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Abstract

In this paper we strengthen to Morrey-Lorentz spaces the famous trace principle intro-
duced by Adams. More precisely, we show that Riesz potential Iy is continuous
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if and only if the Radon measure du supported in  C R” is controlled by

[ulp= sup rPu(Blr) <o
xeR™ r>0
provided that I < p < g < o satisfiesn—ap <f <n, ¢ =3 — % and % < % Our result
provide a new class of functions spaces which is larger than previous ones, since we have

strict continuous inclusions B;,w o [P ey ./\/l;“ — M;ﬂw asl<p<A<oandseR
1 :

satisfies L — &= 7. If du is concentrated on JdR", as a byproduct we get Sobolev-Morrey
trace inequality on half-spaces R’} which recovers the well-known Sobolev-trace inequality
in LP(R".). Also, by a suitable analysis on non-doubling Caderén-Zygmund decomposition
we show that

HMocfHM;J(dy) ~ ||Iocf||M;17‘[(dy)

provided that (B, (x)) ~ P on support spt(u) and n — & < B < n with 0 < & < n. This result
extends the previous ones.
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1 Introduction

It is well known that doubling property of measures i plays an important role in many top-
ics of research in analysis on euclidean spaces, essentially because Vitali covering lemma and
Calder6n-Zygmund decomposition depend of the doubling property (B, (x)) < w(B,(x)) for all
x on support spt(u) of measure y and r > 0. Recently it has been shown that fundamental results
in analysis remain if doubling measures is replaced by a growth condition, namely,

w(B.(x)) <CrP forall xespt(u)and r>0, (1.1)
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where the implicit constant is independent of u and 0 < 8 < n. For instance, we refer the pi-
oneering work on Calderén-Zygmund theory for non-doubling measures [33, 34, 35] and [28].
According to Frostman’s lemma [26, Chapter 1], a measure u satisfying (1.1) is close to Haus-
dorff measure and Riesz capacity of Borel sets £ C R”. Essentially Frostman’s lemma states that
Hausdorff dimension of a Borel set Q C R" is equal to

dim, Q = sup{p € (0,n] : Iu € M(Q) such that (I.1) holds} = sup{f > 0: capg(€2) > 0}

where Ag(Q) denotes the f—dimensional Hausdorff measure and capg(€2) denotes the Riesz
capacity,

capg(Q) = sup{[Eﬁ (W) " Eg(u) = /R" /Rn x—y|Pdu(x)du(y) for finite Borel measure u}.

The LP-Riesz capacity on compact sets

cap(E) = inf{/ 1f()[Pdv(x) : f>0and Iof(x) > 1on E} ,
Rn
plays an important role in potential analysis, where I, is defined by

Inf(x) = Ca’n/ x—y|*"f(y)dv(y) ae.xeR" as 0<oa<n
R’l

where dv stands for Lebesgue measure in R”. It is well known from [7, Theorem 7.2.1] and [5, 11,
Theorem 1] that a necessary and sufficient condition for Sobolev embedding

Ly(R") = LY(Q, )

on the “lower triangle” 1 < p < g <, 0 < a <nand p < n/a is given by the isocapacitary
inequality
H(E) S [éap(E)7, (1.2)

whenever E is a compact subset of R” and u is a Radon measure in Q. Since ¢ p(B,(x)) ="'~ %P,
then (1.2) implies the growth condition (1.1) with B = g(n/p — a). Capacity inequality is very
difficult to verify even for compact sets, then one could ask: does the embedding L[‘f(R”) —
L9(Q, u) still hold if (1.2) is replaced by (1.1)? In [3, Theorem 2] Adams gave a positive answer
to this question as 1 < p < g < e and B =¢g(n/p— o) satisfies 0 < B <nand 0 < a < n/p. This
theorem has a weak-Morrey version [4, Theorem 5.1] (see also [36, Lemma 2.1]) and a strong
Morrey version [23, Theorem 1.1]. Let us be more precise. The Morrey space M%(Q,du) is
defined by the space of u—measurable functions f € L"(Q N Bg) such that

1
_g(1_1 . r
lugoan = swp  &PCD ([ ro)Fdula) <
JR>0 Bg

xespt(u)

where the supremum is taken on balls Bg(x) CR", 1 <r < /¢ <eoand 8 > 0 denotes the Housdorff
dimension of Q. In [23] the space M"(du) is denoted by L"*(du) with k/r = n/f and in [14] is
denoted by M, (dp) with (n— x)/r = n/{. The Morrey-Lorentz space ./\/lﬁs(Q,d W) is defined
by space of u—measurable function f € L"*(Q N Bg) such that

_p(1_1
IAlme @any = sup R P ‘)\|f||Lr-x(mBR) < oo, (1.3)
' xespt(p),R>0

where L"*(Q M Bg) denotes the Lorentz space (see Section 2) defined by

- cdr\
o = (7 [ Tarel )

~Sle



where d¢(1) = | g, ({x € Q : |f(x)| >1}) and p|p, () = n(QNBg). According to [4, Theorem
5.1] if the growth condition (1.1) holds and 1 < p < g < oo satisfies

q _p n B n
< L — — < _ = == .
LS O<OC</,L, n—op<f <n and P a, (1.4)
then
Iy - Mﬁ(R”,dv) — Mé“jw(Q,du) (1.5)

is a bounded operator. Since Morrey space is not closed by real interpolation, the weak-trace
theorem [4, Theorem 5.1] does not imply the strong trace version

HIO!fHM;*(du) < CHfHM%(dv) (1.6)

However, by using the inequality Lemma 4.1-(i), continuity of fractional maximal function My :
LP(R") — LPB/("=7P) (Q du) and atomic decomposition theorem in Hardy-Morrey space h% (dv)=
HME(R,dv),

1l = |

sup. ¢y % f] HMl < oo with @, =1 "(x/t) for @ € S(R") and f € S'(R"),
P

t€(0,00

Liu and Xiao [23, Theorem 1.1] showed that I, : b (dv) — M} (dp) is continuous if and only if
the Radon measure u satisfy [u]g < oo, provided that 1 < p < g < e satisfies (1.4). In particular,
Liu and Xiao shown the strong trace inequality (1.6) and since Mé* (du) C ngm(du) they get
immediately a version of (1.6) with weak-Morrey norm in the left-hand side. However, according
to Sawano et al. [18, Theorem 1.2] there is a function g € M?%_(R") such that g ¢ M;(R")
and [23, Theorem 1.1] cannot recover this case. This motivates us to study trace inequality in
Morrey-Lorentz spaces. In particular, under previous assumptions (1.4) we show that

Io: M2 (R",dv) — M (Q,dp)

is continuous if and only if the Radon measure u satisfy [u]g < 0. Then we provide a new class
of data for the trace theorem (see Theorem 1.1). The Lorentz space L”* and functions space
based on LP* have been successful applied to study existence and uniqueness of mild solutions
for Navier-Stokes equations. The main effort in these works is to prove a bilinear estimate

1B, V)| 1= ((0,00):%) S Mttll 2= ((0,00)55) V] 2= ((0,00):) 1.7

without invoke Kato’s approach, see [14] for weak-Morrey spaces, see [13] for Besov-weak-
Morrey spaces and see [37] for weak-L? spaces. For stationary Boussinesq equations, see [15]
for Besov-weak-Morrey spaces and see [16] for weak-L” spaces.

Choosing a specific f);—atom and using discrete Calderén reproducing formula in Hardy-
Morrey spaces, from atomic decomposition theorem the authors [24] characterized the continuity
of Iy : h;} (dv) — f)é* (du) by using the growth condition [u]g < oo, provided that 0 < p < ¢ < 1
satisfies (1.4). Meanwhile, it should be emphasized that M* _ # hﬁ. Indeed, according to the
Fourier decaying | f(&)] < |&["(/A-D Hf”h’;(dv) (see [1, Corollary 3.3]) regular distributions f € h%

satisfies [, f(x)dx =0 when 0 < p < A < 1 which implies x| /* ¢ h*, however |x| "/* € M%M.
If du is a doubling measure and satisfy [u]g < oo, the authors of [25, Theorem 1.1] showed
that I, is bounded from Besov space B}, .,(R",dV) to Radon-Campanato space ﬁé* (u) for suitable
parameters p,q, A, and 0 < s < 1. Note that we have the continuous inclusions (see [9, pg. 154]

and [20, Lemma 1.7])
Hy < By, LM Mb s ME (1.8)

where 1 < p < A < and s € R satisfy % — % = % In fact, the inclusions in (1.8) are strict and

then ./\/(1’}700 is strictly larger than Besov space BS - 50, our Theorem 1.1 extends the previous trace
results even when du is a non-doubling measure.



Theorem 1.1. Letr 1 < p <A <eoand 1 < g <A, < oo be such that g/A. < p/A foralln—3dp <
B<nand1 < p<q<eo. Then

1
5.1 gty gy S [1] /quHM;,(dv)

if and only if the Radon measure dy satisfy [] g < oo, provided that 6 = 7 — /%, 0<d<n/A
and 1 </l <5< oo,

A few remarks are in order.

Remark 1.2.
(i) (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev) Theorem I.1 implies

M5 1Lz, < VI 10,

fordu =dv and B = n. So, our theorem extend Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev [29, Theorem 9]
for weak-Morrey spaces. However the optimality of q/A. < p/A is known only for Morrey
spaces [29, Theorem 10].
(ii) (Regularity on Morrey spaces) If u is a weak solution to fractional Laplace equation (—A)g
finR"Y,

u=

$u(x) == C(n,8) PV, Rn%dv( ) with 0<8<2,

(=4)

then u € ngs(Q, du) if provided that f € M;Z(R”,dv). Indeed, u= Iy f is a weak solution
of(—Ax)%u = f because

(8P 8) = [ aE)EPoE= [ FiE)0E)E = (1.9)

forall ¢ € S(R"). Then, Theorem 1.1 give us desired result.

(iii) (Adams’ trace to surface-carried measures) Let Q be a compact smooth surface with non-
negative second fundamental form and

du(E) = [ e*m4au

the Fourier transform of a measure [ supported on Q. If Q has at least k non-vanishing
principal curvatures at spt(LL), the stationary phase method (see Stein and Shakarchi [32,
Chapter 8]) gives the optimal decay

du(E) SIETE as €[> 1.

Let ¢ € S(R") be nonnegative, ¢ > 1 on B(0,1) and ¢ =0 on R"\B(0,R) for some R > 0.
Choosing ¢y ,(y) = ¢(==) we have

e )| < | [ o 0)ant| =| [ B8

< [, @NACE g
L[ Jelertas

12 forall x e spi(p).

S

N\

It follows from Theorem 1.1 that ||I5fHM;* (@Qdu) < [[[.L]],i;ngHMx[, if provided that f €
K3 5 p.l
A
M.



Employing non-doubling Calderon-Zygmund decomposition [34] we obtain the suitable “good-
A inequality” (see (3.5))

Y (09 < u({x: (Iaf)F(x) > 3et/4}) +€ ) 1(Q}) with s=4""

provided that u satisfy (1.1), where (I, f)* denotes the (noncentered) sharp maximal function and
{0’} is a family of doubling cubes, see Section 3.1. Then, by a suitable analysis we have the norm
equivalence (see Theorem 3.5)

||MocfHMﬁj(d#) ~ HlocfHM/plj(du) (1.9)

provided that Radon measure y such that pi(B,(x)) ~ rP for all x € spt(u), where 0 < o < n satisfy
n—o < B <nand M, is defined as (centered fractional maximal function)

Maf () =supr [ 1f)iav,

r>0

for all locally integrable function f € L}oc (R™,dv). It should be emphasized that (1.9) is under-
stood in sense of trace, since My and I, are defined in f € L}OC(R”,dv) with Lebesgue measure
dv. In particular, when du coincide with the Lebesgue measure dv, this equivalence recovers [0,
Theorem 4.2] for Morrey spaces. The proof of (1.9) is involved, because it requires a suitable anal-
ysis of non-doubling Calderon-Zygmund decomposition to yield “good-A inequality" (see Lemma

3.3) as well as the suitable pointwise estimate (see Lemma 3.4)
Mlo f(x) S Maf(x)

whenever (B, (x)) ~ r?, where M’ denotes the (centered) sharp maximal function. Note that (1.9)
and Theorem 1.1 yields a trace principle for My if and only if (B, (x)) ~ rB. However, the “if part”
of trace principle for Mg can be obtained directly from pointwise inequality Mg f(x) < Is| f(x)| and
Theorem 1.1. The “only if part” is derived from the same technique used in Section 4.2.

Corollary 1.3 (Trace principle for Mgs). Let 1 < p <A <o and 1 < g < A, < o be such that
q/A < p/Aforalln—0p <P <nand1<p<q<eoo. Then,
Mg : Mﬁﬁg(R",dv) — M;;(Q, du) is continuous

if and only if [u] g < oo, for all 5:%—%, 0<d<n/A and 1<l <s<oo

It is worth noting from an integral representation formula that || f1| s (au) S [#]g 1|l o (e 18
equivalent to the trace inequality (see [27, Corollary, p.67])

(e < 1dgl e (110

where || fllwerwn) = Ljyi<k 1D fll1o ey forall 1 < p < g <ooand f=gq(n/p—k) >0 with 0 <
k < n. If Qis a W*P-extension domain, that is, if there is a bounded linear operator & : WP (Q) —
WP (R") such that & f|q = f for all f € WkP(Q), then (1.10) yields Sobolev trace inequality

(f, rtoiran) "< gl e

provided that i is a measure on Q such that sup,cps -7 P 1L(QNB,(x)) < . From [31, Theorem
5, p.181] it is known that Lipschitz domain is a W*”-extension domain. Moreover, it is also known
that (€, 8)-locally uniform domain is a WkP_extension domain for all 1 < p <ooand k € N (see
[19] and [30]). Let us move to Sobolev-Morrey space whr (Q) which is defined by

1/p
lwoa = swp (7 [ 1vspav)
B, (x)NQ

xeQ,r>0



for all f € L} (Q) and p € [1,n]. Employing a slight modification to the extension operator &
of Jones [19], the authors of [21] showed that an €-uniform domain is a YV!"?-extension domain.
Since Q@ = R”. is a uniform domain, if du is supported on JR”. then from Theorem 1.1 (or [23,
Theorem 1.1]) in Morrey spaces with f = n— 1 and integral representation formula [4, (3.5)] we
obtain the Sobolev-Morrey trace inequality:

£ 200 < CIV Sl o e (1.11)
My (IR dx) P
provided that | < p <A <nand p<g<A(n—1)/(n—A). However we cannot apply directly
[21, Theorem 1.5(1)] to yield (1.11), since || f|[yyrr(wn) = ||Vf||M$(R1) and A = n. One could ask:
does the Sobolev trace embedding (1.11) holds for Morrey spaces or weak-Morrey spaces? As
a byproduct of Theorem 1.1 and Calderén-Stein’s extension on half-spaces (see Lemma 5.1) we
give a positive answer for this question.

Corollary 1.4 (Sobolev-Morrey trace). Let 1 < p < A <nand 1 < g < A, < o be such that
"/1:1 =4 —1and q/A. < p/A. Then

/
1F &0 vz omr vy < CNVFlpet en
Joralll <p<g<ooandl <d <s< oo
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we summarize properties of Lorentz spaces.

In Section 3 we deal with non-doubling CZ-decomposition for polynomial growth measures and
estimates for sharp maximal function. In Sections 4 and 5 we prove our main theorems.

2 The Lorentz spaces

Let (Q,B, 1) be a measure space endowed by Borel regular measure dut. The Lorentz space
LP4(Q, 1) is defined as the set of u-measurable functions f: Q — R such that

. d @ qd g\ = s ds\*
||fHLp,d=<;/O [tl/l’f (z)} _> :<p/0 [spdf(s)]p?s> < oo 2.1)

t

forall 1 < p <eoand 1 < d < o, where
fr(t) =inf{s >0:ds(s) <t} and d¢(s) = u({x € Q:|f(x)| > s}).
For 1 < p < e and d = o the Lorentz space L"**(Q, 1t) is defined by

Ifllire = sup YPf(t)=sup [s"dy(s)]"/". (2.2)
0<r<u(Q) 0<s<u(Q)

The Lorentz space L”%(Q,du) increases with the index d, that is,
PV s PN ey [P e [Py P
provided that 1 < d; < p < d, < . More precisely, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (Calderén). If 1 < p < ooand 0 < g <r < oo, then ||f||rrr < (q/p)éf% | fllzra.

The quantities (2.1) and (2.2) are not a norm, however

d [u@ dr\? L
1= (5 [ 0 r @1 ) < om0 = [ £ has

t

defines a norm in L7 (., dy) and one has

p
1A 7ra < N flppa < llefHZp,d

forall 1 < p <eeand 1 <d <oo. The following lemma is well-known in theory of Lorentz spaces.



Lemma 2.2 (Hunt’s Theorem [10]). Let (M}, ;) and (M, ltp) be measure spaces and let T be a
sublinear operator such that

T fllzosi aay.apyy < Gill Fllzrini (vy.apy) for i=0,1

for all py # p1 and qo # q1. Let 0 < 0 < 1 be such that 1/p = (1—06)/po+6/p; and 1/q =
(1-0)/q0+6/qi, then

0~1-6
HTfHLq’S(Ml,d‘U.l) S CO Cll HfHLp’r(Mz,d[J,z)?

provided that p < g and 0 < r < s < oo, where C; > 0 depends only on p;,q;, p,q.

3 Maximal functions and non-doubling measure
In this section we are interested in proving the estimate
||IocfHM;}j(du) S HMﬁIafHM/plj(d#)

for every Radon measure p satisfying (1.1), where M* f(x) := f*(x) denotes the uncentered sharp

maximal function | .
fx) = — — fold } 3.1
fH(x) Q?SEQ{,U(Q)/QU foldu (3.1

and fp = m fQ fdu. Also, we are interested in proving the estimate

MIof(x) S Maf(x)

when the Radon measure u satisfy u(B,(x)) ~ rP, where 7k f(x) := f*(x) denotes the centered
sharp maximal function

1
£ = e { (B, (x)) /Br<x> = Fs.

3.1 Non-doubling CZ-decomposition

du} . (32)

Let us recall that a cube Q C R” is called a (1,7y)-doubling cube with respect to polynomial
growth measure i, if u(tQ) < yu(Q) as © > 1 and y > 8. According to [34, Remark 2.1 and
Remark 2.2] there are small/big (7,y)—doubling cubes in R".

Lemma 3.1 ([34]). Let u be a Radon measure in R" with growth condition (1.1), then

(i) (Small doubling cubes) Assume y > 1", then for j1-a.e. x € R" there exists a sequence {Q;} ;
of (t,7)-doubling cubes centered at x such that {(Q;) — 0 as j — oo.

(ii) (Big doubling cubes) Assume v > TP, then for any x € spt(p) and ¢ > 0, there exists a
(t,7)-doubling cube Q centered at x such that {(Q) > c.
Let feL] (1) and A > meHLl(QU) be such that Q) = {x € Qp : |f(x)| > A} # @. From

Lemma 3.1-(i) and Lebesgue differentiation theorem, there is a sequence of (2,2"*!)—doubling
cubes {Q;(x)}; with £(Q;) — 0 such that

] n
- d A
0] Jo 1>

for j sufficiently large. Since there are big (2,2""!)—doubling cubes Q;, then #Q]) fo |fldu <

HfHLl(u
u(Q))
| f(x)| > A there is a (2,2""!)—doubling cube Q' € {Qy}.cq, With center x = x¢ such that

1
©n(20’)

L < A for u(Q;) > c sufficiently large. In other words, for y-almost all x € R” such that

|17 <22,
Q/

7



Moreover, if Q = Q(x) is a (2,2""!)—doubling cube with sidelength £(Q) < ¢(Q’)/2 then

—Q)/Q\f’dﬂ>7t-

Hence, a non-doubling Calderén-Zygmund decomposition can be obtained. To simply, a doubling
cube Q mean (2,2"*!)-doubling cube.

Lemma 3.2 ([34] non-doubling CZ- decomposition) Let the Radon measure L satisfy (1.1). Let
O be a doubling cube big so that A > 10 fQ |fldu for f € L' (u)(Q). Then, there is a sequence
of doubling cubes {Q;} ; such that

(i) 1f() <A for x€ Q\U; Q5 peae.
(ii) A < gy Jo, fldun <414
(iii) U; Qj = U, UQ’]‘.e]fk a5,

where the family Fj, = {Q’]‘} is pairwise disjoint.

Proof. This lemma is a consequence of Besicovitch’s covering theorem and has been proved by
Tolsa [34, Lemma 2.4]. Note that [34, Lemma 2.4] with 1 =4 implies

1 u(no;) 1 uno, ( 2! il
1(0)) /Q fldk <=0, (u(an) /nQ,- 7l > =10, (u(2an) /nQ,- s ) =4

thanks to £(2nQ;) <2"'u(nQ;) and u(4Q;) < 4" 'u(Q)). Q

3.2 Estimates for sharp maximal function

Inspired in [17, p.153] we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let [t be a Radon measure in R" such that [i]g < oo for 0< B <n. If I f € L},,.(d1)
for 0 < o < n, then

e f | it iy S 10Tl gy (3.3)
forevery 1l < p <A <ooand1</{< oo,
Proof. Let Qg C R" be a doubling cube. Applying Lemma 3.2 with I, f € Lloc( )(Qo) and t = A
we obtain a family of almost disjoint doubling cubes {Q’j} so that
L/ o fldu < 4"t (3.4)
Q) Jo, -

and Io f(x) <tasx ¢ J; 0 p-a.e. The main inequality to be proved reads as follows

Z w(0) < u({x: (Iof) (x) > 3er/4}) +e) p(Qj) with s=4"""2 (3.5)

for all € > 0. Indeed, let s = 4%t and F; be the family of doubling cubes {Qj} of the CZ-
decomposition associated to s and satisfying

3et

0 fxean: o> 2] 66

and let 7 be the family of doubling cubes such that 0% ¢ {x € Qo : (Iq fE(x) > 3et/4}. If
Q € F>, obviously one has (I f)*(x) < % for x € Q and right-hand side of (3.4) implies (/o f)o =



o) Jollafldp < 4"l =t /4. Now from left-hand side of (3.4) one has
Y Q)< ) / o f (x)|du
gico gico

Z / |Iocf Iocf)Q|d.u‘|‘ IocfQ Z H Q]
Q’CQ 0;co

< / 1af ()~ Uafoldu+ (laf)o ¥ H(C)
Q 0ico
3
=7 + L K
Q’CQ
Hence, summing over all cubes Q € F>,, we have

Y Y u@)<e Y wo. 3.7)

ock 0ico ock

If Q € Fy, trivially (3.6) gives us

Y ) w)< Z ({x € Qo : (Inf)H(x) > 3£t/4} ﬂQ)
QcF 0;co
<pu ({x €00 : Uaf)(x) > 3ez/4}> . (3.8)

Since

Y u(Q) = < ) + Z) Y (o)),

J QcF1 Qeh/) @icQ

from estimates (3.7) and (3.8) we obtain the good-A inequality (3.5).
Now let dj, (1) = u({x € Qo : Io.f(x) > t}) be the distribution function of I f, then by CZ-
decomposition we have

dr, s (1) Zu Q)

thanks to Lemma 3.2-(i). Now invoke (3.5) in order to infer

oo

p [ S p o e /)] i p [ ep (a2
0 0 0

i ’ L[ L
= @/3e)'p [ 1 [y )]t 4 erp [ p(o)]

L
Now choosing € > 0 in such a way that £74("+2){ — 1/2 we obtain

(e} i
1 ,
2/ )7 di <p/ t [d(,af)ﬁ(t)] dt.

Since dy, ¢(1) < p(r) we estimate

oy = 50 KOG (o [T )7 )
(dn xespt(u),R>0 0
_ep(i-1 . ;
< s RPGH) (p/ ! {d(laf)ﬁ(t)} ! ‘”)
xespt(u),R>0 0
‘
= H(Iaf)ﬁHMﬁ‘é(du)y
as required. The case ¢ = oo is achieved without great effort. a



Lemma 3.4. Let i be a Radon measure such that (B,(x)) ~ rP for all x € R* and r > 0. If
fELL (dv)is such that Iof € L}, (du) when 0 < o < n satisfy n— a < B <n, then

loc

Ml f(x) S Maf(x).

Proof. Taking f" = fXp(y2) and f” = Xre\p(x,2r) from Fubini’s theorem and [7, Lemma 3.1.1]
we estimate

[ oherelanws [ ([ ey ) auto

<[ (L b ) 10y

' 3 w(B(x,s)) ds | wu(B(x,3r))
: /yx0<2r [(n— %) 0 R * (3r)n—a } FO)lav

Slulpr e [ Jf()lav

[y—xo|<2r

S [ulp n(Br(x0)) Mo f(x0),

which yields M, f'(x0) S [u]gMq f(x0). Now from mean value theorem we have
[le=2 7" =y = 2| Srle— x| * "7

for |x —xp| < rand |y —xo| < r. Hence, Fubini’s theorem implies
1
I /1 ) — (I /1 / {/ Z—x (xfnfld } z dv
a0~ a | < s [ Ar [ el w10
Srf el R
|z—x0|>2r

=r . —x0|* " f(2)|dv
) /2| I T e

=
iz DMy f (x0) < Maf (xo),
i=1

which yields

W (s0) = s0p i [ (") 5) = " 1) 5 M 50)

r>0 ‘LL
as required. a

Theorem 3.5 (Trace-type equivalence). Let it be a Radon measure such that w(B,(x)) ~ P for
all x e R" and r > 0. If f € L}, .(dV) is such that Iof € L}, .(dp) whenever 0 < o < n satisfy
n—o < f <n, then

HMOCfHMfL[(du) ~ HI(XfHM;l(d‘u)a

Joralll<p<A<oandl </{<eo,

Proof. Note that Lemma 3.3 is true with centered sharp maximal function M ﬁla f- Since My f(x) <
Iof(x), by Lemma 3.3 and 3.4 we obtain

Lemma 3.4

Lemma 3.3
| S Maflug, GO

et

<
Mo fll g, S v, o,

which is the desired result. 4
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4 Proof of trace Theorem 1.1

Let us recall the pointwise estimate between Riesz potential and fractional maximal operator.

Lemmad4.1. Let f € L} (R",dv) and B(x,r) C R" a ball with radius r > 0.

loc

(i) If0<y<d < oa<n,then
Sy 1— 3y .
s f(x)| S [Maf ()] =7 [Myf(x)] =7, VxeR"
(ii) If 1 < p<ooand 1 <k < oo, then

VB [ POV S W

In particular, (M, 5, f)(x) S Hf||M,pm'k(dV),f0r all p< A <oo,
Proof. The item (i) was obtained in [23, Lemma 4.1]. To show (ii), first let us recall the Hardy-

Littlewood inequality

0

"V(B(x,r))
[ msoavs [ g war
B(x,r)

This inequality and Holder’s inequality in L*(R,dt/t) give us

v(B(x,r)) 1 /1
[ v [ ()
B(x,r) 0

1
VBEr) 1 iNK dt\ ¥
< D _
(e
1
SIVBE Pl ok pery
as desired. |

Now, we are in position to prove Theorem 1.1.

4.1 The condition [u]g < o is sufficient

For x € B, = B(xp,p) with p > 0, let us write

Isf(x) = /y_x<p =3V () + =3OV () = I £ () + 1 £ (%),

[y—x|>p

where [’ = Xp(y,2p)f and f" = f— f'. If y € R"\B(x0,2p), using integration by parts and Lemma
4.1-(ii), respectively, we have

1 © S-n " d
) < [ (o) 2
ds

o _1
S A ) T P

T so1n
< 2d
= /p s s) Hf”/wplj(dv)

11



in view of 0 < 8 < n/A. Therefore, (I5 f")*(t) < p°~ i HfHMA[(dv) and we can estimate
pl

WEGop) | \*
125" o< Bso.p)an) S P A Il st o) </0 a dt)
n 1
< Paiﬂl(B(xo,P))q Hf”/\/lf,‘[(dv)
B_B 1
<ps * [[“]];3 Hf”M/pl‘((dvy 4.1)

thanks to 6 = 7 — AE and p(B(xo,7)) < [u]p 7P, for all xo € spt(u) and r > 0. Since

n—p n
P <5<I

we can ensure the existence of y such that (n—f8)/p <y < & <n/A which yields n— 8 < yp <
np/A < n. Hence, for y € B(xg,2p) we invoke Lemma 4.1 with & = n/A and estimate

1—
My f|

Sy
Isf'|| s <|\fley
H sf HL” (B(xo,p),dpt) ~> HfH l Lo (B(xo.p).dpt)

9°”<<
<<

6—
=115, dJWﬁH“

)‘S“,H

=) (B(x0.p) du)

)

S|

in view of |||g|?(|zes = [|g]|%,5 forb=1— g—:%’,. Now, since £ < s and b = (1 — g—j}’,) € (0,1) we

can choose ¥ close to 6 such that £ < sb. It follows from Calderén’s Lemma 2.1 that
/ 1-b 711D
Hlﬁf HL‘iv‘(B(me)dﬂ) SJ HfHMﬁ[(dv) HM}’f Hqu‘[(B(xo,p),d[J) . (42)

Now from real interpolation (see Lemma 2.2) and trace principle [3, Theorem 2] in L”(du) we
will show that

1Myl 7y ) S LD 1 Nt en vy 43)

for all f' € LP*(dv) whenever 1 < p<p=qb=Bp/(n—yp),0<B <nandn—f <yp<n.

Indeed, let 6 € (0,1), po < p < p; and py < p < p; be such that

1 1—-6 @6 1-6 6
— +_ =

- _ —

P P D o P

and

ASTHRC

where 1 < p; < p; = ﬁ e B < ypi <n, i=0,1. Hence, from pointwise

inequality M, f'(x) <1 | S ( )| and [3 Theorem 2] we have

~

1/pi .
1M |1 iy S W s ey < D 1 (e vy £ = 0,1

provided that the Radon measure u satisfies [i]g < co. Therefore, thanks to Hunt’s Theorem (see
Lemma 2.2)

1-6)/p, 0/p 1
1My N7y ) < Ty~ P Tl P e en vy = D7 1 iy 5 1 << o0,

where 1 < p <p=Bp/(n—7p),0< B <nand n—f < yp < n, as required. Hence, we can
inserting (4.3) into (4.2) to yield

b b
Vs f leostatanprany < 1 gt g ey L5 117 1 necna

b
= 71502 oo vy L1215 N F 12 o 20y av)

b/p (2_n)(1_9=X
suuuﬁ/”p<p DO pgt

1 11
= [u]p Pl %) ) (4.4)
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where the equality (4.4) is a consequence of (4.5) and (4.6) below. Indeed, note that by o =n/A
and 6 =n/A — /A, the request

5—}’) __ Bp
b=gllo"— L) =5= 4.5
q q( po— 1 - 4.5)
is equivalent to
q\ q p
Ypﬁ<1—l—*>—nB<1—l—*>—[3n<1—I). (4.6)

Hence, we obtain

<z_£)<1_5_—7><43>2<ﬁ_2>
p A a—y g\p A

Note that (n—f8)/p < y< 6 < o implies 0 < b < 1. From estimates (4.1) and (4.4) we obtain

_B(l_1L i
P B(i-7) |15f||Lq.x(“LQ(3p)) S [[.U]]f; ||fHM;}‘é(dv)’

which is the desired continuity of the map /g : ./\/lﬁ [(dv) — ./\/lf;js(Q,d Ww). a

4.2 The condition [u]g < o is necessary

Let B(xp,r) C R" be a ball centered in xo and with radius r > 0. Choosing f = XB(xp,r) When
X € B(xp,r) we can estimate
U0 = [ b= o 0)V0) = [ ey avs) 2 (Bl ) = CF
" y—xo|<r

thanks to [x—y| < 2r for y € B(x, r). The previous argument implies that the estimate (I5f)*(¢) 2
r% hold for 0 < 1 < u(B(xo,r)). Hence, using (2.1) (see also (2.2)) we obtain

1
wBG) . NY . s .
s llis By )y 2 7° </o " lds> = Cri " [u(B(xo, )]s 4.7)

Since I : Mﬁz(dv) — Mg*s(du) is bounded and ||y, r)”M’l,(R") = Cr/*, then (4.7) implies
) 7 ? Ps
that . , 1
rx 2 ”ISfHMf}fg(du) 2 rﬁ(ﬂia)HléfHLfI-S(B(xO,r),du) 2 "Iigﬂ(B(an"))a

which yields w(B(xo,r)) < rP as desired. a

S5 Proof of Corollary 1.4

The Calderén-Stein’s extension operator £ on Lipschitz domain Q is defined by £f = f in Q
and

Ef(x) = /1 " P 50+ 587 () w(s)ds on RN\G
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where ¥ is a continuous function on [1,0) such that y(s) = O(s V) as s — oo for every N,

/ v(s)ds=1 and / sy (s)ds =0, fork=1,2,---
1 1

and 8*(x) = 2cA(x) is a C*— function comparable to §(x) = dist(x,Q), see [31, Theorem 2]. On
half-space R, one has 6*(x) = 2x, and we have

Ef(X x,) :/ F&(1=28)x,)w(s)ds if x, <0 (3.1
1
provided that the above integral converges. The proof of the Lemma 5.1 below is similar to [2,
Lemma 3.1], we include the proof for reader convenience.

Lemma 5.1. Letn >2and f € L} (R™) such that Vf € Mﬁ,d(Ri) then

loc
IVEFll at ey < CIV Fllat e
for1 <p<A<ewandd € [1,).
Proof. Foreach ¥’ € R""! fixed and multi-index «, the scaling property ||[D*f(v-)|| M, = Y317 M,
yields
_1
HDaf(‘a (25— l)xn)HM;}‘d(Rg) = (25— 1)|05| r HDaf(',xn)HM/pl‘d(R'jr)'
It follows that

J
Haﬁgﬂ{m@

/1 0, (25— D) w(s)ds

M’; LR ‘ M; SR

< [ @00 @5 = 15 |y W)l
< (s 0> 1we)las ) 19,11y e
< Clonf et s
because |y/(s)| < Cs~ for all N implies
/lw(2s 12 F | y(s)lds < c/lw(s )OO0 g5 — C(8,N - 6)

where B(0,N — 6) denotes the beta function and 8 = 3 — 1/A. Since £f = f in R, then
vaf]]'{xnz()}HMﬁd(Rn) = HVfHMﬁ,d(R’i) and moreover

Haxjgf]]-{x,,<0}HM[l,‘d(Rn) S (/1 (2S— ])l_ll’l,](s)’ds> Hax,fHMﬁd(Rrjr) S CHax,fHMﬁd(Rrjr)
forall j=1,--- ,n—1, as required. |

Thanks to Theorem 1.1 on JR’ with B = n— 1, integral representation formula [4, (3.5)] and
Lemma 5.1

Hf(xlao)HMfIng(aRi) < CvafHMﬁd(Rn) < CHVfHMﬁd(Ri)
as desired.
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