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Abstract. In this paper we prove density results for the domains of energy forms
defined on a scale irregular fractal surface S€), as well as on the corresponding three-
dimensional bounded cylindrical domain Q€), whose lateral boundary is S().

Keywords. Scale irregular fractal surfaces, density results, trace theorems, energy

forms
Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary 28A80, 46E35, secondary
31C25

1. Introduction

It is well known that industrial processes and natural phenomena take place
across irregular media, fractals turn out to be good tools to model these irregular
geometries.

Fractal curves are very often used in modeling physical phenomena (see
e.g. [21,22]) and there is a huge literature on this topic. Classical fractal curves
such as the Sierpinski gasket, the Koch curve and the snowflake are nice self
similar sets and energy forms on these sets can be obtained as limits of suitable
approximating energies by exploiting the self-similarity of the underlying set
(see e.g. [5]). On scale irregular (non self-similar) sets, known as fractal mixture
sets, energy forms can be defined too (see [2,18]).

Recently there has been a recent increasing interest towards applications
involving fractal surfaces. To our knowledge the first examples of energies on
fractal surfaces can be found in [8-12,19], where the fractal surface is obtained
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by the Cartesian product of a fractal set and a one dimensional interval; suitable
Dirichlet energy forms are built taking into account the underlying geometry.
From the point of view of PDEs’ applications, in all those problems in which
the fractal set has both a static and a dynamical role, that is on one side is the
boundary of an Euclidean domain and on the other side supports the notion of
a Laplacian, as e.g. in transmission problems ([8]), or in Venttsel problems (see
e.g. [13]), it is a crucial point to be able to investigate the smoothness properties
of the functions in the corresponding energy spaces. In the two-dimensional case
one can prove a complete characterization of the energy space on the fractal
curve in terms of Lipschitz spaces, which in turn are subsets of Holder continuous
functions on the fractal set (see [4, Theorem 4.6], [14, Theorem 3.1| for the case
of Koch curve and [6, Theorem 1] for the case of Sierpinski gasket). In the
three-dimensional case, as far as we know, this characterization does not hold.
Therefore it is of the utmost importance to approximate the functions in the
energy form domains by ”smooth” functions. These smoothness properties play
a key role in studying the convergence of suitable approximating energy forms
to the limit “fractal” one (see e.g. [13] for the two-dimensional case).

In this paper we consider a cylindrical-type fractal mixture surface S =
F© x I, which is obtained by the Cartesian product of a snowflake-type mix-
ture F© and the unit interval [0,1]. We define on S an energy form FEg
with domain D(S©)) (see (4.2)).

We denote by Q) the three-dimensional open bounded cylindrical set whose
lateral boundary is S©. On Q©® we introduce the Dirichlet form

Bl = [ 1DuPdCa+ Esclulsio] + [ _blulsa Pds
oG] S©

defined on the space
V(QW,5%) = {ue H'(QY),uls0 € D(S)}

where L3 is the three-dimensional Lebesgue measure, Eq) is the Dirichlet form
defined on S© (see Section 4), b is a continuous and strictly positive function
defined on S©, g is the Hausdorff measure on S€ (see Section 2) and u/g) is
the trace to S to be properly defined (see Section 3).

Our aim is to state density results for the energy spaces D(S®)) and
V(Q®, 5©). In Theorem 5.3 we prove that the space D(S¢)) has a core, that
is a subset dense in D(S), with respect to the D(S®) norm; this in turn it
is a crucial tool together with Proposition 5.5, where we prove an extension
result for functions in D(S®)), by using the Whitney decomposition. Finally,
in Theorem 5.4, we prove that there exists a subset of smooth functions dense
in V(Q®,S9).

The plan of the paper is the following: in Section 2 we introduce the Koch
mixture F©, the surface S© and the related measures; in Section 3 we in-
troduce the main relevant functional spaces and we state the trace theorem
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(Theorem 3.5); in Section 4 we introduce the energy form FEfu| and its main
properties; in Section 5 we state and prove the main density results.

2. Fractal mixtures

In this section we recall the definition of scale irregular Koch curves (Koch
mixtures), following the construction described in [18].
Let A={1,2}: for a€ A, we consider 2<1, < 4, and for each a € A we set

R

the family of contractive similitudes %(a) :C—C,1=1,...,4, with contraction
factor I;!

a z a z i 1
w§)(2):l—, 1/15)(3)2769(1(1)4‘[_7
@y~ 2o L, 1 1 @y = 2=y

P3"” (2) AR R it vy (2) T

where

0(l,) = arcsin (M) :

Let 2 = AY; we call £ € = an environment. We define a left shift § on =
such that if £ = (£1,&,...), then 8& = (&,&;,...). For O C R?, we set

4
@ (0) = J¥i”(0) and @F(0) = 2€)(0)o...0 W (0).

i=1

We consider the line segment of unit length K with endpoints B = (0,0) and
C = (1,0). We set, for each h € N, K©O* = d&(K): KO is the h-th
prefractal curve.

The fractal K€ associated with the environment sequence ¢ is defined by

K© — U (I)Ef)(r)
h=1

where I' = {B,C}. These fractals don’t have any exact self-similarity, but
K© ¢ € = satisfies

K© — o) (K(SO).
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/\WA

Figure 1: Prefractal mixture curve: {; = 3, [y = 2.5

For £ € Z, we set i|h = (i1, 192, ...,4,) and Yy, = z/zl(fl) 0..o0 @Zzgfh) and for any

O C R?, ¢n(0) = ©" There exists a unique Radon measure p¢) on K€ such
that (see [2, Section 2])

h 1
M(E)(l/)uh(K(s 5))) =

The fractal set K and the measure &) depend on the structural constants
of the families and the asymptotic frequency of the occurrence of each family.
We denote by c((f)(h) the frequency of the occurrence of a in the finite sequence

Elp, h > 1:
1
(3] i _
e (h) =+ ;1&,1, a=1,2
Let p, be a probability distribution on A and suppose that £ satisfies

C(g)(h’> — Pa; h — 00,

a

where 0 < p, <1, p; + pp = 1; it also holds

49— < L,

a=1,2 (h > 1), where f is an increasing function on the real line, f(0) = 1,
f(h) < foh™, fo>1,0< B < 1.

If By = 0, the measure (¢ is a d'©-measure in the sense of the Definition 3.1,
that is there exist two positive constants C', Cs, such that

Oyt < 4© (B(P, r) ﬂK(5)> < Cr® . vP e K©
with
In4

- pllnll +p21nl2

where B(P,r) denotes the Euclidean ball with center in P and radius 0 < r <1
and p, is the probability distribution on A.

d®
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If By > 0 instead
CﬁﬁL%EM@O%RTM]K@>SCwNL2 VP e K©

We will confine ourselves to the case 5, = 0.
Following [4], we introduce the snowflake-type set F©), obtained by the
union of three Koch mixtures K€ with the same structural constants, that is

3
F© — U Ki(f)

=1

Figure 2: Koch mixture snowflake

and we define a finite Radon measure supported on F'€)

e = )+ g,

where ugg) denotes the normalized d)-dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted
to K&, i=1,2,3.

The dimension of F© is

© _ 4
Df _d .

Q) denotes the open bounded two-dimensional domain with boundary F(©).
By S© we denote the cylindrical-type fractal surface

S© = F® x I where I =[0,1].
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Figure 3: Fractal surface

On S© we define the following measure
dg® = dul® x dL,

supported on S, where £ is the one dimensional Lebesgue measure on 1.

By Q© we denote the open cylindrical domain where S = F©) x T is the
“lateral surface” and where the sets Q© x {0}, Q© x {1} are the bases.

We denote by P € S©, the couple (z,y), where z = (v, ) are the
coordinates of the orthogonal projection of P on the plain containing F'©)
and y is the coordinate of the orthogonal projection of P on the interval [0, 1]:
(.’17171‘2) S F({)’ (TS 1.

From now on we suppress all the superscripts &.

3. Functional spaces

By L?(-) we denote the Lebesgue space with respect to the Lebesgue measure L3
on subsets of R3, which will be left to the context whenever that does not
create ambiguity. Let T be a closed set of R3 by C(T) we denote the space
of continuous functions on 7" and C%#(T) is the space of Holder continuous
functions on 7', 0 < 8 < 1. Let G be an open set of R3, by H*(G), s € RT we
denote the Sobolev spaces, possibly fractional (see [20]). D(G) is the space of
infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on G.

Definition 3.1. A closed set M is a d-set in R® (0 < d < 3) if there exist a
Borel measure p with suppyu = M and two positive constants C, Cs, such that

Ol < ;L(B(P, IR M) <Oyl VP e M.

Remark 3.2. Fis a Dy-set. The measure pip is a Dy-measure. S'is a Dy+1-set.
The measure g is a Dy + 1-measure.
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Definition 3.3. For f € H*(G) we put

Yof(P) = lim !

im— F(P)AL
P BEING Joenne’ 4

at every point P € G where the limit exists.

We now define the Besov space on S: we recall here the definition which
best fits our aims and we restrict ourselves to the case p =¢ =2 and g = %;
for a general treatment see [7].

Definition 3.4. We say that f € B%i (S)if f € L3(S, g) and it holds
5
I ll32 (s) < +o0,
2

where

N|=

£(P) — (P ,
i o= s + ([ AP )

Theorem 3.5. BE(S) is the trace space of H(Q) that is:

2

(1) There exists a linear and continuous operator vy : H(Q) — B%i (9).
5
(2) There ezists a linear and continuous operator Ext : BE (S) - HYQ),

2
such that v o Ext is the identity operator on B%(j (S), that is
2

2

In the following we denote by the symbol u|g the trace you to S.

4. Energy forms
By proceeding as in [4] we construct an energy form on F', by defining a

Lagrangian measure Lr on F', which has the role of Euclidean Lagrangian
dL(u,v) = VuVudz. The corresponding energy form on F' is given by

EF(u,v):/FdLF(u,v)

with domain D(F) = {u € L*(F, ur) : Erlu] < +oo} dense in L2(F, ).
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Proposition 4.1. D(F) is a Hilbert space equipped with the following norm

1
[ullpey = (ull7em + Erlu])>.
As in [16] it can be proved that
Proposition 4.2. D(F) is embedded in COP(F), with 3 = m.

We now define the energy form on S and the fractal Laplacian Ag.

Eslu] = /EF[u]dL1 +/ /|Dyu|2dL1duF,
I FJI
The form Ey is defined for u € D(S),

D(S) = O(8) N LA, 1; D(F) 0 A0, 1 L2(F)) ™9, (41)
where || - [|p(s) is the intrinsic norm
[ullpsy = (Eslu] + [[ull72(s4)?-

Proposition 4.3. Es(u,v) with domain D(S) x D(S) is a closed bilinear form
in L*(S,g) and D(S) is a Hilbert space equipped with the intrinsic norm.

From Proposition 4.3 we have

Theorem 4.4. There exists a unique non positive self-adjoint operator Ag on
L*(S, g) with domain D(Ag) := {u € L*(S,g) : Asu € L*(S,g)} C D(S) dense
in L*(S, g) such that

Es(u,v) = — / Aguvdg, for each u € D(Ay), v e D(S).
S

We now give an embedding result for the domain D(S). Unlike the two
dimensional case where there is a characterization of the functions in D(F') in
terms of the so-called Lipschitz spaces (see [14, Theorem 3.1]), for D(S) we do
not have a characterization, but the following result holds:

Proposition 4.5. D(S) is embedded in 32’2(5), for any 0 < 5 < 1.

Proof. We follow the proof in [8], adapted to the present case. We recall that

|RIEYEN

D(S) := C(S) [ LA([0,1; D(F)) () H ([0, 1]; LA(F))

Following [17] we define B> _,(S) := L*([0,1]; By, _.(F)) N H'([0,1]; L*(F))
for e > 0.
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For any Banach space X and for any 0< <1, H([0,1]; X)C H?([0,1]; X),
moreover if p = ¢ = 2 and [ is not integer, it holds

H'([0,1]; X) = B5*([0, 1]; X).
Hence if 0 < f < 1

Bpy,_.1(8) € LX([0,1]; By, _.(F)) [ B5*(0, 1; L*(F))
C L*([0,1); B3 (F)) (| B5* ([0, 1]; L*(F)) = B3*(9),

the last equivalence can be proved following [17]. O
Now we introduce the energy form on (). Let us consider the space
V(Q,S) ={ue H(Q):uls € D(S)}

Let b be a continuous and strictly positive function on S. We consider the
energy form F

Elu] :/ |Du|2dL3+E5[u|s]+/b|u|5|2dg
Q S

defined on V(Q,S). From now on we denote by L?(Q,m) the Lebesgue space
with respect to the measure

dm = dL3 + dg.

By E(u,v) we denote the bilinear form
E(u,v) = / DuDvdL3 + Es(ulg,vl|s) —|—/bu|gv|gdg
Q s

defined on V(Q, 5) x V(Q,95).

Proposition 4.6. The form E is a Dirichlet form on L*(Q,m) and V(Q, S) is
a Hilbert space equipped with the scalar product

(u, v)v(@,5) = (U, V) 1) + Es(u,v) 4+ (u,v) 125,

with norm

1
lullvie,s) = (lullzg) + lullpes)?-
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5. Density theorems

5.1. Density theorem for D(S). In the notations of [17, p. 8], by W (0, 1) we
denote the following space:

W(0,1) == L2([0,1]; D(F)) () H'([0, 1); L*(F)).
This is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm
lullwo,) = (HUH%%[O,I];D(F)) + ”Dyu|’%2([o,1];L2(F)))§~
From [17, p. 11, Theorem 2.1], the following result holds

Proposition 5.1. The space D([0,1]; D(F)) is densely embedded in W(0, 1),
that s

(0, 1 DCF) ™ = w0, 1),
We now prove that
Proposition 5.2. D([0,1]; D(F)) is embedded in C(S).

Proof. From Proposition 4.2 it holds that D(F)c C%#(F), in particular D(F) C
C(F), then

D([0,1]; D(F)) € C([0,1]; D(F))  C([0,1]; C(F)).
It remains to be proved
C([0,1; C(F)) = C(9).

Following [3, pp. 68-70], if u € C(S), this implies that u(-,y) € C(F) for every
y€10,1], u(z, ) € C([0, 1]) for every x € F, and that sup, (o 1j5up,ep|u(z, y)| < oo,
then

C(S) € C([0,1]; C(F)).

If we C([0,1]; C(F)), then u(-,y) € C(F) for every fixed y € [0, 1], and from
the continuity of u in [0, 1], for every x € F) it follows that

sup ‘U(l’,y) - U(fﬂ,yn)‘ — 0
zeF

for every {y,} C I, y, — y when n — oo. Therefore C([0,1]; C(F))=C(S). O

Theorem 5.3. The space D([0,1]; D(F)) is dense in D(S) with respect to the
intrinsic norm || - ||n(s)-
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Proof. From Proposition 5.2 and (4.1) it holds that

D([0,1]; D(F)) € O(S) () L*([0, 1] D(F) [V H' ([0, 1]; L*(F))

which amounts to say that D([0,1]; D(F)) C C(S)(W(0,1); from the defini-
tion of D(S) we have

C(S)(YW(0,1) € D(S).

It follows that
D([0,1]; D(F)) C D(S).

Now let f be a function in D(S), then from the definition of D(S) it follows
that there exists {¢,} € W(0,1)( C(S) such that

lon — flloy = 0 for n — oo.

On the other hand ¢, € W(0, 1), and from [17, p. 11, Theorem 2.1] , there
exists {Ym.ntmen C D([0, 1]; D(F')) such that, for every fixed n

||¢m,n - g0n||w(0,1) — 0 when m — oo.

From Fubini Theorem for measure valued functions it follows that || - |lp(s) =
| - [lw(o,1) and hence for every fixed n

[Ymn — @nllsy = 0 for m — oco.

We now use a diagonalization argument. From [1, Corollary 1.16] there
exists an increasing mapping

m — n(m),

that tends to oo for m — oo, such that

lim sup Hz/}m,n(m) - (pn(m)HQ(S) < lim sup n{l—{%o ”wm,n - QOTLHQ(S) (51)

m—r0o0 n—oo

The right hand side of (5.1) tends to zero when m — oo and from this it follows
that limsup,,_,o |¥m.nm) = @nm)|lps) = 0. Hence also

i inf [ n(m) = @n(m)]|0(s) = 0-
This proves that limy, o [|¥mnm) — @nim)||ncs) = 0.

Finally |[¢nmym = flloes) < ([ ¥nmm)m — @nmylloes) + [[enmm) — fllos) — 0
for m — oo. n
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5.2. Density theorem for V (@), S). We now state the main theorem of the
section. Let @, S and V(Q,S) be defined as in Section 2 and Section 4 respec-
tively.

Theorem 5.4. For every u € V(Q,S), there exists {1,} € V(Q,S)NC(Q)
such that:

(1) ||¢n — ullmrg) — 0, for n — oo
(2) [vn —ullp2@m) — 0, forn — oo
(3) Es[tp, —u] — 0, for n — oo.

In order to prove this theorem, we need a preliminary proposition on trace
and extension operators.

Proposition 5.5. Let f = %. Let 7o and Ext be the trace and the extension
operator defined in Theorem 3.5, respectively . Then

(1) If u € C(R} N HY(R?) then you € C(S) N B5*(S).

(2) Ifue C(S)NBF*(S) then Ext(u) € C(R*) N H(R?).
Proof. We start proving (1). Since u € H'(R?), then for P € S, you(P) exists
and, from Theorem 3.5, you belongs to BE’Q(S ) with § = %; since u is also in

C(R?), in particular u is in C(S). By the Mean Value Theorem there exists
¢ € B(P,r)[()S such that

1
m(B(P,r)(9) /Bu:,rms u(P)dLs = u(e).

Hence when r — 0

In order to prove (2) we make use of Whitney decomposition. We refer to
7, p. 23] for details. Let @; be the cubes in R?\ S such that |J, Q; = R*\ S,
with centers P;, [; = diam @; and {¢;} the associated unity partition. From
7, p. 109], we define for P € R?\ S

Ext(u)(P) = 3 oi(P)e [ ult)dglo)

i€l |t—P;|<6l;

where ¢; = (g(|t — B < 6li))71.

In our assumptions u € BEQ(S), then from Theorem 3.5, Ext(u) € H'(R?)
and vo(Ext(u)) = won S. It results, by construction, that Ext(u) is in particular
continuous in R*\ S. Since u € C(S) ﬂBé’Q(S ), it remains to prove that for
every Py € S

|Ext(u)(P) —u(Fy)| = 0 when P — P,

that is for every € > 0 36.: |P — Py| < 0., then |Ext(u)(P) — u(Fp)| < e.
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We now estimate |Ext(u)(P) — u(Fp)|.

Ext(@(P) ~u(P) = | S oiPes [ ult)dg ~ u(R)

iel [t—Pi|<6l;

— Y a(P)e / (u(t) — u(Po))dg

il [t—P;|<6l;

—(Df+1) 3
ety F ([ o - urora)
|t Py| <6,

where the last inequality is obtained from Holder inequality and from now ¢ will
denote possibly different constants. Since g is a (Dy + 1)—measure supported
on S and since |P — Py| < 4, we obtain

—(Df+1) ) 3
) ([ ) - u(m)Pdg
|t—P;|<6l;

—(Dr+1) 9
= oty / u(t) — u(Py) *dg
{|t—P;|<6l;} N{[t—Po|<5}

As u e C(S) we get

=

—(Dy+1)

(1) ( / |u<t>—u<Po>|2dg)
{|t—P;|<6L;} N{|t—Po| <6}
—(Dj+1) %
<oty A" sup fu(z, y) —u(Py) / dg
{

{l(zy)—P;|<6l; } N{I(@,y)—Pol| <6} [t—P;[<6l;} N{[t—FPo|<d}
—(Df+1) Dy+1

<cl, * l,? e=ce

where the last inequality follows from the continuity of u on S. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.4.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. We start proving (1). Let us consider u € V(Q, S), then
uls € D(S). From Theorem 5.3 there exists {¢,} C D([0,1]; D(F)) such that

ln — ulsllnsy — 0, when n — oo.
Let @, be the function defined as Ext(y,) and let @ be the function defined

as Ext(u|g). Then from Proposition 5.5 p, € H'(Q)(C(Q) and u € H*(Q)
(see [7]).
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We prove that ||, || g1 (g) — 0; in fact from Theorem 3.5 and the inclusion
of D(S) in BE(S) (see Proposition 4.5),
2

16 — Ul @) < cllen — U|SHB2L;§ ) < cllen — ulslloes)

2

From the density Theorem 5.3, ||, — @/ g1(q) — 0.

Now let us consider u — @: this is a function in H'(Q) and (u — u)|s = 0,
then v — u € H}(Q), (see [23, Theorem 3] ); there exists {9, }men C CE(Q
such that

10m = (w = @) |1 (@) = 0.

Let {¢nm} denote the doubly indexed sequence of function {®, — n,,}. The
sequence {¥,.,} C HY(Q)NC(Q). From [1, Corollary 1.16] we deduce that
{tm.n} converges to u in H'(Q) as n — oo. In fact there exists an increasing
mapping n — m(n), tending to co as n — oo, such that

lim sSup ||U - ¢n,m(n)||H1(Q) = lim sup ||U - @ - 7f/m(n)HHl(Q)

n—oo n—oo

< limsup(||u — U = D) |m1(Q) + [|#n — UllH1(0))

n—oo

then by applying [1, Corollary 1.16] to the right hand side of the above inequality
it follows that

limsup [[w = $nmmlla1@) < lim lim {{lu =@ =l @) + 180 — Ullm @)}

n—oo

The two terms in the sum tend to 0 when m,n — co, then

lim sup ([ ¥n,mm) — vlla1Q) = 0,

n—o0

and also liminf,, o [|[¥nmm) — | m1(@) = 0, hence we conclude that
[Vnmmy — ullmrgy — 0, n— oo
From now on we use the abbreviation
Un = Ynm(n)-
Now we prove (2), that is
[9n = ull2@um) = l1on — ullL2(@) + 1¥on — ullL2(s) = 0. (5.2)

The first term in (5.2) tends to 0 when n — oo since

[on = ullL2@) < ¥ = ullm @)
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We now prove that the second term in (5.10) tends to 0.

|t — ullz2(sy = | @nls — mals — ulsllz2s) = lon — ulsllz2s) < llon — ulsllocs),

and the last quantity tends to zero from the density of D([0, 1]; D(F)) in D(S).
This proves that 1, — u in L*(Q,m).
Now we prove (3):

Es[(u — ¥n)ls] = Esluls — ¥uls] = Esluls — pn] < ||uls — @ullnsy = 0. O
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