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DUALITY FOR OUTER L/ (/") SPACES AND RELATION TO
TENT SPACES

MARCO FRACCAROLI

ABsTRACT. We prove that the outer LZ(ZT) spaces, introduced by Do and
Thiele, are isomorphic to Banach spaces, and we show the expected duality
properties between them for 1 < p < 00,1 <r < o orp = r € {1, 0} uniformly
in the finite setting. In the case p = 1,1 < r < 00, we exhibit a counterexample
to uniformity. We show that in the upper half space setting these properties
hold true in the full range 1 < p,r < 0. These results are obtained via greedy
decompositions of functions in Lﬁ (€"). As a consequence, we establish the
equivalence between the classical tent spaces T and the outer L‘Z (") spaces
in the upper half space. Finally, we give a full classification of weak and strong
type estimates for a class of embedding maps to the upper half space with a
fractional scale factor for functions on R%.

1. INTRODUCTION

The L? theory for outer measure spaces discussed in [13] generalizes the classical
product, or iteration, of weighted LP quasi-norms. Since we are mainly interested
in positive objects, we assume every function to be nonnegative unless explicitly
stated. We first focus on the finite setting.

On the Cartesian product X of two finite sets equipped with strictly positive
weights (Y, u), (Z,v), we can define the classical product, or iterated, L*L", LPL"
spaces for 0 < p,r < o0 by the quasi-norms

L
”f”Lf((Y,u),LT(Z,V)) = SUP(Z v(z2)f(y,2)")"
yey z€Z

sup(u(y) ™' Y. w(y, 2)f(y,2)")7,

yey zeZ

W gy iy = (25 B, v(2)F(y,2)7) )7,

yeY zeZ

where we denote by w = p ® v the induced weight on X. In both cases, the inner
L" quasi-norm may be replaced by an L* norm as well. For 1 < p,r < oo, the
objects defined in the display are in fact norms.

We first generalize this setting by making the fibers Z dependent on y. Instead of
a Cartesian product structure on X, we assume X to be partitioned into a collection
of subsets X, parametrized by the elements of Y, and let the inner summation run
over T € X,,.
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The LP spaces associated with an outer measure space (X, i), or outer LP spaces,
further generalize this construction. The idea is to replace a partition by a covering.
An outer measure pon X is a monotone, subadditive function from P(X), the power
set of X, to the extended positive half-line, attaining the value 0 on the empty set.
A standard way to generate an outer measure is via a pre-measure o, a function
from a collection of subsets £ € P(X) to the positive half-line, by means of covering
an arbitrary subset of X by elements of £. Namely, for every A € X, we define

(1.1) p(A) =inf{ Y o(B): &' &, Ac | ] B},
Ee€’ Eeg’

with the understanding that an empty sum is 0 and that if A is not covered by
&, then the infimum is 0. In general, an outer measure need not generate an
interesting measure by restriction to the Carathéodory measurable sets, for example
if they are only the empty set and X. Finally, for w a strictly positive weight on
X, 0 <r < oo, let 7 be the function from the Cartesian product of B(X), the set
of Borel measurable functions on X, and P(X), the power set of X, defined by

_ L
(1.2) C(HA) = (F,4) = (WA~ Y w(@)f(2))7.
€A
The reader familiar with the theory of outer L? spaces developed in [13] can recog-
nize that ¢ is a size.
For 0 < p,r < o0, we can define the outer L7 (£"), LE ("), L;*(£") spaces by the
quasi-norms

(13) I llzeery = 11z o ery = sup £7(f)(A) = sup (u(A) " D] wl@)f(@))7,
AcX AcX zeA

© . dX 1
(1.4) HfHLﬁw) = (L pAPinf{u(A): Ac X, ||f1Ac||Lgcw) < )\}7)?7
(L5) [ fllppoe(ery = (iulg AP inf{u(A): A € X, | fLacllpogery < AD)7,

>

where in all the cases the inner L" quasi-norm may be replaced by an L* norm as
well. If the outer measure is generated via a pre-measure, in (1.3) it is enough to
take the supremum over the elements of £. The integral in (1.4) is reminiscent of
the layer-cake representation for the classical L? norm on a measure space. The
subtle point of the theory of outer LP spaces discussed in [13] we want to stress
is that, in general, the infima in the last display do not stand for outer measures
of super level sets for f, due to the L™ averaging interplay between p and w. The
novelty of the outer LP spaces consists of allowing for a different way to evaluate
the magnitude of a function to define the level sets, in our case the L” averages,
rather than the L™ norm. When r = oo, the infimum specializes to the classical
concept of the outer measure of the set where f is strictly greater than A, namely
w({f > A}), and the LP quasi-norm becomes a Choquet integral, but in general
there is no relation between the two objects. To shorten the notation, we drop the
subscript p in L (") and we refer to the outer LP spaces with the symbol LP(¢").
Moreover, we denote the infima in (1.4) and (1.5) associated with f, A by

(1.6) p(l"(f) > A),

and we refer to it as the super level measure.
In the first part of this paper, we further develop the theory of outer L? spaces.
In [13], the focus was put on the real interpolation features of the outer L spaces,
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such as Marcinkiewicz interpolation and Ho6lder’s inequality, while other aspects of
the theory of these spaces remained untouched. For example, whether the outer
LP quasi-norms are equivalent to norms, and therefore the outer LP spaces are
isomorphic to Banach spaces, or whether they can be recovered as a supremum of
a pairing with functions in an appropriate outer o space. The first novelty of the
paper is to establish the expected properties for the outer LP spaces where the size
is defined by an L" norm. They follow by the sharpness of the Holder’s inequality
in the sense of the following inequality,

(L.7) Hf”LP(ZT) <C sup ||fg||L1(X,w)7

HgHLp/ (@T’):l
where the constant C' is independent of f € LP(¢"), and L'(X,w) stands for the
classical L! space on X with the measure associated with the weight w.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < p,r < 0. There exists a constant C = C(p,r) such that,
for every finite set X, outer measure u, and strictly positive weight w, the following
properties hold true.

(i) For 0 <p=r < o, for every f € LP(¢P),

1
EHf”Lp(X,w) <N fllpoery < Clfll o0

(i) For 1 <p<oo,l1<r<w orp=rce{l, o}, for every f € LP({"),

1
- sup Hfg”Ll(X,w) < ||f||Lp(£r) <C sup ||f9||L1(X,w)'

HgHLp/(e’r‘,):l gl Lp/(eT,):

(#ii) For1 <p< 0,1 <r <o orp=re{l,o}, for every {fn}nen S LP({"),

1> Fallpogery < C Dl pogery-

neN neN
Therefore, for 1 < p < 0,1 <r < o orp =r € {1,m}, the outer LP({") quasi-
norm is equivalent to a norm, the outer LP (L") space is isomorphic to a Banach
space, and it is the Kdthe dual space of the outer ¥ (ET/) space.

The main point of the theorem is the uniformity of the constant in (X, u,w).
In fact, for every fixed finite setting, both statements in (i7), (¢i7) are verified by a
certain constant alsoforp=1,1<r < owor 1l < p < o,r = o, and hence the final
considerations of the theorem hold true as well. However, for p = 1,1 < r < o0, the
constant is not uniform in (X, u, w), and we exhibit a counterexample in Lemma 3.4.
For 1 < p < o0, 7 = o0, the question about uniformity remains open. The uniformity
of the constant suggests that if an infinite setting is suitably approximated by finite
restrictions, the same results could possibly be obtained through a limiting process.

There is a slight abuse in the use of the term Kothe dual space in the statement
of Theorem 1.1, since this object is in general defined for Banach function spaces.
A Banach function space, or Kéthe function space, (L, ||| ;) on a o-finite measure
space (X,) is a Banach space of measurable functions containing all the simple
functions and such that if f is a measurable function with absolute value bounded
w-almost everywhere by g € £, then f € £ with norm bounded by that of g. The
Kithe dual space, or associate space, of L is then defined as the space of measurable
functions such that the L!(X,&) pairing with every element of £ is finite, endowed
with the norm of the dual space, see for example [4, 15]. In our setting, we have both
a measure associated with the weight w and an outer measure y on X. Although
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it is not clear whether a priori the simple functions with respect to w belong to the
outer LP({") space, it is straight-forward to check that the simple functions with
respect to p belong to LP(¢"). Therefore, with a slight abuse of terminology, we
extend the definition of the Kothe duality to the outer LP(£") spaces with respect
to the L' (X, w) pairing.

The first inequalities of both statements in (), (4¢) were already proved as con-
sequences of more general results obtained in [13, 21|, see Proposition 8.6 and
Proposition 8.4 in the Appendix of the present paper. It would be interesting to
investigate whether, for example, the outer L? spaces are isomorphic to Banach
spaces in the level of generality discussed in [13] and recalled in the Appendix.

The outer LP spaces were introduced in [13] with a specific infinite setting in
mind. The purpose was to formalize a paradigm in proving the boundedness of
modulation invariant operators in time-frequency analysis, when the underlying set
is the Cartesian product of the upper half plane with the real line. The bound on the
operator is obtained by a two-step program consisting of an outer Holder inequality
followed by estimates on certain embedding maps from classical to outer L spaces.
This is for example the case of the bilinear Hilbert transform in [3, 11, 13], the
variational Carleson operator in [8, 20], the variational bilinear iterated Fourier
inversion operator in [12], a family of trilinear multiplier forms with singularity
over a one-dimensional subspace in [7], and the uniform bilinear Hilbert transform
in [22]. Analogous applications of the outer L? spaces framework in other settings
with different geometries can be found in [2], [9], [10], [13], [16], [19].

In fact, it was pointed out in [13] that the same two-step program recovers
some results of classical non-modulation invariant Calderén-Zygmund theory, as
detailed for example in [17, 18|, when the underlying set is the upper half space.
In particular, let X be R? x (0,0), D be the collection of open dyadic cubic boxes
with sides parallel to the axes and base on R?, and o the classical volume of the
base of the box. Let u be the outer measure on X associated with (D, o) asin (1.1),
and w(y,t) be the weight 1, where y € R%,¢ € (0,0). In this infinite setting, we
prove the analogous statement of Theorem 1.1. The properties (ii), (i74) hold even
in the endpoint case p = 1.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X, p,w) be the upper half space setting just described, 0 <
p,r < 0. There exists a constant C = C(p,r) such that the analogous properties
stated in Theorem 1.1 hold true in the following range, property (i) for 0 <p=r <
oo, properties (ii), (iti) for 1 < p,r < o0.

Therefore, for 1 < p,r < o0, the outer LP({") quasi-norm is equivalent to a norm,
the outer LP (L") space is isomorphic to a Banach space, and it is the Kdthe dual
space of the outer v (KT/) space.

In the upper half space setting there are already classical spaces with a different
iterated LPL" structure, namely the tent spaces introduced in [5, 6], which have
been thoroughly studied and used in the literature. Let T'(z) be the cone with
vertex in x € RY, T(x, s) be the tent over the ball in R? centred in z with radius s,

(y.t) € R x (0,00): |z —y| < t},
(y,t) e R x (0,00): |z —y| < s —t}.
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For0<p<o0,0<r <o, let

18) Ar (@) = 11l 0y ay ey
£l = 1A (Ol 1o e a)-

For p=00,0 <r < o0, let

Cr(f)(@) = sup [fllLr(r(a,s).0)
(19) s€(0,00)
| ] T = 1C(f)] L*(R%,dz)"

For 0 < p,r < o0, the tent space TP is defined by the T? quasi-norm. Sometimes in
the literature an additional continuity condition is assumed on functions in 7%, see
for example [6], but we do not, in order to preserve a uniformity in the definition
of the spaces. For 1 < p,r < o0, the quasi-norms defined in the last two displays
are in fact norms.

In [13], it was noted that in the upper half space setting, outer LP spaces can
be used in the same spirit of tent spaces in order to prove classical estimates for
paraproducts and T'(1) theorems. The third result of this paper is to establish the
equivalence between the outer LP(¢") spaces and the tent spaces TP conjectured
since the publication of [13] but never formally established.

Theorem 1.3. For 0 < p,r < o, there exists a constant C = C(p,r) such that,
for every f e LP(L"),

1
clfllze < Uflloery < Clifllze-
Moreover, we have LP({") = TP.

It is worth noting that while the tent spaces require to pass from cones to tents
in order to define T°, the definition of the outer LP(¢") spaces always relies on the
boxes, or equivalently on the tents.

In the second part of the paper, we turn our focus to embedding maps of functions
on RY to the upper half space R? x (0, ). These embeddings are obtained by pairing
a function on R? with translated and dilated versions of a given test function.
More precisely, given a test function ¢ satisfying certain boundedness and decay
properties, we define, for every locally integrable function f on R¢, the embedded
function Fy(f) on R? x (0, 00) by

(1.10) FolNt) = | F@t 0(t7 (y ~ ) do

A prominent example of such an embedding is the harmonic extension of a func-
tion on R? to the upper half space, where ¢ is the Poisson kernel. The interest
in embedding maps is part of the aforementioned two-step program to prove the
boundedness of operators in Calderon-Zygmund theory.

We study continuous inclusions between outer LP spaces in the upper half space
and continuous embeddings from classical LP spaces on R? to outer LP spaces in this
setting. We start with an improvement over a previous result on Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inclusions between tent spaces in [1]. We obtain the boundedness of the

map
d

TP — T8, f > t774 f,
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for0 < p<qg<00,0<ry <ry < oo, or equivalently the same statement for outer
L?(¢7) spaces. The improvement over the result in [1] consists of allowing for 71 to
be strictly greater than ro.

These inclusions allow to recover strong type (p, q) estimates for the embedding
maps with a fractional scale factor

LP(RY) > LI(E"), f > £33 Fy(f),

for 0 <p < g <0,0 <7< from the ones for p = g, = 0. The fourth result of
the paper is then the full classification of all positive and negative results regarding
strong and weak type estimates for a family of embedding maps with a fractional
scale factor in Theorem 6.1. More precisely, for ¢ > 0, f € S(R9), let the embedded
function F.(f) = F(f) be defined by

F(f)(y,t) = Sl;pEzs(f)(y,t),

where the supremum is taken over the set of functions ¢ such that
(1.11) |6(2)] < (L+]2))~"~.

With respect to the strong type estimates, we extract the following statement
from Theorem 6.1.

Theorem 1.4. Let

(1.12) 1<p,g<0,0<r<00.

Then, for (p,q,r) satisfying one of the following conditions
l<p<qg<o0,0<r<on,

(1.13) l<p=g<oo,r=00,
p=1g=00,0<r<oo,

there exists a constant C = C(p, q,r,d,€) such that, for every f e LP(R%),

d_d
|t qF(f)HLQ(W) < C”f”LP(Rd)'

For all the triples (p,q,r) satisfying (1.12) but none of the conditions in (1.13), no
strong type (p,q) estimate holds.

It is worth noting that the strong type (1, 00) estimates hold for 0 < r < o0, even
if for r = o0 only the weak type (1,1) estimate holds. Moreover, in the endpoint
p=gq=1,r =00, we prove in Proposition 6.2 a substitute of the strong type (1,1)
estimate, namely the boundedness of the embedding map

HY(RT) — LY(€%), f = Fy(f),

for p € S(RY).

We conclude the paper with some applications of these embedding theorems
yielding alternative proofs of classical results such as the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality, and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality up to the endpoint in
the spirit of the aforementioned two-step program.
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Guide to the paper. In Section 2 we state and prove two crucial preparatory
decomposition results for functions in the outer LP(£") spaces in both finite and
upper half space settings. We use them to prove Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1 in
Section 3. Moreover, in Lemma 3.4, we provide a counterexample to the uniformity
of the statements in (%), (i4¢) in Theorem 1.1 for p = 1,1 < r < 0. In Section 4
we prove Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, Theorem 5.1, we improve over the result of
Amenta on Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inclusions between tent spaces. In Section
6, Theorem 6.1, we prove a full classification of all positive and negative results
regarding strong and weak type estimates for a family of embedding maps with
a fractional scale factor from classical LP spaces on R? to outer LP({") spaces.
Moreover, in Proposition 6.2 we prove the boundedness of the embedding map
defined by a test function ¢ € S(R?) from H!(R?) to the outer L (¢*) space. We use
the strong type estimates from both results to prove the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality, and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality up to the endpoint in
the spirit of the aforementioned two-step program in Section 7. Finally, in Section
8, the Appendix, we review the definitions and recall some results of the theory of
outer L? spaces in the level of generality discussed in [13].
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2. DECOMPOSITIONS FOR OUTER L?({") SPACES

In this section we state and prove two crucial preparatory decomposition results
for functions in the outer L?(¢") spaces in both finite and upper half space settings,
used in proving Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, respectively. Both consist of a
recursive greedy selection algorithm that provides a sequence of maximal disjoint
subsets of X exhausting the elements of P(X) where the quantity defined in (1.2) is
in the interval [2%,2¥+1) k € Z. This property guarantees not only an upper bound
but also a lower bound on the super level measure in (1.6) at level A = 2* k € Z,
in terms of the outer measures of the selected subsets, thus providing a concrete
substitute for it. Without loss of generality, we can restrict our attention only to
these levels. In fact, we can replace the integral in (1.4) with an equivalent discrete
version, namely

(27 () > 2))7,

keZ
due to the monotonicity in A of the super level measure of a fixed function. This
quantity is no longer homogeneous in f, hence it is not a quasi-norm, but the
discrete levels fit better the recursive process we want to describe.

In the finite setting we do not have to worry about the well-definedness of the
selection process, since at each step only finitely many choices are available. Again,
we stress that the main point in this case is the uniformity of constants in (X, u, w).
On the contrary, in the upper half space setting we need to be slightly more careful
in the definition of the recursive algorithm, accounting for the non-finiteness of the
selection process. On the other hand, due to the geometry of the outer measure
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space, we can get an improved version of the decomposition result. First, we can
extend it to the case r = oo, which is not included in the finite setting. Second,
the decomposition of a function in the outer L(¢") space, for 1 < r < o0, is subtly
more efficient for our purpose, as will be clarified in Remark 3.2.

We start with the finite setting. Let X be a finite set, u an outer measure, w a
strictly positive weight. Without loss of generality, we can assume that p attains
a strictly positive finite value on every singleton in P(X). If there exists x € X
such that p({z}) € {0,00}, then we can subtract = from the set, as no nontrivial
contribution to the outer LP(£") spaces comes from these singleton. In fact, in the
first case the outer LP(£") quasi-norm of a function f is the same as that of f1x\ (4},
and in the second the quasi-norm is infinite as soon as f(z) is different from 0. As
a consequence, u(X) is finite.

We have the following uniform decomposition result for functions in the outer
LP(¢7) spaces defined by (1.4).

Proposition 2.1. Let 0 < p,r < 0. There exists a constant C = C(p,r) such that,
for every finite set X, outer measure u, and strictly positive weight w, the following
property holds. For f € LP({"), there exists a sequence of sets {Ey: k€ Z} < P(X)

such that if
Fy = U Ei,

1=k
then, for every k € Z,
(2.1) O (flpe, ) (Bg) > 2%, when By # &,
(2:2) ||f1F,§||Loc(gT) < 2k7
(2.3) p(l(f) > 2%) < 3 p(Ey),
1=k
(2.4) H(Bx) < Cp(er(f) > 2570).

Proof. First, we observe qualitatively that by outer Holder’s inequality, Proposition
8.4, we have LP({") < L*({"), because u(X) is finite.
We define Ej by backward recursion on k € Z. For k large enough such that
1oy < 25,

we set Fjy to be empty. Now fix k and assume we have selected E; for [ > k. In
particular, Fi,1 is already well-defined. If there exists a set A € X such that

(2:5) 0(flre, )(A) > 2,
then we choose such a set A to be Ej, making sure that
(26) ||f1(AUFk+1)C||L(x)(ET) < 2k.

In fact, if there exists a set B € X such that
C(flaom, o) (B) > 2",
then by the subadditivity of the outer measure, we have
O (flpe, )(AU B) > 2",
Due to the finiteness of X, the condition (2.6) can be achieved in finitely many

steps. If no A satisfying (2.5) exists, we set Ej to be empty, and proceed the
recursion with k£ — 1.
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By construction, we have (2.1) for every nonempty selected set Ej, (2.2) and
(2.3) for every k € Z.

We observe that for every k such that 2% is greater than the L*(¢") quasi-norm
of f, the statement (2.4) is true. To prove (2.4) for any other k, let Ax_1 be a set
witnessing the super level measure at level 251, In particular,

(0 (f) > 2571 = pu(Agr).
By (2.2) for k + 1, we have
(2.7) ) 2 2770 S w(@)f(@)
Ap—1\Frt1
By the definition of Ay_1 and Ej, we have
Y, w@)f(@) <27 (B,
Ei\Ag—1

D w@)f(@)" > 2 u(Ey),

Ex\Fr41

hence

Y @) > crE (B,

(Ap—1nEx)\Fr41

Combining this with (2.7) gives
p(l(f) > 2571 = Cu(E),

concluding the proof of (2.4) for the given k. O

Now we move to the upper half space setting. Let X be the upper half space
and p the outer measure generated by the pre-measure o on D, the collection of
open dyadic boxes in the upper half space, as in (1.1). In particular,

X =R? x (0,00),
D = {(x,0) + (0,29)4!: x € 2977 je 7},
o(E) = |B(E)|, forevery E €D,
wly,t) =t

(2.8)

where B(E) is the base in R? of the dyadic box E € D.

In the following statement, the elements of a double sequence are parametrized
by a pair (k,n), for k € Z,n € Ni, where Ny, is either the set of positive natural
numbers or a possibly empty finite initial string of positive natural numbers. We
consider the lexicographic order of such pairs as follows: (I,m) < (k,n) if either
[l>k,orl=Fkand m<n.

We have the following decomposition result for functions in the intersection be-
tween the outer LP(¢") and L®(¢") spaces defined by (1.4) and (1.3), respectively.

Proposition 2.2. Let 0 < p < 00,0 <r < . There exists a constant C = C(p,r)
such that the following property holds. For f € LP({") n L™(L"), there exists a
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double sequence of dyadic boxes {Ey n: k € Z,n € Ny} € D such that if
Fy, = U Fyn,

neNg
Fin = Fiyn—1 U Eg p,
Fro= U Qi,
i€l

where {Q;: i € I} € D is the collection of mazimal dyadic boxes such that

(2.9) 1B@) <2B@)n |J BELm,
(I,m): 1>k

then, for every k € Z,n € Ny,

(2.10) C(flre, )(Ern) > 2%, when By, # &,

(2.11) 1F Ll oo ery < 2%,

(2.12) (=2 <c Y o(Bim),
I,m): 1=k

(2.13) D o(Brm) < Cu(l'(f) > 271,

neNy

Moreover, the collection {B(Ey): k € Z,n € Ny} of the bases of the chosen boxes
is 2-Carleson, i.e. for every dyadic box E € D

(2.14) > 0(Eg,n) < 20(E).
(kn): EpnSFE

A dyadic box satisfies the condition in (2.9) for a certain k € Z when at least half
of its base is covered by the bases of the elements of the double sequence selected
up to the level k£ + 1.

Proof. For 0 < r < o0, the selection algorithm is analogous to that described in the
previous proof. We define E}, ,, by a double recursion, backward on k € Z, and, for
every fixed k, forward on n € Ni. For k large enough such that

11l e ey < 2°,

we set Nj empty. Now fix (k,n) and assume we have selected Ej,, for (I,m) <
(k,n). In particular, Fj ,_1 is already well-defined. If there exists a dyadic box
A € D such that

(2.15) O (flrg, )(A) > 2k

then we choose such a dyadic box A to be Ej ,,, making sure that o(A4) is maximal.
The maximality of o(A) is achieved in finitely many steps because the set of values
of o is discrete and doubling and we have an upper bound on o(A) when A satisfies
the condition (2.15). In fact, we have

o(A) < (" (f) > 25°1) < C2M £, 0.
where in the first inequality we used an argument analogous to that used to prove
(2.4) above.
If no A satisfying (2.15) exists, we set N = {1,...,n}, Ny empty if n = 1, and
proceed the recursion with (k — 1,1). If for some k we are able to choose E, for
all n € N, we fix such Ej , and proceed the recursion with (k —1,1).
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By construction, we have (2.10) for every nonempty selected dyadic box E .

We prove (2.11) and (2.13) by backward induction on k € Z. We observe that for
every k such that 2¥ is greater than the L®(¢") quasi-norm of f, both statements
are true.

The proof of (2.13) for any other k assuming (2.11) for k£ + 1, which we have by
the induction hypothesis, is analogous to that of the corresponding property (2.4)
in the previous result. The minor adjustments concern the fact that we have to
deal with a near optimal cover of the super level measure set at level 2¢=1 and a
collection {E% ., : n € N} instead of the sets Ax_1 and E.

Now we prove (2.11) for every k such that 2¥ is strictly smaller than the L% (¢")
quasi-norm of f. If Ny is finite, then by construction there are no dyadic boxes
A € D such that

0 (f1pe)(A) > 28
If Ny, is infinite, we observe by (2.13), which we already proved for this k, that

Z U(Ek)n) < o0,
neNg
since f € LP(¢"). Therefore, o(Ey ) tends to zero as n tends to c0. Since each Ej, p,
is chosen to maximize o(Ey ), there exists no dyadic box A € D which can violate
(2.11) as such A would contradict the choice of Ej , for sufficiently large n. This
concludes the proof of (2.11) for the given k.
With (2.11), we also have (2.12). In fact, we have

W(Ey) < p(Fr—1,0)
< Z |B(Qi)]

i€l _1

<o | B@)n | B
€lp_1 (I,m): 1=k
<C Z U(El)m),
(I,m): 1=k
where we used (2.9) and the disjointness of the elements of {Q;: i € Iy_1} in the
third inequality.

For r = oo, the only difference is in the selection of Ej ,,. Fix (k,n) and assume
we have selected Fj ,, for (I,m) < (k,n). If there exists a dyadic box A = (x,0) +
(0,5)4*1 € D such that

gw(flpﬁ’n711A+)(A) > 2k,
where At = (x,0) + ((0,5)? x (s/2,5)), then we choose such a dyadic box A to
be Ej ., making sure o(Ej ) is maximal. The proof of (2.10), (2.11), (2.12), and
(2.13) then follows in a straight-forward way.

To conclude, we observe that the collection {B(Eky): k € Z,n € Ny} is 1/2-
sparse, i.e. one can choose pairwise disjoint measurable sets f?km C B(Ey,,) with
|Bi.n| = |B(Ej.n)|/2. This follows by (2.9) and the maximality in the choice of
Ey . Therefore, the collection is 2-Carleson. [l

3. EQUIVALENCE WITH NORMS

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1. We start with the
upper half space setting. First, we prove property (i). After that, for every f €
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LP(lTYnL*(L"), for 1 < p,r < 00, we provide a candidate function g to realize (1.7),
up to normalization of its outer L¥’ (6’”,) quasi-norm. Upon showing an upper bound
on the outer L? (¢™) quasi-norm of g and a lower bound on the L*(X, w) norm of fg,
properties (i4), (#it) follow. Then we turn to the finite setting and when possible we
follow analogous arguments to prove properties (i), (i¢), and (i4i). In almost all the
definitions and proofs we make use of the decompositions provided by Proposition
2.2 and Proposition 2.1. Finally, in Lemma 3.4 we exhibit a counterexample to
the uniformity in every finite setting (X, u,w) of both statements in (i7), (44¢) for
p=11<r< 0.

We start with the upper half space setting, where (X, p,w) is the setting de-
scribed in (2.8),

Proof of Theorem 1.2, property (i). The case p = oo follows by definition.
Therefore, we can assume without loss of generality p = 1, since

1 ey = 18 s ey
For f e L'(¢Y) n LO(¢Y), let {Ek,} be the collection of dyadic boxes from Propo-
sition 2.2. We have

11l ey < C Y 2K (e (f) > 2%)
keZ

<cY 28 Y o(Eim)

keZ (I,m): 1=k

<C) > 2o(Eum)

leZ meN;

< CZ Z Il (20t s )

leZ meN;
< C”fHLl(X,w)’

where we used (2.12) in the second inequality, Fubini and the bounds on the geo-
metric series in the third, (2.10) in the fourth, and disjointness of the sets in the
fifth.

We note that f vanishes w-almost everywhere outside the union of all the selected
dyadic boxes {Ej. ,}, since D covers all of X. We have

”f”Ll(X,w) = Z Z HflEk,n\Fk,nfl ||L1(X,w) + Z”lek,o\Fk+1 ”Ll(X,w)

keZ neNy keZ

< Z Z HflEk,n\Fk+1 ||L1(X,w) + Z Z ||f1Qi\Fk:+l HLl(X,w)
keZ neNy keZ i€l

< Z ok+1 Z o(Ern) + Z 9k+1 Z a(Qi)
keZ neNg keZ 1€l

<Y 2N o(Bpg) + ) 28 Y o(Bim)
keZ neNg keZ I,m): 1>k

< D2 N o(Brw) +C Y2 Y o(Erm)
keZ neNg leZ meN;

<C Y 2Fut(f) > 2

keZ

< Il ),
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where we used (2.11) in the second inequality, (2.9) and the disjointness of the
dyadic boxes {Q;} in the third, Fubini and the bounds on the geometric series in
the fourth, and (2.13) in the fifth.
A standard approximation argument yields the result for arbitrary f e L(¢%).
O
Now we provide the candidate function g for f € LP(£") n L™ (L"), for 1 < p,r <
0. We separate into four cases depending on p and r.

Case 1: 1 < p,r < oo. For f e LP({") n L*(L"), let {Ek,} be the collection
from Proposition 2.2, and define

Z Z 2K\ (@8) fs)
keZ neNy,
Case 2: 1 <p <o and r = . For f € LP({*) n L*(¢*), let {Ey } be the
collection from Proposition 2.2, and define
$) =2 >, 2" g (as)( (g, )(Eea)
keZ neNy
where
Ekn = Elj,n N {f > 2k}7
and E,jn is the upper half of Ej ,,.

Case 3: p=ow and 1 <r < w. For f e L®({"), let the dyadic box F € D
witness the outer L*(£") quasi-norm of f up to a factor 2, and define

g(z,8) = 1g(x,s)f(z,s) " .

Case 4: p =r = . For f € L*({*), let the dyadic box E € D witness the outer
L*(£*) quasi-norm of f up to a factor 2 in a subset of strictly positive measure in
E™*, and define

)

g, 5) = 1j(x, )1 (15)(E) 7,
where

E=E" o {f > £l o er)/2}-

We have the following upper bounds on the outer ¥ (érl) quasi-norm of g, where
g is defined according to the four (p,r)-dependent cases.

Lemma 3.1. Case I: p=1 and 1 <r < o0. We have
l9ll o ey < C-
Case II: 1l <p< o and 1 <r <. We have
HgH’;p/w < O
Case III: p = and 1 <r < oo. We have

gll sy < 115y (E).
Case IV: p=r = o0. We have

90l 12y < o(E).
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Proof. Case I: p =1 and 1 < r < o. Let 1 < r < o0. For every dyadic box
A € D, we have

(" (g)(A)" = —7; , 3,2 Fly.t)w(y, 1) dy dt
neNy

AN(Br,n\Fr,n—1)

27”[ fy, 1) w(y,t)dydt
(3.1) o(4) =5 g\;k An(Ex, 2 \Frt1)
1

<SC—rlo@+ Y o(BEpw))
o(A) (kyn): By n,CA

where we used (2.11) and the nested structure of D, namely the fact that for
A, BeD,An B # (J, then either A € B or B < A, in the second inequality, and
(2.14) in the third.

In an analogous way, for every dyadic box A € D, for r = o0, we have

tH(g)(4) < C,
and it is easy to see that, for » = 1, we have
1*(g)(A) < 1.
Therefore, for 1 < r < o0, we have
nwmw/<a

CaseIl: 1 <p<owand 1 <r <. Let 1 <r < . For a fixed k and every
dyadic box A € D, we have

(3.2)
’ ’ 1 )y r
(' (gl )A) = —— 3 ol >f Ft)w(y, £) dydt
An(E,m\Fi,m-1)

ro1
< PG J fly, ) w(y,t)dydt
i<k o(4) A\Fy 11
<c Z 2l(p—T+7‘—1)r'
<k

k(p—1)r’
<62 (p )7",

where we used (2.11) in the second inequality, and the bounds on the geometric
series in the third.
In an analogous way, for every dyadic box A € D, for r = o0, we have

(g1r)(A) = - )ZZfPﬁ‘Nw%Mmmﬂmmww

I<k meNl AnEpm
(33) < Z l(p 1) Z U'(El,m)
<k m: B CA
< 02’@(10—1),

where we used the disjointness of the elements of {E; ,,,: m € N;} due to the max-
imality in their choice, and the bounds on the geometric series in the second in-
equality.
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It is easy to see that, for every dyadic box A € D, for r = 1, we have
0% (glpe)(A) < 2Ke=D),
As a consequence, for 1 < r < o, for every dyadic box A € D, we have
o (9lre)(A) < c2ke=D),
hence

(3.4) (™ (g) > e2XP7V) < p(Fy) < © (Etm)-

Therefore, we have

gl gy < C M2k (7 (g) > 24 )
keZ

<c) 2 N o(Em)

keZ  (I,m): =k

<Cz2lp2 Elm)

leZ meN;

< C 27 (f) =27

leZ

< ClfIIoery

15

where we used (3.4) in the second 1nequahty, Fubini and the bounds on the geo-

metric series in the third, and (2.13) in the fourth.
Case III: p = o and 1 < r < . By construction we have

||9||L00(w ||f||L°C (erys

therefore, by outer Holder’s inequality, Proposition 8.4, we have

||9||L1(zr') S ||9||Lf(£r/)||1E||L1(eoo) ||f||Loo ZT)U( ).
Case IV: p = r = 0. In an analogous way, we have
9/l 101y < o(E),

since by construction ||g||Lgc(£1) = 1.

O

Remark 3.2. Without the crucial property of the decomposition established by

(2.14), the argument in (3.1) above produce the empty upper bound

(" (g <)L

keZ

Nevertheless, when 1 < p < 00, in (3.2) and in (3.3) we can already get a summable
decay in | < k for the upper bound on the (" size of g over the sets A N (F\Fi+1),

and it is not necessary to invoke (2.14).

We have the following lower bounds on the L' (X, w) norm of fg, where as above

g is defined according to the four (p, r)-dependent cases.
Lemma 3.3. Case I: 1 <p< o0 and 1 <r < o0. We have

”ngLl(Xw C”f”LP(gT
Case II: p = and 1 <r < o. We have

||f9||L1 (X,w) Z CHfHLv(er)U(E)
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Case III: p =1 = o0. We have
HfQHLl(X,w) = CHfHLf(er)U(E)-

Proof. Case I: 1 < p< o and 1 <r < . Let 1 <r < oo. For every fixed (k,n)
such that Ej , is not empty, we have

(35) C(falre, ) (EBrn) = 2" (0 (Flpe ) (Ern))” > 27,

where we used (2.10) in the inequality.
For r = o0, by the definition of g, we have the same inequality.
Therefore, for 1 < r < o0, we have

19l xwy = 20 20 1F 9l (e s

keZ neNg

= Z Z QkpU(Ekm)

keZ neNy,

>C) 27 Y o(Bra)

leZ (kn): I<k
>C Y 2%u(t(f) > 2)

leZ
> C”f”ip(m)v

where we used (3.5) in the second inequality, the bounds on the geometric series
and Fubini in the third, and (2.12) in the fourth.

Case II: p = and 1 <r < 0. Let E € D be the dyadic box associated with
g, in particular

C(F)E) = Clfll ey
Therefore, we have
Hf9||L1(x,w) = ||f1EH2r(X,w)
= (f)(E) o(E)
= C|f = (ryo (E)-
Case III: p = r = c0. In an analogous way, we have
HfQHLl(X,w) = CHfHLw(W)U(E)-
O
Proof of Theorem 1.2, properties (it), (iii). The first inequality in (i¢) is given by
outer Holder’s inequality, Proposition 8.4.

The second inequality in (i) is a corollary of the previous Lemmata for f €
LP(L"YynL*(¢7). A standard approximation argument yields the case of an arbitrary

ferLrr).
The statement in (4ii) is a corollary of the triangle inequality for the L'(X,w)
norm and property (i7). O

We conclude the part of the section about the upper half space with the following
observation.
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Let X be the upper half space and v the outer measure generated by the pre-
measure o on &, the collection of all the open boxes in the upper half space, as in
(1.1). In particular,

X =R% x (0,0),
£ ={(x,0) + (0,5): z e R s € (0,0)},
o(E) = |B(E)|, forevery Fe€&,
w(y,t) =171,

(3.6)

where B(E) is the base in R? of the box E. We observe that D < &£, and every
box in £ can be covered up to a set of measure zero by finitely many dyadic boxes
in D of comparable pre-measure. Therefore, the outer LP(¢") space quasi-norms in
the settings (2.8) and (3.6) are equivalent by Proposition 8.3. As a consequence,
all the previous results obtained in the setting (2.8) extend to the setting (3.6). An
analogous argument applies to the outer measure structure generated by triangular
tents in place of cubic boxes.
We turn now to the finite setting.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof of property (i) and, for 1 < p < 00,1 < r < o0, of
property (ii) follows by arguments analogous to those in the previous proofs, using
the decomposition in Proposition 2.1.

For p = r € {1,00}, the statement in (i) follows by the equivalence between
L?(¢?) and LP(X,w) by property (4).

The statement in (iéi) is again a corollary of the triangle inequality for the
LY(X,w) norm and property (ii). O

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 <r < o0. For every M > 0, there exist a finite set X, an outer
measure (i, a strictly positive weight w, functions f, f, € L*(£") such that

Hf”Ll(er) =M sup HngLl(fl)v

Hg LOO([r’):
HZ fallpieny =2 M Z [ fnll 1 gery-
neN neN

Proof. Let D be the set of dyadic intervals. For every m € N, let
Xm={IeD:1<|0,1],|I] =27™},
Em={Er={JeD:IcJc|0,1]}: T € X, |I| = 27™},

om(Er) =1, forevery I € X, |I| =27,
wm(J) =1, for every J e X,
fm(J) =271,
fr1(J)=1g,(J), forevery I € X,,,|I| =27

We have

mm+1
| Z frllpiery = fmllprgery =2 —
IeX,,[I|=2-m

ol = Y, (m+1)T =2"(m+ )7

I€X o, |I|<2-™ I€X | T|=2—"7
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For m big enough, we get the second statement. In particular, this yields a coun-
terexample to the uniformity of the constant in the statement of Theorem 1.1,
property (iii). Therefore, also the uniformity of the constant in the statement of
Theorem 1.1, property (i7) does not hold. (]

4. EQUIVALENCE WITH TENT SPACES

In this section we prove the equivalence between the outer LP(¢") spaces in the
upper half space setting (3.6) and the tent spaces TP stated in Theorem 1.3. First,
in Lemma 4.1 we prove the equivalence for certain exponents p,r. After that, we
extend it to the full range 0 < p,r < oo via the Kothe duality result for the outer
LP(¢") spaces, equivalent to that stated in Theorem 1.2, property (ii), and the
analogous result for tent spaces TP?, stated in Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 4.1. Forp=00,0<r <o or0 < p < o0,r = 0, there exists a constant
C = C(p,r) such that, for every f e LP({L"),

1
clflze < fllzoeery < Cllflize-

Proof. Without loss of generality, it is enough to consider the cases

i1 p=o0,r =1,
(4.1) p=1r=o00.

In fact, let ¢ < 00 be the minimum of p and r. We have
171 = 15N g
”f”%?(ér) = quHLP/Q(ZT/Q)a

where 00/q = 00, thus recovering one of the cases in (4.1).

Case I: p = 0,7 = 1. The quantities associated with the spaces L (¢!), T are
equivalent by definition, up to a constant determined by a simple covering argument
between boxes and tents.

CaseIl: p = 1,7 = 0. Let f € L1({*). Forevery A > 0, let £, < £ be a covering
witnessing the super level measure at level A up to a factor 2. In particular, we
have

2u(E*(f) > X) = )] o(E).

Fe&y
For
By = U 10B(E) < R,
Ex
where 10B is the cube in R? with the same centre of B and 10 times its side length,
we have

B\ <C ) o(E) < Cu(t*(f) > N).
Ee€&y
Moreover, for every x € B, we have

otherwise we get a contradiction with the definition of £5. Therefore, we have

(4.2) [z e RY: A (f)(2) > M| < (€2 () > A).
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Now let f e T%. For every A > 0, let Dy be
Dy = {zeR%: Ay (f)(z) > A},
and define
By =[] 10Q; < X,
1€l
where {B(Q;)} is a Whitney decomposition of Dy, and 10Q is the box whose base
B(10Q) has the same centre of B(Q) and 10 times its side length. In particular,
we have
1(Ex) < C|Ds|.
Moreover, for every E € £, we have
*(f1eg)(E) < A,

otherwise we get a contradiction with the definition of D). Therefore, we have

(43) H(E*(f) > \) < Cl{z € RE: A (f)(x) > M.
The desired equivalence follows by integrating the inequalities (4.2), (4.3) over
all levels A > 0. (]

For the tent spaces TP we have the following Kéthe duality result, see for example
Theorem 5.2 in [14].

Proposition 4.2. For 1 < p,r < o, for every f e TP,

sup HngLl(X,w) < ”fHT,? < sup ”fg”[,l(x,w)-

9l pr =1 ol =
r '

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generality, it is enough to consider the cases
p=r=00,
l<p<oo,r=1,
p=1,1<r < oo,
due to an argument analogous to that in the previous proof.
Case I: p = r = 0. The equivalence between L (£*), TS follows by definition.
Case II: 1 < p < o0,r = 1. For p = o the quantities associated with the spaces

L*®(0Y), T are equivalent by Lemma 4.1.
For 1 <p < 0, let f € LP(¢'). By Theorem 1.2, property (ii), we have

1
e 1f9llxw) < 1 lo@eny <€ sup [[fgllprxw)-

g1l L g0y <1 Ngll Ly (gooy <1
Applying Lemma 4.1 to g, we have
-~ sup 1||fg||L1(X,w) S Hf”Lp(gl) <C sup HfQHLl(X,w)-

9] <1

Finally, by Proposition 4.2, we conclude

1
clfllzy < 1fllzoery < Cllflizy-

Case III: p=1,1 < r < o0. For p = 1,r = o0, the quantities associated with
the spaces L!(¢*), T} are equivalent by Lemma 4.1.

For p = 1,1 < r < o0, an argument analogous to that used to prove Case II
yields the desired equivalence. If p = r = 1, we use Case I in place of Lemma 4.1.
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To conclude, we observe that the set of bounded functions with compact support
in X is dense in TP for 1 < p < ow,r =1and p =1,1 < r < 0. However, these
functions are also in LP(¢"). Therefore, the two spaces coincide. O

5. HARDY-LITTLEWOOD-SOBOLEV INCLUSIONS FOR TENT SPACES

In this section we improve over a result of Amenta on continuous inclusions
between tent spaces TP, see Theorem 2.19 and Lemma 2.20 in [1]. In his notation,
we have the weighted tent spaces 77" defined, for 0 < p,r < 0, s € R, by

TP = {f: "L €T}, W fllpr = 1l

where TP is defined in (1.8) and (1.9), and the continuous inclusions
5" =T, [ f,
qa P

for 0 < p < ¢ < 0,0 < r < . The improvement consists of allowing for two
different values of r, under certain conditions, in each of the two spaces in the last
display.

Due to the equivalence proved in the previous section, we get an analogous
result for the outer LP(¢") spaces in the upper half space setting (3.6). This result
is auxiliary in proving strong type estimates in the following section.

Theorem 5.1. For 0 < p < q < 0,0 < ro < 11 < 00, there exists a constant
C = C(p,q,71,72) such that, for every f e TP,

d_d
1654 fllga, < Cllfllzs
Moreover, for every f e LP(£™),

d_d

[t» qf”Lq(éTz) < CHfHLp(em)-

The main ingredient is the following. We define a function a to be a T?-atom
associated with the ball B < R? if a is essentially supported in T'(B) and

11
(5.1) lallz, < [Bl" 7.

Lemma 5.2. Let 1 < g < ry < r; < 0. Suppose that a is a Trll-atom. Then a is
n T2 with norm smaller than 1.

Proof. For q < o0, let 0 < r, s < o0 be such that

1 1 1 1 1 1
S+—=—, —+—===
T T1 T2 S T1 q

We have
16 % all s, = 1 Ars (#*5a) | )
< A (7 0 Lr)) Ary (@) | o)
<A 105 ey I Ars @] o )
1B [|afg
1

where we used Holder’s inequality in the first and in the second inequality, and
(5.1) in the fourth.
For ¢ = ro = r1 = o0, the statement follows directly from (5.1). O

NN

)
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. The proof of the first statement follows along the lines of
that of Theorem 2.19 in [1], using Lemma (5.2) above in place of Lemma 2.20.
The second statement then follows by Theorem 1.3. ([

6. EMBEDDING INTO OUTER LP({") SPACES WITH A FRACTIONAL SCALE FACTOR

In this section we state and prove a full classification of all positive and negative
results regarding strong and weak type estimates for a family of embedding maps
with a fractional scale factor from classical L? spaces on R? to outer LP({") spaces
in the upper half space setting.

The positive results for d = 1,1 < p = ¢ < 00,7 = 0 were already proved in
[13], see Theorem 4.1. Although there ¢ was assumed to be smooth and compactly
supported, the same argument can be extended with minor adjustments to the
test functions satisfying the boundedness and decay condition (1.11) and to all
dimensions.

We conclude the section by stating and proving an embedding theorem with
a fractional scale factor for functions in the Hardy space H!(R?) into the outer
L'(¢*) space. The embedded function in this case is that defined in (1.10) for a
smooth test function ¢ € S(RY).

Theorem 6.1. Let
(6.1) 1<p,g<0,0<r<o0.

Then, for (p,q,r) satisfying one of the following conditions, which are also displayed
in Fig. 1 below,

l<p<g<o,0<r<o,
(6.2) l<p=g<oo,r=on,
p=1,g=00,0<7r< 00,

there exists a constant C' = C(p,q,7,d,€) such that, for every f € LP(R?),

d_d
(|t "F(f)HLq(er) < C”f”LP(Rd)'

For all the triples (p,q,r) satisfying (6.1) but none of the conditions in (6.2), no
strong type (p,q) estimate holds.

Moreover, for (p,q,r) satisfying one of the following conditions, which are also
displayed in Fig. 1 below,

l=p<qg<w00<r<own,
(6.3)
p=q=17r=0o0,

there exists a constant C' = C(q,r,d,e) such that, for every f € L*(R%),
IE () Lo ery < CllF L1 (ray-

For all the triples (p,q,r) satisfying (6.1) but none of the conditions in (6.2),(6.3),
no weak type (p,q) estimate holds.
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1 T =0 1 r =00

a weak type (p, q) a strong type (p,q)
1 1
p p

1 O0<r<ow 1 O<r<ow

a weak type (p, q) g strong type (p,q)
1 1
P P

Figure 1: range of exponents p,q,r and weak/strong type estimates.

In the next proof, the constants ¢, C' are allowed to depend on d, €, p, g, 7 but not
on f.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume f to be nonneg-
ative. In fact, by definition (1.10), we have the pointwise bound

[Fo (), )] < Fig([ 1Dy, 1) < F(If)(y,1)-

In particular, we have

F(f)(y,t) = Rdf(z)t_d(l F Uy — o))t e de

This expression can be bounded either by means of the centred maximal function

(6.4) F(f)(y,t) < CM f(y),
or by Young’s convolution inequality

_d
(6.5) F(F)(y,t) < CE |l o

6.1. Strong type (p,q) estimates for 0 < r < « in the range for p # 1,9
displayed in Fig. 1. The strong type (p,q) estimates in the range 1 < p <
g < 0,0 < r < o follow by the already known strong type (p,p) estimate for
1 <p<oo,r =00 and Theorem 5.1.

6.2. Strong type (1,) estimates for 0 < r < oc0. We aim to prove that, for
every F € &,

(6.6) CEFD)E) < CIf s
If r = o0, the claim follows by (6.5).
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Now let 0 < r» < 0. By Theorem 1.2, property (iii), the decay property of ¢,
and the translation invariance of the L*(¢") quasi-norm, it is enough to prove the
inequality assuming that f is supported in (—1,1)% and ¢ = 1(~1,1)a. In this case,
we have

F¢(f)(y7 t) < Ot_dHfler(ft,t)d||L1(Rd)1{(7175,1+s)dX{s},s>0}(ya t)v
and it is enough to prove (6.6) for the elements of £ of the form
Epw = (z+ (—u,u)?) x (0,2u) € &,

for every u > 0,z € (—1—u, 1+u)? We distinguish two cases, r > 1 and 0 < r < 1.
Case I: > 1. Let r = 1. We have

C 2u
AR E < g [ e deay

2u dt
_J 1 1)d J J ( z+ tt)d( )dy_dz
z+(—u,u)

dt
< Gl [ 145
< Ol fl gy
where we used Fubini in the second inequality.
If 1 < r < o0, Proposition 8.7 implies the strong type (1, 00) estimate for L (£")
from those for L®(¢1), L% (¢%).
Case II: 0 <r < 1. We have

0@ F () (Ba) < 3 Fy(f)(Era) 0757 (3)(Be )
1 2u . &
C(W L L+(u,u)d ! J(M)d F@Nys(—taya(2) dz dy?)x

2u
Gal, . e
u™ Jo 4 (—u,u)d t
1 [ _a1dt 2u e dt 1-r
< C”fHLl(Rd)(EJ;J t 2?)(J;3 t2(177‘)7) =

< O Fll s gy,

where we used Holder’s inequality with exponents (1, =) in the first inequality,
and then we proceeded as in the previous case.

6.3. Weak type (1,q) estimates for 0 < r < o in the range for ¢ #
displayed in Fig. 1. We aim to prove that, for every A > 0,

d—2a
Np( (" F(f)) > A) < ClfIIT gay-
This requires to construct, for every A > 0, a set with appropriate outer measure

approximating the super level measure at level .
For fixed f and A > 0, let Dy be the set

x = {z e R Mf(2) > M £y -

We have
DAl < CATY| £ T ays

because of the weak type (1,1) estimate for the maximal function operator on R
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Let {B;: i € I} be a Whitney covering of Dy up to a set of measure 0 by pairwise
disjoint open dyadic cubes in R?, and denote by z; and s; the centre and the side
length of B;, respectively. Let Q(B;) = Q; € D be the dyadic box over the cube
B;, and define

E)\ZUQZ'QX.

i€l

In particular, we have
k(Ex) < |Dial < CA7q||f||%1(Rd).
We are left with proving that for every F € &,
(T F(f)1gg)(E) < O

If (x,s) € E§,x € Dy, then z € Q; for some ¢ € I, s > s;, and there exists
uwe S such that « + s'u € Dg, for cs; < s’ < Cs;. As a consequence, for t > s,
we have

TR (f) (2, 1) < Clt+ )T F(f) (@ + s'u, t + 8).

Therefore, we have

_a _4
(T IF ()1 (E) < C sup [I75 F(F)l| 1o g0y x (0,00, 82

c
zeD§

and it is enough to show that for every x € D, we have

_d
| ¢ "F(f)”u({m}x(oyoo)’%) < CA.

We split the norm on the left hand side at height 0 < R(x) < o0 soon to be fixed

(6.7) th_%F(f)”LT({m}x(O,R(m)),%) + ||td_§F(f)HU({z}x(R(m),oo),%)-
We bound F(f) by (6.4) in the first summand obtaining

CM f(z)R(z)"" 7,
and by (6.5) in the second summand obtaining

_d
Cllf Ml (ray Rz) "

If 0 < r < o0, we require the additional hypothesis ¢ > 1 to guarantee the L"-
integrability at 0 of the estimate for the first summand.
Optimizing the choice of R(z) with

_1 1
R(x) = OMf(‘T) ° ||f||zl(Rd)a
we get the bound for (6.7)
1 1-1
CMF(@) £} .
We conclude by the estimate for every x € DY,

M (@) < NS
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6.4. Counterexample to the strong type (1,¢) estimates for 1 < ¢ < 0,0 <
r < o0. In the following counterexamples we are going to use test functions ¢
satisfying the condition (1.11) with a multiplicative factor different from 1. While
it does not effect the nature of the counterexamples, it spares us the definition of
other appropriate constants.

For f = 1(_171)11, gf) = 1(_1)1)01, we have

Fd)(f)(yv t) = t_dl{(—s,s)dx{s},szl}(ya t)
For every u > 1, let
E, = (0,u) T e&.

Then, for 0 < r < 00, we have

T e dt s .
(IR uch>—J J T dy—)r = Cu
(T F(f) L max0,u))e) (Fau) ((2u)d v o T dy—) u 9,
and it is easy to see that, for r = oo, we have
éw(td_%F(f)l(]Rdx(O,u))C)(EQM) S?
Therefore, for every fixed u > 1, if A € X is such that
O TF()Lae) (Bau) < Cus,
then A\(R? x (0,u)) # J, hence we have
p((ETIE(f) > Cum6) = s
As a consequence, we have
d— ¢ a O et _a.du
[t 9 Fs (NI zaery = C o pl (T E(f)) > Cuma)—= = 0

6.5. Counterexample to the weak type (p,q) estimates for 1 < ¢ < p <
0,0<r<owand 1<qg<p<oo,r=o0ow. For f,¢ as above, we have

F¢7(f)(y7 t) = 1{(—1+s,1—s)d><{s},sgl}(ya t)'
For every x € (0, %)d,u < %, let
Ep = (2 + (—u,u)?) x (0,2u) € €.
Then, for 1 < ¢ <p < 0,0 <r < oo, we have
d_d 1 Zu dr _ dr de
CETRMNED > (G [ [ )
¢ (2u)d 0 z+(—u,u)? 3

thus exhibiting a counterexample in the case p = ¢ = c0. Moreover, it is easy to
see that, for 1 < g < p < 00,r = 00, we have
O ())(Br) = .

Let A< (—1,1)¢ x (0,90) be such that, for every x € (0, %)d,u

3=

= 0

)

N

(6.8) (I F(f)1ae) (Bay) < 0.
For every finite collection £ € £ covering A, let

Agr = U B(E),
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where B(E) is the base in R? of E, and B is the closure of B in R%. If Ag: 1[0, 1] »
&, there would exist z,u such that E,, n A = &, hence contradicting (6.8).
Therefore, for every A > 0, we have
(s () > N) 2 €,
where C' does not depend on .
As a consequence, for ¢ # o0, we have
d_d
ItP qu)(f)”%q,oo(gT) = C'sup \? = 0.
A>0
O

Before stating and proving the embedding result for functions in H'(R%), we
recall the definition of H'-atom. A function f is a H'-atom associated with the
cube B < R? if f is essentially supported in B and

(6:9) | @z =0 sl <15

Proposition 6.2. Let ¢ € S(R?). Then there exists a constant C = C(d, ) such
that, for every f e H*(R?),

1 (Dl 1y < CllF e ey

Proof. By Theorem 1.2, property (iii), the decay properties of ¢ and its derivatives,
and the definition of the Hardy space (H'(R?), [l 72 (), it is enough to prove the
inequality assuming that ¢ is a smooth function compactly supported in a cube of
side length 2 and f is a H'-atom associated with a cube B. Moreover, due to the
translation invariance of the L!(/*) quasi-norm, we can assume that both f, ¢ are
supported in cubes centred in the origin. Therefore it is enough to show that

||F<p(f)||L1(£f) <C.

Let 2B be the cube with the same centre of B and double the side length. For
1
0 <t<|B|?,ye€ 2B, we have

|Fo(H) )| <C|B|™,
where we used the L* bounds for f.
For t > |B|%,y € (—|B|? —t,|B|? + )%, we have
D8] = O F(e)ele™ = 2) e
= O [ 0 2) — el ) d

< crdf F ()2 de
B
< O|B|%t7(d+1),

where we used the L® bounds, the localized support and the cancellation property
of f together with the smoothness of ¢.

For all the others (y,t), we have F,(f) is 0, since the supports of f and the
dilated version of ¢ are disjoint.
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As a consequence, for A > C’|B|71, we have
u(*(Fo(f)) > A) =0
and for 0 < A < C|B|™", we have
(= (Fy(f) > \) < C|B|7 A~ 7,
Therefore, we have

C|B|™!

IFelDireny <€ [ ue (Bl > Nar <.

7. APPLICATIONS

In this section we show some applications of the strong type estimates in Theorem
6.1 and Proposition 6.2. We use them to give alternative proofs of the Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality up
to the endpoint in the spirit of the two-step program outlined in the introduction.

Theorem 7.1 (HLS inequality). For 1 < p,q < 0,0 < o < d such that

1 + l + g =2
p g d 7
there exists a constant C' = C(p,q,d) such that, for every f € LP(R?), g e LI(R?),
f(@)g(y)

de dy| < Cllfll 2o @y 191l Lo gay-

R2d |33 y|*
Proof. Let ¢ € S(R) be such that supp¢) < [%,2],880 1&2(1%)% = 1, and define
U, ® e S(RY) by
W (€) = (1)), B(E) = [ (1€D.

Let f,g € S(R?). By a frequency localization argument, we have

[, 129 qway) < [ F@atnle - ni*o(e + ) g
R2d
<afl, )f<s>g<n>|5n|“-da<5+n>¢2<t>dsdn@|
<Ol ORI () el T
<] 1170 By (1) (9, )Ga ) (3, 1) dy |
Rdx (0,00) t

By Theorem 1.2, property (i), the integral in the last display is bounded by
[#4- Fy (£)Ga(9)ll .+ -

Applying outer Holder’s inequality, Proposition 8.4, we estimate it in terms of

||td7aF‘Il(f)||Lq’(e1) ||G<D(g)||Lq(goc)v

which by the strong type estimates in Theorem 6.1 is bounded by

”f”Lp(Rd) ”g”LQ(Rd)'
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A standard approximation argument yields the result for arbitrary f € LP(R%),g €
Li(RY). O

Theorem 7.2 (GNS inequality). For 1 < p < d, there exists a constant C = C(p, d)
such that, for every f e WHP(R?),

11l o ray < CIVEl Lo (ays

where py = ddTpp.

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(d) such that, for every f e WH4(R?),
1 lBaromsy < CIV I Lagay-

Proof. Let {¢;}¢_; be a smooth partition of the unity on the set {3 < [£| < 2} such

that supp ¢;  {|&] > 45} 0 {7 < €] <4}
For 1 € S(R) as above, let ¥; € S(R?) be defined by

; d(leh

\I]z(g) - g 1(6)
For 1 <p <d, let f,ge S(R?). By a frequency localization argument, we have
Kol < Cl[ | FOams(e +n)dcan
. . d
e F©am(E + i) ddn |
R24 % (0,00)
DUED) o

<C i i )déE—

qum@ﬁ O pi(a(-0b (el e 7

czq P, (04) (010G ) (9 1) dy |

4% (0,00)

By Theorem 1.2, property (i ) the integral in the last display is bounded by

S 4w, oG @)1

i=1
Applying outer Holder’s inequality, Proposition 8.4, we estimate it in terms of

d
Z ||tF\I/1 (aif)HLT’* er) HG\I’(Q)”LT’*/(gOO)u
=1

which by the strong type estimates in Theorem 6.1 is bounded by

d
Z ”aifHLp(]Rd) HgHLP*/(Rd)'
i=1

The duality between LP(R¢) spaces and the density of Schwartz functions in LP(R?)
yield the desired inequality. A standard approximation argument yields the result
for arbitrary f e W1P(R9).

For p = d, we proceed in the same way with f € S(R?) and g € H'(R?) n S(R?),
getting

d
IKf, 9l < Z [tFw, (3if)HL°c(zl)||G‘P(9)HL1(£°0)7

=1
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which by the strong type estimates in Theorem 6.1 and by Proposition 6.2 is
bounded by

d
D10 F Nl o 191l i1 ety -

i=1
The duality between the spaces BMO(R?) and H'(R?) and the density of Schwartz
functions in H'(R?) yield the desired inequality. A standard approximation argu-
ment yields the result for arbitrary f € WhH4(R?).

For p = 1,d > 1, the statement can be classically proved by the Loomis-Whitney
inequality. ([

8. APPENDIX: OUTER LP SPACE THEORY

In this Appendix we review the theory of outer LP spaces in the level of generality
discussed in [13].

Definition 8.1 (Outer measure). Let X be a set. An outer measure on X is a
function p from the collection of all subsets of X to [0, 0] that satisfies the following
properties.
(1) w() =0.
(2) If E S F for two subsets of X, then u(E) < u(F).
(3) If {E;} is a countable collection of sets in X, then
[oe] o0
N(U E;) < Z 1(E;).
i=1 i=1

Definition 8.2 (Size). Let X be a metric space. A size on X is a function S
from the Cartesian product of B(X), the set of Borel measurable functions on X,
and P(X), the power set of X, that satisfies, for every f,g € B(X),A € X, the
following properties.

(1) If |f| < gl, then S(f)(A) < S(g)(A).
(2) S(Af)(A) =|AIS(f)(A) for every X e C.
(8) There exists a constant C depending only on S but not on f,g, A such that
S(f +9)(A) < CIS(F)(A) + 5(9)(A)]-
We define
11l sy = sup S(f)(A),
AcX

and the outer L% (.S) space to be the set of functions in B(X) for which this quantity
is finite.
For A > 0, we define the super level measure

u(S(f) > A) = inf{u(A): A Borel subset of X, || flac| gy < A}

For 0 < p < o0, we define
@ » dX
1£llr(s) = ( R wS(F) > A~

11l Lee sy = (ililé A u(S(f) > N)7,

and the outer LP(S), LP**(S) spaces to be the sets of functions in B(X) for which
these quantities are finite, respectively.
Finally, we recall some important results that hold in this setting.

1
)7,

"=
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Proposition 8.3 (Pull back, Proposition 3.2 in [13]). For i = 1,2, let X; be a
metric space, p; and S; be an outer measure and a size on X;, respectively. Let
®: X1 — X5 be a continuous map. Assume that for every Es € P(X3) we have

(11 (27 Ey) < Apa(Es).

Further assume that for each Ey € P(X1), there exists Ey € P(X2) such that for
every f € B(X2) we have

S1(f o ®)(Er) < BSa(f)(E2).

Then we have for every f € B(X2) and 0 < p < o0 and some universal constant C
fo ‘I>||Lp(51) < Al/pBC||f||Lp(52)a
1 0 @l Lpon(s,) < Al/pBC”f”Lp,oo(sz)-

Proposition 8.4 (outer Holder’s inequality, Proposition 3.4 in [13]). Let X be a
metric space, |, i1, 2 be three outer measures on X such that pu < p;, fori=1,2.

Let S, 51,55 be three respective sizes such that for any Borel subset A, there exist
Az, Ag such that for all f1, fo € B(X) we have

S(f1f2)(A) < S1(f1)(A1)S2(f2)(A2).
Let p,p1,p2 € (0,00] such that 1/p = 1/p1 + 1/p2. Then, for every fi, fo € B(X),
Hf1f2||Lp(5) < 2Hf1||Lp1(51)|‘f2”m2(s2)-

Proposition 8.5 (Marcinkiewicz interpolation). Let X be a measure space, 1 and
S an outer measure and a size on X, respectively. Let (Y,v) be a measure space.
Let 1 < p; <ps < 0,1 < q1 # g2 < 0 such that p; < q;, fori =1,2. Let T be
a homogeneous quasi-subadditive operator that maps LP*(Y,v) and LP2(Y,v) to the
space B(X) such that

1T ()| oo s
1T () oz oon s

Al”f”[,m (Y,v)»

NN

AQHf”Lm(Y,U)'

Then we also have

HT(f)HLq(s) < AfAéiecp,phpzHfHLp(Y,u)v

where 0 < 0 < 1 is such that
1 0 1-06 1 0 1-06

p o p P @ @
Proof. See Appendix B in [17]. It is enough, for a function h on X, to replace the
quantity p({h > A}) with the super level measure at level A in the definition of
the non-increasing rearrangement h*. In particular, for a function h: X — R, the
function h*: (0,00) — (0, 00) is defined by
R*(t) = inf{\: u(S(h) > \) < t}.
O

Proposition 8.6 (Radon-Nikodym measure differentiation, Proposition 3.6 in [13],
Proposition 1.9 in [21]). Let X be a measure space, p and S an outer measure and
a size on X, respectively. Assume that X is o-finite with respect to p, i.e.

X = U X, (X)) <.

neN
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Let v be a nonnegative Borel measure on X. Then, if either for all A < X
u(4) = 0= v(4) = 0,

or forall Ac X

1
m JA|f(:1:)| dv(z) < CHf”LOO(S)’
(S)

we have, for every f € L (S

(8.1) |Lummwm<cwmwy

where the implicit constant C' is independent of ||f||LI(S).

Proposition 8.7. Let X be a measure space, i an outer measure on X. For
0<7m <ry < oo, let 7,472 be the sizes on X defined by (1.2). Then, for every
0 <p<oo,ry <r <rg, there exists a constant C = C(p,r,r1,7r2) such that, for
every f € B(X),

I llLecery < CUSNpogery + 11F Lo ers))s
< Ol poeoersy + 1 poce (gray)-

Proof. Tt is enough to prove that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(r,r1,r2) such that,
for every A > 0,

() > eX) < Q™ (f) > A) + pll(f) > V).

The desired inequalities follow by multiplying the last display by AP and either
integrating or taking the supremum over all levels A > 0 .

Let E1, F; € X be two sets witnessing the super level measure at A up to a
factor 2 with respect to the sizes ™ and ¢2, respectively. In particular, we have

2u(l(f) > A) = u(Er),  2u(0™(f) > A) = p(Ez).
Now let E' = E; U Es. Then, for every A € X, we have

O (F 1) (A) < el (£ AN (£ )(A)) 7 < e,
by logarithmic convexity of the L" spaces, where 0 < 6 < 1 satisfies
1 6 1-90
= :
T T1 T2

To conclude, we observe that u(E’) < u(F1) + pu(Es). O

11l oo ey
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