arXiv:2201.10876v1 [math.AP] 26 Jan 2022

ON LIMITS AT INFINITY OF WEIGHTED SOBOLEV FUNCTIONS

SYLVESTER ERIKSSON-BIQUE, PEKKA KOSKELA, AND KHANH NGUYEN

Dedicated to Professor Olli Martio on the occasion of his 80th birthday celebration

ABSTRACT. We study necessary and sufficient conditions for a Muckenhoupt weight w € Lll0 c (R?) that yield
almost sure existence of radial, and vertical, limits at infinity for Sobolev functions u € Wlt’cp (Rd, w) with a
p-integrable gradient |Vu| € LP(R?, w). The question is shown to subtly depend on the sense in which the
limit is taken.

First, we fully characterize the existence of radial limits. Second, we give essentially sharp sufficient
conditions for the existence of vertical limits. In the specific setting of product and radial weights, we give

if and only if statements. These generalize and give new proofs for results of Fefferman and Uspenskii.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. The starting point for this paper is the following result on radial limits by Uspenskii [Usp61].
If 1 <p<dandu:R?— R is a continuously differentiable function with a p-integrable gradient |Vu| €
LP(R%), then there exists a constant ¢ € R so that

(1.1) tlggo u(t) =c¢

for almost every ¢ in the unit sphere S?~!. The requirement that 1 < p < d is necessary as seen by considering
the function u(x) = loglog(2 + |z|?). This observation is credited to Timan [Tim75].

Let us say that a function v has a unique almost sure radial limit if there is a finite value ¢ so that
(1.1) holds for almost every & € S?~!. In more modern language, the statement above concerns precise
representatives of functions in the Sobolev space Wt (R4). This space consists of all locally p-integrable
functions u whose distributional gradient Vu satisfies Vu € LP(R?) (in the sense that d;u € LP(RY) for
each ¢ = 1,...,d). Uspenskil’s result then can be rephrased as saying that 1 < p < d if and only if every
ue Wwhr (R9) has a representative which has a unique almost sure radial limit.

Besides radial limits, also vertical limits have been considered. A function u : R¢ — R is said to have a
unique almost sure vertical limit if for almost every T € R?~! we have!

(1.2) tgrgo u(T,t) = c,
where ¢ is independent of T. For specific functions u (such as u(z,y) = %), the constants ¢ in (1.1)

and (1.2) may be different. However, when |Vu| € LP(R?) and 1 < p < d, they coincide. In (1.2), we could
also consider the limit |t| — oo, and assume that the limit almost surely equals ¢. Our discussion applies to
this setting with few modifications; see Remark 1.19.

Indeed, Kudryavtsev had asked, if a Sobolev function would have unique almost sure vertical limits.
Fefferman [Fef74] and Portnov [Por74] independently resolved this question and showed that under the same
assumptions as for Uspenskii, for 1 < p < d, as before, every u € W1>p(Rd) has a unique almost sure vertical
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limit. Further, the value of the almost sure vertical limit in (1.2) is the same as in the case of radial limits
(1.1).

The purpose of this paper is to study extensions of Uspenskii’s, Fefferman’s and Portnov’s results to
weighted Sobolev spaces; for unweighted generalizations see [UV05, Kud75]. Weighted Sobolev spaces,
especially with Muckenhoupt weights, have played a crucial role in PDEs and the study of variational
problems, starting from [FKS82]. They are still actively employed in these topics; see [Cav20, Pha20, Chu92].
Weighted function spaces have been further studied by many authors in regard to their intrinsic properties,
such as regularity and the existence of traces; see [Ryc01, TS20, BBS20, Tyul3, Tyuldb, Tyulda]. Further,
especially Muckenhoupt weighted Sobolev spaces arise in non-linear potential theory and in analysis on
metric spaces; see e.g. [BBK06, BB11, HKST15]. Indeed, the importance of Muckenhoupt weights can be
gleaned from the extensive literature on the topic.

The choice of Muckenhoupt weights is driven in part by their regularity properties, and the fact that they
have naturally appeared in various settings; see references above. Further, without some assumption on the
weight, we would end up with issues regarding the precise representatives of Sobolev functions, and lack
the required absolute continuity on generic lines; see for instance lemmas 2.6 and 2.8, which crucially use
the Muckenhoupt assumption. This regularity theory is developed significantly in [HKMO06]. The class of
Muckenhoupt weights w € A, is also natural to consider, since they guarantee a p-Poincaré inequality and
doubling; see equations (2.3) and (2.4) below.

Our paper studies limits of weighted Sobolev functions. Our first results give characterizations for
Muckenhoupt-weighted Sobolev functions to possess a unique almost sure radial limit. Then, motivated
by results of Fefferman and Portnov, we pursue the existence of vertical limits. First, we note that the
existence of vertical limits is more restrictive than having radial limits. This is a phenomenon that already
occurs with radial weights w(z) = |2|® as will be shown in Remark 1.3.

To obtain almost sure vertical limits, we will need to place a non-degeneracy assumption on the weight.
However, sufficient conditions prove more difficult and involve assumptions on regularity (integrability or a
special structure). While in some settings these sufficient conditions also become necessary, in general there
is a gap between them. Further, we provide examples to illustrate the partial sharpness of our conditions.

We take a small excursion to define notation. Throughout, we will only consider weights w € A,,, where
A, = A, (RY) is the class of Muckenhoupt weights on RY. We will study notions with respect to the weighted
Lebesgue measure p with dy = wdz. Also, we will denote the weighted measure of a set A C R? as w(A).

If w € Ay, then wTT € LL (R?) when p > 1 (or w™! € L (R?) when p = 1) and it follows from Hélder’s

loc

inequality that a function u € Lt (R?, w) also satisfies u € L}, .(R?).

We define WP(R% w) and Wi)’Cp(Rd,w) to consist of all Lebesgue representatives of functions u €
LY (R% w) so that |[Vu| € LP(RY,w) and |Vu| € LY (R% w), respectively. The Lebesgue representative
is defined? as @(z) = limsup, _, fB(LT) u(y) dy. Since this assumption is crucial for us, we highlight it here:

For w € A, each u € WSP(R? w) will be taken as its Lebesque representative: u(x) =
limsup,_,o JfB(z,r) u(y) dy.
For more details, see Subsection 2.2. See also [HK98, Section 4].

Before we start the detailed discussion on our results, we present an example to illustrate the main results.

Remark 1.3. A useful family of examples in R? to consider is the class of power weights w(x) = |z|* for
aeR.

2Tt will be crucial for us, that Lebesgue representatives are defined with respect to the Lebesgue measure - and not with
respect to the weighted measure wdzx.
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(1) If « < —d, then w is not locally integrable and du = wdz fails to give a locally finite Radon measure.
If o« € (—d,d(p—1)), then w € A,.

(2) If o € (—d, p — d], then the function u(z) = loglog(2 + |z|?) from above satisfies u € WP (R?, w)
but does not have radial and vertical limits.

(3) If & € (p — d,0), then Theorem 1.8 below gives the existence of a unique almost sure radial
limit. However, vertical limits may fail to exist. Towards this, let e4 = (0,...,0,1) be the
unit vector in the d’th coordinate direction. There exists a function u(z) € W'P(R? w) for
which the limit lim; o u(z + teq) exists for no z with |z| < 1/2. Indeed, the function u(zr) =
S max {1 — |z — 2%,4[,0} is such a function. The reason behind this is that when a < 0, the
masses of unit sized cubes degenerate as the cubes move towards infinity.

(4) Finally, if o € [0,d(p—1)), then both vertical and radial limits exist by Theorems 1.8 and 1.14 below.

Next, we will present the results of this paper in more detail, starting with the radial setting and then
proceeding to the vertical setting.

1.2. Radial limits. Our first theorem shows that the weak boundedness along a single ray, for all functions,
will imply that a unique almost sure radial limit exists. In fact, the statement is even slightly stronger.

Theorem 1.4. Let w € A,(R?) where 1 < p < oo and d > 2. Then the following two conditions are
equivalent:

(1) For every u € WP (R w), there exists a &€ € ST so that liminf, . [u(t)] < co.

(2) Every u € WP (R4 w) has a unique almost sure radial limit.

We highlight here the uniqueness of the radial limit. In principle, one could consider the condition that
the radial limit lim, o u(t€) = c¢ exists for a.e. € € S~ A priori, the limit c¢ could depend on the
direction £. However, it follows as a corollary to the theorem that, if the limits exist in this sense for every
function u € W1 (R4, w), then in fact the almost sure radial limit is independent of direction. The almost
sure radial limit can further be computed in many average ways.

Proposition 1.5. Under either assumption of Theorem 1.4, the unique almost sure radial limit ¢ satisfies
each of the following three conditions:

lim |u(r§)—c|d7—[d_l(§) =0

T—00 §d—1

lim ][ lim ][ |u(y) — c|dy =0
720 B0.)\B(0,t/2) w120/ B(z,||/2)

where 0 is the origin of RY and B(x,r) is the ball with radius r and center at x. Further, the claim that
for every u € Wl’p(Rd,w) there exists a constant d, so that any of these limits exists with d replacing c, is
equivalent with the conclusions of Theorem 1.4.

|u —c|ldx =0

Here fA fdv = ﬁ fA fdv for any given measure v, set A with v(A) > 0, and integrable function f on A.

The crucial tool to prove these theorems is a quantity measuring the p-capacity at infinity; see e.g.
[HKMO06] for the definition of capacity. Given a locally integrable function w with w(z) > 0 for almost every
x € RY, we define w*(A) = ([, wdaz)s when A has strictly positive Lebesgue measure and s € R. We set

(1.6) Rp(w) =Y (2)7Twi=(4;) if p> 1,
i€N

and

(1.7) Ri(w) = §2§(2iw_1(14i))

where A; := {z € R?: 2/ < |z| < 211} for i € N.
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The finiteness of the quantity R,(w), for A,-weights, actually characterizes when the family of curves
Ye 1 [1,00) — RY given by ~¢(t) = t£ has positive p-modulus, but neither this concept nor this result will be
directly needed in this paper. We refer the reader to [HKST15] for a discussion on modulus and to [KN] for
further results. This phenomenon underlies the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8. Let w € A,(R?) where 1 < p < oo and d > 2. Then the following two conditions are
equivalent:

(1) Rp(w) < 0.

(2) Every u € WHP(R?, w) has a unique almost sure radial limit.

Moreover, when either of these equivalent conditions is satisfied,

/ u(r€) — e|dH < [Vl oy 5090y and ]l () — cldx < [Vall oo 2o 2).0)
Sd-1 B(0,r)\B(0,r/2)

for each r > 0 and for every u € WP (RY, w).

The above theorems characterize the property of having unique almost sure radial limits. We refer the
interested readers to [KN] for a version of this theorem on Carnot groups. We next turn our discussion to
the case of weighted Sobolev spaces and vertical limits.

1.3. Vertical limits. The example in Remark 1.3 suggests that the existence of an almost sure vertical
limit is a stronger property than the existence of a radial limit. Indeed, this is the case by the following
argument. If radial limits fail to exist, then, by the proof of Theorem 1.4, there exists a function u with
lim| ;| o u(x) = 0o. Such a function fails to have any vertical limits.

However, even for radial weights w with R,(w) < co, Remark 1.3 together with Theorem 1.8 shows that
vertical limits may fail to exist. The issue is that whenever one is able to construct cubes (Q;);en marching
off to infinity with w(Q;) — 0, one can place “bumps” in them. Indeed, this yields a necessary condition for
having almost sure vertical limits.

Theorem 1.9. Let w € A,(R?) where 1 < p <d and d > 2. If every u € Wl’p(Rd, w) has a unique almost
sure vertical limit, then R,(w) < oo and for every cube Q@ C RI~1 it holds that inf.ey w(Q X [2,2 +1]) > 0.

A more technical necessary condition will be seen in condition (1) of Theorem 1.17. The necessity of this
condition is implied by Lemma 5.3 below.

Remark 1.10. We remark briefly on the case of p = 1. In this case Theorem 1.9 is an equivalence. If
infenyw(Q X [z,2 4 1]) > 0, then the fact that w € A; implies that there is a constant ¢ > 0 so that w > ¢
for a.e. z € 2Q) x [0,00). Let ¢¢g be a bounded 1-Lipschitz function that equals to 1 on @ x [—1,00) and
0 outside of 2Q x [~1,00). Then, ¢ou € WH1(R?) and Fefferman’s result implies that ¢gu has a unique
almost sure vertical limit. We also note that it is direct to verify that inf,enyw(Q X [z,z + 1]) > 0 implies
that R1(w) < co. For this reason, in what follows, we will focus on the case p > 1.

Our next theorem gives a characterization of the existence of limits of certain averages. The condition
is a slight strengthening of the one appearing in the previous theorem. Given a cube Q C RY, we refer to
its edge length by £(Q). For a sequence of cubes (Q;)icn, we define @Q; — 0o to mean that for every R > 0,
there exists an integer N € N so that for ¢ > N we have B(0, R) N Q; = 0.

Theorem 1.11. Let w € .Ap(Rd) where 1 < p < d and d > 2. The following two conditions are equivalent:
(1) We have

(1.12) é(iQr;fﬂw(Q) > 0.



ON LIMITS AT INFINITY OF WEIGHTED SOBOLEV FUNCTIONS 5

(2) For every u € Wl’p(Rd,w) there exists a unique constant ¢ so that for every sequence of cubes
Qi C R? with liminf; o £(Q;) > 0 and Q; — oo it holds that

lim udp = c.
11— 00 Q’L
Indeed, the proof of the theorem will show that ¢ coincides with the unique almost sure radial limit. Even

though we have a characterization for the existence of limits of rough averages, the existence of vertical limits
is more subtle. In order to move from the rough average limits in the above statement to vertical limits,
one needs additional assumptions. To begin, consider an additional exponent ¢ € [1,p], with w € A,. Note
that then A, C Ap, and this is thus potentially a stronger requirement. For certain ranges of ¢ and p, the
existence of certain rough averages is equivalent to the existence of vertical limits.

Theorem 1.13. Let w € A,(R?) where 1 < ¢ < p < 00 and d > 2. Suppose that inf,enyw(Q % [2,2+1]) >0
for every cube @ C R¥™1. If qd —d +1 < p < d, then the following two conditions are equivalent:
(1) For every u € WHP(RY, w) there exists a constant ¢ € R for which lim, o .en UQx[z,241] = € for
each cube Q C RI~1 of unit size.
(2) Bvery u € WHP (R, w) has a unique almost sure vertical limit.

We remark that, by Theorem 1.9, the assumption inf,eyw(Q X [z, 2+ 1]) > 0 is necessary for (2) to hold.
The main content here is that the existence of average limits, under weights of certain types, is equivalent
to the existence of pointwise limits. From the proof, it also follows that the unique almost sure vertical limit
of u is the constant ¢ from the first condition.

The conclusion of the theorem is also true when ¢ > 1 and p = gd — d + 1. Indeed, Muckenhoupt A,-
weights with ¢ > 1 satisfy a self-improvement property: for every w € A, there exists an € > 0 so that
w € Ay_e; see [Ste93, Chapter V]. Thus, the previous result fully characterizes the existence of almost sure
vertical limits when gd —d + 1 < p < d. However, once p < gd — d + 1, the question becomes more delicate:
we are only able to give sufficient conditions for the existence of almost sure vertical limits. These take the
form of either higher order integrability, or a special product structure for the measure.

Theorem 1.14. Let 1 < g < %}H where 1 <p < dandd>2. Ifw € Ay(R?) satisfies infyg)—1 w(Q) > 0,
then every u € whe (RY,w) has a unique almost surely vertical limit. Further, the vertical limit value equals
the almost sure radial limit.

The range of exponents ¢ in the statement is sharp in the class of all weights, but not necessarily for a
given weight or subclass of weights; see Example 4.7.

Remark 1.15. The assumptions of the previous theorems are related to each other by the following implica-

tions for w € A,. Firstly, when p < d

inf 0 R .
Z(g;ﬂw(@) >0= R,y(w) < o0

The proof of this is presented in the second paragraph of the proof of Theorem 1.11. This implication can

not be turned into an equivalence.
Secondly, condition (1) in Theorem 1.13 is equivalent to the condition that

sup Rp(wy) < o0,
t>0

where w; : R? — [0,00] is a translated weight defined by w;(%,s) = w(F,s — t). This claim follows from
Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4.

In the final part of this introduction, we discuss sharp results for weights with a special structure.
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1.4. Special classes of weights. First, we present a theorem for radial weights.

Theorem 1.16. Let w(x) = v(|x|) be a radial weight with w € A,(RY). Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

(1) inf,o [ o(s)ds > 0.
(2) Every u € WHP(R% w) has a unique almost sure vertical limit.

Radial Muckenhoupt weights have been characterized in [DMOS08]. Indeed, a radial weight w belongs to
A, (R?) if and only if vo(t) = v(t'/™) belongs to A, (R), where w(x) = v(|z|) for each € RY.

Finally, we give a sharp result for those weights w that have product structure: w(z,t) = wy(ZT)w2(t). To
state the theorem, we again need a translation invariant form of R,(w).

Theorem 1.17. Suppose that 1 < p < d. Let wy € A,(R¥71),wy € A,(R) and w(Z,y) = w1 (T)w2(y). Then
the following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) supq Rp(we) < oo.
(2) Every u € WHP(R?, w) has a unique almost sure vertical limit.

Remark 1.18. We note that, under these assumptions, w(%,y) € A,(R%). Indeed, this follows directly from
the definition (2.2) and (2.1) using Fubini’s theorem.

Remark 1.19. In the case of vertical limits, for simplicity, we chose in Definition 1.2 to only consider limits
when t — co. We could also consider the stronger property, that the limit exists also as ¢ — —oo, and that
the value is (almost surely) the same. We could call this the bi-infinite unique almost sure vertical limit.
Our theorems apply to this definition with few edits. Theorems 1.14 and 1.16 are symmetric with respect to
the transformation ¢ — —¢. In these theorems, the conditions about a vertical limit could be replaced with
a bi-infinite unique almost sure vertical limit. Note that the value of the vertical limit ¢ coincides with the
unique almost sure radial limit.

Other theorems are not quite symmetric with respect to the reflection of the t-axis, but they are easily
modified to be such. These are Theorems 1.9, 1.13 and 1.17. To obtain versions of them with bi-infinite limits
replacing vertical limits, we need to perform the following simple modifications. In the first two, we replace
N by Z. In the final statement, we substitute sup,cg Rp(w;) for the supremum over ¢ > 0. The modified
statements can be reduced to the original ones by using symmetry. As an example, consider Theorem 1.17. If
sup,cr Rp(we) < 0o, then both sup,. o Rp(w:) < 0o and sup, o Rp(w:) < 0o, and one can apply the original
statement to conclude the existence of a limit when t — oo and when t — —oo, which both coincide with the
radial limit. For the converse direction, note that if sup,cg Rp(w¢) = 0o, then either sup,., Rp(w:) = oo or
sup, o Rp(w;) = co. In this case, there exists a function u without a limit when ¢ — oo or when ¢t — —o0.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall notions of Sobolev spaces and their
properties. In Section 3, we discuss the case of radial limits and give proofs for Theorem 1.4, Proposition
1.5 and Theorem 1.8. In Section 4, we give counter-examples. In Section 5, we discuss the case of vertical
limits and give proofs for Theorems 1.9-1.11-1.13-1.14-1.16-1.17.

Acknowledgments: The first author was supported by the Academy of Finland grant # 345005. The sec-
ond author and third author were supported by the Academy of Finland grant # 323960. The first author
thanks the Mathematics department at University of Jyvéskyla for a wonderful stay during Fall 2020 and
early spring 2021, during which this research was started.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Metric and measure notions. Throughout this paper, we employ the following conventions. The
notation A < B(A 2 B) means that there is a constant C' only depending on the data such that A <
C-B(A>C-B), and A= B means that both A < B and A 2 B. Where necessary, we write A S, p.... B
when a bound for C' depends on a, b, ¢, . ...

We will consider only the d-dimensional Euclidean space R?, where d > 2, equipped with Euclidean
distance and (absolutely continuous) measures u given by du = wdz where w € LIOC(Rd) is non-negative.
Such a w will be called a weight. The norm of a vector v € R is denoted by |v|. Points in R? will either be
denoted by z € RY, or r{ € R? where r € [0,00) and ¢ € S¥1, or (7,t) € R? where T € R¥"! and t € R.
Under this notation, the direction corresponding to the last coordinate is called vertical.

The usual Lebesgue spaces with respect to the weight w are denoted by LP(R? w), for p € [1,00]. We
denote by L (R? w) and LY (R?) the spaces of locally p-integrable functions. Open balls with center zg
and radius r will be denoted B(zo,7). Given a set A C R? we denote its Lebesgue measure and its weighted
measure by |A| (where from context it is evident that A is not a vector in an Euclidean space) and w(A),
respectively. Further, when |A| > 0 and w(A) > 0, we denote

][fdaz |A|/fdx and  fa _][fu— (1A)/Afwdx

whenever the integral on the right-hand side is defined. Note that fa will only denote an average with
respect to the weight w.

We will consider exponents p € [1,00) and we assume w € A,(R?), where A,(R?) is the class of Mucken-
houpt weights. Recall that, given p € (1,00), a weight w belongs to A,(R%) if w > 0 a.e. and if there is a
constant C' > 1 so that for every ball B = B(zg, 1),

(2.1) <]{3w dx) <]{9 w_P_lldx)pl <C.

If p = 1, we write w € A;(R%) if w > 0 a.e. and if there is a constant C' > 1 so that for every ball
B = B(zp,r) and a.e. y € B

)

(2.2) ]{Bw dx < Cw(y).

The optimal constants C' in the statements are called the A,-constants of the weights w. The above conditions
will be referred to as the A,-conditions for the weights w.
We say that w is doubling if there is a constant cp > 1 such that

(2.3) w(B(x,2r)) < cpw(B(z,r))
for all balls B(z,r). A weight w supports a p-Poincaré inequality if there is a constant cp > 0 such that

1

P
(2.4) ][ U — Up(z,m|dp < cpr <][ |Vu|1’d,u>
B(z,r) B(z,r)

for all balls B(z,r) and for all locally integrable functions w with locally integrable distributional derivative
Vu.
By Section 15 in [HKMO6], we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let 1 < p < oo. Ifw € A,,(Rd), then w s doubling and supports a p-Poincaré inequality,
namely (2.3) and (2.4) hold for w with constants that only depend on p,d and the A,-constant of w.
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We refer interested readers to [HK95a, HK95b, BBS20, Bj601, BBKO06, Ste93] for discussions on Mucken-
houpt weights.

A curve v : I — R? is a continuous mapping from an interval I C R, where I can be open, closed or
infinite. A curve v : I — R? is said to be an infinite curve, if I = [0,00) and its length f,y ds is infinite. A
curve 7 is said to be locally rectifiable, if for every compact subset J C I the curve 7|, is rectifiable.

2.2. Sobolev spaces. Let 1 < p < co. We denote by Wl’p(Rd,w) the space of Lebesgue representatives

loc
of functions u € L (R?, w) with distributional derivative Vu € LY (R% w). If w = 1 we drop it from the

loc
notation. We remark that the Lebesgue representatives exist by the following simple lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose p € [l,00). If u € LY (R% w) with |Vu| € L} (R% w) and w € A,(R?), then

loc loc

u € LL (RY) and |Vu| € LY (RY). In particular, uw € W, ! (RY).

loc loc

Proof. Consider the case p > 1. For any g € L} (R% w) and any ball B = B(z,r) C R? we have from the

loc

definition in (2.1) and Holder’s inequality that

1

/ lgldx < (/ |g|pwdx)p (/ wplld:v> ’ <Cv (/ |g|pwd$>p (/ wdw) ’ |B|.
B B B B B

Applying this to all balls, and g = v and g = |Vu| gives the claim for p > 1. For p = 1, the estimate
follows similarly from the definition by using (2.2). O

Let W1?(R?, w) denote the space of (Lebesgue representatives of ) u € W,-7(R%, w) with |Vu| € LP(R%, w).
The reason for choosing the Lebesgue representative is that then our function is absolutely continuous on
almost every line. While this fact is not novel, in the literature it only follows rather indirectly. Towards
establishing absolute continuity in our setting, we introduce some further concepts.

The Hausdorff (s, R)-content of E C R? is defined by

H%(E) = inf {er :E C U B; and r; < R}
ieN ieN
where B; are balls with radius r;. The Hausdorff s-measure of E C R? is H*(E) := lim,_,o H:(E).

For u € L, (R?) we define the set of non-Lebesgue points
1

NL,={zr eR%: lim ——— u(y)dy does not exist }.
0 |B(Ia T)| B(z,r)

For u € Wl’p(Rd, w) the set N L, of non-Lebesgue points is quite small. Indeed, one has the following result.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose 1 < p < 00 and w € A,(R?). Let u € W'P(R? w), and let NL, be the set of
non-Lebesque points of u. Then H¥~'(NL,) =0.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, we have u € V[/li’l(Rd). The claim then follows from [EG15, Theorem 1 in 4.8 and

C

Theorem 3 in 4.5.1]. O

Lemma 2.8. Let 1 < p < oo and let w € A,(R%). If u € WP(R?, w), then for a.e. T € R, we have that
the function h : t — h(t) = u(T,t) is absolutely continuous and |h'|(t) < |Vul|(Z,t) for almost every t € R.

Further, for a.e. & € S=1 we have that h(t) = u(tf) : (0,00) — R is absolutely continuous with |h'|(t) <
[Vul|(t§) for a.e. t € (0,00).

Remark 2.9. For the bound |h'|(t) < |Vu|, we need to fix an a.e. representative of |Vu| for the claim.
However, this choice only alters the null set removed.
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Proof of Lemma 2.8. Since w € A,(R?), we have by Lemma 2.6 that u € Wlicl (R%). Now, the claim of
absolute continuity on horizontal lines follows from [EG15, Theorem 2 in 4.9.2]. We summarize the proof
for the readers convenience and to indicate the small modifications needed.

First, take any compactly supported radially symmetric smooth and non-negative function 1 : R —
[0,00), with [, ¢dz = 1. Consider the mollified functions defined by u, := ux (n?¥(zn)), where x denotes
the convolution. For any Lebesgue point z € R? we have u, (z) — u(z). This holds for H" l-a.e. z € RY.
Thus, for almost every T € R4 we get u,(Z,t) — u(7T,t) pointwise for all ¢ € R. Denote by d,, the
partial derivative in the d’th direction. Then 9, u, = (9,,u) * (n%y(zn)). Up to passing to a subsequence
and using Fubini’s theorem, we have that for almost every T € R?~! the functions a,(t) = 0u,un(T,1)
converge in L}(R) to a(t) = 9,,u(T,t). These claims together give that, for a.e. T € R471, the absolutely
continuous functions hy, (t) = u,(T,t) converge to an absolutely continuous function h(t) = u(Z,t) and that
K (t) = a(t) = 0z,u(Z, t) < |Vu|(T,t) for a.e. t.

The same proof applies for radial curves by replacing Fubini with polar coordinates, and the derivative

0z, with a radial derivative.
O

2.3. Maximal functions. The fractional maximal function of order a > 0 of a locally integrable function
f at x € R? is defined by
Mo rf(z):= sup ro‘][ |f|dp
0<r<R B(z,r)
where R € (0,00]. Then M := M » is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Let us recall the weak
Hardy-Littlewood inequality, see for instance [HKST15, Theorem 3.5.6].

Theorem 2.10. Let 1 < p < oco. Suppose that w € Ap(Rd). Then there is a constant C' > 0 only depending
on w such that for A >0,

w{e € R M) > M) < 5 [ 1@

for all f € LL (R, w).

loc

Let w € A,(R?). By [HKMO6, Section 15.5], there is a constant C' > 0 so that for all € R? and
0 <r < R we have

w(B(x,r)) r\Pd
(2.11) N R (E) .

By applying [HK98, Lemma 2.6] with this estimate, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. Let w € A,(R?) and 0 < a < pd. Suppose that f € L (R w) and let B be a bounded
measurable set with w(B) > 0. Then

_ Cdiam?®(B)w (B
HE*({w € B : Mo diam()f(z) > A}) < (/\ Ju” (B) /d |f (z)|w(z)dx
R
for A > 0. Here diam(B) is the diameter of B and C' depends only on p,d, «, and the constant in (2.11).

We briefly summarize a useful chaining argument. (See e.g. [HK95a, HK00] for an early and classical use
of this method.) Suppose that u € Wll’p(Rd, w), where w € A,(R?), and let B(z,r) be a ball. Then, for every

ocC .
Lebesgue point (with respect to u) y € B(z,r) of u, we have the following. For the balls B; := B(y,2' ')
we have

1 oo
’u(y) - m /B UdM’ < |uB - uBol + ; |uBi - uBi+1|'
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By applying the p-Poincaré inequality to each term and using the fact that Zi(21_ir)1_6 < Cr'=# with a
constant depending on § when 0 < 8 < 1 we conclude that there exists a constant C' depending only on the
dimension d, p and the choice of 8 so that
1 b -

(213) u(y) - —/ ’U/dﬂ < Crp(l B)Mpﬁ,diam(3)|vu|p(y)'

w(B) Jp
Consequently, this calculation together with the previous theorem gives the following standard estimate in
the unweighted case w = 1.

Lemma 2.14. Let s,p,q >
holds. If u € Wllq(Rd) =

H&({yEB:

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.4, Proposition 1.5 and Theorem 1.8.

be such that d — s < g < d. There exists a constant C so that the following
(z,7) CR? and A > 0 then

q+s—d q
u(y) — L/ ude| > A% ) <0t / |Vul?dz
1Bl /s Al 2B

3. RADIAL LIMITS

0
B

1

Lemma 3.1. Let w € A,(R?) where 1 < p < oo and d > 2. If R,(w) < oo, then for every u € W'P(R? w),
there exists a constant ¢ € R only depending on uw such that

tlim u(té) exists and equals to ¢ for H¥ '-a.e € € ST,
— 00

)1/(1*11)

Proof. Let A; := B(0,2'*") \ B(0,2"), i € N. We have f, wTFdr ~ (J[‘Ai wdz ~ (21)%11117117 (4;)

if p>1, and |\w*1||Loo(Ai) ~ (fAi wdaj) ~ (27)8w=1 (A;) because w € A,(R?). Tt follows that

/ 2] ™
R4\ B(0,1)

if p > 1, and

-1 iy RUd=1) 1 NP 1
—r wi- P( )dx ~ 2(2 Yo AL T (2)de & 2(2 )P Twi=r (4;) = Rp(w)

iEN Ai i€N

' =™ (@) || oo e\ B(0,1)) = Sup ]~ w ™" (@) oo (a,) = sup 2w (Ay) = Ra(w).

By the Holder inequality, we obtain from these estimates that

(32) L] 9ularant=€) < IVl oo o).y mx{Re) 5 R (w).

Our assumption that R,(w) < oo implies that the right-hand side is finite. Hence, by the Fubini theorem,
it follows that [ |Vu|(ré)dr < oo for H? '-a.e £ € S, Consequently, lim, o0 u(ré) exists for 4 1-a.e
¢ € S%1 because u is absolutely continuous for a.e radial curve by Lemma 2.8.

It suffices to show the uniqueness of lim; . u(t€) for Hi !-a.e £ € S¥~1. We argue by contradiction and
assume that two different limits are attained through two subsets of S~! of positive measure. By a simple
measure theoretic argument, adding a suitable constant to v and finally by multiplying ¢ by another suitable
constant, we may assume that there are subsets F and F of S*~! such that

HITHE) = 6, HI7H(F) = 6,
(3.3) u(r§) > 1 forallr >rpand £ € E,
u(r§) <0 forallr >rpand £ € F
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for some § > 0 and some 19 < oo. Let j € N with 2/ > ro. We define E; = {(r) : r € [27,2971) ¢ € E}
and Fj = {(r¢) : r € [27,2711), € € F}. Obviously, u|g, > 1 and u|p, < 0. We split our argument into two
cases depending on whether or not there are points x in E; and y in Fj so that neither [u(x) — up(y,2i-2)|
nor |u(y) — up(y,2i-2)| exceeds 1/5. If such points can be found, then 1 < |u(z) —u(y)| < 1/5+ |up(z,2i-2) —
Up(y,2i-2)| +1/5 and hence 2 < |up(y 2i-2) — Up(y2i-2)|. One can clearly find balls {B;}2, with radius 2772
and center in B(0,2771)\ B(0,27), with M only depending on d, such that By = B(x,2/=2), By = B(y,2772),
and B; N B;;1 contains a ball with radius 2772/100. By doubling and the p-Poincaré inequality, it follows
that

M 1
3 . P )
(3.4) 5 <|up(a,2i-2) = UB(y2-2)| S E 272 (][ |Vu|pdﬂ) S (][
i=1 Bi

B(0,2912)\B(0,27-1)

1
P

IVUIpdu>

The second alternative, by symmetry, is that for all points = in E; we have that 1/5 < [u(x) — up(y,2i-2)|-
Since almost every x is a Lebesgue point (with respect to ) of w by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem,
we have by (2.13) the estimate

1/5 < [u(x) — up(ea-2| S 2 2MLP | Vul (z).

0,2/-1
By Theorem 2.10 applied to the zero extension of |[VulP to the exterior of B(0,2772)\ B(0,2771), we obtain
that

w(E;) < C2jp/ |VulPdu.
B(0,27+t2)\B(0,27—1)
Combining this with (3.4) gives
min{w(E; ), w(F,)} < 277 / VulPdp.
B(0,27+t2)\B(0,27—1)
Analogously to the argument for (3.2), Holder’s inequality together with R,(w) < oo yields, for all j with
27 > rg, the estimates

9i+1 9it1

2de’1(E):// drdH*t < w/P(E;) and 2j7-Ld’1(F):// drdHet < wb/P(E).
E J2i E J2

j
Therefore, we obtain that
min{(HE ()P, (L (F))P} < / VulPdi — 0 as j — oo
B(0,20+2)\ B(0,20—1)

which contradicts (3.3). The claim follows. O

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumption of Lemma 3.1, the constant c satisfies both

/ lu(rg) — cld”= (&) < | Vullpo@a\B(0,r),w) and ][ [u(z) — eldz < |Vull Lo\ B(0,r/2) )
gd-1 B(0,r)\B(0,r/2)
for each v > 0 and for every u € WP (R, w).

Proof. Since u is absolutely continuous on almost every radial line by Lemma 2.8, inequality (3.2) yields
that, for each r > 0,

1

/ fu(ré) — cldH(¢) < / / IVl (r)drd M (€) < [Vl o e 50y R (0) 7
gd—1 sd—1 Jp
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if p > 1, and one obtains the same bound with R, (w) replacing Rp(w)% if p=1. It follows that for each
r >0,

1 s
u(z) — cldr < =145 u u(s€) — cldH?
]2(0-,7“)\3(0#/2) | ( ) | |B(O T‘) \B(O T‘/2)| </r/2 i ) T/§SE§T /Sd—l | ( 5) | (5)

S sup /Sd ) [u(s€) — c|dH* (&) S IVull Lo e\ B(0,r/2),0)-

r/2<s<r

The claim follows. O

By the doubling property of Muckenhoupt weights, the estimates from Lemma 3.5 yield the following
corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let 1 < p < oo and let w € A,(R?). If Ry(w) < oo, then for every u € WHP(RY, w) there
exists a constant ¢ such that

lim lu(ré) — ¢|dH (&) = lim lu(z) — c|dz = lim lu(y) — c|ldy =0
ro0 Jga-1 t=00 J B(0,6)\B(0,t/2) lel—=o0 ) B(a,|z|/2)
and
lim u(ré)dH 1 (€) = lim u(z)dr = lim u(y)dy = c.
00 Jga-1 t=90 J B(0,)\B(0,t/2) || =00 ) B(x,|x|/2)

Lemma 3.7. Let 1 < p < oo and let w € A,(R%). If R,(w) = oo, then there exists u € WHP(RY w) such
that lim|g| o u(x) = 00.
Proof. Let A; := B(0,2¢71)\ B(0,2%), i € N.

Since R,(w) = o0, depending on the value of p, there exists a sequence {aj}ren or {bg}tren with ai <
ap+1, bk < bpg1, limg_ oo ax = limg_, oo by = 00 such that

Ak+1
(3.8) S @)W (A;) > 28 ifp>1 and 2w l(Ay) > 2F ifp=1.
i=ay
Let
o) Ap41 N SR
(297 TwT7 (A b
gl(r) = <Z - xa;(x) | ifp>1,and gi(x 22 "Xy, (
o\ S @) e (A)) '
We define u(x) := inf f _gpds forz € R? where the infimum is taken over all rectifiable curves 7o , con-

necting the origin 0 and x. Then w is locally Lipschitz and |Vu| < g, almost everywhere with respect
to the Lebesgue measure and consequently also p-a.e. Let N be arbitrary. By a similar argument as in
[KN, Ngu22, KNW], we have that for all z € R? with |z| = N

k1 N T T (A k41 )
T S S ey VLT D> aff WA iy
70,w 2“k+1§Ni:ak Zi:;k(2z)pilwlip (Al) Yo =NA; 2ak+1<N1 ag 1 :rz 21 P lwl p(A)

if p > 1, and that u(z) = inf,, fmm gids =infy, | 3 on oy 270 fw,mAbk 52 Do <n 27720 2 N. Hence
lim| ;|00 u(2) = 00. It suffices to prove that g, € LP(R% w). Using (3.8), we have that

0o k41 %(Az) p oo 1 0o 1
/]R d‘u Z Z / ( U«k+1 u; - L ) d‘u = Z p—1 < ]; 2k(p—1)

k=11i=ag Z ak ﬁwtp(Ai) k=1 (Z?kzl(T)P Twi- P(A ))
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if p> 1, and that [, grdp = Y07, fAbk 27y =3, 27w (A, ) < 337 - Then g, € LP(R?, w). The
claim follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The implication (1) = (2) is given by Theorem 1.8 and Lemma 3.7. Furthermore,
the implication (2) = (1) is trivial. O

Proof of Proposition 1.5. The claim follows because the existence of each of these limits is equivalent to
Rp(w) < oo by Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.7. |

Proof of Theorem 1.8. The implication (1) = (2) is given by Lemma 3.1 and the implication (2) = (1) by
Lemma 3.7.
The last claim is given by Lemma 3.5. O
4. COUNTER-EXAMPLES

Our counter-examples will involve the construction of certain bump-functions. We will need the following
explicit A,-weights.

Example 4.1. Let q,p € [1,d) with ¢ < p. Further fiz « € [0,(d —1)(¢ — 1)), € [0,d — p) when ¢ > 1 and
leta=0,8€(0,d—1) forq=1. Set

min{|(z,t)| =%, 1} otherwise.
Then w € Ay(RY) and R,(w) < .

2—(o¢+6)i—11 = . 2i<t<2i+1 = <2i - N 0}:
w@t)_{ (L+[2]") if 28 <t<27j7] <26 e NU{O);

Proof. Since 0 < w(Z,t) < 1, we have that w € L] _(R?). Fix a ball B = B((y,s),r) C R% Since the
necessary computations in what follows are rather technical, we only sketch the main points and leave the
details to the reader. A simple case study gives

min(1,7~7) it > 9)/2;
1, (g, )P f r<|(m 2.5<1;
]lwdzzr < Sup ’LU(I,t) S min( 7_|(By78)| ) ! "= |(€7S)|/ 78__ ’
B (zt)EB |7, )| it r<|@9)/2,[7] >s,5>1;
@, ) Ps~ (gl +r)* if r<|@s)/2,7 <s,s>1

We continue by estimating

in the case 1 < p < d. Again, one applies a case study. We begin with some pointwise estimates for w T,
A: When |(Z,1)| < 1, we have w(Z,t) = w T 1 (T,t) = 1.
B: When |Z| <t and t € [2¢,27+!] for some i > 0, we use the bound w(Z,t) > 2|z|*t~#~.
C: When |Z| >t and ¢t > 2 or when ¢ € [0, 2], we use the bound w(Z,t) = min{|(7, )|, 1}.
We consider four different cases to estimate I, depending on the location of the center (7, s) and the radius
r of the ball B.

(1) If r» > |(y, s)|/2, then B((¥,s),r) C B((0,0),4r). To estimate I from above, it suffices to replace
B((7, s),r) with B((0,0), 4r). Divide the integration over B((0,0), 4r) to regions where A,B,C apply.
Observe that

/ [T|=1dr S rt T
{zeRd—1:r/2<|Z|<r}
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holds whenever « € [0, (d — 1)(¢ — 1)). Consequently, by Fubini’s theorem, whenever r > 0

—o —_a_ Bta
/ wa— (Z,t)de < rém T et
B(0,4r)

This bound together with the bounds from A,B,C can be used to conclude that I < max(1,7%).

(2) The case r < |(7,s)]/2 and s < 1: From the definition of w and the bound C one obtains
inf(z nepw(,t) 2 min{l, |(7, s)|7#}. Thus, I < max{1,]|(7,s)|?}.

(3) If r < [(9,5)|/2, |y| > s and s > 1: In this case one can use bounds B and C to show that
inf(f,t)eB ’LU(T, t) Z mln{|(ya S)|7ﬁa 1} Thus, I S |(ya S)|ﬁ'

(4) If r < |(7,s)|/2 and [g| < s and s > 1: Divide the integral [, w_qul(T, t)dzx to integrals over the
regions with 2% < ¢t < 2¥*1 for k € N, and possibly a portion with [t| < 1. For the first set use
estimate A and for the latter use C. Integrating, with a similar bound as in case (1), and adding the
obtained bounds again yields the estimate I < |(7, s)|°.

By combing the cases (1)—(4) with the estimate on the integral average of w from the beginning of our
proof we conclude that w € A,(R?). Towards Rp(w) < oo, let Ay = {(z,t) : 28 < |(Z,t)| < 28T1}. We have
that w(Ay) > 2*@=5) Hence

'Rp(w):z@k)p 1w1 ? Ak Z2pkpl2(ﬁp dl)k
keN
since f < d — p.
When p = 1, we must have @ = 0, and it is direct to establish the inequality in (2.2) by estimating the
minimimum of w in B. The estimate for R, follows directly by the restriction 8 € [0, d—1) and the definition
n (1.7). O

Using these weights we can find examples of weighted Sobolev functions, which lack vertical limits —
even in a rough and average sense. In what follows, cubes in R? will be written as Q = Q(z,4(Q)) =
Hle[:ti —0(Q)/2,7; + £(Q)/2], where £(Q) > 0 is the edge length of Q and x = (21,...,24) € R? is the
center of the cube. We will say the cube is centered at z. If Q@ = Q(x,£(Q)), then, for a > 0, a@Q = Q(x, al(Q))
is the cube with the same center and of edge length af(Q). If (Q;):en is a sequence of cubes, we say that Q;
go to infinity, or Q; — oo, if for any R > 0, there is a N € N so that Q; N B(0,R) = () for all i > N.

We introduce a bump-function associated to a cube Q. Let ¢ : R — R be a function given by ¢(x) =

min(1l, max(0,1 — 2|z|)). Given a cube @ = Q(z,4(Q)), define Yo(y) = H?:“/)((yi — 2;)/4(Q)), where
y=(y1,-..,y4) € RL Then tpq is 2d¢(Q)~-Lipschitz, ¢ (x) = 0 for ¢ Q and g (x) = 1 for x € %Q.

Example 4.2. Suppose that p € [1,00). There exists a weight w € A,(RY) with R,(w) < 0o and a function
u € WHP(R? w) and a sequence of cubes (Qi)ien with Q; — oo, iminf; o0 £(Q;) > 0, so that lim; e ug,
does not exist.
Indeed if w € A,(R?) is a weight for which there exists a sequence of cubes Q; with

(2) liminf; K(Qz) > 0,

(3) liminf; o w(Q;) =0,
then, there exists u € W1=p(Rd,w) so that lim; ,oc ug, does not exist. Further, if we have that Q; =
Q % [ni,n; + 1] for some increasing sequence (n;)ien, then lim;_,o u(Z, t) does not exist for any T € Q.

Proof. We first prove the second claim. Assume that a weight w € A, and cubes Q;, with ¢ € N, exist as in
the claim.
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Pick a 6 with 0 < § < liminf; , £(Q;). By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that w(Q;) < %27
that 2Q); are pairwise disjoint and that £(Q;) > 6 for all i € N. Set u(z) = >.7°, ¥q,,. Then u is 3¢-Lipschitz
and |Vu| S Zzoil %1Q2i'

Since w is doubling, we have liminf; , ug,, > 0, but lim; , uq,, ., = 0. Therefore, the limit does not
exist. If Q; = Q X [ng, n;+1], then w(Z,t) = 1 whenever T € Q and t € [ng;, no; + 1], and (T, t) = 0 whenever
T €@ and t € [n2;11,n2i+1 + 1]. Thus, the limit lim; o, u(T, t) does not exist for any T € Q.

Next, we show that there exists a weight w € A,(R?) and cubes Q;, with i € N, with properties (1) — (3).
This proves the first claim of the example. The existence is given by Example 4.1 with 8 > 0. For that
example, and any sequence (); — oo, we have lim;_, ., w(Q;) = 0. Hence, for any sequence of cubes of edge
lengths bounded away from zero that tends to infinity one can find a Sobolev function for which the averages
do not converge.

O

The previous examples justify the assumption inf,g)—; w(Q) > 0. This assumption together with
Rp(w) < oo and w € A,(R?) suffices for rough limits to exist; see Theorem 1.11. However, for vertical
limits, e.g. Theorem 1.14, we need further assumptions, as the following example indicates. The idea is to
place smaller jumps ¢, with diameters going to zero.

Before presenting the example, we need the following lemma which collects the crucial feature of our
construction.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that p € [1,00) and that w € L%OC(Rd) satisfies the following. There is a sequence of
cubes Q; with edge lengths £; = £(Q;) <1 so that
(1) d(Q:,Q;) :==inf{|lz —y|:x € Qi,y € Q;} > 1, for distinct i,j € N;
(2) For each x & | J;cy Qi, we have w(r) =1;
(3) For each i € N, the weight w; defined by w; = wlq, + lga\q, belongs to A,(R?), with Ay,-constant
C' (independent of ©).
Then w € A,(R9).
Proof. Recall that the Ap-conditions (2.1) and (2.2) involve estimates for balls B = B(z,r).

First, by Theorem 2.5, there exists a constant D so that for every ¢ € N the weight w; is D-doubling. If
Q; is a cube obtained from @; by reflecting it through one of its faces, then

(4.4) wi(Qi) S wi(Q) < 4.

By the A,-condition for each w;, we also have when p > 1 the estimate

1 2\
— 1-p <
(4.5) (IQZ-I /Qi w, > <1

When p = 1, we get w(y) = 1 for a.e. y € Q;. There are now two cases to consider in verifying the
A,-conditions for w.

(1) If BNQ; # 0 for at most one ¢ € N, then w|p = w;|p, and the A,-condition follows from that of w;.

(2) If BN Q; # 0 for more than one i € N, then by the separation condition r» > 271, Let I C N be the
set of those indices i for which BN Q; # (). Since £; < 1, we have Q; C 2(1 4+ \/d)B for each i € I.
Thus (4.4) and the properties of w give

1 1 1
|B| /g B Q\U;en @i Bl iel
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When p > 1, we argue similarly, using (4.5) instead of (4 4) to conclude that

wlf pdr < / ldx + — / w1 P < 1.
|B]| / [Bl Jap\U,o @0 [B] Z

i€l
The desired inequality follows. When p = 1, we have w(y) > 1 for y € @Q;, and w(y) > w;(y) = 1
when y € Q;. In either case, we obtain the Ay-conditions via (4.6).
a

In the following, notice that %}H < p whenever both p > 1 and d > 2 hold.

Example 4.7. For all ¢,p € (1,d) with %‘571 < q < p, there exists w € Ay (RY) which satisfies

inf w > 0,
sl (@)
which has Ry(w) < oo and which satisfies the following. There exists a function u € Wl’p(Rd, w) so that for
a.e. TE€ R the limit limy_, o u(T, t) fails to exist.

Proof. First, we construct a sequence of “small” cubes {Qi}ieN in R* with E(Ql) < 1/2, of pairwise distance
at least 2, with lim; o £(Q;) = 0, Q; — 00, and so that their projections cover a.e point of R4~! infinitely
often®. Then, we construct a weight w € A,(R?) with R,(w) < oo and

(4.8) Zw(mi)é(@)—” < 0.

The function u = Y-, wZQi will then serve as the desired counter-example.

m2

. Choose

Consider the Gaussian probability measure P on R?~! given by dP = rdx. Let 0, =

27 2nd—1
a random sequence {T; };ew 50 that each T; € R4~ is chosen independen(tly) and with distribution P. Define
#; = (T7,4i) € R%. A straightforward calculation using Borel-Cantelli shows that, almost surely, the cubes
Q; = Q(xz, ¢;) satisfy the property that a.e. Z € R9~! is covered by infinitely many of the projections onto
R of Q.
Next, let
. . -l
w(z) = min{1, ig& |l — 2;]“}

and fix @ € (p — 1,d(q — 1)), which is possible since % < ¢ — 1. Since for any z € R? the only terms
contributing to the infimum come from those Z; that are contained in B(z, 1), it is straightforward to show
that the latter infimum is actually a minimum.

First, that w € A,(R?) follows from Lemma 4.3 using the cubes Q; = Q(#;,1) since a € [0,d(q — 1)).
In this case, a fairly direct and classical calculation shows that w;(z) = min(1, |x — 2;|*) is an A,-weight
with constant independent of ¢ € N. The A,-conditions for w; can be verified via a case study involving
integration over polar coordinates.

Also, for Ay = {x € R?: 27% < |z| < 281} we have w(Ay) 2 289, Thus, the requirement R, (w) < oo
follows from the definition.

The condition

inf w >0
ot (Q)

3With some more work, one could also construct a sequence of cubes Q; so that every T would be covered by the projections
of @Q; for infinitely many ¢ € N.
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follows from the observation that each cube @ with ¢(Q) = 1, we have w > 8% for at least half of the
volume of @, since @ can intersect at most one ball B(#;,1/8). This ball can cover at most a half of the
volume, and outside it w > 8¢,

Finally, we verify (4.8):

(4.9) iw 20)0(Q:) 7" < ie( )t (Qi) 7P < i T <%
=1 i=1 7

since & +d —p > d — 1 holds whenever o > p — 1. ]

We close this section with an example of a product weight wp, and of a radial weight wg, for which radial
limits exist but no vertical limits exist.

Example 4.10. Suppose that p € [1,d). Let wp(x,y) = min(l,y~%), a € (0,min(1,d — p)), and wg(z) =
min(1, || ~%) with a € (0,d — p). Then, Ry(w) < oo for w € {wp,wr}, and there exists a u € WHP(R%, w)
so that for all T € R4 the limit limy_o0 u (T,t) fails to ewist.

Proof. The weights wp and wg are in A, (R?) for all @ € (0,1) and « € (0, d), respectively; see e.g. the proof
of [DIL*19, Theorem 1.1.]. Next, wp(Ax) ~ wr(Ay) ~ 28~ where A), = {x € R? : 2F < 2| < 2k +1],
Thus, by definition, whenever d — & > p, we have R, (w) < .

Choose B € (0,min(a/(d + p),1)). Let @; = Q((0,2%),2°%) for i > 2, and let u = > 2, ¥ag,. Then
Jga |VulPwde $ 3077, 28(d+p)ig—ai Gince every T € R?! belongs to all but finitely many of the projections
of Q;, we have that no vertical limit exists for u. g

5. VERTICAL LiMITS

In this section, we discuss the case for vertical limits. We will divide this into four parts: first rough
averages, then pointwise limits and finally the cases of product and radial weights.

5.1. Rough averages. Before embarking on the proof we record a conclusion regarding rough average
limits.

Lemma 5.1. Let C > 2 and p € [1,00). Let Q; = Q(x;,4;) be a sequence of cubes with Q; — oo and so that
Vdl; )2 < |zi| < O If Ry(w) < oo, then for all u € WP (R4 w) we have

lim up, = ¢
’L—)OO Q

where c is the unique almost sure radial limit of u.

Proof. There exist constants C7 > 0,Cs > 0 independent of i € N such that Q; C A; where A; := {z € RY :
C14; < |x| < C24;}. Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that

lug, —uq;| S C < |Vu|pdu) ‘—c b (/ |Vu|pd,u> "
w(A;)?

Here we use the uniform p-Poincaré inequality as in [HK00] for the John domains A;.

Note that R, (w) < 0o, A; C {z € R? : |2 > C14;} and lim;_,o0 £; = co. Then, lim;_,o0 i /w7 (A;) = 0 by
a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. This, together with the fact that |Vu| € LP?(R%, w), shows
that the right-hand side converges to 0 when i — co. That is, lim; oo |uz, — uq,| = 0. It thus suffices to
prove that lim; .., u i, =¢
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Fix next an € > 0. By Lemma 3.1, for a.e. £ € S¥~! we have lim, o, u(r¢) = c. Then, by Egorov, there
exists a set F' C S with H41(F) > w and an 4o so that for all i > iy and for all r € [¢;/2,2C¥¢;]
and all & € F' we have |u(ér) —¢| <.

Define a sequence of sets by E; = {r€ : r € [£;/2,2C¥;],¢ € F} and notice that E;, C A;, by construction.
Then, HY(E;) > 27'H4(A;). Since w € A,(R?), Holder’s inequality implies that there exists a constant
6 > 0 so that w(E;) > dw(A;) for all i € N with i > 49; see [Ste93, Chapter V] for details.

In particular, the p-Poincaré inequality implies that

lug, —ujz | Ss Cl <][ |Vu|pdlu> —c éf . </ |Vu|pd,u> "
’ Ai ’LU(Ai)E Ai

Again, we obtain that lim; o |ug, — UAJ = 0. However, |ug, — ¢| < € for all i > ip. Thus,

limsup [ug, —c| <e.
i—00

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the claim follows.
O

Remark 5.2. Let a € R, and define the translated weight w®(y) := w(y — a). The quantity R,(w) is
not translation invariant, and thus R,(w) may be different from R,(w®). However, these quantities are
comparable, since w is a doubling weight by Theorem 2.5. Indeed, let A; = {x € R?: 2! < |z| < 211} and
A¢ ={x eR?: 20 < |z —a| < 2"}, Let ig € N be chosen so that |a| < 2% and g > 1. Then, for each
i € N we have w(A¢) > ¢'SPw(B(0,21+1)) > ¢S w(A;). From this, and the definition of R, (w) we get a
constant C;, so that
Rp(w®) < CiyRp(w), for all a € B(0,2%).
For the following lemma, we introduce the notion of a half-space. Given ¢t > 0, define the half-space

H, ={(z,t) € R%: ¢t > 0}.

Lemma 5.3. Assume p € [1,00). Let w € A,(R?) with R,(w) < co. Suppose that u € W'P(R? w). Let
Q C R be a cube centred at T € R4™1. Givent > 0, set Q = Q x [t,t +£(Q)]. If p > 1, then

p—1

£ = el Zaey €Q) ( / |w|Pwdx) " (Ry(w®0)) 5
Q H,

where ¢ is the unique almost sure radial limit. When p = 1, the same bound holds with Ri(w) replacing
— —1
(Rp(w™1) 5.

Proof. Let Qo = Q and Q; = 2°Q x [t + 24(Q),t + 27714(Q)] for i > 1. Let Q1 = 2Q x [t, ¢ + 2£(Q)] and
let Q; = 2/Q x [t 4+ 207 1(Q), t + 27H14(Q)] for i > 1. By construction, Q;, Qiy1 C Qiy1 for all i € N and
Qi C H;. Also, Q; N Q; =0 when |i — j| > 3.

By the p-Poincaré inequality and doubling, we have

< U@ (fQ | IVUIpdu> <20(Q) <]{2 | IVUIpdu>

Recall that lim; oo ug, = ¢, by Lemma 5.1. Thus, summing the previous estimate over ¢ and using
Holder’s inequality gives

1
P P

|uQi+1 —uQ;
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ot < o= wauldnt 3 e, - el £ 35240 (f, 19ulwde)
Q@ Q i—1 i1 Qi
<UQ) (Z Qﬂw(éz)ﬂ> (Z/Q |Vu|pd,u> )
=1 =1 @

The case of p = 1 is similar, but uses the fact that sup,cy £(Q:)w(Q:) ™" < Ry (w@H).
O

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Suppose that every u € Wl*p(Rd,w) has a unique almost sure vertical limit. If
Rp(w) = oo, then Lemma 3.7 yields a function u € W'P(R% w) so that limy, e u(z) = co. This is
a contradiction, and thus R,(w) < co. Suppose that inf,cyw(Q X [z,z + 1]) = 0. Then there exists an
increasing sequence (n;);eny with n; — 0o so that lim; oo w(Q X [n;,n; +1]) = 0. Let Q; = Q X [n;,n; + 1].
Then, Example 4.2 applied to the cubes Q;, gives a function v € WP(R? w) so that lim;_,o u(T,t) does
not exist for any Z € Q. Consequently, we must have inf,cy w(Q X [z, 2 + 1]) > 0. O

Proof of Theorem 1.11. We begin by verifying that (2) implies (1.12). Suppose that (1.12) does not hold.
Then, there is a sequence @; — 0o so that lim; . w(Q;) = 0 but £(Q;) = 1. By passing to a subsequence,
we may assume that @; are pairwise disjoint and that ), wt/ () (Qi) <oo. Let u=73,y m%a

where ¢; is a 2-Lipschitz function with ¢;i[1,, = 1 and ti|ra\q, = 0. Then u € WhP(RY, w) € WHP(RY, w).
However, fQi udp > W — 00 as i — 0o, which contradicts (2).

Next, we assume that (1.12) holds. Let Q be a cube of edge length R > 1. By considering the maximal
collection of pairwise disjoint subcubes of edge length one of Q, we conclude from (1.12) that w(Q) = R®. Tt
especially follows that w({z € R?: 2¢ <|z| < 2¢+1}) > 2i4 and hence that R, (w) < oo since p < d.

Fix an R > 0 and a cube @ so that co > ¢(Q) > ¢ > 0 and Q@ N B(0,R) = ( for some constant §
independent of Q). Let Qg = Q. Form a sequence of cubes @Q,, recursively by defining (,,+1 to be the cube
centred at a corner v, of @),, which is furthest away of the origin, and with twice the edge length. This gives
a sequence @, with £(Q,) = 2"4(Q) and so that Q, N B(0,R) =0, Qo = Q and Qr C Q, for k < I. Let
u € WHP(RY, w).

Let Qn C @, be the orthant of Q,, whose center is furthest away of the origin. Denote the center by Ty, -
We have £(Q,) = £(Q,)/2 and there exists a constant C' = C(R, £(Q)) so that Lemma 5.1 is satisfied, that
is vVd/20(Q,) < lzg, | < CU(Qy) for all integers n > 0.

Notice that R,(w) < oo by Remark 1.15. Then, by Lemma 5.1 we get lim, o u5, = ¢, where ¢ is the
almost sure radial limit.

Then, we have from the p-Poincaré inequality that

1/p
2"0(Q)
g | < ) Vul? d
lug, —ug, | S W(Qnat)h (/W\B(O)RJ ulP (z)w(x) 3:)

" 1/p
g, — ug, | S —HD ( / |Vu|P<x>w<x>da:> .
W(Qny1)? R4\ B(0,R)

We have w(Qn+1) = (274(Q))¢. By recalling that p < d, we get from the first bound that lim,, o |ug, —
u@n| = 0. Therefore lim,,_,o ug, = c.

and
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Next, summing the second bound over n we get

1/p
Z U@, — UQuii| So (/ |Vu|p(:6)w(:v)d:v> < oo0.
R\ B(0,R)

neN

Thus, by a telescoping sum, we get

1/p
ug — el <Y Jug, — uqu.| Ss (/ IVUIp(x)w(x)d$> :
R4\ B(0,R)

neN
Now, if R — oo, the right-hand side converges to zero. Thus, if Q; — oo, for every R > 0, we can find a
N so that Q; N B(0,R) =0 for all i > N. This gives limg_, ug = ¢. The proof is complete.
O

5.2. Pointwise limits. First, we need an auxiliary result. This is a stronger form of the necessary condition
in Theorem 1.9.

Lemma 5.4. If w € A,(R?) and sup,. o R,(w;) = 0o, then there is a function u € WHP(R4 w) so that for
no T € B(0,1) C R does the limit limy_, o0 u(7T,t) exist.

Proof. If R,(w;) = oo for some ¢t > 0, then the claim follows from Lemma 3.7. Thus, assume that R, (w;) <
oo for each t > 0.
Let A;(t) := B(O(t),2771)\ B(O(t), 2%) be the translated annulus 4; = B(0,27"1)\ B(0, 2) for the center

O(t) = (0,t). Then, w(A4;) = w(A;(t)). We have

sup R, (w;) = sup Z(T)ﬁwﬁ(Az(t)) if p>1,and supRy(w;) = supsup (2'w™ ' (A;(t))) .

>0 >0 T >0 >0 ieN
Since Ry (w:) < oo for each t and sup,~ o Rp(w;) = oo, there is a sequence {tx}reny with tx41 >t + 1 such
that Rp(wy, ) > 2% Let Ly, := t}, — tp—1. By Theorem 2.3, w is doubling, and we can show that there exists
a constant C' > 0 so that w(A;(tr)) > Cw(Ai(tx—1)) when 2* > L; /4. By passing to a subsequence, we
can assume that R,(w;, ) > 2ClTlpRp(wtk71) when p > 1, or Rq(wy,) > 2C 1Ry (wy, ) for p = 1, for all
integers k > 2. Then,

Rp(wy,) ifp>1,
i€N,2i> L, /4

and

_— _ 1 .
sup 2"w 1(Ai(t)) <C 1R1(wtk71) < §R1(wtk) if p=
iEN,2i> L, /4

Therefore,

1€EN,21< Ly /4
) 1
sup 2w N (Ai(te)) > Ra(wy,) > 2871 ifp=1.
iEN,2i< Ly, /4 2

For p > 1, define annuli Ay by Ay := U,y 2ic Ly /4 Ai(ty). If p = 1, let iy be such that 2% < Lj and
2t~ (A, (tr)) > 281 In this case, set Aj, := A;, (t). Next, we proceed in a similar way as in the proof
of Lemma 3.7 and set



ON LIMITS AT INFINITY OF WEIGHTED SOBOLEV FUNCTIONS 21

207 Tw . »
gr(x) = Z (2) . (L( 2) XAi(tk)(I) if p>1, and gr(x) = 27" x4, () when p = 1.
N 2i< Ly /4 2ieN,2i <Ly /a(2) P T WP (Ay)

By passing to a subsequence, we can ensure that (t; —tg—1)/2 > tx—1 + 2Li_1 for all k& € N, which
guarantees that the sets Ay are disjoint, and that the point O = (0,¢; — 4L1) is not contained in any of the
balls B(t,2Ly), for k € N. Define g = 377, garq1. Then, [pogPdp < 3207, [pa 9hpy1dp < 00, since the
supports are disjoint. Define u(z) = inf, f,y gds where + is any rectifiable curve connecting O to . As in the
proof of Lemma 3.7, we have |Vuy(z)| < g(z) for p-a.e. x € R Since uy, < 1, we have up € WHP(R%, w).

Next, let O = (0,t). Any curve which connects B(Og, 1) to O must pass through the annulus 4. On
the other hand, if k is odd, there is a rectifiable curve connecting B(Oy, 1) to O which does not pass through
any A; for [ even. Thus

u=1 on B(Ot1,1),
u=0 on B(Osg,1).

Then limy o u(Z,t) does not exist when & € B(0,1) and u € WP (R%, w). O

Proof of Theorem 1.13. First, we prove that (1) = (2). Let Q@ C R%~! be a cube of unit size. It suffices to
show that

(5.5) t—»oo,(i,t%ie%x[n,n-l-l] [w(Z,t) — uQx[nnt1 =0 for H¥ laez € Q.

Let B, = {(7,1) € @ x [n,n + 1] : [u(Z,t) — uQx[n,nt1]| > an} where {a, }nen satisfies

1
an >0, lim a,=0, —/ [Vu|Pdp < oo.
" n—oo,neN " % (lz Qx[n,n+1]

Here the sequence {a, }nen with above properties exists see for instance [KN, Lemma 3.3]. For every = € E,,
< MY | VulP(z) for any

~ p—a,diam(
0 < a < p < qd by the p-Poincaré inequality. Let LFE, be a set of all Lebesgue points (with respect to u)
in E,. Notice that inf,enyw(Q X [n,n + 1]) > 0. By Theorem 2.12 applied to the zero extension of |[Vu| to

Q@ X [n,n + 1], we obtain that

which is a Lebesgue point (with respect to ) of u, we have that a,

p—a,diam

1
HEPHO(LE,) S HE (o € @ x o +1) M, @ 2D S g [ vuran
n X[n,n+

Let A* is the projection of A C R? into R4, Hence HI4PT*(LE) = 0 where LE = (,,cyy Upsp (LER)*
and so H99~P+*(LE) = 0. Notice that there is 0 < o < p such that gd—p+a < d—1 because qd— (d—1) < p
It follows that H4~}(LE) = 0.

By [HK98, Theorem 4.4], we have H4~P+*(NL,(u)) = 0, where NL, (u) is the set of non-Lebesgue points
of u with respect to the weighted measure p. Since gd — (d — 1) < p, H*"H(U,,er En \ LE,) = 0. Therefore,
H(Nnen Unsjm| En) = 0, and hence (5.5) follows.

Next, we show that (2) = (1). Assume that every u € W'?(R% w) has a unique almost sure vertical

limit. Then, by Lemma 5.4, we obtain sup,- o R,(w;) < co. Fix a cube Q@ C R?~! centered at T and consider
Q(t) = Q x [t + ¢(Q)]. Then, by Lemma 5.3, we have

= chi Sy 6@ ([ 19apan) " Ry
Q1) H,
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if p > 1 and the same bounds holds with R;(w) replacing (Rp(w(f*t))% if p = 1, where ¢ is the almost
sure radial limit. We have w®?! = wﬁ’o). Thus Remark 5.2 together with sup,.qR,(w:) < oo gives

SUp;~ Rp(w(i’t)) < 00. Thus, sending ¢ — oo, we get limy_, o uQ() = ¢, as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Consider an arbitrary point a € R%. By infyg)—; w(Q) > 0, p < d and the argument
in the second paragraph of the proof of Theorem 1.11, we obtain R,(w*) < C < oo, with the bound
independent of a.

Let Q € R% ! be a cube. Let Q(T) = Q x [T, T+/(Q)] where T > 0. It then follows from Lemma 5.3, that
lim7 00 ug(ry = ¢, where c is the almost sure radial limit. It suffices to show that lim; o [u(Z, 1) —Q(n)| =0
for Hi"1-a.e T € Q where (7,t) € Q(n), n € N.

Let t = q%. We have by the definition of A,(R?) that there is a constant L so that

1
1/t
][ wdx <][ w_tdx> < L.
Q(T) Q(T)

Since infy(gy—1 w(Q) > 0, and since w is a doubling weight by Theorem 2.5, we get that infrer w(Q(T')) < oo.
Thus, by combining the previous two claims, there is a constant M so that for all T' > 0 we have

/ wldx < M.
Q(T)

Since x — % is increasing we have from ¢ < pf that 1—+tp > d_;‘la_pp. Thus, we can choose p’ < p
and € > 0 so that 5= 1p+p <l+e<yp < 1L+tp' A direct calculation shows s := %dizie > %d_‘i Lp =
p’—dfdlpﬂ > 1.

Notice that p’ > 1+ ¢ and p > p’. Let 7 = t(p — p’)/p’ > 1 and let 7* be the Holder conjugate of 7,
1/7 4+ 1/7* = 1. Using Holder’s inequality together with s > 1 we get

(p—p')(d—1)

Z (/ |Vul? da:) Z </ |Vu|pwd:17> </ i wﬁd:r>
Q(nk(Q)) Qne(Q)) Q(nl(Q))

n=1 —

S
(p=p")d=1) (—p')(d-1)
<M 2op] |Q(n)] fp ey <Z/ |Vu|pwdx>
Q(ne(Q

( |Vu|pwd:v> < 0.
Qx[1,00)

We define the sets I, s = {(Z,t) € Q(n) : [u(T,t) —ugm)| > d}. From the definition of Hausdorff content,

we have the elementary bound HETH(F, 5/2) < HITTE(F, 5/2) Tt This, combined with Lemma 2.14
yields

d—1

HE (Frsy2) < HET(F, 5/2) T 7170

d—1
d—T1te
Q(n)
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Let F}; 5 be the projection of F, s into R41. Then

d—1
00 o) ) =1
() o < S M Ery) £ 5 ( [ |vu|p’dx> e
n=M M n=M \YQnl(Q))

Thus, 72 (Na7—n Une s Fys)=0.
O

5.3. Product weights. In the final part of the paper, we discuss the radial and product weight settings,
where we can give necessary and sufficient conditions.
Let 1 < p < d. For the following proof, we recall that for v € LP(R?) the function

Mo(z) = sup][ |v(z)|dx
r>0J B(z,r)

is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of v at 2 € R%. When w € A,(R?), we have that M : LP(R%, w) —
LP(RY w) is bounded, [Ste93, Chapter V]. Further, we need a pointwise version of the Poincaré inequality:

There exists a constant C so that for almost all z,y € R? and for all u € VVIEC1 (R%) we have

(5.6) u(e) —u(y)] < Cd(z,y)(M|Vu|(z) + M|Vul(y))-

Proof of Theorem 1.17. First, we assume that sup,.R,(w,) < 0o, where w,(Z,t) = w(Z, ¢ —r), and estab-
lish the existence of vertical limits. From Lemma 5.3, since sup, o Rp(w,) < 0o, we have that the unique al-
most sure radial limit ¢ exists, and for any QQ C R? and any t — 0o we have lim;_, o fo[t Q)] |lu—c|du = 0.

Fix € > 0 and a cube @ C R%L. Since w € A,(RY), M|Vu| € LP(R?, w). Clearly, for a.e. T € Q we have
w1 (T) < oo. Thus, for almost every T € @ there exists a positive constant T € (0, 00) so that

(5.7) / Vul? + (M|Vul(F, 1) wdt < e.
ST

Notice that M|Vu| > |Vu| almost everywhere. Since wy € A,(R) we get using Holder’s inequality, for almost
every T € () and each t > T, that
t+1 t+1 1
5.8 Vul|(Z, s)ds < M|Vul|(Z, s)ds < — €r.
6 [ @i < [ MITu@ s € s
Let Q, = @Q X [n,n + 1] for n € N. By the first paragraph, we have lim,, fQ |lu — ¢|ldu = 0. By
sup,o Rp(w,) < oo, and the definition of R,(w), we have that inf,~ow(B((0,7),2)) = 1. We also get
infe w(Qr) = w1(Q) infpeny wa([n, n + 1]) > 0. Thus, inf, ey w2 ([n,n + 1]) > 0.
Thus, by doubling from Theorem 2.5, we have that inf,eyw(Q,) > 0. Also:

lu — cldp
fo I cldn
€

S

w(@nN{lu—c[=€}) < (@n).

Now, for any ¢ € (0,1/2), there is an Nj ¢ so that if n > Nj o we have w(Q, N{|u—c| > €}) < dw(Qn) <
w(Qy). Thus, w(Qu N{|lu—¢c| < €}) > (1 —§Hw(Qy) > sw(Qn). Since infrenw(Qy) > 0, and since Q,
have disjoint interiors, we get lim,_, oo an M|VulPdp = 0. In particular, there is an index N so that for
n > N, we have an M|Vu|Pdu < e. Thus, by the Markov inequality, for n > max(N, Ns ), there must
exist a point y, € Qn, N {|u — ¢| < €} so that

(5.9) M|Vu|(yn) < 2P and |u(y,) —c| <e.
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By equation (5.8) for almost every T, if n > max{T%}, then there is a value t,, z € [n,n + 1] with

1

€EP

5.10 M|Vu|(T, tyz) < —— .

(5.10) V@) €

Consider such a T and let t > max{T%, N5, N}. Choose n > max{N,Nsq} so that n <t < n+ 1.
Combining the bounds (5.9), (5.10) and (5.6), we have

(5.11)
[u(yn) = (T, tn )| S Diam (Qn)(M|Vul(yn) + M|Vu|(T, tn5)) S ( Diam (Q)+1)(e7 /(w1 (T)wa(Q)) +2¢)).

By Lemma 2.8 the function ¢ — u(Z, t) is absolutely continuous for almost every T and

e 1 ,

(5.12) [w(Z, thz) — u(T, t)] < / |Vu|(Z, s)ds < w1 @ walmn & 1])65.

By combining estimates (5.9), (5.12) and (5.11) with the triangle inequality, we obtain

Diam (Q) + 2
w (T)wa([n,n + 1))

(1) —c| < v + ( Diam (Q) + 2 )e.

Since inf,enywa([n,n + 1]) > 0 and since € > 0 was arbitrary the existence of vertical limits almost
everywhere follows.

Finally, the proof for the converse direction follows from Lemma 5.4. By this result, if sup,. o Rp(w,) = oo,

there exists a u € WHP(R? w) which does not have any vertical limits in a set of positive measure.
O

5.4. Radial weights.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. First, the implication (2) = (1) is shown by the following argument which uses
contrapositive and Example 4.2. Indeed, if inf,~ f:“ v(s)ds = 0, then we can find a sequence of r;, so that
lim; o0 ij—H v(s)ds = 0 and 7; — co. Consider the cube @ = Q(0,1) C R¢~1. Then, by doubling, we can

show thatjlimjﬁoo w(Q % [rj,7; +1]) = 0. Now, example 4.2 furnishes a function u without vertical limits
for any T € Q.
Next, we turn to establish (1) = (2). This proof is nearly the same as that of Theorem 1.17. Similarly
to that argument, fix an € > 0 and a cube Q C R%!. We indicate the few differences from this proof.
First, the assumption inf,~¢ f:“ v(s)ds > 0 implies infyq)—1 w(Q) > 1 and so sup;.o Rp(ws) < co. With

this addition, the first paragraph of the proof in Theorem 1.17 applies, and lim;_, o fo[t +0(Q)] |u—c|du = 0.

By the boundedness of the maximal operator for Muckenhoupt weights, we have M|Vu| € LP(RY, w).
Therefore, for almost every T € ) there exists a T3 > 0 so that

(5.13) /M IVul? + (M|Vu|(Z, b)) w(F, t)dt < e.

This bound replaces (5.7) in the proof of Theorem 1.17.
The function vy(t) = v(t}/?) satisfies vy € A,(R) by [DMOS08] and w(Z,t) = wa |i|2—|—t2d). Let

t > max{Ts, |Z|}, and let s1 = +/|%|? T 2% and s2 = |T]?P+ (t+1)2d. Since vy € A,(R), there is a

constant C' so that
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1 e 1 e = _ o
. E— — P <C.
(5.14) g / va(s)ds (82 . / Vg (s)ds) <

S1 S1

d .
By a change of variables, t — +/|Z]2 + 2, we get fssf vo(s)ds > td-1 f:“ w(ZT, s)ds and fssf vy 7 (s)ds 2

=1 f:“ w(T, s)T7ds. We also have s — s; < t2~1. Thus, by changing the constant C, we get

t+1 t+1 ) i1
(5.15) / w(Z, $)ds (/ w(T, s)ﬁd8> <C.
t t

By another change of variables and the assumption, we get a constant 6 = 6(Z) > 0 so that [, i

. w(T, t)dt >0

for all ¢ > 1. Combining this with (5.15) gives (f:“ w(Z, s)ﬁds) """ < Cy for some constant Cz and all £ >
max{T%,|Z|,1}. This, together with Holder’s inequality and estimate (5.13) yields for all ¢ > max{1, |Z|, Tz}
that

t+1 t+1 )
(5.16) / [Vu|(Z, s)ds < M|Vu|(ZT, s)ds < Cgze?r.
t t

With Cz replacing m, and with the additional restriction that ¢ > max{1,|Z|} the rest of the
proof of Theorem 1.17 applies without further changes. g
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