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Abstract

We study properties of W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) - the completion of C∞
0 (R+) in the power-

weighted Sobolev spaces W 1,p(R+, t
β), where β ∈ R. Among other results, we

obtain the analytic characterization of W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) for all β ∈ R. Our analysis
is based on the precise study the two trace operators: Tr0(u) := limt→0 u(t) and
Tr∞(u) := limt→∞ u(t), which leads to the analysis of the asymptotic behavior of
functions from W

1,p
0 (R+, t

β) 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 W 1,p(R+, t

β).

Mathematics subject classification (2020): Primary 46E35; Secondary 46B70.
Keywords and phrases: Sobolev spaces, density, asymptotics, interpolation.

1 Introduction

Results about densities of smooth functions are one of central problems in the theory
of Sobolev spaces, see e.g. [1, 15]. Classically, having the domain U ⊆ Rn, one defines
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Wm,p
0 (U) - the subspace of Sobolev space Wm,p(U), as the completion of the set of smooth

compactly supported functions C∞
0 (U), in the norm of Wm,p(U). Similarly, having given

the weights function ω defined on U , one defines Wm,p
0 (U, ω) as the completion of C∞

0 (U)
in the weighted Sobolev space Wm,p(U, ω). Then the following problem arises: How can
we recognize in the easy way, if the given function from the space Wm,p(U, ω) belongs to
its subspace Wm,p

0 (U, ω)?
Here we are interested in spaces W 1,p(R+, t

β) and W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), where β ∈ R is given
number and we ask about the analytic characterization of W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β). 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 4.1.

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 Tr : W 1,p(U) →
L1(∂U) (see e.g. [1, 11, 15]) for any p ∈ [1,+∞). Then the following characterization
can be prescribed:

W 1,p
0 (U) = {u ∈ W 1,p(U) : Tr u|∂U ≡ 0 a.e. on ∂U}.

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,∞). It appears,
that in our setting, in all cases except at β = p− 1, such trace operator can be defined
at one endpoint p = 0 or p = ∞ only. For example, as shown in Theorems: 4.1, 4.2 and
4.3, for any p > 1 and u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β), we have:

• Tr0(u) := limt→0 u(t) is well prescribed for β < p− 1,

• Tr∞(u) := limt→∞ u(t) is well prescribed for β > p− 1,

• when β = p − 1, then Tr0(u) cannot be prescribed in general on W 1,p(R+, t
p−1),

while Tr∞(u) annihilates all that space.

Moreover, having trace operator precisely defined, when u ∈ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), then one
has

lim
t→0

u(t) = 0 ⇐⇒ lim
t→0

t(β−(p−1))/pu(t), when β < p− 1,

lim
t→∞

u(t) = 0 ⇐⇒ lim
t→∞

t(β−(p−1))/pu(t), when β > p− 1,

which contributes to the study of the asymptotic behavior of functions from W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β),
see Theorems 4.1 and 4.2. 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 4.2. The case of β = p − 1 is the borderline
one between that of β < p − 1 and of β > p − 1. It appears that in that case
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W 1,p
0 (R+, t

p−1) = W 1,p(R+, t
p−1), which is shown in Theorem 4.3. 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 (α, β) such that C∞

0 (R+) ⊆ W ⊆ W 1,p(R+, t
β) and

W is admitted to the inequality:

∫

R+

|tα|u(t)||ptβdt ≤ C1

∫

R+

|u(t)|ptβdt + C2

∫

R+

|u
′

(t)|ptβdt,

has been precisely described in the paper [8] in the purely analytic way. Now we can
say that this set is precisely W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) in the case when β < |α|p − 1, α ∈ (−1, 0),

which is not visible without our analysis. See Remark 4.3 for more precise information.

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

• W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) : limt→0 u(t) = 0} when β < p− 1,

• W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) : limt→∞ u(t) = 0} when β > p− 1,

• W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = W 1,p(R+, t
β), when β = p− 1,

see Theorems: 4.1, 4.2, 4.3.
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

[W 1,p(R+, t
β0,C),W 1,p(R+, ω1,C)]θ = W 1,p(R+, t

βθ ,C),

whenever, βθ := (1 − θ)β0 + θβ1 ∈ (−∞,−1] ∪ (p − 1,∞) and [X, Y ]θ is complex
interpolation pair between Banach spaces X, Y , with θ ∈ (0, 1), see Theorem 4.5. Such
result seems new and contributes to the problem posed in 1982 by Löfström 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 W 1,p(R+, t

β). See Remark 4.4 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 2.1). 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 4.3,
showing that W 1,p(R+, t

β) = W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), 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.
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2 Notation and Preliminaries

Basic notation. We will deal with functions defined on R+ and use the standard nota-
tions C∞(R+), C∞

0 (R+), Lip(R+), Lp(R+, ω) for smooth functions, smooth compactly
supported functions, lipschitz functions and for functions in Lp equipped with ω weight,

respectively. If A is a subset in some Banach space X = (X, ‖.‖X), then by A
(‖.‖X)

we
denote the completion of A in X in the norm ‖.‖X .

When estimating expressions, notation A � B will be used when the estimate A ≤
CB 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 % B).

The special Sobolev spaces. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and β ∈ R. We will deal with the
following one and two weighted Sobolev spaces W 1,p(R+, t

β) and Y 1,p
tβ

:

W 1,p(R+, t
β) := {u ∈ W 1,1

loc (R+) : ‖u‖W 1,p(R+,tβ) < ∞} where (2.1)

‖u‖W 1,p(R+,tβ) :=

(
∫

R+

|u(t)|ptβdt

)
1
p

+

(
∫

R+

|u′(t)|ptβdt

)
1
p

,

Y 1,p
tβ

:= {u ∈ W 1,1
loc (R+) : ‖u‖Y 1,p

tβ
< ∞} where (2.2)

‖u‖Y 1,p

tβ
:=

(
∫

R+

|u(t)|ptβ(1 +
1

tp
)dt

)
1
p

+

(
∫

R+

|u′(t)|ptβdt

)
1
p

.

Those spaces are complete and they form Banach spaces, see e.g. [13], Theorem 1.11.
By W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β), Y 1,p

tβ ,0
, we denote the completion of C∞

0 (R+) in W 1,p(R+, t
β) and

Y 1,p
tβ

, respectively. We will also use notation Lipc(R+), W 1,p
c (R+, t

β), Y 1,p
tβ ,c

for the sets of
functions in a given function space, which have compact support in R+.

Let us recall that W 1,1
loc (R+) ⊆ C(R+), see e.g. [15], therefore all the functions which

belong to weighted Sobolev spaces as in (2.1) and (2.2), are continuous on R+.

Hardy inequality. We recall the classical Hardy inequality (see e.g. [5], Theorem 330
or [12]), which will be useful for further considerations.

Theorem 2.1 (Hardy inequality) Let 1 < p < ∞, β 6= p− 1. Suppose that u = u(t)
is an absolutely continuous function in (0,∞) such that

∫∞

0
|u′(t)|p tβdt < ∞, and let

u(0) := lim
t→0

u(t) = 0 for β < p− 1,

u(∞) := lim
t→∞

u(t) = 0 for β > p− 1.

Then the following inequality holds with sharp constant:

∫ ∞

0

|u(t)|ptβ−pdt ≤

(

p

|β − p + 1|

)p ∫ ∞

0

|u′(t)|ptβdt. (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 (2.1) and (2.2).

Lemma 3.1 Let 1 < p < ∞ and β ∈ R. Then

W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = Lipc(R+)
(‖.‖

W1,p(R+,tβ )
)

= W 1,p
c (R+, tβ)

(‖.‖
W1,p(R+,tβ)

)

, (3.1)

Y 1,p
tβ ,0

= Lipc(R+)
(‖.‖

Y
1,p

tβ

)

= Y 1,p
tβ ,c

(‖.‖
Y

1,p

tβ

)

(3.2)

and

Y 1,p
tβ ,0

= Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β). (3.3)

Remark 3.1 We will show in the next section that the embedding Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β)
in (3.3) can be either strict or non-strict, depending on the exponent β. For example, if
β 6= p− 1, then Y 1,p

tβ
= W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β), while for β = p− 1, we have Y 1,p

tβ
 W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β).

See Theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3.

Proof. (3.1): Clearly,

C∞
0 (R+) ⊆ Lipc(R+) ⊆ W 1,p

c (R+, t
β).

It suffices to show that W 1,p
c (R+, t

β) ⊆ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β). For that, take u ∈ W 1,p
c (R+, t

β)
with the support [a, b] ⊆ R+. As on compactly supported sets tβ ∼ 1, therefore u ∈
W 1,p(R+), and is compactly supported. By the standard convolution arguments, the
convolutions uε(x) := φε ∗ u with the classical mollifier functions φε(x) = ε−1φ(x/ε)
where φ ∈ C∞

0 (R), 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, supp u ⊆ [−1, 1] and
∫

R
φdx = 1, converge to u in

W 1,p(R+). Their supports are the subsets of J := [a − ε0, b + ε0] for ε0 := a/2 and
ε ∈ (0, a/2). Again, as tβ ∼ 1 on J , therefore uε converge to u also in W 1,p(R+, t

β), as
ε → 0. This shows that u ∈ W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β).

(3.2): The proof of (3.2) reduces to the proof of the fact that Y 1,p
tβ ,c

⊆ Y 1,p
tβ ,0

, which follows
by the same convolution argument as just before.

(3.3): To prove (3.3), we first show that Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ Y 1,p
tβ ,c

(‖.‖
Y

1,p

tβ

)

. For this, let u ∈ Y 1,p
tβ

and
consider

un(t) := u(t)φn(t) (3.4)

where

φn(t) :=































0 for t ≤ 1
2n

2nt− 1 for t ∈ ( 1
2n
, 1
n
]

1 for t ∈ ( 1
n
, n]

− 1
n
t + 2 for t ∈ (n, 2n]

0 for t > 2n.
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Clearly, un(t) ∈ Y 1,p
tβ ,c

. We will show that un → u in Y 1,p
tβ

as n → ∞. This follows from
the following computations:
∫

R+

|un(t) − u(t)|ptβ
(

1 +
1

tp

)

dt =

∫

R+

|u(t)(φn(t) − 1)|ptβ
(

1 +
1

tp

)

dt

≤

∫

{(0, 1
n
)∪(n,∞)}

|u(t)|ptβ
(

1 +
1

tp

)

dt
n→∞
→ 0, (3.5)

∫

R+

| (un(t) − u(t))
′

|ptβdt =

∫

R+

| (u(t)(φn(t) − 1))
′

|ptβdt -

∫ 1
n

0

|u
′

(t)|ptβdt

+

∫ ∞

n

|u
′

(t)|ptβdt + (2n)p
∫ 1

n

1
2n

|u(t)|ptβdt +
1

np

∫ 2n

n

|u(t)|ptβdt

=: In + IIn + IIIn + IVn. (3.6)

Obviously, In, IIn, IVn → 0 as n → ∞. The same holds for IIIn because

IIIn ∼

∫ 1
n

1
2n

|u(t)|ptβ−pdt ≤

∫ 1
n

1
2n

|u(t)|ptβ
(

1 +
1

tp

)

n→∞
→ 0.

It follows that

Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ Y 1,p
tβ ,c

(‖.‖
Y

1,p

tβ

) (3.2)
= Y 1,p

tβ ,0
⊆ Y 1,p

tβ
and consequently, Y 1,p

tβ ,0
= Y 1,p

tβ
.

Moreover,

Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ Y 1,p
tβ ,c

(‖.‖
Y

1,p

tβ

)

⊆ W 1,p
c

(‖.‖
Y

1,p

tβ

) (a)

⊆ W 1,p
c

(‖.‖
W1,p(R+,tβ)

) (3.1)
= W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β),

where the embedding (a) holds because the norm ‖ · ‖W 1,p(R+,tβ) is stronger than the
norm ‖ · ‖Y 1,p

tβ
. ✷

4 Main results: analytic characterization ofW 1,p
0 (R+, t

β)

4.1 Auxiliary sets and trace operators

Let us define the following sets:

A0
p, tβ := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) : ∃tnց0 : lim
n→∞

u(tn) = 0};

B0
p, tβ := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) : lim
t→0

u(t) = 0};

C0
p, tβ := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) : lim
t→0

u(t)t(β−p+1)/p = 0};

A∞
p, tβ := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) : ∃tnր∞ : lim
n→∞

u(tn) = 0};

B∞
p, tβ := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) : lim
t→∞

u(t) = 0};

C∞
p, tβ := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) : lim
t→∞

u(t)t(β−p+1)/p = 0}.
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We will consider the following two trace-endpoints operators, which are well defined on
some subspaces X,Z ⊆ W 1,p(R+, t

β), possibly depending on p and β:

Tr0 : X → R, defined as u 7→ lim
t→0

u(t) (4.1)

and
Tr∞ : Z → R, defined as u 7→ lim

t→∞
u(t). (4.2)

In our further analysis we will indicate on situations when X,Z are the whole spaces
W 1,p(R+, t

β). 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 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) for all possible range of β.

Theorem 4.1 (characterization of W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), β < p− 1) Let 1 < p < ∞ and
β < p− 1. Then we have:

i) W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = A0
p, tβ = B0

p, tβ = C0
p, tβ = Y 1,p

tβ
.

ii) The mapping Tr0 as in (4.1) is well defined as the functional on W 1,p(R+, t
β).

Moreover,

lim
t→0

t
β−(p−1)

p |u(t) − Tr0u| = 0, for any u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β). (4.3)

iii) When β ≤ −1, then W 1,p(R+, t
β) = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) = B0

p, tβ . In particular the trace

operator Tr0, defined by (4.1), annihilates the whole space W 1,p(R+, t
β) and

W 1,p(R+, t
β) = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) = A0

p, tβ = B0
p, tβ = C0

p, tβ = Y 1,p
tβ

. (4.4)

iv) When β ∈ (−1, p − 1), then the trace operator Tr0 : W 1,p(R+, t
β) → R is an

epimorphism. Moreover,

W 1,p(R+, t
β) !W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) = A0

p, tβ = B0
p, tβ = C0

p, tβ = Y 1,p
tβ

. (4.5)

Theorem 4.2 (characterization of W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), β > p− 1) Let 1 < p < ∞. When
β > p− 1, then we have:

W 1,p(R+, t
β) = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) = A∞

p, tβ = B∞
p, tβ = C∞

p, tβ = Y 1,p
tβ

.

In particular the trace operator Tr∞, defined by formula (4.2), annihilates the whole
space W 1,p(R+, t

β), moreover

lim
t→∞

t
β−(p−1)

p |u(t)| = 0, for any u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β). (4.6)

7



Theorem 4.3 (characterization of W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), β = p− 1) Let 1 < p < ∞. Then
we have:

i) W 1,p
0 (R+, t

p−1) = W 1,p(R+, t
p−1).

ii) Y 1,p
tp−1  W 1,p(R+, t

p−1).

iii) The trace operator Tr0 as in (4.1) is not well defined on W 1,p(R+, t
p−1).

iv) We have W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) = A∞

p, tp−1 = B∞
p, tp−1.

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

{u ∈ W 1,1
loc (R+) : lim

t→0
u(t) = 0,

∫ ∞

0

|u′(t)|p tβdt < ∞, } when β < p − 1,

{u ∈ W 1,1
loc (R+) : lim

t→∞
u(t) = 0,

∫ ∞

0

|u′(t)|p tβdt < ∞, } when β > p− 1.

We know from Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 that

• W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) : limt→0 u(t) = 0} when β < p− 1,

• W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) : limt→∞ u(t) = 0} when β > p− 1.

Therefore the classical Hardy inequality, if restricted to W 1,p(R+, t
β), holds on the space

W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β). There is no larger subspace Z ⊆ W 1,p(R+, t
β) admitted to the Hardy

inequality with any finite constant. Indeed, for any u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) \W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) we

have either lim inft→0 |u(t)| = C > 0 or lim inf t→∞ |u(t)| = C > 0 by Theorems 4.1 or
4.2. But then (|u|/t)ptβ 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:

∫ ∞

0

max

{

sup0<s≤t

|u(s)|p

sp
, supt≤s<∞

|u(s)|p

sp

}

dt ≤

(

p

p− 1

)p ∫ ∞

0

|u
′

(t)|pdt,

with the admissibility condition lim inft→0 |u(t)| = 0, we refer to the paper [16]. As the
weight on the right hand side above is 1 ≡ t0, according to Theorem 4.1, if we restrict
such inequality to the subspace of W 1,p(R+), it must hold precisely on W 1,p

0 (R+). Hardy
inequalities:

(
∫ b

a

|f(x)|qu(x)dx

)

1
q

≤ C

(
∫ b

a

|f ′(x)|pv(x)dx

)

1
p

,

where −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞, 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 4.1.

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

Step 1. We show that C0
p, tβ

= B0
p, tβ

= A0
p, tβ

. We obviously have C0
p, tβ

⊆ B0
p, tβ

⊆ A0
p, tβ

.

We will show that the converse inclusions hold. Let u ∈ A0
p, tβ . Then there exists tn → 0

such that u(tn) → 0. As for 0 < tn < t

|u(t) − u(tn)| ≤

∫ t

tn

|u
′

(τ)| dτ ≤

∫ t

0

|u
′

(τ)| dτ, (4.7)

therefore,

|u(t)| ≤

∫ t

0

|u
′

(τ)| dτ =

∫ t

0

|u
′

(τ)|τβ/pτ−β/p dτ (4.8)

≤

(
∫ t

0

|u
′

(τ)|pτβ dτ

)

1
p
(
∫ t

0

τ−β/(p−1) dτ

)1− 1
p

= a(t)t
−β+p−1

p

where a(t) :=
(

p−1
−β+p−1

)
p−1
p

(

∫ t

0
|u

′
(τ)|pτβ dτ

)
1
p

→ 0, as t → 0. This implies

t
β−(p−1)

p |u(t)|
t→0
→ 0.

Consequently, A0
p, tβ ⊆ C0

p, tβ , which ends the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. We prove ii).
Let us prove first that the operator Tr0 as in (4.1) is well defined on W 1,p(R+, t

β).
For this, let u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

β) and let tn → 0, as n → ∞. By the same arguments as
in (4.7) and (4.8), we conclude that

|u(t) − u(tn)| - t−
β−(p−1)

p

(
∫ t

0

|u
′

(τ)|pτβdτ

)

1
p

, for tn ≤ t.

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

|u(t) − ū| - t−
β−(p−1)

p

(
∫ t

0

|u
′

(τ)|pτβdτ

)

1
p

, where ū = lim
tn→0

u(tn), (4.9)

lim
t→0

|u(t) − ū| = 0 and lim
t→0

t
β−(p−1)

p |u(t) − ū| = 0.

9



In particular, u 7→ Tr0(u) =: u(0) is the well defined mapping on W 1,p(R+, t
β). Such

mapping is linear, so its continuity is equivalent to its boundedness. In order to show
the boundedness, we use Hölder inequality in the estimates below

|u(0)| =

∫ 1

0

|u(0)|ds ≤

∫ 1

0

|u(s) − u(0)|ds +

∫ 1

0

|u(t)|t
β

p t−
β

p dt

(4.9)

-

∫ 1

0

s−
β−(p−1)

p

(
∫ 1

0

|u
′

(t)|ptβdt

)

1
p

ds +

(
∫ 1

0

|u(t)|ptβdt

)

1
p
(
∫ 1

0

t−β/(p−1)dt

)1− 1
p

-

(
∫ 1

0

|u
′

(t)|ptβdt

)

1
p

+

(
∫ 1

0

|u(t)|ptβdt

)

1
p

≤ ‖u‖W 1,p(R+,tβ).

This implies the continuity of the operator Tr0 and allows to conclude that Tr0 is the
well defined functional on W 1,p(R+, t

β). Property (4.3) follows directly from (4.9). This
ends the proof of Step 2.

Step 3. We show that C0
p, tβ = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β).

It follows from Step 2 that B0
p, tβ

can also be defined as (Tr0)−1(0), so B0
p, tβ

(= C0
p, tβ

=

A0
p, tβ) is a closed subspace in W 1,p(R+, t

β). Let u ∈ B0
p, tβ .

By similar arguments as in the proof of formula (3.3) in Lemma 3.1, defining un (n ∈ N)

by the formula (3.4), we will show that B0
p, tβ ⊆ W 1,p

c (R+, tβ)
(‖.‖

W1,p(R+,tβ)
)

. Indeed, the

estimates as in (3.5) with the weight tβ in place of tβ(1 + 1
tp

) show that un → u in
Lp(R+, t

β). We repeat the estimates (3.6) and then we only have to show that IIIn → 0
as n → ∞. This is the consequence of the following estimates:

IIIn ∼

∫ 1
n

1
2n

|u(t)|ptβ−pdt =

∫ 1
n

1
2n

(

|u(t)|ptβ−(p−1)
)

t−1dt (4.10)

≤ sup{|u(t)|ptβ−(p−1) : t ≤
1

n
} ln 2

n→∞
→ 0.

Last convergence holds because u ∈ C0
p, tβ

(= B0
p, tβ

) Having shown that

C∞
0 (R+) ⊆ B0

p, tβ ⊆ W 1,p
c (R+, tβ)

(‖.‖
W1,p(R+,tβ)

) Lemma 3.1
= W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β),

and remembering B0
p, tβ is the closed subset in W 1,p(R+, t

β), we deduce that C0
p, tβ =

W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β), when passing to the respective closures. This finishes the proof of Step 3.

Step 4. We show that B0
p, tβ

= Y 1,p
tβ

.

At first we observe that Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ A0
p, tβ . Indeed, otherwise we would have |u(t)| ≥ C > 0

for the sufficiently small t, which implies the impossible inequality:

∞ >

∫ ε

0

|u(t)|ptβ(1 +
1

tp
)dt ≥

∫ ε

0

|C|ptβ−pdt = ∞.

10



Therefore Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) by Steps 1 and 3. Hardy inequality (2.3) implies that

W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β)(= B0
p, tβ) ⊆ Y 1,p

tβ
. This ends the proof of Step 4 and part i).

iii): When β ≤ −1 and u ∈ Lp(R+, t
β), we necessarily have lim inft→0 |u(t)| = 0, that is

u ∈ A0
p, tβ

. Indeed, otherwise we would have |u(t)| ≥ C > 0 for the sufficiently small t.
Thus implies

∞ >

∫ ε

0

|u(t)|ptβdt ≥

∫ ε

0

|C|ptβdt = ∞ with some ε > 0. (4.11)

Thus, the condition u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β), together with the already proven part i), gives

that u ∈ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = B0
p, tβ

and consequently Tr0u = 0. Therefore, we get (4.4).

iv): Let φ ∈ Lip(R+) be defined as

φ(t) =







1 for t ∈ (0, 1)
−t + 2 for t ∈ [1, 2)
0 for t ≥ 2.

Obviously φ ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) and the extension operator

R ∋ s 7→ Ext0(s) := sφ(·) ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β)

is the right inverse to the operator of trace Tr0. In particular the elements of W 1,p(R+, t
β)

might have the nonzero limits at zero, so W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) = B0
p, tβ is the essential subspace

of W 1,p(R+, t
β). The identities (4.5) follow now from i).

This finishes the proof of the statement. ✷

Proof of Theorem 4.2.

The equality of sets A∞
p, tβ = B∞

p, tβ = C∞
p, tβ can be deduced by almost the same argu-

ments as in the proof of subcase i) Step 1 in Theorem 4.1. The main difference is
that in the initial step we choose Tn → ∞ instead of tn → 0 and we deal with inte-
grals

∫ Tn

t
|u

′
(τ)| dτ and

∫∞

t
|u

′
(τ)| dτ (t > 0, t < Tn < ∞) instead of

∫ t

tn
|u

′
(τ)| dτ and

∫ t

0
|u

′
(τ)| dτ , respectively.

Next, we observe that when u ∈ Lp(R+, t
β), then we necessarily have

lim inf
t→∞

|u(t)| = 0,

as in the other case we would have: ∞ >
∫∞

ε
|u(t)|ptβdt = ∞ where ε > 0, by similar

arguments as in (4.11). Therefore,

W 1,p(R+, t
β) = A∞

p, tβ = B∞
p, tβ = C∞

p, tβ .

The fact that W 1,p(R+, t
β) = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) follows from the similar computations as

in (3.5) (with the weight tβ) and (3.6). When estimating IIIn, we can use the fact that

11



any u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) converges to zero at ∞, so by the classical Hardy inequality (2.3),

we have
∫

R+

(

|u(t)|
t

)p

tβdt < ∞. Consequently,

IIIn ∼

∫ 1
n

1
2n

(

|u(t)|

t

)p

tβdt
n→∞
→ 0.

Note also that obviously Y 1,p
tβ

⊆ W 1,p(R+, t
β), while Hardy inequality (2.3), together

with the fact that W 1,p(R+, t
β) = B∞

p, tβ
implies that Y 1,p

tβ
⊇ W 1,p(R+, t

β).

(4.6): The property (4.6) follows from modification of (4.8) (now we choose Tn → ∞
and the integral over the integral (t,∞) instead of (0, t)), which reads as:

|u(t)| ≤ t−
β−(p−1)

p ā(t)

where

ā(t) :=

(

p− 1

β − (p− 1)

)
p−1
p

(
∫ ∞

t

|u
′

(τ)|pτβ dτ

)
1
p

→ 0, as t → ∞,

which finishes the proof of the statement. ✷

Proof of Theorem 4.3

i): The proof follows by steps.

Step 1. We show that B0
p, tp−1 ⊆ W 1,p

0 (R+, t
p−1).

For this, let u ∈ B0
p, tp−1 and consider the sequence {un}n∈N as in (3.4). Similar

estimates as in (3.5) (with the weight tp−1) and (4.10) show that u ∈ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

p−1).

Step 2. We show that the set L ⊆ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

p−1) where

L := {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) : u is bounded near zero} (⊇ B0

p, tp−1).

For this, let us we consider u ∈ L. By the same computations as in Step 1, we deduce
that the sequence {un} as in (3.4), is bounded in W 1,p(R+, t

p−1). This is because by
(4.10), we have

IIIn - ‖u‖L∞(0,1) ln 2.

The argument as in (3.5) with the weight tp−1 gives that un → u strongly in Lp(R+, t
p−1).

We will prove that
u

′

n
n→∞
⇀ u

′

(weakly) in Lp(R+, t
p−1). (4.12)

To verify (4.12) at first we note that the space Lp/(p−1)(R+, t
−1) is dual to Lp(R+, t

p−1),
where the duality is expressed by the formula

Lp(R+, t
p−1) × Lp/p−1(R+, t

−1) ∋ (w, v) 7→
∫

R+
w(t)v(t)dt =

∫

R+
(w · t1−

1
p ) · (v · t

1
p
−1)dt.

12



Therefore it suffices to test the weak convergence (4.12) on any dense subset in
Lp/(p−1)(R+, t

−1), such as the set of smooth compactly supported functions. Hence,
it suffices to verify that for any v ∈ C∞

0 (R+) supported in [a, b], where 0 < a < b < ∞,
we have

∫

R+

(u
′

n(t) − u
′

(t))v(t)dt
n→∞
→ 0.

This follows from the following simple argument:
∫

R+

(u
′

n(t) − u
′

(t))v(t)dt =

∫

[a,b]

(u
′

n(t) − u
′

(t))v(t)dt

=

∫

[a,b]

u
′

(t)(φn(t) − 1)v(t)dt +

∫

[a,b]

u(t)φ
′

n(t)v(t)dt =: In + IIn.

As φn ≡ 1 on sets [ 1
n
, n], which exhaust [a, b] for the sufficiently large n, therefore for

such n we have In = IIn = 0.
Mazur’s theorem (see, e.g. [4], p. 6) says that there exists the sequence {vn} of

convex combinations of the un’s such that v
′

n → u
′

in Lp(R+, t
p−1). Simple verification

shows that also vn → u strongly in Lp(R+, t
p−1). In particular C∞

0 (R+) ∋ vn → u in
W 1,p(R+, t

p−1), as n → ∞ and consequently, u ∈ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

p−1).

Step 3. We show that W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
p−1), which will finish the proof of

part i).
For this, we note that

W 1,p
0 (R+, t

p−1)
Step 2
⊃ L ⊃ L∞(R+) ∩W 1,p(R+, t

p−1).

Moreover, L∞(R+)∩W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) is a dense subset in W 1,p(R+, t

p−1). This is because
the truncation of any u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

p−1):

Tλ(u)(t) :=







u(x) if |u(x)| ≤ λ
−λ if u(x) ≤ −λ
λ if u(x) ≥ λ

converge to u, as λ → ∞, in W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) because

∫

R+

|u− Tλ(u)|ptp−1dt =

∫

u>λ

|u− λ|ptp−1dt +

∫

u<−λ

|u + λ|ptp−1dt

=

∫

|u|>λ

||u| − λ|ptp−1dt ≤

∫

|u|>λ

|u|ptp−1dt
λ→∞
→ 0

and similarly
∫

R+

|u′ − (Tλ(u))′|ptp−1dt =

∫

|u|>λ

|u′|ptp−1dt
λ→∞
→ 0.
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Therefore, W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) ⊆ W 1,p

0 (R+, t
p−1), which ends the proof of Step 3.

ii): As u(t) = ln(− ln t)χ(0, 1
e
) 6∈ Y 1,p

tp−1 , therefore Y 1,p
tp−1  W 1,p(R+, t

p−1).

iii): The function u(t) = ln(− ln t)χ(0, 1
e
) belongs to W 1,p(R+, t

p−1) but converges to ∞

at zero. Therefore, the trace operator as in (4.1) cannot be well defined on the space
W 1,p(R+, t

p−1).

iv): The fact that W 1,p(R+, t
p−1) ⊆ A∞

p, tp−1 follows from integrability of |u|ptp−1 near
infinity and the argument as in (4.11). We are left with the proof that

A∞
p, tp−1 = B∞

p, tp−1 .

Suppose on the contrary, that the above is not true, that is there exists the function
u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

p−1), which is oscillating near infinity, that is lim supt→∞ |u(t)| = c > 0 =
lim inft→∞ |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 ∈ W 1,p(R+, t

p−1), and
sequences tn ր ∞, Tn ր ∞ such that

0 < tn−1 < Tn < tn and v(tn) =
1

2
, v(Tn) = 1,

1

2
< v(t) < 1 on (tn−1, Tn).

This would imply:

∞ >

∫ ∞

0

|v(t)|ptp−1dt ≥

∞
∑

n=1

∫ Tn

tn−1

(

1

2

)p

tp−1dt =
1

p2p

∞
∑

n=1

(T p
n − tpn)

=
1

p2p

∞
∑

n=1

T p
n

(

1 −

(

tn−1

Tn

)p)

=:
1

p2p

∞
∑

n=1

T p
n (1 − (xn)p) . (4.13)

At the same time

1

2
= |v(Tn) − v(tn)| ≤

∫ Tn

tn−1

|v
′

(t)|dt =

∫ Tn

tn−1

|v
′

(t)|t
p−1
p t−

p−1
p dt

≤

(
∫ Tn

tn−1

|v
′

(t)|ptp−1dt

)

1
p
(
∫ Tn

tn−1

t−1dt

)1− 1
p

=: anbn.

As an → 0 when n → ∞, therefore bn → ∞ when n → ∞. Consequently, bn =
ln( Tn

tn−1
) → ∞ as n → ∞ and so {xn} in (4.13) satisfies xn = tn−1

Tn
→ 0 as n → ∞, in

particular (1 − xp
n) > 1

2
for the sufficiently large n.

Further estimates in (4.13) would lead to the impossible inequality, with some number
N ∈ N:

∞ >

∫ ∞

0

|v(t)|ptp−1dt %

∞
∑

n=N

T p
n = ∞.

We arrive at contradiction, which confirms that A∞
p, tp−1 = B∞

p, tp−1 and ends the proof of
the statement. ✷

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 W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β), where p > 1, one can formulate the boundary

decay condition as:

lim
t→0

u(t) = 0, equivalently lim
t→0

t(β−(p−1))/pu(t), when β < p− 1,

lim
t→∞

u(t) = 0, equivalently lim
t→∞

t(β−(p−1))/pu(t), when β > p− 1,

for u ∈ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β). In particular, all the above limits are equivalent to the limits of
tsu(t), for any s ∈ [0, (β − (p − 1))/p]. We have shown in Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 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 Rn, where we expect radial solutions v(x) = u(‖x‖) in the weighted Sobolev Spaces
W 1,p(Rn, ‖x‖α), where β = α + n− 1.

Remark 4.3 (application to Hardy-type inequality) In [8] K. Pietruska-Pa luba
and second author have studied the inequalities:

∫

R+

M(tα|u(t)|)tβdt ≤ C1

∫

R+

M(|u(t)|)tβdt + C2

∫

R+

M(|u
′

(t)|)tβdt, (4.14)

holding on supersets W of C∞
0 (R+), where M(·) is the given Orlicz function, as the

special cases of larger class of inequalities from [7], which deal with general weights ω, ρ
in place of tα, tβ , respectively. Let us focus on (4.14) restricted to M(s) = sp, p > 1:

∫

R+

|tα|u(t)||ptβdt ≤ C1

∫

R+

|u(t)|ptβdt + C2

∫

R+

|u
′

(t)|ptβdt. (4.15)

The following statement is the special case of Theorem 4.2 from [8], where we put
M(s) = sp.

Theorem 4.4 Suppose that α ∈ (−1, 0). Then we have:

i) Inequality (4.15) with C1 = 0 cannot hold for all u ∈ C∞
0 (R+) with any finite constant

independent on u.

ii) There exist positive constants C1, C2 such that inequality (4.15) holds for all u ∈
W (α, β) = W , where
a) W = W 1,p(R+, t

β) when β > |α|p− 1,

b) W = {u ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
β) : lim inft→0+ |u(t)|ts = 0, s := β+1−|α|p

p
} when β <

|α|p− 1.
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iii) The sets W (α, β) from ii) are maximal subsets of W 1,p(R+, t
β) for which (4.15)

holds.

We can now show that when β < |α|p − 1 then W = W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β) and in particu-
lar it is independent on α. Indeed, for any u ∈ W = W (α, β), we necessarily have
lim inft→0 |u(t)| = 0, because s < 0. Therefore u ∈ A0

p,tβ
. As β < p − 1, therefore by

Theorem 4.1 we get u ∈ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β). This gives W ⊆ W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β). On the other
hand, when u ∈ W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β) then by Theorem 4.1 u ∈ C0

p,tβ and consequently

lim
t→0

|u(t)|t
β+1−p

p = 0 =⇒ lim
t→0

|u(t)|t
β+1−|α|p

p = lim
t→0

(

|u(t)|t
β+1−p

p

)

t1−|α| = 0.

Hence u ∈ W . We have shown that W = W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β).

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
ω0, ω1 defined on some domain U ⊆ Rn, one has

[Lp0(U, ω0,C), Lp1(U, ω1,C)]θ = Lpθ(U, ωθ,C), where θ ∈ (0, 1),

where [X, Y ]θ denotes the complex interpolation pair,

1

pθ
=

1 − θ

p0
+

θ

p1
, ω

1
pθ

θ = ω
1−θ
p0

0 ω
θ
p1
1 (4.16)

and Lp(U, ω0,C) = Lp(U, ω0) × iLp(U, ω0) denotes complex valued functions f1 + if2,
with coordinate functions f1, f2 from Lp(U, ω0).

Let us use the analogous notation for complex-valued Sobolev functions
W s,p(U, ω,C) = W s,p(U, ω) × iW s,p(U, ω). As proven by Jörgen Löfström [14], under
some special assumptions on weight functions, one has

[W s0,p0(Rn, ω0,C),W s1,p1(Rn, ω1,C)]θ = W sθ,pθ(Rn, ωθ,C),

where θ ∈ (0, 1) and sθ = (1 − θ)s0 + θs1, pθ and ωθ are given by (4.16) and weighted
function Sobolev spaces are defined with the help of Fourier transform. The authors of
[3] have raised interesting questions, when one has

[W 1,p(U, ω0,C),W 1,p(U, ω1,C)]θ = W 1,p(U, ωθ,C),

or
[W 1,p

0 (U, ω0,C),W 1,p
0 (U, ω1,C)]θ = W 1,p

0 (U, ωθ,C),

where θ ∈ (0, 1), with the same ωθ as in (4.16) and p ∈ [1,∞)?

16



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 rω one
has

[W 1,p(U, ω0,C),W 1,p(U, ω1,C)]θ ⊆ W 1,p(U, ωθ,C), (4.17)

Wp
0 (U, θ, rw) ⊆ [W 1,p

0 (U, ω0,C),W 1,p
0 (U, ω1,C)]θ, (4.18)

Wp(U, θ, rw) := {φ : U → C : φ ∈ W 1,p(U,wθ,C), φ · |∇ log(rw)| ∈ Lp(U,wθ,C)},

‖φ‖Wp(U, θ, rw) :=

(

‖φ‖pW 1,p(U, ωθ,C)
+

∫

U

|φ(x)|p|∇ log(rω(x))|pωθ(x)dx

)
1
p

, rω :=
ω0

ω1
,

Wp
0 (U, θ, rw) is the completion of Lipschitz compactly supported complex-valued func-

tions in Wp(U, θ, rw). As results from (4.17) and (4.18), we have:

Wp
0 (U, θ, rw) ⊆ [W 1,p

0 (U, ω0,C),W 1,p
0 (U, ω1,C)]θ

(a)

⊆ [W 1,p(U, ω0,C),W 1,p(U, ω1,C)]θ

⊆ W 1,p(U, ωθ,C),

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

Wp
0 (U, θ, rw) = W 1,p(U, ωθ,C),

then

[W 1,p
0 (U, ω0,C),W 1,p

0 (U, ω1,C)]θ = [W 1,p(U, ω0,C),W 1,p(U, ω1,C)]θ = W 1,p(U, ωθ,C)

Our main results cannot be concluded, as a special case, from Theorem 4 in [14]
because our weights tβ 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
t∈R+

| (t
β)′

tβ
| = sup

t∈R+

|β|
t

. However, in our case this supremum is infinite.

Let us consider U = R+, w0 = tβ0, ω1 = tβ1 . Then we have

rω(t) = tβ0−β1, ωθ = tβ0θ+(1−θ)β1 =: tβθ , |∇ log(rω)| ∼
1

t

and

Wp(R+, θ, t
β0−β1) =

{φ : R+ → C : φ ∼ (φ1, φ2), φi ∈ W 1,p(R+, t
βθ) for i = 1, 2, φ/t ∈ Lp(R+, t

βθ)}

= Y 1,p

tβθ
× iY 1,p

tβθ
.
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It follows from Theorem 4.1 that

W 1,p
0 (R+, t

βθ ,C) = W 1,p(R+, t
βθ ,C), equivalently W 1,p

0 (R+, t
βθ) = W 1,p(R+, t

βθ)

⇐⇒ βθ ∈ (−∞,−1] ∪ [p− 1,+∞),

while from (3.2) in Lemma 3.1 we know that

Wp(R+, θ, t
β0−β1) = Wp

0 (R+, θ, t
β0−β1)

⇐⇒ Y 1,p

tβθ
= Y 1,p

tβθ ,0
, which holds for any βθ ∈ R, p > 1.

Moreover, when only p > 1, βθ 6= p− 1, then by Theorem 4.1

Wp(R+, θ, t
β0−β1) = W 1,p

0 (R+, t
βθ ,C), equivalently Y 1,p

tβθ
= W 1,p

0 (R+, t
βθ).

Altogether leads to the following interpolation result, which seems to us new.

Theorem 4.5 When θ ∈ (0, 1) β0, β1 ∈ R are such that for βθ = (1 − θ)β0 + θβ1 ∈
(−∞,−1] ∪ (p− 1,∞), then

[W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β0 ,C),W 1,p
0 (R+, t

β1,C)]θ = [W 1,p(R+, t
β0,C),W 1,p(R+, t

β1,C)]θ

= W 1,p(R+, t
βθ ,C) = Y 1,p

tβθ
× iY 1,p

tβθ
.

The related statement is Theorem 1.20 in [3], which gives the condition for

Wp
0 (U, θ, rw) ⊆ [W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β0 ,C),W 1,p

0 (R+, t
β1,C)]θ ⊆ W 1,p

0 (R+, t
βθ ,C)

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

”whenever φ is an element of W 1,p
0 (U, ω0)∩W 1,p

0 (U, ω1) there exists a sequence {φn}
of functions in Lipc(U) which converges to φ in W 1,p(U, ω0) or in W 1,p(U, ω1) 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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