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ON THE TRACE THEOREM TO VOLTERRA-TYPE EQUATIONS WITH LOCAL OR

NON-LOCAL DERIVATIVES

JAE-HWAN CHOI, JIN BONG LEE, JINSOL SEO, AND KWAN WOO

ABSTRACT. This paper considers traces at the initial time for solutions of evolution equations with

local or non-local derivatives in vector-valued Lp spaces with Ap weights. To achieve this, we begin by

introducing a generalized real interpolation method. Within the framework of generalized interpolation

theory, we make use of stochastic process theory and two-weight Hardy’s inequality to derive our trace

and extension theorems. Our results encompass findings applicable to time-fractional equations with

broad temporal weight functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this article, we are interested in the trace and extension theorem for the following evolution

equations in vector-valued Lp spaces with Ap weights:

∂tu(t) = f(t), u(0) = u0, (1.1)

∂κt u(t) = f(t), u(0) = u0. (1.2)

Here, ∂κt stands for a (generalized) time-fractional derivative with a kernel κ given by

∂κt u(t) := ∂t

(
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)(u(s)− u(0)) ds

)
.

Note that ∂κt becomes the Caputo fractional derivative ∂αt for κ(t) = t−α/Γ(1−α) with α ∈ (0, 1),
where Γ is the Gamma function.
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Our trace theorems also hold for the following Volterra-type equations:

ˆ t

0

(u(s)− u0)ds =

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)f(s)ds. (1.3)

Under our assumptions on kernel κ, the evolution equation (1.2) can be rewritten as the Volterra-type

equation (1.3), where κ is a kernel that is uniquely determined by κ. We discuss the equivalence at

the end of Section 2.2.

In the studies of trace theorems, interpolation theory is mainly used in the literature. That is, one

expects to obtain the following inequality:

‖u0‖(X0,X1)θ,p . ‖u‖Lp(R+,tγ1 dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lq(R+,tγ2 dt;X1). (1.4)

Note that (X0, X1)θ,p is an interpolation space whose norm is given for a functionalK by

‖u0‖(X0,X1)θ,p :=

(
ˆ ∞

0

t−θpK (t, u0;X0, X1)
p dt

t

)1/p

, θ ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ [1,∞). (1.5)

Precise information for K and other interpolation methods are given in Section 3. The idea of trace

inequalities in the literature is that one can express the functional K as certain quantities of ‖u‖X0

and ‖f‖X1 , and the remained term t−θp contributes to a time weight in the right-hand side of (1.4).

For detailed argument, we recommend [1, 14, 25] and references therein.

From the perspective of the classical approaches, to obtain (1.4) in terms of general temporal

weights, it is natural to consider a generalization of (X0, X1)θ,p-interpolation in the sense that we

put φ(t−1) rather than just t−θ . One of the novelties of this paper is that we suggest a function class,

Io(a, b), introduced in [12] for such φ as well as construct general interpolation space (X0, X1)φ,p,

whose norm is given by

‖u0‖(X0,X1)φ,p :=

(
ˆ ∞

0

φ
(
t−1
)p
K (t, u0;X0, X1)

p dt

t

)1/p

, φ ∈ Io(0, 1). (1.6)

The definition of Io(a, b) and its properties are given in the first part of Section 2, and we explain

the interpolation in Section 3. For short introduction of Io(a, b), we note that φ ∈ Io(a, b) if and

only if there exists ε > 0 such that

λa+ε .
φ(λt)

φ(t)
. λb−ε, ∀t > 0, λ ≥ 1.

The advantage of the general interpolation is that we can handle not only trace inequalities for time

local equations (1.1) but also time non-local equations (1.2), including time-fractional derivatives

for broader weight classes than those in the literature. To the best of our knowledge, our result

is new even for the local derivative case, in the sense that trace and extension theorems hold with

Muckenhoupt’sAp-weight classes.

Before introducing the main results of this paper, we give a brief overview of the literature related

to initial value problems in (weighted) Sobolev spaces with or without non-local derivatives. The

initial value problem of parabolic equations in Lp-Sobolev spaces with local time derivatives has

been studied for a long time, and trace (and extension) theorem with or without power-type temporal

weights can be found in, for example, Weidemaier [26], Prüss [22], Lindemulder and Veraar [17] and

references therein. In the case of the parabolic equations with non-local derivatives, Zacher [27, 28]

obtained an unweightedLp-theory for the Volterra-type equations, including the time-fractional heat

equations. In particular, the kernel κ of (1.3) considered in [27, 28] belongs to a certain class, and

its Laplace transform L[κ] satisfies some growth conditions near zero and infinity, in which case the

solution space for (1.3) is given as the vector-valued Bessel potential spaces Hα
p with α > 1/p. See

[21] for a detailed description of kernel κ of ∂κt and solution spaces used in [27, 28]. In Meyries

and Schnaubelt [18], Meyries and Veraar [19], Agresti, Lindemulder, and Veraar [1], the initial trace
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results in [27, 28] were extended to the case of vector-valued Triebel-Lizorkin spaces containing

power-type temporal weight:

Fαp,q(R+, wγ ;X0) ∩ Lp(R+, wγ ;X1), wγ(t) = |t|γ ,

where γ ∈ (−1, p− 1) and α > (1 + γ)/p. While the aforementioned results are basically based on

the semigroup approach, Dong and Kim [7], Dong and Liu [8], and Kim and Woo [14] use different

approaches to solve initial value problems for time-fractional parabolic equations and derive initial

trace estimates for solutions. Particularly, the authors in [14] construct new solution spaces suitable

for discussing the initial value problem of time-fractional evolution equations and investigate the

initial behavior of the solution using an appropriate representation via standard mollification. The

trace estimates in [14] are partially consistent with Theorem 1.2 in this paper. (See Remark 1.7.) For

a certain type of evolution equation with local derivatives, Choi, Kim, and Lee [5] prove an extension

theorem with general temporal weights by solving an initial value problem. We emphasize that

our main results allow one to consider Ap weights in time variable and generalized time-fractional

derivatives, which contain power-type temporal weights and standard time-fractional derivatives,

respectively.

1.1. Main results. The main results of this paper are trace and extension theorems that identify the

optimal function space for the initial conditions of equations in Sobolev spaces with Ap weights.

Notably, the initial data spaces are closely related to the temporal weights and the properties of local

or non-local time derivatives.

We introduce trace theorems with local and non-local derivatives, respectively. Let (X0, X1) be

an interpolation couple and X0 +X1 be a Banach space with the norm

‖a‖X0+X1 := inf{‖a0‖X0 + ‖a1‖X1 : a = a0 + a1, a0 ∈ X0, a1 ∈ X1}.

Theorem 1.1 (Trace theorem with local derivative; half line). Let p ∈ (1,∞) andw ∈ Ap. Suppose

that u ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X0), f ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X1), u0 ∈ X0 +X1, and

u(t) = u0 +

ˆ t

0

f(s)ds (1.7)

for t ∈ R+. Then u0 ∈ (X0, X1)W 1/p,p and

‖u0‖(X0,X1)W1/p,p
.p,[w]Ap

‖u‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1), (1.8)

where W (t) :=
´ t

0
w(s) ds.

For (1.2), assume that κ : R+ → R+ is a right-continuous decreasing function with κ ∈
Io(−1, 0). Note that Io(−1, 0) contains the kernel t−α/Γ(1 − α) generating the Caputo fractional

derivative of order α ∈ (0, 1). Let us denote

κ∗(t) := κ−1
(
1/t
)
. (1.9)

Here, κ−1 is a generalized inverse of κ defined in (2.19). Then the following theorem holds:

Theorem 1.2 (Trace theorem with non-local derivative; half line). Let p ∈ (1,∞), w ∈ Ap and

κ ∈ Io(−1, 0). Suppose that W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p), u ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X0), f ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X1),
u0 ∈ X0 +X1, and

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s) (u(s)− u0) ds =

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds, (1.10)

for t ∈ R+. Then u0 ∈ (X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p and

‖u0‖(X0,X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p
.p,[w]Ap ,κ

‖u‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1). (1.11)



4 J.-H. CHOI, J. B. LEE, J. SEO, AND K. WOO

Remark 1.3. If κ is a strictly decreasing continuous function, then the assumption κ ∈ Io(0, 1)
and W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p) can be replaced by the following: there exist constants 0 < a1 < a2 and

0 < b1 < b2 < p such that for any t > 0 and λ ≥ 1,

λa1 .

(
κ(t)

κ(λt)

)a2
.
W (λt)

W (t)
.

(
κ(t)

κ(λt)

)b2
. λb1 .

For this, see Lemma 2.3-(vi).

For the Volterra-type equations (1.3), it is shown in Section 2.2 that u and f of (1.3) satisfy (1.10).

Thus (1.11) also holds for u and f of (1.3). The same is true for Theorem 1.6.

Remark 1.4. In Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, we assume that u (and f ) is defined on R+, but if X0 is

continuously embedded into X1, i.e., X0 ⊂ X1, we also obtain trace estimates of u defined on a

finite time interval (0, T ). See Section 5 for this.

Another novelty is that we construct u and f satisfying (1.10) by means of probability theory,

which is motivated by spectral theory. Regarding the case of (1.1), it is natural to consider its

fundamental solution as one-parameter semigroups. Then together with generalized interpolation

theory given in Section 3, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.5 (Extension theorem with local derivative). Let p ∈ (1,∞), w ∈ Ap, and a ∈
(X0, X1)W 1/p,p. Then there exist u ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X0) and f ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X1) such that

u(0) = a and

u(t) = a+

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds,

for t ∈ R+. Furthermore,

‖u‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1) .p,[w]Ap
‖a‖(X0,X1)W1/p,p

.

Even if we have a non-local kernel κ as in (1.2), we can accomplish a similar result. It is because

the kernel κ corresponds to a Bernstein function φ, and φ yields a subordinator S = (St)t≥0 whose

Laplace exponent is φ. Then one can establish a solution to (1.2) by making use of the subordinator

S. This procedure is given in the second part of Section 2, and particularly in Proposition 2.12.

Finally, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 1.6 (Extension theorem with non-local derivative). Let p ∈ (1,∞) and w ∈ Ap. Suppose

that κ ∈ Io(−1, 0), W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p), and a ∈ (X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p. Then there exist u ∈
Lp(R+, w dt;X0) and f ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X1) such that

ˆ t

0

κ (t− s) (u(s)− a) ds =

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds (1.12)

for t ∈ R+ and u(0) = a. Furthermore,

‖u‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1) .p,[w]Ap ,κ,W◦κ∗ ‖a‖(X0,X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p
(1.13)

Note that (1.13) in Theorem 1.6 depends on W ◦ κ∗ while (1.11) in Theorem 1.2 does not. The

difference arises because equivalence of ‖a‖(X0,X1)K
(W◦κ∗)1/p,p

and ‖a‖(X0,X1)J
(W◦κ∗)1/p,p

depends

on W ◦ κ∗, and we use K and J methods to prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.6, respectively. In other

words, the trace and extension theorems with non-local derivatives essentially depend on p, [w]Ap
and κ.

Remark 1.7. In this paper, while the results on the local derivative (Theorem 1.1, Corollary 5.1 and

Theorem 1.5) hold for any Ap weights, the results on the non-local derivatives (Theorems 1.2, 5.3

and 1.6) hold for w ∈ Ap with W ◦κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p). In particular, if we consider the Caputo fractional
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derivative ∂αt in (1.2), then Theorems 1.2, 5.3 and 1.6 hold for w(t) = |t|γ with −1 < γ < p − 1
and γ + 1 < pα, which is a special case of main results in [1] and [14].

Indeed, let α ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ (1,∞), and w(t) = |t|γ where γ ∈ (−1, q − 1) and 1 + γ < qα.

Note that w ∈ Aq(R). If we take κ(t) =
(
Γ(1 − α)

)−1
t−α in the definition of Iκ (see (2.12)), for

sufficiently smooth function u = u(t, x) defined on [0,∞)× Ω,

Iκu(t, x) =

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)
(
u(s, x)− u(0, x)

)
ds = I1−α

(
u(·, x)− u(0, x)

)
(t),

where I1−α stands for the classical fractional integral, i.e., the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral.

Also let X0 = H2
p and X1 = Lp, 1 < p < ∞, where H2

p is a usual Sobolev space for the second

order PDEs. By the choice of κ, it is clear that κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) and

κ∗(t) =
(
Γ(1− α)

)1/α
t1/α.

Moreover, since W (t) ≃ t1+γ , we also have (W ◦ κ∗)(λ) ≃ λ(1+γ)/α ∈ Io(0, q) by the choice of

α, q, and γ. Then by Theorem 1.2,

u(0, ·) ∈ (X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/q,q = (H2
p , Lp)(W◦κ∗)1/q,q

where (W ◦ κ∗)1/q(λ) = λ(1+γ)/qα. On the other hand, by Proposition A.3 (ii), we have that

(H2
p , Lp)(W◦κ∗)1/q,q = B

(W◦κ∗)1/q(2,0)
p,q . That is, we have

‖f‖
B

(W◦κ∗)1/q(0,2)
p,q

= ‖S0f‖p +




∑

j≥1

22qj
(
W ◦ κ∗

)
(2−2j)‖∆jf‖

q
Lp





1
q

≃ ‖S0f‖p +



∑

j≥1

22(1−
1+γ
qα )qj‖∆jf‖

q
Lp




1
q

= ‖f‖
B

2−
2(γ+1)
qα

p,q

.

Thus, u(0, ·) ∈ B
2− 2(γ+1)

qα
p,q and this coincides with [14, Theorem 3.11] for k = 0 in there. The

extension part can be dealt with similar way.

We also remark that if we take X0 and X1 as weighted Sobolev spaces, the generalized in-

terpolation space (X0, X1) becomes a weighted Besov space with variable smoothness, which is

characterized by means of difference operators. For more detail, see [6].

NOTATIONS

Throughout this paper, we will use the following standard notations.

• R, Q, and Z are the set of all real numbers, rational numbers, and integers, respectively.

• R+ = (0,∞), and Q+ = Q ∩ R+.

• a ∧ b = min(a, b) and a ∨ b = max(a, b) for a, b ∈ R.

• For a set {a, b, . . .} and X,Y ∈ R, we say X .a,b,... Y , if X ≤ NY holds for some N =
N(a, b, . . .) > 0. Sometimes we omit a, b, . . . and just say X . Y if the dependency on a, b, . . . is

clear from the context.

• For p ∈ [1,∞], p′ := p
p−1 is the Hölder conjugate ( 10 := ∞ and ∞

∞ := 1).

• 1A is a characteristic function on a set A.

• For a positive function f defined on R+, we use the standard big-O notation O
(
f(λ)

)
and

little-o notation o
(
f(λ)

)
.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Functions of type I(a, b) and Io(a, b) and their properties. We introduce a class I(a, b) and

Io(a, b). In particular, functions in Io(0, 1) are essential in a generalized interpolation introduced in

Section 3.
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Definition 2.1. For a function φ : R+ → R+, we define

sφ(λ) = sup
t>0

φ(λt)

φ(t)
,

so that sφ : R+ → (0,∞]. Observe that sφ is submultiplicative, i.e., sφ(λτ) ≤ sφ(λ)sφ(τ) for

λ, τ > 0. Together with the definition of sφ(λ) we introduce the following class of functions. For

a, b ∈ R,

I(a, b) := {φ : sφ(λ) = O(λa) as λ→ 0, and sφ(λ) = O(λb) as λ→ ∞}. (2.1)

We also define Io(a, b), where o denotes that we replaceO-notation with o-notation in (2.1). Clearly,

Io(a, b) ( I(a, b).

Remark 2.2. Due to 1 = sφ(1) ≤ sφ(λ) sφ(λ
−1), we obtain that I(a, b) = ∅ for a > b, and

Io(a, b) = ∅ for a ≥ b. In addition, for a < b, φ ∈ Io(a, b) if and only if there exists a bounded

functionKφ : R+ → R+ such that

sφ(λ) ≤
(
λa + λb

)
Kφ(λ) and lim

λ→0
Kφ(λ) = lim

λ→∞
Kφ(λ) = 0.

See, for example, [12, Proposition 1.1].

The following lemma provides useful information about the classes I(a, b) and Io(a, b):

Lemma 2.3. Let a, b ∈ R and φ ∈ I(a, b).

(i) For α ∈ R, tαφ(t) ∈ I(a+ α, b + α).
(ii) For α ≥ 0, φ(tα), φ(t)α ∈ I(αa, αb).

(iii) For α ≤ 0, φ(tα), φ(t)α ∈ I(αb, αa).
(iv) Let a, b > 0 and φ be strictly increasing, continuous, and

lim
λ↑∞

φ(λ) = ∞.

Then its inverse φ−1 is of class I(1b ,
1
a ).

(v) For a < c, b > d, I(c, d) ⊂ Io(a, b) and

⋃

c>a, d<b

I(c, d) = Io(a, b). (2.2)

(vi) φ ∈ Io(a, b) if and only if there exists ε > 0 such that

λa+ε .
φ(λt)

φ(t)
. λb−ε ∀ t ≥ 0, λ ≥ 1. (2.3)

(vii) If p ≥ 0 and φ ∈ Io(0, p), then
ˆ ∞

0

(
1 ∧

x

t

)p
φ(t)

dt

t
. φ(x). (2.4)

(viii) If p ≥ 0 and φ ∈ Io(−p, 0), then

ˆ ∞

0

(
1 ∧

t

x

)p
φ(t)

dt

t
. φ(x),

(ix) For φ ∈ Io(a, b), the assertions (i) – (iii) also hold for Io(a, b) instead of I(a, b).

Proof. (i)–(iii) and (ix) follows from direct computations.

For (iv), first, we observe that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

φ(λt) ≤ Cλaφ(t)
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for t ∈ R+ and λ ∈ (0, 1]. On the other hand, for x ∈ R+, by the assumption for φ, there exists t ∈
R+ such that Cφ(t) = x. Then, again by the assumption for φ, we have λφ−1(x/C) ≤ φ−1(λax),
and hence

φ−1(x/(Cλa))

φ−1(x)
≤

1

λ

for all x ∈ R+ and λ ∈ (0, 1]. This certainly implies that sφ−1(λ) = O(λ1/a) as λ→ ∞. Similarly,

we also have sφ−1(λ) = O(λ1/b) as λ→ 0.

(v) Clearly, I(c, d) ⊂ Io(a, b) for a < c and b > d, and thus
⋃

a<c,b>d

I(c, d) ⊂ Io(a, b).

Therefore, it suffices to show that “⊃” holds instead of “=” in (2.2). Let φ ∈ Io(a, b) and take

a constant N > 0 such that sφ(λ) ≤ 1
2λ

a if λ ≤ 2−N , and sφ(λ) ≤ 1
2λ

b if λ ≥ 2N . Then for

λ ≤ 2−N , there is k ∈ N such that 2−(k+1)N < λ ≤ 2−kN , which yields

sφ (λ) ≤
(
sφ
(
2−N

))k−1
sφ

(
2N(k−1)λ

)
≤ 2−kλa ≤ 2λa+

1
N (2.5)

by the submultiplicativity. Similarly, for λ ≥ 2N there is l ∈ N such that 2lN ≤ λ < 2(l+1)N , which

yields

sφ (λ) ≤
(
sφ
(
2N
))l−1

sφ

(
2−N(l−1)λ

)
≤ 2−lλb ≤ 2λb−

1
N . (2.6)

By (2.5) and (2.6), φ ∈ I(a+ 1
N , b−

1
N ). This proves (2.2).

(vi) This is a direct result of (v) and its proof with Remark 2.2.

(vii) By (v) and (vi), there exists ε > 0 such that φ ∈ I(ε, p− ε) and

φ(t)

φ(x)
.

(
t

x

)ε
1t≤x +

(
t

x

)p−ε
1t>x.

Therefore,
ˆ ∞

0

(
1 ∧

x

t

)p φ(t)
φ(x)

dt

t
=

ˆ x

0

· · · +

ˆ ∞

x

· · ·

.

ˆ x

0

(
t

x

)ε
dt

t
+

ˆ ∞

x

(x
t

)p ( t
x

)p−ε
dt

t
. 1.

(2.7)

(viii) Since φ ∈ Io(−p, 0), by (i), tpφ(t) ∈ Io(0, p). Using (vii),
ˆ ∞

0

(
1 ∧

t

x

)p
φ(t)

dt

t
= x−p

ˆ ∞

0

(
1 ∧

x

t

)p
tpφ(t)

dt

t
. φ(x).

The lemma is proved. �

When a kernel κ of ∂κt is of class Io(−1, 0), we have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.4. Let κ be a positive function defined on R+.

(i) If κ ∈ Io(−1, 0), then for λ ∈ R+,

L[κ](λ) :=

ˆ ∞

0

e−λtκ(t) dt ≃
κ(λ−1)

λ
, (2.8)

where the equivalence (≃) depends only on Kφ in Remark 2.2. Moreover, L[κ] ∈ Io(−1, 0)
(by Lemma 2.3-(ix)).

(ii) If κ is a decreasing function on R+, and L[κ] ∈ Io(−1, 0), then (2.8) holds, and the equiva-

lence in (2.8) depends only on KL[κ]. Moreover, κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) (by Lemma 2.3-(ix)).
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Proof. (i) First note that L[κ](λ) is well-defined on R+ due to κ ∈ Io(0, 1). Then for λ ∈ R+,

L[κ](λ) =

ˆ λ−1

0

e−λtκ(t)dt+

ˆ ∞

λ−1

e−λtκ(t)dt =: I0(λ) + I1(λ).

Since κ ∈ Io(−1, 0), by Lemma 2.3-(vi), there exists ε > 0 such that

(s−1t)−1+εκ(s) . κ(t) . (s−1t)−εκ(s) ∀ 0 < s < t <∞.

Therefore, we have

κ(λ−1)

ˆ λ−1

0

e−λt(λt)−1+εdt . I0(λ) . κ(λ−1)

ˆ λ−1

0

e−λt(λt)−εdt,

and

κ(λ−1)

ˆ ∞

λ−1

e−λt(λt)−1+εdt . I1(λ) . κ(λ−1)

ˆ ∞

λ−1

e−λt(λt)−εdt.

This implies

L[κ](λ) = I0(λ) + I1(λ) ≃
κ(λ−1)

λ
.

(ii) We assume that L[κ] ∈ Io(−1, 0). Observe that

L[κ](λ−1) = λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−zκ(λz)dz.

Since κ is a decreasing function, we see that

L[κ](λ−1) ≥ λ

ˆ 1

0

e−zκ(λz)dz ≥ e−1λκ(λ). (2.9)

On the other hand, by (2.9), for any δ ∈ R+,

λ

ˆ δ

0

e−zκ(λz)dz ≤ e

ˆ δ

0

e−z

z
L[κ](λ−1z−1) dz.

For 0 < δ ≤ 1, by Lemma 2.3-(vi) with the fact that L[κ] ∈ Io(−1, 0), we have
ˆ δ

0

e−z

z
L[κ](λ−1z−1)dz = L[κ](λ−1)

ˆ δ

0

e−z

z

L[κ](λ−1z−1)

L[κ](λ−1)
dz

. L[κ](λ−1)

ˆ δ

0

e−zzε−1 dz,

for some ε > 0. Hence

λ

ˆ δ

0

e−zκ(λz)dz ≤
1

2
L[κ](λ−1),

for sufficiently small δ = δ(KL[κ]) ∈ (0, 1). Then we have

L[κ](λ−1) = λ

ˆ δ

0

e−zκ(λz) dz + λ

ˆ ∞

δ

e−zκ(λz) dz

≤
1

2
L[κ](λ−1) + λ

ˆ ∞

δ

e−zκ(λz) dz.

Since κ is decreasing,

L[κ](λ−1) ≤ 2λ

ˆ ∞

δ

e−zκ(λz) dz ≤ 2λκ(δλ),

and then,

L[κ](λ−1) ≤ L[κ](δλ−1) ≤ 2δ−1λκ(λ)

for all λ > 0, where the first inequality is due to δ ≤ 1. This certainly implies that L[κ](λ−1) .

λκ(λ). The proposition is proved. �
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2.2. Volterra-type equations associated with Bernstein functions. In this subsection, we give a

connection between a kernel κ of non-local derivative in the evolution equation (1.2) and a Bernstein

function in probability theory. Moreover, we use properties of Bernstein functions to construct u and

f satisfying (1.10).

Let κ : R+ → R+ be a right-continuous decreasing function with κ(0+) = limt↓0 κ(t) = ∞
and κ(∞) = 0. Then there exists a unique non-negative measure µ on R+ such that

κ(s)− κ(t) = µ ((s, t]) , (2.10)

for 0 < s < t <∞. Note that
ˆ ∞

0

(1 ∧ t)µ(dt) =

ˆ 1

0

κ(s)ds and µ(R+) = κ(0+) = ∞. (2.11)

We will consider an evolution equation

Iκu(t) :=

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s) (u(s)− u(0)) ds =

ˆ t

0

f(s)ds , (2.12)

or for simplicity, we just denote (2.12) by ∂κt u = f .

Remark 2.5. If κ ∈ Io(−1, 0), then by Lemma 2.3-(vi), there exists ε > 0 such that

s−εκ(1) . κ(s) . s−1+εκ(1)

for s ≤ 1 and

κ(r) . r−εκ(1)

for r ≥ 1 (see (2.3)). Therefore, we have
ˆ 1

0

κ(s) ds <∞, lim
t→0

κ(t) = ∞, and lim
t→∞

κ(t) = 0.

Definition 2.6. An infinitely differentiable function φ : (0,∞) → [0,∞) is called a Bernstein

function if

(−1)nDnφ(λ) ≤ 0, ∀n ∈ N, λ ∈ (0,∞).

It is well known (e.g. [24, Theorem 3.2]) that Bernstein function φ has a unique representation

φ(λ) = a+ bλ+

ˆ ∞

0

(
1− e−λt

)
µ(dt), (2.13)

where a, b ≥ 0 and µ is a nonnegative measure on R+ satisfying
ˆ ∞

0

(1 ∧ t)µ(dt) <∞. (2.14)

In (2.13), a, b, and µ are called the killing term, drift, and Lévy measure of φ, respectively. Fur-

thermore, the triplet (a, b, µ), which determines a Bernstein function φ uniquely, is called the Lévy

triplet of φ. In this article, we only consider Bernstein functions without killing term, i.e. φ(0+) = 0.

Indeed, it is well-known the connection between Bernstein functions without killing term and subor-

dinators. Before its description, we first give definitions of subordinators and convolution semigroup

of probability measures.

Definition 2.7. Let S = (St)t≥0 be a real-valued Lévy process defined on a probability space

(Ω,F ,P). We say S = (St)t≥0 is a subordinator if P(St ≥ 0, ∀t ≥ 0) = 1. A convolution

semigroup of probability measures on [0,∞) is a family of probability measures {µt}t≥0 satisfying

the following properties;

(i) For all t ≥ 0, µt([0,∞)) = 1.

(ii) For all t, s ≥ 0, µt ∗ µs = µt+s, where

µt ∗ µs(B) :=

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ ∞

0

1B(t
′ + s′)µt(dt

′)µs(ds
′).
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(iii) For every compactly supported continuous functions f : [0,∞) → R,

lim
t↓0

ˆ ∞

0

f(t′)µt(dt
′) =

ˆ ∞

0

f(t′)ε0(dt
′),

where ε0 is the centered Dirac measure on R.

For the definition and properties of Lévy processes, see e.g. [23]. Now we give a short descrip-

tion for the connection between Bernstein functions without killing term and subordinators. [24,

Theorem 5.2] provides one-to-one correspondence between Bernstein functions and convolution

semigroups of sub-probability measures in the sense that
ˆ

[0,∞)

e−λr µt(dr) = e−tφ(λ), ∀(t, λ) ∈ [0,∞)× R+.

Here, convolution semigroups of sub-probability measures implies Definition 2.7 with µt([0,∞)) =
1 replaced by µt([0,∞)) ≤ 1. However, the proof of [24, Theorem 5.2] includes that there is one-to-

one correspondence between Bernstein functions without killing term and convolution semigroups

of probability measures. Similarly, from [24, Proposition 5.5], we also obtain the fact that every

law of subordinators is a convolution semigroup of probability measures on [0,∞). Combining

these results, for a given subordinator S = (St)t≥0, there exists a Bernstein function φ such that

φ(0+) = 0 and
(
ˆ

Ω

e−λSt(ω) P(dω) =:

)
E[e−λSt ] = e−tφ(λ), ∀(t, λ) ∈ [0,∞)× R+. (2.15)

For the converse, we observe that any convolution semigroups of probability measures on [0,∞)
is infinitely divisible (see e.g. [23, Definition 7.1]). Then by [23, Theorem 7.10], there exists a

real-valued Lévy process S = (St)t≥0 such that (µ1)
t(·) = P(St ∈ ·), where (µ1)

t is a probability

measure satisfying
ˆ ∞

−∞

eiz·r(µ1)
t(dr) =

(
ˆ ∞

−∞

eiz·rµ1(dr)

)t
, ∀z ∈ R.

If t is a positive rational number, then by Definition 2.7 (ii), (µ1)
t = µt. Using the density argument

and Definition 2.7 (iii), (µ1)
t = µt for all t ≥ 0. Hence µt(·) = P(St ∈ ·). Since the support of µt

is contained in [0,∞), the state space of S is [0,∞). This certainly implies that S is a subordinator.

Therefore for a given Bernstein function φ without killing term, there exists a subordinator S =
(St)t≥0 satisfying (2.15). Summarizing these facts,

Subordinators ⇋ Convolution semigroups of probability measures on [0,∞)

⇋ Bernstein functions without killing term.

Since there is a one-to-one correspondence between Bernstein functions without killing term and

subordinators, we say a subordinator S = (St)t≥0 is a subordinator with Laplace exponent φ if

(2.15) holds.

The following proposition gives a relation between a kernel κ and a Bernstein function φ.

Proposition 2.8. Let µ be a nonnegative measure on R+ with (2.14). Then

κ(x) :=

ˆ ∞

0

1(x,∞)(t)µ(dt) ∈ Io(−1, 0)

if and only if

φ(λ) :=

ˆ ∞

0

(1− e−λt)µ(dt) ∈ Io(0, 1).

Moreover if κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) or φ ∈ Io(0, 1), then for all λ ∈ R+, we have

φ(λ) ≃ κ(λ−1). (2.16)
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Proof. Observe that

φ(λ) =

ˆ ∞

0

(
ˆ t

0

λe−λsds

)
µ(dt) = λ

ˆ ∞

0

(
ˆ ∞

s

µ(dt)

)
e−λsds = λL[κ](λ). (2.17)

By Lemma 2.3-(ix) and Proposition 2.4, κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) is equivalent to L[κ] ∈ Io(−1, 0), and to

φ ∈ Io(0, 1). The equivalence (2.16) is also obtained from Proposition 2.4 with the fact that κ is a

decreasing function. The proposition is proved. �

Remark 2.9. From (2.16), we also obtain

φ−1 ≃
1

κ−1
, (2.18)

where φ−1 is the inverse of φ and κ−1 is a generalized inverse of κ defined by

κ−1(λ) := inf{s > 0 : κ(s) ≤ λ} (2.19)

(for more detail on properties of the generalized inverse, see [9, Proposition 1] with T = −κ in

there). Indeed, due to (2.16), there exists a constant N ≥ 1 such that

{s > 0 : φ (1/s) ≤ N−1λ} ⊂ {s > 0 : κ (s) ≤ λ} ⊂ {s > 0 : φ (1/s) ≤ Nλ} ,

which implies that
1

φ−1(Nλ)
≤ κ−1(λ) ≤

1

φ−1(N−1λ)
.

Due to φ ∈ Io(0, 1) and 2.3-(iv) and (v), we have

φ−1(N−1 · ) ≃ φ−1 ≃ φ−1(N · ).

This proves (2.18).

The following lemma shows that the second assertion of (2.11) is equivalent to a subordinator S
being strictly increasing.

Lemma 2.10. Let S = (St)t≥0 be a subordinator with Laplace exponent

φ(λ) :=

ˆ ∞

0

(1− e−λt)µ(dt),

i.e., (2.15) holds for (t, λ) ∈ [0,∞) × R+, where µ is a nonnegative measure defined on R+ with

(2.14). Then µ(R+) = ∞ if and only if S is strictly increasing almost surely.

Proof. We only give a sketch of the proof. By the definition of subordinator, S is strictly increasing

almost surely if and only if

P

(
∪p,q∈Q+

p>q
{Sp − Sq = 0}

)
=

∑

p,q∈Q+
p>q

P (Sp − Sq = 0) =
∑

p,q∈Q+
p>q

P (Sp−q = 0) = 0. (2.20)

Also (2.20) is equivalent to P(St = 0) = 0 for any t > 0, which means that

lim
λ→∞

e−tφ(λ) = lim
λ→∞

E[e−λSt ] = P(St = 0) + lim
λ→∞

E[e−λSt1{St>0}]

for any t > 0. Since limλ→∞ E[e−λSt1{St>0}] = 0 by the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence

theorem, P(St = 0) = 0 is equivalent to limλ→∞ e−tφ(λ) = 0. This proves that S is strictly

increasing almost surely if and only if limλ→∞ φ(λ) = ∞, that is, µ(R+) = ∞. �

Below are properties of subordinators in the literature, which we use frequently and crucially in

this paper.

Proposition 2.11. Let S = (St)t≥0 be a subordinator with Laplace exponent φ(λ) :=
´∞

0
(1 −

e−λs)µ(ds), where µ satisfies (2.10). Suppose that φ ∈ Io(0, 1), and put K(t) =
´ t

0
κ(s)ds.
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(i) ([3, Lemma 2.1]) There exists a null set N ⊂ (0,∞) (under the Lebesgue measure) such that

P(Ss ≥ t) =

ˆ s

0

E
[
κ(t− Sr)1{t≥Sr}

]
dr

for all s > 0 and t ∈ (0,∞) \ N . In particular,

ˆ l

0

P(Ss ≥ t)dt =

ˆ s

0

E
[
K(l − Sr)1{l≥Sr}

]
dr (2.21)

(ii) ([3, (2.5)]) For any t > 0,
ˆ t

0

κ(t− r)P(Ss > r)dr = K(t)− E
[
K(t− Ss)1{t≥Ss}

]
. (2.22)

(iii) ([4, Lemma 3.1]) Let φ ∈ Io(0, 1). Then there exists N ≥ 1 such that

λφ′(λ) ≤ φ(λ) ≤ Nλφ′(λ). (2.23)

In particular, φ′ ∈ Io(−1, 0).
(iv) ([4, Proposition 3.3.(i)]) Suppose that φ ∈ Io(0, 1). Then there are constant c1, c2 > 0 such

that for all r, t ≥ 0,

P
(
Sr ≥ t

(
1 + erφ(1/t)

))
≤ c1rφ(1/t) (2.24)

and

P(Sr ≥ t) ≥ 1− e−c2rφ(1/t). (2.25)

In particular, for each L, there exist constants c1,L, c2,L > 0 such that for all rφ(1/t) ≤ L,

c1,Lrφ(1/t) ≤ P(Sr ≥ t) ≤ c2,Lrφ(1/t). (2.26)

The constants c1, c2, c1,L and c2,L in (2.24)–(2.26) depends only on Kφ in Remark 2.2.

The following lemma helps us to prove Theorem 1.6 by constructing appropriate u and f satisfy-

ing (1.2).

Proposition 2.12. Let κ : R+ → R+ be a right-continuous decreasing function with κ(0+) = ∞,

κ(∞) = 0, and κ ∈ Io(−1, 0). We denote µ a nonnegative measure on R+ defined by κ such that µ
satisfies κ(s)− κ(t) = µ ([s, t)) for 0 < s < t <∞, and

Θ(t, λ) := λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−λrP(Sr ≥ t) dr,

where S = (St)t≥0 is a subordinator with Laplace exponent

φ(λ) :=

ˆ ∞

0

(1− e−λt)µ(dt).

(i) For t, λ ∈ R+, the function Θ satisfies
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)
(
Θ(s, λ)−Θ(0, λ)

)
ds =: IκΘ(t, λ) = −

ˆ t

0

λΘ(s, λ) ds,

that is,

∂κt Θ(t, λ) = −λΘ(t, λ),

where κ(x) =
´∞

0 1(x,∞)µ(dt).
(ii) For t, λ ∈ R+,

Θ(t, λ) ≃ 1 ∧
φ(t−1)

λ
,

where the equivalence depends only on Kφ in Remark 2.2.



TRACE THEOREM TO VOLTERRA-TYPE EQUATIONS WITH LOCAL OR NON-LOCAL DERIVATIVES 13

Proof. First, note that for fixed t ∈ R+, P(Sr ≥ t) is (Borel) measurable with respect to r ∈ R+ by

the definition of subordinator, so Θ(t, λ) is well-defined.

(i) It is clear that κ and µ satisfy κ(x) =
´∞

0
1(x,∞)µ(dt) and Θ(0, λ) = 1 for all λ ∈ R+. Then

by Fubini’s theorem,

Iκ
(
Θ(·, λ)

)
(t) =

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)
(
Θ(s, λ)− 1

)
ds

= λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−λr
(
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)P(Sr ≥ s)ds

)
dr −K(t),

where K(t) =
´ t

0
κ(s)ds. From (2.22), it is easily seen that

Iκ
(
Θ(·, λ)

)
(t) = −λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−λrE[K(t− Sr)1{t≥Sr}]dr.

On the other hand, (2.21) and Fubini’s theorem implies that

ˆ t

0

Θ(s, λ)ds = λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−λr
(
ˆ t

0

P(Sr ≥ s)ds

)
dr =

ˆ ∞

0

e−λrE[K(t− Sr)1{t≥Sr}]dr.

Therefore, we prove ∂κt Θ(t, λ) = −λΘ(t, λ) for t, λ ∈ R+.

(ii) Due to Proposition 2.8, φ ∈ Io(0, 1). Then by (2.25), there exists a constant c2 = c2(Kφ) =

c2(κ) > 0 such that P(Sr ≥ t) ≥ 1− e−c2rφ(t
−1) and then

Θ(t, λ) ≥ λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−λr
(
1− e−c2rφ(t

−1)
)
dr = 1−

λ

λ+ c2φ(t−1)
.

Obviously, one can take c2 < 1 in the above estimate. Then since 1 ∧ a ≃ a/(1 + a) for a > 0 and

(
1−

λ

λ+ c2φ(t−1)

)−1

=
λ

c2φ(t−1)
+ 1 .c2

λ

φ(t−1)
+ 1,

we obtain Θ(t, λ) &c2 1 ∧ φ(t−1)
λ .

Now, we prove the opposite inequality. Divide Θ into two parts;

Θ(t, λ) = λ

ˆ ∞

0

e−λrP(Sr ≥ t)dr =

ˆ 2/φ(t−1)

0

· · ·+

ˆ ∞

2/φ(t−1)

· · · =: I1(t, λ) + I2(t, λ).

By taking L = 2 in (2.26), there exists a constant c2,L = c2,L(Kφ) = c2,L(κ) > 0 such that

P(Sr ≥ t) ≤ c2,Lrφ(t
−1) for any r and t satisfying rφ(t−1) ≤ 2(= L). Then,

I1(t, λ) ≤ c2,Lφ(t
−1)λ

ˆ 2/φ(t−1)

0

re−λr dr.

By direct calculation, one can check that

λ

ˆ 2/φ(t−1)

0

re−λr dr ≤
1

λ
∧

2

φ(t−1)
,

and hence I1(t, λ) .c2,L 1 ∧ φ(t−1)
λ . For I2, since P(Sr ≥ t) ≤ 1 for all r, t ∈ R+,

I2(t, λ) ≤ λ

ˆ ∞

2/φ(t−1)

e−λrdr = e−2λ/φ(t−1) . 1 ∧
φ(t−1)

λ
,

where we use the fact that e−t . 1 ∧ t−1 for t ∈ R+. We obtain Θ(t, λ) .c2,L 1 ∧ φ(t−1)
λ . The

proposition is proved. �
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We end this section by showing the equivalence of two equations:
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)(u(s)− u0)ds =

ˆ t

0

f(s)ds⇐⇒

ˆ t

0

(u(s)− u0)ds =

ˆ t

0

κ(t − s)f(s)ds, (2.27)

where κ(t) :=
´∞

0 P(Sr ≤ t) dr and Sr is a subordinator introduced in Proposition 2.11. By

Proposition 2.11,
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)κ(ds) =

ˆ ∞

0

E[κ(t− Sr)1t≥Sr ]dr = lim
r→∞

P(Sr ≥ t) = 1, (2.28)

and
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)κ(s)ds =

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)P(Sr ≤ s)dsdr

=

ˆ ∞

0

E[K(t− Sr)1{t≥Sr}]dr =

ˆ t

0

lim
r→∞

P(Sr ≥ l)dl = t,

(2.29)

whereK(t) =
´ t

0 κ(s)ds. Taking the integration to the left equation in (2.27) with respect to κ(ds),
and making use of Fubini’s theorem and (2.28), we have the right equation in (2.27):

ˆ t

0

(u(l)− u0)dl =

ˆ t

0

(
ˆ t−l

0

κ(t− l − s)κ(ds)

)
(u(l)− u0)dl

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ t−s

0

κ(t− s− l)(u(l)− u0)dlκ(ds)

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ t−s

0

f(l)dlκ(ds) =

ˆ t

0

κ(t − l)f(l)dl.

Similarly, taking the non-local derivative ∂κt to the right equation in (2.27), and making use of

Fubini’s theorem and (2.29), we have the left equation in (2.27):
ˆ t

0

κ(t− l)(u(l)− u0)dl = ∂t

(
ˆ t

0

K(t− l)(u(l)− u0)dl

)

= ∂κt

(
ˆ t

0

(u(s)− u0)ds

)

= ∂κt

(
ˆ t

0

κ(t − s)f(s)ds

)

= ∂t

(
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)

(
ˆ s

0

κ(s− l)f(l)dl

)
ds

)

= ∂t

(
ˆ t

0

(t− l)f(l)dl

)
=

ˆ t

0

f(l)dl.

3. GENERALIZED REAL INTERPOLATION

In this section, we present a generalized real interpolation in the sense that we put φ(t−1) rather

than t−θ in (1.5). The function φ is chosen to be of class Io(0, 1) introduced in the first part of

Section 2. Among various interpolation methods, K and J methods are our main focus.

Definition 3.1. Given two Banach spaces A0 and A1, we say that an ordered pair (A0, A1) is an

interpolation couple if bothA0 andA1 are continuously embedded in the same Hausdorff topological

vector space Z .

It can be easily checked that the two subspaces of Z

A0 ∩ A1 := {a ∈ Z : a ∈ A0, a ∈ A1},

A1 +A1 := {a ∈ Z : a = a0 + a1, a0 ∈ A0, a1 ∈ A1}
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are Banach spaces with the norm

‖a‖A0∩A1 := max(‖a‖A0 , ‖a‖A1),

‖a‖A0+A1 := inf{‖a0‖A0 + ‖a1‖A1 : a = a0 + a1, a0 ∈ A0, a1 ∈ A1}.

Through this section, we assume that (A0, A1) is an interpolation couple, φ ∈ Io(0, 1), and

p ∈ [1,∞].
For t > 0 we define

K(t, a;A0, A1) := inf{‖a0‖A0 + t‖a1‖A1 : a = a0 + a1, a0 ∈ A0, a1 ∈ A1},

J(t, a;A0, A1) := max
a∈A0∩A1

(‖a‖A0, t‖a‖A1).

Note that K and J are merely the functional used in K-method and J-method of the classical

interpolation theory, respectively. For measurable functionsF : R+ → [0,∞], the functionalΦφp (F )
is defined by

Φφp (F ) :=

{(´∞
0

(
φ(t−1)F (t)

)p dt
t

)1/p
if p ∈ [1,∞),

supt>0 φ(t
−1)F (t) if p = ∞.

The space (A0, A1)
K
φ,p is defined by

(A0, A1)
K
φ,p := {a ∈ A0 +A1 : ‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p

:= Φφp (K(·, a;A0, A1)) <∞}.

The space (A0, A1)
J
φ,p is defined by

(A0, A1)
J
φ,p := {a ∈ A0 +A1 : ‖a‖(A1,A1)Jφ,p

:= inf
v
Φφp (J(·, v(·);A0, A1)) <∞},

where the infimum is over all measurable functions v : R+ → A0 ∩ A1 satisfying

a =

ˆ ∞

0

v(t)
dt

t
.

We provide concrete examples of (A0, A1)
K
φ,p and (A0, A1)

J
φ,p in Appendix A.

By ℓp, we denote the set of all real sequences a = (aj)j∈Z satisfying ‖a‖ℓp <∞, where

‖a‖ℓp :=





(∑
j∈Z |aj |

p
)1/p

for p ∈ [1,∞),

supj∈Z |aj | for p = ∞.

The following proposition suggests sequential expression for interpolation norms:

Proposition 3.2.

(i) For a ∈ (A0, A1)
K
φ,p,

‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p
≃φ ‖αφK(a)‖ℓp ,

where αφK(a) :=
(
αφK,j(a)

)
j∈Z

:=
(
φ(2−j)K(2j, a;A0, A1)

)
j∈Z

.

(ii) For a ∈ (A0, A1)
J
φ,p,

‖a‖(A0,A1)Jφ,p
≃φ inf

u
‖αφJ(u)‖ℓp ,

where αφJ (u) := (αφJ,j)j∈Z :=
(
φ(2−j)J(2j , uj;A0, A1)

)
j∈Z

and the infimum is over all

sequences (uj)j∈Z ⊂ A0 ∩ A1 satisfying

a =
∑

j∈Z

uj (convergence in A0 +A1).
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Proof. (i) It can be easily checked that for t ∈ [2j , 2j+1], j ∈ Z,

K(2j, a;A0, A1) ≤ K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ 2K(2j, a;A0, A1).

Since φ ∈ Io(0, 1), by Lemma 2.3-(vi), we have

1 ≤ (2−jt)ε .
φ(2−j)

φ(t−1)
. (2−jt)1−ε ≤ 21−ε for all t ∈ [2j, 2j+1] ,

i.e.,

φ(t−1) ≃ φ(2−j) for all t ∈ [2j , 2j+1]. (3.1)

This certainly implies that

‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p
≃φ ‖αφK(a)‖ℓp .

(ii) We only prove for p ∈ [1,∞) since the proof of the case p = ∞ is similar. Since a ∈
(A0, A1)

J
φ,p, there exists a measurable function u : R+ → A0 ∩ A1 such that a =

´∞

0 u(t)dtt . Put

uj :=

ˆ 2j+1

2j
u(t)

dt

t
∈ A0 ∩ A1,

then a =
∑

j∈Z uj . By the definition of J-functional and Minkowski’s inequality,

αφJ,j ≤ φ(2−j)

ˆ 2j+1

2j
max(‖u‖A0 , t‖u‖A1)

dt

t
.

ˆ 2j+1

2j
φ(t−1)J(t, u(t);A0, A1)

dt

t
,

where we use (3.1) for t ∈ [2j , 2j+1]. This implies that ‖αφJ(u)‖ℓp .φ Φφp
(
J(·, u;A0, A1)

)
, and

then,

inf
u

‖αφJ(u)‖ℓp .φ ‖a‖(A0,A1)Jφ,p
.

For the converse, assume that there exists u = (uj)j∈Z ⊆ A0 ∩ A1 such that

αφJ (u) ∈ ℓp, a =
∑

j∈Z

uj.

Set

v(t) :=
1

log 2

∑

j∈Z

uj1(2j ,2j+1](t) ∈ A0 ∩ A1,

then a =
´∞

0 v(t)dtt . Clearly, v is (Bochner) measurable. Therefore, by (3.1) for t ∈ [2j, 2j+1]
again, we have

‖a‖p
(A0,A1)Jφ,p

≤ Φφp
(
J(·, v;A0, A1)

)p
=
∑

j∈Z

ˆ 2j+1

2j

(
φ(t−1)J(t, v(t);A0, A1)

)p dt
t

.
∑

j∈Z

(φ(2−j)J(2j , uj ;A0, A1))
p = ‖αφJ(u)‖

p
ℓp
,

and taking the infimum in u, we have the result. The proposition is proved. �

Lemma 3.3. For a ∈ (A0, A1)
J
φ,p, there exists an infinitely differentiable function v : R+ → A0∩A1

such that a =
´∞

0 v(t)dtt .

Proof. Let ϕ be a nonnegative infinitely differentiable function with compact support in (0,∞),
ˆ ∞

0

ϕ(s−1)
ds

s
= 1. (3.2)

Since a ∈ (A0, A1)
J
φ,p, there exists measurable u : R+ → A0 ∩A1 such that a =

´∞

0
u(t)dtt . Put

v(t) :=

ˆ ∞

0

ϕ

(
t

s

)
u (s)

ds

s
.
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Clearly, v is an infinitely differentiable function from R+ to A0∩A1. By Fubini’s theorem (e.g. [13,

Proposition 1.2.7.]) and (3.2),

a =

ˆ ∞

0

v(t)
dt

t
.

The lemma is proved. �

Lemma 3.4. For any a ∈ A0 +A1,

K(t, a;A0, A1) .φ,p
‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p

φ(t−1)

Proof. The case p = ∞ is trivial, so we only prove the case p ∈ [1,∞). By the definition of

K-functional, for t, s > 0,

K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ max(1, t/s)K(s, a : A0, A1).

This also implies that

min(1, s/t)K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ K(s, a;A0, A1).

Taking Φφp both sides with respect to s,

Φφp (min(1, ·/t))K(t, a, ;A0, A1) ≤ ‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p
.

Therefore it suffices to prove that Φφp (min(1, ·/t)) & φ(t−1), and this can be verified by Lemma

2.3-(vi) since

Φφp (min(1, ·/t))

φ(t−1)
=

(
ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣
φ(s−1)

φ(t−1)

(
1 ∧

s

t

)∣∣∣∣
p
ds

s

)1/p

.

The lemma is proved. �

We present two lemmas to show equivalence between K and J methods (Theorem 3.5) and

further properties of our generalized interpolation (Proposition 3.6).

Theorem 3.5 (Equivalence theorem). (A0, A1)
K
φ,p and (A0, A1)

J
φ,p have same elements. In addition,

for any a ∈ (A0, A1)
K
φ,p

(
= (A0, A1)

J
φ,p

)
,

‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p
≃ ‖a‖(A0,A1)Jφ,p

.

Proof. The proof is comparable to the proof of classical real interpolation. However, for the sake of

completeness, we present proof. Let a ∈ (A0, A1)
J
φ,p. Then by Lemma 3.3, there exists an infinitely

differentiable v : R+ → A0 ∩ A1 such that a =
´∞

0
v(t)dtt . Then by [2, Lemma 3.2.1.],

K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤

ˆ ∞

0

K(t, v(s);A0, A1)
ds

s
≤

ˆ ∞

0

min(1, t/s)J(s, v(s);A0, A1)
ds

s

=

ˆ ∞

0

min(1, s−1)J(ts, v(ts);A0, A1)
ds

s
.

Since φ ∈ Io(0, 1), by Lemma 2.3-(vi), there exists ε > 0 such that

φ(t−1s)

φ(t−1)
. sε1s≤1 + s1−ε1s>1. (3.3)
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Then by (3.3), for p ∈ [1,∞),

‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p
≤

ˆ ∞

0

(
ˆ ∞

0

(
φ(t−1)J(ts, v(ts);A0, A1)

)p dt
t

)1/p

min(1, s−1)
ds

s

=

ˆ ∞

0

(
ˆ ∞

0

(
φ(t−1s)J(t, v(t);A0, A1)

)p dt
t

)1/p

min(1, s−1)
ds

s

. Φφp (v)

ˆ ∞

0

(sε1s≤1 + s1−ε1s>1)min(1, s−1)
ds

s
. Φφp (v).

Taking the infimum in v, we have

(A0, A1)
J
φ,p ⊆ (A0, A1)

K
φ,p.

The case p = ∞ is almost the same.

For the converse, note that by Lemma 2.3-(vi) and Lemma 3.4,

lim
t→∞

min(1, t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1) = lim
t↓0

min(1, t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1) = 0,

for all a ∈ (A0, A1)
K
φ,p. Since the assumption in [2, Lemma 3.3.2.] is satisfied, by this lemma, there

exists u = (uj)j∈Z ⊆ A0 ∩ A1 such that

a =
∑

j∈Z

uj , J(2j , uj;A0, A1) ≤ 4K(2j, a;A0, A1).

Then by Proposition 3.2, we have (A0, A1)
K
φ,p ⊆ (A0, A1)

J
φ,p. The theorem is proved. �

Note that the inequality (3.3) actually depends on φ itself. Thus, if we put φ = W ◦ ψ, then we

have

‖a‖(A0,A1)KW◦ψ,p
≃W◦ψ ‖a‖(A0,A1)JW◦ψ,p

Due to the equivalence theorem, we now denote

(A0, A1)φ,p := (A0, A1)
K
φ,p

(
= (A0, A1)

J
φ,p

)
and ‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p := ‖a‖(A0,A1)Kφ,p

. (3.4)

The space (A0, A1)φ,p satisfies the following properties.

Proposition 3.6.

(i) For 1 ≤ p0 ≤ p1 ≤ ∞, we have

A0 ∩ A1 ⊂ (A0, A1)φ,p0 ⊂ (A0, A1)φ,p1 ⊂ A0 +A1,

that is,

‖a‖A0+A1 . ‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p1
. ‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p0

. ‖a‖A0∩A1 .

(ii) Endowed with the norm ‖ · ‖(A0,A1)φ,p the space (A0, A1)φ,p is a Banach space.

(iii) For φ̃(t) := tφ(t−1), (A0, A1)φ,p = (A1, A0)φ̃,p.

(iv) Suppose that that A0 be continuously embedded into A1. If φ, ψ ∈ Io(0, 1) satisfies that

N−1
1 φ(s) ≤ ψ(s) ≤ N1φ(s) ∀ 0 < s ≤ c , (3.5)

for some fixed c > 0, then (A0, A1)φ,p = (A0, A1)ψ,p. Moreover, for any a ∈ (A0, A1)φ,p (=
(A0, A1)ψ,p),

‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p ≃ ‖a‖(A0,A1)ψ,p . (3.6)

(v) If a ∈ A0 ∩ A1 and a 6= 0, then

‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p . ‖a‖A0 φ (‖a‖A1/‖a‖A0) .
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Proof. (i) The first and third embeddings follow from

min(1, t)‖a‖A0+A1 ≤ K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ min(1, t)‖a‖A0∩A1

and Lemma 2.3-(vi). For the second embedding, by Lemma 3.4, (∞∞ := 1)

‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p1
≤ Φφp0(K(·, a;A0, A1))

p0/p1Φφ∞(K(·, a;A0, A1))
1−p0/p1

. ‖a‖
p0/p1
(A0,A1)φ,p0

‖a‖
1−p0/p1
(A0,A1)φ,p0

= ‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p0
.

(ii) The case p = ∞ is clear, thus we prove completeness only for p ∈ [1,∞). Let {an}∞n=1 be

a Cauchy sequence in (A0, A1)φ,p. By (i), {an}∞n=1 is also a Cauchy sequence in A0 + A1, hence

there exists limn→∞ an =: a in A0 + A1. For given ε > 0, there is N > 0 such that if n,m ≥ N ,

then ‖an − am‖(A0,A1)φ,p < ε. Therefore for 0 < r ≤ R <∞, we have

(
ˆ R

r

(
φ(t−1)K(t, a− an;A0, A1)

)p dt
t

)1/p

< ε+

(
ˆ R

r

(
φ(t−1)K(t, a− am;A0, A1)

)p dt
t

)1/p

.

Using K(t, a− am;A0, A1) ≤ max(1, t)‖a− am‖A0+A1 and letting m→ ∞, we have
(
ˆ R

r

(
φ(t−1)K(t, a− an;A0, A1)

)p dt
t

)1/p

< ε.

Since r, R are arbitrary constant, by letting r → 0, R→ ∞, we obtain that ‖an−a‖(A0,A1)φ,p ≤ ε.
Therefore we conclude that a ∈ (A0, A1)φ,p and an converges to a in (A0, A1)φ,p.

(iii) By Lemma 2.3 (ix), φ̃ ∈ Io(0, 1). Since

K(t, a;A1, A0) = tK(t−1, a;A0, A1),

we have

‖a‖p(A1,A0)φ̃,p
=

ˆ ∞

0

(
φ̃(t−1)K(t, a;A1, A0)

)p dt

t

=

ˆ ∞

0

(
φ(t)K(t−1, a;A0, A1)

)p dt
t

= ‖a‖p(A0,A1)φ,p
.

(iv) Due to the definition of the interpolation spaces, we only need to prove that for any a ∈
A0 +A1, (3.6) holds. Let us fix a ∈ A0 +A1 (⊆ A1). Since (3.5) implies that

ˆ ∞

c−1

∣∣φ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
≃

ˆ ∞

c−1

∣∣ψ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
,

it is sufficient to prove that

ˆ c−1

0

∣∣φ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
.

ˆ ∞

0

∣∣ψ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
, (3.7)

ˆ c−1

0

∣∣ψ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
.

ˆ ∞

0

∣∣φ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
. (3.8)

Due to the similarity, we only prove (3.7). Since a ∈ A1, we have

K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ t‖a‖A1 ∀t > 0 ,

which implies

ˆ c−1

0

∣∣φ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
. ‖a‖A1 (3.9)
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(recall that φ ∈ Io(0, 1)). Since A0 is continuously embedded in A1, we obtain that for any a0 ∈
A0 (⊂ A1) and a1 ∈ A1 with a = a0 + a1,

‖a‖A1 ≤ ‖a0‖A1 + ‖a1‖A1 . ‖a0‖A0 + ‖a1‖A1 . ‖a0‖A0 + t‖a1‖A1 ∀ t ≥ c−1.

Therefore

‖a‖A1 . K(a, t;A0, A1) ∀t ≥ c−1 ,

which implies

‖a‖A1 .

ˆ c−2

c−1

∣∣ψ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
≤

ˆ ∞

c−1

∣∣ψ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)
∣∣p dt

t
(3.10)

(note that ψ(t−1) ≃ ψ(1) for all 1 ≤ t ≤ 2). By combining (3.9) and (3.10), (3.7) is obtained.

(v) Put α := ‖a‖A0/‖a‖A1 . Then

K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ min(‖a‖0, t‖a‖A1) = ‖a‖A0 min
(
1,
t

α

)
, (3.11)

and due to φ ∈ Io(0, 1),

φ(t−1) . φ(α−1)max

((α
t

)ε
,
(α
t

)1−ε)
(3.12)

for some ε ∈ (0, 1/2). (3.11) and (3.11) imply that

φ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1) . ‖a‖A0φ(α
−1)min

((α
t

)ε
,
( t
α

)ε)
.

Therefore, we have

‖a‖(A0,A1)φ,p :=

(
ˆ ∞

0

∣∣φ
(
t−1
)
K (t, a;A0, A1)

∣∣p dt

t

)1/p

.‖a‖A0φ(α
−1)

(
ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣min

(
α

t
,
t

α

)∣∣∣∣
pε

dt

t

)1/p

.‖a‖A0φ (‖a‖A1/‖a‖A0) .

The lemma is proved. �

To compute interpolation norms of examples in Appendix, it might be helpful if one has a stability

theorem such as Theorem 1.10.2 in [25]. We first give a definition for the stability theorem. Note

that for θ ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ [1,∞], if we take φ(t) = tθ ∈ Io(0, 1), then (A0, A1)φ,p coincides with

the classical real interpolation space (A0, A1)θ,p.

Definition 3.7. We say a Banach space E belongs to the class J(θ, A0, A1) if

(A0 ∩ A1 ⊂ ) (A0, A1)θ,1 ⊂ E ⊂ A0 +A1,

and E belongs to the class K(θ, A0, A1) if

A0 ∩ A1 ⊂ E ⊂ (A0, A1)θ,∞ (⊂ A0 +A1).

From the above notions, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.8 ([25], Lemma 1.10.1). Let E be a Banach space such that A0 ∩ A1 ⊂ E ⊂ A0 + A1

and θ ∈ (0, 1).

(i) The following statements are equivalent.

(a) E is of class J(θ).
(b) There exists a positive constant c such that for all a ∈ A0 ∩ A1,

‖a‖E ≤ c‖a‖1−θA0
‖a‖θA1

.

(c) There exists a positive constant c such that for all a ∈ A0 ∩ A1 and t ∈ (0,∞),

‖a‖E ≤ ct−θJ(t, a;A0, A1).
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(ii) E is of class K(θ) if and only if there exists a positive constant c such that for all a ∈ E and

t ∈ (0,∞), K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ ctθ‖a‖E .

Using Lemma 3.8, we state a φ-analogue of the stability theorem (Theorem 1.10.2 in [25]), and

it will be used to compute examples in Appendix .

Theorem 3.9 (Stability theorem). Let θ0, θ1 ∈ [0, 1] with θ0 6= θ1, Ej ∈ K(θj) ∩ J(θj), j = 0, 1,

and p ∈ [1,∞]. Then

(E0, E1)φ,p = (A0, A1)ψ,p, ψ(s) = sθ0φ(sθ1−θ0).

Proof. Due to Proposition 3.6.(iii), it suffices to prove for the case 0 ≤ θ0 < θ1 ≤ 1. Note that

ψ ∈ Io(θ0, θ1), and observe that

φ(s) = s−
θ0

θ1−θ0 ψ(s
1

θ1−θ0 ),

We borrow the argument in [25, Theorem 1.10.2] and only deal with the case p ∈ [1,∞) since proof

for the case p = ∞ is much simpler.

We first prove (E0, E1)φ,p ⊂ (A0, A1)ψ,p. For a ∈ (E0, E1)φ,p, take arbitrary e0 ∈ E0 and

e1 ∈ E1 satisfying a = e0 + e1. By Lemma 3.8-(ii),

K(t, a;A0, A1) ≤ K(t, e0;A0, A1) +K(t, e1;A0, A1)

. tθ0‖e0‖E0 + tθ1‖e1‖E1

= tθ0
(
‖e0‖E0 + tθ1−θ0‖e1‖E1

)
.

Taking the infimum for e0, e1 gives

K(t, a;A0, A1) . tθ0K(tθ1−θ0 , a;E0, E1).

Then it follows that

‖a‖(A0,A1)ψ,p =
∥∥ψ(t−1)K(t, a;A0, A1)

∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

.
∥∥ψ(t−1)tθ0K

(
tθ1−θ0 , a;E0, E1

)∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

≃
∥∥∥ψ(t−

1
θ1−θ0 )t

θ0
θ1−θ0 K(t, a;E0, E1)

∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

= ‖a‖(E0,E1)φ,p .

Hence we have (E0, E1)φ,p ⊂ (A0, A1)ψ,p.

We now prove (E0, E1)φ,p ⊃ (A0, A1)ψ,p. For a fixed a ∈ (A0, A1)ψ,p, take u : R+ → A0∩A1

such that

a =

ˆ ∞

0

u(tθ1−θ0)
dt

t
,
∥∥ψ(t−1)J(t, u(tθ1−θ0);A0, A1)

∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

≤ 2‖a‖(A0,A1)Jψ,p
. (3.13)

Since A0 ∩ A1 ⊂ E0 ∩ E1, the integral in (3.13) holds in E0 ∩ E1. By Lemma 3.8-(c), we obtain

that for any τ ∈ (0,∞)

J(t, u(t);E0, E1) = max (‖u(t)‖E0 , t‖u(t)‖E1)

. max
(
τ−θ0J(τ, u(t);A0, A1), tτ

−θ1J(τ, u(t);A0, A1)
)
.

Take τθ1−θ0 = t so that J(t, u(t);E0, E1) . t−
θ0

θ1−θ0 J(t
1

θ1−θ0 , u(t);A0, A1). Finally, it follows

that

‖a‖(E0,E1)Jφ,p
≤
∥∥φ(t−1)J(t, u(t);E0, E1)

∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

.
∥∥∥t

θ0
θ1−θ0 ψ(t

− 1
θ1−θ0 )t

−
θ0

θ1−θ0 J(t
1

θ1−θ0 , u(t);A0, A1)
∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

≃
∥∥ψ(t−1)J

(
t, u(tθ1−θ0);A0, A1

)∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

≤ 2‖a‖(A0,A1)Jψ,p
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Hence we have (A0, A1)ψ,p ⊂ (E0, E1)φ,p. The theorem is proved. �

4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

We begin with definitions and lemmas, which are crucially used in our proof. Proofs of Theo-

rems 1.1, 1.2, 1.5 and 1.6 are given in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2. We first prove the results with local

derivative (Theorems 1.1 and 1.5) in Section 4.1. The non-local results for half line case (Theo-

rems 1.2 and 1.6) are proved in Section 4.2.

Definition 4.1. Let p ∈ [1,∞], v : R → [0,∞) be a measurable function, andX be a Banach space.

For a X-valued measurable function f = f(t), we say f ∈ Lp(O, v dt;X) if

‖f‖Lp(O,v dt;X) :=

{(´
O ‖f(t)‖pXv(t) dt

)1/p
<∞ for p ∈ [1,∞),

supt∈O ‖f(t)‖X <∞ for p = ∞.

Here O is an open subset of R+. If X = R, we simply set Lp(O, v dt;X) = Lp(O, v dt).

Definition 4.2. Let p ∈ (1,∞). For a nonnegative measurable function w : R → [0,∞), we say

w ∈ Ap(R)(= Ap) (MuckenhouptAp-weight) if

[w]Ap(R) = [w]Ap := sup
[a,b]⊂R

(
1

b− a

ˆ b

a

w(t) dt

)(
1

b− a

ˆ b

a

w(t)−
1
p−1 dt

)p−1

<∞.

For p = 1, we define

[w]A1(R) = [w]A1 := sup
[a,b]⊂R

[(
1

b− a

ˆ b

a

w (t) dt

)
sup
t∈[a,b]

(
w (t)

−1
)]

<∞.

For given w ∈ Ap, we denote W (t) :=
´ t

0
w(s) ds.

While this paper focuses on evolution equations in R+, for convenience, we consider Mucken-

houptAp-weight on R. It is worth noting that if a function w0, defined on [0,∞), is a Muckenhoupt

A
(
[0,∞)

)
-weight (as defined by Definition 4.2 with R replaced by [0,∞)), then the even extension

of w0 is a MuckenhouptAp(R)-weight.

Remark 4.3. Let p ∈ (1,∞) andw ∈ Ap. Then we claim thatW 1/p ∈ Io(0, 1). It suffices to prove

that there exists ε = ε(p, [w]Ap) > 0 such that

λε .p,[w]Ap

W (λt)

W (t)
.p,[w]Ap

λp−ε (4.1)

for t ∈ R+ and λ ≥ 1. By [10, Corollary 7.2.8.], there exists δ = δ(p, [w]Ap) ∈ (0, 1) such that for

λ ∈ [0, 1],

sW (λ) := sup
t>0

W (λt)

W (t)
≤ Cλδ, (4.2)

where C = C(p, [w]Ap) > 0. On the other hand, by [10, Corollary 7.2.6.], there exists δ0 =
δ0(p, [w]Ap) ∈ (0, 1) such that p − δ0 ≥ 1 and w ∈ Ap−δ0 . In the virtue of [10, Proposition

7.1.5.-(8)] (by taking f = 1(0,t) and Q = (0, λt) in there), for λ ∈ [1,∞),

W (λt) ≤ λp−δ0 [w]Ap−δ0W (t) .p,[w]Ap
λp−δ0W (t). (4.3)

By combining (4.2), (4.3), and by taking ε = δ ∧ δ0, we obtain (4.1), thus W 1/p ∈ Io(0, 1) is also.

Definition 4.4. For h : R → R, the (uncentered) Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator M is defined

by

Mh(t) := sup
[a,b]∋t

1

b− a

ˆ b

a

|h(s)|ds.
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It is well-known that for p ∈ (1,∞), M : Lp(R, w dt) → Lp(R, w dt) is bounded if and only if

w ∈ Ap. Moreover,

‖M‖Lp(R,w dt)→Lp(R,w dt) .p [w]
1
p−1

Ap

For more detail, see [10, Chapter 7].

Lemma 4.5 ([20], Theorems 1 and 2). Let p ∈ [1,∞] and

F0(λ) :=

ˆ λ

0

f(s)ds, F∞(λ) :=

ˆ ∞

λ

f(s)ds.

Then

(i) there exists a constant C0 > 0 such that

‖F0U‖Lp(R+) ≤ C0‖fV ‖Lp(R+)

if and only if

B0 := sup
r∈R+

‖U‖Lp((r,∞))‖1/V ‖Lp′((0,r)) <∞. (4.4)

Moreover, if (4.4) is true, then one can take C0 such that C0 .p B0.

(ii) there exists a constant C∞ > 0 such that

‖F∞U‖Lp(R+) ≤ C∞‖fV ‖Lp(R+)

if and only if

B∞ := sup
r∈R+

‖U‖Lp((0,r))‖1/V ‖Lp′((r,∞)) <∞. (4.5)

Moreover, if (4.5) is true, one can take C∞ such that C∞ .p B∞.

Lemma 4.6. For any measurable function h : R+ → [0,∞] and s > 0,

g(s) :=

ˆ ∞

0

te−th(st)dt . M(h1R+)(s).

Here M is the (uncentered) Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator defined in Definition 4.4, and the

inequality is independent of h and s.

Proof. Observe that g(s) =
´ 1

0 . . .+
´∞

1 . . . and

ˆ 1

0

te−th(st) dt =
1

s

ˆ s

0

t

s
e−t/sh(t) dt .

1

2s

ˆ 2s

0

h(t) dt ≤ M(h1R+)(s).

On the other hand,
ˆ ∞

1

te−th(st) dt .

ˆ ∞

1

e−t/2h(st) dt = 2

ˆ ∞

1

(
ˆ ∞

t

e−x/2 dx

)
h(st) dt

≃

ˆ ∞

1

(
ˆ x

1

h(st) dt

)
e−x/2 dx =

ˆ ∞

1

(
ˆ xs

s

h(t) dt

)
e−x/2

s
dx

≤

ˆ ∞

1

xs

s

(
1

xs

ˆ xs

0

h(t) dt

)
e−x/2 dx ≤ M(h1R+)(s)

ˆ ∞

1

xe−x/2 dx ≃ M(h1R+)(s).

The lemma is proved. �

In the following subsections, we identify the (optimal) initial trace spaces for evolutionary equa-

tions such as (1.1) and (1.2). More precisely, for u ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X0) such that ∂tu or ∂κt u ∈
Lp(R+, w dt;X1) in a proper sense, we prove which space u(0) belongs to in a trace sense by using

the tools from Sections 2 and 3.
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4.1. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.5: local derivative case. In this subsection, we prove the trace

theorem (Theorem 1.1) for functions u ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X0) with the following expression

u(t) = u0 +

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds

for some u0 ∈ X0 + X1 and f ∈ Lp(R+, w dt;X1). We also prove the corresponding extension

theorem (Theorem 1.5). Note that in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.5, we do not need the results

from Section 2.2.

4.1.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Observe that taking the Laplace transform in (1.7) yields

u0 = λL[u](λ)− L[f ](λ). (4.6)

By (4.6) and (3.4), we have

K(λ, u0;X0, X1) ≤ λL[‖u‖X0 ](λ) + λL[‖f‖X1 ](λ). (4.7)

Then it follows that

‖u0‖
p
(X0,X1)W1/p,p

=

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)K(λ, u0;X0, X1)
p dλ

λ

.

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)|λL[‖u‖X0 ](λ)|
p dλ

λ

+

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)|λL[‖f‖X1 ](λ)|
p dλ

λ
.

(4.8)

Due to (4.8), it suffices for (1.8) to show that for nonnegative h ∈ Lp(R+, w dt),

(
ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)|λL[h](λ)|p
dλ

λ

)1/p

. ‖h‖Lp(R+,w dt), (4.9)

where L[h](λ) =
´∞

0 e−λth(t) dt. Note that (4.9) also verifies a well-definedness of (4.7) in X0 +
X1.

To prove (4.9), we use Lemma 4.6 and assume the following lemma for a moment:

Lemma 4.7. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and w ∈ Ap. Then for f ∈ Lp(R, w dt), we have

ˆ ∞

0

|F (t)|p
W (t)

tp+1
dt .p,[w]Ap

ˆ ∞

0

|f(t)|pw(t) dt,

where F (t) :=
´ t

0
f(s) ds.

By changing variables λ→ λ−1,

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)|λL[h](λ)|p
dλ

λ
=

ˆ ∞

0

|L[h](λ−1)|p
W (λ)

λp+1
dλ.

Since

L[h](λ−1) =

ˆ λ

0

g(s)ds, g(s) :=

ˆ ∞

0

te−th(st)dt,

by Lemma 4.6, we have

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)|λL[h](λ)|p
dλ

λ
.

ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ λ

0

M(h1R+)(s)ds

∣∣∣∣∣

p
W (λ)

λp+1
ds.



TRACE THEOREM TO VOLTERRA-TYPE EQUATIONS WITH LOCAL OR NON-LOCAL DERIVATIVES 25

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.7 and Lp estimates for Hardy-Littlewood maximal function with

Ap-weights,

ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ λ

0

M(h1R+)(s)ds

∣∣∣∣∣

p
W (λ)

λp+1
dλ .p,[w]Ap

ˆ ∞

0

|M(h1R+)(s)|
pw(s)ds

.p,[w]Ap
‖h‖pLp(R+,w dt).

This certainly implies (4.9).

We prove Lemma 4.7 and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Lemma 4.7. With the help of Theorem 4.5-(i), it is enough to check

sup
r>0

(
ˆ ∞

r

W (t)

tp+1
dt

)1/p(ˆ r

0

w(t)−
1
p−1dt

)1/p′

<∞.

By Lemma 2.3-(vi) and (4.1) of Lemma 4.3,
ˆ ∞

r

W (t)

tp+1
dt .p,[w]Ap

r−pW (r) = r−p
ˆ r

0

w(s) ds.

Therefore,
(
ˆ ∞

r

W (t)

tp+1
dt

)1/p(ˆ r

0

w(t)−
1
p−1dt

)1/p′

.

(
1

r

ˆ r

0

w(s) ds

)1/p (
1

r

ˆ r

0

w(t)−
1
p−1dt

)1/p′

,

and then,

sup
r>0

(
ˆ ∞

r

W (t)

tp+1
dt

)1/p(ˆ r

0

w(t)−
1
p−1dt

)1/p′

. [w]
1/p
Ap
.

The lemma is proved. �

4.1.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Since

a ∈ (X0, X1)W 1/p,p = (X0, X1)
J
W 1/p,p,

there exists a measurable function v : R+ → X0 ∩X1 such that

a =

ˆ ∞

0

v(λ)
dλ

λ
and ΦW

1/p

p (J (·, v (·) ;X0, X1)) ≤ 2‖a‖(X0,X1)J
W1/p,p

(
≃ ‖a‖(X0,X1)W1/p,p

)
.

Let

u(t) :=

ˆ ∞

0

e−tλv(λ)
dλ

λ
, f(t) := −

ˆ ∞

0

λe−tλv(λ)
dλ

λ

for t ∈ [0,∞) and t ∈ R+, respectively. Then u(t)−
´ t

0
f(s)ds = a for all t ≥ 0, since

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds = −

ˆ ∞

0

(1− e−tλ)v(λ)
dλ

λ
.

It is clear that u(0) = a and

‖u(t)‖X0 + ‖f(t)‖X1 .

ˆ ∞

0

e−tλJ(λ, v(λ);X0, X1)
dλ

λ
(4.10)

for t ∈ R+. Note that the right-hand side of (4.10) is a form of
´∞

0
e−tλf(λ)dλλ . For this type of

quantity, we assume the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and w ∈ Ap. Then for f ∈ Lp(R+,W (t−1)dtt ), we have
ˆ ∞

0

|F (t)|pw(t)dt .p,[w]Ap

ˆ ∞

0

|f(t)|pW (t−1)
dt

t
,

where F (t) :=
´∞

0
e−tλf(λ)dλλ .
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Then by Lemma 4.8 with J(λ, v(λ);X0, X1) in place of f(λ),

‖u‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1)

.

∥∥∥∥
ˆ ∞

0

exp(− · λ)J(λ, v(λ);X0, X1)
dλ

λ

∥∥∥∥
Lp(R+,w dt)

.p,[w]Ap
ΦW

1/p

p (J (·, v (·) ;X0, X1)) . ‖a‖(X0,X1)W1/p,p
.

Thus u and f are well-defined in Lp(R+, w dt;X0) and Lp(R+, w dt;X1), respectively. Also, by

Fubini’s theorem (e.g. [13, Proposition 1.2.7.]), we have

u(t) = a+

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds,

for t ∈ R+.

We prove Lemma 4.8 and complete the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Lemma 4.8. Without loss of generality, we assume that f is nonnegative. First we divide F
into two parts;

F (t) =

ˆ t

0

e−t/λf(λ−1)
dλ

λ
+

ˆ ∞

t

e−t/λf(λ−1)
dλ

λ
=: F1(t) + F2(t).

Since e−x ≤ 1 ∧ x−1 for all x ∈ R+, we have

F1(t) ≤
1

t

ˆ t

0

f(λ−1)dλ, F2(t) ≤

ˆ ∞

t

f(λ−1)
dλ

λ

Estimate of F1: We claim that
ˆ ∞

0

|F1(t)|
pw(t)dt ≤ C

ˆ ∞

0

|f(t)|pW (t−1)
dt

t
(4.11)

for some C = C(p, [w]Ap) > 0. To obtain (4.11), it is enough to verify that (4.4) holds for

U(t) :=
w(t)1/p

t
, and V (t) :=

W (t)1/p

t1/p

with the help of Lemma 4.5-(i). (Take tF1(t) and f(t−1) in place of F0 and f , respectively.) Since

t−p =
´ t−1

0 psp−1 ds, we have

ˆ ∞

r

|U(t)|pdt = p

ˆ r−1

0

(
ˆ s−1

r

w(t)dt

)
sp−1ds ≤ p

ˆ r−1

0

W (s−1)sp−1ds.

Note that by Lemma 2.3-(vi) and (4.1) of Lemma 4.3, for s ∈ (0, r−1) we have

W (s−1)

W (r)
=
W (s−1r−1r)

W (r)
.p,[w]Ap

(s−1r−1)p−ε,

for some ε = ε(p, [w]Ap) > 0 and then,
´ r−1

0
W (s−1)sp−1ds .ε,p r

−pW (r). This implies that

‖U‖Lp((r,∞)) .p,[w]Ap
r−1W (r)1/p. (4.12)

For 0 < t < r, by Lemma 2.3-(vi) and (4.1) of Lemma 4.3 again,
∣∣∣∣

1

V (t)

∣∣∣∣
p

.p,[w]Ap
W (r)−1rp−εt1+ε−p,

and then,

‖1/V ‖Lp′((0,r)) .p,[w]Ap
rW (r)−1/p. (4.13)

Combining (4.12) and (4.13), we have (4.4).
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Estimate of F2: Now we prove that
ˆ ∞

0

|F2(t)|
pw(t)dt ≤ C

ˆ ∞

0

|f(t)|pW (t−1)
dt

t
(4.14)

for some C = C(p, [w]Ap) > 0. If we prove (4.5) for

U(t) := w(t)1/p, V (t) :=W (t)1/pt1−
1
p ,

then by Theorem 4.5-(ii), we obtain (4.14). Clearly,

‖U‖Lp((0,r)) =W (r)1/p. (4.15)

For 0 < r < t, by Lemma 2.3-(vi) and (4.1) of Lemma 4.3 again,
∣∣∣∣

1

V (t)

∣∣∣∣
p

.p,[w]Ap
W (r)−1rεt1−ε−p,

and then,

‖1/V ‖Lp′((r,∞)) .p,[w]Ap
W (r)−1/p. (4.16)

Combining (4.15) and (4.16), we obtain (4.5). The lemma is proved. �

4.2. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.6: non-local derivative case. In this subsection, we prove the

trace theorem (Theorems 1.2) for functions u, roughly speaking, involving a non-local derivative.

We also provide the corresponding extension theorem (Theorem 1.6).

We briefly recall the essential tools from Section 2.2.

• κ : R+ → R+ is a right-continuous decreasing function with κ(0+) = ∞, κ(∞) = 0, and
´ 1

0 κ(s) ds < ∞. For the remainder of this section, we fix a κ that satisfies the above assumptions.

Also, see Remark 2.5 for a sufficient condition for the above assumptions.

• There is a nonnegative measure µ defined on R+ such that κ(x) =
´∞

0
1(x,∞)µ(dt). By the

choice of κ, this µ satisfies (2.14).

• Since µ satisfies (2.14), φ(λ) =
´∞

0

(
1− e−λt

)
µ(dt) is a Bernstein function.

• There is a subordinator S = (St)t≥0 defined on an probability space (Ω,F ,P) with Laplace

exponent φ, i.e., E
[
e−λSt

]
= e−tφ(λ) for any t, λ ≥ 0.

• For (t, λ) ∈ [0,∞) × R+, Θ(t, λ) := λ
´∞

0
e−λrP(Sr ≥ t)dr satisfies Θ(0, λ) = 1 and

∂κt Θ(t, λ) = λΘ(t, λ).
It is given in Proposition 2.8 that for κmentioned above, if κ ∈ Io(−1, 0), then φ(λ) := λL[κ](λ)

is a Bernstein function and φ(λ) ≃ κ(λ−1). For this φ, we denote

ψ(t) :=
1

φ−1(t−1)
, (4.17)

where φ−1, the inverse function of φ, is well-defined since Bernstein functions are continuous and

strictly increasing. It is provided in Remark 2.9 that ψ ≃ κ∗, where κ∗ denotes the function defined

as (1.9). Due to W (t) :=
´ t

0
w(s) ds ∈ Io(0, p), we have W ◦ ψ ≃W ◦ κ∗, so that

(X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p = (X0, X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p.

Therefore, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.6 for (X0, X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p instead of (X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p.

We first prove a non-local counterpart of Theorem 1.1.

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Note that the space (X0, X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p is well-defined due to the

assumption (W ◦ ψ)1/p ∈ Io(0, 1).
Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we take L to the both sides of (1.10) and use Fubini’s

theorem (e.g. [13, Proposition 1.2.7.]) to obtain

L[κ](λ)
(
L[u](λ)−

u0
λ

)
=
φ(λ)

λ

(
L[u](λ)−

u0
λ

)
=

1

λ
L[f ](λ), λ ∈ R+,
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where we use (2.17) for the first equality. That is, we have

u0 = λL[u](λ) +
λL[f ](λ)

φ(λ)
, λ ∈ R+, (4.18)

or, equivalently, (Put λ = φ−1(τ)(= 1/ψ(τ−1)).)

u0 =
L[u](1/ψ(τ−1))

ψ(τ−1)
+

L[f ](1/ψ(τ−1))

τψ(τ−1)
, τ ∈ R+. (4.19)

Then by the definition of K-functional,

K(τ, u0;X0, X1) ≤
L[‖u‖X0 + ‖f‖X1 ](1/ψ(τ

−1))

ψ(τ−1)
, (4.20)

and it follows from (4.20) that

‖u0‖
p
(X0,X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p

=

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1) |K(τ, u0;X0, X1)|
p dτ

τ

.

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
L[‖u‖X0 + ‖f‖X1 ](1/ψ(τ

−1))

ψ(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ

(4.21)

Thus it suffices for (1.11) to show that for nonnegative h,

(
ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)
L[h](1/ψ(τ−1))

ψ(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ

)1/p

.p,[w]Ap
‖h‖Lp(R+,w dt), (4.22)

where L[h](λ) =
´∞

0
e−λth(t) dt. Note that (4.18) and (4.19) are well-defined in X0 +X1 due to

(4.22).

By changing variable τ → φ(λ−1) with the help of (2.23), we have
ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)
L[h](1/ψ(τ−1))

ψ(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ
≃κ

ˆ ∞

0

|L[h](λ−1)|p
W (λ)

λp+1
dλ.

We also have

L[h](λ−1) =

ˆ λ

0

(
ˆ ∞

0

te−th(st) dt

)
ds :=

ˆ λ

0

g(s) ds

and g(s) . M(h1R+)(s) for s ∈ R+. Then it follows by Lemma 4.6 that

ˆ ∞

0

|L[h](λ−1)|p
W (λ)

λp+1
dλ .

ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ λ

0

M(h1R+)(s)ds

∣∣∣∣∣

p
W (λ)

λp+1
ds.

Also, by Lemma 4.7 and weighted Lp estimates for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal functions,

ˆ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ λ

0

M(h1R+)(s)ds

∣∣∣∣∣

p
W (λ)

λp+1
dλ .p,[w]Ap

ˆ ∞

0

|M(h1R+)(s)|
pw(s)ds

.p,[w]Ap
‖h‖pLp(R+,w dt),

and this implies (4.22). Hence the theorem is proved.

4.2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. As noted in the proof of Theorem 1.2, the space (X0, X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p

is well-defined. Since

a ∈ (X0, X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p = (X0, X1)
J
(W◦ψ)1/p,p ,

there exists a measurable function v : R+ → X0 ∩X1 such that

a =

ˆ ∞

0

v(λ)
dλ

λ
and Φ(W◦ψ)1/p

p (J (·, v (·) ;X0, X1)) ≤ 2‖a‖(X0,X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p
.
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Recall that Θ(t, λ) = λ
´∞

0
e−λrP(Sr ≥ t)dr for (t, λ) ∈ [0,∞)× R+. Let

u(t) :=

ˆ ∞

0

Θ(t, λ)v(λ)
dλ

λ
, f(t) := −

ˆ ∞

0

λΘ(t, λ)v(λ)
dλ

λ

for t ∈ [0,∞) and t ∈ R+, respectively. Since Θ(0, λ) = 1 for λ ∈ R+, it is clear that u(0) = a.

We also have

‖u(t)‖X0 + ‖f(t)‖X1 .

ˆ ∞

0

Θ(t, λ)J(λ, v(λ);X0, X1)
dλ

λ
. (4.23)

Note that the right-hand side of (4.23) is a form of
´∞

0
Θ(t, λ)f(λ)dλλ . For this quantity, we assume

the following lemma for a moment:

Lemma 4.9. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and w ∈ Ap. Suppose that φ ∈ Io(0, 1) and W ◦ ψ ∈ Io(0, p). Then

for f ∈ Lp(R+, (W ◦ ψ)(t−1)dtt ), we have
ˆ ∞

0

|F (t)|pw(t)dt .N

ˆ ∞

0

|f(t)|p(W ◦ ψ)(t−1)
dt

t
,

where F (t) =
´∞

0 Θ(t, λ)f(λ) dλ
λ and N = N(p, [w]Ap ,W ◦ ψ, κ).

Then by Lemma 4.9 with J(λ, v(λ);X0, X1) in place of f(λ),

‖u‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1)

.

∥∥∥∥
ˆ ∞

0

Θ(·, λ)J(λ, v(λ);X0, X1)
dλ

λ

∥∥∥∥
Lp(R+,w dt)

. Φ(W◦ψ)1/p

p (J (·, v (·) ;X0, X1)) . ‖a‖(X0,X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p
.

Thus u and f are well-defined in Lp(R+, w dt;X0) and Lp(R+, w dt;X1), respectively. Finally,

by Fubini’s theorem (e.g. [13, Proposition 1.2.7.]) and Proposition 2.12-(ii), it directly follows that

(1.12).

We prove Lemma 4.9 and complete the proof of Theorem 1.6. Note that it is a variant of Lemma

4.8 in the sense that one can recover Lemma 4.8 by choosing φ(t) = ψ(t) = t and Θ(t, λ) = e−tλ

in Lemma 4.9.

Proof of Lemma 4.9. Without loss of generality, we assume that f is nonnegative. First we divide F
into two parts; As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, by using (2.23),

F (t) ≃κ

ˆ ∞

0

Θ(t, φ(λ−1))(f ◦ φ)(λ−1)
dλ

λ
=

ˆ t

0

· · ·+

ˆ ∞

t

· · · =: F1(t) + F2(t).

By Proposition 2.12, we know that Θ(t, φ(λ−1)) ≃ 1 ∧ φ(t−1)
φ(λ−1) and then

F1(t) .κ φ(t
−1)

ˆ t

0

(f ◦ φ)(λ−1)

φ(λ−1)

dλ

λ
, F2(t) .κ

ˆ ∞

t

(f ◦ φ)(λ−1)
dλ

λ
.

On the other hand, by changing variable t→ φ(t) with the help of (2.23) again, we have
ˆ ∞

0

|f(t)|p(W ◦ ψ)(t−1)
dt

t
≃κ

ˆ ∞

0

|(f ◦ φ)(t)|p
W (t−1)

t
dt.

Estimate of F1: We claim that
ˆ ∞

0

|F1(t)|
pw(t)dt ≤ C

ˆ ∞

0

|(f ◦ φ)(t)|pW (t−1)
dt

t

= C

ˆ ∞

0

|(f ◦ φ)(t−1)|pW (t)
dt

t
(4.24)
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for some C = C(p,W ◦ ψ, [w]Ap) > 0, and by Theorem 4.5-(i), it is enough to obtain (4.4) for

U(t) := φ(t−1)w(t)1/p and V (t) :=W (t)1/pφ(t−1)t1−1/p.

Since φ(t−1)p = p
´ φ(t−1)

0
sp−1 ds, we have

ˆ ∞

r

|U(t)|p dt = p

ˆ φ(r−1)

0

(
ˆ ψ(s−1)

r

w(t)dt

)
sp−1 ds

≤ p

ˆ φ(r−1)

0

(W ◦ ψ)(s−1)sp−1 ds.

By the assumption that W ◦ ψ ∈ Io(0, p), we have

(W ◦ ψ)
(
s−1
)

(W ◦ ψ)
(

1
φ(r−1)

) .W◦ψ

(
φ(r−1)

s

)p−ε

for r ∈ R+, s ∈ (0, φ(r−1)) and ε = ε(W ◦ ψ) > 0. Then

ˆ φ(r−1)

0

(W ◦ ψ)(s−1)sp−1 ds .W◦ψ φ(r
−1)pW (r)

and this implies

‖U‖Lp((r,∞)) .p,W◦ψ φ(r
−1)W (r)1/p. (4.25)

Similarly, by the assumption that W ◦ ψ ∈ Io(0, p), for 0 < t < r,

1

V (t)
=

t
1
p−1

(
(W ◦ ψ)

(
1

φ(t−1)

))1/p
φ(t−1)

.p,[w]Ap

(
φ
(
r−1
))−1+ ε

p W (r)−1/pφ(t−1)−
ε
p t

1
p−1

where ε = ε(p, [w]Ap) > 0. From this,

‖1/V ‖Lp′((0,r)) .p,[w]Ap
φ(r−1)−1W (r)−1/p. (4.26)

Combining (4.25) and (4.26), we have (4.4), and thus (4.24).

Estimate F2: Now we prove that
ˆ ∞

0

|F2(t)|
pw(t)dt ≤ C

ˆ ∞

0

|(f ◦ φ)(t)|p
W (t−1)

t
dt (4.27)

for some C = C(p, [w]Ap) > 0, and by Theorem 4.5-(ii), it is enough to obtain (4.5) for

U(t) := w(t)1/p and V (t) :=W (t)1/pt1−
1
p .

Clearly, ‖U‖Lp((0,r)) =W (r)1/p. For 0 < r < t, by Lemmas 2.3-(ix) and 4.3,

1

V (t)
.p,[w]Ap

W (r)−1/prε/pt
(1−ε)
p −1,

where ε = ε(p, [w]Ap) > 0, and then

‖U‖Lp((0,r))‖1/V ‖Lp′((r,∞)) .p,[w]Ap
1.

Now we obtain (4.27) and also desired inequality. The lemma is proved. �

Remark 4.10. By keep tracking the proof of Theorem 1.2, one verify that the trace estimate (1.11)

depend only on p, M , νl, νu, and Kκ, where [w]Ap ≤ M , νl ≤ κ(1) ≤ νu and Kκ (κ in place of φ
in Remark 2.2). Similarly, the inequality (1.13) in Theorem 1.6 depend only on p, M , νl, νu, Kκ,

and KW◦κ∗ .
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5. TRACE THEOREMS FOR FINITE TIME INTERVAL

In this section, we assume thatX0 is continuously embedded intoX1, i.e.,X0 ⊂ X1 so that there

exists a constant NX0,X1 > 0 such that

‖a‖X1 ≤ NX0,X1‖a‖X0 ∀ a ∈ X0. (5.1)

A representative example of this situation is whenX0 =W 2
p (R

d) andX1 = Lp(R
d) withNX0,X1 =

1.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.1, we obtain a version of Theorem 1.1 for finite time intervals (0, T ),
T <∞, instead of R+.

Corollary 5.1 (Trace theorem with local derivative; finite interval). Let T ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞)
and w ∈ Ap. Assume that X0 is continuously embedded into X1, and u ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;X0),
f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;X1) and u0 ∈ X0 +X1 satisfy that

u(t) = u0 +

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds ∀t ∈ (0, T ).

Then u0 ∈ (X0, X1)W 1/p,p and

‖u0‖(X0,X1)W1/p,p
.p,[w]Ap ,NX0,X1 ,T

‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1) ,

where W (t) :=
´ t

0
w(s) ds.

Proof. Take a nonnegative decreasing ζ ∈ C∞(R) such that ζ(s) = 1 on s ≤ T
2 and ζ(s) = 0 for

all s ≥ T . Put ũ := ζu and f̃ := ζf + ζ′u. Since X0 is continuously embedded into X1,

‖ũ‖Lp(R+,w dt;X0) ≤ ‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0),

‖f̃‖Lp(R+,w dt;X1) ≤ ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1) +N(NX0,X1 , T )‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0).

Moreover

ũ(t) = u0 +

ˆ t

0

f̃(s) ds ∀t ∈ R+.

By applying Theorem 1.1 for (u, f) replaced by (ũ, f̃), the corollary is proved. �

Similar to Corollary 5.1, in the situation that X0 is continuously embedded into X1, we can

also consider a version of Theorem 1.2 for finite time intervals (0, T ) instead of R+. However, the

non-local derivative ∂κt makes the proof more intricate than the straightforward computation seen in

Corollary 5.1. In particular, for finite time interval (0, T ) cases, it is natural to consider a kernel κ◦

and a weight function w◦ defined on (0, T ). It turns out that if w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )) (i.e. w◦ satisfies

(B.8)) and κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ satisfy

λ−1+ε .
κ◦(λt)

κ◦(t)
. λ−ε ∀λ ∈ [1,∞), 0 < t ≤ λt < T.

and

λδ .
W ◦
(
κ◦∗(λt)

)

W ◦
(
κ◦∗(t)

) . λp−δ ∀ 0 < t < λt <
1

κ(T )

for some ε, δ > 0, then there are proper extensions w ∈ Ap(R) and κ : R+ → R+ of w◦ ∈
Ap ((0, T )) and of κ◦, repectively. In Proposition B.4, we provide detailed descriptions of such

extensions. For simplicity, in the remaining of this section, we use w ∈ Ap(R) and κ : R+ → R+

instead of w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )) and κ◦, respectively.

We give a lemma required for the proof of Theorem 5.3.
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Lemma 5.2. LetX0 be continuously embedded intoX1 and let p ∈ (1,∞),w ∈ Ap, κ ∈ Io(−1, 0),
and W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p). Suppose u ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;X0), f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;X1) and for some

u0 ∈ X1 (= X0 +X1), we have
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s) (u(s)− u0) ds =

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds, (5.2)

for t ∈ (0, T ). Then

‖u0‖X1 .N ‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1), (5.3)

where N = N(p, [w]Ap , κ,NX0,X1 , T ).

Proof. By (5.2),
(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
‖u0‖X1 ≤

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)‖u(s)‖X1 ds+

ˆ t

0

‖f(s)‖X1 ds

for t ∈ (0, T ). Then,

‖u0‖X1

ˆ T

0

e−t
(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
dt

≤

ˆ ∞

0

e−t (κ ∗ U) (t) dt+

ˆ ∞

0

e−t
(
ˆ t

0

F (s) ds

)
dt

=L[κ](1)

ˆ ∞

0

e−sU(s) ds+

ˆ ∞

0

e−sF (s) ds,

(5.4)

where U(s) = ‖u(s)‖X11(0,T )(s) and F (s) = ‖f(s)‖X11(0,T )(s) for s ∈ R+. For

w∗ := w−1/(p−1) ∈ Ap/(p−1),

we have
∣∣∣∣
ˆ ∞

0

e−sU(s) ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
ˆ ∞

0

e−sp/(p−1)w∗(s) ds

)(p−1)/p(ˆ ∞

0

|U(s)|p w(s) ds

)1/p

. (5.5)

Note that
ˆ ∞

0

e−sp/(p−1)w∗(s) ds ≃p

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ ∞

s

e−rp/(p−1)w∗(s) dr ds

=

ˆ ∞

0

(
ˆ r

0

w∗(s) ds

)
e−rp/(p−1) dr

=

ˆ ∞

0

W ∗(r)e−rp/(p−1) dr .[w]Ap
1,

where

W ∗(r) :=

ˆ r

0

w∗(s) ds.

The last inequality is due to Lemma 4.3, in particular,W ∗ ∈ Io(0, p/(p−1)). Due to (5.1), we have
ˆ ∞

0

e−sU(s) ds .N ‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0) ,

where N = N(p, [w]Ap , NX0,X1). Similarly,
ˆ ∞

0

e−sF (s) ds .p,[w]Ap
‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1). (5.6)

Finally, by the assumption κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) and (2.3),

‖u0‖X1 .κ,T

ˆ T

0

e−t
(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
dt ‖u0‖X1 (5.7)
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and then, by combining (5.4) - (5.7), we obtain (5.3). The lemma is proved. �

Theorem 5.3 (Trace theorem with non-local derivative; finite interval). Let X0 be continuously

embedded into X1 and let p ∈ (1,∞), w ∈ Ap, κ ∈ Io(−1, 0), and W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p). Suppose

u ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;X0), f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;X1) and for some u0 ∈ X1 (= X0 +X1), we have

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s) (u(s)− u0) ds =

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds, (5.8)

for t ∈ (0, T ). Then we have u0 ∈ (X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p and

‖u0‖(X0,X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p
.N ‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1), (5.9)

where N = N(p, [w]Ap , κ,NX0,X1 , T ).

Proof. Thanks to Proposition B.2, we have an extension κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) of κ◦. Through zero-

extension, we consider u and f as functions defined on R+, so that

u(t) = f(t) = 0 ∀ t ≥ T.

From (5.8), we have

(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
u0 =

ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)u(s) ds−

ˆ t

0

f(s) ds

for t ∈ (0, T ). Then by integration by parts with the fact that L[κ](λ) = φ(λ)/λ,

u0
φ(λ)

λ2
=

ˆ ∞

0

e−λt
(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
u0 dt

=

ˆ T

0

e−λt
(
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)u(s) ds

)
dt

−

ˆ T

0

e−λt
(
ˆ t

0

f(s) ds

)
dt+

(
ˆ ∞

T

e−λt
(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
dt

)
u0

:= I1(λ) + I2(λ) + I3(λ).

By the definition of K-functional,

K(τ, u0;X0, X1) ≤
λ2

φ(λ)

(
‖I1(λ)‖X0

+ τ ‖I2(λ)‖X1
+ τ ‖I3(λ)‖X1

)
∀τ, λ ∈ (0,∞).

If we take 0 < τ := φ(λ), i.e.,

λ = φ−1(τ) =
1

ψ(τ−1)
. (5.10)

Then

‖u0‖
p
(X0,X1)(W◦ψ)1/p,p

=

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1) |K(τ, u0;X0, X1)|
p dτ

τ

.

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
τ−1

ψ(τ−1)2

(∥∥I1(1/ψ(τ−1))
∥∥
X0

+ τ
∥∥I2(1/ψ(τ−1))

∥∥
X1

)∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ

+

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
1

ψ(τ−1)2

∥∥I3(1/ψ(τ−1))
∥∥
X1

∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ

:=A+B.

(5.11)
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Estimate of A: Note that

‖I1(λ)‖X0 ≤

ˆ ∞

0

e−λt
(
ˆ t

0

κ(t− s)‖u(s)‖X0 ds

)
dt

= L[κ](λ)L[‖u‖X0 ](λ) =
φ(λ)

λ
L[‖u‖X0 ](λ)

and

‖I2(λ)‖X1 ≤

ˆ ∞

0

e−λt
(
ˆ t

0

‖f(s)‖X1 ds

)
dt = λ−1L[‖f‖X1 ](λ).

Therefore,

A ≤

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
L[‖u‖X0 + ‖f‖X1 ](1/ψ(τ

−1))

ψ(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ

Then by (4.22), we obtain

A .p,[w]Ap ,κ
‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1).

Estimate of B: We prove only

Jp :=

ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
1

ψ(τ−1)2

(
ˆ ∞

T

e
− t

ψ(τ−1)

(
ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds

)
dt

)∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ
≤ N, (5.12)

where N = N(p, [w]Ap , κ). If we have (5.12), then by Lemma 5.2,

B .p,[w]Ap ,κ
‖u0‖X1 .N ‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X0) + ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;X1) ,

where N = N(p, [w]Ap , κ,NX0,X1 , T ). Note that

ˆ t

0

κ(s) ds ≤ e

ˆ ∞

0

e−s/tκ(s) ds = e tφ(t−1).

Then by Minkowski’s integral inequality, we have

J .

(
ˆ ∞

0

(W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

∣∣∣∣
1

ψ(τ−1)2

(
ˆ ∞

T

e
− t

ψ(τ−1) tφ(t−1) dt

)∣∣∣∣
p
dτ

τ

)1/p

≤

ˆ ∞

T

(
ˆ ∞

0

e
− tp

ψ(τ−1) (W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

ψ(τ−1)2p
dτ

τ

)1/p

tφ(t−1) dt.

By changing variable τ → φ(λ) with the help of (2.23),

ˆ ∞

0

e
− tp

ψ(τ−1) (W ◦ ψ)(τ−1)

ψ(τ−1)2p
dτ

τ
.

ˆ ∞

0

λ2p−1e−λtpW (λ−1) dλ .p,[w]Ap
t−2pW (t),

where the last inequality is due to Lemma 4.3. Thus, by changing variable λ→ φ−1(τ) again,

J .

ˆ ∞

T

φ(t−1) (W (t))
1/p dt

t
≃

ˆ φ(T−1)

0

(
(W ◦ ψ)

(
τ−1

))1/p
dτ ≤ N(p, [w]Ap , κ, T ),

where the last inequality is due to
(
(W ◦ ψ)

(
τ−1

))1/p
∈ Io(−1, 0). By combining the above

estimates for A and B, we obtain (5.9). The theorem is proved. �

Remark 5.4. Note that Theorem 5.3 is independent of the choice of the extension κ. More precisely,

for two extensions κ and κ̃ of κ◦ satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 5.3,

(X0, X1)(W◦κ∗)1/p,p = (X0, X1)(W◦κ̃∗)1/p,p.

This is an easy consequence of Proposition 3.6-(iv).
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APPENDIX A. EXAMPLES OF GENERALIZED REAL INTERPOLATION SPACES

In this appendix, we present concrete examples of spaces (X0, X1)φ,p when X0 and X1 are

Sobolev or Besov spaces. First, we recall the definitions of Sobolev and Besov spaces.

Definition A.1. Let p ∈ (1,∞), q ∈ [1,∞], γ ∈ R and w ∈ Ap. The sets Hγ
p (w) and Bγp,q(w) are

Banach spaces equipped with norms given by

‖f‖Hγp (w) := ‖(1−∆)γ/2f‖Lp(w),

‖f‖Bγp,q(w) := ‖S0f‖Lp(w) +
∥∥∥
{
(2jγ‖∆jf‖Lp(w)

}
j∈N

∥∥∥
ℓq(N)

,

where

(1 −∆)γ/2f := F−1[(1 + | · |2)γ/2F [f ]], ∆jf := F−1[Ψ(2−j·)F [f ]], S0 := 1−
∑

j∈N

∆j .

Here F and F−1 are Fourier and inverse Fourier transforms and Ψ is a nonnegaive infinitely smooth

function satisfying supp(Ψ) ⊆ {ξ ∈ Rd : 1/2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2} and
∑

k∈Z

Ψ(2−jξ) = 1 ∀ξ ∈ Rd \ {0}.

For γ ∈ R+, we also denote the homogeneous spaces H̊γ
p (w) and B̊γp,q(w)

‖f‖H̊γp (w) := ‖(−∆)γ/2f‖Lp(w), ‖f‖B̊γp,q(w) :=
∥∥∥
{
(2jγ‖∆jf‖Lp(w)

}
j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

We also introduce a result of the generalized interpolation on Lp spaces which yields Orlicz-type

spaces Lφ,p. To describe the Orlicz-type spaces, we need a definition of decreasing rearrangements

of f .

Definition A.2. Let X be a measure space with a σ-finite positive measure µ.

(i) For a measurable function f on X , df (λ) := µ
(
{x ∈ X : |f(x)| > λ}

)
is called the distribu-

tion function of f .

(ii) For a measurable function f on X , the function

f∗ : [0,∞) → [0,∞), f∗(t) := inf{s > 0 : df (s) ≤ t}, t ∈ [0,∞).

is called the decreasing rearrangement of f .

(iii) For p ∈ [1,∞] and φ ∈ Io(0, 1), Lφ,p denotes the set of all measurable functions satisfying

‖f‖Lφ,p := ‖φf∗‖Lp(R+,
dt
t )

<∞.

We state the main result of this appendix.

Proposition A.3. Let p, p0, p1 ∈ [1,∞], q0, q1, q ∈ [1,∞], s, s0, s1 ∈ R, w ∈ Ap and φ ∈ Io(0, 1).

(i) If s0 6= s1, then

(Bs0p,q0(w), B
s1
p,q1 (w))φ,q = Bφ(s0,s1)p,q (w),

(B̊s0p,q0(w), B̊
s1
p,q1 (w))φ,q = B̊φ(s0,s1)p,q (w),



36 J.-H. CHOI, J. B. LEE, J. SEO, AND K. WOO

where B
φ(s0,s1)
p,q (w) and B̊

φ(s0,s1)
p,q (w) are spaces equipped with norms given by

‖f‖
B
φ(s0,s1)
p,q (w)

= ‖S0f‖Lp(Rd,w dx) +

∥∥∥∥
{
2js0φ(2−j(s0−s1))‖∆jf‖Lp(w)

}

j∈N

∥∥∥∥
ℓq(N)

,

‖f‖
Ḃ
φ(s0,s1)
p,q (w)

=

∥∥∥∥
{
2js0φ(2−j(s0−s1))‖∆jf‖Lp(w)

}

j∈Z

∥∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

(ii) If s0 6= s1, then

(Hs0
p (w), Hs1

p (w))φ,q = Bφ(s0,s1)p,q (w),

(H̊s0
p (w), H̊s1

p (w))φ,q = B̊φ(s0,s1)p,q (w).

(iii) If we put φ̃(t) := tφ(t−1), then

(L1, L∞)φ,q = Lφ̃,q, φ̃(t) := tφ(t−1). (A.1)

Moreover for any p0, p1 ∈ [1,∞] with p1 6= p1,

(Lp0 , Lp1)φ,q = (L1, L∞)ψ,q, ψ(s) := sθ0φ(sθ1−θ0), θi := 1−
1

pi
, i = 0, 1. (A.2)

For verifying (i), we need the following proposition:

Proposition A.4. Let 1 ≤ q, q0, q1 ≤ ∞ and σ0, σ1 ∈ R with σ0 6= σ1. If A is a Banach space, then

we have

(ℓσ0
q0 (A), ℓ

σ1
q1 (A))φ,q = ℓφ(σ0,σ1)

q (A),

where

‖a‖
ℓ
φ(σ0,σ1)
q (A)

:=






(∑
j∈Z

(
2jσ0φ

(
2−j(σ0−σ1)

)
‖aj‖A

)q
)1/q

if q ∈ [1,∞)

supj∈Z

(
2jσ0φ

(
2−j(σ0−σ1)

)
‖aj‖A

)
if q = ∞

Proof of Proposition A.3. (i) This is a direct consequence of Proposition A.4 with A = Lp(w). For

detailed arguments, see the proof of Theorem [25, Theorem 2.4.2/(a)] with [16, Theorem 1].

(ii) First, we prove the homogeneous case,

(H̊s0
p (w), H̊s1

p (w))φ,q = B̊φ(s0,s1)p,q (w).

For f = f0 + f1, fj ∈ H̊
sj
p (w) with j = 0, 1, one can observe that

‖∆kf‖Lp(w) ≤ ‖∆kf0‖Lp(w) + ‖∆kf1‖Lp(w)

= 2−s0k‖Mk,s0((−∆)s0/2f0)‖Lp(w) + 2−s1k‖Mk,s1((−∆)s1/2f1)‖Lp(w),
(A.3)

where k ∈ Z and Mk,s is defined by

F [Mk,sg](ξ) := ms(2
−kξ)F [g](ξ) :=

F [ϕ](2−kξ)

|2−kξ|s
F [g](ξ).

Since for all multi-index α,

|Dαms(ξ)| .α,s 1B2\B1/2
(ξ),

we have

|Dα(ms(2
−k·))(ξ)| .α,s 2

−k|α|
1B

2k+1\B2k−1
(ξ) . |ξ|−|α|.

Therefore by the weighted Mikhlin multiplier theorem (e.g. [16, Theorem 1]), (A.3) implies that

‖∆kf‖Lp(w) . 2−s0k‖f0‖H̊s0p (w) + 2−s1k‖f1‖H̊s1p (w)

which yields

‖∆kf‖Lp(w) . 2−s0kK(2k(s0−s1), f ; H̊s0
p (w), H̊s1

p (w)). (A.4)
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With the help of (A.4) and Proposition 3.2-(i), we have

‖f‖
B̊
φ(s0,s1)
p,q (w)

:=

∥∥∥∥
{
2s0kφ(2−(s0−s1)k)‖∆kf‖Lp(w)

}

k∈Z

∥∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

∥∥∥∥
{
φ
(
2−(s0−s1)k

)
K
(
2(s0−s1)k, f ; H̊s0

p (w) , H̊s1
p (w)

)}

k∈Z

∥∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

≃ ‖f‖(H̊s0p (w),H̊
s1
p (w))

φ,q

.

(A.5)

For the converse, we make use of J-method. Since

‖∆kf‖H̊sp(w) = ‖(2s(k−1)Mk−1,−si + 2skMk,−si + 2s(k+1)Mk+1,−s)(∆kf)‖Lp(w) ,

we have

J
(
2(s0−s1)k,∆kf ; H̊

s0
p (w), H̊s1

p (w)
)
. 2s0k‖∆kf‖Lp(w). (A.6)

By (A.6) and Proposition 3.2-(ii), we have

‖f‖(H̊s0p (w),H̊
s1
p (w))φ,q

.

∥∥∥∥
{
φ(2−(s0−s1)k)J

(
2(s0−s1)k,∆kf ; H̊

s0
p (w), H̊s1

p (w)
)}

k∈Z

∥∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

∥∥∥∥
{
2s0kφ(2−(s0−s1)k)‖∆kf‖Lp(w)

}

k∈Z

∥∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

≃ ‖f‖
B
φ(s0,s1)
p,q (w)

.

(A.7)

The homogeneous case is proved by (A.5) and (A.7). For the inhomogeneous case, based on the

proof for the homogeneous case, it suffices to observe that additionally

J(1, S0f ;H
s0
p (w), Hs1

p (w)) . ‖S0f‖Lp(Rd,w dx)

. K(1, f ;Hs0
p (w), Hs1

p (w))

. ‖f‖(Hs0p (w),H
s1
p (w))φ,q

.

This follows from a modification of the proof for the homogeneous case.

(iii) It is clear that (A.2) follows from (A.1) and Theorem 3.9; note that for A0 = L1 and

A1 = L∞, Lpi ∈ K(θi) ∩ J(θi) (see [25, Theorem 1.10.3/1] for the case 0 < θi < 1). Therefore,

we only prove (A.1). We borrow the argument in [25, Theorem 1.18.6]. Let f ∈ L1 + L∞. By [25,

1.18.6/(9)], we have

K(t, f ;L1, L∞) =

ˆ t

0

f∗(τ)dτ ≥ tf∗(t),

which yields

‖f‖(L1,L∞)φ,p :=
∥∥φ(·−1)K(·, f ;L1, L∞)

∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

≥
∥∥∥φ̃f∗

∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

= ‖f‖L
φ̃,p
.

For the converse inequality,

∥∥φ(·−1)K(·, f ;L1, L∞)
∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

=

∥∥∥∥φ̃ ·

(
ˆ 1

0

f∗(·τ) dτ

)∥∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

≤

ˆ 1

0

∥∥∥φ̃f∗(·τ)
∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

dτ

=

ˆ 1

0

∥∥∥φ̃(·τ−1)f∗
∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

dτ

.

ˆ 1

0

τ−1+ε
∥∥∥φ̃f∗

∥∥∥
Lp(R+,

dt
t )

dτ ≃ ‖f‖L
φ̃,p
.

Note that the last inequalities hold due to Proposition 2.3.-(vi). The proposition is proved. �
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We end this appendix by proving Proposition A.4.

Proof of Proposition A.4. Without loss of generality, we assume that σ0 > σ1 (see Proposition 3.6-

(iii)).
Step 1) We first prove that

(ℓσ0
∞(A), ℓσ1

∞(A))φ,q ⊂ ℓφ(σ0,σ1)
q (A) ∀q ∈ [1,∞]. (A.8)

For the notational convenience, put ℓσ0
∞(A) = X0 and ℓσ1

∞(A) = X1. Note that

K(t, a;X0, X1) ≃ sup
k∈Z

min(2kσ0 , t2kσ1)‖ak‖A (A.9)

(see, e.g., [25, 1.18.2/(3)]). Then for q ∈ [1,∞), it follows that

‖a‖q(X0, X1)φ,q
=

ˆ ∞

0

(
φ(t−1)K(t, a;X0, X1)

)q dt
t

≃

ˆ ∞

0

(
φ(t−1) sup

k∈Z

(
min(2kσ0 , t2kσ1)‖ak‖A

))q dt
t

=
∑

j∈Z

ˆ 2(j+1)(σ0−σ1)

2j(σ0−σ1)

(
φ(t−1) sup

k∈Z

(
min(2kσ0 , t2kσ1)‖ak‖A

))q dt
t

≃
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q sup
k∈Z

(
min(2kσ0 , 2j(σ0−σ1)2kσ1)‖ak‖A

)q

≥
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2jσ0q‖aj‖
q
A.

(A.10)

By (A.10) we have shown (A.8) for q ∈ [1,∞). A modification of (A.10) shows that (A.8) holds for

q = ∞.

Step 2) In this step, we prove that

ℓφ(σ0,σ1)
q (A) ⊂ (ℓσ0

1 (A), ℓσ0
1 (A))φ,q, ∀q ∈ [1,∞]. (A.11)

We first consider the case q ∈ [1,∞). For simplicity we put ℓσ0
1 (A) = Y0 and ℓσ1

1 (A) = Y1.

Note that

K(t, a;Y0, Y1) ∼
∑

k∈Z

min(2kσ0 , t2kσ1)‖ak‖A (A.12)

(see, e.g., [25, Step 2 of proof of Theorem 1.18.2]). Then for q ∈ [1,∞), we have

ˆ ∞

0

(
φ(t−1)K(t, a;Y0, Y1)

)q dt
t

(
= ‖a‖q(X0, X1)φ,q

)

≃
∑

j∈Z

ˆ 2(j+1)(σ0−σ1)

2j(σ0−σ1)

(
φ(t−1)

∑

k∈Z

min(2kσ0 , t2kσ1 )‖ak‖A

)q
dt

t

≃
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2jσ0p

(
∑

k∈Z

min(2(k−j)σ0 , 2(k−j)σ1)‖ak‖A

)q

.
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2jσ0q




(∑

k≤j

2(k−j)σ0‖ak‖A

)q
+

(∑

k>j

2(k−j)σ1‖ak‖A

)q




=: I + II.

(A.13)
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We handle terms I and II separately. Note that since φ ∈ Io(0, 1), there exists ε ∈ (0, 1/2) such

that φ ∈ I(ε, 1− ε), and therefore

sup
t>0

(φ (λt) /φ (t)) . λε + λ1−ε. (A.14)

• Case 1. Estimation of I .

Recall that we assume that σ0 > σ1. Take χ0 < σ0 sufficiently close to σ0 such that

(σ0 − σ1)ε− (σ0 − χ0) > 0 , (A.15)

and observe that

I =
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2jσ0q




∑

k:k≤j

2(k−j)σ0‖ak‖A




q

=
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q



∑

k:k≤j

2kσ0‖ak‖A



q

≤
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q



∑

k:k≤j

2k(σ0−χ0)q
′



q/q′ 


∑

k:k≤j

2kχ0q‖ak‖
q
A




=
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2j(σ0−χ0)q
∑

k:k≤j

2kχ0q‖ak‖
q
A

=
∑

k∈Z

2kχ0q‖ak‖
q
A

∑

j:k≤j

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2j(σ0−χ0)q,

(A.16)

where q′ = q/(q − 1). Observe that

∑

j:k≤j

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2j(σ0−χ0)q

≤ 2k(σ0−χ0)qφ(2−k(σ0−σ1))q
∑

j:k≤j

(
2j(σ0−χ0)φ

(
2−j(σ0−σ1)

)

2k(σ0−χ0)φ
(
2−k(σ0−σ1)

)
)q
.

(A.17)

Due to (A.14) and that k ≤ j,

2j(σ0−χ0)φ
(
2−j(σ0−σ1)

)

2k(σ0−χ0)φ
(
2−k(σ0−σ1)

) . 2(j−k)[(σ0−χ0)−(σ0−σ1)ε] (A.18)

Together with (A.15) - (A.18), we have

I .
∑

k∈Z

2kσ0qφ(2−k(σ0−σ1))q‖ak‖
q
A. (A.19)

• Case 2. Estimation of II .

In the same manner of (A.15) and (A.16), Take sufficiently small ξ1 > σ1 such that

(σ0 − χ1)− (σ0 − σ1)(1− ε) = ε(σ0 − σ1)− (χ1 − σ1) > 0 ,
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and observe that

II =
∑

j∈Z

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2jσ0q




∑

k:k>j

2(k−j)σ1‖ak‖A




q

≃
∑

k∈Z

2kχ1q‖ak‖
q
A

∑

j:j<k

φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))q2j(σ0−χ1)q

=
∑

k∈Z

2kσ0qφ(2−k(σ0−σ1))q‖ak‖
q
A

∑

j:j<k

(
2j(σ0−χ1)φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))

2k(σ0−χ1)φ(2−k(σ0−σ1))

)q
.

(A.20)

Due to (A.14) and that σ0 > σ1,

2j(σ0−χ1)φ(2−j(σ0−σ1))

2k(σ0−χ1)φ(2−k(σ0−σ1))
. 2−(j−k)[(σ0−σ1)(1−ε)−(σ0−χ1)].

Therefore the summation over j : j < k in (A.20) is finite, hence it follows that

II .
∑

k∈Z

2kσ0qφ(2−k(σ0−σ1))q‖ak‖
q
A. (A.21)

(A.11) follows from (A.19) and (A.21) for q ∈ [1,∞). Modifications of (A.13), (A.16), and (A.20)

shows that (A.11) holds for q = ∞.

Step 3) Note that ℓσ0
1 ⊂ ℓσ0

p0 (A) ⊂ ℓσ0
∞(A) and ℓσ1

1 (A) ⊂ ℓσ1
p1 (A) ⊂ ℓσ1

∞(A). Together with (A.8),

(A.11), and the definition of generalized interpolation, we have

ℓφ(σ0,σ1)
q (A) ⊆ (ℓσ0

1 (A), ℓσ0
1 (A))φ,q

⊂ (ℓσ0
p0 (A), ℓ

σ0
p1 (A))φ,q

⊆ (ℓσ0
∞(A), ℓσ0

∞ (A))φ,q ⊆ ℓφ(σ0,σ1)
q (A).

(A.22)

The proposition is proved. �

APPENDIX B. EXTENSTIONS FROM (0, T ) TO R+

In this section, we provide suitable extensions of κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ andw◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )) (i.e. w◦

satisfies (B.8)) to functions defined on R+. To prove the existence of such extensions (Proposition

B.4), we need the following lemmas.

Lemma B.1. Let κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ be a function satisfying

s◦κ◦(λ) := sup
0<t<(1∧λ−1)T

κ◦(λt)

κ◦(t)
<∞ ∀λ ∈ (0,∞). (B.1)

If we put

κ(t) :=




κ◦(t) for 0 < t < T,

inf
r<T

κ◦(r)s◦κ◦(t/r) for t ≥ T,
(B.2)

then

s◦κ◦(λ) = sκ(λ)

(
:= sup

t>0

κ(λt)

κ(t)

)
∀λ ∈ (0,∞). (B.3)

In addition, if κ◦ is decreasing on (0, T ), then κ is also decreasing on R+.

Proof. Clearly, s◦κ◦(λ) ≤ sκ(λ). Thus, to prove (B.3), we only need to show that for any t, λ > 0,

κ(λt) ≤ κ(t)s◦κ◦(λ). (B.4)
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Note that if s < T , then for any λ > 0,

κ(λs) ≤ κ◦(s)s◦κ◦(λ). (B.5)

• Case 1. t < T .

In this case, (B.4) follows immediately from (B.5).

• Case 2. t ≥ T .

We first claim that for any a, b > 0,

s◦κ◦(ab) ≤ s◦κ◦(a)s◦κ◦(b). (B.6)

Without loss of generality, we assume that a ≥ 1 or 0 < b ≤ 1. Let 0 < s < T and 0 < abs < T .

Then the assumption for a and b implies that 0 < bs < T . Therefore we have

κ◦(abs)

κ◦(s)
=
κ◦(abs)

κ◦(bs)
·
κ◦(bs)

κ◦(s)
≤ s◦κ◦(a)s◦κ◦(b) ,

which implies (B.6). Due to (B.5) and (B.6), we obtain that for any 0 < r < T ,

κ(λt) = κ(r · (λt/r)) ≤ κ◦(r)s◦κ◦

(
λt

r

)
≤ κ◦(r)s◦κ◦

(
t

r

)
· s◦κ◦(λ).

By taking the infimum for 0 < r < T , we have

κ(λt) ≤ κ(t)s◦κ◦(λ).

Therefore (B.4) is proved, thus (B.3) is also.

Next, we prove the second assertion. To observe that s◦κ◦ is decreasing, let 0 < λ1 < λ2 < ∞.

Then for any t ∈ (0, T ) satisfying 0 < λ2t < T , by (B.5),

κ◦(λ2t) ≤ κ◦(λ1t) ≤ s◦κ◦(λ1)κ
◦(t).

This implies that s◦κ◦ is decreasing on R+. Since s◦κ◦ is decreasing on R+,

κ(t) ≤ κ◦(s)s◦κ◦(t/s) ≤ κ◦(s)s◦κ◦(1) = κ(s) , 0 < s ≤ t <∞.

Therefore, κ is decreasing on R+. The lemma is proved. �

With the help of Lemma B.1, the following proposition allows us to find an extension κ : R+ →
R+ of κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ such that κ ∈ Io(−1, 0).

Lemma B.2. Let κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ be a right-continuous decreasing function. The following are

equivalent.

(i) There exists a right-continuous extension κ : R+ → R+ of κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ such that

κ ∈ Io(−1, 0),

κ(t) = κ◦(t) ∀t ∈ (0, T ) and sκ(λ) ≃ s◦κ◦(λ) ∀λ ∈ (0,∞).

(ii) There exists ε ∈ (0, 1) such that

λ−1+ε .
κ◦(λt)

κ◦(t)
. λ−ε ∀λ ∈ [1,∞), 0 < t ≤ λt < T. (B.7)

Proof. Suppose (i) holds. Then due to Lemma 2.3-(vi), (B.7) holds. Conversely, if (B.7) holds,

then since κ◦ satisfies (B.1), by Lemma B.1, the extension κ (defined in (B.2)) exists satisfying

(B.3). There is no guarantee that the extension κ of κ◦ in (B.2) is right-continuous on [T,∞). For

the right continuity, we put

κ r.c.(t) := lim
sցt

κ(s) = lim
λր1

κ(t/λ).

Then κ r.c. is right-continuous, decreasing and an extension of κ◦. Moreover, we have
(
lim
λր1

sκ(λ)

)−1

κ(t) ≤ κ r.c.(t) ≤ κ(t),
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(note that limλր1 sκ(λ) <∞) which implies that

sκr.c. ≃ sκ = s◦κ◦ .

This implies that for 0 < λ < 1,

sκr.c.(λ)

λ−1
=
s◦κ◦(λ)

λ−1
. λε,

thus sκr.c.(λ) = o(λ−1) as λ → 0. Similarly, sκr.c.(λ) = o(1) as λ → ∞. Therefore, κr.c. ∈
Io(−1, 0). The lemma is proved. �

We recall the definition and properties of Ap ((0, T )). For p ∈ (1,∞), by Ap ((0, T )) we denote

the set of all locally integrable function w◦ : (0, T ) → (0,∞] satisfying

sup
0≤a<b≤T

(
1

b− a

ˆ b

a

w◦(t) dt

)(
1

b− a

ˆ b

a

w◦(t)−
1
p−1 dt

)p−1

<∞. (B.8)

By A1 ((0, T )) we denote the set of all locally integrable function w◦ : (0, T ) → (0,∞] satisfying

M(w◦
1(0,T )) . w on (0, T ),

where M is the maximal operator defined in Definition 4.4. The following properties are introduced

in [15, Propositions 2.9, 2.10 and Lemma 2.12].

(1) For p ≥ 1, if w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )), then there exists γ0 > 0 such that for any γ ∈ (0, γ0),
(w◦)1+γ ∈ Ap ((0, T )).

(2) For p ∈ (1,∞), w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )) if and only if there exists v1, v2 ∈ A1 ((0, T )) such that

w◦ = v1 v
1−p
2 .

(3) For f ∈ L1,loc ((0, T )), if 0 < M(f1(0,T )) < ∞ a.e. on R, then for any ε ∈ (0, 1),(
M
(
f1(0,T )

))ε
∈ A1 ((0, T )).

Indeed, the ’if’ part in the second property is not provided in [15, Propositions 2.9], but it follows

from direct calculations. Obviously, the above properties also hold even for R instead of (0, T ) (see

[11, Chapter 9]).

Lemma B.3. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )). Then for any small enough ε > 0, there exists

wε ∈ Ap = Ap(R) such that

wε = w◦ on (0, T ) and wε(t) ≃ |t|−1+ε if |t| ≥ T + 1.

Proof. We use the aforementioned properties of Ap ((0, T )) (properties (1)–(3) right above this

lemma).

Since w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )), there exists γ0 such that (w◦)1+γ ∈ Ap ((0, T )) for any γ ∈ (0, γ0).
Then for any γ ∈ (0, γ0), there exists v1, v2 ∈ A1 ((0, T )) such that

(w◦)1+γ = v1 v
1−p
2 . (B.9)

Direct calculation implies that

M(v1) ≃ v1 on (0, T ) and M(v1)(t) . |t|−1 if |t| ≥ T + 1 , (B.10)

In addition, we obtain that for v2 := v21(0,T ) + 1R\(0,T ),

M(v2) ≃ v2 on (0, T ) and M(v2) ≃ 1 on (T + 1,∞). (B.11)

Here, the first inequality is due to the fact that if t ∈ (0, T ), then

M
(
v2
)
(t) ≤ M

(
v21(0,T )

)
(t) + 1 . M

(
v21(0,T )

)
(t) +

1

T

ˆ T

0

v2(s) ds . M
(
v2
)
(t).
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The second inequality is due to that if |t| ≥ T + 1 and a ≤ t ≤ b, then

1

b− a

ˆ b

a

v2(s) ds ≤
1

b− a

ˆ b

a

v2(s)1(0,T ) ds+ 1 .

ˆ T

0

v2(s) ds+ 1 . 1.

In addition, one can observe thatM(v1) andM(v2) are finite almost everywhere, so thatM(v1)
1/(1+γ)

and M(v2)
1/(1+γ) are A1(R)-weights (see [11, Theorem 9.2.7]).

Let ε < γ0
1+γ0

and put γ := ε
1+ε < γ0, so that 1/(1 + γ) = 1 − ε. For this γ and v1, v2 in the

above, we set

Wε :=
[
M (v1) (M (v2))

1−p
]1−ε

= M (v1)
1−ε

[
M (v2)

1−ε
]1−p

.

Then Wε ∈ Ap(R), since M(v1)
1/(1+γ), M(v2)

1/(1+γ) ∈ A1(R). Moreover,

Wε ≃ w◦ on (0, T ) and Wε(t) ≃ t−1+ε if |t| ≥ T + 1 ,

due to (B.9), (B.10), and (B.11). By taking

wε = w◦
1(0,T ) +Wε1R\(0,T ),

the lemma is proved.

�

Since we assume thatX0 ⊂ X1 in Section 5, the explicit form of the extended function (W ◦ κ∗) (t)
in the following proposition for large t is not used in proving Theorem 5.3, and W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p)
is sufficient.

Proposition B.4. Let p ∈ (1,∞), w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )) and κ◦ : (0, T ) → R+ be a right-continuous

decreasing function such that

λ−1+ε .
κ◦(λt)

κ◦(t)
. λ−ε, ∀ 0 < t ≤ λt < T (B.12)

and

λδ .
W ◦
(
κ◦∗(λt)

)

W ◦
(
κ◦∗(t)

) . λp−δ, ∀ 0 < t < λt <
1

κ(T )
(B.13)

for some ε, δ > 0, where

W ◦(t) :=

ˆ t

0

w(s) ds and κ◦∗(t) :=
(
κ◦1(0,T )

)∗
(t) :=

(
κ◦1(0,T )

)
(1/t).

Then there are extensions w ∈ Ap(R) and κ ∈ Io(−1, 0) of w◦ and of κ◦ such that κ is right-

continuous and decreasing, and W ◦ κ∗ ∈ Io(0, p), where W (t) :=
´ t

0 w(s) ds.

Proof. Due to Lemma B.2, there exists an extension of κ◦, denoted by κ. Note that κ ∈ I(−1 +
ε,−ε) by definition of the class I(−1 + ε,−ε) and the assumption (B.12) (and (B.3)). For this κ,

let φ(λ) := λ
´∞

0
e−λtκ(t) dt which is well-defined. Due to Proposition 2.8 and Remark 2.9,

φ(λ) ≃ κ(λ−1) and ψ(λ) :=
1

φ−1(1/λ)
≃ κ∗(λ) for all λ > 0 , (B.14)

which implies that φ ∈ I(ε, 1 − ε), and therefore ψ ∈ I( 1
1−ε ,

1
ε ). In addition, from (B.13) and

(B.14), one can observe that there exists small enough c0 > 0 such that

λδ .
W ◦ (ψ (λt))

W ◦ (ψ (t))
. λp−δ for all 0 < t ≤ λt < c0. (B.15)

On the other hand, since w◦ ∈ Ap ((0, T )), there exists ε′ > 0 such that

λε
′

.
W ◦(λt)

W ◦(t)
. λp−ε

′

, ∀ 0 < t < λt < T.
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We can take ε′ to be small enough such that ε′ < εδ/2 and then by applying Proposition B.3 for this

ε′ (instead of ε), we have an extension w = wε′ ∈ Ap(R) of w◦ such that

W (t) ≃ |t|ε
′

if t ≥ T + 1.

Since ψ ≃ κ∗ andW ∈ Io(0, p) and due to Lemma 2.3-(vi), the proof is completed if we prove that

for some ε > 0,

λε .
W (ψ (λt))

W (ψ (λt))
. λp−ε for all 0 < t ≤ λt <∞.

If 0 < t ≤ λt ≤ c0, there is nothing to prove because of (B.15). If 0 < t ≤ c0 ≤ λt, then

W (ψ (λt))

W (ψ (t))
≃

(ψ (λt))
ε′

W ◦ (ψ (t))

so that

λε
′/(1−ε) .

(ψ (λt))
ε′

(ψ (t))ε
′

.
W (ψ (λt))

W (ψ (t))
.

(λt)ε
′/ε

tp−δ
. λp−δ/2 , (B.16)

where the last inequality is due to 1/λ . t . 1 and ε′ < εδ/2. If c0 ≤ t ≤ λt, then

λε
′/(1−ε) .

W (ψ (λt))

W (ψ (t))
≃

(ψ (λt))
ε′

(ψ (t))
ε′

. λδ/2, (B.17)

where the last inequality is due to ε′ < εδ/2 and λ ≥ 1. Consequently, due to (B.15)–(B.17), we

have W ◦ ψ ∈ Io(0, p), and the proof is completed. �
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[22] PRÜSS, J. Maximal regularity for abstract parabolic problems with inhomogeneous boundary data in Lp-spaces. Math.

Bohem. 127, 2 (2002), 311–327.

[23] SATO, K.-I. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions, vol. 68 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathe-

matics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999. Translated from the 1990 Japanese original, Revised by the

author.
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