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THE SPATIALLY VARIANT FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN
ANDREA N. CERETANI AND CARLOS N. RAUTENBERG

ABSTRACT. We introduce a definition of the fractional Laplacian (—A)S(') with spatially variable
order s : Q — [0,1] and study the solvability of the associated Poisson problem on a bounded
domain 2. The initial motivation arises from the extension results of Caffarelli and Silvestre,
and Stinga and Torrea; however the analytical tools and approaches developed here are new. For
instance, in some cases we allow the variable order s(-) to attain the values 0 and 1 leading to
a framework on weighted Sobolev spaces with non-Muckenhoupt weights. Initially, and under
minimal assumptions, the operator (—A)S(') is identified as the Lagrange multiplier corresponding
to an optimization problem; and its domain is determined as a quotient space of weighted Sobolev
spaces. The well-posedness of the associated Poisson problem is then obtained for data in the
dual of this quotient space. Subsequently, two trace regularity results are established, allowing
to partially characterize functions in the aforementioned quotient space whenever a Poincaré type
inequality is available. Precise examples are provided where such inequality holds, and in this
case the domain of the operator (—A)S(') is identified with a subset of a weighted Sobolev space
with spatially variant smoothness s(-). The latter further allows to prove the well-posedness of the
Poisson problem assuming functional regularity of the data.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this work is twofold: (i) introduce the spectral fractional Laplacian (—A)*() associ-
ated with a homogeneous Dirichlet condition on a bounded domain @ ¢ RN, N > 1, in the case
the fractional order s(-) is spatially variable and possibly attains the values 0 and 1; (ii) study the
well-posedness of the equation

(=A)Cy=h  inQ,

1.1
v=0 on 0L, (L.1)

for some classes of data h, and where v = 0 is understood in an appropriate sense.

Motivated by the extension approach in R™ by Caffarelli and Silvestre [5], or in bounded do-
mains by Stinga and Torrea [I7], we define (—A)*() to be the Lagrange multiplier associated to
a suitable variational problem defined in an extended domain, for measurable functions s(-) with
range contained in the interval [0, 1]. For a general class of functions s(-), the domain of (—A)()
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can be identified with a quotient space 2" (€2, w) involving weighted Sobolev spaces,
1,2 1,2
Z(Qw) = 92”07L(C,w)/,$0 (C,w), (1.2)

where C = Q x (0, +00) is the open semi-infinite cylinder (the extended domain) with base 2, and w
is a specific weight function. Roughly speaking, the spaces zoff(c ,w) and ,,2”01’2(C ,w) are composed
of functions that vanish on the lateral boundary of C, and on the whole boundary (including the
base ), respectively. Equation (I.T]) is then solvable for every h in the dual space of 2°(Q2, w). For a
smaller class of s(-), the domain can be identified as a subset of a weighted Lebesgue space L?(£, @)
for some function 1, and the equation (I.I)) is solvable when the right hand side is in L?(2, ). For
an even smaller class of functions s(-), this result is further improved since the domain of (—A)*() is
identified with a subset of a weighted Sobolev space of functions with spatially variable smoothness,
related to s(-).

The main application that has motivated this work, in addition to the natural theoretical interest,
is the recent paper [2]. There, initial results on an extension approach in Hilbert spaces on an open
cylinder with base ) are given. However, the authors stopped short of defining (—A)S(') due to
the lack of a proper functional framework. The current paper aims to fill this gap. It is worth
mentioning that none of the existing results in the literature are applicable to our case and new
PDE and variational analysis tools are needed to study the current situation. For example, the
extension approaches in [Bl[I7] assume s € (0,1) to be a constant and avoid the extreme cases of 0
and 1. In this setting, the nonlocal problem (—A)%v = h in Q, where (—A)?® is the s-power of the
realization of —A in L?(£2) with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, can be equivalently formulated
as a local one on a Sobolev space with a Muckenhoupt weight. On the other hand, our s(-) is a
function which is allowed to touch the extreme cases 0 and 1 and therefore, the associated weights
do not fulfill the Muckenhoupt property [2, Proposition 1]. In particular, fundamental results of
type “H = W?” or Poincaré inequalities are not known in our case, leading to a more complex
functional analytic framework.

The literature concerning possible definitions of (—A)*() with non-constant s is restricted to
the stochastic processes and stochastic calculus approaches and considers always the unbounded
case 2 = RY; see the monograph [3] and the references therein. By means of the Lévy-Khintchine
representation formula, and the Fourier transform, the operator is determined to be of Lévy type.
However, strong additional assumptions on s(-) are required to show that the operator is associated
to a Feller or a Markov process. To name a few, these include assuming that s(-) is Lipschitz
continuous and satisfies ¢ < s(-) < 1—¢ for some € € (0, 1); see [3, Example 3.5.9]. Neither of these
restrictions are present in this work.

The paper is further motivated by several applications. The extension approach with spatially
varying s(-) has shown remarkable potential in image denoising: A rough choice of s(-) performs
better than an optimal selected regularization parameter in total variation approaches; see [2].
This is indeed a game changer, especially the variable s(-) approach can enable one to replace the
nonlinear (and degenerate) Euler-Lagrange equations in case of total variation by a linear one in
the case of the variable fractional. The variable s(-) approach can be also applied in geophysics:
Models governed by a fractional Helmholtz equation (with constant fractional order) have shown
good qualitative agreement with available magnetoteluric data, see [20]. Given the spatially long-
range correlated heterogeneity of the medium, nonlocal models with spatially varying fractional
order s(-) appear as an atractive tool to further obtain quantitative agreement.

Outline. The notation and main assumptions we make, specially those for the variable exponent
s(+), are specified in Section 2l In Section Bl we provide a succinct idea of the approach that we
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follow to study the fractional Laplacian with spatially variable order, (—A)s('), which is motivated
by well-known results for the usual spectral fractional Laplacian.

Our main results begin from Section @ where we introduce a definition of (—A)*() on the
quotient space Z (2, w). Also in this section we prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution
v € Z(Q,w) to the associated Poisson problem (I.I]) for every h in the dual space of Z27(2, h). It is
worth mentioning that the results in Section [4] require minimal conditions on the function s(-), the
weight w, and the domain €. The results given in Section [, however, do not provide conditions for
solvability of the Poisson problem when the right hand side of the elliptic equation is a (regular)
real valued function defined only on .

In a second approach, we are able to better identify the domain of (—A)*() as a quotient space
also, now on a Sobolev space %lf(c,w) that consist of functions in W1P(C,w) that formally
vanish on the lateral boundary of C. Differently from the construction given in Section [ this
second approach requires some extra conditions on both, s(-) and 2. These conditions are intimately
related with the existence of )-trace results for functions in %’615 (C,w), as well as with the existence

of a Poincaré inequality in %1’5 (C,w); thus, we postpone the second construction until Section [7l

In Section Bl we first study the Q-traces of functions in ,%’f)l’Lp(C ,w), for 2 < p < co. In particular,
we are able to characterize s(-)-dependent integrability and differential regularity of restrictions of
functions in ,%’Bl’Lp(C,w) to Q. Subsequently, we are able to prove the existence of a Poincaré

inequality for e%’ff’Lp(C ,w) in Section [6] for a special class of non-constant s(-) functions.

Our results finish in Section [7, where the details on the second definition of (—A)%¢) are given.
Here, we identify the domain of (—A)*(") with a subset of a weighted Lebesgue space L?(,) for
some weight w, provided s(-) vanishes only on a set of zero measure and a Poincaré inequality
holds for functions in %T’Lz((f,w). Further, we improve this result for the case when €2 is the
N-dimensional unit square and s(-) satisfies some extra conditions. In this latter case we identify
the domain of (—A)*() with a subset of a Sobolev space of functions with variable smoothness on
Q. The paper closes with Section [ that includes, in addition to conclusions, a number of open
questions and future research directions.

More general elliptic operators of the form

(—=divAV)* Dy = h,

with spatially variable fractional order s(-), can be defined by extending the ideas in this paper in
a natural way.

2. NOTATION AND MAIN ASSUMPTIONS

We assume that Q@ ¢ RN, N > 1, is a non-empty bounded open set with a Lipschitz boundary
08 (except in Section M, where no condition is imposed on the 2 boundary). We denote by C the
open semi-infinite cylinder with base 2, by 9rC the lateral boundary of C, and by Cq the cylinder
C with the base 2, that is,

C=0x(0,00), 8.C = 90 x [0, 0), Co =CU(Q x {0}).

A generic point X in RV*! is denoted by (x,y), where 2 € RY and y € R.
A function p is said to be a weight if p is positive and finite almost everywhere. For an open set
U, and a weight p, we denote by LP(U, p) the space of measurable functions u : U — R such

1/p
lull e (v, p) = </U |u(z) [P p(x) da:) < +o00.
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The space LP(U, p) endowed with the norm ||-|[z» (1,5 is a Banach space. Further, given p € [2, +00)
we say that a weight p satisfies the B, condition, and write p € B,, if p~/P=1 is locally integrable,
that is,

peB, & p VPV ell (U).
For a weight p € B, we define the weighted Sobolev space WP (U, p) as the subset of LP(U, p) of
functions u with weak gradients Vu such that |Vu| € LP(U, p). Endowed with the norm

Fullwoerp) = ( [ 1u@pote) dr+ [ [wu@le dm)l/p<+oo,

WLP(U, p) is a Banach space; see [12]. Notice that B, is a larger class of weights than the Mucken-
houpt weights A,. The latter is also used to define weighted Sobolev spaces; see [19]. Throughout
the paper we assume p € [2,00) and denote the (Holder) conjugate exponent of p by p'.

The measurable function s(-) : 2 — R, which will characterize the spatially variable order of the
fractional Laplacian, is assumed to satisfy:

(H1) s(x) € [0,1] for almost all = € .

We use the notation s(-) to emphasize the dependence of the function s :  — R on the spatial
variable x € Q, and use s to denote a constant in the interval (0,1).
Throughout the paper we consider the function w : C — R defined by

w(x,y) = Ga(a)y' >,

and such that for a given s(-), and p, the function Gy : Q@ — R satisfies that

(H2) Gs € By, and if s(-) = s € (0,1) constant, then

B 225—17(5)
Gs(z) = ma

for all x € Q. Here I' is the standard Euler-Gamma function.

Assumptions [(H1)| and [(H2)] imply that w € B,. However, it is known that (in general) w is not
expected to be of Muckenhoupt type, see [2, Proposition 1].
Given 7 > 0, we denote by C” the truncated cylinder C of height 7, that is,
CT=Qx(0,7),

and define the sets 0;.C” and Cf, accordingly. The restriction of the weight w to C7 is also denoted
by w.

Example 2.1. A possible choice for the function s(-) is given by
s(x) = o min(dist(z, B), ¢),

where 0 < ¢ < 1, B C Q is a closed subset with zero-measure of RN and dist(z, B) = inf{|z — y| :
y € B} and o € (0,1). This type of functions are useful in image processing where the set B is the
approzimated set of edges/discontinuities of a certain image that one tries to recover; see [2].

The two examples for G that are of relevance to us are defined by
I'(s)

fs 6P = e ) (.1)

(M) (p) — 9251
Gyl(z) =2 T = s(2))’
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1
where s = @/ s(z)dx. It follows that|(H2)| is satisfied given that o € (0,1).
Q

3. THE EXTENDED DOMAIN APPROACH

This section is devoted to briefly review the well-known extension domain approach to define the
spectral fractional Laplacian, see for instance [5,8,[I7]. Throughout this section, we assume that

€ (0,1) is constant.

We denote by {\,} the sequence of eigenvalues of the Laplace operator supplemented with
a Dirichlet boundary condition, and consider an orthonormal basis {p,} of L?(Q) of associated
eigenfunctions. The spectral fractional Laplacian is defined by

—A)v = Z)\bencpn where b, = /Qvgpn dzr, (3.1)

on the space

o
H:{U:antanL2 HUHH_ZA%? }
n=1

For extensions of (B8] to non-homogeneous boundary condltlons, we refer to [I]. It is worth
mentioning that H = H(Q) if s € (0,3) or s € (3,1) and H = H,(Q) for s = 5. Here, H5(Q)
is the closure in H*(Q2) of the space of infinitely continuous differentiable functions with compact
support in Q, and H,(€2) is the Lions-Magenes space [18]. Moreover, H*({2) is the fractional
Sobolev space of order s,

v\r)—v 2
HS(Q):{UGL2(Q):/Q Q%dwdy<m},

endowed with the norm

v 2 1/2
HUHHS(Q) = </ ]v’2da:+/ ";z ’N(-',-2)s’ dxdy> .

The extension approach introduced by Caffarelli and Silvestre [6], see [7,[I7] for the case of
bounded domains, establishes that if h € H' (dual space of H) then the unique solution to the
elliptic equation

(=A)Yv=h inQ,
v=0 on 99,
is given by v = trq u, where u € H&L(C, y'=2%) satisfies
925-1(5)
I'(1-s)

see [7, Lemma 2.2]. Here, (-,-) g g denotes the dual pairing between H' and H. Moreover, trq is
the Q-trace operator for functions in the space

H&’L(C,yl_zs) ={ue H'(C,y" ") :u=0on 9.C in the trace sense} .

More precisely,

(htrQ V) i = /y1—2svu -V dX, Vip € Hy 1 (C,y' 7>, (3.2)
c

q : Hyr(Coy' ™) — Hy(9),

is the unique bounded linear operator that satisfies trq u = u(-,0) for every u € C*(C) that
vanishes on 07,C; which is also onto over H, that is

trg H 1 (C,w) = H, (3.3)
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see [7, Proposition 2.1].
Additionally, since the minimization problem
1
minimize = / y' 72| Vu|?dX  over HJ . (C,y'™%),
2 Je ’ (3.4)
subject to trqu = v,
admits a unique solution u € H&’ £ (C,yt72%) for any v € trq H&’ 1 (C,w), the harmonic extension
operator
S: tro H(%,L(Cv y1_28) — H(%,L(C7 y1_28)7 v S(U) = u,
where w is the solution to problem (B.4]), is well-defined, linear, and bounded. Then one finds that
the spectral fractional Laplacian given by (B.0) satisfies

i B 225—1F(3) o
(=8 vtin v = T [07H9S0)- V0 dX, (3.5)

for all ¢ € H& 7(C,y'72%) and all v € H, which provides an equivalent definition for (—A)*. This
second approach is our starting point to study the fractional Laplacian with spatially variable order:
We identify a space of traces on which we can define the fractional Laplacian (—A)*() by a formula

analogous to (3.5).

4. ABSTRACT DEFINITION AND SOLUTION TO (—A)*0)y =h

We consider in this section an abstract derivation of the spatially variable fractional Laplacian
(—A)s('). The advantage of this initial approach is that it requires minimal assumptions, namely
(H1)| and |(H2)| which are primarily sufficient conditions to have w € B,; this leads to an ap-
propriate definition of the associated weighted Sobolev spaces. Also, it is worth noticing that the
arguments in this section do not require any assumption on the regularity of the Q2 boundary 0f2.
This path starts with the proper derivation of the trace space for the weighted Sobolev spaces in
study. For this matter, we consider the space

LY(C,w) = {u : C = R measurable : Vu € L*(C,w)},
and endow it with the semi-norm
ullLr2cw) = VUl L2 cw)-
Note that u + [[ul[11.2(c ) is @ norm on the subset of C* functions in L"?(C,w) that vanish at OC
or 91,C. Subsequently, we define .i”olf((f, w) and .,2”01’2((3, w) as the completion in L2(C,w) of the
infinitely differentiable functions in L?(C,w) with compact support in Co and C, respectively, that
is:

folf(c,w) := completion of C>°(Cq) N LY2(C,w) for || - 212(C,w)»

Zol’z(C,w) := completion of C°(C) N LY?(C,w) for |- 212(C,w)»

where

CX(Cq) = {u € C*(C) : supp(u) N 9LC = 0}. (4.1)
The only portion of the boundary where functions in C2°(Cq) do not necessarily vanish is the € cap.
A few words are in order concerning .i”olf(c,w) and ,,2”01’2(C,w). Note that C°(Cq) N LY2(C,w)
and C2°(C) N LY2(C,w) are both pre-Hilbert spaces when endowed with the inner product

(u17u2)L172(C,w) - \/Cw Vul . VUQ dX
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It follows then that their completion, .i”olf(c ,w) and .,2”01’2 (C,w), are Hilbert spaces; in particular
for 21,29 € Zolf(c,w) there exist Cauchy sequences {z}'} and {z8'} in C°(Cq) N LY2(C,w) such
that

21,2 , = lim [ wVz}- V) dX.
(1’ 2)“(/01,5(67“}) n—oo [o 1 v 2

If there is no risk of confusion, and in order to simplify notation, occasionally we simply write
(Zl, zg)gol’,g(aw) = /cw VZ1 . VZQ dX,

and analogously we treat ,,2”01’2(C ,w).
Given that C°(C) N LY2(C,w) C CX(Cq) N LY2(C,w), then we observe that .,%1’2(C,w) is a
closed subspace of Zolf(C ,w). Thus, we can define an abstract space of traces on  of functions

in Zolf(C ,w) as the quotient space
2 (Qw) = L1 (Cw)/ Ly (C,w).

We then define
Trou := [u],

i.e., the abstract trace on 2 of a function u € .i”olf(c ,w) is identified with the equivalence class [u]
that contains u. The space 2 (2, w) is then endowed with the usual norm

[ Trqw

2(@w) = Ilull 2 @) = mf{llu =zl g2 ) 2 € Z57(Cw)}

Note that
Trq : %7 (Cow) = 2 (Q,w), (4.2)

is a linear and bounded operator, and that 2 (2, w) is a Hilbert space, given that .iﬂolf((f ,w) and

fol’Q(C,w) are also Hilbert spaces. We denote its inner product as (-,-) 2. Further notice that,
by definition, Trq folf(c,w) = Z'(2,w). Unless it is not clear from the context, we denote the
class [v] € Z(Q,w) éimply by v. The following result establishes the existence of the harmonic
extension operator.

Theorem 4.1. Let v € Z°(Q,w) and p > 0. The minimization problem:
minimize J,(u,v) over .fol,’Lz(C,w), (Puw)
for
Jyu(u,v) =

H 2
+ §HT1“Q U= V][ (Qw)

Lo
5 ”quOleZ(C’w)
admits a unique solution u, € zolf(c, w) that, as p — oo, converges strongly to the unique solution
to

minimize J(u) over folf(c W),

P
subject to Trqu = v, (Bo)

for

1
J(u) = 5““”;01775(@@)
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Proof. The existence of a solution {u,} to (P,.) follows from arguments of the direct methods
for calculus of variations: The functional u — J,(u,v) is non-negative, coercive, and weakly lower

semicontinuous; for the latter part note that zoff(c ;w) 3w = || Trgw|| 2 (,w) 18 also weakly lower
semicontinuous. Uniqueness follows from the strict convexity of u — J,(u,v).

Since v € 2" (Q, w), there exists @ € folf(c,w) such that v = [@] = Trg @. Thus, given that u,
is a minimizer of J,(-,v), 7

Tl v) < T 0) = (@), (43)

for every p > 0. Then, by basic theory for penalty functions (see [I3, Lemma 1 in Chapter 10]) we
have that
lim g\mg e = )% () = 0- (4.4)

U—>00

Thus, by (@.3) we have that the sequence {u,} is bounded in .i”olf(c ,w), so it admits a weakly
convergent subsequence, say

Uy — U in .Zolf((f,w). (4.5)
Further, by (#4)) we observe that Trou = v. Next we show that J(u,) — J(u) with u being the
minimizer to (P,]). By weak lower semicontinuity of J and (4.4]), we observe:
J(u) < lim J(uy) < lm J(uy) = lim Jy(uy,v) < lim Jy(u,0) = J(u),
W —00 w—o0 w—o00 w—o0

that is J(u,) = J(u). The fact that u is a minimizer to (P)) follows by selecting an arbitrary @
such that Trq o = v, then the previous to last inequality above yield

J(u) < lim J(a,v) = J(a),
w'—o0

i.e., u is a minimizer. Further, by strict convexity, minimizers to (P]) are unique, so that the entire
sequence {u,} satisfies

Uy — U in Zolf(C,w), (4.6)
and also J(u,) — J(u). Using (@A), this limit is equivalent to
Tl 2 .y = Il 22y
which together with (4.6]) implies that
Uy — U in Zo{f((f,w), (4.7)
see [4, Proposition 3.32]. d

Theorem [4.]] ensures the existence of the abstract weighted harmonic extension operator
S Trq folf(c,w) — .i”olf(c,w), v S(v) = u.

where u is the solution to (P). In addition, the map S is linear and bounded: Linearity follows
directly from the examination of the first order conditions. For boundedness, consider (43]) with
u — z instead of @, where u solves (P)) and z € ,,2”01’2(C,w), to obtain J,,(uy,,v) < J(u — z). Then,
by taking the limit as u — co we observe

IS 22 .0y = Tl 2y < e = 2l 22 0.0y

Then, by considering the infimum over all z € .201’2((3 ,w), we obtain

|’S(U)“go{f(c,w) < 2 (Quw)-
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The well-posedness of the map S allows us to establish a definition for the fractional Laplacian
with spatially variable order.

Definition 4.2. Let 2 (Q,w)" be the dual space of Z (Q,w). The operator
(—A)*0): 2(Q,w) = 2(Q,w)',
is determined as follows: for v € 2 (Q,w), then (=A)*Vv € X' (Q,w) is defined by
<(_A)8(.)U7 Tro 1/1>5K’,3f = (S(U)a w)golf(aw)a Vd’ € "%01,’[2/(67 w) (48)

Remark 4.3. The relation of the above definition with the classical spectral fractional Laplacian
B3) is straightforward in light of the abuse of notation disclosed at the beginning of the chapter;
in which case we can write

(=A)*O, Trg ) g o = /C wVS(v) - Vi dX, Vi € £ 7 (Cw).

Furthermore, by a formal integration-by-parts formula and using the fact that S(v) is weighted
harmonic, we obtain that (—A)*") is equal to the generalized Neumann trace of S(v) when restricted
to Q x {0}. Then, as for the cassical case with constant order s, (—A)*C) can be understood as a
Dirichlet-to- Neumann map.

Remark 4.4. In view of Theorem [{.1], the expression in (L) is equivalent to
(=A)Ov, Tra ) »7, o = lim uw(Trou, — v, Tra )y, Vi € L7 (Cow),
U—>00 )

where wu,, is the unique solution to (P,.).

The operator (—A)*() : 27(Q,w) — 2 (Q,w) is well-defined as we see next, and it can be seen
as the Lagrange multiplier associated to the harmonic extension problem.

Proposition 4.5. For each v € 2 (Q,w), there exists a unique A = A\(v) € Z (Q,w)" such that
A Tra )2 = (S©): %) g12(c.): Y € Ly (Cw).

Proof. Initially, note that S(v) is the solution to (P]). For convenience, we write the constraint
in (P) as G(u) = 0, where G : folf((f,w) — Z(2,w) is defined by G(u) = Trgu — v. Since
the operator Trg is linear and bounded, also it is G, and hence G'(u)h = Trqh. Thus, G'(u) :
Zolf((f yw) = Z(Q,w) is linear, bounded, and surjective. Therefore, there exists a unique Lagrange
multiplier A € 2°(Q,w)’ such that

J(S()) = Ao G'(S(0)¥, Yy € L7 (Cow),
which proves the statement. U

In view of Remark 3] we can also interpret A as the Neumann trace of the extension onto
Q x {0}.

Remark 4.6. It follows that (—A)*0) : 27(Q,w) — 2 (Q,w)" is a bounded linear operator given
that S is linear and bounded.

We are now able to determine existence of solutions to the Poisson problem with spatially variant
Laplacian.
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Theorem 4.7. Let h € 2 (Q,w)'. The equation

(-A)Yo =n, (4.9)
admits a unique solution in 2 (Q,w) that is given by v = Trq u, where u solves
minimize J(u) over .i”olf(c, w), (4.10)

for
Lo
J(u) = 5”“”5_(/017»2(67“}) —(h, Trqu) g7 o
Proof. Since Trq is linear and bounded, we have that
U = (h, TI“Q u>ﬂf/7%,

is a linear functional over folf(c ,w). Then, there exists a solution to the problem (@I0) and the
solution is unique due to strict convexity of 7.

Note that via necessary and sufficient conditions of optimality for (4.I10]), the unique solution u
satisfies:

1,2
(u7¢)f01f(c7w) = <h7TrQ ¢>%’,9f7 Vi e XO,L (C,U)), (411)
and then w is identical to its harmonic extension, i.e., u = S(Trq u). To see the latter, we consider
Y edx(C)n .i”olf(c ,w) in (@II)) and observe that by density

(u7 Tz[))golg(aw) =0, Vﬂ) € 30172(07 w)7 (412)

where we have used the fact that the functions in C¢°(C) vanish on Q x {0}. Moreover, we also
(trivially) have Trq S(Trqu) = Trqu so that u satisfies first order optimality conditions for (Py])
for v = Trq u. Hence, by convexity (uniqueness) u = S(Trqu). Also, by definition of the operator
(—=A)*) and [@II), we have

(=AY Trqu, Tra¥) 27 2 = (S(Trqu), ) 12 ey = Tra ) 21 27, (4.13)

for all ¢ € .Zolf(c ,w) and hence Trq u solves (4.9)).
To prove uniqueness, consider a solution v to (£9]) with A~ = 0 and notice that

(S(0),9) yracy =0, V€ L7(Cow).

Then, S(v) satisfies first order optimality conditions for

e e 1 2 1,2
minimize 5”“”%1’2(0@) over %7 (C,w),
whose unique minimizer is the zero function. Then, by convexity, S(v) = 0, so that v = Trq S(v)

and hence v = 0. O

Remark 4.8 (Truncated cylinder C7). It is worth mentioning that exactly the same construction
with C replaced by the truncated cylinder CT, T > 0, leads to a definition of (—A)s(') by means of
an extension problem on C™, as well as to the existence and uniqueness of solution to the associated
Poisson problem. We care about C™ because it makes the problem tractable from an implementation
point of view [2,[15].

A few words are in order concerning Theorem [I77; although it provides a solvability result for
the elliptic problem, it does not establish existence of solutions based on maps defined on 2. That
is, we would like to address the question: Under what conditions on h : 2 — R, does the equation
(—=A)*0y = h admit a solution? This question is answered in Section [ and it is intimately related
to the following trace results.
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5. TRACE THEOREMS

In this section we identify a trace operator that properly relates values of maps on a Sobolev
space in C to their values at Q. For this matter, in addition to[[H{1)|and [(H2)] we assume that the
measurable function s(-) satisfies:

(H3) The set of points on which s(-) is zero has measure zero, i.e., |Ag| = 0 where

Ap ={x € Q:s(z)=0}.

We define ,%’Bl’Lp(C ,w) to be the closure in W1P(C,w) of the infinitely differentiable functions in
WP (C,w) with compact support in Cg, that is,

1 w
A e =G n W w”

where C°(Cq) is given in (£I). Then, formally speaking, ,%’E)T’L”(C,w) is the set of functions
in WP(C,w) that vanish on d,C. We now prove the regularity of restrictions of functions in
c%”o%’Lp(C ,w) on the € boundary.

Theorem 5.1 (TRACE THEOREM). Provided that [[H1)| [[H2)], and [[H3)| hold true, there exists a
unique bounded linear operator

tro 1 A (Cow) = LP(Q, ),

that satisfies trq u = u(-,0) for all u € ,%’f)%’Lp(C,w) N C°(Cq), where the weight w : & — R is
defined by
w(z) = Gs(2)(p — 2+ 2s(z))".

The same statement is true if we replace ,%’f)}’Lp(C, w) by the space %}’LP(CT, w), for every T > 0.
Proof. For the sake of brevity, we define §(-) := 1 — 2s(-) so that

() = Gy(a)(p — 1 — 6(z))".
Let u € e%’f)%’Lp(C,w) N C®(Cq) and (z,y) € C be such that s(x) # 0 and G4(z) # 0. Initially, we

write
1
U@mzw%w—/y&ww@wﬂt (5.1)
0

where Dy yju is the partial derivative of u with respect to the (N + 1) coordinate.
Let o € (0,1). Multiplying (51) by w(x,y)"/? and then integrating from 0 to o with respect to
y, we find:

|w@w/"mmwwwgh+b,
0

where:

hﬁ=A (e, y)lw(e, )P dy,

1 o
<M=//QWMW@MW@WW®&-
0 0
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Now, we notice that [ w(z,y)/Pdy = Gy(z) [y y*@/Pdy and that

/ @ dy > / yray = - P s
0 0 +p

since o € (0,1) and §(z) < 1. Thus,

yp o P+
@, 0[G, @) < B+ 1),
Multiplying the last expression by (p — 1 — §(z)), we obtain:
sV < _PEL
e, Olite) " < ~EL =1 - 8)(h + 1) 6:2)

Next, we shall estimate I; and I>. A direct use of the Hélder’s inequality yields:

o 1/p
L <ol (/0 [u(z, y)[Pw(z,y) dy> -

We now estimate I, in several steps. With the change of variables y = zt~! in the inner integral of
15, we obtain:

1 pto
I, §a/ / | Dy ru(z, 2)|w(z, 2) VPt 1=0@)/P 4z dt. (5.3)
0o Jo

By adding and substracting (1 + §(x))/pp’ in the exponent of ¢, we rewrite the r.h.s. of (5.3) as
L 14s@) fto 1pp/ +(1—p))é(x)
0/ t e / F(z,z)t 7y dz dt,
0 0

where F(z,2) = |Dyyiu(z, 2)|w(z, 2)/P. Then, by the Holder’s inequality, we find:

L 146w /v 1 ot 1—pp’ +(1-p')8(x) p 1/p
I, §0</ t T p dt> (/ (/ F(z,z)t v’ dz> dt>
0 0 0
< D )1/;0/ </1 </a't F( ) 1—pp’ +(1—p")8(x) . >p . >l/p
=0 ———— z,2)t pp! z t .
p—1-46(x) 0o \Jo

Applying the Holder’s inequality on the integral with respect to z, we obtain:

L < » 1/p 1( e ot Flz, 2 tw ds de p
5 _O' S o x’ z P z
p—1- 5($)> </0 /o )
Y el o e e
<o <L> ( [ etr? [ Fap =T v dt)
p—1—0(x) 0 0

1/p 1 s 1/p o 1/p
— gltp/v <#> </ t o dt) </ F(z,z pdz) .
p— 1-— (5(%) 0 0 ( )

Finally, we have:
I p01+p/p’ o D ) 1 1/p
25 p—1—0(x) </0 |Dniiu(z, 2)[Pw(z, 2) Z> :

N
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Using the above estimations for I; and I5 in (5.2]), and observing that p—1—4(z) < p, we obtain:

o 1/p
u(z, 0)|id(z)'7? < (p+ 1)o7 </0 u(@, y)[Pw(z, y) dy>

o 1/p
+(p+ 1)oP17P </ |Dytiu(z, z)[Pw(z, 2) dz) ,
0

from which we have:
1 2/p! 7 e
ju(z, 0)]ds(z)"/? < (p+1)o /7 </ (Ju(@, Y)I” + [Dntruz, y) ) w(z,y) dy) ; (5.4)
0
since oP~171/P < 5=2/p,
Raising inequality (5.4]) to the p power and then integrating over 2, we find:

/Q u(z, 0) [P (z) dz < (p 4+ 1)Po~2P/¥ (”uH’iP(C’w) + ”V“H]iz)(c,w)) :
Therefore, u(-,0) € LP(Q,w) and

[u(, 0l e @,m) < C(,o)l[ullwrrecw)s

where C(p,0) = (p+1)o~2/?". Notice that o is an arbitrary, but fixed, number in (0,1), so that in
this case we can fix C'(p, o) to depend only on p. The operator trg is the unique bounded linear
. . 1,
extension of the mapping u(x,y) — u(x,0) to %f(c, w).
Let us finally see that the same trace result holds true when we replace %1,5(6 ,w) by %1,5(677 w’),
where 7 > 0. If 7 > 1, it follows from (5.4) that

T 1/p
e, 0@ < G4 D ([ (o) + Dyt )P ol ay)
from which, exactly as before, we find
(-, 0)|zr.m) < Cp, o) llullwreer wr)- (5.5)
If, on the contrary, 0 < 7 < 1, then we select ¢ = 7 in (5.4]) and obtain (5.5)) in the same way. The
trace operator is now obtained as before. O

Remark 5.2. If s(-) = s € (0,1) is constant, then both w and Gs are also constants. Hence,
LP(Q,w) = LP(Q) and %{g’(c,w) = %}f(c,yl—%), so it follows from Theorem [51] that

tro : 7 (Cy" ) — LP(Q).

This is in accordance to the classical case, see [1], Theorem 3.2]. If, additionally, p = 2, then
we observe that trq and the trace operator given in [7] (see also Section[3) coincide for functions
in CX(Cq). From this, we find that trq is just given by the restriction to %I’Lz((f,yl_%) C
H(%’L(C,yl_zs) of the map in [7]. However, a deeper result is true; see Theorem [7.3.

In Theorem [l we have characterized the integrability of functions in the trace space of
%%’LP(C ,w). We aim now to identify the “smoothness” of functions in this trace space. This is a
more complicated task since we aim at determining a space with a spatially variable smoothness
associated to the function s(-).

For simplicity, from now on we assume that €2 is the N-dimensional unit square Qx = (0,1)".
The forthcoming analysis requires one final assumption on the functions s(-) and Gs:
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(H4) For almost every x;,z € (0,1), j #4, and i =1,..., N, it holds true that

1 1—p'
/ <Gs(:17)|:17Z - z|1_28(x)) ! dz; < oo,
0

where x = (21,...,2,).

Assumption [(H4)|enables us to use a Hardy-type inequality (see Lemma[5.8 below) for two specially
chosen weights, which is a key ingredient to prove the subsequent improvement of the trace result
in Theorem

Example 5.3. Let Q = Q1, p = 2, and G5 = Ggl) constant; see (2.1)) in Example 2. Suppose
that s(-) satisfies:

s(z) = mlz —xzol? if |r— 20| <R, s(x) >pu>0 if |zr—mzo >R, (5.6)

for some q, R € (0,1), m,u >0, and z9 € (R,1 — R). Notice that the only point where s is allowed
to be zero is xo. For this particular setting, although w ¢ A,(C), i.e., w is not a Muckenhoupt
weight (see [2]), we find that [(H4)| holds true as we see next.

To simplify the notation below, we write §(-) := 1 — 2s(-). Since 6(z)(1 —p') = —6(z) > —1 for
all x # xg, we have:

1 2s(x) 1 — 1)2s(@)
/ |z — 2| 70@ dz = L +(1-z) , YV # xg.
0 25(x)

1 1 1
/ </ |z — 2| 70@ dz> dz < / ——dz.
0 0 o s(x)
We now observe that, by (B.0]), we have:
| 20—k g 2otR - qy ! dx
[ [ e
o s(x) 0 s(x) wo-R S(T) zo+R S(T)

2 1 [roth
§—(1—2R)—|——/ |z — xo| ?dz < o0.
2 m rzo—R

1/ 1
/ (/ |z — 2| 70@ dz> dz < oo.
0o \Jo

Therefore, by Tonelli’s Theorem, we have that (x,z) — |z — z|~%®) belongs to L'(Qa), which in
turn implies that

Then,

Hence,

1
/ |z — 2|7°®) dz < oo,
0

for almost all z € (0,1), by Fubini’s Theorem.
Minor changes in the above arguments yield the same conclusion for functions s with a finite
number of zeros and a local behavior as (B.0) around each of them.

Next, in Definition [(.4] we present a Sobolev space of functions where smoothness is spatially
dependent and related to s(-). First, we introduce the required notation.
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Fori=1,...,N, let p;,%; : Qn+1 — R be given by

, max{x;,T} ) , -P
i, 7) =i, )17 </ ®i(s} ) dt') ,

min{z;,7}

, max{z;,7} , -P
T;Z)i(l‘,T) :q>i(x77—)1_p </ (I)i(:EvT/)l_p d7/> 5

min{z;,7}
where
®i(x,7) = Gy(a)|z; — 7|25,

and the notation z for a € (0,1) means that the ith-coordinate of * = (z1,...,2y) € Qn is
replaced by a, that is:

)
Ty = (331,... ,a:i_l,a,a:Hl,...,xN).

Definition 5.4. The space Ws( ’p(QN,w wi,...,wN) is defined by

Wt ’p(QN,ﬁ),wl, oowy) ={v e LP(Qn,w) : A;j(v) < oo foralli=1,... N}, (5.7)
with the norm
N 1/p
”U|’Ws(-)m(QN,m,wl,...,wN) = (”U”Iip(QN,m) + ZAZ(U)) ) (5.8)
i=1
where
/ / </ / w; :Et, 7)|v( :Et) —v(x )|p det> dey ... dx;q degyq ... doy,
fold
and

w; = min{;, ¥;} for i=1,...,N.

In order to address that s(-) controls locally the differential regularity of elements in
WeOP(Qu, W, wy, ..., wy), consider the following. For s € (0,1), let W*P(Qy) be the fractional
Sobolev space of order s, that is,

p
WSP(Q :{UEL2 / / ’ dxdy<oo},

equipped with the norm

’ ’W Qn) — H H ‘p dzd .
|U| SvP < ! / / s y) )
(@n) LP(QnN) N ’x y‘N—i-p

If p =2, we have H*(Qn) = W*2(Qx). Then, note the following lemma that can be found in [I4]
(see also [11]).

Lemma 5.5. Let —1 < e <p— 1. There exists a positive constant ¢ such that

N
ol | 1ae <c | olpqu +2_Aiv) |,
W (Qu) L2 @w) ;

P
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for every v € LP(QN ) that satzsﬁes A;(v ) < 00 for alli=1,...,N, where

Iv )P
|t—7’|p = drdt da;l... dxi_l dxi+1... de.

(N-1) fold

We now can show the relation between Ws(')’p(QN,w,wl, ...,wy) and the classical Sobolev
spaces.

Theorem 5.6. If s(-) = s € (0,1) constant, then

2(1

WS(.)J)(QN?’lZ)vwly . ZUN) — Wl_ (QN)
Proof. Let 6 := 1 — 2s and consider ¢, 7 € (0,1). Since 6(1 — p') > —1, we have:

max{t,T max{t,T _ L48(1—pf
/ {t.7} it — 7—’6(1—p/) dt' — / {t.7} " T/’(S(l—p’) & — w.
min{¢,7} min{¢,7} 1+6(1—p)

Then, a direct calculation yields:
Gs(1+6(1 —p))”
oo, 7) = il r) = =

for all (z,7) € Qn41 since Gy is constant by assumption (H2)| Therefore,

C(p,s / / // lv(x )Ipdet dzq ... dzi_q dzisq ... doy
’ |t—’7’|p g bl

)

fold
where C(p,s) = Gs(l + 5(1 — p’))P. In addition, we notice that L'(Qu,w) = L'(Qu) since 0 is
constant. Now the conclusion follows from Lemma with € = 4. O

Remark 5.7. In light of the previous result, it seems that a more appropriate notation for

2(1— ())
WOP(Q, @, wr, . .., wy) would be W' P(Qn, W, w1, ..., wy). We avoid this for the sake
of brevity.

The following lemma is a key tool for the improvement of the result in Theorem [EIl The proof
can be found in [16, Sect. 2.6].

Lemma 5.8 (WEIGHTED HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITY). Let p be a weight function defined in the
interval (a,b). If

b
/ p()' P dt < oo,

then
b b
/ p)If(B)|P dt < CH(p)/ p(OIf ()P dt, V€ (a,b), (5.9)
for all absolutely continuous functions f in (a,b) that satisfy lim,_,,+ f(t) = 0, where
t -p
a0 = ot0r ([ piervac)
and Cy(p) =p?/(p — 177"

Now we are in shape to prove the improvement of Theorem [(.1]
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Theorem 5.9 (IMPROVED TRACE THEOREM). Provided that|(H1)|to|(H4)| hold true, there exists
a unique bounded linear operator

trQN : %ng(cvw) —>WS(V)’p(Qvavwlw"va)v
that satisfies trqu = u(-,0) for all u € ,%’B}’LP(C, w) N CP(Cqy)-
The same statement is true if we replace %'g)lg’(c,w) by the space c%”Ol’Lp(CT,w), for every T > 1.

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we give the proof only for N = 1; with the natural changes, the
proof adapts straightforward to the case N > 2.
Let u € %:,[’LP(C, w) N C(Cq, ). Initially, we write:

Ai(u(-,0)) =L + I, (5.10)

where:

1 t
L= / / wi (6,7 u(t, 0) — u(r, ) dr dt,
0 0
1 1
I = / / wi (6, 7)u(t, 0) — u(r, ) dr dt,
0 t

where w; = min{¢1,11} as in Definition 5.4l Next, we shall estimate I; and Iy separately. For
this, we introduce the auxiliary function v : Q2 — R given by

v(t,7) = u(t,max{t,7} — min{¢, 7}).
We have:

1 t
I = / / wi(t D)ot t) — o(r, )P dr dt
0 0

1t t t
:/ /wl(t,T) / Div(t',7) dt'+/ Dov(t,7") dr’

0 JO T T

1 ot t
§2P—1/ /wl(t,T) / Dyo(t',7) dt’

0 JO T

1 ot t
+2p_1/ / wi (t,7) / Dov(t,7') d7’

0 JO T

where Div and Dov denote the partial derivative of v with respect to the first and second coordi-
nates, respectively.
Interchanging the order of integration in the first term of the right hand side of the above

p
dr dt

p
dr dt

P
dr dt,

inequality, and introducing the change of variable 7 = —7 in the second one, we find:
L gzp—l/o1 /lwl(t,T)\fl(t,T)yP dt dr + 27! /01 /iwl(t, AR AP dF dt,  (5.11)
where: :
fit,7) = /t Dyo(t',7) dt’, and fa(t,7) = t_T Dyv(t,7') dr'.

The function fi(-,7) is absolutely continuous in (7,1) and satisfies lim, , .+ fi(¢,7) = 0 for
almost all 7 € (0,1). Additionally, by definition we observe that

t —-p
or(t7) = By (1, 7)Y < / By (7)Y dt’> , Vt> T
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for almost all 7 € (0,1). Then, by Lemma 5.8, we have:
1 1
/ or(t, 16T dt < Crr(p) / &1 (t,7) [ Dyo(t, 7)P dt, (5.12)
for almost all 7 € (0,1).

Similarly, the function fo(¢, - ) is absolutely continuous in (—t,0) and satisfies limz_, _,+ fo(t,7) =
0 for almost all ¢ € (0,1). Since

T -p
Py (t, —7) =Dy (¢, —7) </ Oy (t, —7) P d%’) , V7> —t,
—t
for almost all ¢ € (0, 1), it follows by Lemma [5.8] that
0 0
| ol DA a7 < Cue) [ it Dante, )P . (5.13)
—t —t

for almost all ¢t € (0,1).
Then, since w; = min{yy, 11}, the estimation (5.11]) in conjunction with (5.12]) and (5.13)) yields:

1 1
I <Cgx(p) 2P—1/ / @ (t,7)|Dyv(t, )P dt dr
0 T

1 0
+Cp(p)2r! / / ®(t, —7) | Dyv(t, —7)P d7F dt.
0 —t

Interchanging the order of integration in the first term of the r.h.s., and making the change of
variable 7 = —7 in the second one, we obtain:

1 t
L < Cu(p) 27! /0 /0 B1(t,7) (|D1o(t, 7)|P + | Dav(t, )P dr dt. (5.14)

Since the function v is given by v(t,7) = u(t,t — 7) for t > 7, we have:
Dyv(t,7) = Dyu(t,t — 7) + Dou(t,t — 1),
Dov(t,7) = — Dou(t,t — 7).
Then,
|Dyv(t, 7)|P + |Dov(t, 7)|P < (|Dyu(t,t — 7)| + | Dou(t,t — 7)| )P + | Dou(t,t — 7)|?
< (2771 4+ 1) (|Dyu(t, t — 7)|P + | Dault,t — 7)|P)
< 2P/2(2P71 4 1)|Vu(t, t — 7).
Using this estimation in (5.14]) and then making the change of variable y = ¢ — 7 in the inner

integral, we find:

1 t
I < Cra(p) 21 27/2(271 1 1) / / 1 (¢, 7)|Vult,t — TP dr dt
0 0

1t
= Cp(p) 2272 (2" + 1)/ / P4 (t,t —y)|Vult,y)|P dy di.
0 Jo

Hence,

1 1
I < O (p) 22-120/2 (271 4 1) / / w(t, y)[Vult, )P dy dt. (5.15)
0 0
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To estimate Iy, we first write:
11
_ / / wi (8, 7)ol £) — o(r, )P dr dt
0o Jt
1 T
= [ [ wienien — ool e dr
o Jo

and notice that, in general, Iy # I since w1 (t,7) # w1 (7, t) for s(-) not constant. However, similarly
as we obtained (5.15]), we identify the same bound for Is:

1 1
I < Cu(p) 221202201 4 1) / / w(t, y)|Vu(t, )P dy dt. (5.16)
0 0

Using (5.15) and (5.16) in (5.10]), we obtain:
At(u(-,0)) <Cp(p) 2" 2222~ + DIIVullf, ¢ -
hence,
Aru(-,0)) < Cr(p) 2222 + Dl o
In addition, we know by the Theorem [5.1] that:
- 0) 12, ) < (L P02 [l

where o is some arbitrary, but fixed, number in (0, 1).
Therefore, u(-,0) € WOP(Qq, 1w, w;) and

[Ju( - 7O)HW5(')vP(Q1,w,w1) < C(p, O')HUHWLP(C,w)v

where C(p,0) = (Cr(p) 2P 2°/2(2071 + 1) + (1 4 p)Po—20/P")1/p,
The operator trq, is the unique bounded linear extension of the map u +— u(-,0) to %1,5(0 ,W).
The proof when 7(C,w) is replaced by " *(C™,w) where 7 > 1 is identical. a

Remark 5.10 (Surjectivity of trace operator). Although the previous result represents an im-
provement on the Q-trace characterization for functions in %g)lgj(c,w), nothing can be said about

the surjectivity of the trace operator trq : %}f(c,w) — WOP(Qn,w, w1, ..., wy) for s(-) non-

constant.

Remark 5.11. If s(-) = s € (0,1) is constant, then it follows by Theorem that
_2(1-s)

W2(Qn, 0, w1, ..., wyN) < Wiy P(Qn). Hence, the trace result in Theorem [51] is again

in accordance to the classical case, see [1]], Theorem 2.8] (see also Remark[5.3). Moreover, if p = 2
and s € (0,1/2), we observe that

W8’2(QN,ZD,U)1,...,’LUN) — H, (5.17)

since H*(Qn) = H{(Qn) = H, so in this case we further partially recover the trace result in [7,
Lemma 2.2] given that %}f(c,yl—%) C H&L(C,yl_%).
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6. CASES WHERE THE POINCARE INEQUALITY HOLDS

We address now in this section cases and conditions on s(-) not constant that are sufficient for
the Poincaré inequality to hold true. Two results are given, one in the entire cylinder and one in
the truncated cylinder; see Theorem [6.1] and Theorem [6.3] respectively. From now on until the end

of the section, we assume that G, = Ggl) constant, see (Z.I)) in Example 21} and s(-) is given by

M
1=1

where s; € (0,1) fori=1,...,M and {Q; : i = 1,..., M} is a finite collection of non-empty open
subsets of 2 that satisfies Uf\il Q; = Q. In other words, we assume that s(-) is a step function in £
with range contained in the interval (0,1). Our first example is given by the next theorem which
basically states that the Poincaré inequality holds provided that all pieces €2; of the partition of §2
touch the boundary 0f).

Theorem 6.1. Assume that Gs = GS" constant and s(+) is given by (©1). If

|0Q; N 0Q| > 0, Vi=1,...,M, (6.2)
then there exists a positive constant Cp(p,Qq,...,Q) that satisfies
lullzrc.w) < Cr(P, Q5 -+, Q) IVUll Lo (€, (6.3)

for all u € %53’5’(6,10).

Proof. The proof is quite direct, thanks to the existence of a Poincaré inequality for functions in
C*(€);) that vanish on a subset of non-zero measure of 9€;: Let u € C°(Cq) N WHP(C,w) and
ie{l,...,M}. For every y > 0, the function u(-,y) belongs to C°°(€2;) and vanishes on a portion
with non-zero measure of 9€2;, by (6.2)). Then, by the Poincaré inequality, we have

/ (e, y)P dz < ¢; / Vou(e, y)P dz, (6.4)
Qi Qi

where ¢; is a positive constant that depends only on €2; and p, and V. u is the gradient of u with
respect to the first N coordinates. Multiplying (6.4) by y' 2%, then integrating for y € (0, 00), and
finally adding up for i = 1,..., M, we obtain

/c Yy 2@z, y)PdX < c /C y' O Ve, )P AX,

where ¢ = ¢1 + ... + cpr. Since |VyulP < [VulP in C and Gy is constant, we get
/w(x,y)\u(a:,y)]p dX < c/w(x,y)\Vu(a:,y)]p dX,
C C

for all u € CX(Cq) N WP(C,w). Now (6.3) follows by density. O

Next we prove that the truncated domain allows a much more amenable result than the one in
the complete cylinder C. In particular, we prove that (G.I)) is a sufficient condition for the Poincaré
inequality to hold; the result is given in next Theorem[6.3l The proof requires the following auxiliary
lemma, see [10, Theorem 5.2] for its proof.

Lemma 6.2 (CLASSICAL HARDY INEQUALITY). Lete > p—1 and let f be a differentiable function
almost everywhere in (0,00) that satisfies limy_, oo f(t) = 0. If

/ I ()P dt < oo,
0
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then . .
/ =PI f(O)F dt < Cu(p, 5)/ EIF@OFP dt < oo,

0 0
where C(p,e) =pP/(e —p + 1)P.

We are now in a position to present the final result in this section.

Theorem 6.3. Assume that Gy = G constant and s(+) is given by ([@I). For every T > 0 there
exists a positive constant Cp(7,p,Q1,...,Qn) that satisfies

||uHLP(C"',w) < CP(T7p7 Q... 7QM)HVU‘||LP(CT,U])7 (65)
for all u € c%%%’Lp(CT,w).

Proof. Let 7> 0 and u € C(CE) N WHP(CT,w). Initially, we write:

M
/C Y 2O (e, )P ax =31, (6.6)
=1

where

. / Y / fu(z, y)lP dz dy.
0 Q;

We denote by ¢ a positive constant that may depend only on p and the partition {Q; : i =
1,..., M}, whose numerical value may be different from one line to another.
Let 1 € {1,...,M}. We define

1

and observe that
I <c(Iin + ILia), (6.7)

where

Iy = / Y / (e, y) — @(y)P de dy,
0 Q;
j /0 g /Q @) da dy = ) /0 Y2 ()P dy.

For each fixed y € (0,7), the function u(-,y) belongs to C°°(€;). Thus, by the Poincaré-
Wirtinger’s inequality, we obtain:

[ ) - wwlds<c [ Vol d.
Qi Qi
From this, similarly as in the proof of Theorem [6.1] we find:
I §c/ / Y725 | Vu(z, y)|P dz dy. (6.8)
0 Jo,

Let ;¢ be the extension by zero of @ to [0,00). Notice that @, is differentiable almost every-
where in (0, c0) since u(z, -) € C*°([0,7]) for all z € €;, and, trivially, e, satisfies limy_ o0 Uegt(y) =
0. Also, observe that

00 T T
| p dy= [y e e [Tyt dy < o
0 0 0
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since 1+ p — 2s; > —1 and 4’ is bounded in [0, 7].
Then, by the classical Hardy inequality in Lemma with e = 1 4 p — 2s;, we have:

I = | /0 Y et ()P dy < | /0 VL@ ()P dy. (6.9)

We now observe that:

= Fld P —
[t dy =g [T | [ Drrate s

<mpfy ¥ ([, Pmlar)

where Dyqu is the partial derivative of u with respect to the (N + 1) coordinate. Then, by the
Holder’s inequality on the inner integral, we have:

00 ~ 1 T
| vt ay <o [ [ 9ete )l as ay
0 | Z| 0 Q;
With this estimation in (€.9]), we find:
Iis §c7'p/ / y' 72 Vu(z, y)|P de dy. (6.10)
0 JQ
Finally, using (6.8) and (6.10]) in (6.7]), we obtain:
I; < CTp/ / y' 2 Vu(r, )P dz dy,
0o Jo
and hence, by (6.6) and since G is constant, we have:
[P ax <er [ weplVu P 4,
T CcT

for all u € C°(CH) N WHP(CT, w). Then we obtain (6.5]) by density. O

dy

7. SECOND DEFINITION AND SOLUTION TO (—A)*0)y =h

We are now in a position to give a new definition for the operator (—A)S('), and to solve the
associated Poisson problem for right hand sides defined on 2. The arguments below are very similar
to those developed in Section [ but now we assume some extra conditions on the function s(-) and
the domain €2, which enable a better characterization of the domain of (—A)*¢). We present the
ideas for the semi-infinite cylinder C, but the same arguments are valid for a truncated one C7.

From now on, we assume that the functions s(-) and Gy satisfy hypotheses and
Further, we assume that the Poincaré inequality holds true, that is there exists C' > 0 such
that

lull2ew) < ClVullziew), — Yu € A1 (Cw).
For example, this is satisfied under the assumptions of Theorem (see Theorem for the case
of a truncated cylinder). In particular, this implies that

%Tf(ca w) = gol,f(ca "LU),

algebraically and topologically. We endow %’615 (C,w) with the norm |[v|| AP Cw) T Vvl 22 w)-

Under the hypotheses assumed, we have established in Theorem [5.1] an Q-trace operator

trg : jf (C w) = L*(Q,0), (7.1)
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and proved it is bounded, linear, and such that trg u = u(-,0) for all u € WLP(C,w) N C>(Cq).
Note that this operator is not, however, surjective. Subsequently, consider

“//01’2(6,11)) ={u e ,%’B%f(c,w) ttrou =0},
which is a closed subspace of %’6}’5(0,10). Hence, a space of abstract traces on €2 of functions in
%15 (C,w) can be defined as the quotient space
Y (Q,0) = 257 (Cw) [H (Cow).

Remark 7.1. Due to the absence of density results of the type “H = W7 for non-Muckenhoupt
weights, we are not in a position to assure that the spaces Z (Q,w) and ¥ (Q,w) are actually the
same.

Immediately from here, via the isomorphism theorems, we can argue that there is an isomorphism
0 Y (Qw) = trg ,%’fff((f, w). (7.2)

Moreover, one can simply consider ¢ to be given by [u] +— trg u. However, in order to identify
% (Q,w) with a subset of functions defined on 2, we need further information related with the

structure of the function space trg %’615 (C,w).
Analogously as in Section M, we define

TRq : H1 (Cow) = Z(Q,w), (7.3)

as TRqu := [u], and observe that TR is surjective by definition. In this setting we identify
the abstract Q-trace of u € ,%’f)lf(c,w) with the equivalence class [u] that contains u. The space
% (Q,w) is then endowed with the usual quotient norm

ITR ulla ) = el 2y 1= inf {0 = 2] 120y 7 2 € #o2(C, ).

As before, we have TRq folf(c,w) = % (Q,w). Note that #(Q,w) is a Hilbert space, given that

jﬁ]le (C,w) and %1’2(C ,w) are also Hilbert spaces.
Identically as in Theorem[4.1], we argue the existence of the weighted harmonic extension operator

S:TRQ%’&’E(C,w) %%ff(c,w), v S(v) = u.
where u is the solution to
minimize J(u) over %15 (C,w),
subject to TRou =,
for

e _ 1 2
J@y_ym@ﬁ&m_2lwwmdx

The well-posedness of the map S allows us to establish a definition for the fractional Laplacian
with spatially variable order.

Definition 7.2. Let % (Q,w)" be the dual space of % (Q,w). The operator
(=20 F(Q,w) — #(Qw),
is determined as follows: for v € % (Q,w), then (—A)*Ov € % (Q,w)" is defined by

(~ A, TRG g1 = /C wVS(v) - VipdX, W€ A, w).
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Since Proposition holds true with the usual changes, the operator is then well-defined and
Theorem 7] is also proven mutatis mutandis: For a h € # (2, w)’, the equation

(=A)»Cy=h inQ, (7.4)
admits a unique solution v € #(Q, w) that is given by v = TR u, where u solves
minimize J(u) over %’6}5 (C,w), (7.5)
for

1
j(u) = 5/%{) \Vu]de - <h, Trq u>gy/7g/.
c

Although this approach seems equivalent to the one in Section [l in this setting we have a more
detailed representation of the elements % (2, w). In fact, within this approach, there exists an
injection

I:%(Q,w) — L*(Q,d), u— I(Ju]) = trq u,
which is linear and bounded. Linearity follows directly, and boundedness follows given that for
arbitrary z € 7/01’2(& w),

H(Dllzz@.m) = ltre ullz2@.m) = ltra (u = 2)lz2@0) < Clu = 2llg2c w):
where we have used the linearity of tro and that trq z = 0, and then

I ([uDll L2 @,0) < Cyew(}%ic,m lu =2l g2 ) = Clllullz@,)-

In order to see that I is an injection, suppose that I([u]) = 0, then trqu = 0 so that u € “//01’2(& w),

and the class “//01’2 (C,w) is the zero element of % (2, w). This identification allows us to consider
I to be the identity, and identify the continuous embedding

Y (Q,w) — LX(Q,d).

For a schematic relationship between the trace operators trq , Trq, the isomorphism ¢ and the
embedding I, see Figure[l An amenable consequence of this identification is given in Theorem [7.4]
however in first place we address the reduction to case where s(-) = s € (0, 1), a constant, where

we obtain that H is recovered as the domain of (—A)?*.

t

=
¢

T

Y (Q,w) C I L*(Q, ), if [((H1){(H3)]
’ WO2(Quy, 1, wr, . .., wy), if [(EDHEA)

FiGURE 1. Diagram relating the operators trg , TR, the isomorphism ¢, and the
operator 1.
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Theorem 7.3. Let s(-) = s € (0,1) be constant and suppose that functions in ,%’B%f(c,w) satisfy
a Poincaré inequality, then

tro %}f(c,w) =H,
and therefore,

Y (Q,w) ~ H.

Proof. Given that s(-) = s € (0, 1) is constant, we have that G is constant, and hence %’615 (C,w) =
%15(C,y1_25). Additionally, by Remark [£.2] we have that trq %15(C,y1_23) C H. Then, there
is only left to prove that for each v € H there exists a sequence {u,} in C2°(Cq) N W12(C,y'72%)

convergent in the sense of Wh2(C,y172%) to a u € %}f(c,yl—%), and such that trqg u = v. We
divide the proof into four steps for the sake of clarity.

Step 1: Let v € H be arbitrary. Since H = H§(Q2) for s € (0,1/2) or s € (1/2,1), and H = H§,(2)
for s = 1/2, it follows that CZ°(Q2) is dense in H. Then, there exists a sequence {v;} in C°(Q)
such that

Vg — U in H,
as k — oo. We denote v = fozl bnn and v = Z bngpn to their spectral decomposition where
bk — b, as k — oo. Further, define u,uy : C — R by

= bupn(@)gn(y) and  up(z,y) anson
n=1

where each g, satisfies the Bessel equation:

1-2
gn + TSQZ — Akgn =0 in  (0,400),
gn(o) - 17
gn(+00) = 0.

Since the Poincaré inequality is valid for functions in W2(C,y'=2%), by the construction of the
proof in [7, Proposition 2.1], we have that u,u, € W12(C,y*~2%), and

“+00

/ / y' 7 |\ Vu(a,y) — Vug(a,y) dody = ens D (bn — 0525 = envsllv — vl
o Ja k=1
and thus
U — U in Wl’z(c,yl_2s)a (7.6)

as k — oo. Note that since v, has compact support, the support of uy, is uniformly away from 0r.C.
Step 2: For 7 > 1 and 0 < o < 1, we consider a smooth non-increasing function 7, : RT — [0,1]
such that:

n-(y)y=1 if 0<y<7-—o0, n-(y) =0 if y>r,

and notice that the function uy ,(z,y) := n-(y)ur(z,y) belongs to W12(C,y'=2%). By direct calcu-
lation we have that

s — Up in Wh2(C,y'=2), (7.7)

as 7 — 00.
Step 3: For 0 < e < 1 and 7/ > 7 + ¢, we consider the shifted cylinder

Cgl = {($7y - 6) : (m,y) € CT’})
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and the weighted space W12 (Cg/ p), where

1-2s : !
_ Y if O<y<7 —¢
p(‘ray) - { (_y)l—Zs if —e< y < 0.

Further, let 4y, € W12(CT ", p) defined by reflection as

N B upr(z,y) i O<y<7 —¢g
Uk‘,T($7y) - { ukﬂ_(x’ _y) lf _e < y S 0’

and note that p € Ay(CI'), i.e.,
1 1
sup (—/ de> <—/ p 1 dX> < 400,
seer \Bl /B |B| /B
for all squares B C C7 .

Let L, be the usual mollifier operator, i.e.,

L@ = [ e () s

where w : RNT! — [0, 4+00) belongs to C*°(R¥*1), suppw C B(0,1), and x4 w = 1. Since p €
A3(CI') and since €7 is bounded and with Lipschitz boundary, it follows that for f € W1H2(CT', p),

Lf—f in WY (D,y"™2),

for any D CC C7 " see [9]. Given that the support of uy, - is uniformly away from drC, and that
ug,» = 0if 7 <y, it follows that

Lyt — Uk r in Wb,y 7%, (7.8)
as 7 — o0o. Note in addition, that for sufficiently large r > 0, we have
Ly € C°(Ca) C A7 (Cy" ).

Step 4: In view of (Z6), (Z1), and (Z.8]), by appropriately selecting a sequence {(r;, ki, 7)}52,
we observe

Uj := Ly, g, 7, — in  WhH(C,y 72,
as ¢ — 00, so that u € %}f(c, y'~2%). In particular,
trq @ — v in L?(Q),
and v = trq u; the result is then proven. O

Next we can establish the well-posedness of the elliptic equation of interest.

Theorem 7.4. Assume that|(H1)| |(H2)|, and|(H3)|holds true, and functions in %{’Lz((}, w) satisfy
a Poincaré inequality. For every h € L?(,), the equation

admits a unique solution v € % (Q,w) C L*(Q,0).

Proof. The conclusion follows from the existence and uniqueness of solution to the same problem
with right hand side in %/ (Q, w) since we identify L?(Q2, @) ~ L?(Q,w), so that L*(Q, @) C % (Q, w)
by means of I’ : L?(Q, %) — % (Q,w)’. O
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The result above can be refined in terms of regularity if in addition we observe|(H4)| and consider
Q = @Qn. In this case, the injection I is given as

I: @(QN,QU) — WS(')Q(QN,’J},’wl, . ,wN),
leading to our last theorem, whose proof is obtained as for Theorem [7.4]

Theorem 7.5. In addition to the hypotheses of Theorem [7.4), consider @ = QN and assume that
(H4)| holds true. Then, for every

h e WS(')Q(QN, W, W, ... ,wN)’,
the equation (9) admits a unique solution
ve X (Qw) C WHQy, W, wi, ..., wy).

The problem in the truncated cylinder C7 is treated identically, and Theorem [7.4] and Theorem
still hold true under the obvious changes.

8. CONCLUSIONS AND OPEN QUESTIONS

This paper continues the program initiated in [2] and provides a rigorous definition of the vari-
able order fractional Laplacian. The proposed theoretical framework enables solutions to Poisson
equation on bounded Lipschitz domains 2. The techniques introduced in the paper are new and
none of the existing works applies to our setting. However, the existing setting, where s(-) is a
constant, can be recovered from our proofs as a special case.

The following are open questions and topics for future research:

e The study of —A*() as regularizer in optimization problem, i.e.,
min J(u) + yR(u) with R(u) = ((—A)*Ou, Wy,

and the optimal selection of s(-) in a bilevel framework.

e The extension to more general settings of the Poincaré inequality type result presented in
Section [6l

e The surjectivity of the new trace operator is still open (cf. Remark [5.10]).

e We have introduced Sobolev spaces with s(-)-dependent weights for the extension prob-
lem and s(-)-dependent differentiability for the space on ). New approaches need to be
established to prove additional regularity of solutions to (—A)s(')u = h in these Sobolev
spaces.

e Extensions to parabolic, semilinear and obstacle type problems are of interest.

e The authors in [2] proposed a numerical method for the truncated problem. But the numer-
ical analysis of this problem is completely open. Also, convergence of the truncated solution
to the full solution is of interest as well.

e Optimal control problems with variable order PDEs as constraints.
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