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WEIGHTED NONLOCAL OPERATORS AND THEIR APPLICATIONS IN

SEMI-SUPERVISED LEARNING

QIANG DU, JAMES M. SCOTT

Abstract. Motivated by problems in machine learning, we study a class of variational prob-
lems characterized by nonlocal operators. These operators are characterized by power-type
weights, which are singular at a portion of the boundary. We identify a range of exponents on
these weights for which the variational Dirichlet problem is well-posed. This range is deter-
mined by the ambient dimension of the problem, the growth rate of the nonlocal functional,
and the dimension of the boundary portion on which the Dirichlet data is prescribed. We show
the variational convergence of solutions to solutions of local weighted Sobolev functionals in
the event of vanishing nonlocality.

1. Introduction

In data analytics and machine learning, one popular paradigm is to estimate a function
using a set of labeled data. However, it is often challenging to obtain samples of labeled data,
experimentally or computationally. Meanwhile, in many applications, unlabeled data can be
relatively more readily accessible. With mixed samples of labeled and unlabeled data, semi-
supervised learning seeks to use labeled data to assign labels to unlabeled data [40]. Among
various strategies for extending labeled data for semi-supervised learning, graph-Laplacian-based
learning algorithms and their variants have been proposed and used successfully [2,26,37,41,42].
Our present work is motivated by these studies and their close connections to a wide range of
research on the various forms of graph Laplacians and diffusion maps, as well as their continuum
representations by partial differential operators and nonlocal operators, in many applications
such as supervised and unsupervised learning, image processing, the modeling of point clouds,
and discretizations of manifolds [1, 3, 5, 10, 14, 19, 22, 25, 30, 34].

When the set of labeled data is sparse, i.e., the data are labeled at a low rate, poor ap-
proximations may be produced in the large graph limit [8, 11, 37]. To improve performance,
various approaches have been proposed. For example, in [11], it was shown that the second-
order Laplacian can be replaced by high-order elliptic operators to yield well-defined problems
due to improved solution regularity. In [33], a formulation of the discrete p-biharmonic operators
and their continuum limits were studied. Meanwhile, in [8], it was shown that introducing a
proper reweighting leads to the recovery of a well-posed weighted Laplacian, while maintaining
the approximation of the labeled data set. In this case, the variational problem is set to minimize
over all u : X → R∑

x,y∈X

dist(x,Γ)−βρx,y|u(x) − u(y)|2 subject to u(x) = g(x) on Γ,

where x, y are points in the data set X – which is a graph with edge weights ρx,y – and where
Γ ⊂ X is the set of labeled data points with label function g : Γ → R. Among their other main
results, the authors of [8] show that the minimization problem recovers the energy

ˆ

Ω
dist(x,Γ)β |∇u(x)|2 dx
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in an appropriate large graph limit, i.e., the discrete-to-continuum limit. This weighted graph
Laplacian-based learning problem can thus be viewed as a harmonic extension problem for an
elliptic operator with singular/degenerate coefficients, with “boundary conditions” specified by
the Dirichlet conditions on the labeled set Γ. In [8], it is shown that the well-posedness of this
boundary value problem relies on choosing β ∈ R in a suitable range of exponents, which in turn
is characterized by the ambient dimension of the problem.

Another approach to address the challenge of sparse labeled data in the semi-supervised
learning problem is to replace the graph Laplacian with the graph p-Laplacian, for some p > 2.
In the aforementioned large graph limit, minimizers of the p-Dirichlet energy

´

Ω |∇u(x)|p dx
enjoy greater regularity thanks to the Sobolev embedding theorem. This feature has been used
to obtain consistent semi-supervised learning problems in the large graph limit via convergence
of minimizers, and additionally to obtain desirable convergence rates of these minimizers; see
for instance [6, 16, 35].

A key strategy in the discrete-to-continuum convergence results of [8, 16] is the use of a
nonlocal Laplacian as an intermediary, i.e. the discrete graph-based functional is cast in a
continuum setting via the functional

¨

dist(x,Γ)−β ρ̄(x,y)|u(x) − u(y)|2 dy dx.

Precisely, by studying optimal transport between measures and their induced metrics, the dis-
crete Laplacian for general graphs can be placed into a nonlocal continuum formulation; for
details of this strategy see [8, 18, 39].

The main objective of this paper is to study general nonlocal functionals and the asso-
ciated nonlocal operators for semi-supervised learning, with the aim of developing a rigorous
mathematical theory that can offer practical guidance to more effective parameter tuning in
applications. To this end, we seek to provide a unified theory of general weighted problems for
general nonlocal p-Laplacian operators. It is our hope that the analysis developed in this work
can be readily applied to the discrete graph-based learning problems via well-understood tools;
for instance, the optimal transport theory [39], the interaction between the nonlocal horizon
and dense graph length scales [18], and the regularity theory for solutions to graph Laplacian
equations [7].

At the same time, we consider a class of nonlocal kernel ρ̄ which, to the extent of the
authors’ knowledge, has not been considered in the literature on semi-supervised learning. A
parameter in ρ̄ controls the maximum extent of the edge weights between points, which is often
chosen to be a fixed constant. The models considered here allow the length scale to be position-
dependent, i.e. vary depending on the grid point. Such a spatial-dependent length scale has been
discussed in the literature, see for example, [3]. Innovative in the context of our work is the use
of heterogeneous localization [31,32,38]. This latter choice in the model parameter allows us to
consider problems posed on a bounded domain and gives further insight into learning problems
with boundary, e.g. the learning of a manifold with boundary [17].

In the first part of the paper we treat the labeled set Γ as a finite set of points. However,
one may anticipate cases where some of the labeled data may be clustered and can form a set
of higher dimension, embedded within the graph. This scenario is to depict cases that the data
set, while sparse, could be concentrated in the form of disjoint clusters. Thus, Γ can be taken to
be of general dimension, say having a dimension ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1}. We treat this more general
case in the latter part of the paper.

1.1. The variational problem. Let Ω∗ ⊂ R
d be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and let Γ ⊂ Ω

∗

be a given finite set of points. We define Ω := Ω∗\Γ. Thus ∂Ω = ∂Ω∗∪(Γ∩Ω∗) and Ω = Ω
∗
. The

set Ω can be interpreted as the unlabeled data set in the following sense: Let µ be the uniform
probability distribution on Ω. Given a set Xn of n randomly sampled unlabeled data points,
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i.e. independent and identically distributed random variables Xn = {x1, . . . ,xn} ⊂ Ω each with
probability distribution µ, there exists a transportation map from µ to the empirical measure
µn on the set Xn := Xn ∪ Γ. That is, there exists a Borel measurable function Tn : Ω → Ω such
that µ(T−1

n (U)) = µn(U) for all open sets U ⊂ Ω. Moreover, it was shown in [39] that Tn is
comparable in L∞ norm to the identity map on Ω, with a constant of comparison vanishing as
n → ∞; see Theorem 7.1 below and also [8, Theorem A.3] for the precise rate of convergence.
The discrete graph functions/functionals can therefore be treated as nonlocal continuum func-
tions/functionals using this transportation map. Specifically, to compare functions un : Xn → R

that are defined on the discrete unlabeled data set in a consistent way with continuum functions
u : Ω → R in the Lp-topology, one can compare ũn := un ◦ Tn : Ω → R

d with u. In this context,
as illustrated in [8, 18], the discrete-to-continuum variational convergence is characterized by
taking the number of data points n → ∞. The asymptotic properties of the transportation
maps Tn as n → ∞ are studied in [8, 18] and the variational convergence results therein make
use of the TLp metric, which is defined in terms of transportation maps. The edge weights of
the functionals are described by a radial function and a length scale, or horizon, δ > 0. The
horizon is chosen to depend on the size of the sampled data, so that δ → 0 as n → ∞. The
precise scaling laws between δ and n determine the variational convergence properties of the
discrete-to-continuum limit.

In our setting, we take advantage of the heterogeneous localization to formulate a well-
defined nonlocal variational problem without being confined to functions that result from the
embedding provided by the transportation map. This allows us to retain the horizon δ and
consider the scaling regime δ → 0, without reference to the size of the data set n. We can regard
all functions as maps defined on Ω, not merely on discrete subsets. Our topologies for variational
convergence are then described by nonlocal function spaces. That is, we can focus the work on
the nonlocal-to-local continuum regime. Meanwhile, the discrete-to-continuum regime can be
discussed in the nonlocal continuum setting without resorting to the local continuum limit. In
this sense, the nonlocal formulation proposed and analyzed here provides a bridge linking the
discrete problem and the local continuum formulation and offers an alternative path to model
large point clouds. Moreover, we hope the nonlocal-to-local convergence results of this work
will also better inform the choice of parameters in solving practical semi-supervised learning
problems.

The reference probability measure µ used in this work is the rescaled Lebesgue measure.
However, the results of this work remain true if Lebesgue measure is replaced with any probability
measure µ̃ that is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, with its density
function bounded from above and away from zero. This is the more general setting considered
in [8], and we consider only Lebesgue measure in this article for simplicity.

The continuum variational problem formulated for semi-supervised learning is as follows:
Given exponents p ∈ (1,∞) and β ∈ R, a finite set of points Γ ⊂ Ω∗ corresponding to the labeled
data set, and a label function g : Γ → R, we search for an extension of the given labels g to the
entire data set Ω, i.e. we search for a label function u : Ω → R that solves the problem:

(1.1)
Minimize Eδ(u) :=

1

p

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
ρ

( |y − x|
δη(x)

) |u(y)− u(x)|p
(δη(x))d+p

dy dx,

over u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) subject to u(x) = g(x) for x ∈ Γ.

Here, we adopt notation introduced in [31], namely, the constant scalar parameter δ > 0
controls the maximum range of interactions, the function η(x) = dist(x, ∂Ω) denotes the distance
function, and the nonlocal kernel ρ satisfies (Aρ) in Section 1.4 below. We introduce the function
γ(x) ≈ dist(x,Γ), defined precisely in (Aγ) below, that controls the singularity/degeneracy at
Γ; the exponent β ∈ R controls the size of this singularity/degeneracy.

To define the nonlocal function space W
p[δ](Ω;β) associated with (1.1), we first define the

weighted Lebesgue space Lp(Ω;β) to be the class of all Lebesgue-measurable functions with
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‖u‖Lp(Ω;β) <∞, where

‖u‖pLp(Ω;β) :=

ˆ

Ω

|u(x)|p
(γ(x))β

dx.

We then introduce a nonlocal seminorm:

(1.2) [u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β)

:=
Cd,p(d+ p)

σ(Sd−1)

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(x,δd∂Ω(x))

1

γ(x)β
|u(y) − u(x)|p
(δη(x))d+p

dy dx,

where, in the normalizing constant, σ denotes the surface measure and S
d−1 ⊂ R

d is the unit
sphere. These constants are defined so that the nonlocal seminorm is consistent with a weighted
Sobolev seminorm in a precise way, as will be discussed later. The corresponding nonlocal
weighted function space is then given by

W
p[δ](Ω;β) := {u ∈ Lp(Ω;β) : [u]Wp[δ](Ω;β) <∞}, for β < d,

which is a reflexive Banach space with the norm

‖u‖p
Wp[δ](Ω;β) := ‖u‖pLp(Ω;β) + [u]p

Wp[δ](Ω;β).

The behavior of a function u with the above norm finite will compensate the weight accord-
ingly; in fact, we will show that for kernel and weight functions satisfying desirable properties
(see Section 1.2 and Section 1.4) and for a range of the parameter β, the values of u on Γ can
be prescribed.

The reason for us to consider the heterogeneous localization η(x) = dist(x, ∂Ω), despite the
fact that ∂Ω \ Γ is an unlabeled set, is two-fold. First, the formulation provides a well-posed
theory for the nonlocal problem that is also consistent with a local classical boundary-value
problem. Incorporating nonlocal versions of a flux condition on ∂Ω\Γ, or on the complement of
such a set, would introduce additional technical complications that would nevertheless resolve
in the local limit. For instance, we could repeat the arguments of this work for a problem posed
on a torus (i.e. with periodic boundary conditions), with η(x) ≈ dist(x,Γ), with no appreciable
technical differences. Second, we hope to demonstrate that heterogeneous localization can be
used to analyze the discrete semi-supervised learning problem on manifolds with boundary.

We next present some assumptions to clarify the kernel and weight functions used in the
above problem formulations. Although these assumptions are analogous to those discussed
in [31,32], a notable difference is the introduction of Γ-dependent weights for the present study.

1.2. Assumptions on the weight function. First, in the case of a discrete labeled data set
Γ, we assume that there exists R > 0 depending only on Γ such that B(x0, 4R) ∩ Γ = {x0} for
all x0 ∈ Γ, where B(x0, R) denotes the Euclidean ball centered at x0 ∈ R

d of radius R. We then
define the weight function γ(x) as a function in C∞(Ω \ Γ) ∩C0(Ω) such that

(Aγ)

γ(x) = dist(x,Γ) = |x− x0| whenever ∃x0 ∈ Γ such that x ∈ B(x0, R),

γ(x) ≡ 1 ∀x ∈ Ω \ (∪x0∈ΓB(x0, 2R)) ,

and for each multi-index α ∈ N
d
0,

∃κα > 0 such that |Dαγ(x)| ≤ κα|dist(x,Γ)|1−|α|, ∀x ∈ Ω.

Such a function can be constructed via mollification and cutoff functions. Our assumptions
on γ are similar to those on the weight function used in the discrete graph Laplacian in [8],
with some distinctions. First, the continuum energy functionals considered in the majority of
this work are finite for smooth functions, with no truncation of the weights required. We treat
nonlocal functionals with truncated weights only during comparison with discrete functionals in
Section 7. Second, our analysis does not make use of the exact transition strategy adopted on
the sets B(x0, 2R) \B(x0, R) for x0 ∈ Γ.
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1.3. Assumptions on the scaling parameter. We refer to the function η(x) = dist(x, ∂Ω)
as a heterogeneous localization function. We define the rescaled function ηδ(x) which is given by

(1.3) ηδ(x) := δη(x), ∀x ∈ Ω.

The scaling parameter δ > 0 measures the maximum range of nonlocal interactions. For the
study of the variational problems, the maximum admissible value of the bulk horizon parameter
δ is chosen to depend on λ(x) as follows:

(Aδ) δ ∈ (0, δ0) where δ0 :=
1

3κ
and κ := κ20κ1.

We note that thanks to (Aγ), we have for all δ < δ0,

|γ(x) − γ(y)| < 1

3
γ(x), if |x− y| < ηδ(x).

This guarantees that desired coordinate changes in the integrals defining the nonlocal seminorm
can be carried out.

1.4. Assumptions on the nonlocal kernel. Following the discussions in [31,32], in the non-
local functional specified in (1.1), the nonlocal kernel ρ : R → [0,∞) is assumed to satisfy

(Aρ)

ρ ∈ L∞(R), ρ(x) ≥ 0, and [−cρ, cρ] ⊂ suppρ ⋐ (−1, 1) for fixed cρ > 0.

Moreover, ρ(x) is nonincreasing ∀x ≥ 0, ρ(−x) = ρ(x) ∀x ∈ R, and
ˆ

B(0,1)
|z|pρ(|z|) dz =

√
π Γ(d+p2 )

Γ(p+1
2 )Γ(d2 )

:= Cd,p,

with Γ(z) denoting the Euler gamma function and B(0, 1) denoting the unit ball centered at the

origin. Note that
´

Sd−1 |ω · e|p dσ(ω) =
Cd,p

σ(Sd−1)
, where e is any fixed unit vector.

1.5. Main results. The well-posedness of (1.1) is contingent on functions in the energy space
W

p[δ](Ω;β) having well-defined values on Γ. Specifically, functions in W
p[δ](Ω;β) have a well-

defined trace on Γ if and only if d− p < β. Other structural properties of the function space for
this range of β will allow us to conclude the following theorem, proved as part of Theorem 4.1
in Section 4.

Theorem 1.1. Assume d ≥ 1, p ∈ (1,∞), and d − p < β < d. Then there exists a unique
solution u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) to (1.1).

The well-defined problem (1.1) provides a nonlocal continuum formulation of the discrete
learning problem in the infinite data limit. One may draw further connection to the local limit
by letting δ → 0. In such a limit, we show the convergence of solutions to (1.1) to the following
local variational problem:

(1.4)
Minimize E0(u) =

1

p

ˆ

Ω

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

over u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β),

subject to u(x) = g(x) for x ∈ Γ.

Here, the local weighted Sobolev space is

W 1,p(Ω;β) := {u ∈ Lp(Ω;β) : ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) <∞}, β < d, 1 < p <∞,

with norm
‖u‖p

W 1,p(Ω;β)
:= ‖u‖pLp(Ω;β) + ‖∇u‖pLp(Ω;β).

The local energy E0(u) can be derived formally from Eδ(u) via a Taylor expansion of u.
The analysis on the well-posedness of the minimization of E0 was carried out in [8] for the case
p = 2, and with the local weighted Sobolev space defined in a slightly different way. In the next
theorem, proved as part of Theorem 5.1, we extend their analysis to the case of general p, and
use spaces like W 1,p(Ω;β) whose weights mimic those in W

p[δ](Ω;β).
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Theorem 1.2. Assume d ≥ 1, p ∈ (1,∞), and d − p < β < d. Then, as δ → 0, the sequence
of unique solutions {uδ}δ ⊂ W

p[δ](Ω;β) to (1.1) converge strongly in Lp(Ω;β) to the unique
solution u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) of (1.4).

Remark 1.3. In the case of highly singular weight corresponding to β > d, it turns out that
functions in a weighted nonlocal space can only have trace zero, as shown in Section 3.2 later.
Therefore, this range of parameters results in a function space too inflexible to use in the
semi-supervised learning problem. Additionally, the analysis of the minimization problems is
trivialized; the unique solution to (1.1) with g = 0 is u(x) ≡ 0, and so all the results of Section 1.5
clearly hold.

Remark 1.4. We note that the framework developed here offers various extensions that could be
of interest in applications. For example, the case of a labeled set with connected components of
distinct dimensions has a similar program of analysis; this can be found in Section 6.

With the necessary mathematical framework in place, we demonstrate that the nonlocal
energy can be recovered from an appropriately-defined graph energy in the infinite data limit
n → ∞. Recalling the definitions of the data set Xn and transportation maps Tn above, we
consider the following discrete functional with truncated parameters

En,δ,τ (u) :=
1

n2

∑

x,y∈Xn

ρ

( |y − x|
ητδ (x)

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
(γτ (x))max{β,0}(γ(x))min{β,0}ητδ (x)

d+p
,

where for τ > 0 the functions ητδ and γτ are defined as

(1.5) ητδ (x) := δmax{η(x), τ}, γτ (x) := max{γ(x), τ}.

Since η(x) = γ(x) = 0 on Γ, using the full weight parameters in the discrete energy would
require some additional smoothness of u on Γ, so the weights are replaced by the truncations in
order to ensure that En,δ,τ (u) is well-defined. The truncation τ will be chosen to depend on n,
and will satisfy τn → 0 in the continuum limit n → ∞. The precise scaling law is described in
the following theorem, in which the nonlocal continuum energy is obtained in the n → ∞ limit
of the discrete energies En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1

n ) for u in the nonlocal function space.

Theorem 1.5. Let d − p < β < d and β ≥ 0. Let δ ∈ (0, δ0), and for the sequence of
transportation maps Tn defined above that satisfy Theorem 7.1 set ζn := 2‖Tn − Id‖L∞(Ω).

Define a sequence τn such that τn → 0 as n → ∞ and such that the sequence cn := ζn
τn

satisfies
lim
n→∞

cn = 0. Then there exists n0 depending only on δ0 and Γ such that for all n ≥ n0

(1.6) En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) ≤ C(d, p, β, ρ, κ,Ω)

δp
‖u‖p

Wp [δ](Ω;β), ∀u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β),

and moreover

(1.7) lim
n→∞

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) = |Ω|−2Eδ(u), ∀u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β).

Remark 1.6. Although this theorem can be shown for arbitrary β ∈ R, for the sake of illustration
we prove it only for nonnegative β that are also in (d − p, d), i.e. those for which Theorem 1.1
holds.

1.6. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 contains the
necessary background on local weighted Sobolev spaces. In Section 3 we establish analogous
results for the nonlocal weighted Sobolev spaces. The well-posedness and the variational con-
vergence for the problem (1.1) are proved in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. We prove
generalizations of all of these results for the case of higher-dimensional sets Γ in Section 6.
Finally, we connect the nonlocal energies considered here to weighted graph p-Laplacian-type
energies via a discrete-to-nonlocal convergence result in Section 7.
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2. Local weighted Sobolev spaces

We recall and establish some results on weighted Sobolev spaces which are viewed as local
spaces, as their characterizations are based on norms of weak derivatives. These spaces have
been studied extensively; see for instance the monographs [23,24]. Most of the results we need for
these spaces are already known; we state the theorems in a way that provides a complete story
for our purposes. We also include proofs whenever the existing literature has not covered the
specific situations we are concerned with. Most of these proofs rely on the following inequalities
adapted from the more general Hardy’s inequality (see e.g. [21, Theorem 330]): Let d ≥ 1,
1 < p < ∞, and β ∈ R. For a function v : [0,∞) → [0,∞) that is absolutely continuous and
compactly supported on [0,∞) with r(d−1−β)/pv′(r) ∈ Lp((0,∞)),

ˆ ∞

0

|v(r)|p
rβ−d+1+p

dr ≤
(

p

d− p− β

)p ˆ ∞

0

|v′(r)|p
rβ−d+1

dr, for β ∈ (−∞, d− p),(2.1)

ˆ ∞

0

|v(r)− v(0)|p
rβ−d+1+p

dr ≤
(

p

β + p− d

)p ˆ ∞

0

|v′(r)|p
rβ−d+1

dr, for β ∈ (d− p,∞).(2.2)

2.1. Local weighted spaces. In this subsection we show density, trace and extension results
for the reflexive Banach space W 1,p(Ω;β).

Theorem 2.1. For all p ∈ (1,∞) and all β ∈ (−∞, d), the class C∞(Ω) is dense in W 1,p(Ω;β).

Proof. It suffices to prove the result for the case Γ = {x0} and γ(x) = |x − x0|, since then the
general case will follow by a localization and partition of unity argument.

First, if d(1 − p) < β < d, then |x − x0|−β is a Muckenhoupt Ap-weight, see Lemma C.1.
Thus, as a special case of a similar density result for Ap-weighted Sobolev spaces for functions

defined on Jones domains (see for instance [9, Theorem 6.1]), there exists {un} ∈ C∞(Rd), hence
in C∞(Ω), such that ‖un − u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Next, if β ≤ d(1 − p), then β < 0, and so the weight is degenerate instead of singular. In
the event that x0 ∈ ∂Ω∗, the density result in this setting is proved in [24, Theorem 7.4].

Now assume that β ≤ d(1 − p) and that x0 ∈ Ω∗. By a localization argument (as well as
a translation and dilation) we can assume that Ω∗ = B(0, 1), that x0 = 0, and that suppu ⋐

B(0, 1). Let ζ ∈ C∞(Rd) be a function satisfying 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1, ζ ≡ 1 on B(0, 1) and ζ ≡ 0 on
R
d \B(0, 2). Then define uk(x) := u(x)(1 − ζ(kx)). Clearly ‖uk − u‖Lp(Ω;β) → 0 as k → ∞ by

continuity of the Lebesgue integral. Now,
ˆ

B(0,1)

|∇uk −∇u|p
|x|β dx ≤ C

ˆ

B(0,2/k)

|∇u|p
|x|β dx+ Ckp

ˆ

B(0,2/k)\B(0,1/k)

|∇ζ(kx)u(x)|p
|x|β dx

≤ C‖∇u‖p
Lp(B(0,2/k);β)

+ C

ˆ

B(0,2/k)\B(0,1/k)

|∇ζ(kx)u(x)|p
|x|β+p dx

Thanks to the support of ζ, the function ∇ζ(kx)u(x) belongs to W 1,p(B(0, 1)) and is compactly
supported on B(0, 1) \ {0}, hence the function v(r) := ∇ζ(krω)u(rω) is absolutely continuous
on [0, 1] for H d−1-almost every ω ∈ S

d−1. Hence we can apply the Hardy inequality (2.1) to
get

ˆ 2/k

1/k

|v(r)|p
rβ−d+1+p

dr ≤ C(β, d, p)

ˆ 2/k

1/k

|v′(r)|p
rβ−d+1

dr.

(This can be applied, since by assumption β ≤ d(1− p) < d− p). Integrating over ω ∈ S
d−1, we

obtain that
ˆ

B(0,2/k)\B(0,1/k)

|∇ζ(kx)u(x)|p
|x|β+p dx ≤ C

ˆ

B(0,2/k)

|∇u|p
|x|β dx,
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where we also used that |∂rv| ≤ |∇xu|. Therefore by continuity of the integral we get that
‖uk − u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) → 0 as k → ∞.

Now, for m ∈ N with m ≫ k define uk,m(x) :=
´

Rd m
dϕ(m(x − y))uk(y) dy, where ϕ is a

standard mollifier. Then uk,m ∈ C∞(B(0, 1)), suppuk,m ⋐ B(0, 1) \ {0}, and since β < 0

‖uk,m − uk‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ ‖uk,m − uk‖Lp(Ω) → 0 as m→ ∞.

Thus, for any ε > 0 we can choose k large so that ‖uk−u‖Lp(Ω;β) < ε/2, and then choose m≪ k
so that ‖uk,m − uk‖Lp(Ω;β) < ε/2. �

Now, for a certain range of β, one can show the existence of traces on Γ in this space, see
discussions in [8] for the case p = 2. We state the relevant results in the theorem below, together
with a more complete proof than that given in the literature. In particular, we consider the
cases when β ≥ 0 and when β < 0, in the event that p > d.

Theorem 2.2. Let d − p < β < d. The operator TΓ : W 1,p(Ω;β) → R
|Γ| is a bounded linear

operator that satisfies TΓu = u
∣∣
Γ

for all u in C∞(Ω). Moreover, the limit

u(x0) :=




lim
ε→0

(u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω, β ≥ 0,

lim
ε→0

(u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω,β, β < 0,

where (u)B(x0 ,ε)∩Ω,β :=

ˆ

B(x0,ε)∩Ω
u(x)γ(x)−β dx

ˆ

B(x0,ε)∩Ω
γ(x)−β dx

, 0 < ε < R,

is well-defined for any x0 ∈ Γ and u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β), with

|u(x0)− (u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω|p ≤ Cεβ−(d−p)‖∇u‖pLp(Ω;β), β ≥ 0, 0 < ε < R

|u(x0)− (u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω,β|p ≤ Cεβ−(d−p)‖∇u‖pLp(Ω;β), β < 0, 0 < ε < R.

Proof. We proceed in a manner inspired by [8], with additional details presented. Fix x0 ∈ Γ.
In this proof, we set the notation Br = B(r) = B(x0, r) ∩ Ω for any r > 0. If u ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β),
then because d− p < β < d the following Poincaré inequalities with Ap-weights hold, i.e.

ˆ

Bε

|u(x)− (u)Bε |pγ(x)−β dx ≤ Cεp
ˆ

Bε

|∇u(x)|p γ(x)−βdx, ∀ε ∈ (0, R), and

ˆ

Bε

|u(x)− (u)Bε,β|pγ(x)−β dx ≤ Cεp
ˆ

Bε

|∇u(x)|p γ(x)−βdx, ∀ε ∈ (0, R);

(2.3)

see e.g. [15, Theorem 1.5].

We first consider the case when β ≥ 0; the first Poincaré inequality in (2.3) implies

(2.4)

ˆ

Bε

|u(x)− (u)Bε |p dx ≤ Cεβ+p
ˆ

Bε

|∇u(x)|p γ(x)−βdx, ∀ε ∈ (0, R).
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Now, for M , N ∈ N with M ≤ N , we write the difference as a telescoping sum and use
Hölder’s inquality to get

|(u)B(2−M ) − (u)B(2−N )| ≤
N∑

k=M+1

|(u)B(2−k−1) − (u)B(2−k)|

≤
N∑

k=M+1

 

B(2−k−1)
|u(y) − (u)B(2−k)|dy

≤ C1/p
N∑

k=M+1

(
 

B(2−k)
|u(y) − (u)B(2−k)|p dy

)1/p

,

where C is a number depending only on d and Ω that satisfies |B(x0,2−k)∩Ω|
|B(x0,2−k−1)∩Ω|

≤ C. Since Ω is a

Lipschitz domain with “punctures,” C is independent of k and x0. Applying (2.4),

|(u)B(2−M ) − (u)B(2−N )| ≤
N∑

k=M+1

(
C2−k(p+β−d)

ˆ

B(2−k)
γ(y)−β |∇u(y)|p dy

)1/p

≤ C[u]W 1,p(Ω;β)

N∑

k=M+1

(2(d−p−β)/p)k.

(2.5)

Note that for any 0 < r′/2 < r ≤ r′ < R we have by (2.4)

rd
∣∣(u)Br − (u)Br′

∣∣p = C

ˆ

Br

∣∣(u)Br − (u)Br′

∣∣p dx

≤ C

ˆ

Br

∣∣u(x)− (u)Br′

∣∣p dx+ C

ˆ

Br′

∣∣u(x)− (u)Br

∣∣p dx

≤ C(rp+β + (r′)p+β)

ˆ

Br′

γ(x)−β |∇u(x)|p dx,

so that

(2.6)
∣∣(u)Br − (u)Br′

∣∣ ≤ C(r′)
β+p−d

p [u]W 1,p(Ω;β), ∀r, r′ with
r

r′
∈
(
1

2
, 1

)
.

Now, let εj → 0 as j → ∞ be an arbitrary sequence. We need to show that {(u)Bεj
}j is

Cauchy. For each j, j′ ∈ N, let Nj and Mj′ be the two integers satisfying 2−Nj−1 ≤ εj ≤ 2−Nj

and 2−Mj′−1 ≤ εj′ ≤ 2−Mj′ . Therefore, by (2.5) and (2.6)
∣∣(u)Bεj

− (u)Bεj

∣∣ ≤
∣∣(u)Bεj

− (u)
B(2−Nj−1)

∣∣+
∣∣(u)

B(2−Nj−1)
− (u)

B(2
−M

j′ )

∣∣

+
∣∣(u)

B(2
−M

j′ )
− (u)B(εj′ )

∣∣

≤ C[u]W 1,p(Ω;β)

Nj∑

k=Mj′

(2(d−p−β)/p)k.

Since Mj′ , Nj → ∞ as min{j, j′} → ∞, the right-hand side forms the tail of a geometric series,
and so we see that the sequence {(u)B(εj )}j is Cauchy. Therefore the sequence converges to

a number, which we call u(x0) (consistent with Lebesgue differentiation), and the convergence
rate follows from taking Nj → ∞ in the above estimate.

Next, we consider the case when β < 0; the proof proceeds similarly. Since Ω satisfies the
interior cone condition, we get

(2.7) C(d)εd−β ≤
ˆ

B(x0,ε)∩Ω
|x− x0|−β dx ≤ C ′(d)εd−β , ∀ε > 0.
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Therefore we have

|(u)B(2−k−1),β − (u)B(2−k),β |

≤C2−k(β−d)
ˆ

B(2−k−1)
|u(y) − (u)B(2−k),β|γ(x)−β dx

≤C2−k(β−d)/p

(
ˆ

B(2−k−1)
|u(y) − (u)B(2−k),β |pγ(x)−β dx

)1/p

,

and similarly to (2.5) we use the second Poincaré inequality in (2.3) to obtain

|(u)B(2−M ),β − (u)B(2−N ),β | ≤ C[u]W 1,p(Ω;β)

N∑

k=M+1

(2(d−p−β)/p)k.(2.8)

In the same way as (2.6) we have

(2.9)
∣∣(u)Br ,β − (u)Br′ ,β

∣∣ ≤ C(r′)
β+p−d

p [u]W 1,p(Ω;β), ∀ r

r′
∈
(
1

2
, 1

)
.

The rest of the proof proceeds identically to the first case; we obtain that the sequence
{(u)B(εj ),β}j is Cauchy. Finally, we note that since β < 0, we have for u ∈ C∞

c (Rd)

|(u)B(x0,ε),β − u(x0)| ≤ C

ˆ

B(0,1)

|u(x0 + εz)− u(x0)|
|z|β dz

≤
ˆ

B(0,1)
|u(x0 + εz) − u(x0)|dz → 0 as ε→ 0,

hence the limit of (u)B(εj ),β can be identified with u(x0).

Finally, the fact that TΓ is a bounded operator in the case β ≥ 0 follows from the estimate

|u(x0)| ≤ Cε
β−d+p

p ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) + |(u)Bε |
≤ Cε(‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) + ‖u‖Lp(Ω)) ≤ Cε(‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) + ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β)),

where Jensen’s inequality was applied to (u)Bε . The same result in the case β < 0 follows
similarly, using (u)Bε,β in place of (u)Bε . �

The following theorem on extensions follows easily from the relevant definitions and straight-
forward calculations.

Theorem 2.3. Given a function g : Γ → R, let ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) satisfy 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1, with ψ(x) = 1

for |x| < 1 and ψ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2, and define EΓg : Rd → R by

EΓg(x) :=
∑

x0∈Γ

g(x0)ψ

(
x− x0

R

)
.

Then for β < d, EΓg is a linear extension operator on W 1,p(Ω;β), i.e. EΓg = g on Γ and
‖EΓg‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C(β,Ω)‖g‖L∞(Γ).

2.2. Homogeneous weighted spaces. We now define another Banach space

(2.10) V 1,p(Ω;β) := {u ∈ Lp(Ω;β + p) : ‖u‖V 1,p(Ω;β) <∞}, β ∈ R,

with norm defined by

‖u‖p
V 1,p[δ](Ω;β)

:= ‖u‖pLp(Ω;β+p) + ‖∇u‖pLp(Ω;β) .

This space will help us further understand W 1,p(Ω;β), and also give a clear framework for the
variational problems.

Theorem 2.4 ( [29], Theorem 1). For any β ∈ R, C∞
c (Ω \ Γ) is dense in V 1,p(Ω;β).
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Theorem 2.5 (Embedding). Let d−p < β. Then there exists a constant C = C(d, p, β,Ω) such
that

(2.11)

ˆ

Ω

|u(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx, ∀u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β).

Proof. By a localization argument, we can again assume that Γ = {x0} and by Theorem 2.4 we
can assume that u ∈ C∞

c (Ω \ Γ). If x0 ∈ ∂Ω∗, then the result is proved in [24, Theorem 8.15].
So we assume that x ∈ Ω∗. Thus, it suffices to show that

(2.12)

ˆ

B(x0,R)

|u(x)|p
|x− x0|β+p

dx ≤ C

ˆ

B(x0,R)

|∇u(x)|p
|x− x0|β

dx, ∀u ∈ C∞
c (B(x0, R) \ {x0}).

This inequality is invariant under translations and dilations, so we need only show (2.12) for the
case x0 = 0 and R = 1.

Since β > d − p, we can apply the one-dimensional Hardy inequality (2.2) to the function
v(r) = u(rω) for ω ∈ S

d−1, which satisfies v ∈ C1
c ((0,∞)) ∩C0([0,∞)) and v(0) = 0:

ˆ ∞

0

|v(r)|p
rβ−d+1+p

dr ≤ C(β, d, p)

ˆ ∞

0

|v′(r)|p
rβ−d+1

dr.

Integrating this inequality over ω ∈ Sd−1, we obtain the desired inequality (2.12) after reverting
from polar coordinates (also using that |∂ru| ≤ |∇xu|). �

Now, we define a homogeneous space using the closure with respect to the W 1,p(Ω;β)-norm:

W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) := C∞

c (Ω \ Γ)
‖·‖W1,p(Ω;β)

, for β ∈ R.

The following theorem relates the space V 1,p(Ω;β) to the spaces W 1,p(Ω;β) and W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β):

Theorem 2.6. For β < d−p, W 1,p(Ω;β) = V 1,p(Ω;β). For d−p < β, W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) = V 1,p(Ω;β).

Proof. Since ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C(p,Ω)‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p), it suffices to show that

‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C‖u‖W 1,p(Ω;β), ∀u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) when β < d− p, and(2.13)

‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C‖u‖W 1,p(Ω;β), ∀u ∈W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) when β > d− p.(2.14)

As before, we may assume that Γ = {x0}. The result is stated and proved in [13, Theorem
2.3] when x0 ∈ ∂Ω∗, so we assume that x0 ∈ Ω∗. Again using a similar localization argument,
and noting that (2.13)-(2.14) are invariant under translation and dilation, we may assume that
x0 = 0 and that u ∈ C∞

c (B(0, 1) \ {0}).

First, assume that β < d − p. Then apply the Hardy inequality (2.1) to the function
v(r) = u(rω) for ω ∈ S

d−1:
ˆ ∞

0

|v(r)|p
rβ−d+1+p

dr ≤ C(β, d, p)

ˆ ∞

0

|v′(r)|p
rβ−d+1

dr, for −∞ < β − d+ 1 < 1− p.

Integrating over ω ∈ S
d−1, we obtain the desired inequality (2.13) after reverting from polar

coordinates (also using that |∂ru| ≤ |∇xu|).
Now assume that β > d − p. Then the Hardy inequality (2.11) actually holds for all

u ∈ C∞(Ω \Γ). Then (2.14) follows by density of C∞(Ω\Γ) in W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) as per the definition.

�

Although we did not define the space for β ≥ d, this result, in essence, says that functions
with finite W 1,p(Ω;β) norm must have trace 0 on Γ when β ≥ d. On the other hand, when
β < d − p, this result says that functions in W 1,p(Ω;β) do not have traces on Γ, since as
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a consequence both C∞(Ω) and C∞(Ω \ Γ) are dense in W 1,p(Ω;β). In the third regime,

d−p < β < d, we can characterize the homogeneous space W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) using the trace as follows:

Theorem 2.7. For d − p < β < d, u ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β) belongs to W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) if and only if and

TΓu = 0.

Proof. One implication is clear thanks to continuity of the trace; we will provide a proof for the
reverse implication. Assume that TΓu = 0. We assume that Γ = {x0}, that γ(x) = |x − x0|,
that R = 1, and that x0 = 0; the general case will follow by a using a localization/partition
of unity argument, as well as noting the density condition is invariant under translations and
dilations. We may also assume – flattening ∂Ω∗ if necessary – that either Ω = B(0, 1) or
Ω = B(0, 1) ∩ {xd > 0}. If Ω∗ = B(0, 1) we can assume that suppu ⋐ B(0, 1).

Step 1: By Theorem 2.1 there exists a sequence {un} ⊂ C∞(Ω) such that lim
n→∞

‖un −
u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) = 0 and by continuity of the trace we have lim

n→∞
|TΓun| = 0. For 0 < r < 1 and

ω ∈ C := { x

|x| : x ∈ Ω} ⊂ S
d−1, define vn(r,ω) = un(rω) and v(r,ω) = u(rω). Then

vn(r,ω)− un(0) =

ˆ r

0
∂rvn(̺,ω) d̺ =

ˆ r

0
(∂rvn(̺,ω)̺

d−1−β
p )̺

− d−1−β
p d̺,

so that by Hölder’s inequality

ˆ

C
|vn(r,ω)|p dσ(ω) ≤ C|un(0)|p + C

ˆ

C

(
ˆ r

0
̺−

d−1−β
p−1 d̺

)p−1 ˆ r

0

|∂rvn(̺,ω)|p
̺β−d+1

d̺dσ(ω)

≤ C|un(0)|p + Crβ−d+p
ˆ r

0

ˆ

C

|∂rvn(̺,ω)|p
̺β−d+1

dσ(ω) d̺;

the right-hand side is finite since β > d − p. Converting from polar coordinates, using that
|∂rv| ≤ |∇xu|, and letting n→ ∞, we get that

(2.15)

ˆ

C
|v(r,ω)|p dσ(ω) ≤ Crβ−d+p

ˆ

B(0,r)∩Ω

|∇u(x)|p
|x|β dx, for a.e. r ∈ (0, 1).

Step 2: The rest of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.1. Let ζ ∈ C∞(Rd) be a

function satisfying 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1, ζ ≡ 1 on B(0, 1) and ζ ≡ 0 on R
d \ B(0, 2). Then define

uk(x) := u(x)(1 − ζ(kx)). Then
ˆ

B(0,1)∩Ω

|∇uk −∇u|p
|x|β dx ≤ C

ˆ

B(0,2/k)∩Ω

|∇u|p
|x|β dx

+ Ckp
ˆ

Ω∩(B(0,2/k)\B(0,1/k))

|u(x)|p
|x|β dx.

We estimate the second integral by converting to polar coordinates and using (2.15):

kp
ˆ

Ω∩(B(0,2/k)\B(0,1/k))

|u(x)|p
|x|β dx

=kp
ˆ 2/k

1/k

ˆ

C

|v(r,ω)|p
rβ−d+1

dσ(ω) dr

≤Ckp
ˆ 2/k

1/k
rp−1 dr

ˆ

B(0,2/k)∩Ω

|∇u(x)|p
|x|β dx ≤ C

ˆ

B(0,2/k)∩Ω

|∇u(x)|p
|x|β dx.

Therefore by continuity of the integral we get that

(2.16) ‖uk − u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C‖u‖W 1,p(Ω∩B(0,2/k);β) → 0 as k → ∞.
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We note that uk = 0 on the set {x ∈ Ω : γ(x) < 1/k}. Therefore, β + p > d, but the weight
γ−β−p is nonsingular on suppuk. Thus ‖uk‖V 1,p(Ω;β) < ∞, and so by Theorem 2.4 we can for

each k ∈ N choose a function wk ∈ C∞
c (Ω \ Γ) such that

‖wk − uk‖V 1,p(Ω;β) <
1

C ′2k
,

where C ′ = C ′(d, β, p,Ω) is the constant for which ‖f‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C ′‖f‖V 1,p(Ω;β) for all f ∈
V 1,p(Ω;β). Therefore combining this with (2.16) gives

‖wk − u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ ‖uk − u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) + ‖wk − uk‖W 1,p(Ω;β) → 0 as k → ∞.

�

Remark 2.8. These results are consistent when β = 0, which corresponds to the unweighted
classical Sobolev space W 1,p(Ω). When p < d, we cannot make sense of Sobolev functions
defined at a single point, consistent with the nonexistence of TΓ for d − p < β. On the other
hand, when p > d, Sobolev functions are actually Hölder continuous by Morrey’s inequality, i.e.
TΓ exists for d− p < β.

The following theorem is a direct consequence by applying the earlier results in the following
order: Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.3, Theorem 2.7, Theorem 2.6, and Theorem 2.5:

Theorem 2.9. For d− p < β < d and for any u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β), the function ū := u− EΓ ◦ TΓu
satisfies ū ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β). Moreover, for any x0 ∈ Γ the following Hardy inequality holds:

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,R)

|u(x)− u(x0)|p
|x− x0|β+p

dx ≤ C(d, p, β)

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,R)

|∇u(x)|p
|x− x0|β

dx.

Finally, we conclude the section with an embedding theorem for weighted Sobolev spaces:

Theorem 2.10. Let q ∈ [1, dp
d−p ], and let α ∈ R. The space V 1,p(Ω;β) is continuously embedded

in Lq(Ω;α) if and only if α and β satisfy d
(
1
q − 1

p

)
− α

q + β
p + 1 ≥ 0.

If q ∈ [1, dp
d−p) and if d

(
1
q − 1

p

)
− α

q + β
p + 1 > 0 then the embedding is compact.

The proof of Theorem 2.10 is postponed to Section 6, in which more general sets Γ are
simultaneously treated.

3. Nonlocal weighted function spaces

We introduce the nonlocal Banach space with a finer scale of weights

(3.1) V
p[δ](Ω;β) := {u ∈ Lp(Ω;β + p) : ‖u‖Vp [δ](Ω;β) <∞}, β ∈ R,

equipped with a norm defined by

‖u‖p
Vp[δ](Ω;β) := ‖u‖pLp(Ω;β+p) + [u]p

Wp[δ](Ω;β).

we also define the space that is homogeneous with respect to Γ

W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) := C∞

c (Ω \ Γ)
‖·‖Wp[δ](Ω;β)

, β ∈ R.

Throughout this section, we take the assumptions p ∈ (1,∞), (Aγ), (Aψ), (Aδ), and β ∈ R

unless noted otherwise.
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3.1. Boundary-localized convolutions. In order to analyze the nonlocal variational prob-
lems, we seek an understanding of the nonlocal function spaces, analogous to the study of the
local weighted Sobolev spaces in Section 2. To do this, we use a strategy similar to that of [31,32],
and establish the desired properties (density of smooth functions, traces, embeddings, etc.) of
the nonlocal function spaces by leveraging estimates for the following convolution-type operator

(3.2) Kδu(x) :=

ˆ

Ω0

1

(λδ(x))d
ψ

( |y − x|
λδ(x)

)
u(y) dy, x ∈ Ω.

Here, ψ : R → [0,∞) is a standard mollifier satisfying

(Aψ)

ψ ∈ Ck(R) for some k ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}, ψ(x) ≥ 0 and ψ(−x) = ψ(x), ∀x ∈ R,

[−cψ, cψ] ⊂ suppψ ⋐ (−1, 1) for fixed cψ > 0, and

ˆ

Rd

ψ(|x|) dx = 1.

The function governing the dilation in the mollifier is defined using the notation of (1.3),
that is, λδ(x) = δλ(x) where λ : Ω → [0,∞) is a given function. This generalized distance – or
generalized heterogeneous localization – function λ satisfies the following:

(Aλ)

i) there exists a constant κ0 ≥ 1 such that

1

κ0
dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ λ(x) ≤ κ0 dist(x, ∂Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω ;

ii) there exists a constant κ1 > 0 such that

|λ(x) − λ(y)| ≤ κ1|x− y|, ∀x,y ∈ Ω;

iii) there exists kλ ∈ N0 ∪ {∞} such that the following holds:

λ ∈ C0(Ω) ∩ Ckλ(Ω) and for each multi-index α ∈ N
d
0 with |α| ≤ kλ,

∃κα > 0 such that |Dαλ(x)| ≤ κα|dist(x, ∂Ω)|1−|α|, ∀x ∈ Ω.

For any domain Ω, a generalized distance function λ with kλ = ∞ and with all κα depending
only on d is guaranteed to exist [36, Chapter VI, Theorem 2]. We also note that (Aγ) and (Aλ)
have the quantities κα in common.

As in [31,32], we refer to Kδ as a boundary-localized convolution operator. This operator has
all of the smoothing properties of classical convolution operators, and additionally recovers the
boundary values of a function. To be precise, for all functions u ∈ C0(Ω), TKδu = Tu, where
Tu = u|∂Ω denotes the trace operator. This property of the boundary-localized convolution
is preserved when the operator T is extended to more general Sobolev and nonlocal function
spaces.

We now further specify notation. For any function ψ : [0,∞) → R, we define

ψδ(x,y) :=
1

λδ(x)d
ψ

( |y − x|
λδ(x)

)
.(3.3)

In particular, ψδ defines a boundary-localizing mollifier corresponding to a standard mollifier ψ
described in (Aψ). Note that

´

Ω ψδ(x,y) dy = 1 for all x ∈ Ω and for all δ < δ0. This is not the
case when the arguments are reversed, and so we define the function

(3.4) Ψδ(x) :=

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(y,x) dy.

In the event that Γ = ∅, such boundary-localized convolutions have been analyzed previously
in [31, 32]. The next theorems, which hold for general Γ, are established by following similar
lines of reasoning to those in the proofs of its analogue in [31]. The adaptations to the present
case Ω = Ω∗ \ Γ, where Ω∗ is a Lipschitz domain, are straightforward, and we provide them for
completeness.

Theorem 3.1. The following hold:
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1) If u ∈ L1
loc(Ω), then Kδu ∈ C∞(Ω).

2) If u ∈ C0(Ω), then Kδu ∈ C0(Ω). Moreover, Kδu(x) = u(x) for all x ∈ ∂Ω, and
Kδu→ u uniformly on Ω as δ → 0.

3) There exists a constant C0 = C0(d, p, β, ψ, κ1) > 0 such that

(3.5) ‖Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C0 ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β) , ∀u ∈ Lp(Ω;β),

and in fact

(3.6) lim
δ→0

‖Kδu− u‖Lp(Ω;β) = 0, ∀u ∈ Lp(Ω;β).

4) Let K̃δ be the operator defined for any v : Ω → R
d and x ∈ Ω as

(3.7) K̃δv(x) :=

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)

[
I− (x− y)⊗∇ηδ(x)

λδ(x)

]
v(y) dy.

Then there exists a constant C1 = C1(d, p, β, ψ, κ1) > 0 such that

∇Kδu(x) = K̃δ [∇u](x), ∀u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), x ∈ Ω,(3.8)

‖∇Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C1 ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) , ∀u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β),(3.9)

lim
δ→0

‖Kδu− u‖V 1,p(Ω) = 0, ∀u ∈ V 1,p(Ω).(3.10)

Additionally, (3.8)-(3.9)-(3.10) also hold with V 1,p(Ω;β) replaced with W 1,p(Ω;β) and
β < d.

5) For d− p < β < d, the trace operator TΓ : W 1,p(Ω;β) → R
|Γ| satisfies TΓKδu = TΓu for

all u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β).

Proof. Item 1) and Item 2) are straightforward to verify in a direct way.

Now we show (3.5). By Hölder’s inequality and Tonelli’s theorem

‖Kδu‖pLp(Ω;β) ≤
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)γ(x)

−β dx |u(y)|p dy.

Now, we have that λ(x) ≤ κ0d∂Ω(x) ≤ κ0dΓ(x) ≤ κ20γ(x), and so

|γ(y) − γ(x)| ≤ κ1|x− y| ≤ κ1λδ(x) ≤ δκ20κ1γ(x), for |x− y| ≤ λδ(x).

Thus, since κ = κ20κ1 we have

(3.11) (1− κδ)γ(x) ≤ γ(y) ≤ (1 + κδ)γ(x), for |x− y| ≤ λδ(x).

Therefore thanks to the support of ψδ we have for any β ∈ R

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)γ(x)

−β dx ≤ CΨδ(y)γ(y)
−β ≤ Cγ(y)−β ,

which is (3.5).

Thanks to the Lp-continuity of the operator Kδ established in (3.5), it suffices to show (3.6)
for u ∈ C1(Ω). But this in turn follows from the uniform convergence in item 2).

The identity (3.8) can be established by first differentiating the convolution with the vari-
ables changed, Kδu(x) =

´

B(0,1) ψ(|z|)u(x + λδ(x)z) dz, and then reversing the change of vari-

ables. Then (3.9) follows from estimating |K̃δ[∇u](x)| ≤ (1+δκ1)Kδ [|∇u|](x) and then applying
(3.5). The convergence (3.10) is proved analogously to (3.6).

To see item 5): by item 2), Kδv = v on Γ for all v ∈ C∞(Ω). Let ε > 0; choosing v ∈ C∞(Ω)
with ‖u − v‖W 1,p(Ω;β) < ε (which is possible by Theorem 2.1) and then applying Theorem 2.2,
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(3.5), and (3.9),

‖TΓKδu− TΓu‖L∞(Γ) ≤ ‖TΓKδu− TΓKδv‖L∞(Γ) + ‖TΓKδv − TΓv‖L∞(Γ)

+ ‖TΓv − TΓu‖L∞(Γ)

≤ C‖u− v‖W 1,p(Ω;β) < Cε.

�

With these results in hand, we turn to the relationship of the boundary-localized convolution
with the nonlocal function spaces W

p[δ](Ω;β) and V
p[δ](Ω;β). The following results, proved in

Appendix B, are valuable tools that will be used to establish properties of the nonlocal spaces
essential for our analysis.

Theorem 3.2. The following hold:

1) There exists a constant C2 = C2(d, p, β, ψ, κ0, κ1) such that

‖Kδu− u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C2

∥∥(Kδu− u)η−1
∥∥
Lp(Ω;β)

≤ C2δ[u]Wp [δ](Ω;β),(3.12)

and ‖∇Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C2[u]Vp[δ](Ω;β),(3.13)

for all u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β). The same result holds for V

p[δ](Ω;β) replaced with W
p[δ](Ω;β)

when β < d.
2) There exist continuous functions θ : [0, δ0) → (0, 1] and φ : [0, δ0) → [1,∞) with θ(0) =

φ(0) = 1 determined only from d, p, β, κ0 and κ1 such that the following holds: For all
ε ∈ (0, δ0), and all r ∈ (0,diam(Ω))

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<θ(ε)r}

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
ρ

( |x− y|
ηθ(ε)δ(x)

) |Kεu(x)−Kεu(y)|p
ηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx

≤φ(ε)
ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<r}

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
ρ

( |x− y|
ηδ(x)

) |u(x) − u(y)|p
ηδ(x)d+p

dy dx,

(3.14)

for all u ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β) (and for all u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) for β < d).
3) lim

ε→0
‖Kεu − u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) = 0, for all u ∈ V

p[δ](Ω;β) and for all u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) with

β < d.

3.2. Properties of weighted nonlocal function spaces.

Theorem 3.3. For constants 0 < δ1 ≤ δ2 < δ0,

(
1− δ2

2(1 + δ2)

) d+p
p
(
1− κ0κ1δ2
1 + κ0κ1δ2

) |β|
p

[u]Wp[δ2](Ω;β) ≤ [u]Wp[δ1](Ω;β)

≤
(
δ2
δ1

) d+p
p

[u]Wp[δ2](Ω;β),

∀u ∈ V
p[δ2](Ω;β) and ∀u ∈ W

p[δ2](Ω;β) with β < d.

Theorem 3.4. For ρ satisfying (Aρ) and λ satisfying (Aλ), define the seminorm

[u]p
W̃p[δ](Ω;β)

:=

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
ρ

( |x− y|
λδ(x)

) |u(y) − u(x)|p
λδ(x)d+p

dy dx.

Then there exist positive constants c and C depending only on d, p, β, ρ, and κ0 such that for
any u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β),

(3.15) c[u]Wp [δ](Ω;β) ≤ [u]
W̃p[δ](Ω;β)

≤ C[u]Wp[δ](Ω;β).

In particular,

(3.16) c[u]Wp [δ](Ω;β) ≤ Eδ(u) ≤ C[u]Wp[δ](Ω;β).

The proofs of Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4 are in the appendix.
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Theorem 3.5 (An embedding result). Let u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), or let u ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β) when β < d.
Then

(3.17) [u]Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤
1

(1− δ)1/p

(
1 + κδ

1− κδ

)|β|/p

‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β).

Proof. First assume that u ∈ C∞
c (Ω \ Γ) (respectively, u ∈ C∞(Ω)). Then by changing coordi-

nates z = y−x

ηδ(x)
and applying the fundamental theorem of calculus to the difference quotient of

u

[u]p
Wp [δ](Ω;β) =

(d+ p)Cd,p
σ(Sd−1)

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,1)

|u(x+ ηδ(x)z) − u(x)|p
γ(x)βηδ(x)p

dzdx

≤ (d+ p)Cd,p
σ(Sd−1)

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,1)

1

γ(x)β

ˆ 1

0
|∇u(x+ tηδ(x)z) · z|p dt dzdx.

Next, define ζδtz(x) = x+ tηδ(x)z, c.f. Lemma B.1. Then use (B.3) to estimate γ(x)−β :

[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤

(
1 + κδ

1− κδ

)|β| ˆ

B(0,1)

(d+ p)Cd,p
σ(Sd−1)

ˆ 1

0

ˆ

Ω

|∇u(ζδtz(x)) · z|p
γ(ζδtz(x))

β
dxdt dz.

Now apply the change of coordinates w = ζδtz(x) in the x-integral. Then w ∈ Ω whenever
x ∈ Ω, and (B.2) holds. Therefore,

[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤

(
1 + κδ

1− κδ

)|β| 1

1− δ

ˆ

B(0,1)

(d+ p)Cd,p
σ(Sd−1)

ˆ 1

0

ˆ

Ω

|∇u(w) · z|p
γ(w)β

dw dt dz

=

(
1 + κδ

1− κδ

)|β| 1

1− δ
‖∇u‖pLp(Ω;β).

Now, for general u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β) (resp. u ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β)) use the density result Theorem 2.4
(resp. Theorem 2.1) to obtain a sequence {un} of smooth functions converging to u both in
norm and almost everywhere. Each un satisfies (3.17), hence

lim inf
n→∞

[un]
p
Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤

(
1 + κδ

1− κδ

)|β| 1

1− δ
‖∇u‖pLp(Ω;β).

The estimate (3.17) then follows for general u by applying Fatou’s lemma to the integrand in
the double integral defining [un]

p
Wp[δ](Ω;β). �

Theorem 3.6. C∞(Ω) is dense in W
p[δ](Ω;β) for all β ∈ (−∞, d). C∞

c (Ω \ Γ) is dense in
V
p[δ](Ω;β) for all β ∈ R.

Proof. Let u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β). By Theorem 3.2 item 3), ‖Kεu− u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) → 0 as ε→ 0, where

Kεu is the boundary-localized convolution defined in (3.2). Then, the estimate (3.13) shows
that Kεu ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) for any ε > 0, since any value of the bulk horizon results in an equivalent
norm according to Theorem 3.3. Therefore by Theorem 2.1 we can find for each ε > 0 a function
vε ∈ C∞(Ω) such that ‖vε −Kεu‖W 1,p(Ω;β) <

ε
2 . Hence by Theorem 3.5

‖vε − u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ ‖Kεu− u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) + C(δ0)‖vε −Kεu‖W 1,p(Ω;β)

≤ ‖Kεu− u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) +
ε

2
.

Let ε = εj be a sequence converging to 0 as j → ∞; it follows from the first part of the proof
that {vε}ε is the desired sequence.

The density result for u ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β) is similar, with Theorem 2.4 used in place of Theo-

rem 2.1. �
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Theorem 3.7. Let d − p < β < d. The operator TΓ : Wp[δ](Ω;β) → R
|Γ| is a bounded linear

operator that satisfies TΓu = u|Γ for all u in C∞(Ω). Moreover, the limit

u(x0) :=




lim
ε→0

(u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω, β ≥ 0,

lim
ε→0

(u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω,β, β < 0,

is well-defined for any x0 ∈ Γ and u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β), with

|u(x0)− (u)B(x0,ε)∩Ω|p ≤ Cεβ−(d−p)[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β), β ≥ 0, 0 < ε < R,(3.18)

|u(x0)− (u)B(x0 ,ε)∩Ω,β|p ≤ Cεβ−(d−p)[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β), β < 0, 0 < ε < R.(3.19)

Proof. Since the boundary-localized convolution Kδu belongs to W 1,p(Ω;β), we have by Theo-
rem 2.2 and (3.13)

‖TΓKδu‖L∞(Γ) ≤ C ‖Kδu‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C ‖u‖
Wp[δ](Ω;β) .

We now use Theorem 3.6. Let {un} ⊂ C∞(Ω) be a sequence converging to u in W
p[δ](Ω;β).

Then since TΓKδun = TΓun for all n by Theorem 3.1 item 2),

‖Tun − Tum‖L∞(Γ) = ‖TΓKδun − TΓKδum‖L∞(Γ)

≤ C ‖un − um‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) .

Therefore the bounded linear operator TΓ : Wp[δ](Ω;β) → L∞(Γ) is well-defined.

Now we prove the Lebesgue point property. Fix x0 ∈ Γ, and denote Br = B(x0, r) for
r < 0. First we assume that β ≥ 0. By Jensen’s inequality

|(u)Bε − (Kδu)Bε |p ≤ Cε−d
ˆ

Bε∩Ω

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)|u(x) − u(y)|p dy dx.

Since γ(x)β ≤ εβ and η(x) ≤ ε on Bε, we get

|(u)Bε − (Kδu)Bε |p ≤ Cδpε−d+β+p
ˆ

Bε∩Ω

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)

|u(x) − u(y)|p
γ(x)βηδ(x)p

dy dx.

We apply the equivalence of kernel functions in the nonlocal seminorm in Theorem 3.4, and
obtain

(3.20) |(u)Bε − (Kδu)Bε |p ≤ Cδpεβ−d+p[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β).

Now, since Kδu satisfies (3.12) and (3.13), we can apply Theorem 2.2 to get that Kδu(x0) =
limε→0(Kδu)Bε exists. This combined with (3.20) shows that lim

ε→0
(u)Bε := u(x0) exists, and is

equal to Kδu(x0). With Theorem 2.2, (3.20) and (3.13), we arrive at (3.18):

|u(x0)− (u)Bε | = |Kδu(x0)− (u)Bε | ≤ |Kδu(x0)− (Kδu)Bε |+ |(Kδu)Bε − (u)Bε |

≤ Cε
β−d+p

p ‖∇Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β) + δε
β−d+p

p [u]Wp[δ](Ω;β)

≤ Cε
β−d+p

p [u]Wp[δ](Ω;β).

Now assume that β < 0; the proof is similar. By Jensen’s inequality

|(u)Bε,β − (Kδu)Bε,β|p ≤ C
1

´

Bε∩Ω
γ(x)−β dx

ˆ

Bε∩Ω

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)

|u(x) − u(y)|p
γ(x)β

dy dx.

Since η(x) ≤ ε on Bε and since (2.7) holds, we get

|(u)Bε,β − (Kδu)Bε,β|p ≤ Cδpεβ−d+p
ˆ

Bε∩Ω

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)

|u(x) − u(y)|p
γ(x)βηδ(x)p

dy dx.

We apply the equivalence of kernel functions in the nonlocal seminorm in Theorem 3.4, and
obtain

|(u)Bε,β − (Kδu)Bε,β|p ≤ Cδpεβ−d+p[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β).
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The rest of the proof is similar to the β ≥ 0 case. �

The following corollary is a consequence of the previous proof; compare to Theorem 3.1
item 5).

Corollary 3.8. For d − p < β < d, the trace operator TΓ : W
p[δ](Ω;β) → R

|Γ| satisfies
TΓKδu = TΓu for all u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β).

With these facts for traces established, we can now characterize the homogeneous nonlocal
space in terms of the trace:

Theorem 3.9. For d− p < β < d, u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) belongs to W

p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) if and only if and

TΓu = 0.

Proof. The forward implication is clear from the continuity of the trace, so we need to prove
the reverse implication. Let u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) with TΓu = 0. Then, for each n ∈ N there exists
εn > 0 such that the boundary localized convolution Kεnu satisfies ‖Kεnu − u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) <

1
n .

Moreover, for each n Kεnu satisfies TΓKεnu = 0 by Corollary 3.8. Hence Kεu ∈ W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω) by

(3.13), Theorem 3.3, and Theorem 2.7. Additionally by Theorem 2.7, for each n ∈ N there
exists vn ∈ C∞

c (Ω \ Γ) such that ‖vn −Kεnu‖W 1,p(Ω;β) <
1
n . The sequence {vn}n is the desired

sequence; indeed, by Theorem 3.5

‖vn − u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ ‖Kεnu− u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) +C‖vn −Kεnu‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤
1 + C

n
.

�

The following Hardy-type inequality is essential to our analysis of the variational problem.

Theorem 3.10. For d− p < β, there exists a constant C = C(d, p, β,Ω) > 0 such that
ˆ

Ω

|u(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β), ∀u ∈ V

p[δ](Ω;β).

Proof. By (3.12), Theorem 2.5, and (3.13) all applied to Kδu,

‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ ‖u−Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β+p) + ‖Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β+p)

≤ Cδ[u]Wp [δ](Ω;β) + C‖∇Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C[u]Wp[δ](Ω;β).

�

Theorem 3.11. For β < d − p, W
p[δ](Ω;β) = V

p[δ](Ω;β). For d − p < β, W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) =

V
p[δ](Ω;β).

Proof. Since ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C(p,Ω)‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p), it suffices to show that

‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C‖u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β), ∀u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) when β < d− p, and(3.21)

‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C‖u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β), ∀u ∈ W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) when β > d− p.(3.22)

First assume that β < d− p. Then by (3.12)

(3.23) ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ ‖Kδu‖Lp(Ω;β+p) + Cδ[u]Wp[δ](Ω;β).

In the case β < d − p, (3.5) and (3.13) imply that Kδu ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β) if u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β).

Therefore, we can apply (2.13) to Kδu, and obtain

(3.24) ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ ‖Kδu‖W 1,p(Ω;β) + Cδ[u]Wp[δ](Ω;β).

Then (3.21) follows from applying (3.5) and (3.13) in this estimate.
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In the case β > d− p, the same estimate (3.23) holds for all u ∈ W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β). Then (3.5),

(3.13) and Corollary 3.8 imply that Kδu ∈ W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β). Therefore we can apply (2.14) to Kδu

to obtain (3.24), and (3.22) follows in the same way. �

Finally, we note the following as a corollary of the results in this section, applied in the
following order: Theorem 3.7, Theorem 2.3, Theorem 3.9, Theorem 3.11, and Theorem 3.10:

Theorem 3.12. For d−p < β < d and for any u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β), the function ū := u−EΓ ◦TΓu

satisfies ū ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β). Moreover, the following Hardy-type inequality holds:

ˆ

Ω

|ū(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β).

4. The nonlocal variational problem

For the functional Eδ(u) given in (1.1), and a given general g : Γ → R, the variational
problem

Minimize Eδ(u) subject to u = g on Γ

is a well-posed problem in the natural energy space W
p[δ](Ω;β) only for certain ranges of β, due

to the function space properties explored in the previous section. If β < d−p, then the function
values on Γ are not well-defined, and if β ≥ d, then functions necessarily have trace zero on Γ;
see Theorem 3.11.

Assume that d− p < β < d. Given a function g̃ : Γ → R, define its extension g := EΓg̃ to
Ω as in Theorem 2.3. We seek a function u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) such that

(4.1) u = argmin {Eδ(v) : v − g ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β)} .

The following coercivity estimate – which follows from the Hardy-type inequality in The-
orem 3.10, Theorem 3.4, Theorem 3.5, and Theorem 2.3 – will be used repeatedly in the next
theorems:

‖u− g‖Vp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ C[u− g]Wp [δ](Ω;β)

≤ CEδ(u)1/p + C[g]W 1,p(Ω;β)

≤ C
(
Eδ(u)1/p + ‖g̃‖L∞(Γ)

)
,

∀u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) with

u− g ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β),

(4.2)

where C is independent of g̃ and δ. Consequently (again applying Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 2.3),

‖u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ C‖u− g‖Vp [δ](Ω;β) + ‖g‖Wp [δ](Ω;β)

≤ C
(
Eδ(u)1/p + ‖g̃‖L∞(Γ)

)
,

∀u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) with

u− g ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β).

(4.3)

Theorem 4.1. There exists a unique solution u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) of (4.1). Moreover, TΓu = g̃.

Equivalently, Theorem 1.1 holds.

Proof. We use the direct method of the calculus of variations. Let {uk}k ⊂ W
p[δ](Ω;β) be a

minimizing sequence. Applying (4.2) to this sequence, we see that the sequence {uk − g}k ⊂
V
p[δ](Ω;β) is uniformly bounded, and so converges weakly in V

p[δ](Ω;β) to a function v. More-
over, (4.3) implies that {uk}k is uniformly bounded as a sequence in W

p[δ](Ω;β), and so con-
verges weakly in W

p[δ](Ω;β) to a function u. Since V
p[δ](Ω;β) ⊂ W

p[δ](Ω;β), and since weak
limits are unique, it follows that u− v = g, i.e. u− g ∈ V

p[δ](Ω;β). Since Eδ defines a seminorm
on W

p[δ](Ω;β), it is weakly lower semicontinuous, so Eδ(u) gives a minimum value in the desired
function space. The uniqueness follows from the strict convexity of Eδ. Moreover, Theorem 3.11
implies that u − g ∈ V

p[δ](Ω;β) = W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β), and by Theorem 3.9 we have TΓ(u − g) = 0,

i.e. TΓu = g̃. �
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Finally, we consider the case β ≥ d. In this case the only possible function trace on Γ is
g̃ = 0, i.e. the only well-posed problem in this setting is the following:

(4.4) Find u ∈ W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) such that u = argmin{Eδ(v)}.

The unique minimizer is u ≡ 0; clearly this is a solution, and the uniqueness follows from the
strict convexity of Eδ.

5. Variational convergence in the localization limit

In this section, we show the following:

Theorem 5.1. Let d − p < β < d. Let g̃ : Γ → R, and let g = EΓg̃. Let {uδ ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β)}

be the unique minimizers of (4.4). Then {uδ}δ converges strongly in Lp(Ω;β) to the function
u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) that is the unique function satisfying

(5.1) E0(u) = argmin{E0(v) : v − g ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β)}, where E0(v) =
1

p

ˆ

Ω

|∇v(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx.

That is, Theorem 1.2 holds.

The following theorem is central in calculating the local limit as the bulk horizon parameter
δ approaches 0.

Theorem 5.2. lim
δ→0

Eδ(u) = E0(u) for all u ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β). Moreover, if a sequence {uδ}δ con-

verges to u in C2(V ) for any V ⋐ Ω as δ → 0, then

lim
δ→0

ˆ

V

ˆ

V
ρ

( |x− y|
ηδ(x)

) |uδ(x)− uδ(y)|p
γ(x)βηδ(x)d+p

dy dx =

ˆ

V

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx.

If u ∈ Lp(Ω;β) \W 1,p(Ω;β), then lim
δ→0

Eδ(u) = +∞.

Proof. The proof of the first two statements follow exactly the same steps as [28, Proposition
4.1, Remarks 4.1 and 4.2]. To prove the last statement, we show that for any u ∈ Lp(Ω;β)

(5.2) lim inf
δ→0

Eδ(u) <∞ ⇒ u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β).

To this end, setM := lim infδ→0 Eδ(u); we may assume by taking a subsequence that lim
δ→0

Eδ(u) =
M . By (3.5), (3.12) and (3.13), we get that the sequence {Kδu}δ is uniformly bounded in
W 1,p(Ω;β) and that Kδu → u strongly in Lp(Ω;β + p) as δ → 0. Therefore Kδu converges
weakly in W 1,p(Ω;β) to a function v as δ → 0. Since Kδu → u strongly in Lploc(Ω), it follows
from the definition of weak derivative that ∇v is the gradient vector consisting of the weak
derivatives of u. Thus u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β). �

5.1. Compactness. Next we state and prove a compactness result, which will be instrumental
in showing the convergence of minimizers in Theorem 5.1:

Theorem 5.3. Let δ = {δn} be a sequence converging to 0. Suppose that {uδ}δ ⊂ V
p[δ](Ω;β)

is a sequence such that supδ>0 ‖uδ‖Lp(Ω;β+p) = B1 < ∞ and supδ>0[uδ ]Wp[δ](Ω;β) := B2 < ∞.
Then {uδ} is precompact in Lp(Ω;α) for any α < β + p. Moreover, any limit point u satisfies
u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), with ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ B1 and ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ B2.

Proof. Let α < β+p; It suffices to show that a subsequence of {uδ} is Cauchy in Lp(Ω;α). First
we use (3.12) to get

‖uδ −Kδuδ‖Lp(Ω;α) ≤ C(p, α, β,Ω)‖uδ −Kδuδ‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ Cδ[uδ ]Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ CB2δ.

Next, by (3.5) and (3.13)

‖Kδuδ‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C ‖uδ‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ CB1 and ‖∇Kδuδ‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ C[uδ]Wp[δ](Ω;β).
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Therefore the sequence {Kδnuδn}n∈N is bounded in V 1,p(Ω;β), hence by Theorem 2.10 is pre-
compact in the strong topology of Lp(Ω;α) since α < β + p. So for a convergent subsequence
{Kδnuδn}n (not relabeled), we have for n, m ∈ N

‖uδn − uδm‖Lp(Ω;α) ≤ ‖Kδnuδn − uδn‖Lp(Ω;α) + ‖Kδmuδm − uδm‖Lp(Ω;α)

+ ‖Kδnuδn −Kδmuδm‖Lp(Ω;α)

≤ CB2(δm + δn) + ‖Kδnuδn −Kδmuδm‖Lp(Ω;α)

which approaches 0 as min{m,n} → ∞. Thus {uδn}n is also convergent.

Now we show that any limit point u belongs to V 1,p(Ω;β). First, since a sequence uδn
converges to u in Lp(Ω;α), we use the almost-everywhere convergence of a subsequence (not
relabeled) {uδn}n and Fatou’s lemma to obtain the Lp(Ω;β + p)-finiteness of u:

‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖uδ‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ B1.

Second, we use (3.14); specifically, we can estimate for any ε ∈ (0, δ0)

Cd,p(d+ p)

σ(Sd−1)

ˆ

Ωε

ˆ

Ωε∩B(x,ηθ(ε)δ(x))

|Kεuδn(x)−Kεuδn(y)|p
γ(x)βηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx ≤ φ(ε)[uδn ]
p
Wp[δ](Ω;β),

where Ωε := {x ∈ Ω : η(x) > ε}. Now for any fixed ε > 0, the sequence {Kεuδn}n converges to
Kεu in C2(Ωε) as δn → 0, since Ωε ⋐ Ω. Therefore we can use Theorem 5.2 (with ρ specified as
the normalized characteristic function) when taking δn → 0 in the previous inequality to get

ˆ

Ωε

|∇Kεu(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx ≤ φ(ε)Bp
2 .

This inequality holds uniformly in ε, so the inequality ‖∇u‖Lp(Ω;β) ≤ B2 follows by taking
ε→ 0. �

5.2. Gamma-limit.

Proposition 5.4. With all the above assumptions, we extend the functional Eδ to all of Lp(Ω;β)
by setting

(5.3) Eδ(u) :=
{
Eδ(u), for u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) with u− g ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β),

+∞, for u ∈ Lp(Ω;β) \ (Wp[δ](Ω;β) with u− g ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β)).

Moreover, we define

(5.4) E0(u) :=

{
E0(u), for u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) with u− g ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β),

+∞, for u ∈ Lp(Ω) \ (W 1,p(Ω;β) with u− g ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β)).

Then we have

(5.5) E0(u) = Γ- lim
δ→0

Eδ(u),

where the Γ-limit is with respect to the topology of strong convergence on Lp(Ω;β).

Proof. We proceed in two steps. First, we prove that

(5.6) E0(u) ≤ lim inf
δ→0

Eδ(uδ),

for any sequence {uδ}δ ⊂ Lp(Ω;β) that converges strongly in Lp(Ω;β) to u. If the right-hand
side is ∞ then there is nothing to show, so assume that lim infδ→0 Eδ(uδ) < ∞. If this is the
case, then applying (4.2) to the sequence {uδ}δ shows that the sequence {uδ − g}δ is uniformly
bounded in V

p[δ](Ω;β). Thus, {uδ − g}δ is bounded as a sequence in V
p[δ](Ω;β), and so by

Theorem 5.3 there exists v ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β) such that a subsequence {u′δ − g}δ′ converges to v in
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Lp(Ω;β). However, uδ → u in Lp(Ω;β), so therefore v = u − g. Thus u − g ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), and
Theorem 2.3 implies

[u]W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ [u− g]W 1,p(Ω;β) + C‖g̃‖L∞(Γ) <∞.

Therefore E0(u) <∞, and we just need to show that

(5.7) E0(u) ≤ lim inf
δ→0

Eδ(uδ).

To this end, Theorem 5.2 and (3.14) imply that

1

p

ˆ

Ωε

|∇Kεu|p
γ(x)β

dx = lim
δ→0

1

p

ˆ

Ωε

ˆ

Ωε

ρ

( |x− y|
ηθ(ε)δ(x)

) |Kεuδ(x)−Kεuδ(y)|p
γ(x)βηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx

≤ φ(ε) lim inf
δ→0

Eδ(uδ),

and so (5.7) follows by taking ε→ 0.

Second, we note that the constant sequence {uδ}δ = u ∈ Lp(Ω;β) serves as a recovery
sequence:

(5.8) E0(u) = lim
δ→0

Eδ(u).

This follows from Theorem 5.2.

Together (5.6) and (5.8) conclude the proof. �

proof of Theorem 5.1. We first establish the well-posedness of (5.1). The existence and unique-
ness of this problem posed on a slightly different weighted Sobolev space was established for
p = 2 in [8], but we write a complete proof here for general p and for the specific spaces we are
using. We proceed in a manner similar to Theorem 4.1. We first note two coercivity estimates
analogous to (4.2)-(4.3). By the Hardy inequality in Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.3

(5.9) ‖u− g‖V 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C(E0(u)1/p + ‖g̃‖L∞(Γ)), ∀u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) with u− g ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β).

Consequently (again applying Theorem 2.3),

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C‖u− g‖V 1,p(Ω;β) + ‖g‖W 1,p(Ω;β)

≤ C
(
E0(u)1/p + ‖g̃‖L∞(Γ)

)
,

∀u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) with

u− g ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β).
(5.10)

The well-posedness of (5.1) can then be proved exactly the same way as Theorem 4.1, using
(5.9)-(5.10) in place of (4.2)-(4.3).

The convergence result follows from the framework described in [4, Theorem 1.21]. By the
Γ-limit computation in Proposition 5.4, it suffices to show that {Eδ(uδ)}δ is equi-coercive in
the strong Lp(Ω;β) topology, i.e. that {uδ}δ or equivalently {uδ − g}δ is precompact in the
strong Lp(Ω;β) topology. But, this follows by noting that the constant C appearing in (4.2) is
independent of δ, permitting us to apply the compactness result Theorem 5.3 to the sequence
{uδ − g}δ .

�

Remark 5.5. In the case that β ≥ d, the proof of Theorem 5.1 is trivial, since in this case the
unique minimizer uδ is zero for all δ.
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5.3. The Euler-Lagrange equation. Here, we provide a formal description of the variational
limit result in terms of Euler-Lagrange equations. A minimizer of (5.1) is a weak solution of the
boundary-value problem

−div (γ(x)−β |∇u|p−2∇u) = 0 on Ω,

u = g on Γ,

|∇u|p−2 ∂u

∂ν
= 0, on ∂Ω \ Γ.

(5.11)

To identify a boundary-value problem associated to (4.1), one can apply a nonlocal Green’s
identity (see [32] for the case β = 0) to a minimizer u of (4.1); for test functions v ∈ C∞

c (Ω \Γ),
we get that the first variation of Eδ satisfies

dEδ(u)[v] =
ˆ

Ω
Lp,δuv dx+

ˆ

∂Ω\Γ
γ−βBFp,δ(∇u,ν)v dσ,

where the operator Lδ is defined as

Lp,δu(x) :=
ˆ

Ω




ρ( |x−y|
ηδ(x)

)

η(x)d+pγ(x)β
+

ρ( |x−y|
ηδ(y)

)

η(y)d+pγ(y)β


 |u(x) − u(y)|p−2(u(x) − u(y)) dy,

and where the function BFp,δ(∇u,ν) is defined as

BFp,δ(∇u,ν) :=
ˆ

B(0,1)
ln

(
1 + δ(ν · z)
1− δ(ν · z)

)
ρ(|z|)
2δ

|∇u(x) · z|p−2(∇u(x) · z) dz,

which is consistent with the local weighted p-Laplacian flux as δ → 0.

Note that the punctures are excluded in ∂Ω \ Γ, so the normal derivative is well-defined in
the boundary integral.

We can then re-state the results of the previous two sections referencing the variational
forms.

Proposition 5.6. Let d− p < β < d. Then, for a given g : Γ → R, there exists a unique weak
solution uδ ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) to the boundary-value problem

Lp,δuδ = 0, on Ω,

uδ = g, on Γ,

BFp,δ(∇u,ν) = 0, on ∂Ω \ Γ.

Moreover, the solution sequence {uδ}δ converges strongly in Lp(Ω;β) as δ → 0 to the unique
weak solution u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) of (5.11).

6. The case of general dimension

Let Ω be a bounded Lipschitz domain, and let Γ ⊂ ∂Ω be a closed set. We now consider
the case of Γ possessing general dimension, denoted by ℓ. Denote the open d-dimensional unit
cube by Qd := (0, 1)d.

Definition 6.1. We say that (Ω,Γ) ∈ A(d, ℓ) for a fixed ℓ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d−1} if the following holds:
There exists an open cover of Ω such that, whenever an element U of the open cover satisfies

U∩Γ 6= ∅, there exists a bi-Lipschitz function ϕ : U∩Ω → Q such that ϕ(Γ) = Q
ℓ×{0}d−ℓ ⊂ ∂Q.
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It follows that if (Ω,Γ) ∈ A(d, ℓ) then H ℓ(Γ) ∈ (0,∞). Clearly (Ω, ∂Ω) ∈ A(d, d − 1). In
this section, define γ(x) to be a generalized distance function for the set Γ, i.e.

(Aγ,ℓ)

i) there exists a constant κ0 ≥ 1 such that

1

κ0
dist(x,Γ) ≤ γ(x) ≤ κ0 dist(x,Γ), ∀x ∈ R

d ;

ii) γ ∈ C0(Rd) ∩ C∞(Rd \ Γ) and for each multi-index α ∈ N
d
0

∃κα > 0 such that |Dαγ(x)| ≤ κα|dist(x,Γ)|1−|α|, ∀x ∈ R
d.

In the case ℓ = 0, the distance to the finite set of points Γ is described locally by |x − x0|. No
such straightforward characterization is available for higher-dimensional sets, hence we adopt
different, though analogous, assumptions for general ℓ.

6.1. Local weighted Sobolev spaces. Define the Sobolev space W 1,p(Ω;β) for β < d− ℓ, and

the homogeneous spaces V 1,p(Ω;β) and W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) for β ∈ R, in a way similarly to those in the

case ℓ = 0. Then, just as in that setting, we have the following set of results:

Theorem 6.2. Suppose that β ∈ R. Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1}, and let (Ω,Γ) ∈ A(d, ℓ). The
following hold:

1) For all β ∈ (−∞, d− ℓ), the class C∞(Ω) is dense in W 1,p(Ω;β).

2) Let d − ℓ − p < β < d − ℓ. The operator TΓ : W 1,p(Ω;β) → W 1− d−ℓ−β
p

,p(Γ) is a
bounded linear operator that satisfies TΓu = u

∣∣
Γ

for all u in C∞(Ω). Moreover, define
(d−p−β)+ = max{d−p−β, 0}, and for α ≥ 0 denote α-dimensional Hausdorff measure

by H α. Then for H (d−p−β)+-almost every x ∈ Γ

lim
ε→0

 

B(x,ε)∩Ω
u(y) dy is well-defined, for all u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β),

and for H ℓ-almost every x ∈ Γ

lim
ε→0

 

B(x,ε)∩Ω
|u(y) − Tu(x)|p dy = 0.

(Note that ℓ− p < d− p− β < ℓ.)

3) Assume that d− ℓ− p < β < d− ℓ. Given a function g ∈W
1− d−ℓ−β

p
,p
(Γ), there exists a

linear extension operator EΓ :W
1− d−ℓ−β

p
,p
(Γ) →W 1,p(Ω;β) with EΓg = g on Γ.

4) C∞
c (Ω \ Γ) is dense in V 1,p(Ω;β).

5) Hardy’s inequality: for d − ℓ − p < β, there exists a constant C = C(d, p, β, ℓ,Ω) such
that

ˆ

Ω

|u(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx, ∀u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β).

6) For β < d− ℓ− p, W 1,p(Ω;β) = V 1,p(Ω;β). For d− ℓ− p < β, W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) = V 1,p(Ω;β).

7) For d− ℓ− p < β < d− ℓ, u ∈W 1,p(Ω;β) belongs to W 1,p
0,Γ(Ω;β) if and only if TΓu = 0.

8) For d− ℓ− p < β < d− ℓ and for any u ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β), the function ū := u − EΓ ◦ TΓu
satisfies ū ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), and the following Hardy inequality holds:

ˆ

Ω

|u(x)− EΓ ◦ TΓu(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C(d, p, β)

ˆ

Ω

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx.

Proof. For item 1), in the case (d− ℓ)(1 − p) < β < d− ℓ, the function γ(x) is a Muckenhoupt
Ap-weight, and so the result follows from a special case of [9, Theorem 6.1]. In the case β <
(d−ℓ)(1−p), the result follows from [24, Remark 7.5 and Proposition 7.6], which proves a density
result for all β ≤ 0 and for Lipschitz domains satisfying a uniform exterior cone condition on all
of Γ.
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As for Item 2), it is proved for smooth functions in [27], and the result for general Sobolev
functions follows from item 1). Item 3) is also established in [27]. Meanwhile, item 4) is a special
case of [29, Theorem 1].

For item 5), by using localization arguments and transforming to the flat case, as well as
the conclusion of Item 4), it suffices to show that

ˆ

Qℓ

ˆ

Qd−ℓ

|u(x′,x′′)|p
|x′′|β+p dx′′ dx′ ≤ C

ˆ

Qℓ

ˆ

Qd−ℓ

|∇u(x′,x′′)|p
|x′′|β dx′′ dx′,

for all u ∈ C1
c ([0, 1]

ℓ × (0, 1]d−ℓ). Converting to spherical coordinates x′′ = rω′′ and writing
v(x′, r,ω′′) = u(x′, rω′′), we apply the one-dimensional Hardy inequality (2.2) to the function
r 7→ v(x′, r,ω′′); in the context of (2.2) we use d− ℓ in place of d. The result then follows from
a procedure similar to the proof of Theorem 2.5.

To complete the proof, we note that item 6) is a special case of [13, Corollary 3.2]; item
7) can be proved similarly to Theorem 2.7; and item 8) follows from the previously-proved
items. �

The next two theorems establish compactness for a general Γ; the statements are indepen-
dent of the dimension ℓ of the set Γ. The results are inspired by [20], but the exact results we
need are not stated there, so we provide the proof.

Theorem 6.3. Let q ∈ [1, dp
d−p ], and let α ∈ R. Let Ω∗ ⊂ R

d be a bounded Lipschitz domain.

Let the two sets Ω ⊂ Ω∗ and Γ ⊂ Ω
∗
, and the function γ, be defined as in one of the following

two scenarios:

1) Γ ⊂ Ω
∗

is a finite set of points, with Ω = Ω∗ \ Γ, and γ satisfies (Aγ).
2) Ω = Ω∗ and Γ ⊂ ∂Ω is a closed set, and (Ω,Γ) ∈ A(d, ℓ) for some ℓ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d − 1},

and γ satisfies (Aγ,ℓ).

Then the space V 1,p(Ω;β) is continuously embedded in Lq(Ω;α) if α and β satisfy d
(
1
q − 1

p

)
−

α
q + β

p + 1 ≥ 0.

Proof. Set τ := d
(
1
q − 1

p

)
− α

q + β
p + 1. For n ∈ N, define

Ωn := {x ∈ Ω : γ(x) < 1/n}, Ωn := {x ∈ Ω : γ(x) > 1/n} ;
note that in both scenarios presented in the theorem, the set Ωn satisfies the uniform interior-
exterior cone condition, and thus is still a Lipschitz domain, for any n ≥ n1, where n1 ∈ N is
sufficiently small and depending only on Ω. For each such n we can write

‖u‖qLq(Ω;α) = ‖u‖qLq(Ωn;α) + ‖u‖qLq(Ωn;α)
.

First, by the classical Sobolev embedding theorem, for each n there exists a constant Cn de-
pending only on d, p, q, α, β, Ω and n such that

(6.1) ‖u‖Lq(Ωn;α) ≤ Cn‖u‖V 1,p(Ωn;β),

since the weights are bounded on Ωn. Next, fix n0 ∈ N with n0 > max{n1, 1/diam(Ω)}; we will
show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(6.2) ‖u‖Lq(Ωn;α) ≤
C

nτ
‖u‖V 1,p(Ω;β) ∀n ≥ n0 and ∀u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β).

To this end, the Besikovitch covering lemma implies that there exists a countable collection
{xk}∞k=1 ⊂ Ωn0 such that the Euclidean balls Bk := B(xk,

1
30γ(xk)) satisfy Ωn0 ⊂ sup∞k=1Bk

and
∑∞

k=1 1Bk
(x) ≤ N for all x ∈ Ωn0 , where N is a number depending only on d. Then for
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each k, γ(x) ≈ γ(xk) for all x ∈ Bk with constants of comparison independent of k, and along
with the Sobolev embedding theorem on Bk we have

‖u‖Lq(Bk ;α) ≤ γ(xk)
−α/q‖u‖Lq(Bk)

≤ Cγ(xk)
−α/q+d/q−d/p+1

(
1

γ(xk)p

ˆ

Bk

|u(x)|p dx+

ˆ

Bk

|∇u(x)|p dx
)1/p

≤ Cγ(xk)
−α/q+d/q−d/p+1+β/p

(
ˆ

Bk

|u(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx+

ˆ

Bk

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx

)1/p

,

where C > 0 depends only on d, p, q, α and β. Defining In := {k ∈ N : Ωn ∩ Bk 6= ∅}, we
therefore have

‖u‖Lq(Ωn;α) ≤
∑

k∈In

‖u‖Lq(Bk;α) ≤
∑

k∈In

C
1

nτ
‖u‖V 1,p(Bk ;β) ≤ CN1/p 1

nτ
‖u‖V 1,p(Ω;β),

and (6.2) is proved. Together (6.1)-(6.2) establish the result, since τ ≥ 0. �

Theorem 6.4. In the setting of the previous theorem, the space V 1,p(Ω;β) is compactly embedded

in Lq(Ω;α) if α and β satisfy d
(
1
q − 1

p

)
− α

q + β
p + 1 > 0.

Proof. We adopt the notation of the previous proof; we note that τ > 0 by assumption. Let
ε > 0. Then by (6.2), there exists n2 ∈ N such that

(6.3) ‖v‖Lq(Ωn;α) ≤ ε‖v‖V 1,p(Ω;β) ∀v ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), ∀n ≥ n2.

Let {uj}∞j=1 ⊂ V 1,p(Ω;β) be a bounded sequence, with M := supj∈N ‖uj‖V 1,p(Ω;β). Fix n ≥
n2; the weights in the norm are nonsingular on Ωn, and since q < dp

d−p the classical Sobolev

embedding theorem implies the existence of a subsequence (not relabeled) of {uj} convergent in
Lq(Ωn;α). Therefore,

‖uj − uk‖Lq(Ω;α) ≤ ‖uj − uk‖Lq(Ωn;α) + ‖uj‖Lq(Ωn;α) + ‖uk‖Lq(Ωn;α)

≤ ‖uj − uk‖Lq(Ωn;α) + 2Mε,

hence

lim sup
min j,k→∞

‖uj − uk‖Lq(Ω;α) ≤ 2Mε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, the subsequence converges in Lq(Ω;α). �

Remark 6.5. The assumptions of the previous two theorems are actually necessary conditions for
continuous (compact) embeddings. To see this, one can essentially run this argument in reverse
to show that the embedding actually implies inequality (6.2) (inequality (6.3)), which in turn
implies the conditions on α, β, p and q.

6.2. Nonlocal weighted function spaces.

Theorem 6.6. The results of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 remain true under the assumptions
(Ω; Γ) ∈ A(d, ℓ), (Aγ,ℓ), with the spaces Lp(Ω;β), W 1,p(Ω;β), V 1,p(Ω;β), W

p[δ](Ω;β), and
V
p[δ](Ω;β) defined accordingly.

The proof follows exactly the same lines of reasoning as those of Theorem 3.1 and Theo-
rem 3.2; the derivative estimates of (Aγ,ℓ) are used analogously to those of (Aγ). For instance,
note that (Aλ) holds for the Lipschitz domain Ω.

The following properties of the weighted nonlocal function spaces can also be established.
The main tools used in the proofs – omitted due to their similarity to the proofs in Section 3.2 –
are the results for the boundary-localized convolutions described in Theorem 6.6, and the results
in Section 6.1 for the local spaces:
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Theorem 6.7 (Properties of the nonlocal function spaces). Under the assumptions (Ω; Γ) ∈
A(d, ℓ), p ∈ (1,∞), β ∈ R, (Aδ), and (Aγ,ℓ), the following hold:

1) Theorem 3.3, Theorem 3.4, and Theorem 3.5 remain true, with the same inequalities.
2) C∞(Ω) is dense in W

p[δ](Ω;β) for all β ∈ (−∞, d−ℓ). C∞
c (Ω\Γ) is dense in V

p[δ](Ω;β)
for all β ∈ R.

3) Let d− ℓ− p < β < d− ℓ. The operator TΓ : Wp[δ](Ω;β) → W
1− d−ℓ−β

p
,p
(Γ) is a bounded

linear operator that satisfies TΓu = u|Γ for all u in C∞(Ω).
4) For d − ℓ − p < β < d − ℓ, u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β) belongs to W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) if and only if and

TΓu = 0.
5) For d− ℓ− p < β, there exists a constant C = C(d, p, β,Ω) > 0 such that

ˆ

Ω

|u(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β), ∀u ∈ V

p[δ](Ω;β).

6) For β < d − ℓ − p, W
p[δ](Ω;β) = V

p[δ](Ω;β). For d − ℓ − p < β, W
p
0,Γ[δ](Ω;β) =

V
p[δ](Ω;β).

7) For d− ℓ− p < β < d− ℓ and for any u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β), the function ū := u− EΓ ◦ TΓu

satisfies ū ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β). Moreover, the following Hardy inequality holds:

ˆ

Ω

|ū(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C[u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β).

8) Let δ = {δn} be a sequence converging to 0. Suppose that {uδ}δ ⊂ V
p[δ](Ω;β) is a

sequence such that supδ>0 ‖uδ‖Lp(Ω;β+p) = B1 <∞ and supδ>0[uδ ]Wp[δ](Ω;β) := B2 <∞.
Then {uδ} is precompact in Lp(Ω;α) for any α < β + p. Moreover, any limit point u
satisfies u ∈ V 1,p(Ω;β), with ‖u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ B1 and [u]W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ B2.

6.3. The variational problem. Although it is not immediately obvious, one can repeat the
program of the previous sections for the case (Ω; Γ) ∈ A(d, ℓ), with the function spaces like
W

p[δ](Ω;β), the energy Eδ(u), etc. all defined in a similar way; the proofs are not significantly
different. That is, the results for the boundary-localized convolutions still hold, which allows
all the analogous theorems for the nonlocal function spaces to be obtained. Then one can
establish the well-posedness of the mixed boundary-value problems, as well as their variational
convergence to the local problem. To illustrate the main difference, which is the range of β, we
state the following theorem:

Theorem 6.8. Under assumptions (Aγ,ℓ), (Aρ), and (Aδ), let d − ℓ − p < β < d − ℓ. Let

g̃ ∈ W 1− d−ℓ−β
p

,p(Γ), and let g = EΓg̃ be its W 1,p(Ω;β)-extension given as in Theorem 6.2 item
3). Then the problem (4.1) is well-posed; let {uδ ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β)} be the unique minimizers
corresponding to each δ. Moreover, {uδ}δ converges strongly in Lp(Ω;β) to the function u ∈
W 1,p(Ω;β) that is the unique function that satisfies (5.1).

7. Discrete-to-continuum convergence of the graph energy

In this section we prove Theorem 1.5.

Recalling the definition of transportation map in the introduction, we note that the assump-
tion on cn in the Theorem 1.5 is feasible, as demonstrated by the asymptotics of ‖Tn− Id‖L∞(Ω)

presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1 ( [39]). With the above setup, let µn be the empirical measure on Xn. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that almost surely there exists a sequence of transportation maps
Tn : Ω∗ → Ω∗ from µ to the empirical measure µn on Xn such that

ℓn
C

≤ ess sup
x∈Ω

|Tn(x)− x| ≤ Cℓn
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for all n ∈ N, where

ℓn =
ln(n)3/4

n1/2
when d = 2, while ℓn =

(
ln(n)

n

)1/d

when d ≥ 3.

Remark 7.2. Although in the definitions of ητδ and γτ we chose to truncate the weight γ and
localization function η by redefining the bandwidth at a critical value τ , other policies to avoid
degeneracy can be used. For instance, Theorem 1.5 and all the results in this section remain
true if

η̃τδ (x) = δ(η(x) + τ), γ̃τ (x) = γ(x) + τ,

are used in place of ητδ and γτ .

7.1. Nonlocal and nonlocal truncated energies. In order to compare the discrete and non-
local energies, we introduce an intermediate, nonlocal truncated energy

Eδ,τ (u) :=
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
ητδ (x)

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
(γτ (x))max{β,0}(γ(x))min{β,0}(ητδ (x))

d+p
dy dx.

This energy is defined for general β ∈ R, but we will only consider the case β ≥ 0.

Theorem 7.3. Let d − p < β < d with β ≥ 0. Let δ ∈ (0, δ0), and let {δn}n ⊂ (0, δ0) be a
sequence converging to δ. Let {τn} ⊂ (0,diam(Ω)/4) be a sequence converging to 0. Then there
exists n0 ∈ N depending on δ and R such that for all n ≥ n0

(7.1) Eδn,τn(u) ≤
C(d, p, β, ρ, κ,Ω)

δpn
‖u‖p

Wp [δ](Ω;β), ∀u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β),

and moreover

(7.2) lim
n→∞

Eδn,τn(u) = Eδ(u), ∀u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β).

We will prove this result at the end of the section after establishing some preliminary
lemmas. In the first lemma, we estimate a “remainder” term using a local weighted Sobolev
norm of a function extended to all of Rd. This in turn requires some new notation. We first
note that because the weight γ was constructed via cutoff and mollification, we can regard it as
a function belonging to C∞

c (Rd \ Γ) ∩ C0
c (R

d). Next we define the Banach space

W 1,p(Rd, γ)

:=

{
u : Rd → R : ‖u‖p

W 1,p(Rd,γ)
:=

ˆ

Rd

|u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx+

ˆ

Rd

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx <∞
}
,

which serves as an extension space for functions in W 1,p(Ω;β). We restate an existing extension
result for weighted Sobolev spaces, adapted for our purposes:

Theorem 7.4 ( [9], Theorem 1.1). Let d(1 − p) < β < d. Then there exists a bounded lin-
ear extension operator Ē : W 1,p(Ω;β) → W 1,p(Rd, γ), i.e. Ēv|Ω = v and ‖Ēv‖W 1,p(Rd,γ) ≤
C(d, p, β,Ω)‖v‖W 1,p(Ω;β) for all v ∈W 1,p(Ω;β).

The assumption d(1 − p) < β < d ensures that γ is a Muckenhoupt Ap-weight; see
Lemma C.1. We are ready to state the lemma in full.

Lemma 7.5. Let d(1− p) < β < d, and let v ∈W 1,p(Ω;β). Then
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |v(x) − v(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤C(β, κ)

ˆ

{x : η(x)<(1+κ1δ)τ}∩{x : γ(x)>(1−κ1δ)τ}

|∇Ēv(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx,

for any δ ∈ (0, δ0) and any τ ∈ (0,diam(Ω)/4).
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Proof. The argument is similar to that of Theorem 3.5. First, we prove that
ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤C(β, κ)

ˆ

{x : η(x)<(1+κ1δ)τ}∩{x : γ(x)>(1−κ1δ)τ}

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx,

(7.3)

for any u ∈ C∞
c (Rd). By a change of variables, and applying the fundamental theorem of

calculus,
ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤
ˆ

Rd

ˆ

B(0,1)
1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ (|z|)

ˆ 1

0

|∇u(x+ tδτz) · z|p
(γ(x))β

dt dzdx.

Next, since in the integrand γ(x) ≥ τ , it follows that |γ(x + tτδz) − γ(x)| ≤ κ1δτ ≤ κ1δγ(x).
We also have η(x + tτδz) ≤ η(x) + κ1δτ ≤ (1 + κ1δ)τ . Therefore along with (Aρ)

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤
(
1 + κ1δ

1− κ1δ

)|β| ˆ

B(0,1)

ˆ 1

0
ρ (|z|)

ˆ

Rd

1{η(x+tδτz)<(1+κ1δ)τ}1{γ(x+tτδz)≥(1−κ1δ)τ}

|∇u(x+ tδτz) · z|p
(γ(x+ tδτz))β

dxdt dz

=

(
1 + κ1δ

1− κ1δ

)|β| ˆ

{x : η(x)<(1+κ1δ)τ}∩{x : γ(x)≥(1−κ1δ)τ}

|∇u(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx.

Now we complete the proof for a general v ∈ W 1,p(Ω;β). Recall that γ is a Muckenhoupt
Ap-weight by assumption and by Lemma C.1. Thus, as a special case of a density result for
Ap-weighted Sobolev spaces of functions defined on Jones domains (see [9, Theorem 6.1 and

Remark 6.4]), there exists a sequence {vm} ⊂ C∞
c (Rd) such that ‖vm − Ēv‖W 1,p(Rd,γ) → 0 as

m→ ∞. Each vm satisfies (7.3), hence by Fatou’s lemma
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |v(x) − v(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤
ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |Ēv(x)− Ēv(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤ lim inf
m→∞

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

1{η(x)<τ}1{γ(x)≥τ}ρ

( |x− y|
δτ

) |vm(x) − vm(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δτ)d+p

dy dx

≤C(β, κ)

ˆ

{x : η(x)<(1+κ1δ)τ}∩{x : γ(x)>(1−κ1δ)τ}

|∇Ēv(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx.

�

Lemma 7.6. For β ∈ R, let v ∈ V
p[δ](Ω;β). Then the function v̄ := v

γβ/p belongs to W
p[δ](Ω; 0),

with

‖v̄‖Wp[δ](Ω;0) ≤ C(d, p, β, κ)‖v‖Vp [δ](Ω;β).

Proof. Since |v̄(x)− v̄(y)| ≤ γ(x)−β/p|v(x)− v(y)| + |γ(x)−β/p − γ(y)−β/p||v(y)|, we have

[v̄]p
Wp[δ](Ω;0) ≤ 2p−1[v]p

Wp[δ](Ω;β)

+ 2p−1C(d, p)

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(x,ηδ(x))

|γ(x)−β/p − γ(y)−β/p|p
(ηδ(x))d+p

|v(y)|p dy dx.



WEIGHTED NONLOCAL OPERATORS 31

By (3.11)

|γ(x)−β/p − γ(y)−β/p| ≤ |β|
p
κ1

ˆ 1

0
|γ(x) + t(γ(y) − γ(x))|−β/p−1|γ(x) − γ(y)|dt

≤ |β|
p
κ21(1 + C(κ)δ)γ(y)−β/p−1|x− y|.

(7.4)

Using this estimate in the second integral and then integrating in x gives the desired result:

(7.5) [v̄]p
Wp[δ](Ω;0) ≤ C[v]p

Wp[δ](Ω;β) + C‖v‖pLp(Ω;β+p).

�

Proof of Theorem 7.3. To begin, we use that η(x) ≤ γ(x) for all x ∈ Ω, and split the integral
defining Eδn,τn(u) as follows:

Eδn,τn(u) =
ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)≥τn}∩{γ(x)≥τn}

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
ηδn(x)

) |u(x) − u(y)|p
(γ(x))β(ηδn(x))

d+p
dy dx

+

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<τn}∩{γ(x)≥τn}

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
(γ(x))β(δnτn)d+p

dy dx

+

ˆ

Ω∩{γ(x)<τn}

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u(x) − u(y)|p
τβn (δnτn)d+p

dy dx

:= I + II + III.

Clearly I ≤ Eδn(u) ≤ CEδ(u) by Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4, and by the dominated conver-
gence theorem I → Eδ(u) as n→ ∞. Therefore we just need to show that

(7.6) II + III ≤ Cδ−pn ‖u‖Wp [δ](Ω;β) and lim
n→∞

II + III = 0.

To this end, we estimate II. First, define u1 := u − uΓ, where uΓ := EΓ ◦ TΓu, where
EΓ is defined in Theorem 2.3 and where TΓ is defined as in Theorem 3.7. Next, define u2 :=
u1
γβ/p , which belongs to W

p[δ](Ω; 0) by Lemma 7.6 and by Theorem 3.12. Third, denote the

trace operator T∂Ω∗ : Wp[δ](Ω∗; 0) → W 1−1/p,p(∂Ω∗) on the Lipschitz boundary of the domain
Ω∗ (see Theorem 6.7 and also [31]), and define a bounded linear extension operator E∂Ω∗ :

W 1−1/p,p(∂Ω∗) → W 1,p(Ω∗). Finally, define u∂Ω∗ := E∂Ω∗ ◦ T∂Ω∗u2 and define u3 := u2 − u∂Ω∗ .
Then we use the triangle inequality to get

|u(x) − u(y)|
γ(x)β/p

≤ |u3(x)− u3(y)| + |u∂Ω∗(x)− u∂Ω∗(y)|

+
|uΓ(x)− uΓ(y)|

γ(x)β/p
+
∣∣γ(y)−β/p − γ(x)−β/p

∣∣|u1(y)|,

for x ∈ Ω satisfying η(x) < τn and γ(x) ≥ τn and y ∈ Ω, and we split the integral II accordingly:

II ≤ C(p)(IIA + IIB + IIC + IID).

We show that each piece has the appropriate upper bound, and we show that each piece also
converges to 0 as n→ ∞.

First, we note the following inequalities, valid in the integral II:

(7.7)
η(y) ≤ η(x) + κ1δnτn ≤ (1 + κ1δn)η(x),

|γ(x) − γ(y)| ≤ κ1δnτn ≤ κ1δnγ(x).
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Then we estimate

IIA

≤2p−1

(
ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<τn}∩{γ(x)≥τn}

ˆ

B(x,δnτn)
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u3(x)|p
(δnτn)d+p

dy dx

+

ˆ

Ω∩{η(y)<(1+κ1δn)τn}∩{γ(y)≥(1−κ1δn)τn}

ˆ

B(y,δnτn)
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u3(y)|p
(δnτn)d+p

dxdy

)

≤C(p, ρ)

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<C(κ)τn}∩{γ(x)≥
τn

C(κ)
}

|u3(x)|p
(δnτn)p

dx

≤C(p, ρ, κ)

δpn

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<C(κ)τn}

|u3(x)|p
η(x)p

dx.

By the Hardy inequality Theorem 6.7 item 7), Lemma 7.6, and Theorem 3.12,
ˆ

Ω

|u3(x)|p
η(x)p

dx ≤ C[u2]
p
Wp[δ](Ω;0) ≤ C‖u1‖pVp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ C‖u‖p

Wp[δ](Ω;β).(7.8)

Therefore, |u3(x)|p

η(x)p ∈ L1(Ω) and so by the dominated convergence theorem

(7.9) lim
n→∞

IIA ≤ lim
n→∞

C

δpn

ˆ

{x: η(x)<C(κ)τn}

|u3(x)|p
η(x)p

dx = 0.

Second, thanks to Lemma 7.5, we have

IIB ≤ C

ˆ

{x: η(x)<(1+κ1δn)τn}
|∇Ēu∂Ω∗(x)|p dx.

By the classical Sobolev extension theorem, the boundedness of E∂Ω∗ and T∂Ω∗ , Lemma 7.6,
and Theorem 3.12,

‖Ēu∂Ω∗‖W 1,p(Rd) ≤ C(d, p,Ω)‖u∂Ω∗‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ C‖u2‖Wp[δ](Ω;0)

≤ C‖u1‖Vp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ C‖u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β).
(7.10)

Therefore, |∇Ēu∂Ω∗ |p ∈ L1(Rd) and by the dominated convergence theorem

(7.11) lim
n→∞

IIB ≤ C lim
n→∞

ˆ

{x: η(x)<(1+κ1δn)τn}
|∇Ēu∂Ω∗(x)|p dx = 0.

Third, a similar argument can be used to estimate IIC ; using Lemma 7.5

IIC ≤ C

ˆ

{x: η(x)<(1+κ1δn)τn}

|∇ĒuΓ(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx.

By Theorem 7.4, Theorem 2.3, and Theorem 3.7,
ˆ

Rd

|∇ĒuΓ(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx ≤ C‖uΓ‖W 1,p(Ω;β) ≤ C‖u‖Wp[δ](Ω;β).(7.12)

Therefore, |∇ĒuΓ|
p

γ(x)β
∈ L1(Rd) and by the dominated convergence theorem

(7.13) lim
n→∞

IIC ≤ C lim
n→∞

ˆ

{x: η(x)<(1+κ1δn)τn}

|∇ĒuΓ(x)|p
γ(x)β

dx = 0.

Fourth, we use (7.7) to get that

|γ(x)−β/p − γ(y)−β/p| ≤ C(p, β, κ)γ(y)−β/p−1|x− y|,
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similarly to the estimate (7.4). Then again using (7.7) and the change of variables z = x−y

δnτn

IID ≤ C

|Ω|2
ˆ

Ω∩{η(y)<C(κ)τn}∩{γ(y)≥
τn

C(κ)
}

ˆ

B(0,1)
ρ (|z|) |z|p dz |u1(y)|p

(γ(y))β+p
dy

≤ C(d, p, β, κ,Ω)

ˆ

Ω∩{η(y)<C(κ)τn}∩{γ(y)≥
τn

C(κ)
}

|u1(y)|p
(γ(y))β+p

dy.

By Theorem 3.12,
ˆ

Ω

|u1(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx ≤ C(d, p, β,Ω, κ)‖u‖Wp [δ](Ω;β).(7.14)

Therefore, |u1(x)|p

γ(x)β
∈ L1(Ω) and by the dominated convergence theorem

(7.15) lim
n→∞

IID ≤ C lim
n→∞

ˆ

{x: η(x)<C(κ)τn}

|u1(x)|p
γ(x)β+p

dx = 0.

Combining (7.8)-(7.10)-(7.12)-(7.14) gives

(7.16) II ≤ C

δpn
‖u‖Wp [δ](Ω;β),

and combining (7.9)-(7.11)-(7.13)-(7.15) gives

(7.17) lim sup
n→∞

II = 0.

Last, we estimate III. Choose n0 such that (1 + δ0)τn < R, and write

III =
∑

x0∈Γ

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,τn)

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
τβn (δnτn)d+p

dy dx.

For each x0 ∈ Γ, we have |y − x0| ≤ |x− x0|+ |y − x| ≤ (1 + δn)τn in the integrand, so
ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,τn)

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
τβn (δnτn)d+p

dy dx

≤2p−1

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,τn)

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u(x)− u(x0)|p
τβn (δnτn)d+p

dy dx

+ 2p−1

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,(1+δn)τn)

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
δnτn

) |u(y) − u(x0)|p
τβn (δnτn)d+p

dxdy

≤C(p, ρ)

δpn

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,(1+δn)τn)

|u(x) − u(x0)|p
τβ+pn

dx.

Since β ≥ 0, we have

III ≤ C(p, ρ)

δpn

∑

x0∈Γ

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,(1+δn)τn)

|u(x)− u(x0)|p
|x− x0|β+p

dx.

Now, by Theorem 3.12

(7.18) III ≤ C(p, ρ)

δpn

∑

x0∈Γ

ˆ

Ω∩B(x0,(1+δn)τn)

|u(x) − u(x0)|p
|x− x0|β+p

dx ≤ C(p, ρ)

δpn
[u]p

Wp[δ](Ω;β).

Therefore |u(x)−u(x0)|p

|x−x0|β+p ∈ L1(Ω) and by the dominated convergence theorem

(7.19) lim
n→∞

III ≤ C lim
n→∞

∑

x0∈Γ

ˆ

{x: γ(x)<(1+δ0)τn}

|u(x) − u(x0)|p
|x− x0|β+p

dx = 0.

We finally conclude (7.6), and thus the proof, by using (7.16), (7.18), (7.17), and (7.19).

�
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7.2. Elementary estimates.

Lemma 7.7. For Tn, ζn, τn and cn as defined in Theorem 1.5, we have

ητn(Tn(x)) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)η
τn(x), ∀x ∈ Ω,(7.20)

ητn(x) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)η
τn(Tn(x)), ∀x ∈ Ω.(7.21)

Proof. First, suppose that η(x) < τn. Then

η(Tn(x)) ≤ η(x) + κ1|Tn(x)− x|
≤ η(x) + κ1‖Tn − Id‖L∞(Ω)

≤ η(x) +
κ1cn
2

τn < (1 + κ1cn/2)τn.

So we have that ητn(Tn(x)) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)τn ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)max{η(x), τn}. Now suppose that
η(x) ≥ τn. Then

η(Tn(x)) ≤ η(x) + κ1|Tn(x)− x|
≤ η(x) + κ1‖Tn − Id‖L∞(Ω)

≤ η(x) +
κ1cn
2

τn < (1 + κ1cn/2)η(x).

So we have that ητn(Tn(x)) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)η(x) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)max{η(x), τn}. Thus (7.20) is
proved.

The estimate (7.21) is proved similarly, exchanging the roles of x and Tn(x) in the above
estimates. �

The function γ has the same Lipschitz constant as η, so we can similarly establish the
following theorem:

Lemma 7.8. With Tn, ζn, τn, and cn defined as in Theorem 1.5, we have

γτn(Tn(x)) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)γ
τn (x),(7.22)

γτn(x) ≤ (1 + κ1cn/2)γ
τn (Tn(x)).(7.23)

Lemma 7.9. With the assumptions of Theorem 1.5, define qn,δ := 1
(1+κ1cn/2)

− cn
δ . Then we

have for all x, y ∈ Ω,

|x− y| < ητnqn,δδ
(x) ⇒ |Tn(x)− Tn(y)| < ητnδ (Tn(x)).

Proof. By the above lemmas,

|Tn(x)− Tn(y)| ≤ 2‖Tn − Id‖L∞(Ω) + |x− y|
≤ cnτn + qn,δδmax{η(x), τn}
≤ (cn + qn,δδ)max{η(x), τn}
≤ (cn + qn,δδ)(1 + κ1cn/2)δmax{η(Tn(x)), τn} = ητnδ (Tn(x)).

�

Lemma 7.10. With the assumptions of Theorem 1.5, define Qn,δ := (1+κ1cn/2)(1+
cn
δ ). Then

we have for all x, y ∈ Ω,

|Tn(x)− Tn(y)| < ητnδ (Tn(x)) ⇒ |x− y| < ητnQn,δδ
(x).

Proof. By the above lemmas,

|x− y| ≤ 2‖Tn − Id‖L∞(Ω) + |Tn(x)− Tn(y)|
≤ cnτn + δmax{η(Tn(x)), τn}
≤ (cn + δ)max{η(Tn(x)), τn}
≤ (cn + δ)(1 + κ1cn/2)max{η(x), τn} = ητnQn,δδ

(x).
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�

7.3. Discrete and truncated nonlocal energy comparison.

Theorem 7.11 (Upper bound). With all the assumptions of Theorem 1.5, and Qn,δ as defined
in Lemma 7.10,

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) ≤ Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)

d+p+β |Ω|−2EQn,δδ,τn(u), ∀u ∈ C1(Ω).

Proof. By a change of variables (i.e. µn(U) = µ(T−1
n (U))), we have

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n )

=

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |x− y|
ητnδ (x)

) |u(T−1
n (x))− u(T−1

n (y))|p
γτn(x)β(ητnδ (x))d+p

dµn(y) dµn(x)

=
1

|Ω|2
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |Tn(x)− Tn(y)|
ητnδ (Tn(x))

) |u(x) − u(y)|p
γτn(Tn(x))β(η

τn
δ (Tn(x)))d+p

dy dx.

(7.24)

Step 1: Assume that ρ(|x|) = 1B(0,1)(x). By Lemma 7.10

ρ

( |Tn(x)− Tn(y)|
ητnδ (Tn(x))

)
≤ ρ

(
|x− y|
ητnQn,δδ

(x)

)
.

Therefore, along with (7.21) and (7.23)

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n )

≤(1 + κ1cn/2)
d+p+β

|Ω|2
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

(
|x− y|
ητnQn,δδ

(x)

)
|u(x)− u(y)|p

γτn(x)β(ητnδ (x))d+p
dy dx

=
Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)

d+p+β

|Ω|2
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

(
|x− y|
ητnQn,δδ

(x)

)
|u(x) − u(y)|p

γτn(x)β(ητnQn,δδ
(x))d+p

dy dx.

Step 2: Assume that ρ is a piecewise constant function satisfying (Aρ) sans the normaliza-

tion condition. Then ρ =
∑M

m=1 ρm for some M ∈ N and for some ρm as in Step 1. Denote the
energies with kernel ρm as Emn,δ,τn and Emqn,δδ,τn

. Then by Step 1

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) =

M∑

m=1

Emn,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n )

≤
Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)

d+p+β

|Ω|2
M∑

m=1

EmQn,δδ,τn
(u)

=
Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)

d+p+β

|Ω|2 EQn,δδ,τn(u).

Step 3: Let ρ satisfy (Aρ). Then there exists an increasing sequence ρm of piecewise constant
functions, each of which satisfy the assumptions of Step 2, such that ρm ր ρ almost everywhere.
Denote the energies with kernel ρm as Emn,δ,τn and Emqn,δδ,τn

. Then by Step 2 and the monotone

convergence theorem

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) = lim

m→∞
Emn,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1

n )

≤ lim
m→∞

Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)
d+p+β

|Ω|2 EmQn,δδ,τn
(u)

=
Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)

d+p+β

|Ω|2 EQn,δδ,τn(u).
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Last, we note that En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) is finite for u ∈ C1(Ω), since

EQn,δδ,τn(u) ≤ C(ρ)Lip(u)p
ˆ

Ω

1

γτn(x)β
dx ≤ C(ρ)Lip(u)p

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
dx <∞.

�

Theorem 7.12 (Lower bound). With all the assumptions of Theorem 1.5, and qn,δ as defined
in Lemma 7.9,

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) ≥

qd+pn,δ

|Ω|2(1 + κ1cn/2)d+p+β
Eqn,δδ,τn(u), ∀u ∈ W

p[δ](Ω;β).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 7.11. Recall the change of variables (7.24).

Step 1: Assume that ρ(|x|) = y01B(0,x0)(x) for some x0 > 0, y0 > 0. By Lemma 7.9 we
have

ρ

(
|x− y|
ητnqn,δδ

(x)

)
≤ ρ

( |Tn(x)− Tn(y)|
ητnδ (Tn(x))

)
.

Therefore, along with (7.20) and (7.22)

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n )

≥ 1

|Ω|2(1 + κ1cn/2)d+p+β

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

(
|x− y|
ητnqn,δδ

(x)

)
|u(x)− u(y)|p

γτn(Tn(x))βη
τn
δ (x)d+p

dy dx

=
qd+pn,δ

|Ω|2(1 + κ1cn/2)d+p+β

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

(
|x− y|
ητnqn,δδ

(x)

)
|u(x) − u(y)|p

γτn(Tn(x))βη
τn
qn,δδ

(x)d+p
dy dx.

The theorem is then established in two additional steps, identical to those in the proof of
Theorem 7.11. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. First, since Qn,δδ → δ as n→ ∞, we note the following as a consequence
of Theorem 7.11 and (7.1): there exists n0 ∈ N depending on δ0 and R (i.e. on Γ) such that for
all n ≥ n0

En,δ,τn(v ◦ T−1
n ) ≤ C(d, p, β, ρ, κ,Ω)

δp
‖v‖p

Wp [δ](Ω;β), ∀v ∈ C1(Ω).

Therefore, for general u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) we take a sequence {um} ⊂ C∞(Ω) converging to u in

W
p[δ](Ω;β), and apply Fatou’s lemma and the change of variables (7.24) to get

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |Tn(x)− Tn(y)|
ητnδ (Tn(x))

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
γτn(Tn(x))β(η

τn
δ (Tn(x)))d+p

dy dx

≤ lim inf
m→∞

En,δ,τn(um ◦ T−1
n )

≤ C

δp
lim inf
m→∞

‖um‖pWp[δ](Ω;β) =
C

δp
lim inf
m→∞

‖u‖p
Wp[δ](Ω;β).

Thus (1.6) is established, where the discrete energy evaluated at functions u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β) is

defined via the coordinate change (7.24):

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) :=

1

|Ω|2
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |Tn(x)− Tn(y)|
ητnδ (Tn(x))

) |u(x) − u(y)|p
γτn(Tn(x))β(η

τn
δ (Tn(x)))d+p

dy dx.

Finally, since

lim
n→∞

qn,δ = lim
n→∞

Qn,δ = lim
n→∞

qd+pn,δ

(1 + κ1cn/2)d+p+β
= lim

n→∞
Qd+pn,δ (1 + κ1cn/2)

d+p+β = 1,

and since (7.2) implies

lim
n→∞

Eqn,δδ,τn(u) = lim
n→∞

EQn,δδ,τn(u) = Eδ(u),
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the convergence result lim
n→∞

En,δ,τn(u ◦ T−1
n ) = |Ω|−2Eδ(u) follows from Theorem 7.11, Theo-

rem 7.12, and the squeeze theorem. �

8. Conclusion

In this work, nonlocal continuum operators and related nonlocal problems are proposed
and analyzed to model the semi-supervised learning. They may be viewed as bridges linking
the discrete graph-based model with the local PDE model, thus offering new theoretical tools
to understand the learning of large data sets in various scaling limits. The well-posed nonlocal
variational framework also provides opportunities to design different sampling algorithms and
discretization strategies [12].

Our setting can treat the case in which the value of ℓ, the dimension of the labeled data set
Γ, can change from one connected component of Γ to the other. This provides a framework to
account for the spatial heterogeneity in the data source, which could be of interest in real-world
applications. Treating more general sets (e.g., Γ ⊂ R

3 is the union of the plane [−1, 1]2 × {0}
with the perpendicular line segment {0}2 × [−1, 1]) is outside of the scope of this paper, and
will be left for future investigations.

We remark that our analysis remains true for energies Eδ with weight function η(x) replaced
with a generalized distance function, say λ̄(x), that is comparable to η(x). Even more generally,
similar results hold for η replaced with powers of λ̄(x); when γ ≡ 1, such analysis for general
forms of heterogeneous localization has been undertaken explicitly in [31, 32].

Other extensions, such as the p → ∞ limit, that may lead to interesting applications.
Meanwhile, while various limits have been established in this work, further investigations are
needed to provide estimates on the rate of the convergence and the computational complexity
involved. Answers to such questions will depend on the rate of localization, i.e. the power of λ̄
taken in the heterogeneous localization η.

Acknowledgments. This work is supported in part by the National Science Founda-
tion DMS-2309245 and DMS-1937254. The authors thank Jeff Calder for inspiring and helpful
discussions.

Appendix A. Nonlocal function space

Proof of Theorem 3.3. The second inequality is trivial, so the proof is devoted to the first in-
equality. Let n ∈ N. To begin, we apply the triangle inequality to the telescoping sum for x ∈ Ω
and s ∈ B(0, δ2η(x)):

|u(x+ s)− u(x)| ≤
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣u
(
x+

i

n
s

)
− u

(
x+

i− 1

n
s

)∣∣∣∣ .

Setting xi := x+ i−1
n s and using Hölder’s inequality, we get

[u]p
Wp[δ2](Ω;β) ≤ c̄np−1

n∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,δ2η(x))

|u(xi + 1
ns)− u(xi)|p

|δ2η(x)|d+pγ(x)β
dsdx.

where c̄ =
Cd,p(d+p)

σ(Sd−1)
is the normalizing constant. Now, since the distance function η is Lipschitz,

|η(xi)−η(x)| ≤ |xi−x| ≤ |s| ≤ δ2η(x), and rearranging this inequality and using the assumption
(Aδ) gives

(A.1)
3

4
η(xi) ≤

η(xi)

1 + δ2
≤ η(x) ≤ η(xi)

1− δ2
≤ 3

2
η(xi)
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for all x ∈ Ω. Similarly, using the properties described in (Aγ)

(A.2) |γ(xi)− γ(x)| ≤ κ1|s| ≤ κ1δ2η(x) ≤ κ1δ2 dist(x,Γ) ≤ κ0κ1δ2γ(x).

Using (A.1) and (A.2), we come to

[u]p
Wp[δ2](Ω;β)

≤c̄np−1(1 + δ2)
d+p

(
1 + κ0κ1δ2
1− κ0κ1δ2

)|β| n∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,
δ2

1−δ2
η(xi))

|u(xi + 1
ns)− u(xi)|p

γ(xi)β|δ2η(xi)|d+p
dsdx.

Clearly xi ∈ Ω, so we can perform a change of variables in the outer integral; letting y = xi =
x+ i−1

n s we get

[u]p
Wp[δ2](Ω;β)

≤c̄np−1(1 + δ2)
d+p

(
1 + κ0κ1δ2
1− κ0κ1δ2

)|β| n∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,
δ2

1−δ2
η(y))

|u(y + 1
ns)− u(y)|p

γ(y)β |δ2η(y)|d+p
dsdy

=c̄np(1 + δ2)
d+p

(
1 + κ0κ1δ2
1− κ0κ1δ2

)|β| ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,
δ2

1−δ2
η(y))

|u(y + 1
ns)− u(y)|p

γ(y)β |δ2η(y)|d+p
dsdy.

Now perform a change of variables in the inner integral by z = s

n to obtain

[u]p
Wp[δ2](Ω;β)

≤c̄nd+p(1 + δ2)
d+p

(
1 + κ0κ1δ2
1− κ0κ1δ2

)|β| ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,
δ2

1−δ2

η(y)
n

)

|u(y + z)− u(y)|p
γ(y)β |δ2η(y)|d+p

dzdy

=c̄

(
nδ1(1 + δ2)

δ2

)d+p(1 + κ0κ1δ2
1− κ0κ1δ2

)|β| ˆ

Ω

ˆ

B(0,
δ2

1−δ2

η(y)
n

)

|u(y + z)− u(y)|p
γ(y)β |δ1η(y)|d+p

dzdy.

By taking n ∈ N such that
δ2

δ1(1− δ2)
< n <

2δ2
δ1(1− δ2)

,

we have

[u]p
Wp [δ2](Ω;β) ≤

(
2(1 + δ2)

1− δ2

)d+p(1 + κ0κ1δ2
1− κ0κ1δ2

)|β|

[u]p
Wp[δ1](Ω;β),

as desired. �

Proof of Theorem 3.4. First, by (Aρ) we have

C(ρ)−1
1B(0,cρ)(x) ≤ ρ(|x|) ≤ C(ρ)1B(0,1)(x)

for C(ρ) > 1. Next, by (Aλ),

η(x)

κ0
≤ λ(x) ≤ κ0η(x).

Therefore,

1

C(ρ)
1{|y−x|<

cρ
κ0
δη(x)}

|u(x)− u(y)|p
|κ0δη(x)|d+p

≤ ρ

( |y − x|
δλ(x)

) |u(x)− u(y)|p
|δλ(x)|d+p

≤ C(ρ)κd+p0 1{|y−x|<κ0δη(x)}
|u(x)− u(y)|p
|δη(x)|d+p .

The conclusion then follows – after multiplying by γ(x)−β and integrating – from the assumptions
on δ and then using the independence of the bulk horizon δ as in Theorem 3.3. �
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Appendix B. Boundary-localized convolutions

Lemma B.1. For a fixed z ∈ B(0, 1) and generalized distance λ satisfying (Aλ), define the
function ζε

z
: Ω → R

d by
ζε
z
(x) := x+ λε(x)z, ∀ε ∈ (0, δ0).

Then the following hold for all x, y ∈ Ω, for all δ ∈ (0, δ0), and for all ε ∈ (0, δ0):

(B.1)

det∇ζε
z
(x) = 1 +∇λε(x) · z > 1− κ1ε >

2

3
,

ζε
z
(x) ∈ Ω and 0 < (1− κε)η(x) ≤ η(ζε

z
(x)) ≤ (1 + κε)η(x),

0 < (1− κε)γ(x) ≤ γ(ζε
z
(x)) ≤ (1 + κε)γ(x), and

0 < (1− κε)|x− y| ≤ |ζε
z
(x)− ζε

z
(y)| ≤ (1 + κε)|x− y|.

Proof. The positive lower bound on det∇ζε
z

follows from the properties of λ and the assumption
on δ0. The second line in (B.1) follows from the Lipschitz continuity of the distance function η
and the bound λ(x) ≤ κ0η(x) implied by (Aλ):

|η(ζε
z
(x)) − η(x)| ≤ λε(x)|z| ≤ κ0εη(x) ≤ κεη(x).

The third line is shown similarly by using (Aγ) and the fact that η(x) = dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ dist(x,Γ);

|γ(ζε
z
(x))− γ(x)| ≤ κ1λε(x)|z| ≤ κ1κ0εη(x) ≤ κ1κ0εdΓ(x) ≤ κ1κ

2
0εγ(x) = κεγ(x).

The fifth line of (B.1) follows from the estimate
∣∣|ζε

z
(x)− ζε

z
(y)| − |x− y|

∣∣ ≤ |λε(x)− λε(y)||z| ≤ κ1ε|x− y| ≤ κε|x− y|.
�

Similar estimates hold when λ is replaced by the distance function η; for instance,

(B.2) det∇(x+ ηε(x)z) = 1 +∇ηε(x) · z > 1− ε.

Using (B.1) and elementary algebraic estimates, we obtain the inequalities for β ∈ R:

(B.3)
1 + κε

1− κε

|y − x|
ηδ(x)

≤ |ζε
z
(y)− ζε

z
(x)|

ηδ(ζ
ε
z
(x))

and γ(ζε
z
(x))β ≤

(
1 + κε

1− κε

)|β|

γ(x)β .

Proof of Theorem 3.2, (3.12). The estimate ‖Kδu− u‖Lp(Ω;β+p) ≤ C‖(Kδu− u)η−1‖Lp(Ω;β) fol-
lows from applying the inequality η(x) ≤ dist(x,Γ) ≤ κ0γ(x), valid for all x ∈ Ω, to the
integrands. Next, Jensen’s inequality applied with the measure ψδ(x,y) dy gives

‖(Kδu− u)η−1‖pLp(Ω;β) =

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β

∣∣∣∣δ
ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)

(u(x) − u(y))

δη(x)
dy

∣∣∣∣
p

dx

≤ δp
ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β

ˆ

Ω
ψδ(x,y)

|u(x) − u(y)|p
ηδ(x)p

dy dx.

After multiplication by a suitable constant, the renormalized kernel satisfies (Aρ). Then the
estimate follows from the kernel equivalence given in Theorem 3.4. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2, (3.13). Since
´

Ω ψδ(x,y) dy = 1, its gradient in x vanishes, and so

∇Kδu(x) =

ˆ

Ω
∇xψδ(x,y)u(y) dy =

ˆ

Ω
∇xψδ(x,y)(u(y) − u(x)) dy.

By Hölder’s inequality

‖∇Kδu‖pLp(Ω;β)

≤
ˆ

Ω

(
ηδ(x)

ˆ

Ω
|∇xψδ(x, z)|dz

)p−1 ˆ

Ω

|∇xψδ(x,y)|
γ(x)βηδ(x)p−1

|u(y)− u(x)|p dydx.
(B.4)
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Now,

∇xψδ(x,y) = (ψ′)δ(x,y)

(
x− y

|x− y|
1

λδ(x)
− |x− y|

λδ(x)

∇λδ(x)
λδ(x)

)

− ψδ(x,y)
∇λδ(x)
λδ(x)

d,

so therefore using the support of ψ and the fact that |∇λδ| ≤ 1/3

|∇xψδ(x,y)| ≤
C

ηδ(x)

(
ψδ(x,y) + (|ψ′|)δ(x,y)

)
, ∀x,y ∈ Ω.

We use this estimate in (B.4); since
´

Ω(|ψ′|)δ(x,y) dy ≤ C we have

‖∇Kδu‖pLp(Ω;β) ≤
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

ψδ(x,y) + (|ψ′|)δ(x,y)
γ(x)βηδ(x)p

|u(y) − u(x)|p dydx.

Then the result follows from the kernel equivalence as in Theorem 3.4. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2, (3.14). Let u ∈ W
p[δ](Ω;β). For the λ appearing in the definition of Kδu,

define the function ζε
z
(x) = x+ λε(x)z as in Lemma B.1. Now define the function θ(ε) := 1−κε

1+κε

for ε ∈ (0, δ0), where κ is defined in (Aδ). Then by Jensen’s inequality we have the following
estimate for the quantity I:

I :=

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<θ(ε)r}

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
ρ

( |x− y|
ηθ(ε)δ(x)

) |Kεu(x)−Kεu(y)|p
ηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx

≤
ˆ

B(0,1)
ψ(|z|)

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<θ(ε)r}

ˆ

Ω

1

γ(x)β
ρ

( |x− y|
ηθ(ε)δ(x)

) |u(ζε
z
(x))− u(ζε

z
(y))|p

ηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p
dy dxdz.

Now we use the inequalities (B.3). Since ρ is nonincreasing, we get

I ≤ (1 + κε)d+p

θ(ε)d+p+|β|(1− κ1ε)2

ˆ

B(0,1)
ψ (|z|)

ˆ

Ω∩{η(ζε
z
(x))<r}

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |ζε
z
(y) − ζε

z
(x)|

ηδ(ζ
ε
z
(x))

)

|u(ζε
z
(x))− u(ζε

z
(y))|p

γ(ζε
z
(x))βηδ(ζ

ε
z
(x))d+p

det∇ζε
z
(x) det∇ζε

z
(y) dy dxdz.

We apply the change of variables ȳ = ζε
z
(y), x̄ = ζε

z
(x), and – using that ζε

z
(x) ∈ Ω for all

x ∈ Ω – obtain

I ≤ (1 + κε)d+p

θ(ε)d+p+|β|(1− κ1ε)2

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<r}

ˆ

Ω
ρ

( |ȳ − x̄|
ηδ(x̄)

) |u(x̄)− u(ȳ)|p
γ(x)βηδ(x̄)d+p

dȳ dx̄.

Then (3.14) is established by setting φ(ε) := (1+κε)d+p

θ(ε)d+p+|β|(1−κ1ε)2
. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2, item 3). Recall the definition of θ(ε) in (3.14). First, using Theorem 3.3
we obtain

[Kεu− u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β) ≤ C[Kεu− u]p

Wp[θ(ε)δ](Ω;β),

where C is independent of both δ and ε. Applying (3.14) with kernel ρ(x) =
(d+p)Cd,p

σ(Sd−1)
1(−1,1)(x)

and r > 0, we get
ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<θ(ε)r}

ˆ

Ω
1{|y−x|<ηθ(ε)δ(x)}

|Kεu(x)−Kεu(y) − (u(x) − u(y))|p
γ(x)βηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx

≤ 2p−1(1 + φ(ε))

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<r}

ˆ

Ω
1{|y−x|<ηδ(x)}

|u(x) − u(y)|p
γ(x)βηδ(x)d+p

dy dx.
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Since φ(ε) is bounded from above independent of ε, we can apply continuity of the right-hand
side integral to conclude that for any τ > 0 there exists r > 0 such that

sup
ε∈(0,δ0)

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)<θ(ε)r}

ˆ

B(x,ηθ(ε)δ(x))

|Kεu(x) −Kεu(y) − (u(x)− u(y))|p
γ(x)βηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx < τ.

Now, whenever |x − y| ≤ δθ(ε)η(x) and η(x) ≥ θ(ε)r we have ηδ(x) ≥ δθ(ε)r and η(y) ≥
η(x)− κ1|y − x| ≥ (1− κ1δθ(ε))r. Further, (3.11) holds. So therefore

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω∩{η(x)≥θ(ε)r}
1{|y−x|<ηθ(ε)δ(x)}

|Kεu(x)−Kεu(y) − (u(x) − u(y))|p
γ(x)βηθ(ε)δ(x)d+p

dy dx

≤ C

(δr)p
‖Kεu− u‖pLp(Ω;β) .

Since ‖Kεu− u‖pLp(Ω;β) → 0 as ε→ 0, we conclude that

lim sup
ε→0

[Kεu− u]p
Wp[δ](Ω;β) < τ + C(r) lim sup

ε→0
‖Kεu− u‖pLp(Ω;β) = τ,

and so the convergence follows since follows since τ > 0 is arbitrary. �

Appendix C. Muckenhoupt weights

A nonnegative function w ∈ L1
loc(R

d) is called an Ap-weight if

[w]Ap := sup
x0∈Rd,R>0

Ap(w,B(x0, R)) <∞,

where Ap(w,B(x0, R)) :=

(
 

B(x0,R)
w(x) dx

)(
 

B(x0,R)
w(x)

−1
p−1 dx

)p−1

.

Lemma C.1. Let d ≥ 2, and let ℓ ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , d − 1}. Set x = (x′,x′′) ∈ R
ℓ × R

d−ℓ, and
define w(x) = |x′′|−β . Then w is an Ap weight if and only if (d− ℓ)(1− p) < β < d− ℓ.

Proof. First, suppose ℓ = 0, so that x′′ = x. Then it is well-known that

w(x) = |x|−β is an Ap weight ⇔ d(1− p) < β < d.

For the first implication, suppose that [w]Ap <∞. Then it holds that

Ap(w,B(0, 1)) =

(
 

B(0,1)
w(x) dx

)(
 

B(0,1)
w(x)

−1
p−1 dx

)p−1

≤ [w]Ap <∞.

The first integral is finite only if β < d, and the second integral is finite only if β > d(1 − p).

For the reverse implication, we assume d(1 − p) < β < d, and consider two different cases

for estimating Ap(w,B(x0, R)). First assume that R < |x0|
2 . Then for x ∈ B(x0, R)

|x0| ≤ |x− x0|+ |x| ≤ R+ |x|, ⇒ |x| > |x0|
2
,

|x| ≤ |x− x0|+ |x0| ≤ R+ |x0|, ⇒ |x| ≤ 3|x0|
2

.

Therefore

Ap(w,B(x0, R)) ≤ 3|β|.

Now assume R > |x0|
2 . Then B(x0, R) ⊂ B(0, 3R), and so

Ap(w,B(x0, R)) ≤ C(d, p)Ap(w,B(0, 3R).

But a change of coordinates gives Ap(w,B(0, 3R)) = Ap(w,B(0, 1)) <∞, since d(1−p) < β < d.
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Now assume that ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1}. Let B(x0, R) ⊂ R
d. Then there exists 0 < κ < 1

depending only on d such that

C(x0, κR) ⊂ B(x0, R) ⊂ C(x0, κR),

where C(x0, R) is the cylindrical domain

C(x0, R) := {x = (x′,x′′) ∈ R
d : ‖x′ − x′

0‖∞ < R, |x′ − x′′
0 | ≤ R},

and where ‖x′‖∞ := max1≤i≤ℓ |xi|. Moreover, |B(x0, R)| ≈d C(x0, R). It follows that

Ap(w,B(x0, R)) ≈ Ap(w, C(x0, R))

where the constant of comparison depends only on d and p. Moreover, Ap(w, C(x0, R)) =
Ap(w,Bd−ℓ(x

′′
0 , R)), where Bd−ℓ(x

′′
0, R)) is the Euclidean ball in d− ℓ dimensions centered at x′′

0
with radius R. This is exactly the form of the weight in the first case considered, with d− ℓ in
place of d. Therefore, by applying the analysis of the first case we get that

w is an Ap weight ⇔ (d− ℓ)(1− p) < β < d− ℓ.

�
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