as s — 07 in (1.11) holds in LP(R",v), when 1 < p < oo, and in weak-
L'(R™,v) when p = 1.
By Theorem 4.5, for any 0 < s < 1,
(=AY u(@) = u(@) [P v(z) < (Co(M(D*u)(z) + Mu(2)) + u(@)])" v(z)
< Cnyp (M(D*u)(2))? + (Mu(z))”) v(z).

Therefore, by Step 7 and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, (1.11) holds in LP(R"™,v) for
1 < p < oo and, by Lemma 1.3, in weak-L'(R",v) when p = 1.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2, part (a). O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2(b). Suppose (—A)°u — v in LP(R™,v) as s — 17. Let ¢ €
C2°(R™) and observe that

/ vpdr = lim (—A)’updx
Rn

s—1— Rn

= lim u(=A)’pdr

s—=1= JRrn
_ / Cu(=A)pdr = (~Au)(p).

In the first line we used that, by Proposition 4.3 and the fact that ¢ € C2°(R"),

| v@eta)da— [ (-ayulz)ets) o

s C
< [ o) = CAru@)l
< Conpy [0 = (=8)°ull ogn ) = 0

as s — 17, while in the second to last identity we used the Dominated Convergence Theorem,
the fact that (—A)*p € S;, and Proposition 4.3 in the case of L.

Therefore, v = —Aw a.e. in R”. Since v € LP(R",v), we get that Au € LP(R",v). Now
we apply the weighted Calderén—Zygmund estimates (see [8]). Hence, if 1 < p < oo, then
u € W*P(R" v) and, as a consequence of part (a), (1.10) holds. On the other hand, if p = 1,
then D?u € weak-L'(R", v). O
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2(c). Suppose (—A)*u — v in LP(R™,v) as s — 0", and let
© € CX(R™). Using the exact same arguments as in part (b), we find that

/ vpdr = lim (—A)’updz

s—0F Rn

= lim u(—A)Sgodac:/ up de.

s—0t Rn n

Therefore, u = v = lim,_,g+ (—A)®u a.e. in R™ and the result follows. g
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