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TRACE THEOREM AND NON-ZERO BOUNDARY
VALUE PROBLEM FOR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS IN
WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

DOYOON KIM, KYEONG-HUN KIM, AND KWAN WOO

ABSTRACT. We present weighted Sobolev spaces 5;)9(8, T) and
prove a trace theorem for the spaces. As an application, we discuss
non-zero boundary value problems for parabolic equations. The
weighted parabolic Sobolev spaces we consider are designed, in
particular, for the regularity theory of stochastic partial differential
equations on bounded domains.

1. INTRODUCTION

We introduce appropriate Sobolev type spaces along with trace and
extension results for the weighted Sobolev spaces H ), (€2). One needs
such results when dealing with non-zero (lateral) boundary value prob-
lems for parabolic equations in the framework of weighted Sobolev
spaces. Krylov first introduced the weighted Sobolev spaces H ), (€2)
in [18] for Q@ = R} = {z = (z1,2) : 2y > 0,2/ € R" '} and v € R in
order to establish an L,-theory for stochastic partial differential equa-
tions (SPDEs). See, for instance, [20]. (Later in the introduction comes
an explanation about why one needs H;G(Q)—type spaces in the theory
of PDEs and SPDEs.) Note that if 7 is a non-negative integer, H;e
can be characterized as

Hy () = {u: p(2) D% € Lyp(Q), 0<lal <},

where p(x) = dist(x, 02) and L, (€2) is the L, space with the measure
p’~"dx, and $),(S,T) is the parabolic counterpart of H,(€2). See
Section [2 for precise definitions of these spaces. In particular, as is
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shown in [I8, 25], the class of infinitely differentiable functions with
compact support in §2 is a dense subset of 55;79(5, T). This means
that every function in §) ,(S,T") has a zero boundary value whenever
the trace (the restriction of a function on the boundary) makes sense.
Thus, one can say that in [I8] and related papers [14], [15], 13, 10, [3, @],
the authors deal with parabolic PDEs with the zero boundary condi-
tion. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, parabolic equations with
non-zero boundary conditions in the above 55;79-type spaces have not
been considered. To cover this, we need to identify not only appro-
priate classes of functions for boundary values, but also new solution
spaces in which functions have nontrivial boundary values, so that the
traces of functions in the new solution spaces belong to the aforemen-
tioned function spaces on the boundary. For elliptic problems, the
corresponding weighted Sobolev spaces and their properties are pre-
sented in [I8 21} 25, 4], [7]. In particular, in [7] one can find a trace
theorem for weighted Sobolev spaces and a solvability result for elliptic
equations with non-zero boundary conditions.

In this paper, as solution spaces for non-zero parabolic boundary
value problems, we present weighted Sobolev spaces 55;9(5, T) (see
Definition [Z5]). Then, we prove that the parabolic Slobodeckij spaces

We/*5((S,T) x 89) (see Definition Z6) are the function spaces for the
boundary values. More precisely, we prove a trace theorem (Theorem
2.8) forggﬂ(S,T), v>1,whenf € (n—1,n—1+p)and Q =R% or Q
is a bounded Lipschitz domain, i.e., 9Q € C%!, so that the restriction
of u on (S,T) x 9 belongs to W5/>*((S,T) x d) for u € 5;’79(5, T)

and each g € Ws/*5((S,T) x 08) can be extended to a function in

9)4(5,T) along with the boundedness of the trace (restriction) and
extension operators. As also noticed in [7], due to the characteristic of

) 9(S,T), the parameter s in Ws/** is independent of 7. Regarding the
boundedness of the trace operator, the main difficulty is due to the fact
that u; has low regularity when u € $,(S,T) (y = 1). See Remark
To overcome this, we take an appropriate integral representation
of u based on the argument in [4]. Also see [29]. In our case, we use
mollifications instead of kernels in the integral form used in [4] and [29).
We remark that using mollifications turns out to be very convenient
when dealing with not only traces of functions, but also embeddings.
See, for instance, [2]. For the boundedness of extension operator, we
obtain weighted Sobolev norm estimates for solutions to the heat equa-
tion with non-homogeneous boundary values. As a direct application
of our trace and extension results, we establish the unique solvability



TRACE THEOREM AND BVP IN WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES 3

of second-order parabolic equations in divergence form with non-zero
lateral boundary conditions in the weighted Sobolev spaces §, 4(S,T)
under the zero initial condition. As one can expect, the unique solvabil-
ity is established by combining the trace theorem in this paper with the
known result for parabolic equations with the homogeneous boundary
condition, that is, as mentioned earlier, the equations with solutions in

.611)79(5, T). We also obtain the corresponding result for non-divergence

form equations in 5512)’9(5, T). In a forthcoming paper, we will extend
the present results to initial traces and non-zero initial value problems.

Trace theorems for Sobolev type spaces have been studied in many
papers. See [23, 29, 30 I, B, 26] and references therein. For recent
results, we refer the reader to [24], which contains trace theorems
for anisotropic mixed-norm Sobolev, Bessel potential, Triebel-Lizorkin,
and Besov type spaces with space-time power weights. Nevertheless,
our results are not covered by those, for instance, in [24] in that the
spaces considered there are different from ours. In [24], the author con-
siders function spaces for equations of non-divergence type, while our
results contain trace and extension results for ] ,(S,T), which is an
appropriate function space for divergence type parabolic equations in
weighted Sobolev spaces such as )] ,(S, T'). Another notable difference
is that the proofs in [I], which is one of the main references in [24],
are based on an interpolation theory of vector-valued function spaces
with a semigroup approach, whereas our proofs are more elementary
and self-contained. However, as mentioned above, the function spaces
considered in [24] are very general and the non-zero initial traces are
also considered.

Among many weighted Sobolev spaces for various purposes in the
theory of PDEs, H; o-type spaces were necessitated by, mainly, the
theory of SPDEs. As explained in [17], the Sobolev spaces without
weights turn out to be trivially inadequate for SPDEs. This is because,
unless certain compatibility condition is fulfilled, the second and higher
derivatives of solutions to SPDEs blow up substantially fast near the
boundary, and this blow-up is inevitable even on C"*° domains. On the
other hand, it turns out that such blow-up behavior can be described
very accurately by a weight system based on appropriate powers of the
distance to the boundary, that is, by H;G—type spaces. For SPDEs in
weighted Sobolev spaces, we refer the reader to [20] [19, 11} 12], [16].

Another necessity of H; o-type spaces lies in regularity theory of (de-
terministic) PDEs defined on non-smooth domains, say C' domains
(see Remark [T.6]). Since the boundary is not supposed be regular
enough, we have to look for solutions in functions spaces with weights
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allowing the derivatives of solutions to blow up near the boundary. In
the framework of Holder spaces such a setting leads to investigating
so-called intermediate Schauder estimates. Thus, even for determin-
istic problems, we require appropriate weights near the boundary to
estimate the derivatives of solutions of PDEs. Then, it is natural that
the coefficients of lower order terms are allowed to blow up near the
boundary. See Assumptions [7.1] and [74l

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
introduce spaces 9 ,(S,T), W,f/z’s((S, T) x 09), and state the main
theorem. In Section [3] we introduce and prove elementary properties
of 55;79(5, T). In Sections [ and [5, by using integral representations we
prove Propositions [4.1] and 5.1l which are key ingredients in the proof
of the main theorem. Then we prove the main theorem in Section [6
Finally in Section [7, as an application of the main theorem, we solve
divergence and non-divergence type parabolic equations with non-zero
boundary value conditions in $)) 4(S,T) and §? 4(S, T, respectively.

In this paper, R™ stands for the n-dimensional Euclidean space and
x = (x1,...,x,) denotes a point in R™. We use the following standard
notation

R:L- = {(xl,.flf/) x> 07[1}/ = (x27 . ’xn) c IR?L—I}7

Di :8/8:17“ Du:ux: (Dlu,...,Dnu).

For a multi-index o = (ay, . . ., ay,) where «;’s are non-negative integers,
we denote

D*=D...Di Jal=a1+ ...+ a,.

For a domain 2 C R"™, by D’(€2) we mean the space of all distributions
on €.

2. FUNCTION SPACES AND MAIN RESULT

Let 2 be a domain in R™ with non-empty boundary 92. We first
recall the definition of H) ,(€2) introduced in [I8] and [25]. For k € Z
and a fixed integer ky > 0, define subsets 2, of 2 by

Qe ={r e Qe F < p(x) < e Fthoy,
where p(z) = po(z) = dist(z,0). Let {(x, k € Z} be a collection of
non-negative functions with the following properties:
G € C(U),  [D"Ge(@)] < N(m)e™, Y Ge(x) =1 on Q. (21)
kEZ

If Q. is an empty set, then the corresponding (. is identically zero.
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Definition 2.1. Let §, y € R and 1 < p < co. We set

H,(0) = {ueDm):Hqu;e(m = 37 e Yulet 1 w<oo}

kezZ
and

(@) i= {u e D)l = [l )+ 1Dy < 01

where || - || 77 is the norm of Bessel potential space H(R?) (= H)) and
Lyo() (= H)»(Q)) is the space of functions summable to the power p
with respect to the measure p(x)?~" dx, that is,

fELyy@) = / @) o)’ dz < oo.

Remark 2.2. If y > 1 and Q is bounded, then the norm of f[;79(9) is
equivalent to ||ul|z, ,) =+ Dull P . Indeed, if v = 1, the equivalence
is clear even if €2 is not bounded. If 7 € (k,k+ 1], where k is a positive
integer, then by using Proposition 2.4] (5) sufficiently many times, we

get
k+1

el 210y = Nullyoooan g +Z 1Dullgr (s

where y— (k+1) <Oand y—j <~ — 2for] =2,...,k+1. Then, by
Proposition 241 (2) and (6), the right-hand side of the above equivalence
is bounded by a constant times ||ul|z, ,q) + ||Du||H;;2(Q). This implies
that

lullzy ) < Nllullz, o) + NlDull 10

The opposite inequality is clear by again Proposition 24 (2) because
v=>1

Remark 2.3. As in [14], one can find ¢ as follows. Let £ € C°(R,)
be a function satisfying

> &™) >0

m=—0oQ

for all t € R. Then, for z € Q and k € Z = {0,+£1, ...}, define

) ( > £(e%<x>>>_ E(la).

l=—o00

where 1) is a regularized distance introduced in [27]. In particular, ¢
satisfies
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(1) Nip(x) < ¢(z) < Na(n)p(z), x € Q
(2) ¥(z) is C* in Q and

[D*(x)| < N(a) p(x) 1,

where Ny, Ny(n), and N(«) are appropriate constants.

If Q is a bounded C" domain, then the definition of H_ () in Definition
21l is equivalent to that given in [14].

We have the following properties of weighted Sobolev spaces H ;9(9).
For details, see [25]. Note that ¢"# ] ,(£2) means the collection of u such
that u = ¢"v for some v € H) ,(2), where v € R and 0 < ¢ € C>().

Proposition 2.4. Let 0, vy € R and 1 < p < 0.
(1) C§o(9) is dense in H) 4(52).
(2) If v > 2, then H,(Q) C H)%(9).
(3) If ¢ is a C*(Q) function so that Nip(x) < ¥(x) < Nop(x),
then Y H) ,(2) = H),_ ().
(4) If v is a non-negative integer, then

H)y() = {u: p()*'D* € L,(2),0 < |a] <7},
(5) we H),(Q) iff ue HI3'(Q) and Du € H)y, (Q). In addition,

p,0+p
the norm ||ull i (o) is equivalent to ||u||H;;1(Q) + HMHH;;L)(Q)-

(6) Let Q2 be a bounded domain. Then for 6, < 0, we have
H, (Q) C H

.01 po, () and lullgy, ) < Nlullaz, @)

where N is independent of u € H), (€2).
For —o0 < S5 < T < 00, denote
HZ,Q(Sv T) = Lp ((Sv T)? H;,e (Q>) ) ]Lp,@(Sv T) = L;D ((S, T), Lp,9 (Q>>

with the norms
T

T
P _ AP P _ AP
el sr) = / et My oy s Nl sy = / et Yy

Definition 2.5. Let 7,0 e R, and 1 < p < co. We write u € 55;79(5, T)
if
wel , (S.T), w M2 (ST),

p,0+p
and write u € 5;79(5, T) if

weMGNS,T), DueH(S,T), u €HL(ST),
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where u; € D'(Q) is defined by

(u(t,.0) = (uls.).6)+ [ (). 0) ar

for almost every s,t € [S,T]. The notation (w, ¢) is to be interpreted
as applying a test function ¢ € C3°(Q2) to a distribution w in D’(2).
For a non-negative integer k, we write u € W;f;l (S,7T) if

Du, DPu, € L, 4(S, T)

for any multi-indices (with respect to the spatial variables) «a and /3
such that |a| <k +1 and |f| < k — 1. We set the norms of the these
spaces as

HUHW (S1) = ||u||H;9 L1t Hut||H;;,ip(s,T)v

HUHEZ’G(S,T) = ||u||H;j91(s,T) + ||Du||H;’;91(S,T) + ||Ut||H;jgip(s,T)v

||u||W§’ng((S,T)><Q) = Z ||Dau||]Lp’9(S,T) + Z HDﬁutHLp’g(s,T)'
o <k+1 |8]<k—1

The fact that 5;’79(5, T) is a Banach space is proved in Lemma Bl
In particular, if ¥ = 1 and (S,T) = R, we have

91 6(R) = {u:u, Du € Lys(R),u; € H}, (R)}.

p,0
For the remainder of this section, we assume that 2 = R’ or
is a bounded Lipschitz domain, i.e. 02 € C%!'. Note that if v €
p9+p(S T), there exist g; € L,4(S,T), i = 1,...,n, such that v =
> i Digi in (S,T) x Q. Also note that HUHH LT is equivalent to

> ||gZ||]Lp9(ST Thus, if u; € H_9+p(S T), there exist g; € L, (S, T),
t=1,...,n, such that

/ ugy dx dt = / giD; dx dt
(S,T)xQ (S,T)xQ

for all p € C§°((S,T) x Q). For details about the statements regarding

H g +p(S T') and the norm equivalence, see [I8, Remark 5.3] for Q = R"
and [25, Theorem 3.2] (with a diffeomorphism introduced in [6]) for
o0 e C%L,

To discuss boundary values of functions defined on (5,7 x €, we
introduce function spaces defined on the lateral boundaries of cylin-
drical domains. For €2 = R}, 1 < p < oo, 0 < s < 1, and a
function g¢(t,2’) defined on (S,T) x R*™' = (5,T) x 9Q, we write
g€ W ((S,T) x R*1) if

||g||W;/2’s((S,T)><R”*1) = ||g||Lp + [g]W;/Q’O + [g]WS’S < 00,
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T g(r, )HLP(R” ) d d
[g] ;/2,0 [g] S/2 O((ST < Rn— 1 |t — S|1+5p/2 5 t7

/) /
P _ gt y)P .,
90700 = (900 s / /R L _y‘n L gt ay at

In particular, if (S,7) = R, we see that
9820y = LI+ 720 = 90, sy 7

= 2/0 +—(14sp/2) lg(-+7,-) — g(-, ')Hip(Ran*l) dr.
(2.2)
When n = 1, g € W;/2’S((S, T) x R™1) obviously means that g €
W2 (S, T) with

T
||9||Z£p((s,T)XRnfl) :/ lg]” dt,

T
P _ l9(t)
[g]W;/ZS((S,T)XRn*l) - [ 5/20 ST / / |t — /r’|1+5p/2 d dt

For a bounded Lipschitz domain €2, we use a partition of unity to define
WS/?5((S,T) x 6). Note that the boundary of a Lipschitz domain is
locally the graph of a Lipschitz continuous function. Thus there exist
a finite number of balls B;, j = 1,---, M, in R" with radius R and
Lipschitz continuous functions h; defined on R"~* such that

M

UJB;20Q and QnB;=U;nB,,

j=1
where, after relabeling and re-orienting the coordinate axes if necessary,
U; = {(x1,2) : &1 > hj(a')}. There also exist one-to-one functions ¥;
from U; onto R’} satisfying \Ifj_l(O,y’) = 0U; for y’ € R"!. Then we
find infinitely differentiable functions ¢;(x) defined on R" such that
suppy; C B, and Z]Nil pj(x) = 1 on 0Q. Fix a K > 0 such that
H‘I’j“co,l < Kforj=1,..., M.

Definition 2.6. Let 1 < p < 00, —00 < S < T < o0, 00 € C*! and
0<s<1. Weset

WS/25((S,T) x 9Q) = {f € L,((S,T) x 9) :
((P]f)(t, \I]]_l(ovy/» < W;/ZS((S’ T) X Rd_l)? J= L 7M}7
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Hf”ws/“ (S,T)x9R) Z H 901 ))HWS/%((S’T)Xqu)-

For given g € W;/2’s((5, T) x 09)), we write g € W;g’s((S, T) x 99Q)
if there exists a sequence

{gr}izy C W5/*((—00,T) x 09) N C((—00,T) x 09)

such that g — ¢ in W,f/z’s((S, T) x 0) as k — oo and g, = 0 for
t<S.

Remark 2.7. The norm defined above for W;/2’S((S, T) x 0R) is in-
dependent of the choice of the balls B; as well as of the choice of the
functions ¥; and ¢;. For details regarding this, see [28, Lemma 3.6.1].

If a function u is continuous up to the boundary of the domain, T u,
the lateral trace operator 7 applied to u, is simply the restriction of «
on the lateral boundary of the domain, i.e., Tu = u|(s1)xs0. Then, as
usual, we define the trace operator

T 90 4(S,T) — W2 ((S,T) x 0Q)

using the denseness of C§°((S,7) x Q) in 5;’9(5, T) (see Lemma [6.2),
provided that the operator is bounded. Throughout the paper, by
C3e((S,T) x Q2), we mean the collection of infinitely differentiable func-
tions defined on (S, T") x  having support in an intersection of a ball in
R"™ with (S,7T) x Q. In particular,  may not be zero on the bound-
ary of (S,T) x Q if u € C§°((S,T) x ), whereas, as usual, u is zero
on the boundary if u € C§°((S,T) x Q).

As the main result of this paper, we prove that the trace operator 7
is bounded and has a right inverse, which can be called an extension
operator. Here is the statement, proved in Section

Theorem 2.8 (Trace theorem). Lety > 1,1 <p < oo, T € (—o0, 9],
Q=R" ordQ € C*', andn—1 < § < n—1+p withs = (p—0+n—1)/p.
Then the operator

T 97 o(—00,T) = W/** ((—00,T) x Q)
with Tu = u|(—som)x00 for u € 5;,9(—00,T) N C((—o0,T) x Q) 1is
bounded and satisfies

HTUHW;/QvS((_OQT)XaQ) < NHUHBZﬁ(—oo,T)’ (2'3)

where N = N(n,p,0) for @ = R} and N = N(n,p,0,M,K,R) for
o0 e COL,
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Moreover, T has a right inverse (an extension operator)
St Wi ((—00,T) x 8Q) = H7 4(—00,T)
such that T(Sg) = g for g € Wg'** (=00, T) x 99) and
1591155 ooy < NN9lysr2e(— om0y (2.4)

where N = N(n,p,0,7) for @ = R} and N = N(n,p,0,v,M, K, R)
for 002 € CL.

Remark 2.9. By using an extension with respect to the ¢ variable and
then multiplying a cut-off function, one can check that Theorem 2.8
holds for u € ) 4(S,T) and g € We'**((S,T) x 9Q) when —o0 < S <
T < oo. In this case, the constants N of (2.3) and (2.4) depend also
onT —S.

Indeed, by scaling we may assume that S = 0 and T" = 1. For the
trace part, it suffices to prove

Il 20 01y0m < Nl o0 (2.5)

0,1)x9Q
because ||u||5;’9(071) < ||u||5gye(071) for any v > 1. To prove this inequal-

ity, we first consider & = R”}. Let u € 511)79(0, 1). Then, thanks to

Theorem 2.8 the inequality (23] follows if there exists v € 511,’9(]1%)
such that 7u = Twv on (0,1) x OR" and

HU”%zl)ﬂ(m < NHUHE;’Q(OJ)? (2.6)

where N = N(n,p,0). We here note that v, = D;g; in (0,1) x R”}
for some g; € L, 4(0,1). For the existence of such g; € L, (0, 1), see
the explanation about H 5 +p on page[ll To come up with v satisfying
the aforementioned properties, we take smooth functions ( : R — R,
n: Ry — R, such that ¢ = 1 on (0,1), supp¢ C (—1,2), and n = 1
on (0,1), n» = 0 on (2,00). Then we extend u € 511,,9(0,1) tou €
~;,79(—1, 2) by using even extensions with respect to the time variable
at t = 0 and 1. Observe that W, = D;g; in (—1,2) x R} where g; is
the odd extension of g; with respect to the time variable at ¢t = 0 and
t =1 so that ||g;||L, 4(~1,2) is comparable with ||gi[|L, ,(0,1)- Then set

v(t,z) :=u(t,x)C(t)n(xq).

We see that v, Dv € Ly »(R) and ||[v| + |Dv|||L, ,&) is comparable with
[lu| + | Dul||L, 40,1- We also see that

Vs = Dsz
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in R x R%, where

Gu(t,z) = / T o @) C ) () () ¢ () ()] din

1

+7, (¢, 2)¢(O)n(z1)
and

Gi(t> ZL’) = yz(t> f)((t)n(ﬂfl) for = 27 <y T

with the inequalities
Gl o) < N(n,0,0) (lo1llL, 00 + lullL, 001) » (2.7

1GillL, o) < N(n,p,0)|gillL, 400 for i=2,....n
In particular, the inequality (Z7) follows from the observation that

r

p

/wﬁl(tayhx/)C(t)ﬁ/(yl) +au(t, y, ) (On(y) dyy| 27" day

=4 /000 [9,(t, @) () (1) +a(t, @) ()P 277" day

< N / Gt 2)C(E) + Tt D)@ 2 dan,

where we used Hardy’s inequality with n —1 < 6 in the first inequality,
and the fact that n(x;) = 0 for z; > 2 in the second inequality. Upon
recalling the equivalence norm of .611)79(R) on page [0, we conclude that
v € 9, 4(R) and the inequality (2.6) holds. By the construction of v, it
is clear that Tu = Twv on (0,1) x OR". Therefore, the inequality (2.5])
is proved.

When 09 € C%!, we repeat the same argument with an extension
v(t,x) :==u(t,x)((t). Observe that there is no n(x;) since €2 is bounded.

For the extension part, we extend g € W5/>*((S,T) x Q) to h €
Ws/**(R x 9) similarly as we extend u € 9,4(5,T) tov € 9, 4(R) so

that ||h||W;/z,s( is comparable with ||g||W;/z,s

Rx Q) ((8,T)x08)"

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some properties of the functions spaces in
Section 2| which are needed in the proofs of our main results.

Lemma §.1. Let 1 < p < o0 and —o0 < § < T < oo. For any
7,0 € R, 55;/79(5, T) is a Banach space.
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Proof. We first note that, since H) 4(€2) is a Banach space for any v, 6 €
R (see [18, Remark 1.2]), H) ,(S,T) = L, ((S,T), H},(2)) is also a
Banach space for any v, 0 € R.

To prove the lemma, we only show the completeness. Let {u™} be

a Cauchy sequence in 5;79(5 ,T). From the definition of 5279(5, T) and
the fact that HJ (S, T) is a Banach space, there exist u,v € H;,gl(S, T)

and w € H;;ip(S, T') such that
u™ = u, Du™ —wv, and u' —w
in the corresponding spaces as m — oo. Thus, it suffices to show
v=Du and w = u.

To prove this, we first find a subsequence, again denoted by {u™},
satisfying the following for a.e. t,s € (S,T).

um(ta ) — U(t, ')7 Dum(tv ) — U(tv ) in H;,EI(Q)u
ul'(t, ) = w(t,) i H)GE ()
as m — oo, and

(W™ (t,7),6) = (™ (5.-) . 6) + / W@ (r).6) dr (38)

for ¢ € C3°(2). Then, by the properties of H,(€) (in particular, see
[25, Proposition 2.4]), we have

(um(tv ')7 ¢) — (u(tv ')7 (b)v (Dum(tv ')7 (b) — (U(tv ')7 (b)

as m — oo for almost every t € (S,T') and ¢ € C§°(€2). We also have

@) = w(r, ), )] < N () = w(r s o) (39)

for almost every r € (S,T'), where N depends on ¢. We then see that
v = Du and w = u;. In particular, for the latter equality, the inequality

(39) with the fact that u}* converges to w in HZ;iP(S, T') shows that

[ @~ w0 dr o,
which along with (B.8]) implies
<u<t,~>,¢>=<u<s,~>,¢>+/ (w(r.),6) dr

for almost every s,t € (S,T) and ¢ € C3°(©2). The lemma is proved.
U
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Lemma 3.2. Let 1 < p < 00, T € (—00,00], @ =R} or 9Q € C*,
andn—1<60 <n—1+4p. Then C*((S,T) x Q) is dense in ) o(S,T).

Proof. As noted in Remark 29 it is enough to assume (S,7) = R.
Moreover, using cut-off functions with respect to (¢, z), we may assume
that u vanishes for large |t| + |z| when Q = R”.

Case 1: Q2 =R". We have u, Du € L, 4(R) and u; = D;g; in R x R"}
with ¢ = (g1,...,9n) € L,s(R)". For a function n € C5°(R™™!) such
that n > 0, [z, ndedt =1, and

suppn C {(t,z) : =1 <t < 1,|z| < 1,2, < 0},
take
uO(t,x) = / Ne(t — s,2 —y)u(s, y) ds dy,
RXR™

where n.(t,x) = e ?n(t/e*,x/¢) and € > 0. Then, by the standard
properties of mollifications together with the fact that n(¢,z) = 0 for
21 > 0, one can see that u® € C°(R x R7), Du® = (Du)®, and
uia) = D,-gi(a) in R x R%} for each ¢ > 0. Now observe that for any
fe ]L’Pﬂ(R) = Lp(Rv LP,G(Ri))a

[FO = f| < N () (MF+ 1)

and Mf + |f| € L,4(R) by Hardy-Littlewood theorem for A,-weight
(207" is an A,-weight), where f is the zero extension of f to the whole
space R x R"™ and M f is the maximal function of f based on the
standard parabolic cubes. Then by Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem, it follows that || f() — fllL, sy — 0 ase — 0. Thus [ju—
u(a)||511,79(R) —0ase—0.

Case 2: Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain, i.e. 9Q € C%'. In this
case, we use a partition of unity argument. Since 0f) satisfies the
uniform exterior cone condition, we use this property to take a proper
mollification for up; € ) 5(R) where {@;}}2, is a partition of unity.
The remainder is the same as the case for 2 = R’} . O

The following lemmas will be used to prove the denseness of smooth
functions in ) (59, T)(y > 1). See Lemma [6.21

Lemma 3.3. Let p € [1,00), —00 < § < T <00, 2 =R} ordQ €

%, —1 <0 —n, and k be a positive integer. Then ig}rkp (S,T) is a

Banach space and C°((S,T) x Q) is dense in WEIL (S, T).

p,0+kp

Proof. 1t is easily seen that Wif,ﬁkp (S,T) is a Banach space.
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To prove the second assertion, note that the weight is p(x)?="*,

where 6 — n + kp > 0 for any positive integer k. Thus, one can prove
the assertion by following the proof of [22, Theorem 7.2].

Indeed, for instance, if & = R” and u € sz}rkp (S,T), we set

urt, x) = u(t,r + N, 2') € Wk}'}rkp (S,7)

p
for A > 0. Since Du*t,x) = (D) (t,z1 + \,2') and DPu}(t,z) =
(DPuy) (t,z1 + A, 2') in (S, T) x R for any multi-indices o and 3 such
that |a| < k+1 and |B] < k—1, by following the proof of [22] Theorem
7.2] word for word, we obtain the desired result. U

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < p < oo, —o0o < 8 <T < o0, and Q) = R or
00 € C%. Assume that n —1 < 0 and k is a positive integer. Then

Wg—tklp(sv T) C "6];,0(57 T)

Proof. Recall that u € Jﬁp,(,(S, T) means u € Hllf’_gl(S, T), Du € H';fel(S, T),

and u; € H’; eip(S, T).

Case 1: 1 = R%. By Hardy’s inequality with the denseness of
C((S,T) x Q) in Wé’ciklp(S T), we have

/ /|D°‘u|p bontlolr gy gt < N/ /|Dku|px§_"+k”d:ﬂdt,
/ / |D*DufPa’ " g dt < N/ / | DF Pl dy dt
s Jo s Jo

for any multi-index « such that 0 < |a| < k, and if k£ > 2,

T T
/ / |D5ut|pxi)—n+(|5\+1)p drdt < N/ / ‘Dk—lut|px§—n+kp dr dt
S Q S Q
1

for any multi-index § such that 0 < |f| < k — 2. The case k =
directly follows from the inequality

||ut||H;;+p(s,T) < ||Ut||1Lp,e+p(SvT)'
Case 2: Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain, i.e. 92 € C%!. Note that
u(t,) € WETL(),  wlt,) € Wyl (©)
for a.e. t € (S T), where
( )i={veD(Q): D% € L,s(Q),0 < |a] < {}.

Then by the (Hardy type inequality) embedding theorem in [22, The-
orem 8.4 and Remark 8.8], we again have the above three inequalities.
The lemma is proved. 0
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By following the proof of [7, Lemma 2.17], we obtain following result.
Indeed, the lemma holds for v = 1 by Lemma [3.2

Lemma 3.5. Let 7,0 € R, 1 < p < o0, —o0o < 5 <T < oo, and
Q=R7}. Foranyu € 9, ,(S,T), there is a sequence {uy.} in 9 ,(S,T)

such that u, = 0 for large values of 1 and up — u in 5;79(5, T) as
k — oo.

4. TRACE OPERATOR

In this section, except Corollary 2], we consider u(t, z1, ") defined
on R x R?, that is, Q@ = R7}.

Proposition 4.1. Let 1 <p < oo, 0 € (n—1,n—1+0p), ands =
(n—1+4+p—20)/p. Then the trace operator T from

91 o(R) = {u € Lp(R) : Du € L,p(R), v, € H 5, (R)}
to W/**(R x R"1) is bounded. Precisely,
a0, Mo sy < Ml (4.10)
provided that u € 5]1379(]1%) NC(R x R*=1), where N = N(n,p,0).

The proof of Proposition [4.1] is given at the end of this section.
Using Proposition 4] (also see Lemma [3.2)) and a flattening argument
for weighted Sobolev spaces on Lipschitz domains, one can prove the
following corollary. See [6, Lemma 2.14 and 2.15] for details.

Corollary 4.2. Let p, 0, and s be as in Proposition[].1] and ) € C%*.
Then the operator

T 9Lo(R) — W22 (R x 99)
with Tu = ulgrxaq foru € 5]1379(]1%) NC(R x Q) is bounded and satisfies
Tl oy < Nl (411)
where N = N(n,p,0, M, K, R).
To prove Proposition A1, we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let p, 0, and s be as in Proposition[{.1. For u satisfying
u, Diu € L,p(R), i =1,...,n, we have
||u(a 0, ) ||Lp(R><R”*1) + [u(a 0, ')]WI?'S(RXR"*)
<N ([[ulle, o) + [1Dullr, o@) » (412)
where N = N(n,p,0).
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Proof. In fact, one can obtain the lemma immediately by applying the
trace theorem [7, Theorem 2.8] to u(t, z) for each t € R. Since the trace
theorem in [7] is based on the interpolation theory on Banach spaces
(see, for instance, [28]), for the reader’s convenience, we here give an
elementary and self-contained proof.

It is sufficient to prove the estimate [AI2) for u € C°(R x R?). We
first consider n > 2. For h > 0 and i = 2,...,n, we set

Alu = u(t,x + he;) — ul(t, r),

where {e;}I_; is the standard basis of R". Observe that for each t € R
and 2= 2,...,n,

‘A?U(t’ 07 ZL’/)‘ < ‘A?U(t, xl,x/)‘ + ‘A?u(t,xl,x/) o A?U(t, va/>‘
< |APu(t, zy, 2)| + Ju(t, z1, 2" + he;) — u(t, 0,2 + he;)]
+ |u(t, z1,2") — u(t,0,2)] .

By integrating both sides with respect to z; € (0,h) and dividing by
h, we have

1 h h
‘A?u(t,O,z’)}gﬁ/ / Dyu(t, 21, & + les)| dl day
0 0
h
+/ |Dyu(t, z1, 2" + he;)| + | Diu(t, x1,2")| day.
0

Take a € R so that 1 —s—1/p < @ < 1—1/p. Then by Minkowski’s
inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

h
At 0.) ey <N [ IDult 1)y

h 1/p h /g
<N (/ ||Du(t> x1, ')||ip(Rn—1) xii;a dl'l) (/ Il—qa dl’l) ,
0 0

where o < 1/q :=1—1/p. This gives that

h
| Alu(t, 0,- )gth—l—m/O 1Du(t, 21, )1} sy 25 day.

ML e
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Therefore, with the fact that 1 —s — 1/p < a, we obtain

Ahy t,0,- Pp=1=sr dp
H ? ( ) P
0

00 h
< N/ / | Du(t, 1, )||Z a” dx hPetP=sP=2 gp
0 Jo (4.13)
_ N / / P g Du(t, z, ) |[F 24 day
0 1

<N [ IDut e et do = NIDu I, e

fori=2,...,n, where N = N(n,p,0) and || - ||, = || - ||, @&~1)-
For the estimate of ||u(t,0,-)|/z,®»-1), note that

lu(t,0,2")| < |u(t,xy, 2') —u(t,0,2")| + |u(t, 21, 2")|
and by integrating both sides with respect to x; € (0, 1),
lu(t, 0, 2")|

/ / \Dlu t , Y1, T | dyl d.flfl +/ ‘UJ t ,L1,T | dl‘l
g/ |Dyu(t, xy, 2")| day —i—/ \u(t, z1,2")| day.
0 0

Then, as above, by Minkowski’s inequality and Holder’s inequality,

1
lut, 0.z, oty < [ llult 21, g oy PR g
p( )

1/p 1 1/q 4.14
(/ ||U t 21, - ||‘/V1 xl —sp—1 dl’l) (/ _1+qsd1f ) ( )
0

< Nlfu(t, )| + [Du(t, M|z, @),

where N = N(n,p, ) and W) = W (R").
Hence, by the estimates (IZ:B]) and (£.I4) as well as by the equiva-
lence of the two semi-norms [g]Ws(Rnfl) and [g]ps (rn-1), where

( /)|p dx/d /
WS(R” Y Rrn—1 JRn-1 ‘x d P Y

n—1 )
98wy = 3 [ 1A o 107
i=1

and
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for each t € R, we have

lut, Vwggey < N (It Vo) + D0t e )

where N = N(n,p, ). It only remains to integrate the p-power of both
sides of the above inequality with respect to ¢ from —oo to co.
Finally, when n = 1, the inequality (4.12]) directly follows from

lu(t, 0)] §/0 | Du(t, x)]| dx—i—/o lu(t, z)| dx

because the semi-norm on the right-hand side of the inequality disap-
pears. The lemma is proved. 0

In the lemma below we estimate the trace of a function by express-
ing the function as an integral form. This type of argument is used
in [29], where kernels are used for integral representations (see [4]),
to prove the boundedness of trace operators for functions in Sobolev
spaces without weights. Here we use mollifications instead of kernels
in the integral form.

To estimate the seminorm [u (-, 0,-)] , we start from an

Wy/?O(RxRr—1)
integral representation of u € C§°(R x R ) with u; = D;g; in R x R”.
Take ¢(t,x) := n(x1)((t,2") where n and ( are non-negative smooth
functions such that

suppn C (—1,—1/2), supp¢ C (0,1) x B{(0) C R x R,
)

and |||z, mxrr) = 1. Fix an € > 0 and ¢.(¢ = e 20 (te 2, zeL).

Then for
WOt z) = / bu(t — 5,2 — y)uls, ) dy ds,
RxR™

we write
u(t,z) = u(t,z) — (u(a)(t,z) —u(t,z))

= u®(t,z) — / (u(s,y) —u(t,z)) p-(t —s,x — y)dyds
RXR?
= u9(t,z) —v(t, x;€).
Let v(\) be a path from (¢,2) € R x R% to (s,y) € R x R} defined by
YA) = ((1 =Nt +As, (1= Az + AY2%) 0 Aeo,1].

Since

us.9) = uta) = [ (Trau) () (N)
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we see that
v(t,z;e) == ov(t, x)

:/ /I%A_%Vu(v()\)) (y— 2) dAb(t — 5,2 — y) dyds
RxR” Jo

1
+/ / u(YO)) (s = t) dN ¢ (t — s, 0 — y) dyds =: J; + Jo,
RxR? J0

where, by the change of variables y(\) — (I, z) and €2\ — A,

2 _n_3

S AT272 Z— t—1 x—z
J :/ / Vu(l, z) - gb( , )dzdld)\,
' 0 2 RxR™ (.2) VA A VA

< . =t (t—=1 z—=%
J. :/ >\_5_1/ ue(l, 2 (b( , )dzdldk.
U RXR™ (b2) A AT VA

For Jy, using the fact that u; = D;g; in R x R?} and the test function

t—- — .
o (55 e Crmx Ry,

we further have

< . -1 t—1 z—=z2
J :/ A5 / L 2) - Ve (——) dzdl d),
U RxR? A (2) A VA

where g = (g1, ..., ¢gn). Thus, one can write
u(t,0,2') = u'(t,0,2") — v(t,0,2')
=u®(t,0,2") — Ji(t,0,2") — Jo(t,0, ")

Njw

S (4.15)
= u(s)(t,(),x/) - Z/ ‘/}(t>I/>A;E) d)‘>
j=1"0
where
V_A*%/ Diu(l, 2)—= 6() dzdl
1 - 9 RXRi 1 ; \/X )
"33 / ‘-
Vo Vou(l, 2 o(-) dzdl, (4.16)
? 2 RxR? (2) VA Y
Ve A il / L=t ) Vol dzdl.
RxR? A
Here,

(¢, V)() = (¢, V) (t X : ?ﬂ x\}x) .



20 D. KIM, K.-H. KIM, AND K. WOO

The lemma below is a key estimate for our trace theorem.

Lemma 4.4. Letp, 8 ands be as in Proposition[{.1. Letu € C§*(R x R%)
satisfy uy = D;g; in R x R}, where g; € L, 9(R). Then

T
/ TR a4 7,0,) = ul 0, )7 gy A7
0

—sp/2 .
<N( ) / s, I o0 dyy (4.17)

+N/ dy1+N/ (1) 4" s

for any e, T € (0,00), where N = N(n,p,0) and

yl) = Z || (|DZU| + |g7,|) ('7'3/17 ')HPE,Z,(RXR”*U'

Proof. Throughout the proof, we denote | - ||, = || - ||z, ®x®r»-1), Wwhere
R x R = {(t,2') : t € R, € R"'}. By [@I5), for 7 € (0,7, we
have

|U(t + 7,0, ZE'/) - U(t, 0, ZE'/)| < |u(E) (t + 7,0, I,) - u(&) (t> 0, ZE'/)|

+Z/ Vit + 7,2/, Me) = Vi(t, 2’ A e)] dA

3 g2
+Z/A Vit + 70’ Xe) = Vit 2!, M) dA
j=17TNe

= ATUl + ATUQ + ATUg.
This gives

[u(-+7,0,) = u(-,0,)llp < [[AUillp + 18Uz, + | A-Us]lp, (4.18)

where ||A,Us|, = 0 if 7 > €% Thus, to derive the desired estimate
in the lemma, we deal with the terms on the right-hand side of the

inequality (EI8]).
First, for AUy, we write
™ oule)
o Ot

where, by the fact that u; = D;g; in RxR" and ¢.(t, ) = n-(21)((t, 2')
with

AU, =

(t+¢,0,2")de|,

77&(931) = 5_177(551/5), Ca(ta I/) = 5_n_1C(t/€2a 1'//8),
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we have

ou®)
ot

/ 8 / /
(t,0,2) =/ (s, 9) 2 [0t — 5, —y1, o/ — )] dyds
RXRi 8t

_ / 015, Y (—y)Celt — 5,2 —of) dy ds
RxR?

3 [ D 55—y dyds
i=2 JRXRY

Then by Minkowski’s inequality, Young’s convolution inequality, Holder’s
inequality, and the fact that suppn C (—1,—1/2),

— o , y
A Uill, < Ne 2/0 1g: G5y, Ml (Il + 7)) (_;1> dy;

€
< Nre™? / ol ivg™ s
e/2

) € B 1/q € 1/p
S Nrte™ (/ Y 1 dyl) (/ ||gl(7y17 )Hg yf dyl)
£/2 e/2

£ 1/17
< Nre~l=n1/p <// lgi (-, 1, )| yt" dyl) :
e/2

where 1/p+1/g=1and K =1 —s— 1/p. Hence,
T
/ 7'_1_5”/2||ATU1||1’}Jp dr
0

T 5
< Nerpe / /2t / 195 (o0, )2 2 dy dr
0 0 (4.19)

€
< NTP-9/2eppi-t / lg:Cer 1, B 42" dy

T p—sp/2 5 0
-8 (%) [ ot
0

where N = N(n,p,s) = N(n,p,0).
We now estimate A,U,. Take o« € R such that
5 5
- —s<a<-, where 1/p+1/q=1.
q q

From the definition of V; in (£I0), Minkowski’s inequality, Young’s
convolution inequality, and Hoélder’s inequality (also recall ¢(t,z) =
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n(z1)((t,2") and suppn C (—1,—1/2)), it follows that

IVi(e, - Ase)| dA
0

P

<N/ /\/_ = ( )|| w91, )|l Yy @ dyy dX
T VX 1/q e "
—qu 1_2p . ' b pa
<N </0 /§ Ay dy d>\> (/0 /§ N2\ Du-yn, )[R o5 dys d)\>
1/p
= ? 2 </ /\F )\1 2p||Du , U1, )Hp d’yl d)\) ’

where we used 1/q+ (1 — 2p)/p = —1, 5 — gqa > 0, and the fact that

v, (_ﬂ)

WA
is bounded by a constant depending on the choice of 1. Similar calcu-
lations for V, and V3 with the above estimate for V; show that

A Us]|, < + 7,5, A8) = V(- Ase) [ dA

p

305 Ase) dA

/p

</ /f AN2IG( y, ) |ByY dyld)\) ,

where G(t,x) = |Du(t, z)| + |g(t, z)| and, by changing the order of the
integrations, the last double integral is not greater than

VT 1-2 a
/ / N2 NGy, [ o2 dys
0 Y1

<N [T 16t

e

5
T 29
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Therefore,

T
/ PSR AL U dr
0
T 5 a s \/;
< N/ ﬁp_%_?p_%/ GGy, )by dy dr
0

N (4.20)
<3 [ 10 gyt [T

v:
_ N / 1G o, ) I dy,
0

where N = N(n,p,0), and the last equality is due to 5/¢g —s < a and
p—sp—1=60—n.

Finally, to estimate A,Us, which is only needed when 7 < €2, we
write

%

Vit + 72", Nje) = V(t,a!, Nje) =
o Ot

—L(t+ 0,2, N\ e)dl.
Note that

8‘/1 )\_LL_% o 1 21
ot (t LU >\ ) 5 /0 ﬁ’f} <_ﬁ) Dlu(~,zl, )*Ct (X \/,) le,

where, here and below, v * w indicates the convolution of v and w as
functions on R x R"! = {(t,2') : t e R, 2’ € R" 1},

_5

AC Z/ 1~ ) Pt 6 (5 55) aa

where (;(t,z) = —x;¢(t, '), and

_n_>5 > _i (.. z .*v- — z
+A Z_;/O 77( \/X)gz(vla) C2<)\7\/X)d1’

where {(t,2/) = —((t,a') — t¢(t,2) and (i(t,2') = —Di((t, ') —
tD;(,(t,2"). Then by Minkowski’s inequality

1A Us]l, < (-+2,-, X ¢)
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where, for instance, by Young’s convolution inequality and Holder’s
inequality

Havl (+6eNe)| <N /OOO 5 (—%) |Dvu(:, 21, )l da
v
< N2 /ﬁ | Dy, 24, ) .
Thus, 2

I <NT/ / A2 Dyul-, 21, ) || dz1 dA

v 1 1 11 1
— NT/ /f A2 2 AT 27 || Dyuls, 21,0) ||p 21 dzydX
. S

SNﬂJ/m></u/ "*wm<%mpdaw>,
VoY
where
g2 AN . .
//:/ / A_E_lzl_ldzld)\SNT_i.
- g

The above estimate for [; along with similar calculations for I and I3
gives

T
/ T E (| A Us [ dr
g3 2 N .
SN/O T2_1_2/T /@ )‘_5_1||G(~,Z1,')H£Zf dzy d\dr
2 A . " V5N : ,
:N/ / F5-1-% dT/ A2 TG 2, )P 2 depdh (4.21)
0 0 @
g2 v )
—SP_1 L
:N/O /\éX A2 ||G('7217')H£Z1 dZ1d)\

SN/nmwwmﬁwwb
0

where, as above, G = |Du| + |g| and we used the fact that s € (0, 1).

From the estimates (£19), (£20), (£21]) with (£I8), we see that the
inequality (AI7) holds. The lemma is proved. O
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Proof of Proposition[f.1. By Lemma B.2] it is enough to obtain (.10
for u as in Lemma .4l That is, we assume that u € C§°(R x R") with
u = D;g; in R xR, g; € L, p(R). From Lemma (.3, we have

||u(7 Ov ) HLP(RXR"*U + ||u(7 Ov ) HWZ?’S(Rx]R”*l)

< N (lull, 0@ + 1 Dull, @) ;

where N = N(n,p,0). By taking ¢ = 7"? in Lemma @4 and letting
T — oo, we obtain (also recall (2.2)))

(0, ) lypsr2o g1y < N (DUl o) + 19illL,0m) -

where N = N(n,p, ). By combining above two inequalities we arrive
at (4I0). The proposition is proved. O

Remark 4.5. In Proposition .1l we have u; € H ’ +»(R), which means

that u; may not be a function. Nevertheless, via an integral repre-
sentation of u, we make use of the fact that u; = D;g; in R x € in
‘distribution’ sense for some g; € L, 4(R), i = 1....,n. On the other
hand, if u € $? 4(R) so that u; € Ly g1,(IR), one can give a considerably
simple proof of Proposition 4] (in fact, Lemma [£.4]), without using any
integral representations, by proceeding as in the proof of Lemma
with u; in place of Dyu.

5. EXTENSION OPERATOR

In this section, except Corollary B.4, we set 2 = R"}. Recall that, in
this case, for instance, by L, (R) we mean

Il sy = [ Nt eyt = [ [ futto)rat " dode.
+

Proposition 5.1. Let 1 < p < oo, n—1< 0 <n-—1+4+p, and
s=(m—1+p—0)/p. Then forg € W (R x R") and v € R,
there exists u € $)) o(R) such that

Tu=g,

where T s the trace operator from 5]1379(]1%) to W/ (R x R"1) in
Proposition [{.1. Moreover,

[ P (T R — (5.22)

where N = N(n,p,0,7).
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Before we present the proof of Proposition 5.1, let us recall that,
for a sufficiently smooth ¢(¢,z’), a solution u to the problem u, = Au
in R x R? with the lateral boundary condition u(t,0,2’) = ¢(¢,2’) on
R x R*! is given by

u(t,x1,2") = [g* p(-, z1, )|(¢, 2")

//R p(t = s, 210" = y)g(s,y) dy' ds, (5.23)

] Iz P
———e
P04tz ¢
for (t,z) € R x R’. Note that p is infinitely differentiable in R x R,

/ / p(t, xy, 2")dx’ dt =1, pr = Ap, (5.24)
R JRn—1

and, for any multi-index o = (o, -+ , ;) with respect to the spatial
variables, |a| > 1,

/ Dp(t, z1,2") dx’ dt = 0. (5.25)
R JRn-1

Indeed, since D?p(t, z1, z') is integrable on {(¢,2') € R x R"~1} for any
a (see (B28) and (5:29)), one can check easily that (5.25) holds when
a = (0,as,...,a,) or the integrand is p;. For p,,, a direct calculation
of p,, gives (B.25). Then, the remaining cases follow from the relation
p: = Ap and the aforementioned cases. Also note that w is infinitely
differentiable in R x R% and u(t,z) = 0 for ¢t < 0 if g(¢,2') = 0 for
t <O0.

Lemma 5.2. Let p, 0 and s be as in Proposition[521. If g € C§°(R x
R and u is defined as in (5:23)), then for any m = 0,1,2,... and
multi-index o with respect to the spatial variables (i.e., D* = D2 ), we
have

IDUllL, oy @ < N ([glwsrz0@mxmn—1y + [glwos@xmrn-1))  (5.26)
for |a] =m+1, and

where
p(tv X1, .Z’/) =

||Daut||]l‘p,0+(7n+1)p(R) <N ([g]WS/Q’O(Rx]Rnfl) + [g]WOvS(RXRnfl))
for |a| = m, where N = N(n,p,0,m).

Proof. Since the second inequality is a direct consequence of the first
one with the fact u, = Au in R x R’} , we only prove the first inequality.

From (5.23) and (5.27), we have
Du(t,z) = / Dp(s,x1,9) (9(t — s,2" —y') — g(t, o)) dy' ds,
0o Jrn1



TRACE THEOREM AND BVP IN WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES 27
where by the the triangle inequality
|g(t - S, z' — y,) - g(ta ZE'/)|

<lg(t—s.2"—y") —g(t,a" —y)| + 19t 2" —y') — g(t. 2)].
Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality it follows that

1Dy 21, ) < / / D°p(s, 21,y )| Ko (s) dy ds
0 Rn—l

_'_/ / ‘Dap(37$1ay/)|K2(y/) dy/ds, (527)
0 Rn—1
where || - ||, = || - |, ®x®n-1) and

Ki(s) = llg(- = s,-) =g()llp - Kay) = llgC- = o) =g )llp-

Using induction, we see that D*p(¢, z1, x’) with |o| = m+1 is a linear
combination of the following terms with some non-negative integers a
and b:

]1(m+ 1,&, bvﬁ)

— l.i+bt—(n/2+m+2—a)6—(96%-%\95/‘2)/415(1,/)6 X 1‘B|:m+1_2a_b 1t>0, (528)

[2(m + 1,CL, b7 5)
_ ZL’? t—(n/2+m+1—a)e—(x%+|x’|2)/4t($/)5 « 1|B\:m—2a—b 1t>0’ (529)

where 8 = (P, ..., 5,) is a multi-index with respect to ’. For instance,
D, p(t,z1,2") is a linear combination of the term (B.28) with a = 0
and b = 1, and the term (5.29) with a = 0 and b = 0. Hence, by

(528), (5:29), and (5.27), to prove (5.20)) it is enough to show that, for
Z.aj =1, 27

o0 00 »
| ( ] Ij<m+1,a,b,/3>m<s,y'>dy'ds) dr,
0 0 Rn—1
< N ([9) 020 + [9y0s) » (5.30)

where K;(s,y’) is either Ki(s) or K3(y'). Furthermore, thanks to the
relation I1(m + 1,a,b, ) = x1I(m + 2,a,b, 3), we only prove (5.30)
when j = 2. We write

L(m+1,a,b,8) = 2°J(m +1,a,b, B)
and, using the condition that

n—1<60<n—1+p, (5.31)
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find a positive number ¢; such that
0—n+1

0<d; < ) 5.32
"D+ m+b+2) (5.32)
Then, set
n+1
B=——""-——64/4+9§
mtmtbra o
and find a number A such that
é+§:1, where 1 1:1.
p q p g

By the choice of §; and (5.31]), A > 0. To prove (5.30) with 7 = 2, by
Holder’s inequality, we have

0 p
( / / L(m+1,0,b, 8)Ki(s,y) dy’ds)
0 Rn—1

00 [ee] p/q
0o Jre-t 0 Jre-t

= 270,04/
Here we have that, since B > (n+1)/(n+m+ b+ 2),

%)
_ B n_1 B
@2 < le B(n+m+b+2)+n+l/ 8_7(n+m+b+2)+5_56_E ds
0
_ le—B(n+m+b+2)+n+1.

Regarding O, for K; = K;(s), we have
[e'e} z2 y/ 2
0, < / K (s)|Ps— A +mt1=a) = / e~ |y |41 dy dis
0 R

n—1

o0 2
= N/ |K1(s)\ps_g(’“’"’*lﬂﬂﬂg_%e_Ts1 ds.
0

Thus, the left-hand side of (5.30) with I and K is not greater than a
constant times

o o 2
/ x’fl/ | (s)[Ps™2 (0mHbt25 =3 o~ g dy
0 0
> A n_ 1 > Az%
:/ 3_5(”+m+b+2)+5_5|K1(s)|p/ xyte” & dryds
0 0

N [ ) ds < N
0
where, by the choice of B with (5.31]),

p
wy/ 20 (RxR—1)’

/ﬁ:(9—0—mp—n—|—bp—]—)B(n+m—l—b—l—2)—i—z—)(n—l—l)>—1.
q q
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The above inequality proves (5.30) for j = 2 and i = 1. To show (5.30)
with j =i = 2, since K5(y') = 0 when n = 1, we assume n > 2. Then,
upon recalling the inequalities in (.33]) and the above estimate for O,
we see that the left-hand side of (5.30) with K5(y’) is not greater than
a constant times

& n A2 +1y"1?)
[ [T atps e Ry ay s
0 Rn—

R L A
Rr—1 0

A(m—2a—b)+2k
=N - 1Ko () 7]y (m—2a—b)+2r2+2 dy = N[g];/S’S(Ranfl)’

where, by the choice of A, the definition of k1, (5.31), and the fact that
n>2,

K1 1 0

+ m —+ a)+ 5 + 5= 3

A(m—Qa—b)—|—2/~€2+2:9—p—2n+2:—(n—l—l—sp).

Hence, the inequality (5.30) is also proved for j = ¢ = 2. Therefore,
the inequality (5.20) is proved, and so is the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition[5.1. For ~y, take an integer k such that k& > max{~, 2}.

Since C5°(R x R"1) is dense in Wy/>*(R x R""1), it is enough to find

u € Ot ,(R) satisfying (5.22) for g € Cg°(R x R*™ 1) NW;/* (R x R* ).
Set v = gxp(-, x1,-)(t,2') as in Lemmalb.2and let u(t, x) := v(t, x)((x1)

where ¢ € C{°(R;) such that {(z;) = 1 for 1 < 1 and ((z;) = 0 for

x1 > 2. Note that from (5.24]) and Young’s inequality for convolutions,

Jull / lo(-s 1, Y22l dzr < Nlgll

where N = N(n,p,0), |- |l, = || - |2, ®xrr-1), and we used the fact that
0 —n > —1. On the other hand, by Lemma [5.2] we have

||DUHH§:91(R) + HUtHH’;f(R) <N <[9]W;/270(RXR7L71) + [Q]WZ?’S(Ranq)) )

where N = N(n,p,0,k) = N(n,p,0,7). Then the desired inequal-
ity follows by combining the above two inequalities, the fact that
297 < N (m)a TP for oy € (0,2) and § € {0,...,m}, and the
inequality (see Proposition [2.4])

HU’|5;0(R) < ||“||5’;)9(R)'
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Remark 5.3. Note that u(= v() in the proof of Proposition [B.1] satis-
fies

||u||W§JgikP(R) < NH“HE’;};%n&) < N(nap>9> k)||g||wg/2v5(Ran—1)

for any positive integer k, since u satisfies (5.22) for any v € R and
u(t,z) = 0 when z; > 2.

Once we have Proposition 5.1l by applying a flattening argument
with the help of [0, Lemma 2.14] and Proposition 241 (4), we obtain
the following extension result for 9Q € C%!.

Corollary 5.4. Let p, 0 and s be as in Proposition[5.1 and 0Q € C%!.
Then for g € W;/z’S(R x 0N2) and v € R, there ezists u € 5;’9(]1%) such
that

Tu=g,
where T 1is the trace operator from 511,’9(]1%) to W/ (R x 99Q) as in
Corollary[4.9 Moreover,

fullsy ey < Nllhys2sgerony (5:34)
where N = N(n,p,0,v, M, K, R).

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.§

In Section ] we proved the trace part of Theorem 2.8 when v =
1. In this section we prove the trace theorem for any v > 1, which
together with the extension theorems in Section [b] completes the proof
of Theorem 2.8 To treat the case with v > 1, we first extend the result
in Lemma so that the denseness holds for all v > 1. For the proof,
we use the following observation.

Lemma 6.1. Let 1 <p< oo, —co < S <T <oo,andn—1<0 <
n—1+p. Ifue 5%;’79(5, T) withy > 1 and Tu =0, then u € $) 4(S,T)
and

fully simy < Nl s (6.35)
where N = N(n,p,0) if Q =R" and N = N(n,p,0, M, K, R) if 0 €
o1,
Proof. We first remark that, since 5;,9(5, T) C 511,,9(5, T) for v >
1, the trace operator 7 in the lemma is the one from 5]13,9(5, T) to
W3 ((S,T) x ) in Proposition I or Corollary by viewing u
as an element of 511,,9(5, T) (with an extension from (S,7") to R as in
Remark 2.9] if necessary).
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To prove the lemma, it suffices to show that v € L, y_,(S,T") and
lulle, o pism) < Nllullgy sy (6.36)

Indeed, once we have the above inequality, we use Proposition 2] (2)
and (5) sufficiently many times until we have the estimate (6.35]) (see
the proof of [7, Lemma 2.14]).

We now prove (6.36) only for Q = R7%. The other case can be
treated as earlier using a partition of unity and a flattening argument.
Let u € $),(5,T). Since $),(S,T) C $,,(5,T), by Lemma 3.2,
there exists a sequence {u} C C§°((S,T) x R%) such that u™ — w in
N;G(S, T). By Proposition A1l with Tu = 0, we see that u,,(t,0,2") —
0 in Wy/**((S,T) x R"1) as m — oo. In particular, u™(¢,0,2') — 0
in L,((S,T) x R"™) as m — oo. After relabeling, we may assuming

that
1
lu™(:,0, ')HLP((S,T)XR"*l) < " (6.37)

Find an infinitely differentiable function {(x;) such that {(z;) = 0 for
1 <0 and ((z1) =1 for zy > 1. Then set (,(z1) = ((mx;) and

a™(t, w1, 2") = Cula)u™(t, 21, 7).
Since @™ (t,0,2’) = 0, by Hardy’s inequality it follows easily that
po—p(ST) = NHDﬂmHLP,e(s,T), (6.38)

where N = N(n,p,0). Thus, to complete the proof of ([6.30]), it only
remains to show that

12" |

[ D1@™ — Dyully, 4(s,m) — 0 (6.39)
as m — 0o. Indeed, because u™ — u in 511)79(5, T) it is clear that
@™ — ull, o(s,7) + (| D™ — Dyrtillr, 45,7y — 0
as m — 00. This combined with (639) and (6.38]) implies
1l o psm) < Nl Dulle, o1,

which proves (6.3G) upon recalling that || Dully, ,s7) < llullg s
il D, b
when v > 1. To prove (6.39), observe that

| D1a™ — Dyully, 451y < 1Gt™ L, o(s.7) + [[GnD1u™ — Dyulln, 4(s,7),
where the last term clearly vanishes as m — oo. Thus, we prove

1¢mu™ L, o5y = 0 as m — oo. (6.40)
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Since
1
lu™(t, zy,2")| < / |Dyu™(t, r,2")| dr + |u™(t, 0, 2)],
0

by multiplying both sides of this inequality by |(],(z1)| and using
Minkowski’s inequality, we get

()™ (- 21, ) < IC,’n(xl)l/O [1Dyu™ (- 7, ) [l dr

G @) [[u™ (- 0, )|,

where || - ||, = || - ||z, ((s,7)xrn-1) and by Holder’s inequality
x1 |_f=nt1 x1 1/p
/ ||D1um(-,r,-)||pdr < le ! (/ ||D1um('>ra')||g7ﬂ_ndr) :
0 0
Hence,

H%W@w@slw%mwmwm»w&Wm

o) T
N [T iGapat [ D o dr e = 1+ I
0 0
where by the choice of ¢, and (6.37)
L 1 0—n+1
I < / mpm_p:z?_" dry < N (—) —0
0 m

as m — oo. For I, we have

IQZN/ ||D1um(.’r,.)||§r9_"/ |C;n(:vl)|p:£’1’_l dxy dr
0 T

1
< N/ I Dy, PO dr 5 0
0

as m — oo because Du™ — Du in L, (S, 7). This proves (6.40).
Therefore, ([6.39) is proved, and so is (6.36]). O

Lemma 6.2. Let 1 <p < oo, 00 < S <T <ooandn—1<6<
n—1+p. Ify>1, C((S,T) x Q) is dense in $) 4(S,T).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma[6.1] let 7" be the trace operator from
209, T) to W;/2’s((5, T) x 0R2). On the other hand, by Propositions
(.1l and [5.4] there is an extension operator S such that

S WS/P5((S,T) x 9Q) — WFIL, (S, T)

p,0+kp
for a positive integer k£ with £ < v < k + 1. Indeed, to see this, it is
enough to consider (S,7) = R. If Q@ = R}, recall that Sg in Proposition
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[.1lis not only in :6;’79( ) but also in sz}r rp(Rx Q) as noted in Remark

For 0Q € C%', it is also true by the boundedness of €.
Using the above operators 7 and S, for u € $] 4(S,T), which is an

element of 5]13,9(5, T) as well, we have

Tu e W((S,T) x 0Q), STue WrL (S, T)N$H7,(S,T).

p,0+kp
Since T (STu) =Tu,ie. T (u—8Tu)=0 and u—S8Tu € 5” o (S, 1),
we know u — STu € ) (S, T) by Lemma Gl That is, we decompose
u € ) ,(S,T) by

u=(u—8Tu)+STu:=us +uy
where uy € ) ,(S,T) and uy € Wii1, (S, T).

p,0+kp
For approximating uy, it is well known that C§° ([S,T] x ) is dense

in §7 (S, T) and ||u1||57 81 < N||u1||ﬁw ,(s,;r) when €2 is bounded. If
Q = R, it may not be ||U1||5~j“/ s < N||u1||5v (s,7), but we make
use of Lemma with the fact that Hv||y)7 (s1) S NHUHN (s, for
v € 9 ,(S,T) such that v vanishes for large z1. On the other hand,

for ug, we know COO((S T) x Q) is dense in W*1, (S, T) (Lemma [33)

p,0+kp
and Wﬁfg}rkp(S, T) C ﬁp’ (S,7) C S’Jpﬂ( ,T) (Lemma [34)). The lemma
is proved. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2.8. First, note that the even extension with respect
to the ¢ variable allows us to concentrate on the case T' = oo.

To prove the trace part, by Lemmal6.2] it is enough to prove (2.3)) for
ue C((S,T) x Q)N 5279(5, T'), which then follows directly from the

inequality (£I0) or (AII]) with the inclusion EZ’G(R) C 51},79(]1%). The
extension part is just Proposition [5.1] and Corollary 5.4, The theorem
is proved. U

Remark 6.3. Since u € 511,,9(5, T) for u € 52,9(5, T) with v > 1 and
Ce°((S,T) x Q) is dense in 9, 4(S,T) (see Lemma B.2)), we may define
Tu to be the limit in W/**((S, T) x %) of the sequence u"|(s,1)%09;
where u™ € C3°((S,T) x Q) and u™ — w in $] ,(S,T). In this way,
we may not need the denseness of C5°((S,T) x Q) in §],(S,T). Our

results show that one can choose a trace defining sequence {u”} C
C5o((S,T) x Q) with the convergence u™ — u in §) ,(5,T). The result
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(and its proof) that C§°((S,T) x Q) is dense in 5279(5, T) for v > 1
may be of independent interest.

7. BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS

Throughout this section we assume that ) is a bounded C' domain,
i.e., 00 € C! as in [14]. More precisely, there exist constants R, K €
(0, 00) so that for any xy € 02 there exists a one-to-one continuously
differentiable mapping ¥ of Bg(zg) onto a domain G C R™ such that

(i) G4 == V(Bg(zo) N Q) C R} and ¥(zy) = 0;

(ii) W(Bgr(zo) NIN) = GN{y e R": y' = 0};

(i) [0cs (o0 < K and [0 (1) — 0= ()] < K]y — g for amy
vi € G;

(iv) DV is uniformly continuous in Bg(zy).

Thanks to Theorem 2.8 we are now able to deal with non-zero
boundary value problems for divergence/non-divergence type parabolic
equations in weighted Sobolev spaces. To state and prove the re-
sults, we introduce some conditions on the lower-order coefficients b =
(bt,...,0"),b=(b',...,b"), and c as follows.

Assumption 7.1. There exist constants A and e such that
(i) for (t,z) € (0,T) x Q,
[b(t, )] + p(a)[b(t, )] + p(x) |e(t, 2)] < A;
(ii) for z € Q,

limsup sup p(z)|b(t, z)| < e.
p(x)—0 te(0,T)
Recall the definition of W;ﬁ’s((S, T) x 02) introduced in Section 2l
One can check that W/>*((S,T) x 9Q) = W;é)z’s((S, T) x 00) if sp < 2
by a standard approximation argument.

Theorem 7.2 (Divergence equation). Let 1 < p < oo, T € (0, 00),
andn —1< 60 <n—1+pwiths= (n—1+p—20)/p. Then there
exists a positive constant € depending only onn, p, 0, and K such that
under Assumption 7.1, the equation

—uy + D; (Diu + biu) + b Dyju + cu = D;f; (7.41)
ulo,ryx00 = g (7.42)

admits a unique solution u € 511,79(0,T) with u(0,-) = 0 for any f; €
L,0(0,7), 1 =1,...,n, and g € W;,/Oz’s((O,T) x 092). Moreover, for
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this solution we have

HUHE;LQ(O,T) <N (Z HfiH]Lp,e(O,T) + HgHW;/Z’S((O’T)XaQ)) ) (7’43)

1=1

where N = N(n,p,0,T, K, R, A, diam(f)).

Remark 7.3. For simplicity’s sake, we only deal with the Laplace
operator in the equation (Z41]). However, Theorem can cover an
equation with D;(a” D;ju) in place of Au as long as the equation is
uniquely solvable in the corresponding weighted Sobolev spaces (in-
deed, .611),9) with the homogeneous boundary condition, and there are
many results on the unique solvability of zero boundary value problems
in weighted Sobolev spaces under weaker conditions on a%(¢,z). For
instance, one can have a” in the class of functions with vanishing mean
oscillations (VMO). We refer the reader to [15] 10, 3] 8, ©].

Proof of Theorem[7.2. By Theorem 2.8, we have an extension v €
9,4(0,T) of g such that v(0,-) = 0 since g € W;ﬁ’s((O,T) x 082).
From the definition of £ 4(0,T) and Assumption [Zl (i), we have

b'v € Lye(0,T), b Dy, cv € Lyei,p(0,7) CH 5, (0,T)
fori=1,...,n. Thus
Di(fi — Djv — biv) + v, — b'Djv — cv € H;éer(O,T).

Now by [10, Theorem 6.6], there exists an ¢ = ¢(n,p, 0, K) > 0 such
that under Assumption [T there is a unique solution w € £, 4(0,T’) of
the equation

—w; + D; (Diw + biw) + l;iDiw + cw
= Dz (fz — DZ'U — b’v) + vy — Z;ZDZU — CU = Dz_]zz + f(]
in (0,7) x Q and w(0,-) = 0 with the estimate

sy or) < Mwllsg omy < N (IFlyon + ollics_ o)
(7.44)
where N = N(n,p,0,T, K, A,diam(Q2)) and the first inequality is due
to the boundedness of €). Note that the assumption for b and ¢ in
Assumption [7.T] (i) is stronger than the corresponding one in [10]. Then

u = v+ w is the desired solution to (Z.4I])—(7.42)). The estimate (.43)
follows from (.44]) and (2.4]). O

Similarly, we obtain the next theorem with the help of [I5, Theorem
7.7]. Note that the assumption for ¢ in Assumption [T (i) is stronger
than the corresponding one in [15].
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Assumption 7.4. There exist constants A and ¢ such that
(i) for (t,z) € (0,T) x Q,
p(x)[b(t, )] + plx) [e(t, 2)| < A;
(ii) for x € Q,
limsup sup p(z) |b(t,z)| <e.

p(x)—0 te(0,T)

Theorem 7.5 (Non-divergence equation). Let 1 < p < oo, T € (0, 00),
andn—1< 60 <n—1+pwiths= (n—1+p—20)/p. Then there
exists a positive constant € depending only onn, p, 0, and K such that
under Assumption the equation

—u; + Au+ b Dau+ cu = f (7.45)
ulo,ryx00 = g (7.46)

admits a unique solution u € Ez’g(O,T) with u(0,-) = 0 for any f €

L, 0+5(0,T) and g € W;ﬁ)Q’s((O, T) x 0R2). Morerover, for this solution
we have

lullsz omy < N (1l + Mallysmsomyeon ) - (747
where N = N(n,p,0,T, K, R, A, diam(f)).

Remark 7.6. In [14, Theorem 2.10], the second author of this paper
and Krylov proved that, for given f € H),, (0,7), v € R, there is a

unique solution u € .6;};2(0, T') to the equation
—uy + aijDiju +b'Dju+ cu = f.

For this, they imposed some regularity conditions (see Assumption 2.3
in [14]) on the coeflicients, but the boundary of the domain is to be
only 99 € C! regardless of v € R. On the other hand, Theorem 2.8
(and Remark 2.9) allows an extension Sg € $) ,(0,T) for any v € R,
provided that g € W;/2’s((0,T) x 0Q) with 9Q € C% and s = (p —
0 +n —1)/p, where s is independent of v. Thus, in Theorem [7.5] if
we further assume that the coefficients b and ¢ are sufficiently smooth
(we are assuming a” = A just for the simplicity) and v > —1, we have
a unique solution u € 52;2(0,T) to the equation (7.45)—(7.46) with
u(0,-) =0 for any g € W;g’s((o, T)x0Q) and f € H),, (0,T). (Here,
we need v > —1 for the well-definedness of Tw.) That is, we obtain
higher regularity of a solution to the equation (Z45)-(7.46) without

any further regularity conditions on g and 92 other than those used in
Theorem
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The same statement holds for Theorem since one can change the
divergence type operator into non-divergence form if the coefficients
are sufficiently smooth.
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