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Decompositions of Besov-Hausdorff and
Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff Spaces and Their Applications

Wen Yuan, Yoshihiro Sawano and Dachun Yang *

Abstract Let pe€ (1,00), g€ [l,00), s€ Rand 7 € [0,1— m]. In this paper,
the authors establish the @-transform characterizations of Besov-Hausdorff spaces
BH;:;(R") and Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorft spaces F H;:g(R") (¢ > 1); as applica-
tions, the authors then establish their embedding properties (which on BH7(R") is
also sharp), smooth atomic and molecular decomposition characterizations for suit-
able 7. Moreover, using their atomic and molecular decomposition characterizations,
the authors investigate the trace properties and the boundedness of pseudo-differential
operators with homogeneous symbols in BH;:; (R™) and FH;:; (R™) (g > 1), which
generalize the corresponding classical results on homogeneous Besov and Triebel-
Lizorkin spaces when p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1,00) by taking 7 = 0.

1 Introduction

To establish the connections between Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces with @ spaces,
which was an open problem proposed by Dafni and Xiao in [6], Yang and Yuan [30, 31]
introduced new classes of Besov-type spaces B;jg (R™) and Triebel-Lizorkin-type spaces
Ej7(R™), which unify and generalize the Besov spaces B;q(R"), Triebel-Lizorkin spaces
F§7q(R"), Morrey spaces, Morrey-Triebel-Lizorkin spaces and @ spaces. We pointed out
that the @ spaces on R" were originally introduced by Essén, Janson, Peng and Xiao [8];
see also [6, 8, 27, 28] for the history of @) spaces and their properties.

Let p € (1,0), g € [1,00), s € R and 7 € [0, m], where and in what follows,

t' denotes the conjugate index of ¢+ € [1,00). The Besov-Hausdorff spaces BH,j(R"™)
and Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff spaces FHyg(R™) (¢ > 1) were also introduced in [30,
31]; moreover, it was proved therein that they are, respectively, the predual spaces of
B;Z,T(R") and FPT’Z’,T(R"). The spaces BHy 7 (R™) and FH;5 (R™) were originally called
the Hardy-Hausdorff spaces in [30, 31]. However, it seems that it is more reasonable to call
them, respectively, the Besov-Hausdorff spaces and the Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff spaces.
The spaces BHyq(R") and FHy¢(R") unify and generalize the Besov space B3 (R™),
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the Triebel-Lizorkin space Fliq(R") and the Hardy-Hausdorff space HH! (R"™), where
HH'_(R") was introduced in [6] and was proved to be the predual space of the space
Qo (R™) therein.

It is well known that the wavelet decomposition plays an important role in the study
of function spaces and their applications; see, for example, [19, 20] and their references.
Moreover, the ¢-transform decomposition of Frazier and Jawerth [10, 11, 12] is very sim-
ilar in spirit to the wavelet decomposition, which is also proved to be a powerful tool in
the study of function spaces and boundedness of operators, and was further developed by
Bownik [3, 4]. In this paper, we establish the ¢-transform characterizations of the spaces
BH;7(R™) and FH;7(R™); via these characterizations, we also obtain their embedding
properties (which on BH;7(R") is also sharp), smooth atomic and molecular decom-
position characterizations for suitable 7. Moreover, using their atomic and molecular
decomposition characterizations, we investigate the trace properties and the boundedness
of pseudo-differential operators with homogeneous symbols (see [16]) in BH;:; (R™) and
FHy7(R"), which generalizes the corresponding classical results on homogeneous Besov
and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces when p € (1,00) and g € [1,00) by taking 7 = 0; see, for
example, Jawerth [17, Theorem 5.1] and [18, Theorem 2.1] (or Frazier-Jawerth [12, The-
orem 11.1]), and Grafakos-Torres [16, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2]. Recall that the study of
pseudo-differential operators with non-homogeneous symbols on non-homogeneous Besov
and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces using @-transform arguments was started by Torres [23, 24];
the results in [16] are based on these works. See also those articles for other references
to previous work on pseudo-differential operators on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces using more
classical methods. We will concentrate here on p-transform arguments.

To recall the definitions of BH; 5 (R™) and F H;’5 (R™) in [30, 31], we need some notation.
Let S(R™) be the space of all Schwartz functions on R". Following Triebel’s [25], set

Seo(R") = {cp e S(R"): / o(x)z” de = 0 for all multi-indices v € (NU {0})"}

and use S’ (R™) to denote the topological dual of Soo (R™), namely, the set of all continuous
linear functionals on So(R™) endowed with weak *-topology. Recall that S’'(R™)/P(R™)
and S’_(R™) are topologically equivalent, where S’'(R™) and P(R™) denote, respectively,
the space of all Schwartz distributions and the set of all polynomials on R™.

For each cube @ in R", we denote its side length by £(Q), its center by cqg, and set
Jjo = —logy 4(Q). For k = (ki,--- ,k,) € Z" and j € Z, let Qji be the dyadic cube
{(z1,-++,@p) : ky < 2a; <k +1fori=1,---,n} CR" zg be the lower left-corner
277k of Q@ = Qjr, DR™) = {Qjr}j,x and Dj(R") = {Q € D(R") : £(Q) = 277}. When
dyadic cube () appears as an index, such as Eer(Rn) and {-}gep(rn), it is understood
that @ runs over all dyadic cubes in R™.

For z € R™ and r > 0, we write B(z, r) = {y € R" : |z — y| < r}. Next we recall the
notion of Hausdorff capacities; see, for example, [1, 29]. Let E C R™ and d € (0, n]. The
d-dimensional Hausdorff capacity of E is defined by

Hd(E)Einf Zr?:ECUB(l’j,Tj) )
J J

where the infimum is taken over all covers {B(z;, r;j)}72, of E by countable families of
open balls. It is well-known that H? is monotone, countably subadditive and vanishes on
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empty set. Moreover, the notion of H% can be extended to d = 0. In this case, H° has the
property that for all sets £ C R", HY(E) > 1, and H°(E) = 1 if and only if E is bounded.

For any function f : R™ + [0, oo], the Choquet integral of f with respect to H? is defined
by

(o]
fdH? = / Hi{z e R™: f(z) > A\})dA\
R 0

This functional is not sublinear, so sometimes we need to use an equivalent integral with
respect to the d-dimensional dyadic Hausdorff capacity H¢, which is sublinear; see [29]
(also [30, 31]) for the definition of dyadic Hausdorff capacities and their properties.

Set RZL_H = R" x (0, 00). For any measurable function w on RTFI and x € R", we define
its nontangential mazimal function Nw(x) by setting Nw(x) = supj, g« | w(y, )|

In what follows, for any ¢ € S(R™), we use F¢ to denote its Fourier transform, namely,
for all £ € R", Fp(£) = [pn €% p(x) dx. Forall j € Z and z € R", let p;(z) = 27"p(2 ).
For any p, q € (0,00], let (pV q) = max{p, q}; and for any t € [1, 0], we denote by t' the
conjugate index, namely, 1/t +1/t' = 1.

We now recall the notions of BH;7 (R™) and FH;q(R") in [30, Definition 5.2] and [31,
Definition 6.1].

Definition 1.1. Let ¢ € S(R™) such that suppFe C {£ € R": 1/2 < [{| <2} and Fo
never vanishes on {£ € R": 3/5 < || <5/3}. Let p € (1,00) and s € R.

(i) If g € [1,00) and 7 € [0, m], the Besov-Hausdorff space BHy5 (R™) is then defined
to be the set of all f € S._(R™) such that

1 £ | gy ey = inf %ga‘sqH(pj*f[w(.,2—j)]—1Hip(Rn) < 00,
Je

where w runs over all nonnegative Borel measurable functions on R’ffl such that

/ [Noo(z)] 0 g @va) () < 1 (1.1)

and with the restriction that for any j € Z, w(-,277) is allowed to vanish only where pjxf
vanishes.

(i) If ¢ € (1,00) and 7 € [0, W], the Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff space FHyq(R™) is
then defined to be the set of all f € S, (R™) such that

Q=

_ j —j\1—119
1f | sy gy = inf > 295 o x flw(-, 279)] 7Y < 00,
JEZ
Lp(R)
where w runs over all nonnegative Borel measurable functions on R’}FH such that w satisfies
(1.1) and with the restriction that for any j € Z, w(-,277) is allowed to vanish only where
@; * f vanishes.

To simplify the presentation, in what follows, we use AHS;Z (R™) to denote either
BHy g (R™) or FHpg(R™). When AHp4(R™) denotes FHpg(R™), then it will be under-
stood tacitly that ¢ € (1,00). It was proved in [30, Proposition 5.1] and [31, Section 6]
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that the space AH;7(R™) is independent of the choices of ¢. We also remark that when
7 =0, then BH;(R") = B} (R") and FHyJ(R") = F5 (R"); when o € (0,1), s = —a,
p=qg=2and 7 =1/2 — a/n, then AH;;’l/z_a(R") = HH!_(R"), which is the predual
space of Q4(R™).

We now recall the notions of Besov-type spaces By (R™) and Triebel-Lizorkin-type
spaces Fy7 (R™) in [31, Definition 1.1] and [30, Definition 3.2].

Definition 1.2. Let s € R, 7 € [0, 0), q € (0, oo] and ¢ be as in Definition 1.1.
(i) If p € (0, 0], the Besov-type space By g (R™) is defined to be the set of all f € S/ (R")
such that ”f”B;’ZI—(R”) < 00, where

1 00 , a/p Ha
= . 75| . p
Wi =, 200 o] [l @) o
=jp

with suitable modifications made when p = oo or ¢ = co.
(ii) If p € (0, 00), the Triebel-Lizorkin-type space Fpq (R™) is defined to be the set of all
f € S, (R™) such that HfHF;g(Rn) < 00, where

pla) /P
1 2
fllpsrimny = sup —— / 2% f(x)])? dx
Wiz = 0 7, | 32 les 1)

with suitable modifications made when ¢ = oo.

Similarly, we use Ay (R") to denote Byg(R™) or Fpy (R™). If Ay7(R™) means Fp g (R™),
then the case p = oo is excluded. It was proved in [31, Corollary 3.1] that the space
Ayn(R™) is independent of the choices of ¢. Also, [30, Theorem 5.1] and [31, Theorem
6.1] show that (AH;7(R™))* = A;,Z,T(R") for all s € R, p € (1,00), ¢ € [1,00) and

1

T € [0, W]’ This result partially extends the well-known dual results on Besov spaces,

Triebel-Lizorkin spaces and the recent result that (HH1,(R"))* = Q. (R") obtained in [6,
Theoren 7.1].

We remark that when 7 = 0, then B39 (R") = B3 (R") and ES2(R™) = E3 (R™); when
a€(0,1),s=a,p=qg=2and 7 =1/2 — a/n, then A;’;/z_a(R") = Qa(R™); see [30,
Corollary 3.1]. It was proved in [22] that Besov-Morrey spaces in [21] are proper subspaces
of Byj(R™) and that Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey spaces in [21] are special cases of Fpy (R™).
It was also proved in [21] that Morrey spaces are special cases of Triebel-Lizorkin-Morrey
spaces. The (-transform characterizations, embedding properties, smooth atomic and
molecular decomposition characterizations of A37(R"™) were obtained in [31], which were
further applied in [22] to establish their trace properties and the boundedness of pseudo-
differential operators with homogeneous symbols in Ay7 (R™).

In Section 2 of this paper, we establish the ¢-transform characterizations (see Theorem
2.1 below) and embedding properties (Proposition 2.2 below) of AH;7 (R™). In particular,
we show, in Proposition 2.3 below, that the embedding property of BHS,’; (R™) is sharp.
Using these (p-transform characterizations, in Section 3 below, we obtain the boundedness
of almost diagonal operators and the smooth atomic and molecular decomposition char-
acterizations of AH,7(R™). As applications of these decomposition characterizations, in
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Section 4 of this paper, we investigate the trace properties (see Theorem 4.2 below) and
the boundedness of pseudo-differential operators with homogeneous symbols in AH;7 (R™)
(see Theorem 4.1 below). We pointed out that the method used in the proof of Theorem
4.1 comes from [14, 9, 23, 24, 16].

Notice that the spaces AH;7(R") are only known to be quasi-normed spaces so far
due to the infimum on w appearing in their definitions, which satisfies the condition (1.1).
This brings us some essential difficulties, comparing with the methods used in [31, 22] for
the spaces Bjg(R") and E;7 (R™). To overcome these new difficulties, we use the Aoki
theorem (see [2] and the proof of Theorem 3.1 below) and establish some subtly equivalent
characterizations on the Hausdorff capacity (see Lemmas 2.4, 3.1 and 4.1 below). These
characterizations on the Hausdorff capacity are geometrical, whose proofs are constructive
and invoke some covering lemmas. Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 and Theorem 3.1 below reflect
the differences between the spaces BHj5 (R™) and FH,7 (R") and the spaces By (R") and
Fyq (R™); see also Remarks 2.3 and 3.1 below.

Finally, we make some conventions on notation. Throughout the whole paper, we
denote by C' a positive constant which is independent of the main parameters, but it
may vary from line to line. The symbol A < B means that A < CB. If A < B and
B < A, then we write A ~ B. If F is a subset of R, we denote by xg the characteristic
function of E. For all Q € D(R") and ¢ € S(R™), set g (z) = |Q|~'/2¢(27¢ (z — x¢g)) and
Xo(z) = 1Q|™?xg(x) for all x € R™. We also set N= {1, 2, ---} and Z, = (NU {0}).

2 The p-transform characterizations

In this section, we establish the ¢-transform characterizations of the spaces AH,q (R™)
in the sense of Frazier and Jawerth; see, for example, [10, 11, 12, 13]. We begin with the
definition of the corresponding sequence space of AH, (R™).

Definition 2.1. Let p € (1, 00) and s eR. .
(i) If g € [1,00) and 7 € [0, (p\/ 7 ;], the sequence space bHpq (R™) is then defined to be
the set of all £ = {tg}gepmn) C C such that

1
q q

17y = inf § 72503~ JrglRqlw(- 279)) < o,

JEZ QeDj (Rn) Lp(Rn)

where the infimum is taken over all nonnegative Borel measurable functions w on R’}FH
such that w satisfies (1.1) and with the restriction that for any j € Z, w(-,277) is allowed
to vanish only where }_ocp (gn) |tQ| X vanishes.

(ii) If ¢ € (1,00) and 7 € [0, S E ik /], the sequence space fHyg(R™) is then defined to be
the set of all t = {tg}gepmn) C C such that

1
q 1

111457 ey = inf doaisaf N JtlRelw (27 < o0,
jEL QeD; (R™)

Q

Lp(RM)

where the infimum is taken over all nonnegative Borel measurable functions w on ]R’}FH
with the same restrictions as in (i).
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Similarly, in what follows, we use aH, 7 (R™) to denote either bH, 7 (R™) or fH,yg(R™).
When aH,; (R™) denotes fHpq(R™), then it will be understood tacitly that ¢ € (1, 00).
We remark that || - ||, BT (R is a quasi-norm, namely, there exists a nonnegative constant

p € [0,1] such that for all t;, ty € aH, 7 (R"),
11+ t2llypsr @ny < 27Uz r ey + 2l rsr mn))- (2.1)

Remark 2.1. On (1.1), we observe that if 0 < a < b < %, then for all nonnegative measur-
able functions w on R’/ Jgn [Nw(2)]* dH"*(x) < oo induces [p, [Nw(z)]® dH" ™ (z) <
oco. In fact, without loss of generality, we may assume that [p,[Nw(z)]*dH"™*(z) < 1.
For all I € Z, set E; = {x € R": Nw(x) > 2'}. Then

1> /n [Nw( )] dHn'ra ZZIaHnTa(El)

leZ

For each | € Z, we choose a ball covering {B(zj1,7j)}; of E; that almost attains H"™*(E)):

H"(Ey) ~ i . Thus, Sz 2 > S 1, and hence, for all j and [, 2lr WS L

Then 2“’7‘371’ < 2“1 ri7® since a < b and

/ [Nw(a:)]b de—b( ) Z 2lem-b < Z 2lb Z TTLTb < Z 2la Z Tm—a

I€Z I€Z j I€Z
which yields the above claim.

Let ¢ be as in Definition 1.1. For all # € R™, set @(z) = ¢(x). Then by [13, Lemma
(6.9)], there exists a function » € S(R™) such that suppFy C {{ € R* : 1/2 <
|€| < 2}, Fi never vanishes on {£ € R™ : 3/5 < |£] < 5/3} and that for all £ € R",
djez Fo(2IEFY(277¢) = Xre\{0}(§). Furthermore, we have the following Calderdn
reproducing formula which asserts that for all f € S, (R"),

F=Ywix@ixf= > (feqitq (2:2)
JEZ QeD(R™)

in 8. (R™); see [31, Lemma 2.1].
Now we recall the notion of the ¢-transform; see, for example, [10, 11, 12, 13].

Definition 2.2. Let ¢, 1) € S(R™) such that supp Fe, suppFp C {£ € R™: 1/2 < [¢| <
2}, Fop, Fy never vanish on {{ € R : 3/5 < [¢] < 5/3} and ;g F(0;) F(¥5) = xrn\{0}-
(i) The @-transform S, is defined to be the map taking each f € S. (R") to the sequence
Sof =1{(Spf)Q}ep®n), where (S,f)q = (f,¢q) for all @ € D(R™).
(ii) The inverse -transform T, is defined to be the map taking a sequence t =
{te}qep@n) C C to Tyt = 3 geprn) to¥e-

To show that Ty, is well defined for all ¢ € aH,j(R™), we need the following conclusion.

Lemma 2.1. Let p € (1,00), q € [1,00), s € R and 7 € [0, m]. Then for all t €
aHy g (R™), Tyt = > ep®n tQ¥q converges in SL(R™); moreover, Ty aHy 7 (R™) —

SL(R™) is continuous.
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Proof. By similarity, we only consider the space bH;7 (R™).
Let t = {tQ}gepn) € bHpq (R™). We need to show that there exists an M € Z, such

that for all ¢ € Soo(R™), ZQeD(R”) ltol|(vqg, #)| < ||@lls,, , where and in what follows, for

all M € Z and ¢ € S(R"), we set [¢|lsy, = supj, <y SUPgern 070 (x)|(1 + |z|) M

Choose a Borel function w that almost attains the infimum in Definition 2.1 (i). That
is, w is a function on R’ satisfying (1.1) as well as

Y2 > JtelXelw (27 < 2/ tlly rzrg (gny- (2:3)
JEZ QEDj(R”) LP(R”)

A simple consequence obtained from (1.1) is that for all (z,s) € R, w(z,s) < 57 see
(30, Remark 4.1]. Then for all Q € D;(R"), by Holder’s inequality and (2.3), we have

1
—T—l AN — p s l_T_l
to] < 1) p|tQ|</Q wia,27) %) SIQIFH T e oy (24)

Recall that as a special case of [4, Lemma 2.11], there exists a positive constant Ly such
that for all j € Z,

3 (1 N %) ol (2.5)
max{1, |Q[} ~e '

QED; (R™)

Furthermore, it was proved in [31, p.10] that if L > max{1/p+1/2—s/n—7,1/p+3/2+
s/n+ T, Lo}, then there exists an M € Z, such that for all Q € D;(R"),

|xQ|n -t . —jin ojn1\ L.
o 1 S Il (14 L) uineomamy®s 2o)

see also [4, (3.18)]. Using (2.4), (2.6) and (2.5), we conclude that

S ltollWo )| S Il g I6lsy

QeD(R™)
sl . 1 "TQ‘” e —L|j
O o (s (FCT i et
5 ”t”bH;:;(Rn)H(b”Szw
which completes the proof of Lemma 2.1. O

Now we are ready to present our main result of this section.

Theorem 2.1. Let p € (1,0),q € [1,0),s € R, 7 € [0, (pv—lq),], @ and Y be as in
Definition 2.2. Then S, : AHyq(R™) — aHyq(R") and Ty : aHpq (R™) — AHy 7 (R™) are

bounded; moreover, Ty, o S, is the identity on AH,q(R™).
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To prove Theorem 2.1, we need some technical lemmas. For a sequence t = {tQ}QE'D(Rn),
Q € D(R™), r € (0,00] and A € (0,00), define

. ltp|”
(tr,)\)Q = Z —1 by
ety O+ AP o =g

and &y = {(t} \)@tgep®n)- For any p,q € (0,00], let p A ¢ = min{p,q}. The following
estimate is crucial in that this corresponds to the maximal operator estimate.

Lemma 2.2. Let s, p, q, T be as in Theorem 2.1 and \ € (n,go) be sufficiently large.
Then there exists a positive constant C such that for all t € aHpgq(R™), HtHaH;’;(R") <

o g larzg ey < Clitlasigz eny-

*
PAg,
ngl Q15T (R < It afTST (R Also, by similarity, we only consider the

Proof. The inequality |[¢|| ST (R < 165 Ao x| ofry7 (e Deing trivial, we only need to con-

*
centrate on ||t

spaces bH,y 7 (R™).

Let t = {tQ}gepmnr) € bH; 7 (R™). We choose a Borel function w as in the proof of
Lemma 2.1. For all cubes @ € D;j(R") and m € N, we set Ayp(Q) = {P € D;(R") :
2)zp —zg| <1} and A4, (Q) = {P € D;(R") : 2™~ < 2/|xp — 2| < 2™}. The triangle
inequality that |z — y| < |z — zg| + |xg — zp| + |zp — y| gives us that |z — y| < 3,/n2m~7
provided z € Q, y € P and P € A,,(Q).

For all m € Z; and (z,s) € R we set

Wi (1, 8) = 9—mn([(pve)']+2) sup{w(y,s) : y R, |y — x| < \/52m+28},

where and in what follows, |s| denotes the mazimal integer no more than s. By the
argument in [30, Lemma 5.2], we know that w,, still satisfies (1.1) modulo multiplicative
constants independent of m. Also it follows from the definition of w,, that for all z € Q,
y € P with P € A,(Q), w(y,277) < 2m(leVa)'I+2)y, (2 277). For all r € (0,00) and
a € (0,r), using this estimate and the monotonicity of 19/" | we obtain that for all z € Q,

el —jyj-r
Z (1""2]'\9562—3313!)’\[“”(3;’2 )l

PeAn(Q)

’ ‘ r/a

tp|® v
§ | (wm(, 279)]

o 5 Dloq — 2T
r/a
< g—mA+jnr/a Z |tP|aXP(y)[wm($,2_j)]_a dy
R™ PEAm(Q)
r/a
< gmmtnr{j/atm(|(pva)' | +2)} > Jtel"xpW)w(y, 279)] dy
R™ PeAm(Q)
r/a

S ol lL | ST el xple( 27 ) (@) p
PeAn(Q)
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where HL. denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator on R™.
For all m € Z, set t;\" = {(t,\" ) }oep®@n) With

tp|”
2 (L+[(P)] ap — zq|)A

PeAn(Q)

e
In what follows, choose a € (0,p A q) and X > (p A g)[n(1/a+ [(pV q) | +2) + p|, where
p is a nonnegative constant as in (2.1). By (2.1), the previous pointwise estimate and the
L (R™)-boundedness of HL, we obtain
Ht;/\q,)\HbH;'T(R")

< Z 2pm”tp/\q)\HbH;; (R™)

pPAg

m=0
< f: 20§ giva / 3 3 |tp[P™
~ (1 +[£(P)] " axp — zq])*

m=0 JEZ Q€eD;(R™) \PEAn(Q)

Xa(@)? ﬁ 5
* Gom(@ 2P }

M8

< N 9 5k A= (A9 In(1/at[(pVa) 14+2)+0]}
m=0
Sk
. telxp)®
x |3 27 / HL [ Y Mix_];;]a ()| dax S Nty ey
jez " PeD;(R) ’
which completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. -

For any f € S, (R"), v € Z+ and Q € D;(R"), set supQ(f) = \Q!l/z SUPye@ |2; = f(y)]
and

inf,(f) = Q" maX{mf @5 fy)l: 4Q) =27(Q), Q C Q}-

yeQ

Let sup(f) = {supq(f)}gep®n) and inf, (f) = {infq ,(f)}gep®n). We have the following
conclusion, whose proof is similar to [12, Lemma 2.5] and we omit the details.

Lemma 2.3. Let s, p, q, 7 be as in Theorem 2.1 and v € Zy be sufficiently large. Then
there exists a constant C € [1, 00) such that for all f € AH,q(R™),

C_IHinf“{(f)HaH;:;(Rn) = HfHAH;;;(Rn) <| SUP(f)HaH;;;(Rn) < CHinf’y(f)HaH;:;(Rn)'

With the Calderén reproducing formula (2.2), Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, the proof of The-
orem 2.1 follows the method pioneered by Frazier and Jawerth (see [12, pp.50-51]); see
also the proof of [5, Theorem 3.5]. We omit the details.

Recall that the corresponding sequence spaces apg(R™) of A7 (R™) in [31, Definition
3.1] were defined as follows.
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Definition 2.3. Let s € R, ¢ € (0,00] and 7 € (0,00). The sequence space ayq(R") is
defined to be the set of all ¢ = {tg}gep®rn) C C such that [|t[|4sr@ny < oo, where if

apq(R™) = l.)f,’;(R") for p € (0, 00|, then

~ P a/p V4
Itliggee) = 50 o ke / I i) @
and if a7 (R™) = for (R™) for p € (0,00), then
p/a 1/p
e =, 50 o 3 [, |2 (@7 elfow)’| o

QCP

We now establish the duality between aH,7(R") and d;,sj(R"), which is used in Sec-
tions 3 and 4 below. In what follows, for any quasi-Banach spaces By and Bs, the symbol
B1 — B; means that there exists a positive constant C such that for all f € B;, then

f € Bz and ”f”Bz < CHfHB1

Proposition 2.1. Let s, p, q, T be as in Theorem 2.1. Then (aHy;(R"))* = a,’ (R™)
in the following sense.
— 28T
Ift = {to}qep®n) € G,y (R"), then the map

A= {/\Q}QGD(Rn) = Z /\QtQ
QeD(R™)

defines a continuous linear functional on aHyg(R™) with operator norm no more than a
constant multiple of ||t||dfs,T(Rn).
»'d

Conversely, every L € (aH;j;(R")) is of this form for a certain t € ap,qu(R") and

HtH[.fs,T(Rn) is no more than a constant multiple of the operator norm of L.
pd

Proof. We only consider the spaces bH; 7 (R") because the assertion for fH;y7(R™) can be
proved similarly. Below we write R} ™! = {(z,a) € RT™ : logya € Z}.

For t = {tg}gepmn) € b_ (]R”) and A\ = {)\Q}QE’D(Rn € bHy7(R"), let F and
G be functions on R%H deﬁned by setting, for all 2 € R" and j € Z, F(x,277) =
ZQeDj(Rn) I\o|Xg and G(x,277) = ZPeDj(Rn) ltp|Xp. Since

1 W 7 ey ~ IMlbrg 7 eny

and ||G||BW T gty HtHbfsT (Rny> Where BTy:7(RZT) and BWP_,Z’,T(R%H) are tent
q b}

spaces 1ntroduced in [31, Deﬁnmon 5.2], by the duality of tent spaces obtained in [31,
Theorem 5.1] that (BT (RA™))* = BWP_‘Z’,T(R%H), we have

Y el =3[ > 5 Dalalriteln) s

QED(R™) JEZL Q€eD,;(R™) PeD;(
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= % /Rn F(a:, 2_J)G($, 2_J) dx 5 ”F”BT;’J(R2+1)HGHBW;:T(RQ+1)
Jje

~ H)‘HbH;:;(R") ||t||l');/iv;;(]Rn)7

which implies that b %7 (R") < (bHpy (R™))*.
Conversely, since sequences with finite non-vanishing elements are dense in bHIf,’; (R™),

we know that every L € (bHyg(R™))* is of the form \ — > Qep(rn) A@tq for a certain
t ={tq}gepm®») C C. It remains to show that Ht”b’,sﬁ(Rn) < Ht”(bH;’g(Rn))*'
P »q ’

Fix P € D(R") and a € R. For j > jp, let X; be the set of all Q € D;(R") satisfying
@ C P and let p be a measure on X such that the y-measure of the “point” @ is |Q|/|P|™*.
Also, let %, denote the set of all {a;};>;, C C with H{aj}ijPquP =025, la;9)1/¢ and
I5(IP(Xj,dp)) denote the set of all {aq j}gep,®n), Qcp,jzjp C C with

a\ 1/q

[e.e]
a Q|
o} oen; @, acpizie lin = | D >, laggl |P|7a
j=jp | Q€D;[R"),QCP

It is easy to see that the dual space of I%(IP(X;,dp)) is l%(lpl(Xj,du)); see [25, p.177].
Via this observation and the already proved conclusion of this proposition, we see that

, 1
a ) d

[e%} »

1 _s_1 4
Pr L | X (i) el
Jj=jp | Q€eD;(R"),QCP
_s_1
= H{|Q| no2 |tQ|}QEDj(]R”),QCP,ijPng(lp’(xj’du))

o0

_s_1 '
= sup > > ARz ftllQl/ 1Pl

|HAQ}QeDﬂR"%QcPJZth%amxjdunﬁl j=jpr QED;(R"), QCP

< sup el o757 ey
IfAe}een;@n), @cp,izip it ar(xj,au) <1

_s_1 P4
< [AlQI A HQIIPI™ Yaen, ), acp.szir

bHy T (R™)
To finish the proof of this proposition, it suffices to show that

: Sl
bHp g (R™)

_s_1 /
|l 1Q1/IPI™ Yaen, my.ac P 240

for all sequences A satisfying H{)\Q}erj(Rn),Qcszjple;)(lp(Xj’du)) < 1. In fact, let B =
B(cp,/nl(P)) and w be as in the proof of [30, Lemma 4.1] associated with B, then w
satisfies (1.1) and for all z € P and j > jp, [w(x,277)]7! ~ [((P)]"". We then obtain that

_s_1 P
[0elQI™ 2 1QI/IPI™ Yoen, ), @cr s2ip

bHp (R™)
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1
. ] |
: _p _i_l —iN—
siyenl > et (el ) [ a
j=jp QED;(R™),QCP Q@
1
o K
~y > [Aol?1QI/1P™P
J=jp |Q€eD;(R"),QCP
~ [{AQ}en; @), @c P jzie it ar(x; am) S 1
which completes the proof of Proposition 2.1. O

Remark 2.2. By Proposition 2.1 and the @-transform characterizations of the spaces
AHp7(R™) in Theorem 2.1 and Apj(R") in [31, Theorem 3.1], we also obtain the duality
that (AH, 7 (R™))* A_,S . (R™). This gives other proofs of these conclusions, which are
different from those in [30 Section 5] and [31, Section 6].

Applying Theorem 2.1, we establish the following Sobolev—type embedding properties
of AHpq(R™). For the corresponding results on B (R") and F; (R"), see [25, p.129].
Proposition 2.2. Let 1 < py < p1 < 00 and —o0 < 81 < 89 < 00. Assume in addition
that so —n/py = s1 —n/p1.

(1) If ¢ € [1, 00) and T € [0, mln{
BHp: ¢ (R™) <= BHp! ¢ (R™).

(i1) If ¢,r € (1,00) and T € [0, mln{(pow
then FH;S;T(R") — FH;lqu (R™).

pqu ) (pli/q) } such that T(po V q)' = 7(p1 V q)', then

7, (pli/q) H such that T(po V r) < 7(p1V q),

Proof. By Theorem 2.1 and similarity, it suffices to prove the corresponding conclusions
on sequence spaces fHpq(R™), namely, to show that HtHfH;h;(Rn) < HtHfHSO,T(Rn) for all
1 07

tc fH;gZ (R™). When 7 = 0, this is a classic conclusion on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces.
In the case when 7 > 0, we have (po Vr) < (p1Vq)'. Let t € fHpor (R™) and w satisfy

/ [Nw(@)] PV e @V () < 1 (2.7)

and
po/r 1/po

/ S @ F el @ 2| ey S il e

JEZ QeDj(Rn)

For all (z,t) € RTH, we set @(x, s) = sup{w(y, s) : y € R, |y — x| < \/ns}. Then by the
argument in [30, Lemma 5.2], we know that a constant multiple of w also satisfies (2.7).
Since (po V1) < (p1V q)’, Remark 2.1(i) tells us that w satisfies

/ [Nw(z)] PV g™ Pva) (z) < 1.

For all Q with £(Q) = 277, set tg = [to| sup,co{[@(y,277)]71}. Observe that for all z € Q
with £(Q) = 277, [&(x,2~ J)] 1< infyeqw(y, 2™ 7)]~1, and hence, super[&(x,Z_j)]_l <

~
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infyegw(y,277)] 7. This observation together with py < p1, so — n/po = s1 — n/p; and
the corresponding embedding property for Triebel-Lizorkin spaces (see, for example, [25
Theorem 2.7.1]) yields that

p1/4q 1/p1

/ S OY e gl @B 2| de

JEZ QeD;(R™)
p1/q 1/p1

/Rn SN eI R tglixg(e Sup{ @y, 277} | de

IN

| JEZ QeD;(R)
1p1/q 1/p1

_s1a_g ~ A £
S X e Rle@ | dry =l e S 1 e

| JEZ QeD;(R)

]
3

< po/r 1/po

~ / Z S Qi xe)|  da

]EZ QeD;(R™)

]
3

po/r 1/po
- / Z ST QI Rt xo(x SUP{ (y,277)]7"} dz
R™ | jez Qep, (rm)
po/r 1/po

—ﬂ—— T —J\1—T
/| S e el | @ S el g ey

| JEZ QeD;(R)

AN

see [12, p. 38] for the definition of the sequence spaces f; ¢(R™). Therefore, |[t]|, A <
) 1»
U

121l 20T (R which completes the proof of Proposition 2.2.
0T

When 7 = 0, Proposition 2.2 recovers the corresponding results on B;,q(]R”) and
Fy ,(R") in [25, p.129], which are known to be sharp; see [26, p.207]. At the end of
this section, we further show that the restriction that 7(pgV q)’ = 7(p1 V q)" in Proposition
2.2(i) is also sharp. To see this, we need the following geometrical observation on the
Hausdorff capacity.

Lemma 2.4. Let d € (0,n]. Suppose that {E;}32, are given subsets of R" such that
E; Cc B((4;,0,---,0),n), where {Aj}jo-’;l s an increasing sequence of natural numbers
satisfying that Ay > 10 and for all j,1 € N, Aj 1, — Aj > 4nlt/d. Then Hd(UOo 1Ej) and
Py HY(E;) are equivalent.

Proof. The inequality H d( B <> H 4(Ej) is trivial. Let us prove the reverse in-
equality. To this end, let us ﬁrst notice the following geometric observation that when a ball
B = (xp,rB) intersects Ej and E;; for some j, | € N, then 2B engulfs Ej, Ej1, -+, Ejq.
Thus, 475 is greater than A — A; and hence, 14 > ((4;4, — A;j)/4)% > In?. Therefore,
instead of using B we can use B((4;,0,---,0),n),- -, B((A]+l,0,~- ,0),n) to cover
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E; and Eji;. Notice that {B((4;,0,---,0),n)}32; are disjoint. Based on these ob-
servations, without loss of generality, we may assume, in estimating H d(U‘;‘;lEj), that
each ball in the ball covering meets only one E;. From this, it is easy to follow that

Hd(U;»";lE ) 2252 | H4(E;), which completes the proof of Lemma 2.4. O
Lemma 2.5. Let s € R, p € (1,00), q € [1,00), 7 € (0, m] and {AR}2, be as in
Lemma 2.4 such that Qr = (A,0,---,0) +27%[0,1)" € Dp(R") for all k € N (The
existence of {Ap}72, is obvious). Definet; = {(tj)Q}oeprn) S0 that (tj)q = o= % ~k(s=5)
if Q =Qr and k € {1,--- ,j}, (tj)g = 0 otherwise. Then for all j € N, ||tj\|bH;T(Rn) is

1 1 1 1 'q
equivalent to ja+(PV¢Z)/ and Ht]”fHIS,’;—(R") 128 equivalent to j5+(p\/q)’ .

Proof. For the Besov-Hausdorff space, let us minimize

( J . 2
> 2 |avatat ], )

1 LP(R™)
under the condition (1.1). By the definition of ¢; and the assumption on w in Defi-
nition 2.1, we may assume that w = 0 outside Uj]_,(Qo,(4,.0,-,0) X {27%1) and for all

Qe Dk( ) QC QO (A0, and ke {1 ’ 7j}7 SUPzeQ w(x72_k) = SUPgeq, w(x72_k)7
where Qo (4;,0,-,0) = (AJ,O -,0)+1[0,1)" € Dp(R™). Also, by an observation similar to
[31, Lemma 6.2], we can replace w with the maximal function & given by &(z,27%) =
Supyeq, , W, 27%), where k € {1,---,j} and Q. € Di(R") is a unique cube con-
taining x. This construction implies that w equals a constant on Qg (4,0,..,0) for each
ke {1,---,35}, namely, &(-,27%) = OkXQo,(a, 0,0 Notice that if Nw(x) # 0, then
x € B((4,0,---,0),n) for some k € {1,---,j}. This combined with Lemma 2.4 yields
that

/ [NG(z)] PV aH™ PV (1)

- /OO g va) <{x S <O B((A,0, - -- ,O),n)) L NG () PV > )\}) dx
0

k=1

~ zjj/m V) <{x € B((Ag,0,---,0),n) : [N&(z)]®V > A}) A
k=170

j J
-3 NG AT (@) 3 ) P
k=1 B((Akvov“' 70)7n) k=1

On the other hand,

<§J: 2ksq
k=1

‘|(tj)Qk IXQ.[@( Q—k)]_l‘

Lp(Rn)> :[Z(Oék)_q] )

k=1

. 1
In summary (modulo a multiplicative constant), we need to minimize (3 7_,(ag)~9)7
under the condition Z{C:l(ak)(pvq)/ < 1. This can be achieved as follows: By using the
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geometric mean, we have

(_\
-
B
Z

1
N——
_Q

LV

1
(pVaq)
1,1
~ jat vy,

vV

. 1 1 1 ; ’
In particular, [> 5 _;(ax) %z ~ ja vy Wh(lan ;izl(ak)(pvw ~ 1 and the ay’s are
. . . Ay 1
identical. Thus, for all j € N, [[t;], 5.7 gn) ~ 3¢ @'
For Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff space, similarly to the above arguments, we see that

j p/q I3
/ . [Z [Qil~/ D (t)q, Txqu () B, r'f)]—q] da
k=1

j v 1
= </ Z|Qk|_(5/"+1/2)p|(tj)Qk|pXQk($)(Oék)_p dm) - [Z(ak)—p] )
R™ k=1 k=1

Applying the geometric mean again, we have

)

k=1

1
(pva)’

1 1
~j 2 T ovay .

. 1 1 1 ; ’
In particular, [>7_, (o) PP ~ §7 @@ when S (ap)PVD" ~ 1 and the ai’s are
1,1
identical, which implies that for all j € N, [/t FEST@®RYY ™ j » GV’ . This finishes the
proof of Lemma 2.5. O

Proposition 2.3. Let s, 7, po, p1, q, © be as in Proposition 2.2.

(i) If bHpo g — bHplg, then T(po V q) = 7(p1 V q)'.

(it) If fHpSw — fHplq, then T(po V1) < 7(p1 V@) +7(5 — 5-) o Vr) (o1 V a).
Proof. By similarity, we only consider the Besov-Hausdorff space. Let ¢; be as in Lemma
2.5 with s, p replaced, respectively, by so and pg. Since sg — n/po = s1 — n/p1, by
Lemma 2.5, we have ||t; ”bHSOT ~ j‘l * vy and ||¢; ”bHSlT ~ j‘l vy for all j € N,
which together with bH;07 < bH,bg7 implies that j‘l ey S j‘l * Toovay for all j € N.

Therefore, (po V q) < (p1 V q). Meanwhile it is trivial that (pp V q) > (p1 V q)" since
p1 > po. We then have (pg V ¢)’ = (p1V q)’. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.3. [
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Remark 2.3. Comparing Proposition 2.2 herein with [31, Proposition 3.3] on the space
By 7 (R™), we see that the restriction 7(poVgq)’ = 7(p1Vq)’ in Proposition 2.2(i) is additional.
To be surprising, Proposition 2.3(i) implies that this restriction is also necessary, and
sharp in this sense. However, it is still unclear if the restriction 7(pg V r) < 7(p1 V q)’
in Proposition 2.2(ii) can be replaced by the restriction 7(pg V 7)) < 7(p1 V q) + 7(

p%)(po vr)(p1Va)

1
Po

3 Smooth atomic and molecular decompositions

We begin with considering the boundedness of almost diagonal operators on aH, g (R"),
which is applied to establish the smooth atomic and molecular decomposition characteri-
zations of AH;5 (R™). We remark that the corresponding results in a7(R") and A5 (R™)
were already obtained in [31, Section 4].

Definition 3.1. Let p € (1,00), ¢ € [1,0), s € R, 7 € [0, (pv—lq),] and ¢ € (0,00). For all
Q, P € D(R™), define

. (f(@))s (1 2 — g > . (f(P))”T“ (f(@))”T“
wop(e) = | —= + min | | —% | == .
©r (P max(£(Q), ((P)) “Q) (P

An operator A associated with a matrix {agp}q peprn), namely, for all sequences t =

{tQ}QE'D(Rn) cC, At= {(At)Q}QE'D(Rn) = {Zpep(w) CLQPtP}Qe'D(Rn)7 is called e-almost
diagonal on aHpq(R™), if the matrix {agp}q pepmn) satisfies

sup  |agp|/wgop(e) < oo.
Q. PED(R™)

We remark that any e-almost diagonal operator on aHyg (R™) is also an almost diagonal
operator introduced by Frazier and Jawerth in [12] with J = n. Moreover, Frazier and
Jawerth proved that all almost diagonal operators are bounded on l};’q(Rn) and f;q(Rn),
which are the corresponding sequence spaces of B;q(Rn) and F;q(Rn); see [11, 12, 13].
These results when p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1, 00) are generalized into the following conclusions.

Theorem 3.1. Let p € (1,00), g € [1,00), s € R, £ € (0,00) and T € |0, m]. Then all

the e-almost diagonal operators on aHyq(R™) are bounded if € > 2nr.
To prove this theorem, we need some technical lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let d € (0,n] and Q be an open set in R™ such that Q) = U‘;‘;IB]-, where
{B;}521 = {B(Xj, R;)}52, is a countable collection of balls. Define

HYQ, {B;}2,)
= inf {Zr,‘f :QC U B(zg, k), B(zg,m%) D By if Bj N B(ag, 1) # @} .
k=1 k=1

Then there exists a positive constant C, independent of €2, {Bj}jo-’;l and d, such that

H(Q) < HY(Q,{B;}52,) < C(46)1H ().



Decompositions of Besov-Hausdorff and Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff Spaces 17

Proof. The first inequality is trivial. We only need to prove the second one. Without
loss of generality, we may assume sup,cy R; < oo. By the well-known (5r)-covering
lemma (see, for example, [7, Theorem 2.19]), there exists a subset J* of N such that
U321 (3B;) C Ujey+(15B;) and xjes-X(3p,) < 1. Furthermore, by its construction, if B;,
J" €N, intersects B; for some j € J*, we have that (3B;/) C (15B;).

Let { B(xk, k) bken be a collection of balls such that © C U, B(x, ri,) and > po, 7 <
2H4(). Set

K; ={k € N : When B(xy,457;) N B; # () for any j € N, then r;, > 135R;}

and J1 = {j € N : B; N B(xy,45r;) # 0 for some k € K;}. Also define Jo = (N\ Jy)
and Ky = (N\ K3). We remark that if & € Ky, then there exists j € Jo such that

Bj; N B(xy,457;) # 0 and 135R; > 7. Notice that B; C Q C (U2, B(z,7%)). Hence, for
each j € Jo, we have Bj C (Uper,, B(ay,r)nB; 208 (T, 7)), and then, by d < n and the

monotonility of l%, we see that

d 4
St~ > Bl 2 > > | B(zg, )|
keKo keKso jeJ*NJa kEKz,BjﬂB(ka@f‘k)?ﬁ@
d
JET*NT2 \k€Ka, BjNB(x),45r1)7#0 jeJ Nz
which further yields that
Sete ¥ sy
kK, jE€J*NJ2 keK

On the other hand, we have

QcQBjc U(15Bj):{ U (15Bj)}U{ U (15Bj)}

jeJ* jeJ*NJy jeJ*NJ2
c { U B(a:k,46rk)}U{ U (15Bj)}.
ke Ky JjeJ*NJa

Notice that for k € Ky, B(xy,45r) meets B; for some j € N gives us r, > 135R;, which
further implies that B(zy,46r;) D Bj. Also, for j € J* and j' € N, if B; N Bjs # (), then
(15Bj) D Bj. As a result, we conclude that {B(xy,46r:)} ke, U {15B;}jcs+n, is the
desired covering of €2 and hence,

HYQ{Bj};21) < Y (46r)"+ > (15R;)* S (46)' HY (),
keK1 JjeJ*NJ2
which completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O
Applying Lemma 3.1, we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.2. Let B € [1,00), A € (0,00) and w be a nonnegative Borel measurable function
on RTFI. Then there exists a positive constant C, independent of 5, w and X\, such that

HY({x € R": Naw(z) > \}) < CBH? ({x € R": Nw(z) > \}),

where Npw(z) = Supjy_z gt w(Y,t)-
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Proof. Observe that

{x e R": Nw(z) > A} = U U B(y,t)
t€(0,00) w(yﬁ%’;

and that
{reR": Npw(@) > = |J U BwsY.

yERM
te(0,00) % AV

By the Linderdf covering lemma, there exists a countable subset {B;}°, of {B(y,t): t €
(0,00), y € R™ satisfying w(y,t) > A} such that {z € R" : Ngw(x) > A} = {Uj2,(8B;)}
and {x € R": Nw(z) > A} D (U,B;). By Lemma 3.1, it suffices to prove that

He({z € R": Npw(x) > A} {BB1}72) < B7H? (U By, {Bz}?io) :
=0

Let {B;;}2° , be a ball covering of Ujen By such that > 22 rde < 2HY(UX, By, {B1}{°,) and
that B}, engulfs B; whenever they intersect, where r B; denotes the radius of Bj. Therefore,
BB} engulfs fB; whenever they intersect and {z € R™ : Ngw(xz) > A} C {U2(BBf)}.
We then have

287 H? (U B, {Bl}fio) > (Brp:)? = HY ({x € R": Npw(z) > A}, {BBi})

=0 =0

which completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.2, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.1. Letd € (0,n], 8 € [1,00) and w be a nonnegative measurable function on
Rﬁ“. Define wg(z,t) = supycp(z,p) w(Y,t). Then there exists a positive constant C such
that

Nuwgs(z) dH(z) < CB* Nw(z) dH%(z).
R’!L Rn

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By similarity, we only consider f H;j; (R™). Similarly to the proof
of [31, Theorem 4.1], without loss of generality, we may assume s = 0, since this case
implies the general case.

By the Aoki theorem (see [2]), there exists a k € (0, 1] such that || - ||";HO’T(R") becomes

p,q

a norm in fHyy(R"). Let t € fHY7(R"). For Q € D(R™), we write A = Ay + A; with
(Aot)o = D (pepen): u)<up)) d@rtr and (Ait)g = X pepmn): up)<uq@) d@rtr- By
Definition 3.1, we see that for Q) € D(R"),

n+e

QN te
wnads ¥ (35) o e

_1 _
{PED(R"): £(Q)<U(P)} Qg — xp|
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Thus, we have

J

R 4 O DD RN Il DOND DR

JEZ QeD;(R™) 1=—00 PeD,;(R")

1

el 27t 1M
(1+2aq — wp|)"*

Let w be a nonnegative Borel measurable function satisfying (1.1) and

Lp(RM)

q

SO JtolRow( 27 < el 0 oy

JEZ QeD;(R™) Lo

Let 40,;(Q) = {P € D;(R") : 2'ap — zg| < /n/2} and A,,:(Q) = {P € D;i(R") :
2=t /n/2 < 2zp — xg| < 2™\/n/2} for all i € Z and m € Z. Define wp(z,t) =
27T SUDy e B, mam i1y W(Ys ) for all (z,t) € R Then Nw,, < 27NN mgmiaw and
[win (2,27 w(y,27%) < 2™ for m € Zy, z € Q with @ € Dj(R"), y € P with
P e A, (Q) and ¢ < j. Moreover, using Corollary 3.1, we see that a constant multiple of
wp, also satisfies (1.1). Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.2, we have that for all x € Q,

tpl|lw $,2_j -1 _ - o
Z 1| |£Zm( )] — 5 g—me+mnTT, Z |tP|XP[W(',2 2)] 1 (:E)
petn@ 12w —er) PEAL(Q)

Hence, choosing ¢ > nr, by Fefferman-Stein’s vector valued inequality, we obtain

[e.e]

J
I 4otllF 07 oy = inf o> RlExe | Y. DD oi=i) 4=

m=0 JEZ QeD;(R™) i=—00 PE€A, i(Q)

1
jtp|[w(,279)] ! ]}
14 2izg —zp|)"™®
(14 2z — zpl) Lo

oo J
SHS S erte|y x we

m=0 || \ j€Z QeD;(R") | i=—00 PEAM i(Q)

|t o (-, 277)) ”
i )n—l-s

1+ 2xp —x
( 2@ — x| -

K

[ee]
<Y oI5 S g 37 s
m=0 JEZ QeD;(R™) 1=—00
0"
< HL| ST JeplRple,2 ) S I 0

PEAm,i(Q) LP(R”)
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The proof for A;t is similar. Indeed, we have

n+e

(P 1t
Aels Y (E(Q)) R

{PED(R"): ((P)<H(Q)}

Thus,

|41t 07 ey Sif|I9D_ D QI 2 xq Z >t

JEZ QEDj(Rn =0 PEDJ+1(Rn)

1

L ltelle 2t 1M
(1+2|zg —zp|)""*

Let Ag;(Q) = {P € Dju(R") : |xp — 2| < v/n/2} and Ay, ;1(Q) = {P € D (R") :
2m=1t/n/2 < 2|xp — xg| < 2™\/n/2} for all j € Z and m, | € Z,.. Set

Lp(R™)

B (@, 8) = 270" sup{w(y, s) : y €R", |y — x| < Vn2™ s}

forallm € Z; and (z,s) € ]R’}fl. Similarly, we have that a constant multiple of w,,, satisfies
(1.1) and [@pm (2, 277)]  w(y, 27771 < 2H077 for m, | € Zy, = € Q with Q € D;(R™),
y € P with P € A, ;;(Q). Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.2 again, we see that for all
T € Q,

3 [tpl@m (@, 277 ettt ety >y [tplxp ().
k (1+2zg —ap|)te ™ g w(-,277)
PeA, ;1(Q) PeA, ;1(Q)

Hence, choosing € > 2n7, similarly to the estimate of || Aot|| FH07 (), We also have
p,q

o _OO
At ger ey S D22 2 RIFExe D >0 27
m=0

JEZL QED Rn) _l:(] Pegm,j,i(Q)

ol (- 279)] ! ”
; )n—l-s

(1+2zg — zp|

Lr(R")
oo
S Z 2m(n'r—e)n Z Z X0 [22 l(e/2—nT)
m=0 JEZ QED; (R™)
1k
7Y ¢
cHL Y felelet 2 < ey

Pegm,j,i(Q) LP(R")

which completes the proof of Theorem 3.1. O
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Remark 3.1. We point out that Theorem 3.1 generalizes the corresponding results of
Besov Spaces and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces in [11, 12, 13] when p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1,00)
by taking 7 = 0. Moreover, the restriction that € > 2n7 in Theorem 3.1 is different from
the restriction that e > 2n(r — 1/p) in [31, Theorem 4.1] on the spaces By (R™) and
Egy ().

As applications of Theorem 3.1, we establish the smooth atomic and molecular decom-
position characterizations of AH,7(R™).

Definition 3.2. Let p € (1,0), ¢ € [1,0), s € R, 7 € [0
N =max(|—s+2n7],—1) and s* = s — |s]. .
(i) A function my is called a smooth synthesis molecule for AHpq(R™) supported near Q,

if there exist a § € (max{s*, (s+n7)*},1] and M > n+2n7 such that [p, 27mq(x) dz =0

if [y < N, [mo ()] < Q72 (1 + [6(Q)] & — wg|) ™M),

,m] and @ € D(R™). Set

17l

0" mo(@) < Q72 % (1+ Q) Mz —aqg) ™™ it y| < [s+3n7),  (3.1)
and
0" mg(x) — mo(y)|
<|QI T mwz—yl® sup (1+ Q)] Vo — 2 —zo)) ™M (3.2)

if |y| = |s+ 3n7].
A set {mqg}gepmn) of functions is called a family of smooth synthesis molecules for
AH; 7 (R™), if each mg is a smooth synthesis molecule for AH;7 (R™) supported near Q.
(ii) A function bg is called a smooth analysis molecule for AHyg(R™) supported near
Q, if there exist a p € ((n — s)*,1] and M > n + 2n7 such that [, 27bg(z)dz = 0 if

Iv] < [s+3n7], |bg(x)] < ’Q‘—% (14 [6Q)) |z — xQD_maX(M’M+S+m)

)

07bg(x)] < Q172 % (1+ Q)] z — zol) ™ i 1| < N, (3.3)
and

07bq(x) — 87bo(y)]
<@z e~y sup 1+ Q) e -z —zol) M if | =N. (34)

A set {bq}oepmn) of functions is called a family of smooth analysis molecules for
AH, 7 (R™), if each bg is a smooth analysis molecule for AH, 7 (R™) supported near Q.

We remark that if s + 3n7 < 0, then (3.1) and (3.2) are void; if N < 0, then (3.3) and
(3.4) are void. By a similar argument to the proof of [12, Corollary B.3] (see also [31,
Lemma 4.1]), we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.3. Let p € (1,00),q € [1,0),s € R and 7 € [0, W]. Then there exist

€1 > 2nT and a positive constant C' such that for all families {mq}gepmn) of smooth
synthesis molecules for AH,5 (R™) and families {bq}gep®n) of smooth analysis molecules

for AHpG(R™), [(mp, bQ) r2@n)| < Cwgp(er).
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To formulate the molecular decomposition, the following lemma is indispensable.

Lemma 3.4. Retain the same assumptions as in Lemma 3.5. Let f € AHy7(R™) and
® be a smooth analysis molecule for AHpq(R™) supported near a dyadic cube Q. Then
(f, @) is well defined. Indeed, let p,1p € S(R™) be as in (2.2). Then the series

(f, @)= (G« f,2)= > (f0p)(Wp,®) (3.5)

JEL PeD(R™)
converges absolutely and its value is independent of the choices of @ and 1.

Proof. The same proof as that of [31, Lemma 4.2] works for the absolute convergence of
(3.5). We only need to prove that the value of (3.5) is independent of the choices of ¢ and
1. By similarity again, we only consider the spaces BH, 7 (R").

Let f € BHy7(R"). We claim that > 20 ®j * ¥j * f converges in S'(R"). In fact,
similarly to the proof of [30, Lemma 2.2], we have that for all ¢ € S(R™) and x € R",

2-iM
lpj * d(@)] S N@llsarss ||¢||SM+1W’
where M € N is determined later. Thus,
o (o]
- —jM b * f(2)]
Z ‘(90]' * 1/}]' * fa ¢>’ S/ ”90”5M+1H¢”5M+1 22 / /]Rn (1 ‘|]‘ ‘x’)n—i-M dx.

Il
o

J j=0

Recall again that w(z,t) < ¢7"7 for all nonnegative Borel measurable functions w on ]R’}fl
satisfying (1.1). Letting M > max(0,n7T — s), by Holder’s inequality, we then obtain

N~ o jrgnr [ Wy x f(@)][w(z,279)]7!
Z |<‘:0j * ij * f, ¢>| S ||90||SM+1 ||¢HSM+1 22 M /n ’ (1 + |$|)n+M

dx

S ”(10”51\/I+1 |’¢HSM+1 ”f”BH;;;(Rn)v

which implies that 3 72 @; * ¥ * f converges in S'(R"). Thus, the claim is true.

We need to handle carefully the remaining summation: Z;:l_ oo 95 ¥ * f. In general
it is not possible to prove that Z;:l_ w Pj * ¥ * f is convergent in S’(R™). Therefore, we
pass to its partial derivatives. Choose v € Z’} such that |y| > s — nT —n/p. Then using
Holder’s inequality, similarly to the previous estimate, we obtain that for all x € R™,

1 —1
~ » [V * f(y)]
0B %+ @) < Y 20Dl / | dy
j;oo T j:z_oo M fp (L 2] — )P
o i )
—s+nT+2
S, Z 2’\" P ||90||SM+1HfHBH;‘:g(Rn)
j=—00

S H‘:DHSM+1 ||f||BH;j;(R")‘

Therefore, it follows from the well-known result in [12, Remark B.4] or [5, Lemma 5.4]
that there exist a sequence {Py}nen of polynomials on R™ with degree no more than



Decompositions of Besov-Hausdorff and Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff Spaces 23

max (—1,[s —n7 —n/p|) and g € S'(R") such that g = limn_oc (372 @55+ f + Pn)
in §'(R™) and g is a representative of the equivalence class f+P(R"); see [12, pp. 153-154].
Using [5, Lemma 5.4] and repeating the argument in [12, pp. 153-154], we obtain that the
value of (3.5) is independent of the choices of ¢ and v, which completes the proof of
Lemma 3.4. ]

With Theorem 3.1, L.emmas 3.3 and 3.4, we now have the following smooth molecu-
lar decomposition of AH,q(R™). The proof of Theorem 3.2 parallels the proofs of [31,
Theorem 4.2] and [12, Theorems 3.5, 3.7]. We omit the details.

Theorem 3.2. Let s, p, q and 7 be as in Lemma 3.3. ‘
(i) If {mq}oepmn) is a family of smooth synthesis molecules for AH, g (R™), then there
exists a positive constant C such that for all t = {t}gepn) € alyg (R™),

> tomg < Olitllapzz meny-
QEDR™) ARG )

(ii) If {bq }gep®n) is a family of smooth analysis molecules for AH;T(R™), then there
exist a positive constant C' such that for all f € AHy g (R™),

I{{f> b)Y oep@m) s ey < Cllf a7 @ny-

Theorem 3.2 generalizes the well known results on B;q(R”) and Fliq(R") in [10, 11, 12,
13, 3, 5] by taking 7 = 0. .
Next we establish the smooth atomic decomposition characterizations of AH,q (R™).

Definition 3.3. Let s € R, p € (1,00), ¢ € [1,00), 7 and N be as in Definition 3.2. A
function ag is called a smooth atom for AH,q(R™) supported near a dyadic cube Q, if
there exist K and N with K > max(|s 4+ 3n7 + 1],0) and N > N such that ag satisfies
the following support, regularity and moment conditions: suppag C 3Q, |07 ag|| L~ ®n) <
\Q]_%_‘ln‘ if [y < K, and Jgn 2Vaq(x) dz = 0 if |y| < N.

A set {aqQ}gep(rn) of functions is called a family of smooth atoms for AHy7(R™), if
each ag is a smooth atom for AH,7(R™) supported near Q.

Remark 3.2. We point out that in Definition 3.3, the regularity condition of smooth

vl
atoms can be strengthened into that ||07agq||pe®n) < ]Q\_%_% for all |y| < M, where
M can be any sufficiently large constant depending on s, 7, p and ¢; see Grafakos [15,
Definition 6.6.2] for the details.

It is clear that every smooth atom for AH7(R™) is a constant multiple of a smooth
synthesis molecule AH, 7 (R™). Once we establish Theorem 3.2, an argument used in [12,
pp. 60-61] or [5, pp. 1495-1497] yields the following conclusion; we omit the details.

Theorem 3.3. Let s, p, ¢, 7 be as in Lemma 3.5. Then for each f € AH;;;(R”), there
exist a family {aq}gepmnr) of smooth atoms for AHy ¢ (R™), a coefficient sequence t =
{to}gep®n) € aHpg(R™), and a positive constant C' such that f = > Qep(rn) tQag in
Sto(R™) and |[t]l 57 @y < ClF | arsy ey
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Conwversely, there exists a positive constant C' such that for all families {aq}qepm@n)
of smooth atoms for AHyT(R™) and coefficient sequences t = {tQ}gep@n) € aH;T(R™),
| ZQeD(R") tQaQHAH;;;(Rn) < C”t”aﬁg;g(w)-

Theorem 3.3 again generalizes the well known results on B;,q(]R”) and F;q(R”) in
[10, 11, 12, 13] (see also [3, 5, 15]) by taking 7 = 0.

4 Pseudo-differential operators and trace theorems

In this section, we give some applications of the smooth atomic and molecular decom-
position characterizations of AH;4 (R™), including the boundedness of pseudo-differential
operators with homogeneous symbols in these spaces and their trace properties. We first
recall the notion of homogeneous symbols; see, for example, [16].

Definition 4.1. Let m € Z. A smooth function a defined on R x (Rf \ {0}) belongs to
the class S{’fl(R"), if a satisfies the following differential inequalities that for all o, 8 € Z7,

sup ¢l N92 0 a(x, £)] < oo
z€R™, £e(R™\{0})

As an application of the smooth molecular decomposition of AH;7 (R™) (Theorem 3.2)
and the Calderén reproducing formula (2.2), we have the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.1. Let m € Z, s € R, p € (1,00), q € [1,00) and T € [0, (p\/—lq)’]' Let a be a
symbol in S{”l(R") and a(x, D) be the pseudo-differential operator such that

oz, D)f(x) = / oz, €)(FF)(€)™ de

n

for all smooth synthesis molecules for AH,f,ng’T(R") and x € R™. Assume that its formal
adjoint a(z, D)* satisfies a(z, D)*(z7) = 0 in SL (R™) for all B € Z7 with |B| < max{—s+
2nt,—1}. Then a(x, D) is a bounded linear operator from AHp 4™ (R™) to AHy 7 (R™).

Proof. The proof is similar to that in [14, 9, 23, 24, 16]; see also [22]. We abbreviate T =
a(z, D) for simplicity. Let f € AH; ™" (R™) and ¢ be as in Definition 1.1 such that for all
EER™, Y ez | Fp(277¢)]? = Xrr\ {0} (§)- Then by the Calderén reproducing formula (2.2),
we have f =} ocprn)(f,0Q)¢q in 8! (R™); moreover, by the p-transform characteri-

zation of AH; ™" (R") (see Theorem 2.1), we see that ||{(f, ¢Q>}Q€D(Rn)HaH;Zm,T(Rn) <

”f”AH;j(}mvf(Rn)’ or equivalently, H{’Q‘_%<f7 @QHQED(R")HQH;;;(W) 5 HfHAH;:Zm’T(Rn)’
We claim that T(f) = ZQGD(Rn)<f7 ©Q)T(pq) in S (R™) with ||T(f)||AH;‘;;(Rn) S
”f”AHs+7n,T(Rn). To this end, by Theorem 3.2 (i), it suffices to show that every |Q|» T(q)
p.q .
is a constant multiple of a synthesis molecule for AHpq (R™) supported near Q. This fact

was established by Grafakos and Torres [16]; see also [22]. We then conclude that 7' is
bounded from AH; ™" (R™) to AH; 7 (R™), which completes the proof of Theorem 4.1. [
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We remark that Theorem 4.1 generalizes the corresponding classical results in Besov
spaces and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces obtained by Grafakos and Torres [16, Theorems 1.1
and 1.2] when p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1,00) by taking 7 = 0.

As an application of smooth atomic decomposition of AHS,’; (R™), we are now going to
show the trace theorem. For z = (x1,--- ,z,) € R", we set 2’ = (x1,--- ,2,_1) € R*"L,

Theorem 4.2. Letn > 2, p € (1,00), ¢ € [1,00), T € [0
Then there exists a surjective and continuous operator

,n&;\/;),] and s € (% + 2nT, 00).
1 a
Tr: f € AHST(R™) s Tr(f) € AHp," "' (R
such that Tr(f)(x") = f(2',0) for all #' € R"~' and smooth atoms f for AHy7(R™).
To prove this theorem, we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let d € (0,n] and 2 be an open set in R™. Define

dist(z;, 09Q)

B . .
(.1'7»774]), T] > 10000

tat

1

HIQ)=infq> rf:QcC
J=1 J
Then HY(Q) and HE(Q) are equivalent for all Q.

Proof. The inequality H¥(Q) < H4(Q) is trivial from the definitions. To prove the con-
verse, we choose a ball covering {B(z;,7;)}32; of  such that 3772, 7’? < 2H4(Q). Let
{B(X;, Rj)}32, be a Whitney covering of (2 satisfying Q = U2, B(Xj, R;), R;/1000 <
dist(X;,09Q) < R;/100 and E]EN XR; < Cp; see, for example, [15, Proposition 7.3.4]. Set

Ji={j eN: (B(Xj,R;) N B(zy,r1)) # 0 and R; < 4ry, for some k € N }

and Jo = (N\ Ji). Notice that if k € N satisfies (B(Xj;, R;) N B(zg,7%)) # 0 for some
J € Ja, then B(xy,71) C B(Xj,2R;), since ry, < R;j/4. With this in mind, we define

Ky ={k e N : (B(zy,m) N B(Xj,R;)) # 0 for some j € Jo},
and K7 = (N'\ K3). It is easy to see that
U Bk, < | U Blawre)|J | B(X;.2R)) |- (4.1)
k=1 keK1 Jj€J2

Furthermore, for each k € N, the cardinality of the set {j € Jo : (B(zg, ) NB(X;, R;)) #
(0} is bounded by a constant depending only on the dimension. Hence, we have

o
L EDILEDILLDIL LD 2 i

k=1 keK, kKo keK, j€Js \ke€Ka, (B(wro)NB(X;,R;))£0

~ 3y 3 |B(ay, re)|

keKy Jje€J2 kJEK2,(B(Z‘kﬂ“k)ﬂB(Xj,Rj));ﬁ@
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Notice that B(X;, R;) C 2 C (U2 B(xk,rk)). Then for each j € Jy, we have
B(X;,R;) C U B(xy, 1)
k€K, (B(xk,re)NB(X;,R;))#0

Since d € (0,n], by the monotonicity of %, we see that

3 | Bk, i)

keKa, (B(er,ro)NB(X;,R;)#0

3l

da
> > 1 B(zk,me)| | = [B(XG, Ry)|»
keKa, (B(zr,re)NB(X;,R;))#0

As a consequence, Y po Ork 2 D ke, rd + dicd R , which combmed with (4.1) yields

that HY(Q) < Y ek, i+ > jes, (2R; S Yk, Th Z]eh < Yot £ HYQ).
This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.1. U

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For similarity, we concentrate on the space BH;;; (R™). By Theo-
rem 3.3, any f € BH;q(R") admits a smooth atomic.decomposition =2 0epwn t@aq
in S (R™), where each aq is a smooth atom for BHy;(R™) and t = {tq}gepmn) C C
satisfies HtHbH;:;(R?). S ”f”BH;;;(Rn)' Since s > 1/p + 2n7, there is no need to postulate
any moment condition on ag. Define

no_ / tQ 1 /
Tr(f)(+') = toag(¥',0) = U(Q)]2ag(+,0).
P oo QT ¢

By the support condition of smooth atoms, the above summation can be re-written as

LQ/x [(i—1)0(Q"),il(Q’ 1
Z > O Q)] Fagi @ e (50 (4.2)
i= OQIE'D Rn— 1) [E(Q )]2

We need to show that (4.2) converges in S’ (R"!) and

n_ < ‘rS,T
HTr(f)HBH;;% T gty 1 s 737 ey

To this end, by Theorem 3.3, it suffices to prove that each [£(Q’)] %aQ/X ((i—1)e(Q"),ie(@) (', 0)

_1 n_
is a smooth atom for BH;q”’"*lT(R"_l) supported near @' and for all i € {0, 1, 2},

< o0. (4.3)
bH,, P ReTT (Rn—1)

_1
H{[E(Q’)] 2t@fx[<z’—1>e<cz'>,w<cz'>>}Q,ED(Rnfl)

Indeed, it was already proved in [22] that [E(Q’)]%aQ/X[(i_l)z(Ql),M(Q/))(*’,0) is a smooth
_1 =

atom for BH,,*' "' (R""1). By similarity, we only prove (4.3) when i = 1. Let w be a




Decompositions of Besov-Hausdorff and Triebel-Lizorkin-Hausdorff Spaces 27

nonnegative function on R:‘_H satisfying (1.1) and

q ES
P q

s 1 -
S| X jarGiigp w2 Pdel b S gy
) ,

JEZ | QeD,(R™)

For all A € (0,00), set By = {z € R" : [Nw(z)]®V9" > A}. Then there exists a ball
covering { By, }m of E\ such that

Hnr(qu Z T"T(PVQ (44)

where rg, denotes the radius of By,. Let H"™ V9 be the (n — 1) (p V q)'-Hausdorft
capacity in R?~! and define & on R’} by setting, for all 2’ € R™~ Land t € (0,00), W(2',t) =
5sup{xn€R: jon|<t} (7', 7)), 1), Where C is a positive constant chosen so that N&(a') <
Nw(z',0) for all 2/ € R*. Therefore, if [N&(z')]?V9" > A, then [Nw(z’,0)]®VD" > A,
and hence (2/,0) € B, for some m, which further implies that Ey = {z/ € R :
[N&(2)] PV > X} C (U, BY), where B, is the projection of B,, from R" to R"~!. This
combined with (4.4) further yields that

/ [NG(x )](qu) dHnT(qu / grreva) (E,\ d\ < / grreva) (Ey)dA < 1.
Rn—1

Furthermore,

_1
H { [E(Q/)] 2 tQIX [Ové(Ql)) }Q/ED(Rnfl)

S| X T eyl [ B2

JEZ | Q'€D;j(Rn-1)

1
bH Pnl(Rnl)
1

q
P q

A

Q|-

A S M@ Flompaay / (e, 279)] P du
JEZ | Q'eD; (R 1) @
S It

q
P

Hyq (R7)

)

. A —— 1

which implies that Tr is well defined and bounded from BH, (R") to BH, 4" "~ = "(RrL).
1

Let us show that Tr is surjective. To this end, for any f € BHpqp’" ! (}R”_l),

by Theorem 3.3, there exist smooth atoms {aq}qgepmn-1y for BHpq” = (R"~1) and
coefficients t = {tq/}gepmn- 1) such that f = 3 ocpra-1)tag in S (R™1) and
tl 1 < bt . Let ¢ € C°(R) with su c (—31,14) and
I, e ) S Ui et € O (R) ppe C (—3,1)

©(0) = 1. For all Q’ € D(]R” 1) and z € R, set g () = (27 1°224@)g). Under this nota-
tion, we define F' = ZQ’eD(Rnﬂ) tgrag ®pq . It is easy to check that for all Q' € D(R"~ b,
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[@(Q’)]_%aQr ® g is a smooth atom for BH,7(R™) supported near Q' x [0, £(Q’)). Hence,
to show F € BH,3(R"), by Theorem 3.3, it suffices to prove that

H{ N2tobarepen) b (R S I BEL, P g1y
Let & satisfy [p, . [N@(2/)] PV dH" VD' (2/) < 1 and
Y
Y| X @ el [ B e Sl g,

JE€Z | Q'eD;(R71)

By Lemma 4.1, for each A € (0, 00), there exists a ball covering { By, },n = {B(2B:,, 7Bz, ) }m
of By = {/ € R+ [N&(@)]®) > A} such that 3, rii ) ~ BTV (Ey) ~
ﬁnT(qu)’(E)\) and that rp. > dist(zp: , OE,\)/NOOO for all m. For all x = (2/,x,) € R"
and t € (0,00), define w(z,t) = &(2',t)x[o,) (zn). Notice that if Nw(2', z,) > )\W, then
oy, t) = w((Y,yn),t) > )\quy for some [(v/,yn) — (2/,2,)] < t and y, € [0,£). Then
No(y') > )\@ and thus, y' € B}, for some m. Since for all 2’ € B(y/,t), Nw(z') >

O(y',t) > \@vVa' | we see that B(y',t) C E\ C (UmBy,), and hence, t < 10000rp: . Notice
that x,, € [0,t). We have (2',z,) € (20000B;;,) x [0,200007 = ) and E) C U,,(20000B;;,) x

[0, 200007 5: ), which further implies that H"" PV (Ey\) < > il qu) < H V) (By)
and

/ [Nw(:p’,:pn)](pvqydH”T(qu),(:n):/ H"T(pvq)'(E,\)d)\S/ ﬁnT(qu)’(E)\)d)\
n 0 0

S [ INGE)PD dBTOD () S 1.
Rn—1

Therefore, we have

2t / ! n—1 .
H{ @ YQrep®n-1) —
g L
_ Y
SIS @GR / w(,279)] P da
JEZ _Q’EDj(R"fl) "x[0,6(Q"))
— q l
E q
s—1/ .
SIS X @ rgp [ a2
JeL | Qrep,®n-1) o
< HtH .877 _n_ 5 HfH .sfl _n_r )
pq et (Rn—1) Hp,qp’nil (Rn—1)
which implies that F € BH;7(R") and HF”BH;’;(R") S I 1 _n . Further-

By, " " (R 1)
more, the definition of F' implies Tr(F) = f, which completes the proof of Theorem
4.2. O
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We point out that Theorem 4.2 generalizes the corresponding classical results on Besov
and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces for p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1,00) by taking 7 = 0; see, for example,
Jawerth [17, Theorem 5.1], [18, Theorem 2.1] and Frazier-Jawerth [12, Theorem 11.1].
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