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A NEW APPROACH TO WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

DJAMEL EDDINE KEBICHE

Abstract. We present in this paper a new way to define weighted Sobolev
spaces when the weight functions are arbitrary small. This new approach
can replace the old one consisting in modifying the domain by removing the
set of points where at least one of the weight functions is very small. The
basic idea is to replace the distributional derivative with a new notion of weak
derivative. In this way, non-locally integrable functions can be considered in
these spaces. Indeed, assumptions under which a degenerate elliptic partial
differential equation has a unique non-locally integrable solution are given.
Tools like a Poincaré inequality and a trace operator are developed, and density
results of smooth functions are established.

1. Introduction

By a weight function u : Ω −→ R we mean a locally integrable function which is
non-negative almost everywhere in Ω. For p ∈ [1,∞), Lp(Ω, u) denotes the space
of all functions f : Ω −→ R satisfying fu1/p ∈ Lp(Ω). Let m ∈ N and consider
a collection S := {uα}α∈πm

(πm := {α ∈ N
d | |α| ≤ m}) of weight functions on

Ω. The weighted Sobolev space Wm,p(Ω, S) is defined as the space of all functions
f ∈ Lp(Ω, u) ∩ L1

loc(Ω) such that their distributional derivative are elements of
Lp(Ω, uα) ∩ L1

loc(Ω). The space Wm,p(Ω, S) is equipped with the norm

∀f ∈Wm,p(Ω, S) : ||f ||Wm,p(Ω,S) :=





∑

|α|≤m

||u1/pα Dαf ||pLp





1/p

.

A sufficient condition for the space Wm,p(Ω, S) to be a Banach space is

∀α ∈ πm : u−1
α ∈ L

1
p−1

loc (Ω) (1.1)

(see Thm. 1.11 of [5]). Indeed, the assumption (1.1) implies that for all α ∈ πm,
the space Lp(Ω, uα) is continuously embedded into L1

loc(Ω), and the functional
Wm,p(Ω, S) −→ R, f −→

´

Ω
f∂αϕdx (ϕ ∈ D(Ω)) is continuous, a crucial property

used in the proof of the completeness of the space Wm,p(Ω, S) (see Remark 1.8
of [5]). However, when (1.1) is violated, the weighted Sobolev space Wm,p(Ω, S)
is not necessary a Banach space (see Example 1.12 of [5]). This is because, when
(1.1) is violated, the latter functionals are, in general, no longer continuous. The
existing remedy consists in replacing the set Ω with a smaller one so that the

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46E35, 35J70, 35A23.
Key words and phrases. Weighted Sobolev spaces, degenerate elliptic PDEs, Poincaré inequal-
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2 DJAMEL EDDINE KEBICHE

property (1.1) holds. More precisely, the new set, which will be denoted by Ω∗
S , is

defined by Ω∗
S := Ω\∪α∈πm

P (uα) where P (uα) is the set of points x ∈ Ω for which

u−1
α 6∈ L

1
p−1 (Ω∩U) for all neighborhood U of x. The set B := ∪α∈πm

P (uα) is closed
(and hence Ω∗

S is open) and Lebesgue negligible. Moreover, property (1.1) holds
when Ω is replaced with Ω∗

S and hence the weighted Sobolev space Wm,p(Ω∗
S , S)

is a Banach space (see Sec. 3 of [5] for more details). However, the disadvantage
of this remedy is a modification of the domain. As a consequence, the convexity
might be lost and the boundary of Ω is changed.

The alternative we present in this paper consists in replacing the notion of dis-
tributional derivative with a new notion of weak derivative, called weak derivative
in the sense of L1

v,loc(Ω) (v being a Cm(Ω) function). It consists in replacing the

space of test functions, which is Cm
c (Ω∗

S) in the case of Wm,p(Ω∗
S , S), with a larger

one whose elements do not necessary vanish near the set B (see Def. 4). When the
function v is well chosen, i.e. Ω∗

S = Ω∗
|v|mp+p := Ω\P (|v|mp+p), the two notions of

derivative coincide (see Prop. 7).
In Sec. 5, several density results of smooth functions in weighted Sobolev spaces

are proved. In Sec. 6, we give sufficient conditions under which (continuous) trace
operators can be defined. A Poincaré inequality is established in Sec. 8. In the last
section, we deal with degenerate elliptic linear partial differential equations, where
in particular we give assumptions under which a solution is not locally integrable.

2. The weighted Lebesgue space Lp
w(Ω)

Throughout this paper, a weight function u : Ω −→ R is a locally integrable
function, which is positive a.e. in Ω. The set of all the weight functions on Ω is
denoted by W (Ω).

We now give a definition of weighted Lebesgue spaces (using notations slightly
different from the classical ones)

Definition 1. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), and let w be such that
|w|p ∈ W (Ω) (in the sequel we write simply w ∈ Ep(Ω)). We define the weighted
Lebesgue space Lp

w(Ω) as the space of measurable functions f on Ω such that
fw ∈ Lp(Ω). This space will be equipped with the norm || · ||Lp

w
defined by

∀f ∈ Lp
w(Ω) : ||f ||Lp

w(Ω) := ||fw||Lp(Ω). (2.1)

The space L2
w(Ω) is equipped with the scalar product (·, ·)L2

w
defined by

∀f, g ∈ L2
w(Ω) : (f, g)L2

w
:= (wf,wg)L2 (2.2)

where (·, ·)L2 is the usual scalar product of the space L2(Ω).

Moreover, we write f ∈ Lp
w,loc(Ω) if f ∈ Lp

w(K) for all K ⋐ Ω.

If we denote by Lp(Ω, u) the weighted Lebesgue space with the weight function
u, then we clearly have

Lp
w(Ω) = Lp(Ω, |w|p).

The reason for using w instead of the weight function |w|p is purely for notational
reason.

The following theorem is well known (see e.g. Thm. III. 6.6 of [2]).

Theorem 2. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, w ∈ Ep(Ω), and p ∈ [1,∞). Then, the
space Lp

w(Ω) equipped with the norm (2.1) is a Banach space (Hilbert space when
p = 2).
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Let S be the Schwartz space. For a fixed non-null polynomial P we set

SP = {ψ ∈ S : ψ = Pϕ, ϕ ∈ S}
which is a linear subspace of S equipped with the sequence (|| · ||k) of semi norms of
S. Having denoted by S ′

P the dual space of SP , we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3. Let P be a non-null polynomial function and let p ∈ [1,∞). Then,
any element f ∈ Lp

P (R
d) defines an element of S ′

P in following way

∀ψ ∈ SP : 〈f, ψ〉S′
P
,SP

:=

ˆ

Rd

f(x)ψ(x) dx.

Proof. Let f ∈ Lp
P (R

d), ψ ∈ SP and pick ϕ so that ψ = Pϕ. By Hölder’s inequality
we have

∣

∣〈f, ψ〉S′
P
,SP

∣

∣ ≤
ˆ

Rd

|f(x)P (x)ϕ(x)| dx ≤ ||f ||Lp

P
||ϕ||Lp′ ≤ C||f ||Lp

P
||ϕ||k

for some k ∈ N and C > 0 that depend only on d and p, where p′ is the conjugate
exponent of p. By Thm. 1 of [4], the linear continuous multiplication map MP :
S −→ SP defined by MPϕ = Pϕ has a continuous inverse M−1

P : SP −→ S. It
follows that

∃C′ > 0 ∃k′ ∈ N ∀ψ ∈ SP :
∣

∣〈f, ψ〉S′
P
,SP

∣

∣ ≤ C′||f ||Lp

P
||ψ||k′

which completes the proof. �

3. The weak derivative in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω)

Let w ∈ Ep(Ω). When w is arbitrary small, elements of Lp
w(Ω) are not neces-

sary locally integrable over Ω, and hence the notion of distributional derivative to
elements of Lp

w(Ω) is not well defined in general. The existing remedy is to replace
Ω with Ω∗

|w|p := Ω\P (|w|p) where P (|w|p) is the set of points x ∈ Ω for which

|w|−p 6∈ L
1

p−1 (Ω ∩ U)

for all neighborhood U of x. The set P (|w|p) is closed and Lebesgue negligible.
Moreover, Lp

w(Ω) ⊆ L1
loc(Ω

∗
|w|p) with continuous embedding (see Sec. 3 of [5] for

more details). Hence, the notion of weak derivative in the sense of L1
loc(Ω

∗
|w|p) is

well defined on the space Lp
w(Ω). However, note that with this weak derivative, we

are allowed to take only test functions having a compact support in Ω∗
|w|p .

The main aim of this section is to present a new notion of weak derivative where
the test functions are not necessary equal to 0 near the set P (|w|p) as it is the case
for the weak derivative in the sense of L1

loc(Ω
∗
|w|p).

Definition 4. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, α ∈ Nd with |α| 6= 0, p ∈ [1,∞),
w ∈ Ep(Ω), and v ∈ C|α|,∗(Ω) (i.e. v ∈ C|α|(Ω) and v 6= 0 a.e. in Ω) be a map
satisfying

∀K ⋐ Ω ∃C > 0 : |v| ≤ C|w| a.e. in K. (3.1)

We say that f ∈ L1
w,loc(Ω) is α-weakly differentiable in the sense of L1

v,loc(Ω) if

there exists an element of L1
v|α|+1,loc

(Ω) denoted by Dα
v f satisfying

∀ϕ ∈ D(Ω) :

ˆ

Ω

f∂α(v|α|+1ϕ) dx = (−1)|α|
ˆ

Ω

v|α|+1ϕDα
v f dx. (3.2)
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In the sequel, for some given f ∈ L1
w,loc(Ω), we will frequently write ∃Dα

v f to say

that the α-weak derivative of f in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω) exists (and hence belongs

to L1
v|α|+1,loc

(Ω)).

Remark 5. Let Ω, α, p, w, v be as in the previous definition.

(i) The weak derivative in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω) (when it exists) is unique. The

proof is identical to the proof of the uniqueness of the weak derivative in the
sense of L1

loc(Ω).
(ii) Take α with |α| = 1 and let f ∈ Lp

w(Ω). Assume that ∃Dα
v f ∈ Lp

v2(Ω), and

that f∂α(v2), v2f ∈ Lp(Ω), e.g. Ω is bounded and ∇v ∈ L∞(Ω), then (3.2)
yields

∀ϕ ∈ D(Ω) :

ˆ

Ω

(

f∂α(v2) + v2Dα
v f
)

ϕdx = −
ˆ

Ω

v2f∂αϕdx

which implies that v2f is α-weakly differentiable in the sense of L1
loc(Ω) (or

simply ∃Dα(v2f)) and Dα(v2f) = f∂α(v2)+ v2Dα
v f ∈ Lp(Ω). Consequently,

if we assume that the above conditions hold for all α ∈ Nd with |α| = 1 we
get that v2f ∈W 1,p(Ω).

(iii) One can show that for any ϕ ∈ D(Ω), there exists a compactly supported
continuous function hα on Ω such that ∂α(v|α|+1ϕ) = vhα. By (3.1) we have
|∂α(v|α|+1ϕ)| ≤ C|w|hα a.e. on K := supp(ϕ). It follows that

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

f∂α(v|α|+1ϕ) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||f ||Lp
w(Ω)||hα||L∞(K).

Hence, the left hand side of (3.2) is always finite. Moreover, for any test func-
tion ϕ, the functional Lp

w(Ω) −→ C, f −→
´

Ω f∂
α(v|α|+1ϕ) dx is continuous.

This property will be used to prove the completeness of the spaces Wm,p
V,v (Ω)

defined below.
(iv) By density of D(Ω) in C|α|

c (Ω), we can equally well use the space C|α|
c (Ω)

instead of the space D(Ω) in (3.2). This is because using (3.1) we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

f∂α(v|α|+1ϕ) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||fw||L1(K)

∑

0≤β≤α

Cβ ||gβ ||L∞(K)||∂βϕ||L∞(K),

where K is the support of ϕ, gβ is a continuous function that depends on v,
α and β.

(v) In case w ∈ C|α|(Ω) we can simply choose v = w.
(vi) The case w ≡ 1 can be considered since (3.1) trivially holds.

Example 6. Let f(x) = 1/x2 ∈ L2
x2(−1, 1). Then, ∃Dx2f = −2x−3 ∈ L2

x3(−1, 1).

Now, we compare the notion of weak derivative in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω) with

the notion of the weak derivative in the sense of L1
loc.

If m, k ∈ N are such that k < m, then πk
m := πm\πk. More generally, if α ∈ Nd,

then πα is the set of multi-indices β ∈ N
d such that β ≤ α (i.e. βi ≤ αi for all i).

If λ ∈ Nd is such that λ < α (i.e. λ ≤ α with λj < αj for some j), then πλ
α denotes

the set πα\πλ.
The relation between the week derivative in the sense of L1

loc and the weak
derivative in the sense of L1

v,loc(Ω) is given in the next proposition.

Proposition 7. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, α ∈ Nd with |α| 6= 0, p ∈ [1,∞),
w ∈ Ep(Ω), v ∈ C|α|,∗(Ω) be a map satisfying (3.1).
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(i) Let f ∈ L1
loc(Ω)(= L1

w,loc(Ω) with w ≡ 1). If ∃Dαf ∈ L1
loc(Ω) then ∃Dα

v f
and Dαf = Dα

v f .
(ii) Let f ∈ Lp

w,loc(Ω). Then, f is α-weakly differentiable in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω)

with Dα
v f ∈ Lp

v|α|+1,loc
(Ω) if and only if its α-weak derivative in the sense

of L1
loc(Ω

∗
|v|p|α|+p), denoted by Dαf , exists and belongs to Lp

v|α|+1,loc
(Ω). In

particular, we have Dα
v f = Dαf a.e. in Ω∗

|v|p|α|+p.

Proof. (i): Recall that, by density of D(Ω) in the space C|α|
c (Ω), we can replace the

space D(Ω) in the definition of the weak derivative in the sense of L1
loc(Ω) with the

space C|α|
c (Ω). Hence, it suffices to use the definition of the weak derivative in the

sense of L1
loc(Ω) with the test function ϕv|α|+1 ∈ C|α|

c (Ω) instead of ϕ ∈ D(Ω).
(ii): Assume that f is α-weakly differentiable in the sense of L1

v,loc(Ω) with

Dα
v f ∈ Lp

v|α|+1,loc
(Ω). Let η ∈ C∞(R) be such that

η ≡ 1 on [−1, 1]
c
, η ≡ 0 on

[

−1

2
,
1

2

]

, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1,

and for all n ∈ N, set χn := ηn ◦ v, where ηn(·) := η(n·). Setting
∀n ∈ N : Mn := {x ∈ Ω | |v(x)| ≤ 1/n}

Clearly χn ∈ C|α|(Ω), and

∀n ∈ N : χn ≡ 1 on M c
n, χn ≡ 0 on M2n, and 0 ≤ χn ≤ 1 (3.3)

where M c
n is the complementary (within Ω) of Mn. For any ϕ ∈ D(Ω∗

|v|p|α|+p), we

are allowed to use (3.2) with χnϕv
−|α|−1 ∈ C|α|

c (Ω∗
|v|p|α|+p) (see (iv) of Rem. 5).

Thus, we obtain

∑

0≤β≤α

(

α

β

)
ˆ

Ω

f∂βχn∂
α−βϕdx = (−1)|α|

ˆ

Ω

χnϕD
α
v f dx.

By the continuous inclusions Lp
w,loc(Ω) ⊆ Lp

v,loc(Ω) ⊆ Lp

v|α|+1,loc
(Ω) ⊆ L1

loc(Ω
∗
vp|α|+p)

(the first inclusion follows from (3.1), and the latter inclusion follows from Thm. 1.5
of [5]) f , Dα

v f ∈ L1
loc(Ω

∗
|v|p|α|+p). Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,

we have that
ˆ

Ω

χnϕD
α
v f dx. −→

ˆ

Ω

ϕDα
v f dx and

ˆ

Ω

fχn∂
αϕdx −→

ˆ

Ω

f∂αϕdx.

Left to show that

∀β ∈ π0
α :

ˆ

Ω

f∂β(χn)∂
α−βϕdx −→ 0. (3.4)

Fix β ∈ π0
α. Note that ∂βχn → 0 pointwise a.e. in Ω. On the other hand, the Faà

di Bruno formula ([7]) gives

∂βχn(x) =

|β|
∑

k=1

nk|{π ∈ Π
∣

∣ |π| = k}|η(k)(nv(x))
∑

π∈Π,|π|=k

∏

B∈π

∂|B|v
∏

j∈B ∂xj

where

• π runs through the set Π of all partitions of the set A of non-null indices
of β with multiplicity e.g. if β = (2, 3, 0, 1) then A := {1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 4}
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• “B ∈ π” means the variable B runs through the list of all of the "blocks"
of the partition π, and

• |A| denotes the cardinality of the set A (so that |π| is the number of blocks
in the partition π and |B| is the size of the block B).

By construction, ∂βχn(x) = 0 for all x ∈M c
n∪M2n. Let now x ∈Mn∩M c

2n. Since
v ∈ C|α|(Ω), we have that

∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N ∀x ∈ supp(ϕ) ∩Mn ∩M c
2n : |∂βχn(x)| ≤ Cn|β|,

and hence

∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N ∀x ∈ supp(ϕ) ∩Mn ∩M c
2n : |v|α|∂βχn(x)| ≤ Cn|β|−|α| ≤ C.

It follows that

∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N :
∣

∣f∂β(χn)∂
α−βϕ

∣

∣ ≤ C
∣

∣

∣v−|α|f∂α−βϕ
∣

∣

∣ a.e. in Ω.

Since f ∈ Lp
v,loc(Ω) (by (3.1)) and v−|α|−1 ∈ L

p

p−1

loc (Ω∗
|v|p|α|+p) (which follows from

the definition of the set Ω∗
|v|p|α|+p), Hölder’s inequality implies that v−|α|f∂α−βϕ ∈

L1(Ω). Therefore, (3.4) is now a consequence of the dominated convergence theo-
rem.

Assume now that f is α-weakly differentiable in the sense of L1
loc(Ω

∗
|v|p|α|+p) with

Dαf ∈ Lp

v|α|+1,loc
(Ω). Let χn be defined as above. Since χnv

|α|+1ϕ ∈ C|α|
c (Ω∗

vp|α|+p),

we have

∑

0≤β≤α

(

α

β

)
ˆ

Ω

f∂β(χn)∂
α−β(v|α|+1ϕ) dx =

ˆ

Ω

f∂α(v|α|+1χnϕ) dx = (−1)|α|
ˆ

Ω

v|α|+1χnϕD
αf dx. (3.5)

One can easily show by induction that

∀β ∈ πα ∃gβ ∈ C|β|
c (Ω) : ∂α−β(v|α|+1ϕ) = v|β|+1gβ. (3.6)

As shown above, it is easy to see that

∀β ∈ πα ∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N :
∣

∣

∣
f∂α−β(v|α|+1ϕ)∂βχn

∣

∣

∣
≤ C|fvgβ |

By the dominated convergence theorem (taking the limit in (3.5)) we get
ˆ

Ω

f∂α(v|α|+1ϕ) dx = (−1)|α|
ˆ

Ω

v|α|+1ϕDαf dx,

which completes the proof. �

4. The weighted Sobolev space Wm,p
V,v (Ω)

If V := {wα}α∈πm
is a collection of elements of Ep(Ω), then the function w0

(0 ∈ Nd) will be simply denoted by w.

Definition 8. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), m ∈ N, and V := {wα}α∈πm

be a collection of elements of Ep(Ω), v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω) be a map satisfying (3.1). We set

Wm,p
V,v (Ω) := {f ∈ Lp

w(Ω) | ∀α ∈ π0
m : ∃Dα

v f ∈ Lp
wα

(Ω)}.
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This space is equipped with the norm

∀f ∈ Wm,p
V,v (Ω) : ||f ||Wm,p

V,v
:=





∑

|α|≤m

||Dα
v f ||pLp

wα





1/p

.

When p = 2, the space Wm,2
V,v (Ω) will be denoted by Hm

V,v(Ω) and its norm is
generated by the scalar product

∀f, g ∈ Hm
V,v(Ω) : (f, g)Hm

V,v
:=

∑

|α|≤m

(Dα
v f,D

α
v g)L2

wα
.

We now prove that the space Wm,p
V,v (Ω) is Cauchy complete.

Theorem 9. Let Ω ⊆ R
d be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), m ∈ N, and let V := {wα}α∈πm

be a collection of elements of Ep(Ω), and v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω). Assume that

∀α ∈ πm ∀K ⋐ Ω ∃CK : |v(x)||α|+1 ≤ CK |wα(x)| a.e. in K. (4.1)

Then, the space Wm,p
V,v (Ω) is Cauchy complete.

Proof. Let (fn) be a Cauchy sequence of Wm,p
V,v (Ω). By definition, for all α ∈ πm,

the sequence (Dα
v fn) is a Cauchy sequence of Lp

wα
(Ω). By completeness of Lp

wα
(Ω)

(see Thm. 2) there exists a unique fα ∈ Lp
wα

(Ω) limit of the sequence (Dα
v fn) in

Lp
wα

(Ω). Set f := f0. We shall prove that f is weakly differentiable in the sense of

L1
v,loc(Ω) with D

α
v f = fα for all α ∈ π0

m. Indeed, by assumption we have

∀ϕ ∈ D(Ω) :

ˆ

Ω

fn∂
α
(

v|α|+1ϕ
)

dx = (−1)|α|
ˆ

Ω

ϕv|α|+1Dα
v fn dx. (4.2)

We have limn→∞

´

Ω
fn∂

α
(

v|α|+1ϕ
)

dx =
´

Ω
f∂α

(

v|α|+1ϕ
)

dx by (iii) of Rem. 5.
On the other hand, (4.1) implies that
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

(Dα
v fn)v

|α|+1ϕdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Csupp(ϕ)

ˆ

Ω

|(Dα
v fn)wαϕ| dx ≤ Csupp(ϕ)||Dα

v fn||Lp
wα

||ϕ||Lq

where q is the conjugate exponent of p, which implies that the right hand side of
(4.2) converges to (−1)|α|

´

Ω ϕv
|α|+1fα dx when n→ ∞. It follows that

∀ϕ ∈ D(Ω) :

ˆ

Ω

f∂α
(

v|α|+1ϕ
)

dx = (−1)|α|
ˆ

Ω

ϕv|α|+1fα dx

which proves that ∃Dα
v f = fα ∈ Lp

wα
(Ω) ⊆ L1

v|α|+1,loc
(Ω) (where the last inclusion

follows from (4.1)), and hence f ∈ Wm,p
V,v (Ω). Therefore, the sequence (fn) converges

to f in Wm,p
V,v (Ω), and the proof is completed. �

Remark 10. If wα = |v|σ for some σ ∈ (0, |α|+1) then (4.1) holds. This is because
|v||α|+1−σ is bounded on any compact subset of Ω.

We now compare the new approach of weighted Sobolev spaces presented in this
paper with the classical one.

Let V := {wα}α∈πm
be a collection of elements of Ep(Ω), and let S := {uα}α∈πm

where uα = |wα|p ∈W (Ω). We recall that the weighted Sobolev space Wm,p(Ω, S)
is defined as the space of all functions f ∈ Lp(Ω, u) ∩ L1

loc(Ω) such that their
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distributional derivative are elements of Lp(Ω, uα)∩L1
loc(Ω). The spaceW

m,p(Ω, S)
is equipped with the norm

∀f ∈Wm,p(Ω, S) : ||f ||Wm,p(Ω,S) :=





∑

|α|≤m

||u1/pα Dαf ||pLp





1/p

.

In order to guarantee the Cauchy completeness of Wm,p(Ω, S) we assume that

∀α ∈ πm : u−1
α ∈ L

1
p−1

loc (Ω) (4.3)

(see Thm. 1.11 of [5]). However, when (4.3) is violated, the weighted Sobolev
space Wm,p(Ω, S) is not necessarily a Banach space (see Example 1.12 of [5]).
Indeed, the “bad” set which may cause the non-completeness of Wm,p(Ω, S) is
the set B := ∪α∈πm

P (uα) where P (uα) is the set of points x ∈ Ω for which

u−1
α 6∈ L

1
p−1 (Ω ∩ U) for all neighborhood U of x. The existing remedy is to define

the space Wm,p(Ω, S) as the space Wm,p(Ω∗
S , S) where Ω∗

S := Ω\B. It is shown
that the set B is closed (and hence Ω∗

S is open) and Lebesgue negligible. Moreover,
assumption (4.3) holds if we replace Ω with Ω∗

S . Therefore, the weighted Sobolev
space Wm,p(Ω, S)(= Wm,p(Ω∗

S , S)) is now Cauchy complete (see Sec. 3 of [5] for
more details). However, the space of test functions used in the definition of the
distributional derivative is, in general, limited to the space Cm

c (Ω∗
S).

On the other hand, if there exists a Cm,∗(Ω) function v that satisfies (4.1), then,
by assertion (ii) of Prop. 7, we have that

Wm,p(Ω∗
S , S) ⊆Wm,p(Ω∗

|v|pm+p , S) =Wm,p
V,v (Ω). (4.4)

In case Ω∗
S = Ω∗

vpm+p e.g. wα := v|α|+1, the inclusion in (4.4) becomes an equality.
In conclusion, we have the following remark

Remark 11. For a given collection S := {|wα|p}α∈πm
of arbitrarily small weight

functions, the weighted Sobolev space Wm,p(Ω∗
S , S) is a Banach space while the

space Wm,p(Ω, S) in general is not. The price we pay is a modification of the
domain and hence the convexity property might be lost and the boundary of Ω is
modified. If there exists a Cm,∗(Ω) function v satisfying (4.1), then we can consider
the space Wm,p

V,v (Ω) (where V := {wα}α∈πm
) instead of Wm,p(Ω∗

S , S), which is in
general larger. In this case, no modification of the domain is needed and elements
of Wm,p

V,v (Ω) are weakly differentiable in the sense of L1
loc(Ω

∗
|v|mp+p) and in the sense

of L1
v,loc(Ω) but not necessary in the sense of L1

loc(Ω
∗
S). If furthermore, the function

v is well chosen so that Ω∗
S = Ω∗

|v|pm+p , then Wm,p(Ω∗
S , S) =Wm,p

V,v (Ω).

Let m ∈ N and let s : πm −→ R≥0 be a map having the following properties

∀α ∈ πm ∀β ∈ πα : s(α) ≤ |α|, and s(α− β) + s(β) ≤ s(α) (4.5)

A typical example of s is the map | · |. Let v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω), and consider the collection
V = {wα}α∈πm

of elements of Ep(Ω) defined by

∀α ∈ πm : wα := |v|s(α)+1.

Then, clearly (4.1) holds since |α|−s(α) ≥ 0. It follows that the spaceWm,p
s,v (Ω) :=

Wm,p
V,v (Ω) is a Banach space (see Thm. 9).
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Proposition 12. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), m ∈ N, v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω), s :
πm −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Then, the operator Wm,p

s,v (Ω) −→Wm,p
loc (Ω),

f −→ vm+1f is continuous. Moreover

∀f ∈ Wm,p
s,v (Ω)∀α ∈ πm : Dα(vm+1f) =

∑

0≤β≤α

(

α

β

)

Dβ
v f∂

α−βvm+1. (4.6)

In particular, one can replace Wm,p
loc (Ω) with Wm,p(Ω) in case v ∈ Cm

b (Ω).

Proof. Let f ∈ Wm,p
s,v (Ω) and α ∈ πm. For any σ ∈ πα, there exists gσ ∈ Cm−|σ|(Ω)

such that ∂σvm+1 = gσv
m+1−|σ|, which implies that

∀K ⋐ Ω :
∥

∥Dβ
v f∂

α−βvm+1
∥

∥

Lp(K)
≤ C||vm−|α|gα−β||L∞(K)

∥

∥

∥|v|s(β)+1Dβ
v f
∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω)

(4.7)
where we used (4.1) (with wβ = |v|s(β)+1) in the last inequality, which shows that
the right hand side of (4.6) belongs to Lp

loc(Ω) for all α ∈ πm. In case v ∈ Cm
b (Ω),

vm−|α|gα−β ∈ L∞(Ω) and the constant C does not depend on the compact set
K. Thus, (4.7) holds with Ω instead of K. Therefore, the right hand side of (4.6)
belongs to Lp(Ω) for all α ∈ πm. We show now that vm+1f is weakly differentiable
in the sense of L1

loc(Ω) and that the Leibniz formula (4.6) holds. Indeed, we will
prove this by induction. Suppose first that α ∈ π0

1 . Choose ϕ ∈ D(Ω). We have
ˆ

Ω

fvm+1∂αϕdx =

ˆ

Ω

f(∂α(vm+1ϕ)− ϕ∂αvm+1) dx

= −
ˆ

Ω

(vm+1Dα
v f + f∂αvm+1)ϕdx,

where we used (3.2) with the test function ϕvm−|α| ∈ Cm
c (Ω), which proves (4.6)

when α ∈ π0
1 . We assume now that (4.6) holds for all α ∈ π0

l for some l < m.
Choose now α ∈ πl

l+1. Then α = β + γ for some |β| = l and |γ| = 1. Then for ϕ as
above,
ˆ

Ω

fvm+1∂αϕdx = (−1)|β|
ˆ

Ω

Dβ(fvm+1)∂γϕdx

= (−1)|β|
∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

Dσ
v f∂

β−σvm+1∂γϕdx

where we used the induction assumption. Using the equality

∂β−σvm+1∂γϕ = ∂γ(ϕ∂β−σvm+1)− ϕ∂α−σvm+1

we get
ˆ

Ω

fvm+1∂αϕdx = (−1)|β|
∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

Dσ
v f∂

γ(ϕ∂β−σvm+1) dx

+ (−1)|α|
∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

ϕDσ
v f∂

α−σvm+1 dx.

Again, using (3.2) we obtain
ˆ

Ω

Dσ
v f∂

γ(ϕ∂β−σvm+1) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

ϕ∂β−σvm+1Dγ+σ
v f dx
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Thus
ˆ

Ω

fvm+1∂αϕdx = (−1)|α|
∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

ϕ(Dρ
vf∂

α−ρvm+1 +Dσ
v f∂

α−σvm+1) dx,

where ρ = σ + γ. It follows that
ˆ

Ω

fvm+1∂αϕdx = (−1)|α|
∑

0≤σ≤α

(

α

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

ϕ(Dσ
v f∂

α−σvm+1) dx,

since
(

β

σ − γ

)

+

(

β

σ

)

=

(

α

σ

)

,

Therefore, the map Wm,p
s,v (Ω) −→Wm,p

loc (Ω), f −→ vm+1f is well defined and (4.6)
holds. Moreover, the continuity follows from (4.6) and (4.7), which completes the
proof. �

5. Density of smooth functions

In this section, we are interested in finding sufficient conditions under which
smooth functions are dense in weighted Sobolev spaces Wm,p

s,v (Ω).
Let v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω), and let s : πm −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). In order to

prove the density of smooth functions in Wm,p
s,v (Ω), we show first that

∀f ∈Wm,p
s,v (Ω)∀n ∈ N : fχn ∈Wm,p(Ω), (5.1)

where (χn) is the sequence constructed in Prop. 7. After that, we show that the
sequence (fχn) converges to f in Wm,p

s,v (Ω). Then, we use the density results of
smooth functions in Sobolev spaces Wm,p(Ω) to conclude.

Theorem 13. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), m ∈ N, v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω),
s : πm −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Assume that

∀α ∈ π0
m ∃C > 0 ∀x ∈M c

2n ∩Mn : |∂αv(x)| ≤ C. (5.2)

Then, the mappingWm,p
s,v (Ω) −→Wm,p(Ω), f −→ χnf is continuous. In particular,

for any f ∈Wm,p
s,v (Ω) and for all α ∈ π0

m we have

Dα(fχn) =
∑

0≤β≤α

(

α

β

)

Dβ
v f∂

α−βχn. (5.3)

Proof. First note that χn ∈ Cm
b (Ω) i.e. ∂αχn is bounded on Ω for all α ∈ πm. This

is because η
(k)
n ≡ 0 on M2n ∪M c

n for all k 6= 0, and ∂αv is bounded on M c
2n ∩Mn.

Let f ∈Wm,p
s,v (Ω). We show now that Dβ

v f∂
α−βχn ∈ Lp(Ω) for all α ∈ πm and for

all β ∈ πα. Indeed, since supp(χn) ⊆M c
2n we have

||Dβ
v f∂

α−βχn||Lp(Ω) = |||v|−s(β)−1∂α−βχn|v|s(β)+1Dβ
v f ||Lp(Ω)

≤ (2n)s(β)+1||∂α−βχn||L∞(Ω)|||v|s(β)+1Dβ
v f ||Lp(Ω). (5.4)

We claim now that χnf is α-weakly differentiable in the sense of L1
loc(Ω) for all

α ∈ π0
m and that (5.3) holds. Indeed, we will prove this by induction as we did

for (4.6). Suppose first that α ∈ π0
1 . Choose ϕ ∈ D(Ω). Using (3.2) with the test

function ϕχnv
−|α|−1 ∈ Cm

c (Ω) (because χn ≡ 0 on M2n) we get
ˆ

Ω

f∂α(χnϕ) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

χnϕD
α
v f dx.
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It follows that
ˆ

Ω

fχn∂
αϕdx =

ˆ

Ω

f(∂α(χnϕ)− ϕ∂αχn) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

(χnD
α
v f + f∂αχn)ϕdx,

which proves our claim when α ∈ π0
1 . We assume now that (5.3) holds for all α ∈ π0

l

for some l < m. Choose now α ∈ πl
l+1. Then α = β+γ for some |β| = l and |γ| = 1.

Then for ϕ as above,
ˆ

Ω

fχn∂
αϕdx = (−1)|β|

ˆ

Ω

Dβ(fχn)∂
γϕdx

= (−1)|β|
∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

Dσ
v f∂

β−σχn∂
γϕdx

where we used the induction assumption. Using the equality

∂β−σχn∂
γϕ = ∂γ(ϕ∂β−σχn)− ϕ∂α−σχn

we get

ˆ

Ω

fχn∂
αϕdx = (−1)|β|

∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

Dσ
v f∂

γ(ϕ∂β−σχn) dx

+ (−1)|α|
∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

ϕDσ
v f∂

α−σχn dx.

Again, using (3.2) we obtain
ˆ

Ω

Dσ
v f∂

γ(ϕ∂β−σχn) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

ϕ∂β−σχnD
γ+σ
v f dx

Thus
ˆ

Ω

fχn∂
αϕdx = (−1)|α|

∑

0≤σ≤β

(

β

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

ϕ(Dρ
vf∂

α−ρχn +Dσ
v f∂

α−σχn) dx,

where ρ = σ + γ. It follows that
ˆ

Ω

fχn∂
αϕdx = (−1)|α|

∑

0≤σ≤α

(

α

σ

)
ˆ

Ω

ϕ(Dσ
v f∂

α−σχn) dx,

since
(

β

σ − γ

)

+

(

β

σ

)

=

(

α

σ

)

,

Therefore, the map Wm,p
s,v (Ω) −→ Wm,p(Ω), f −→ χnf is well defined and (5.3)

holds. Moreover, the continuity follows from (5.3) and (5.4), completing the proof.
�

Remark 14. Using Thm. 13 with m = 0 we get that χnf ∈ Lp(Ω). By the domi-
nated convergence theorem we conclude that χnf −→ f in Lp

v(Ω) and hence Lp(Ω)
is dense in Lp

v(Ω). If v is bounded on Ω, then D(Ω) is dense in Lp
v(Ω).

Another way to prove the density of D(Ω) in Lp
w(Ω) (w ∈ Ep(Ω)) is to assume

that w ∈ C∞(Ω). In this setting, given a sequence (ϕn) of D(Ω) that converges to
wf in L2(Ω), the sequence (ϕnχnw

−1) (χn defined with v = w) of D(Ω) converges
to f in Lp

w(Ω).
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The aim now is to show that the sequence (χnf) of W
m,p(Ω) (provided assump-

tion (5.2) holds) converges to f in Wm,p
s,v (Ω) when v is bounded. More precisely, we

plan to show that

∀α ∈ πm : |v|s(α)+1Dα(fχn) = |v|s(α)+1
∑

0≤β≤α

(

α

β

)

Dβ
v f∂

α−βχn → |v|s(α)+1Dα
v f

with convergence in Lp(Ω), where we used (5.3) in the first equality. Since χn|v|s(β)+1Dβ
v f −→

|v|s(β)+1Dβ
v f in Lp(Ω) for all β ∈ πm by the dominated convergence theorem, it

suffices to show that

∀α ∈ πm ∀β ∈ πα\{α} : |v|s(β)+1(Dβ
v f) |v|s(α)−s(β)∂α−βχn −→ 0 in Lp(Ω).

However, since

(i) ∂σχn −→ 0 pointwise a.e. in Ω for all σ ∈ π0
m,

(ii) |v|s(β)+1(Dβ
v f) ∈ Lp(Ω) for all β ∈ πm,

(iii) ∂σχn = 0 on M c
n ∪M2n and |v|s(σ) ≤ n−s(σ) on Mn ∩M c

2n for all σ ∈ π0
m,

(iv) s(α) − s(β) ≥ s(α − β) and hence |v|s(α)−s(β) ≤ C|v|s(α−β) for all x ∈ Ω for
some C independent of x (since v is bounded on Ω)

it suffices to have the following property

∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N ∀σ ∈ π0
m ∀x ∈Mn ∩M c

2n : |∂σχn| ≤ Cns(σ) (5.5)

and conclude then by the dominated convergence theorem.
In the next lemma we give an assumption on v that yields (5.5).

Lemma 15. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), m ∈ N, v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω),
s : πm −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Assume that

∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N ∀σ ∈ π0
m ∀x ∈Mn ∩M c

2n : |∂σv(x)| ≤ Cns(σ)−1. (5.6)

Then, (5.5) holds.

Proof. Fix n ∈ N and let σ ∈ π0
m. By the Faà di Bruno formula ([7]), for any

x ∈Mn ∩M c
2n we have

∂σχn(x) =

|σ|
∑

k=1

|{π ∈ Π | |π| = k}|η(k)n (v(x))
∑

π∈Π,|π|=k

∏

B∈π

∂|B|v
∏

j∈B ∂xj
.

(See the proof of (ii) of Prop. 7 for more details). By construction of the sequence
(ηn) we have

∀k ∈ N ∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N ∀x ∈ R : |η(k)n (x)| ≤ Cnk.

For any B ∈ π, we associate β ∈ Nd by setting βj := |{j ∈ B}| for all j. It follows
that

|∂σχn(x)| ≤ C

|σ|
∑

k=1

Ckn
k

∑

π∈Π,|π|=k

∏

B∈π

ns(β)−1 (5.7)

where we used assumption (5.6). It is easy to see that

∀π ∈ Π :
∏

B∈π

ns(β)−1 = n
∑

B∈π
s(β)−|π| ≤ ns(σ)−|π|

where we used (4.5), which gives (5.5) when used in (5.7). �
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Theorem 16. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), m ∈ N, and v ∈ Cm,∗(Ω) ∩
L∞(Ω), s : πm −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Assume that (5.6) holds. Then,
for any f ∈ Wm,p

s,v (Ω), the sequence (χnf) of Wm,p(Ω) (by Thm. 13) converges to
f in Wm,p

s,v (Ω).

Proof. It follows from Lem. 15 and the paragraph preceding it. �

We deduce from this theorem the following density results

Corollary 17. Under the assumptions of Thm. 16, we have

(i) The space D(Ω) is dense in Wm,p
s,v (Ω) when Ω = Rd.

(ii) The space C∞(Ω) ∩Wm,p(Ω) is dense in Wm,p
s,v (Ω) in case Ω is bounded.

Proof. Let f ∈Wm,p
s,v (Rd). By Thm. 16, the sequence (χnf) of W

m,p(Rd) converges

to f inWm,p
s,v (Rd). By density ofD(Rd) inWm,p(Rd), for all n there exists a sequence

(ϕn,k)k of D(Rd) that converges to χnf in Wm,p(Rd), and hence in Wm,p
s,v (Rd) since

v ∈ L∞(Rd), which proves assertion (i).
Similarly, to prove assertion (ii), we use Thm. 16 and the fact that the space

C∞(Ω)∩Wm,p(Ω) is dense inWm,p(Ω) when Ω is bounded (see Thm. 2 of Subsection
5.3.2 of [3]). �

Remark 18. The boundedness assumption of v in Thm. 16 can be dropped in case
s(α) = |α| since the assumption was used to guarantee that the constant C in (4.1)
is independent of K.

6. The trace operator

Now, we discuss the different possibilities to define a trace operator on W 1,p
s,v (Ω)

Remark 19. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded open set with a sufficiently smooth bound-
ary1, e.g. ∂Ω is C1, p ∈ [1,∞), v ∈ C1,∗(Ω), s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying
(4.5).

(i) Assume that

∃K ⋐ Ω ∃δ > 0 ∀x ∈ Ω\K : |v(x)| > δ (6.1)

(or equivalently Mn0
⋐ Ω for some n0 ∈ N). Fix n ≥ n0. Then, (5.2) holds

and ∂Ω ⊆ ∂M c
n. By Thm. 13 we have

χnf ∈W 1,p(Ω) and ∀α ∈ π0
1 : Dα(χnf) = f∂αχn + χnD

α
v f. (6.2)

If we denote by |∂Ω :W 1,p(Ω) −→ Lp(∂Ω) the trace operator, then (fχn)|∂Ω
is well defined. Since χn ≡ 1 on Ω\K ⊆ M c

n, we have that (fχn)|∂Ω = f |∂Ω
which implies that |∂Ω can be extended to the space W 1,p

s,v (Ω). Furthermore,

by Thm. 13 and the trace theorem in W 1,p(Ω) we get

||f |∂Ω||Lp(∂Ω) ≤ C||χnf ||W 1,p(Ω) ≤ Cn||f ||W 1,p
s,v (Ω) (6.3)

where Cn is a constant that depends on n but not in f , which proves that
|∂Ω is continuous on W 1,p

s,v (Ω).

1so that the trace operator on W
1,p(Ω) is well defined.
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(ii) If we assume that v ∈ C1
b (Ω), then by Prop. 12, we have that the map

W 1,p
s,v (Ω) −→W 1,p(Ω), f −→ v2f is continuous. In particular (v2f)|∂Ω is well

defined and belongs to Lp(∂Ω). Moreover, by the trace theorem in W 1,p(Ω)
we have

||(v2f)|∂Ω||Lp(∂Ω) ≤ C||v2f ||W 1,p(Ω) ≤ C||f ||W 1,p
s,v (Ω) (6.4)

Therefore, the operator W 1,p
s,v (Ω) −→ Lp(∂Ω), f −→ (v2f)|∂Ω is continuous.

Therefore, we can define the trace operator on the space W 1,p
s,v (Ω) either by setting

Tr(f) = f |∂Ω ∈ Lp(∂Ω), or by setting Tr(f) = (v2f)|∂Ω ∈ Lp(∂Ω) depending on
the assumptions satisfied by the function v.

Remark 20. Note that in the favorite situation in which assumption (6.1) holds and
v ∈ C1

b (Ω), both f |∂Ω and (v2f)|∂Ω are well defined and belong to Lp(∂Ω) for all
f ∈ W 1,p

s,v (Ω). Moreover, both v and v−1 are bounded on ∂Ω, which implies that

the operatorsW 1,p
s,v (Ω) −→ Lp(∂Ω), f −→ f |∂Ω, f −→ (fv2)|∂Ω are equivalent, and

hence f |∂Ω = 0 if and only if (v2f)|∂Ω = 0.

These different possibilities motivate the following definition

Definition 21. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded open set and ∂Ω is C1, p ∈ [1,∞),
v ∈ C1,∗(Ω), s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5).

(i) If assumption (6.1) holds, then

∀f ∈W 1,p
s,v (Ω) : Tr1(f) := f |∂Ω ∈ Lp(∂Ω) (6.5)

(ii) If v ∈ C1
b (Ω), then

∀f ∈W 1,p
s,v (Ω) : Tr2(f) := (v2f)|∂Ω ∈ Lp(∂Ω). (6.6)

As we have seen in the beginning of this section, under the assumptions given in
the latter definition, the trace operators are continuous (see (6.3) and (6.4)).

7. Spaces of null trace

Definition 22. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be an open set, p ∈ [1,∞), V := {wα}α∈π1
be a

collection of elements of Ep(Ω), and let v ∈ C1,∗(Ω) be such that (4.1) holds;

X1,p
V,v,0(Ω) denotes the closure of D(Ω) in W 1,p

V,v(Ω).

The assumption (4.1) guarantees that the weighted Sobolev space W 1,p
V,v(Ω) is

Cauchy complete, and hence X1,p
V,v,0(Ω) is well defined.

We now define the spaces W 1,p,i
s,v,0 (i = 1, 2) using the trace operators

Definition 23. Let Ω be a bounded open set and ∂Ω is C1, p ∈ [1,∞), v ∈ C1,∗(Ω),
s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5).

(i) Assume that (6.1) holds. Then we set

W 1,p,1
s,v,0 (Ω) := {f ∈W 1,p

s,v (Ω) | Tr1(f) = 0}.
(ii) Assume that v ∈ C1

b (Ω). Then we set

W 1,p,2
s,v,0 (Ω) := {f ∈W 1,p

s,v (Ω) | Tr2(f) = 0}.
Remark 24. Recall from Rem. 20 that the operators Tr1, Tr2 are equivalent when
v ∈ C1

b (Ω) and (6.1) holds, which implies that

W 1,p,1
s,v,0 (Ω) =W 1,p,2

s,v,0 (Ω).
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Proposition 25. Let Ω be a bounded open set and ∂Ω is C1, p ∈ [1,∞), v ∈
C1,∗(Ω), s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5).

(i) If (6.1) holds, then the space W 1,p,1
s,v,0 (Ω) is Cauchy complete.

(ii) If v ∈ C1
b (Ω), then the space W 1,p,2

s,v,0 (Ω) is Cauchy complete.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that the space W 1,p,i
s,v,0(Ω) (i = 1, 2) is closed since it

is a subspace of a Banach space W 1,p
s,v (Ω). However, the closedness follows from the

fact that W 1,p,i
s,v,0(Ω) = Ker(Tri) and Tri is continuous. �

Theorem 26. Let Ω be a bounded open set and ∂Ω is C1, p ∈ [1,∞), v ∈ C1,∗(Ω),
s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5).

(i) If v is bounded and (6.1) holds, then X1,p
s,v,0(Ω) =W 1,p,1

s,v,0 (Ω).

(ii) If v ∈ C1
b (Ω) then X

1,p
s,v,0(Ω) =W 1,p,2

s,v,0 (Ω).

Proof. For i = 1, 2, the inclusion X1,p
s,v,0(Ω) ⊆ W 1,p,i

s,v,0(Ω) follows from the fact that

Tri(ϕ) = 0 for all ϕ ∈ D(Ω), and Tri is continuous.

We deal now with the opposite inclusion. Claim first that χnf ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) and

that the sequence (χnf) converges to f in W 1,p
s,v (Ω) for all f ∈W 1,p,i

s,v,0(Ω) (i = 1, 2).

Indeed, in case (6.1) holds, the first part of the claim follows from the definition of

the space W 1,p,1
s,v,0 (Ω) (see also (i) of Rem. 19). In case v ∈ C1

b (Ω), χnf ∈ W 1,p(Ω)

by Thm. (13). Moreover, we have that (fχn)|∂M2n∩∂Ω = 0 because χn ≡ 0 on
M2n, and (fχn)|∂Mc

2n∩∂Ω = (fv2χnv
−2)|∂Mc

2n∩∂Ω = 0 because |v−2| ≤ (2n)2 on

M c
2n, which proves that fχn ∈ W 1,p

0 (Ω), and hence the first part of the claim is
proved. The second part of the claim is a consequence of Thm. 16. Finally, by
density of D(Ω) in W 1,p

0 (Ω), and since v is bounded, we conclude that D(Ω) is

dense W 1,p,i
s,v,0(Ω). �

In the next lemma, we consider a functional of the form X1,p
s,v,0(Ω) −→ R, f −→

´

Ω gD
α(v3f) dx where v ∈ C1,∗(Ω), s : π1 −→ R≥0 is a map satisfying (4.5), and

g ∈ W 1,p′

s,v (Ω) (p′ is the exponent conjugate to p). We show in particular that

∀f ∈ X1,p
s,v,0(Ω)∀α ∈ π0

1 :

ˆ

Ω

gDα(v3f) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

v3fDα
v g dx (7.1)

which implies that the functional f −→
´

Ω gD
α(v3f) dx is continuous. As far as

we know, the latter functional and the integration by part formula (7.1) was not
considered in the literature.

Lemma 27. Let Ω ⊆ R
d be a bounded open set, v ∈ C1,∗(Ω), s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a

map satisfying (4.5). Assume that

(i) v ∈ L∞(Ω)
(ii) a ∈ L∞

v−3(Ω) with av−2 ∈ C1(Ω) and ∂αa ∈ L∞
v−2(Ω) for all α ∈ π0

1 .

Then

∀q ∈ [1,∞)∀g ∈ W 1,q
s,v (Ω) : ag ∈W 1,q(Ω) and Dα(ag) = g∂αa+ aDα

v g.

Moreover,

∀h ∈ W 1,p
s,v (Ω)∀f ∈ X1,p′

s,v,0(Ω) :

ˆ

Ω

hDα(af) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

afDα
v h dx (7.2)

for all p ∈ (1,∞) , where p′ is the exponent conjugate to p.
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Proof. The proof of the first part of the lemma is very similar to the proof of

Thm. 12. We prove now (7.2). By definition of X1,p′

s,v,0, there exists a sequence (ϕn)

of D(Ω) that converges to f in W 1,p′

s,v (Ω). Since h ∈W 1,p
s,v (Ω), we have

ˆ

Ω

hϕn∂
αa dx+

ˆ

Ω

ha∂αϕn dx =

ˆ

Ω

h∂α(aϕn) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

aϕnD
α
v h dx

for all n and for all α ∈ π0
1 , where we simply used the definition of the weak

derivative in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω) with the test function av−2ϕn ∈ C1

0(Ω). By
letting n tends to ∞ we get

ˆ

Ω

hf∂αa dx+

ˆ

Ω

haDα
v f dx = −

ˆ

Ω

afDα
v h dx (7.3)

since
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

h∂αa(ϕn − f) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||∂αa||L∞

v−2
(Ω)||hv||Lp(Ω)||v(ϕn − f)||Lp′(Ω),

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

ha(∂αϕn −Dα
v f) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||a||L∞

v−3
(Ω)||hv||Lp(Ω)||(∂αϕn −Dα

v f)|v|s(α)+1||Lp′(Ω),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

a(ϕn − f)Dα
v h dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||a||L∞
v−3

(Ω)|||v|s(α)+1Dα
v h||Lp(Ω)||v(ϕn − f)||Lp′(Ω).

Using now (7.3) and the first part of the lemma with g = f we obtain (7.2). �

Remark 28.

(i) When v ∈ C1
b (Ω), the function a in the previous lemma can be any function

of the form a = ãvn where ã ∈ C1
b (Ω) and n ∈ N with n ≥ 3.

(ii) Clearly, the first part of the lemma can be proved with less assumptions on
Ω, v and a.

8. Poincaré inequality

In this section we are interesting in proving a Poincaré inequality for the weighted
Sobolev space X1,p

s,v,0(Ω).

We first derive an interesting inequality where we prove that the term ||f∇(v2)||Lp

is bounded by ||v2Dvf ||Lp . We use then this inequality to prove an interesting

Poincaré inequality under the assumption v ∈ C1,∗
b (Ω) := C1

b (Ω) ∩ C1,∗(Ω).

Theorem 29. Let Ω ⊆ Rd (d ≥ 2) be a bounded open set, p ∈ [1, d), v ∈ C1,∗
b (Ω),

s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Assume that

∃σ > 0 ∀x 6= 0 : |∇v(x)|p :=

(

d
∑

i=1

|∂iv(x)|p
)1/p

≤ σ
|v(x)|
|x| (8.1)

where |x| is the euclidean norm of R
d, and that

0 <
2σp

d− p
< 1. (8.2)

Then,

∀f ∈ X1,p
s,v,0(Ω) : ||f∇(v2)||Lp ≤ 2σp

d− p− 2σp
||v2Dvf ||Lp . (8.3)
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Proof. Let f ∈ X1,p
s,v,0(Ω). By Thm. 26 we have

fv2 ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω)with Dα(fv2) = v2Dα

v f + f∂αv2, ∀α ∈ π0
1 .

(See also Prop. 12.) Using (8.1) and Hardy inequality we get

||f∇(v2)||Lp(Ω) := 2

(

d
∑

i=1

||fv∂iv||pLp(Ω)

)

1
p

≤ 2σ

∥

∥

∥

∥

fv2

x

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω)

≤ 2σ
p

d− p

∥

∥D(fv2)
∥

∥

Lp(Ω)

≤ 2σ
p

d− p

∥

∥v2Dvf
∥

∥

Lp(Ω)
+ 2σ

p

d− p

∥

∥f∇(v2)
∥

∥

Lp(Ω)

This inequality together with (8.2) gives (8.3). �

Example 30. The typical example of a function satisfying (8.1) when p ≤ 2 is the

function v(x) = |x|β with β ≥ 2, where σ = βd
2−p

2 .

Similarly, we have

Theorem 31. Let Ω ⊆ R be an open set, p ∈ (1,∞), v ∈ C1,∗(Ω) with v′ ∈ L∞(Ω),
and let s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Assume that

∃σ > 0 ∀x 6= 0 : |v′(x)| ≤ σ
|v(x)|
|x| , 0 <

2σp

p− 1
< 1.

Then

∀f ∈ X1,p
s,v,0(Ω) : ||f(v2)′||Lp(Ω) ≤

2σp

p− 1− 2σp
||v2Dvf ||Lp(Ω).

The proof is identical to the proof of Thm. 29.
Using Poincaré inequality and Thm. 29 we get

Corollary 32. Let Ω ⊆ Rd (d ≥ 2) be a bounded open set, p ∈ [1, d), v ∈ C1,∗
b (Ω),

s : π1 −→ R≥0 be a map satisfying (4.5). Assume that (8.1) and (8.2) hold. Then,

∃CΩ > 0 ∀f ∈ X1,p
s,v,0 : ||v2f ||Lp ≤ CΩ||v2Dvf ||Lp

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Poincaré inequality inW 1,p
0 (Ω) and Thm. 29.

�

9. Degenerate elliptic PDE

In the sequel, if α ∈ π0
1 , we write Di

v instead of Dα
v where i is the index of the

non-null component of α. We also write Dv for the operator (Di
v).

We consider in this section, a boundary-value problem of the form
{

−
∑d

i,j=1Dj(aijDif) + (b ·D)f + cf = h in Ω

f = 0 on ∂Ω
(9.1)

where the coefficients (aij), b = (bi), c are given functions, and h is some given

functional. In particular, we consider that the bilinear form
∑d

i,j=1 aij(x)ξiξj de-

generates i.e. is not uniformly elliptic. Let V := {wα}α∈π1
be a collection of ele-

ments of Ep(Ω), and v ∈ C1,∗(Ω) that satisfy (4.1), and h be a continuous functional
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on X1
V,v,0(Ω) (:= X1,2

V,v,0(Ω)). We say that f ∈ X1
V,v,0(Ω) is a weak solution to the

boundary-value problem (9.1) if

∀g ∈ X1
V,v,0(Ω) : Bv(f, g) = h(g) (9.2)

where Bv(·, ·) : X1
V,v,0(Ω)×X1

V,v,0(Ω) −→ R is the bilinear form given by

Bv(f, g) :=

d
∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω

aijD
i
vfD

j
vg dx+

ˆ

Ω

g(b ·Dv)f dx+

ˆ

Ω

cfg dx. (9.3)

Assume that f ∈ X1
V,v,0(Ω) is a weak solution to (9.1) and assume that

∀i, j = 1, ..., d : aij , bi, c ∈ L∞
loc(Ω

∗
|v|2p) and h ∈ L2

loc(Ω
∗
|v|2p). (9.4)

Then the differential equation of (9.1) holds in the sense of D′(Ω∗
|v|2p). Indeed, we

know that X1
V,v,0(Ω) ⊆W 1,2(Ω∗

|v|2p , V ). Hence,

∀i, j = 1, ..., d : aijDif, biDif, cf, h ∈ L1
loc(Ω

∗
|v|2p) ⊆ D′(Ω∗

|v|2p).

The remaining part of the proof is trivial.
For an in-depth study of weak solution existence to boundary value problems of

the form (9.1), we refer to [6] and to reference therein. In the next theorem, we
give sufficient assumptions that guarantee the existence of a unique weak solution in
X1

s,v,0(Ω) to the boundary-value problem (9.1). We use in particular the Poincaré

inequality proved in Cor. 32. Moreover, it is possible to take h(g) =
´

Ω
k∇(v3g) dx

for all g ∈ X1
s,v,0(Ω) where k ∈ W 1,2

s,v (Ω) (see Lem. 27).
For simplicity, we will limit ourselves to the case where s(·) = | · | (in particular

wα = v|α|+1 ∈ C1(Ω) for all α). We will then write X1
|·|,v,0(Ω) instead of X1

s,v,0(Ω).

A generalization to an arbitrary map s satisfying (4.5), is possible with some small
modification of the assumptions.

Theorem 33. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded open set, v ∈ C1,∗(Ω), (aij) be such that
aij ∈ L∞

v−4(Ω) and satisfies

∃µ > 0 ∀ξ ∈ R
d : µv4(x)|ξ|2 ≤

d
∑

i,j=1

aij(x)ξiξj a.e. in Ω. (9.5)

Let c be such that v−2c ∈ L∞(Ω), and h a continuous functional on X1
|·|,v,0(Ω).

Suppose furthermore that one of the following assumptions holds

(i) v−3bi ∈ L∞(Ω) for all i = 1, ..., d, cv−2 ≥ σ > 0 a.e. in Ω, and d
1
2 ||v−3b||L∞ <

2
√
µσ, where ||v−3b||L∞ := maxi ||v−3bi||L∞ .

(ii) v ∈ C1
b (Ω) satisfies (8.1), (8.2) with p = 2 (and hence we should have d ≥ 3),

v−4bi ∈ L∞(Ω) for all i = 1, ..., d, cv−2 ≥ σ > 0 a.e. in Ω, and

0 < µ− CΩd
1
2 ||v−4b||L∞ (9.6)

(iii) v−3bi ∈ L∞(Ω)∩C1(Ω) for all i = 1, ..., d, and one of the following assertions
holds
(a) div(b) ≤ 0 a.e. in Ω and cv−2 ≥ σ > 0 a.e. in Ω
(b) v−2div(b) ∈ L∞(Ω) and (c− 1

2div(b))v
−2 ≥ σ > 0 a.e. in Ω.
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Then, the boundary-value problem (9.1) has a unique weak solution f ∈ X1
|·|,v,0(Ω).

In addition, we have the estimate

∃γ > 0 : ||f ||X1
|·|,v

≤ 1

γ
|h| (9.7)

where |h| is the norm operator of h.

Proof. We check that the bilinear form Bv defined in (9.3) satisfies the assumptions
of the Lax-Milgram theorem in the Hilbert space X1

|·|,v,0(Ω). Note that in any cases,

we have biv
−3 ∈ L∞(Ω). Hence, for any f , g ∈ X1

|·|,v,0(Ω) we have

|Bv(f, g)| ≤ C

d
∑

i,j=1

||v2Di
vf ||L2||v2Dj

vg||L2 + C

d
∑

i=1

||v2Di
vf ||L2 ||vg||L2

+ C||vf ||L2 ||vg||L2 ≤ C||f ||X1
|·|,v

||g||X1
|·|,v

for some non-negative constant C, which proves the continuity of the bilinear form
Bv. We prove now that the bilinear form Bv is coercive, that is,

∃γ > 0 ∀f ∈ X1
|·|,v,0(Ω) : γ||f ||2X1

|·|,v
≤ Bv(f, f). (9.8)

Fix f ∈ X1
|·|,v,0. Under the assumptions on (aij) we have

µ||v2Dvf ||2L2 +

ˆ

Ω

cf2 dx+

ˆ

Ω

f(b ·Dv)f dx ≤ Bv(f, f).

Suppose that assertion (i) holds. Then by Hölder’s inequality, we have

µ||v2Dvf ||2L2 + σ||vf ||2L2 − d
1
2 ||v−3b||L∞ ||v2Dvf ||L2||vf ||L2 ≤ Bv(f, f) (9.9)

Thanks to the assumptions of the assertion (i), it is possible to choose γ sufficiently

small so that 0 < γ ≤ min(µ, σ) and d
1
2 ||b||L∞

v−3
< 2

√

(µ− γ)(σ − γ). Thus, it

follows that left hand side of (9.9) is bounded from bellow by γ(||v2Dvf ||2L2 +
||vf ||2L2) which gives (9.8).

In case assertion (ii) holds, we use Hölder’s inequality to obtain

µ||v2Dvf ||2L2 + σ||vf ||2L2 − d
1
2 ||v−4b||L∞ ||v2Dvf ||L2 ||v2f ||L2 ≤ Bv(f, f)

By Cor. 32, we have

(µ− CΩd
1
2 ||v−4b||L∞)||v2Dvf ||2L2 + σ||vf ||2L2 ≤ Bv(f, f).

Therefore, (9.8) holds with the constant γ := min((µ− CΩd
1
2 ||v−4b||L∞), σ) which

is non-negative thanks to (9.6).
Assume now that (iii) holds. By (9.5) we have

µ||v2Dvf ||2L2 +

ˆ

Ω

f(b ·Dv)f dx+

ˆ

Ω

cf2 dx ≤ Bv(f, f). (9.10)

Let (ϕn) be a sequence of D(Ω) that converges to f in X1
|·|,v(Ω). Since v−3bi ∈

L∞(Ω) we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ω

bi(fD
i
vf − ϕn∂iϕn) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

||biv−3||L∞ ||fv||L2 ||v2(Di
vf − ∂iϕn)||L2 + ||biv−3||L∞ ||v(f − ϕn)||L2 ||v2∂iϕn||L2 .
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Thus,
ˆ

Ω

f(b ·Dv)f dx = lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

ϕn(b · ∇)ϕn dx = −1

2
lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

div(b)ϕ2
n dx. (9.11)

Hence, in case (a) of (iii) holds, the right hand side of the latter equality is positive.
Thus, the left hand side of (9.10) is bounded from bellow by γ||f ||2

X1
|·|,v

where

γ = min(µ, σ) > 0, and hence (9.8) is proved, and in case (b) of (iii) holds, the
right hand side of (9.11) is equal to − 1

2

´

Ω
div(b)f2 dx. Replacing this in (9.10) we

get

γ||f ||2X1
|·|,v

≤ µ||v2Dvf ||2L2 + σ||vf ||2L2 ≤ Bv(f, f)

where γ := min(µ, σ) > 0. Thus, (9.8) holds.
Therefore, if one of the assertions (i)-(iii) holds, the bilinear form Bv is coercive.

On the other hand, h is a continuous functional on X1
|·|,v,0. We conclude then by

the Lax-Milgram theorem.
For the estimate (9.7), it follows easily from (9.2), (9.8), and the continuity of

h. Indeed, if we denote by f the unique weak solution of (9.1), then

γ||f ||2X1
|·|,v

≤ Bv(f, f) = h(f) ≤ |h|||f ||X1
|·|,v

.

�

Example 34. Let v ∈ C1,∗(Ω), and let (ãij), (b̃) = (b̃i), c̃ be such that

(i) ∀i, j = 1, ..., d : ãij , b̃i, c̃ ∈ L∞(Ω)
(ii) ∃µ > 0 such that

∑

i,j ãijξiξj ≥ µ|ξ|2 a.e. in Ω and for all ξ ∈ Rd

(iii) ∃σ > 0 such that c̃ ≥ σ a.e. in Ω, and d
1
2 ||b̃||L∞(Ω) < 2

√
µσ.

Set

∀i, j = 1, ..., d : aij = v4ãij , bi = v3b̃i, c = v2c̃.

Then, the functions (aij) satisfy (9.5), and the functions (bi), c satisfy (i) of
Thm. 33.

In the next proposition we give sufficient conditions under which the solution is
not locally integrable.

Proposition 35. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded open set, v ∈ C2,∗(Ω) be a map satisfying
(6.1). Let f ∈ X1

|·|,v,0(Ω) be such that (9.2) holds where

(i) ∀i, j = 1, ..., d : aij ∈ C1(Ω) ∩ L∞
v−4(Ω) and ∀α ∈ π0

1 : ∂αaij ∈ L∞
v−3,loc(Ω)

(ii) ∀i = 1, ..., d : bi ∈ C1(Ω) ∩ L∞
v−3(Ω) and ∀α ∈ π0

1 : ∂αbi ∈ L∞
v−2,loc(Ω)

(iii) c ∈ L∞
v−2(Ω)

(iv) the map h is defined by h(g) :=
´

Ω kgdx, where k ∈ L2
v−1(Ω), k ≥ 0 a.e. in Ω

and kv−2 6∈ L1
loc(Ω)

Then, f 6∈ L1
loc(Ω).

Proof. Use (9.2) with g = ϕχnv
−2 ∈ C2

c (Ω) (because supp(χn) ⊆ M c
2n) where

ϕ ∈ D(Ω) and (χn) is the sequence of C2(Ω) functions constructed in the proof of
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Prop. 7 we get

d
∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω

aijD
i
vf∂j(ϕχnv

−2) dx+
d
∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

biϕχnv
−2Di

vf dx

+

ˆ

Ω

cfϕχnv
−2 dx =

ˆ

Ω

kϕχnv
−2 dx (9.12)

Using the weak derivative in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω) with aijv

−2∂j(ϕχnv
−2) ∈ C1

c (Ω)
we get

ˆ

Ω

aijD
i
vf∂j(ϕχnv

−2) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

f∂i(aij∂j(ϕχnv
−2)) dx (9.13)

Similarly, using the weak derivative in the sense of L1
v,loc(Ω) with the test function

biϕχnv
−4 ∈ C1

c (Ω) we get
ˆ

Ω

biϕχnv
−2Di

vf dx = −
ˆ

Ω

f∂i(biϕχnv
−2) dx (9.14)

Using (9.13) and (9.14) in (9.12) we get

−
d
∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω

f∂i(aij∂j(ϕχnv
−2)) dx−

d
∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

f∂i(biϕχnv
−2) dx

+

ˆ

Ω

cfϕχnv
−2 dx =

ˆ

Ω

kϕχnv
−2 dx. (9.15)

A simple calculation gives

∂i(aij∂j(ϕχnv
−2)) = χn(∂iaij∂j(v

−2ϕ) + aij∂ij(v
−2ϕ))

+ ∂jχn(v
−2ϕ∂iaij + aij∂i(v

−2ϕ)) + ∂iχn(aij∂j(v
−2ϕ)) + aijv

−2ϕ∂ijχn (9.16)

Developing the expression ∂iaij∂j(v
−2ϕ) + aij∂ij(v

−2ϕ) we get

∂iaij(−2(∂jv)v
−3ϕ+ v−2∂jϕ)+

aij(v
−2∂ijϕ− 2(∂jv)v

−3∂iϕ− 2(∂iv)v
−3∂jϕ− 2(∂ijv)v

−3ϕ+ 6(∂iv)(∂jv)v
−4ϕ)

By assumption (i)

∃C > 0 ∀n ∈ N : |χn(∂iaij∂j(v
−2ϕ) + aij∂ij(v

−2ϕ))| ≤ C1V (9.17)

where 1V is the characteristic function of the set V := supp(ϕ). Note now that,
for all α ∈ π0

2 we have ∂αχn ≡ 0 on M c
n (because by χn ≡ 1 on M c

n), and that
|∂αχn| ≤ Cn|α| on Mn for all n sufficiently large, where C > 0 is independent of
n. This is because Mn ⋐ Ω (by assumption (6.1)) (and hence ∂αv is bounded on

Mn), and because |η(k)n | ≤ Cn|k| where the constant C > 0 depends on k but not
on n. It follows that

∃C > 0 ∃n0 ∈ N ∀n ≥ n0 ∀α ∈ π0
2 : |v|α|∂αχn| ≤ C (9.18)

since |v| ≤ 1/n on Mn. Thus, one can easily prove (as above), using assumption (i)
that
∣

∣∂jχn(v
−2ϕ∂iaij + aij∂i(v

−2ϕ)) + ∂iχn(aij∂j(v
−2ϕ)) + aijv

−2ϕ∂ijχn

∣

∣ ≤ C1V .
(9.19)
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for all n ≥ n0. Assume by contradiction that f ∈ L1
loc(Ω). Then, by (9.16), (9.17)

and (9.19) we have

∀n ≥ n0 :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

i,j=1

ˆ

Ω

f(∂i(aij∂j(ϕχnv
−2))) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||f ||L1(V ). (9.20)

By (ii) and (iii), and using similar arguments as above one can prove that

∀n ≥ n0 :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

f∂i(biϕχnv
−2) + fcϕχnv

−2 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C||f ||L1(V ) (9.21)

We deduce from (9.15), (9.20), (9.21) that

∃C > 0 ∀n ≥ n0 :

ˆ

Ω

kϕχnv
−2 dx ≤ C||f ||L1(V )

Let now K ⋐ Ω be such that kv−2 6∈ L1(K) and choose ϕ so that ϕ ≥ 0 on Ω and
ϕ ≡ 1 on K. It follows that

´

K
kχnv

−2 dx ≤ C for all n ≥ n0, which leads to a
contradiction when choosing n sufficiently large since

lim
n→∞

ˆ

K

kχnv
−2 dx =

ˆ

K

kv−2 dx = ∞

by the monotone convergence theorem. �

Remark 36. If

∀i, j = 1, ..., d : aij = ãijv
4, bi = b̃iv

3

where

∀i, j = 1, ..., d : ãij ∈ C1(Ω), b̃i ∈ C1(Ω),

then assumptions (i), (ii) of the latter proposition hold.

Example 37. For any integer m ≥ 1, and for any β ∈ (d/2 − 2m, d/2), the
boundary-value problem

{

−
∑d

i=1Di(|x|8mDif) + |x|4mf = |x|−β+2m in {x ∈ R
d | |x| < 1}

f = 0 on {x ∈ Rd | |x| = 1}

has a unique non-locally integrable solution f ∈ X1
|·|,|x|2m,0(Ω) thanks to Thm. 33

and to Prop. 35.
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