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Abstract

We study properties of WO1 P(R,t7) - the completion of C§°(R, ) in the power-
weighted Sobolev spaces W1 P(R,t%), where f € R. Among other results, we
obtain the analytic characterization of WO1 P(Ry,t%) for all € R. Our analysis
is based on the precise study the two trace operators: Tr%(u) := limy_,q u(t) and
Tro°(u) = limy_oo u(t), which leads to the analysis of the asymptotic behavior of
functions from WO1 P(R,, %) near zero or infinity. The obtained statements can
contribute to the proper formulation of Boundary Value Problems in ODE’s, or
PDE’s with the radial symmetries. We can also apply our results to some questions
in the complex interpolation theory, raised by M. Cwikel and A. Einav in 2019,
which we discuss within the particular case of Sobolev spaces W1P(R, 7).
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1 Introduction

Results about densities of smooth functions are one of central problems in the theory
of Sobolev spaces, see e.g. [Il [15]. Classically, having the domain U C R", one defines

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.11583v1

Wy"P(U) - the subspace of Sobolev space WP (U), as the completion of the set of smooth
compactly supported functions C§°(U), in the norm of WP (U). Similarly, having given
the weights function w defined on U, one defines W;"* (U, w) as the completion of C§°(U)
in the weighted Sobolev space W™?(U,w). Then the following problem arises: How can
we recognize in the easy way, if the given function from the space W™P (U, w) belongs to
its subspace Wy (U, w) ?

Here we are interested in spaces W'?(R_, t%) and W, ?(R., %), where 3 € R is given
number and we ask about the analytic characterization of VVO1 P(R,,t7). Although the
above question looks very simple at first glance, we could not find results about such
a characterization in the literature. On the other hand, they might be present in the
hidden way, as it is in the classical formulation of Hardy inequality, see Remark [Z.1]

In the non-weighted, classical approach on bounded and sufficiently regular domains,
characterization is known. Namely, having given bounded domain with the sufficiently
regular boundary, say Lipschitz, one has well defined the trace operator T'r : WhP(U) —
LY(0U) (see e.g. [1, M1} [15]) for any p € [1,+00). Then the following characterization
can be prescribed:

WoP(U) = {ue WY (U) : Tr ulpgy = 0 a.e. on dU}.

Our analysis is based on a similar approach, which however requires to have introduced
and analyzed the trace operator defined at the endpoint of the interval (0, 00). It appears,
that in our setting, in all cases except at § = p — 1, such trace operator can be defined
at one endpoint p = 0 or p = oo only. For example, as shown in Theorems: 1] and
A3 for any p > 1 and u € WHP(R,,t?), we have:

o Tr%u) := limy o u(t) is well prescribed for 8 < p —1,
o T'r*°(u) := limy, o u(t) is well prescribed for f > p — 1,

e when 8 = p — 1, then T7°(u) cannot be prescribed in general on W1P(R,,P~1),
while 7'r*°(u) annihilates all that space.

Moreover, having trace operator precisely defined, when u € VVO1 P(R,,t%), then one
has

limu(t) = 0 <= lim ¥~ ®=D/Py(t), when g < p — 1,

t—0 t—0
lim u(t) = 0 <= lim t@~®=D/Py(t), when g > p—1,
t—00 t—o0

which contributes to the study of the asymptotic behavior of functions from W, (R, t7),
see Theorems [l and 21 The above facts can be applied to proper formulation of
Boundary Value Problems in ODE’s and radial solutions to PDE’s with radial sym-
metries, as we mention in Remark 12l The case of § = p — 1 is the borderline
one between that of 5 < p— 1 and of § > p — 1. It appears that in that case
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Wy P (R, tP~1) = WWP(R,, t*~"), which is shown in Theorem As just mentioned,
the trace operators do not apply reasonably to that space.

New information about asymptotic behavior can be also applied to Hardy type in-
equalities. Namely, the set W = W (a, B) such that C*(R,) € W C WP(R,, %) and
W is admitted to the inequality:

/ \ta|u(t)uptﬁdt§01/ \u(t)|ptﬁdt+6’2/ ' (t) [P0,
Ry Ry

Ry

has been precisely described in the paper [§ in the purely analytic way. Now we can
say that this set is precisely W, ?(Ry,t°) in the case when 8 < |a|p — 1, a € (—1,0),
which is not visible without our analysis. See Remark for more precise information.

Other problems of our interest, are density results. Having traces well defined, we
can now say that:

o Wol’p(RJr,tB) = {u e WH(R,, ) : limy_,ou(t) = 0} when 8 < p — 1,
o Wol’p(RJr,tB) ={ue lep(RJﬂtﬁ) :limy o u(t) = 0} when 8 > p—1,
o WyP(Ry, 1) = WHP(Ry, %), when § =p— 1,

see Theorems: [A.1] A2 A3l

As next example application of our results, we focus on the application to complex
interpolation theory. Namely, our density results allow us to conclude that

[WEP(Ry, t% C), WHP (R, wy, C)]g = WP(R,, t%, C),

whenever, 3y = (1 — )3y + 081 € (—oo,—1] U (p — 1,00) and [X,Y], is complex
interpolation pair between Banach spaces X, Y, with 6 € (0,1), see Theorem L8 Such
result seems new and contributes to the problem posed in 1982 by Lofstrom in [14] and to
the discussion undertaken recently by M. Cwikel and A. Einav in [3] about interpolation
spaces between weighted Sobolev spaces. In particular, we built some examples partially
solving questions posed in [3], when restricting the analysis to the particular cases of
weighted Sobolev spaces W1P(R,,#%). See Remark {4 for the precise formulations and
arguments.

The methods we use are rather elementary. In most situations they are based on
the appriori estimates, first order integral Taylor’s formulae, and on Hardy inequality
(Theorem 271]). Similar tools were used e.g. in [6] on page 9, as well as in [9], in the
proof of Lemma 5.9. More abstract tools were presented in the proof of Theorem [£3]
showing that W'?(R,,t#) = W, ?(Ry,t%), where we used Mazur’s Lemma.

As all of them: density results, asymptotic behavior near endpoints as well as com-
plex interpolation theory are important tools in functional analysis and PDE’s/ODE’s,
we hope to contribute in this way for their understanding.



2 Notation and Preliminaries

Basic notation. We will deal with functions defined on R, and use the standard nota-
tions C*°(R;), C°(R4), Lip(R,), LP(R,,w) for smooth functions, smooth compactly
supported functions, lipschitz functions and for functions in L? equipped with w weight,

respectively. If A is a subset in some Banach space X = (X, ||.||x), then by A e
denote the completion of A in X in the norm ||.| x.

When estimating expressions, notation A = B will be used when the estimate A <
C' B holds with some universal constant C', whose precise value is not important for final
conclusion, while A ~ B will mean that A < B and B < A (denoted also as A 2~ B).

The special Sobolev spaces. Let 1 < p < oo and f € R. We will deal with the
following one and two weighted Sobolev spaces W'P(R ., t") and Y;};p ;

WYR,, %) = {ue WL (R,): |||l wrrm, 18y < 00} Where (2.1)

</}R+ \u(t)|pt5dt>; + </R+ \u’(t)|ptﬁdt); ,

V¥ o= {u€ Wil(Ry): fully s < oo} where (2:2)

loc

lellyy = </R| ()P + )dt>l+</R+ |uf(t)|ptﬁdt)fl’

Those spaces are complete and they form Banach spaces, see e.g. [I3], Theorem 1.11.

By W, ”(Ry,t%), Ytﬁg, we denote the completion of C§°(R,) in WIP(R,, ) and

Yté’p , respectively. We will also use notation Lip. (R, ), WlP(R,, t9), Yt};’; for the sets of
functions in a given functlon space, which have compact support in R,.
Let us recall that W2 (R,) C C(R,), see e.g. [I5], therefore all the functions which

loc

belong to weighted Sobolev spaces as in (Z1]) and (22]), are continuous on R.

HuHleP(RJr,tﬁ)

Hardy inequality. We recall the classical Hardy inequality (see e.g. [B], Theorem 330
or [12]), which will be useful for further considerations.

Theorem 2.1 (Hardy inequality) Let 1 < p < oo,  # p— 1. Suppose that u = u(t)
is an absolutely continuous function in (0,00) such that [~ [u'(t)[P t°dt < oo, and let

u(0) = 1i_r>%u(t):O for g <p—1,
u(oo) = tliglou(t)zo for B>p—1.

Then the following inequality holds with sharp constant:

/Ooo\u(t)|f”t5_f”dt < (Iﬁ p+1|>p/oo [/ (t)|PtPdt. (2.3)
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3 First density result

We start with the following preliminary density result, which deals with Sobolev spaces
as in (ZJ) and (22]).

Lemma 3.1 Let1 <p < oo and f € R. Then

Lipe(Ry) — = (. :
WOLP(RJ” tﬁ) = Lip.(Ry) Mo o) _ Wclvp(RJm t9) WL (R, ,t8) , (3.1)
Uy = ()
Vi = Tipdly) =y 52)
and
Voo =YV SR ), (3.3)

Remark 3.1 We will show in the next section that the embedding Yt};p C Wy (R, t7)
in ([3.3]) can be either strict or non-strict, depending on the exponent . For example, if
B #p—1, then Y;” = Wy*(Ry, %), while for 8 = p — 1, we have Y,;” ¢ Wy"(R,, 7).
See Theorems A1 and (4.3

Proof. (3.1): Clearly,
C?(Ry) C Lipe(Ry) C WP (R, ).

It suffices to show that W (R, %) C W, P (R,,t"). For that, take u € W (R, t%)
with the support [a,b] € R,. As on compactly supported sets t* ~ 1, therefore u €
WHP(R,), and is compactly supported. By the standard convolution arguments, the
convolutions u.(r) := ¢. * u with the classical mollifier functions ¢.(z) = e 1¢(x/e)
where ¢ € C°(R), 0 < ¢ < 1, suppu C [-1,1] and [, ¢dr = 1, converge to u in
WHP(R,). Their supports are the subsets of J := [a — €0,b + ] for gy := a/2 and
e € (0,a/2). Again, as t¥ ~ 1 on J, therefore u. converge to u also in WIP(R, t7), as
e — 0. This shows that u € W, ?(R,, t%).

B2): The proof of (B2) reduces to the proof of the fact that Y;};ﬁ - Y;};”(’), which follows
by the same convolution argument as just before.

—= Ly 1)
B.3): To prove ([B.3), we first show that Y;};p - Y;};”; 4" For this, let u € Y;};p and
consider

up(t) = u(t)on(t) (3.4)
where
(0 for t < %
2nt —1 for te€ (5, 1]
Pn(t) =19 1 for te (L, n]
—1t+2 for t € (n,2n]
0 for t > 2n.

\



Clearly, u,(t) € Yté’i . We will show that u, — u in Yté’p as n — oo. This follows from
the following computations:

/[R+ [un(t) — u(t)[Pt? (1 +5 )dt = /R+ u(t)(n(t) — 1)[Pt? <1 n )dt
/{(Ovi)u(m)}\ u(t)[t? (1 +5 )dt "0, (3.5)

/R [ (un(t) — u(t)) PPdt = / | (u(®)(éa(t) — 1)) PPt < / " (1) et

IA

0o , % 1 2n
+/ lu (t)[PtPdt  + (zn)p/ |u(t)\pt5dt—|—§/ lu(t)|Pt’ dt

2n

= L,+I1l,+1II,+1V,. (3.6)
Obviously, I,,,11,,1V, — 0 as n — oco. The same holds for 11, because

1 1

n n 1 n—00
111, ~ / lu(t)[PtP—Pdt < / |u(t)|Pt’ (1 + t—p) =20.
It follows that
(II- || ) (IB 2)
VP C Y;}ip c Y;}ﬁ(’) C Y,;” and consequently, Y;é% VP
Moreover,
—=llyre) == lp1) (@ —= (-1, )

e G T A R A R A WD)
where the embedding (a) holds because the norm || - [lyy1.pr, 14) is stronger than the
norm || - Hylﬁ,p. O

t

4 Main results: analytic characterization of W, " (R, t")

4.1 Auxiliary sets and trace operators

Let us define the following sets:

Ag,tﬁ = {ue W"(RL,t7): 3, \o: Jlngou(t ) =0};

Bl = {ueW(Ry %) lmu(t) = 0);

Cy = {uc WP(R,,17): g%u(t)tw—pﬂvp 0}
ps = {u€ WP (R, %)« 3y, re nh_{rolou(tn) =0};
e = {u € W (R, #7) : lim u(t) = 0};

s = {u€ WP(RL ) 1 lim u(t)tP PP = 0},

t—o00



We will consider the following two trace-endpoints operators, which are well defined on
some subspaces X, Z C WHP(R ., %), possibly depending on p and /3:

Tr’: X — R, defined as u > lir%u(t) (4.1)
—
and
Tr>:Z — R, defined as u +— tlim u(t). (4.2)
—00

In our further analysis we will indicate on situations when X, Z are the whole spaces
WEP(R ., 7). That observations will be useful to derive density results.

4.2 Presentation of main results

Our main goal is to prove the following three statements, which give analytic character-
ization of W, *(R,,t%) for all possible range of j3.

Theorem 4.1 (characterization of W,?(R,,t%), 6 <p—1) Let 1 < p < oo and
B <p—1. Then we have:

. 1, L,
i) Wy (R, %) = Ag,tﬂ - Bzomﬁ - Cz()),tﬂ =Y,".
ii) The mapping Tr° as in [@I)) is well defined as the functional on W'P(R,, 7).
Moreover,
B—(p—1)

limt »  |u(t) — Tr’| =0, for any u € W'P(R, 7). (4.3)

t—0

iii) When § < —1, then W' (Ry,t%) = Wy P(Ry,t%) = B’ 5. In particular the trace
operator Tr°, defined by [@1)), annihilates the whole space W'P(R,,t7) and

Wl’p(R—i—a tﬁ) = Wol’p(R—i—a tﬁ) - Ag,tﬁ = Bg,tﬁ = Cg,tﬁ = Y;}fp- (4.4)

iv) When 8 € (=1,p — 1), then the trace operator Tr° : W'P(R,,t%) — R is an
epimorphism. Moreover,

WLp(Rﬁtﬁ) 2 W()Lp(Rﬁtﬁ) - Ag,tﬁ = Bﬁ,ta = C;(;),tﬁ = Y;};p- (4.5)

Theorem 4.2 (characterization of W,”(R,,t°), B >p—1) Let 1 < p < co. When
B >p—1, then we have:
WP Ry, %) = Wy (Ry, %) = A = B s = Cpp = V7

p, t8 p, 8

In particular the trace operator Tr*, defined by formula (L2), annihilates the whole
space WHP(R ., t%), moreover

. B=(p—=1) 1 B
limt » |u(t)]=0, forany ue W P(R., t"). (4.6)

t—o0




Theorem 4.3 (characterization of W, "(R,,t%), B =p—1) Let 1 < p < co. Then
we have:

i) WyP(Ry, tr=1) = WHP(Ry, 771,

i) Y, " ¢ Wh(R,, 771,

iii) The trace operator Tr° as in (&) is not well defined on W'P(R tP~1).
iv) We have W'P(Ry, t771) = A%, = B, 1.

p
We have the following remark about the classical formulation of Hardy inequality.

Remark 4.1 In the classical formulation of Hardy inequality (see Theorem 2.1, the
sets of functions admitted to Hardy inequality with right hand sides finite are

{fuc W (R,): lirrolu(t) = 0,/ |u'(t)|Pt7dt < 0o, } when 3 < p — 1,
- 0

{fue W (R, tlim u(t) = 0,/ |u/(t)[P tPdt < 0o, } when B> p — 1.
—00 0

loc
We know from Theorems F.1] and that
o Wy P(R,,t7) = {u € WHP(R,, 1) : limy_ou(t) = 0} when 8 < p — 1,
o WiP(Ry,t%) = {u e W'(R,, 1) : limy_,o0 u(t) = 0} when 8> p — 1.

Therefore the classical Hardy inequality, if restricted to W1?(R,, ), holds on the space
WyP(Ry,t?). There is no larger subspace Z C W'?(R,,t%) admitted to the Hardy
inequality with any finite constant. Indeed, for any u € W'(R,, %) \ Wy ? (R, t%) we
have either liminf, ;o |u(t)] = C' > 0 or liminf; ., |u(t)] = C > 0 by Theorems [.1] or
12l But then (|u|/t)Pt? is not integrable either near zero or near infinity, so that left
hand side in Hardy inequality is infinite. For recent improvement of Hardy inequality:

> |u(s)[” u(s)” PN e
/0 max{sup0<s§t7asupt§s<w P dt < F ; |u ()[Pdt,

with the admissibility condition liminf; o |u(t)| = 0, we refer to the paper [16]. As the
weight on the right hand side above is 1 = t°, according to Theorem 1], if we restrict
such inequality to the subspace of W?(R, ), it must hold precisely on VVO1 P(R,). Hardy

inequalities: 1 s
( / b |f(x)|qU(x)d:E) "<c ( / b |f’(x)|pv(af)daf)p ,

where —oo < a < b < o0, with the analytical description of the admitted sets of
functions given in the form of the vanishement conditions at the endpoints of the interval
(a,b) can also be found in [10].

In the proceeding section we will prove the above statements.
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4.3 The proofs
Proof of Theorem [4.1l.

i) and ii): The proof follows by steps.

STEP 1. We show that C7 , = B) ,; = A) ;. We obviously have C) ; C B) , C A’ ,

We will show that the converse inclusions hold. Let u € Ag - Then there exists ¢, — 0
such that u(t,) — 0. As for 0 <t, <t

|Mﬂ—wuﬂélhﬂﬂwfééhﬂﬂwﬂ (4.7)

|</ |u \dT—/ \u \Tﬁ/pT Blv dr (4.8)

S(/ |u \pTﬁdT) (/Ot —ﬁ/pldT) ”:a(t)tﬂ

where a(t) := ( e 1) (fo |u'(7)|Pr? dT) — 0, as t — 0. This implies

therefore,

=

B—(p—1)

 Ju(t)] 2 0.

Consequently, Ag’ s C CZ?’ 15> which ends the proof of Step 1.

STEP 2. We prove ii).
Let us prove first that the operator T7° as in (1)) is well defined on W'P(R_, t%).

For this, let u € WYP(R,,t%) and let t, — 0, as n — co. By the same arguments as
in (A7) and (48], we conclude that

1
—(p—1 t , D
IMO—Muﬂjfi%J</hMﬂwﬁw),ﬁwust
0

Therefore, the sequence {u(t,)} is bounded. By the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem it
possesses a convergent subsequence which we denote by the same expression. We can
assume that u(t,) — u € Rasn — oo. After passing to the limit in the above expression
first with n, then with t, we get

s !
u(t) —a| <t ( / u (T)|P7ﬁd7) , where @ = lim u(t,), (4.9)

tn—0
(

lim |u(t) — u| = 0 and hmt |u( ) —u| =0.
t—0



In particular, u — T7r%(u) =: u(0) is the well defined mapping on W1?(R,,t%). Such
mapping is linear, so its continuity is equivalent to its boundedness. In order to show
the boundedness, we use Hélder inequality in the estimates below

|—/ |u(0) |d8</ lu(s) —u(0 |ds+/ lu(t |tpt vt
(B8] p o
R /s =% )</ ' (t |Pt5dt) ds+</ u(t) |Pt5dt) (/ A/ 1dt)
0 0
([ e |ptﬁdt) + ([ o) < N,

This implies the continuity of the operator Tr® and allows to conclude that T7° is the

well defined functional on WP(R ., t%). Property (&3] follows directly from (Z9). This

ends the proof of Step 2.

STEP 3. We show that C) , = Wy (R, 7).

It follows from Step 2 that B) ,; can also be defined as (77°)7'(0), so B) (= C) ,, =

A;tﬂ) is a closed subspace in WHP(R,, t%). Let u € Bg’tﬁ

By similar arguments as in the proof of formula (3.3]) in Lemma[B1] defining u,, (n € N)
S Hurtoce, o)

by the formula (3.4, we will show that Bg,tﬂ C WoP(Ry,th . Indeed, the

estimates as in () with the weight ¢° in place of t?(1 + &) show that u, — u in
LP(R,,t%). We repeat the estimates (.6 and then we only have to show that 11, — 0
as n — oo. This is the consequence of the following estimates:

1 1
I]Inrv/ |u(t)|pt5—1’dt:/ (Ju(t) PP~ P=1) ¢ 2at (4.10)
b b
< sup{|u(®)[Pt?~ PV ¢ < }1 2" 0.

Last convergence holds because u € CS’ (=B

o s) Having shown that

) (||'||W1»P(R+,t/3)) LemnlaBj]

C(())O(R-‘r) - 827t5 c WCLP(R-Htﬁ WOLP(R-H tﬁ)u

and remembering B) ,; is the closed subset in W'?(R, "), we deduce that C) ,, =
VVO1 P(R,,t7), when passing to the respective closures. This finishes the proof of Step 3.
STEP 4. We show that B) ,, = VP

At first we observe that Y;}gp C .AO - Indeed, otherwise we would have [u(t)| > C' > 0
for the sufficiently small ¢, which 1mphes the impossible inequality:

£ 1 £
00 >/ |u(t)|pt5(1+t—p)dt 2/ |C|Pt*Pdt = oo
0 0
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Therefore Yté’p C WyP(R,t?) by Steps 1 and 3. Hardy inequality (23) implies that
Wy P (R, t7) (= B s C Y,;”. This ends the proof of Step 4 and part i).

iii): When 8 < —1 and u € LP(R,,t?), we necessarily have liminf; o [u(t)| = 0, that is
u € .Ag .5~ Indeed, otherwise we would have |u(t)| > C > 0 for the sufficiently small ¢.
Thus implies

00 > / lu(t)PePdt > / C1P£2dt = oo with some £ > 0, (4.11)
0 0

Thus, the condition u € WP(R,,#?), together with the already proven part i), gives
that u € WP (R, %) = 327 s and consequently Tr% = 0. Therefore, we get ([Z.4).

iv): Let ¢ € Lip(R;) be defined as

1 for te(0,1)
o(t) =« —t+2 for tell,2)
0 for t>2.

Obviously ¢ € WHP(R,,t%) and the extension operator
R > s+ BExt’(s) := sp(-) € WHP(R,, t7)

is the right inverse to the operator of trace Tr?. In particular the elements of W?(R ., t7)
might have the nonzero limits at zero, so VVO1 PRy, t7) = Bg, .5 1s the essential subspace
of WHP(R,, 7). The identities (&) follow now from i).

This finishes the proof of the statement. O

Proof of Theorem [4.2].

The equality of sets A;f’tﬁ = B = € can be deduced by almost the same argu-
ments as in the proof of subcase i) Step 1 in Theorem Il The main difference is
that in the initial step we choose T,, — oo instead of ¢, — 0 and we deal with inte-
gralsft”|u 7)|dr and [® |u'(7)|d7 (t > 0,t < T,, < 00) instead offt lu'(7)| dr and
fo lu' (7)| dr, respectively.

Next, we observe that when u € LP(R,, "), then we necessarily have

liminf |u(t)| = 0,
t—o00
as in the other case we would have: co > [ |u(t)[Pt°dt = co where & > 0, by similar

arguments as in (£IT]). Therefore,

Wlp(R+ tﬁ) D, t6 — Bootg — Cootg.

p, p,

The fact that WHP(R,, %) = W, ?(R., t°) follows from the similar computations as
in (35) (with the weight t°) and (3.6). When estimating I11,,, we can use the fact that

11



any u € WIP(R,, t%) converges to zero at oo, so by the classical Hardy inequality (Z.3),
p
we have fR+ (M) t3dt < oo. Consequently,

t
= (u)])\?
I11, ~ / (—t ) tBdt "= 0.

1
2n

Note also that obviously Y;};p C WP(R,,t?), while Hardy inequality (Z3)), together
with the fact that W'P(Ry, %) = B>, implies that Y7 D WP (R, tP).
(4.6): The property (£0) follows from modification of (48 (now we choose T, — oo
and the integral over the integral (¢, 00) instead of (0,¢)), which reads as:

—(p—1)
u(t) <t a(t)

where
p—1

at) = (ﬁ)T (/too W ()P df)% 0, as t — oo,

which finishes the proof of the statement. O

Proof of Theorem

i): The proof follows by steps.
STEP 1. We show that B) ,, , C Wy P (R, t771).

For this, let u € B}, , and consider the sequence {u,}nen as in (34). Similar
estimates as in (3] (with the weight t*~!) and (@I) show that u € Wy " (R, "),
STEP 2. We show that the set L C W, (R, *~") where

L:={ueW" (R, *"): uis bounded near zero} (2 B ,1).

For this, let us we consider v € L. By the same computations as in Step 1, we deduce
that the sequence {u,} as in ([B4), is bounded in W'P(R,,#~!). This is because by

(EI0), we have
[I[n ;5 ||u||L°°(O,1) In 2.

The argument as in (3.5) with the weight t?~! gives that u,, — u strongly in LP(R,, tP~1).
We will prove that
u, "=y’ (weakly) in LP(R,, tP71). (4.12)

n

To verify ([ILI2) at first we note that the space LP/P~D(R ., +~1) is dual to LP(R, t*71),
where the duality is expressed by the formula

LV (R, 771 x PP YR #7Y) 5 (w,0) b [ w(®o(t)dt = [, (w-t75) - (v-tr)dt,
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Therefore it suffices to test the weak convergence ([AI2) on any dense subset in
LP/P=D(R,,t71), such as the set of smooth compactly supported functions. Hence,
it suffices to verify that for any v € C§°(R, ) supported in [a, b], where 0 < a < b < o0,
we have

’

/ (u, (1) — ' (t))v(t)dt "= 0.
Ry
This follows from the following simple argument:

/

o [a.b]
_ /[ ()~ Vel + / w6 OOyt = I, + 11,

[a,b]

As ¢, = 1 on sets [1,n], which exhaust [a,b] for the sufficiently large n, therefore for
such n we have I,, =11, = 0.

Mazur’s theorem (see, e.g. [], p. 6) says that there exists the sequence {v,} of
convex combinations of the wu,’s such that v, — v in LP(R,,#*~'). Simple verification
shows that also v, — w strongly in LP(R,,#*~'). In particular C°(R;) > v, — u in
WhP(R,,t771), as n — oo and consequently, u € Wy (R, tP~1).

STEP 3. We show that W'P(Ry, t*~') = W, *(R,, "), which will finish the proof of
part i).
For this, we note that

Step

2
WP (e, ) 737 Lo L(R,) AW (R, 07Y).

Moreover, L>®(R,)NW'P(R,,tP7!) is a dense subset in W'P(R =), This is because
the truncation of any u € WIP(R, tP~1):

converge to u, as A — oo, in WHP(R ., tP~!) because

/ lu — Ty (uw)|PtPdt = / lu — A|ptp‘1dt+/ lu + APtP~tdt
R+ u>\

ul—A

— / Hu\—A\Ptp—ldtgf JulPtr=dt =50 0
[u|>X

[u|>X

and similarly
/ o' — (Ta(w)) Pt~ "dt = / /[Pt dt 250 0,
- >

13



Therefore, WHP(R,, 7~1) C Wy P(R,,#~1), which ends the proof of Step 3.
ii): As u(t) = In(—In t)X(o,%) ¢ Y17 therefore Y7, ¢ WIP(R,, tP71).

tp—1> tp—1
iii): The function u(t) = In(—1Int)xo,1, belongs to W'#(R,,#"~") but converges to oo
at zero. Therefore, the trace operator as in ([{]) cannot be well defined on the space
Whr(R,, t771).
iv): The fact that WhP(R,,tP~1) C A1 follows from integrability of |u[PtP~1 near
infinity and the argument as in (LIT]). We are left with the proof that

pr—t = Byl
Suppose on the contrary, that the above is not true, that is there exists the function
u € WIP(R,,tP~1), which is oscillating near infinity, that is limsup, . |u(t)] = ¢ > 0 =
liminf, , |u(t)|. Using the Darboux property and changing the function u to Au with
the suitable chosen constant A, we could construct the function v € WHP(R,,¢P~1), and
sequences t,, /oo, T,, / oo such that

1 1
0<ty,<T,<t,and v(t,) = 3 o(T,) =1, 3 <w(t) <1lon (t,_1,T}).

This would imply:

- 1% > T (1 B (tnT;l)p) = ﬁini(l — ()F) . (4.13)

At the same time

= [o(T,) — v(t,)] g/n |v’(t)|dt:/ LW

tn—1 th—1

1
2

T, s 1-3
< (/ \v’(t)\l’tp—ldt) (/ t_ldt) =: apby.
tn—1 tn—1

As a, — 0 when n — oo, therefore b, — oo when n — oo. Consequently, b, =

In(;£-) — o0 as n — oo and so {z,} in @IF) satisfies z,, = %= — 0 as n — oo, in

particular (1 —22) > 1 for the sufficiently large n.
Further estimates in ({13 would lead to the impossible inequality, with some number
N e N:

00 > / o(t)PErdt 2 Y TP = oo
0 n=N

We arrive at contradiction, which confirms that A;Otp,l = B,7»-1 and ends the proof of

the statement. O

14



4.4 Applications

We propose three example applications of our results.

Remark 4.2 (application to BVP) Our results can be applied to the analysis of
Boundary Value Problems in O.D.E’s. For example, when dealing with the concrete
ODE with the solution in VVO1 P(R,,t%), where p > 1, one can formulate the boundary
decay condition as:

limu(t) = 0, equivalently limt#~®=/Py(t) when g < p — 1,

t—0 t—0
tlim u(t) =0, equivalently tlim t(ﬁ_(”_l))/pu(t), when 3 >p—1,
—00 —0

for u € VVO1 P(R,,t?). In particular, all the above limits are equivalent to the limits of
t*u(t), for any s € [0,(8 — (p — 1))/p]. We have shown in Theorems 1] and that
such limits are well defined in the respective Sobolev spaces. Such limits can be also
prescribed to the radial solutions to the Boundary Value Problems in PDE’s defined
on R", where we expect radial solutions v(x) = u(||z||) in the weighted Sobolev Spaces
WLP(R™ ||z||*), where 8 = a+n — 1.

Remark 4.3 (application to Hardy-type inequality) In [§] K. Pietruska-Patuba
and second author have studied the inequalities:

M@t lu@®))tPdt < Cy | MJu@))tPdt+Cy [ M(|u' ()]t dt, (4.14)

R, Ry R,

holding on supersets W of C§°(R, ), where M(-) is the given Orlicz function, as the
special cases of larger class of inequalities from [7], which deal with general weights w, p
in place of %, %, respectively. Let us focus on ({fLI4) restricted to M(s) = s, p > 1:

/ |ta|u(t)||1’t5dt§01/ |u(t)|pt5dt+02/ ' ()PP dt. (4.15)
Ry Ry Ry

The following statement is the special case of Theorem 4.2 from [§], where we put
M(s) = sP.

Theorem 4.4 Suppose that o € (—1,0). Then we have:

i) Inequality ([AI0) with Cy = 0 cannot hold for allu € C§*(Ry) with any finite constant
independent on u.

ii) There exist positive constants Cy,Cy such that inequality (LID]) holds for all u €
Wi(a, p) = W, where
a) W =W (R, t%) when 8 > |alp — 1,
) W = {u € WW(Ry,t%) : liminf, o [u(t)[t* = 0, s := ZEEY yhen g <
lalp —1.
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iii) The sets W (a, 8) from ii) are mazimal subsets of WYP(R,,t9) for which (EI5)
holds.

We can now show that when 3 < |a|p — 1 then W = W, ?(R,,t") and in particu-
lar it is independent on «a. Indeed, for any u € W = W(q, 3), we necessarily have
liminf, .o |u(t)| = 0, because s < 0. Therefore u € .Ag ;- As B < p— 1, therefore by
Theorem BT we get u € W, P(Ry,t%). This gives W C W, ?(R,,t%). On the other
hand, when u € Wy (R, ?) then by Theorem Bl u € Co s and consequently

lim [u(t)|¢7 " = 0 = T [u(t)|t™ 7 =1lim (Ju(@)t™> ) £ =0,

t—0 t—0 t—0

Hence u € W. We have shown that W = W, ?(R,, t).

Remark 4.4 (application to complex interpolation theory) It is known by Stein
- Weiss Theorem (see i.e. [2], Section 5.5.3, p. 120) that having two weight functions
wo, w1 defined on some domain U C R", one has

[LPO(U, wo, C), LP* (U, w1, C)lg = LP?(U,wy, C), where 0 € (0,1),
where [X, Y]y denotes the complex interpolation pair,

1 1-60 6 L oo
b o T Wi et e (4.16)

and LP(U,wy,C) = LP(U,wy) x iLP(U,wp) denotes complex valued functions f; + ifa,
with coordinate functions fi, fo from LP(U,wy).

Let us wuse the analogous notation for complex-valued Sobolev functions
WeP(U,w,C) = W*P(U,w) x iW*P(U,w). As proven by Jérgen Lofstrom [14], under
some special assumptions on weight functions, one has

(WP (R", wp, C), W (R, wi, C)lp = W (R", wp, C),

where 6 € (0,1) and sy = (1 — 0)sg + 0s1, pg and wy are given by (4I6) and weighted
function Sobolev spaces are defined with the help of Fourier transform. The authors of
[3] have raised interesting questions, when one has

[Wl’p(U, wo, C), Wl’p(U, w1, (C)]g = Wl’p(U, we, C),

or

[Wo? (U, wo, C), Wy (U, wy, C)lg = Wy (U, we, C),
where 6 € (0,1), with the same wy as in ({16 and p € [1,00)?
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It has been shown in [3] in Theorem 1.16 that under the assumption (1.6) on weights,
which are satisfied for positive continuous functions, and local Lipschitzism on r, one
has

[W17P(U> wo, C)> Wl’IJ(Ua Wi, C)]G g W17p(U> Wo, C)a (417)
WE(U,8,7.) C Wy (U, wp, C), Wy (U, wy, C), (4.18)
WP(U,0, 1) == {¢: U = C: ¢ W (U wy,C),¢- |Viog(ry)| € LP(U,wy, C)},

1

P wo

16lwr(c:0,m,) == (||¢||’;V1,pw,w9,@+ / |¢<x>|p|v1og<m<x>>|pwe<x>dx) L n =

9
Wi

WE(U,0,r,) is the completion of Lipschitz compactly supported complex-valued func-
tions in WP(U, 0, r,,). As results from ([AI7) and (£I8]), we have:

(a)
Wy (U, wo, ©), Wo (U, w1, C)lg © [WP(U, wo, C), W (U, wi,C)ly
WLp(Ua we, C)>

WS (U, 0,r,) C
-

where the inclusion (a) follows from the very definition of interpolation pair, see Remark
1.17 in [3]. Therefore if one has

WE(U,0,7) = WHP(U, we, C),
then
Wy (U, wo, ©), W™ (U, wi, C)lg = [W'(U, wo, C), W' (U, w1, C)lg = W'(U, wp, C)

Our main results cannot be concluded, as a special case, from Theorem 4 in [14]
because our weights ¢° do not satisfy the ”polynomially regularity” condition, an es-
sential and important assumption for the weight function, considered among others in
Theorem 4 of [14]. Even if our functions could be extended to those on the whole R, it
is not possible to provide further analysis based on paper [14] because the polynomial
components of the weight constrain the fulfillment of condition (3.4) from the definition
of polynomially regular weight function in [14] on page 197, which requires in our case
the finiteness of sup |%| = sup @ However, in our case this supremum is infinite.

teR tER ¢

Let us consider U = R, wy = t™, w; = t%. Then we have
1
ro(t) = tﬁo_ﬁl’ Wy = P00+ (1-0)B1 _. tﬁe’ |V log(r,)| ~ -

and

WP(R_HQ’tBO—Bl) —
{¢ : R—l— —C: ¢ ~ (¢17¢2)7 ¢2 S WLP(R_‘_’tﬁG) for i = 17 27 (b/t < LP(R-HtﬁG)}
=Y ,P x Y 7

tPo tPo -
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It follows from Theorem [4.1] that

WP (R, t%,C) = WIP(R,, t%, C), equivalently W, (R, t%) = WP(R,, t%)
— 59 € (—OO, _1] U [p - ]-7 +OO)>

while from (3.2)) in Lemma B we know that

WP(R-H 97 tﬁo_ﬁl) = Wg(R-H 97 tﬁo_ﬁl)

Y7 =Y. . which holds for any 8y € R,p > 1.

Moreover, when only p > 1, By # p — 1, then by Theorem [T
WP (R, 0,t%=51) = W P (R, %, C), equivalently Yté’f = Wy P (Ry, t7%).
Altogether leads to the following interpolation result, which seems to us new.

Theorem 4.5 When 6 € (0,1) By, 51 € R are such that for o = (1 — 0)5y + 05, €
(—o0, —1]U (p — 1,00), then

[WOLP(R-H tﬁou (C)u W()LP(R-H tﬁlv C)]9 = [Wl’p(R-l-v tﬁou (C)u WLP(R-H tﬁlv C)]@
= W (R,,t% C) =Y,P x iV ;”

tPo tho *

The related statement is Theorem 1.20 in [3], which gives the condition for
W(I))(U’ 9’ Tw) - [W()LP(R-i-a tﬁoa C)> W(]l’p(R-‘ra t61’ C)]g - W(]l’p(]R-H tBQ’ C)

for all € (0,1), in the abstract approach. For that inclusions one has to verify the
following assumption:

"whenever ¢ is an element of Wy (U, wo) "W, P (U, w,) there exists a sequence {b,}
of functions in Lip.(U) which converges to ¢ in WHP(U,wp) or in WYP(U,w;) and is
bounded in the other space.”

It shows that the knowledge about density results and the techniques of approxi-
mation can be the crucial tool for the analysis of interpolation spaces in the complex
interpolation theory.
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